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Abstract. A general theory of matrix-spherical functions for dual Hopf algebras and right
coideal subalgebras is developed. We establish their existence and define their orthogonality
relations. When specialized to Kolb and Letzter’s quantum symmetric pair coideal subal-
gebras, we associate, to each classical commutative triple, a unique corresponding quantum
commutative triple. This leads to families of vector-valued orthogonal polynomials, which
diagonalize a commutative algebra of difference-reflection operators and are invariant under
sending q → q−1. Various examples of these vector-valued orthogonal polynomials are given
and identified with Intermediate Macdonald polynomials.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Background. The starting point of this article is the realization of zonal spherical func-
tions on symmetric spaces G/K as Jacobi polynomials. In his 1987 preprint of [Mac00],
Ian Macdonald tentatively asked whether an analogous description exists in the recently emerg-
ing field of quantum groups, and proposed a set of polynomials as candidates. In the following
decade, various authors such as Tom Koornwinder, Masatoshi Noumi, Tetsuya Sugitani, and
Mathijs Dijhuizen indeed managed to find examples of quantum analoga of symmetric pairs
whose zonal spherical functions were indeed the Macdonald polynomials described in [Mac00]
or Koornwinder–Macdonald polynomials ([Koo92]), a generalisation for root systems of type
BC. In later publications, e.g. [Mac03], both types of polynomials have been unified and are
now in full generality known as Macdonald polynomials.

During this process there existed a plethora of ideas of what kind of algebraic object the
subgroup K would correspond to (as it became clear very quickly that K cannot correspond to
a quantum group), ranging from Koornwinder’s twisted primitive element (see [Koo93]) to the
various two-sided coideals and two-sided coideal subalgebras that are obtained from reflection
equations in the work of Dijkhuizen, Noumi, and Sugitani ([NS95],[Nou96],[NDS97]).

In the late 1990s, Gail Letzter showed ([Let99]) that all of these approaches are equivalent
and should be formulated in the language of coideal subalgebras. She then went on to develop a
general theory of quantum symmetric pairs (including but not limited to [Let00],[Let02],[Let03],
[Let04]), culminating in the general identification of the zonal spherical functions of most
quantum symmetric pairs (i.e. with reduced restricted root system and standard parameters)
with Macdonald’s polynomials. More details and a survey of the literature on the remaining
cases can be found in Section 5.

In addition to having been studied in such detail, the coideal subalgebra approach (“twisted
quantised enveloping algebras”) has another advantage over, say Noumi’s and Sugitani’s “ad-
ditive” approach (see [Nou96, §2.4]): it generalises naturally to matrix-spherical functions for
other representations of the coideal subalgebra that corresponds to K. The central question we
hope to answer with this paper is the question whether these quantum matrix-spherical func-
tions can be described as vector-valued generalisations of Macdonald polynomials. Previous
forays into this direction have been made in [Ald16] and [AKR17], as well as [EK94], [Koe96],
[Mee25a] and [OS05] for 1-dimensional spaces of intertwiners.

In [Pru23], a vector-valued generalisation of the Jacobi polynomials (so-called Intermediate
Jacobi Polynomials) was defined and exhibited as matrix-spherical functions of compact sym-
metric pairs (of groups) for a few examples. This approach was then adapted for Macdonald
polynomials by Philip Schlösser ([Sch23]) to define Intermediate Macdonald Polynomials.

1.2. Main results. Let g be a reductive Lie algebra and let θ be an involutive automorphism
of g. Let h := gθ be the subalgebra fixed by θ. The pair (g, h) or of their universal enveloping
algebras is a symmetric pair.

With (g, h) the theory of quantum symmetric pairs, as developed by Letzter and Kolb [Let99]
[Kol14], associates a pair (U,B) of associative unital algebras (U is a Drinfel’d Jimbo quantum
group and B is a right coideal subalgebra) over k = C(q) whose q = 1 specialisations are
isomorphic to (U(g), U(k)). Such a pair (U,B) is called a quantum symmetric pair, and B =
Bc,s depends on parameters (c, s).

1.2.1. Main results Part 1. The main result of Part 1 is the development of a general theory
of matrix spherical functions.

Write A for the algebra of finite-dimensional matrix coefficients of U. Let (U,B) and (U,B′)
be quantum symmetric pairs corresponding to potentially different choices of parameters. Let
V be a finite-dimensional B-module, and W a finite-dimensional B′-module. A function f ∈
A⊗ Hom(W,V ) is called a matrix spherical function if

∀b ∈ B, x ∈ U, b′ ∈ B′ : f(bxb′) = bf(x)b′.
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For a simple U-module M , we define the subspace EV,W (M) of elementary matrix spherical
functions, i.e. elements of f ∈ EV,W contained in A(M) ⊗ Hom(W,V ), where A(M) consists
of the matrix elements of M . EV,W is the direct sum of EV,W (M) with M ranging over finite-
dimensional simple modules. In particular, if V = W = k are the restrictions of the trivial
representation ϵ of U (the counit), we call f ∈ Eϵ,ϵ(M) a zonal spherical function. In general,
the set EV,W of such matrix spherical functions is a vector space and a left module over the
algebra Eϵ,ϵ. In the setting of quantum symmetric pairs, this setup for zonal spherical functions
is analogous to [Let03].

Moreover, we construct a k-bilinear pairing (see Definition 2.16)

ΞV,W : EV,W ⊗ EW,V → Eϵ,ϵ,

which can be combined with the Haar state h on A to give a non-degenerate bilinear pairing
h ◦ ΞV,W : EV,W ⊗ EW,V → k with respect to which that the EV,W (M) (for varying M)
are orthogonal (see Proposition 2.21). This is a generalization the construction of [Mee25a]
to higher dimensional representations and more general pairs of Hopf algebras and coideal
subalgebras.

With respect to the Eϵ,ϵ-module structure of EV,W , ΞV,W interacts as follows:
ΞV,W (fF, gG) = fΞV,W (F,G)g(S(·)K−2ρ),

where K−2ρ corresponds to the element −2ρ (sum of negative roots) embedded into the Cartan
subalgebra of g. Standard quantum group theory defines commutative algebra U0 ⊆ U corre-
sponding to the Cartan subalgebra. We show that BU0B′ is Zariski dense in U (see Theorem
4.21), thus showing an analogue of the Cartan decomposition for quantum symmetric pairs. As
a concequence every matrix spherical function f is defined by its restriction Res(f) to U0 (see
Proposition 4.23), which is an element of k[X] ⊗ Hom(W,V ), where X is a lattice of weights
of g.

In particular, there exists a matrix weight distribution ▽ ∈ k[[X]]⊗ End(Hom(V,W )) such
that

h(ΞV,W (F,G)) = trW ct((−ρ) ▷ Res(F )▽(−ρ) ▷ Res(G))
(see Proposition 6.6), where ct : k[[X]] → k, the constant term map, maps ∑µ∈X aµe

µ to a0,
and where (−ρ)▷eµ = q−⟨ρ,µ⟩eµ effects a shift by −ρ. In essence, the symmetric bilinear pairing
h ◦ΞV,W thus factors through (−ρ) ▷Res(·). This factorisation can be further refined by noting
that EV,W and EW,V are often free modules over Eϵ,ϵ (see Lemma 6.5).

Such a pleasant module structure arises in the context of quantum commutative triples
(U,B, V (γ)), which are defined by the condition that

∀λ ∈ X+ : dim(HomBc,s(V (γ), L(λ))), dim(HomBc,s(L(λ), V (γ))) ≤ 1.
Using specialization and the techniques from Watanabe’s theory of integrable modules [Wat25],
we prove that the classification of these triples is independent of the quantization parameter q
(see Theorem 3.43). Consequently, we obtain a wide range of quantum commutative triples,
as many are already known in the classical case, in particular, those classified in [PP23].

For quantum commutative triples, we can leverage techniques from the ıquantum group
program, initiated by Bao and Wang, to derive symmetries of the corresponding vector-valued
orthogonal polynomials. The universal K-matrix K : L(λ) → L(λ) [BK19], under certain
technical conditions, intertwines the B-action on L(λ). In the context of quantum commutative
triples, it therefore acts by scalar multiplication on the B-type. This invariant action, at the
level of the associated vector-valued orthogonal polynomials, results in a q → q−1 symmetry
(see Theorem 6.19).

The quantum Cartan decomposition (see Theorem 4.21) implies that every (elementary)
matrix spherical function a vector-valued polynomial that diagonalises a commutative algebra
of matrix difference operators (the radial parts of the centre of U, see Theorem 6.17). The
procedure to calculate the radial parts is similar in spirit to the classical case [CM82].



4 STEIN MEEREBOER & PHILIP SCHLÖSSER

1.2.2. Main results Part 2. In Part 2 we consider instructive examples. The main result is the
computation of the corresponding matrix weights, and the identification the matrix spherical
functions with Intermediate Macdonald polynomials. These were first introduced in [Sch23]
by one of the authors, and are a parameter-dependent family of Laurent polynomials in k[2L]
that are invariant under a parabolic subgroup WJ of the Weyl group WΣ (symmetric and
non-symmetric Macdonald polynomials are special cases for J = I and J = ∅). Like the
Macdonald polynomials, they diagonalise a commutative algebra of q-difference operators, and
as is demonstrated in [Sch23, §6], there are straightforward ways of interpreting them vector-
valued polynomials.

As such, the results of Part 2 can be seen as generalizations of Letzter’s identification of zonal
spherical functions with Macdonald polynomials [Let04] by considering a more general notion
of spherical functions, and then obtaining a corresponding generalization of the Macdonald
polynomials. The contents of Part 2 is very close to [Pru23] and [HP25] in spirit, where in the
classical case matrix-spherical functions are identified with Intermediate Jacobi polynomials.
In particular, we consider

• (U,B) of type BIIn, corresponding to Spin(2n+ 1)/Spin(2n) with a representation γ
corresponding to sϖn−1 and sϖn, where ϖn−1, ϖn correspond to the spin representa-
tions of Spin(2n)
• (U,B) of type CIIn,1, corresponding to Sp(2n)/(Sp(2)× Sp(2n− 2)) with a represen-

tation γ corresponding to sϖ1, where ϖ1 is the standard representation of the Sp(2)
factor.
• (U,B) of type DIIn, corresponding to Spin(2n)/Spin(2n− 1) with a representation γ

corresponding to the spin representation of Sp(2n− 1).
• (U,B) of type AI2, corresponding to SU(3)/SO(3), with a representation γ corre-

sponding to the standard representation of SO(3).
• (U,B) of type A2-group, corresponding to (SU(3) × SU(3))/SU(3), with a represen-

tation γ corresponding to the standard representation of SL(3).
• (U,B) of type AII5, corresponding to SU(6)/Sp(6), with a representation γ corre-

sponding to the standard representation of Sp(6).
For the first two cases, we obtain symmetric Askey–Wilson polynomials (i.e. Intermediate Mac-
donald polynomials of rank 1, symmetric under the entire Weyl group). In the third case, we
obtain non-symmetric Askey–Wilson polynomials (i.e. Intermediate Macdonald polynomials of
rank 1, symmetric under the trivial group). And in the last three cases, we obtain Intermediate
Macdonald polynomials for the root system A2 that are symmetric under a non-trivial parabolic
subgroup of the Weyl group. It is worth to mention that we are able to make the identification
with Intermediate Macdonald polynomials by matching the orthogonality relations using the
inner product methods, as developed in Part 1.

1.3. Structure. This paper is divided into two parts. Part 1 consists of Section 2 - 6, here we
develop the general theory of quantum matrix-spherical functions. Part 2 consits of Section 7
and Appendix A - B, and is devoted to the explicit study of matrix spherical functions in a
number of specific cases.

We begin in Section 2 in the most general setting by reviewing the definitions of a Hopf
algebra and a right coideal subalgebra. In this setting, we define the notion of a (matrix)
spherical function and show some basic properties thereof, including orthogonality relations.

In Section 3 we then specialise by introducing the concrete Hopf algebras and coideal sub-
algebras that will be considered in the rest of the paper: Drin’feld–Jimbo quantum groups
and quantum-symmetric pair coideal subalgebras. In their representation theory, they corre-
spond to compact symmetric pairs, which we also make concrete. In that setting we develop
some further techniques to describe the orthogonality relations between the matrix-spherical
functions.



QUANTUM MATRIX-SPHERICAL FUNCTIONS AS ORTHOGONAL POLYNOMIALS 5

In Section 4 we utilise representation theory to prove an analogon of the KAK decomposition
for symmetric pairs of groups. This allows us to describe spherical functions by their restrictions
to the Cartan torus. The representation theory part involves proving a statement for all rank-
1 diagram that is true for all finite-type rank-1 diagrams but fails already for some affine
diagrams. Therefore, we restrict to Cartan data of finite type from now on.

Section 5 deals with zonal functions and the extensive literature about them. We collect and
unify the most important results (for our purposes) from said literature. In particular, we are
concerned with the cases for which the zonal spherical functions are known to be Macdonald
polynomials

In Section 6 we assosiate of vector-valued polynomials to matrix-spherical functions. We
combine the results of Sections 2 – 5 to study the structural properties of these polynomials.
In particular, with use of the quantum Cartan decomposition of Section 4 the existence a of
matrix valued q-difference equation for the associated vector-valued polynomials is shown, and
the q 7→ q−1 invariance.

Section 7 is the first section of Part 2 and is concerned with the examples. The inner
product from Section 2 and some ad-hoc computations are used to describe the matrix-spherical
functions as Intermediate Macdonald polynomials. It is a conjecture of the authors that this
can be done whenever the reduced Weyl group acts transitively on the M -types (respectively,
the bottom elements of the well) and the stabiliser subgroup is parabolic. Using the examples
we show that this is true for all analoga of small K-types (that are integrable, i.e. can be
described using our formalism), for all rank-1 cases, and for all cases with restricted root
system of type A2 with three M -types.

Acknowledgment
This work is funded by grant number OCENW.M20.108 of the Dutch Research Council. The
authors would like to thank Jasper Stokman for his help with assembling the literature on
zonal spherical functions. Moreover, they would like to thank Erik Koelink and Maarten van
Pruijssen for valuable feedback and useful discussions.

Part 1. Generalities on quantum matrix-spherical functions

2. Matrix-Spherical Functions for Hopf Algebras and Coideal Subalgebras

In this section we are going to define the notions of quantum groups, coideal subalgebras,
and matrix-spherical functions in great generality, without mentioning root systems or Sa-
take diagrams. This generality is assumed in order to highlight the elementary nature of the
constructions and proofs, and for potential generalizations.

2.1. General Definitions. Let k be an algebraicly closed field. We write N,Z,Q,C for the
sets of natural numbers (without 0), integers, rationals, and complex numbers.

Definition 2.1. A Hopf algebra over k is a tuple (U,∆, ϵ, S) of
(i) an associative unital k-algebra U,

(ii) an algebra homomorphism ∆ : U → U ⊗ U (“comultiplication”), usually written in
Sweedler notation as

∆(x) =
∑

x(1) ⊗ x(2) = x(1) ⊗ x(2),

(iii) an algebra homomorphism ϵ : U→ k (“counit”), and
(iv) an algebra antihomomorphism S : U→ U (“antipode”)

such that
(∆⊗ id) ◦∆ = (id⊗∆) ◦∆ : U→ U⊗U⊗U

(id⊗ϵ) ◦∆ = (ϵ⊗ id) ◦∆ = id : U→ U
m ◦ (id⊗S) ◦∆ = m ◦ (S ⊗ id) ◦∆ = 1 · ϵ : U→ U
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(where m : U⊗U→ U is the multiplication map).

Remark 2.2. The axioms can be written in Sweedler notation as

x(1)(1) ⊗ x(1)(2) ⊗ x(2) = x(1) ⊗ x(2)(1) ⊗ x(2)(2) = x(1) ⊗ x(2) ⊗ x(3)

ϵ(x(1))x(2) = x(1)ϵ(x(2)) = x

x(1)S(x(2)) = S(x(1))x(2) = ϵ(x)

for all x ∈ U.
Note that it is exactly the extra structure of a Hopf algebra that allows us to equip the category

of U-modules with the structure of a rigid monoidal category.

Definition 2.3. Define the adjoint representation ad : U→ End(U) as follows:

ad(x)(v) := x(1)vS(x(2)).

Let M be a module over a Hopf algebra U, let v ∈M, f ∈M∗, then define

cf,v = cMf,v : U→ k, x 7→ f(xv).

This is the matrix element for the module M obtained from f, v.

For a pairing ⟨·, ·⟩ : U × A → k, we equip the tensor products with the natural pairing
⟨·, ·⟩ : U⊗U×A⊗ → k defined by

⟨f ⊗ g, a⊗ b⟩ = ⟨f, a⟩⟨g, b⟩, f, g ∈ U, a, b ∈ A.

Definition 2.4. Two Hopf algebras U and A are said to be dual to each other if there is a
nondegenerate pairing ⟨·, ·⟩ : A×U→ k (that we will tacitly also use to denote the pairing of
A⊗A with U⊗U induced by it) such that

(i) ⟨fg, x⟩ = ⟨f ⊗ g,∆(u)⟩ for f, g ∈ A, x ∈ U.
(ii) ⟨f, xy⟩ = ⟨∆(f), x⊗ y⟩ for f ∈ A, x, y ∈ U.

(iii) ⟨1, x⟩ = ϵ(x) for x ∈ U.
(iv) ⟨f, 1⟩ = ϵ(f) for f ∈ A.
(v) ⟨f, Sx⟩ = ⟨Sf, x⟩ for f ∈ A, x ∈ U.

The Hopf algebra A is said to contain the matrix element cf,v of a U-module M if there is a
(necessarily unique) element h ∈ A such that

∀x ∈ U : ⟨h, x⟩ = cf,v(x) = f(xv).

We shall also denote that element by cf,v and more generally think of A as a suitable subset of
U∗ (and hence interpret the pairing ⟨·, ·⟩ as the evaluation map).

Proposition 2.5. Let U,A be dual Hopf algebras. We can define left and right actions of U
on A as follows:

x ▷ f := (id⊗x)∆(f)
f ◁ x := (x⊗ id)∆(f)

where we identify x ∈ U with the map f 7→ ⟨f, x⟩, for f ∈ A.

Proof. We have

xy ▷ f = (id⊗xy)∆(f) = (id⊗x⊗ y)(id⊗∆)(∆(f))
= (id⊗x⊗ y)(∆⊗ id)(∆(f)) = (id⊗x)∆((id⊗y)∆(f))
= x ▷ (y ▷ f)

1 ▷ f = (id⊗1)∆(f) = f

and similarly for ◁. □
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Example 2.6. A common choice for a dual A of U is the set
{f ∈ U∗ | ∃I ≤ U : dim(U/I) <∞, f(I) = 0}

(where I is a two-sided ideal), which can be shown (see [Jos95, Corollary 1.4.5]) to be generated
by matrix elements of finite-dimensional representations.

This is the maximal choice of A: any other choice A′ can be interpreted as a subset of U∗ sat-
isfying ∆(A′) ⊆ A′⊗A′. By the proof of [Jos95, Lemma 1.4.2] and by [Jos95, Lemma 1.4.1(i)]
we then find that A′ ⊆ A as defined above. In particular, any choice of A is generated by
matrix elements of finite-dimensional modules.

Remark 2.7. In case U has infinite-dimensional simple representations, the matrix elements
of finite-dimensional representations might not suffice to separate the elements of U. In other
words: there might be no Hopf algebra A dual to U. In that case, we can take A ⊆ U∗ to be
the vector space of matrix elements of semisimple representations (or of another appropriate
(full) subcategory of U− Rep).

This choice A will not generally be a bialgebra (much less a Hopf algebra), but it will still be
an algebra with a left and right action of U (via ucf,v = cf,uv and cf,vu = cfu,v for v ∈ M, f ∈
M∗, u ∈ U), so the notions from Sections 2.12.2 still make sense. However, in that case we
lack an important tool in the study of the matrix-spherical functions: the inner product. The
Haar state whose existence we assume from Lemma 2.19 onwards only exists in case A is a
cosemisimple Hopf algebra ([KS97, Theorem 11.2.13]).

Moreover, as [Kol15] suggests, the proper treatment of such cases, e.g. U being the quantum
analogue of an affine Kac–Moody algebra, these cases likely also require appropriate completions
that we don’t introduce here.

2.2. Matrix-Spherical Functions. From now on, we shall fix a dual pair U,A of Hopf
algebras.

Definition 2.8. A right coideal subalgebra is a k-subalgebra B ≤ U that is a right coideal,
i.e.

∆(B) ⊆ B⊗U.
Write Γ = Γ(B) for the set of equivalence classes of finite-dimensional irreducible B-modules
that are contained in the restriction of a finite dimensional U-module. For every γ ∈ Γ write
V (γ) for a representative.

Definition 2.9. Let B,B′ be right coideal subalgebras. Let V be a finite dimensional B-module,
W a finite dimensional B′-module. An element f ∈ A⊗Hom(W,V ) is called a (B,B′)-matrix-
spherical function (MSF) for V,W if

∀b ∈ B, b′ ∈ B′, x ∈ U : f(bxb′) = bf(x)b′

(in other words, we require b′ ▷ f = fπW (b′) for b′ ∈ B and f ◁ b = πV (b)f for b ∈ B′). Write
EV,W

B,B′ = EV,W (or Eγ,γ′ if V ∼= V (γ),W ∼= V (γ′) for γ, γ′ ∈ Γ) for the vector space of MSF for
(U,B, V,B′,W ).

For V = W = k and the module structures are given by the counit ϵ, we write Eϵ := Eϵ,ϵ
B,B′

regardless of whether B = B′ or not.
In all other cases, we write EV := EV,V and Eγ := Eγ,γ which implies that B = B′.

Example 2.10. Let M be a simple U-module whose matrix elements are contained in A and
V,W simple finite-dimensional modules over B,B′, respectively. Let j ∈ HomB′(W,M), p ∈
HomB(M,V ). Then f : U→ Hom(W,V ), given by

f(x)(w) := p(xj(w)),
is a MSF. Any such function is called an elementary MSF. Write EV,W

B,B′(M) = EV,W (M) for
the vector space of elementary MSF for M , and call the elements of Eϵ

B,B′(M) (B,B′)-zonal
spherical functions (ZSF).
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Lemma 2.11. (i) Let M be a simple U-module and V,W finite-dimensional modules over
B,B′, respectively. Any function f ∈ EV,W that can be written in terms of matrix
elements of M is contained in EV,W (M).

(ii) Assume that every finite-dimensional U-module splits as a direct sum of simple mod-
ules. Then

EV,W =
⊕
M∈Û

EV,W (M),

where Û denotes the set of equivalence classes of simple finite-dimensional U-modules.

Proof. (i) Write

f =
r∑
i=1

cfi,vi ⊗mi ⊗ λi

(viewing Hom(W,V ) ∼= V ⊗W ∗) for vi ∈ M, fi ∈ M∗,mi ∈ V, λi ∈ W ∗. Then the
condition of being an MSF just means that

r∑
i=1

cfib,vi ⊗mi ⊗ λi =
r∑
i=1

cfi,vi ⊗ bmi ⊗ λi
r∑
i=1

cfi,b′vi ⊗mi ⊗ λi =
r∑
i=1

cfi,vi ⊗mi ⊗ λib′

for b ∈ B, b′ ∈ B′. Note that the map M∗⊗M → A given by f ⊗ v 7→ cf,v is injective.
Applying its inverse to f and then permuting tensor legs, we obtain

F =
r∑
i=1

mi ⊗ fi ⊗ vi ⊗ λi ∈ HomB(M,V )⊗ HomB′(W,M).

Writing F = ∑s
i=1 pi⊗ ji and defining fi to be the elementary MSF defined by (pi, ji),

we have
f =

s∑
i=1

fi.

(ii) Let f ∈ EV,W . We decompose A as a direct sum into matrix elements of simple
finite-dimensional U-modules. Write

f =
r∑
i=1

cfi,vi ⊗ ϕi

where vi ∈Mi, λi ∈M∗
i and ϕi ∈ Hom(W,V ) for simple U-modules M1, . . . ,Mr. Write

fi :=
r∑
j=1

Mj
∼=Mi

cfi,vi ⊗ ϕi.

Note that the decomposition of A into U-types is invariant under the left and right
action of U. This shows that fi ∈ EV,W and hence with (i) that f can be written as a
linear combination of elementary MSF.

□

Proposition 2.12. When equipped with the product inherited from A, the vector space Eϵ is
a k-algebra and EV,W is a left Eϵ-module.

Proof. We only need to check that EϵEV,W ⊆ EV,W . Let f ∈ Eϵ,Φ ∈ EV,W and x ∈ U, b ∈
B, b′ ∈ B′ and f ∈ Eϵ,Φ ∈ EV,W , then

(fΦ)(bx) = f(b(1)x(1))Φ(b(2)x(2)) = ϵ(b(1))f(x(1))Φ(b(2)x(2))
= f(x(1))Φ(bx(2)) = b(fΦ)(x)

(fΦ)(xb′) = f(x(1)b
′
(1))Φ(x(2)b

′
(2)) = ϵ(b′

(1))f(x(1))Φ(x(2)u
′
(2))

= f(x(1))Φ(x(2)u
′) = (fΦ)(x)u′. □
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Lastly, we prove a statement for V = W = k the trivial representation:

Lemma 2.13 ([Mee25b, Proposition 4.25]). Let φ ∈ Eϵ
B,B′ and assume that S is invertible.

Then φ ◦ S ∈ Eϵ
S−2(B′),B.

Proof. Let b ∈ B, b′ ∈ B′, x ∈ U, then

φ(S(S−2(b′)xb)) = φ(S(b)S(x)S−1(b′))

= φ
(
S
(
ϵ(b(1))b(2)

)
S(x)S−1

(
ϵ(b′

(1))b′
(2)

))
= ϵ(b(1)) φ

(
S(b(2))S(x)S−1(b′

(2))
)
ϵ(b′

(1)).

Since the elements b(1) and b′
(1) lie in B,B′, respectively, we obtain

= φ
(
b(1)S(b(2))S(x)S−1(b′

(2))b′
(1)

)
= φ

(
b(1)S(b(2))S(x)S−1(S(b′

(1))b′
(2))

)
= ϵ(b)ϵ(b′)φ(S(x))
= ϵ(S−2(b′))φ(S(x))ϵ(b). □

Corollary 2.14. Let φ ∈ Eϵ
B,B′ and let S be invertible. Let b ∈ B, b′ ∈ B′, x ∈ U, then

φ(S(b)xS−1(b′)) = ϵ(S(b))φ(x)ϵ(S−1(b′)).

Proof. By Lemma 2.13, φ ◦ S is a ZSF for S−2(B′),B. Consequently,

φ(S(b)xS−1(b′)) = φ(S(S−2(b′)S−1(x)b)) = ϵ(b)ϵ(b′)φ(x). □

2.3. Orthogonality. We will now define inner product methods to study matrix-spherical
functions. In later sections, these inner products will be crucial to identify the matrix-spherical
functions with Intermediate Macdonald polynomials. The elementary constructions of this
section generalize constructions in the classical setting of [Pru18, §6], or those of [Mee25a, §4]
in the quantum case of characters. The latter is based on a similar construction appearing in
[Ald16, §6].

For this section we will assume that the square of the antipode can be expressed as follows:
S2 = ad(K) for a K ∈ U satisfying ∆(K) = K⊗K (or more generally for a natural transforma-
tion K of the forgetful functor of a suitable monoidal subcategory of the U-modules that con-
tains the adjoint representation and the left representation onA, such thatKM⊗N = KM⊗KN).

Remark 2.15. In [App25, §3.2], the element K is referred to as a sovereign element, and U
is then termed a sovereign Hopf algebra (Appel’s further assumption of quasi-triangularity is
not necessary for this definition). We will later see that Drinfel’d–Jimbo quantum groups, the
main choice of U used in this work, are sovereign.

Definition 2.16. For finite-dimensional modules V,W over B,B′ we define

ΞV,W : EV,W ⊗ EW,V → Eϵ, ΞV (Φ,Ψ)(x) := trV
(
Φ(x(1))Ψ

(
S(x(2))K

))
.

Proposition 2.17. (i) ΞV,W is well-defined.
(ii) If Φ ∈ EV,W ,Ψ ∈ EW,V and f, g ∈ Eϵ, then

ΞV,W (fΦ, gΨ) = fΞV,W (Φ,Ψ)S(K ▷ g).

(iii) Let Φ ∈ EV,W ,Ψ ∈ EW,V , then

ΞV,W (Φ,Ψ) = S(K ▷ ΞW,V (Ψ,Φ)).
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Proof. (i) ΞV,W is evidently well-defined as map (A⊗Hom(V,W ))× (A⊗Hom(W,V ))→
A. It is k-bilinear and hence descends to the tensor product. It remains to show that
it indeed restricts to EV,W ⊗ EW,V as claimed. Note that Ψ(S(·)K) = Ψ(S(K−1·)) =
S(Ψ) ◁ K−1. Let b ∈ B, b′ ∈ B′, x ∈ U, then

ΞV,W (Φ,Ψ)(xb′) = tr
(
Φ
(
x(1)b

′
(1)

)
Ψ
(
S(b′

(2))S(x(2))K
))

= tr
(
Φ(x(1))Ψ

(
b′

(1)S(b′
(2))S(x(2))K

))
= ΞV,W (Φ,Ψ)(x)ϵ(b′)

ΞV,W (Φ,Ψ)(bx) = tr
(
Φ
(
b(1)x(1)

)
Ψ
(
S(x(2))S(b(2))K

))
= tr

(
b(1)Φ(x(1))Ψ

(
S(x(2))S(b(2))K

))
= tr

(
Φ(x(1))Ψ

(
S(x(2))S(b(2))Kb(1)

))
= tr

(
Φ(x(1))Ψ

(
S(x(2))S(b(2))S2(b(1))K

))
= tr

(
Φ(x(1))Ψ

(
S(x(2))S(S(b(1))b(2))K

))
= ϵ(b)ΞV,W (Φ,Ψ)(x)

using the fact that ∆(b) ∈ B⊗U (and similar for primes), general properties of ∆ and
S, and the fact that S2 = ad(K) by assumption.

(ii) Let x ∈ U, then

ΞV,W (fΦ, gΨ)(x) = tr
(
(fΦ)(x(1))(gΨ)

(
S(x(2))K

))
= tr

(
f(x(1))Φ(x(2))g

(
S(x(4))K

)
Ψ
(
S(x(3))K

))
= f(x(1)) tr

(
Ψ(x(2))Ψ

(
S(x(3))K

))
g
(
S(x(4))K

)
= f(x(1))ΞV,W (Φ,Ψ)(x(2))S(K ▷ g)(x(3)),

which equals fΞV,W (Φ,Ψ)S(K ▷ g), evaluated in x.
(iii) Let x ∈ U, then

S(K ▷ ΞW,V (Ψ,Φ))(x) = ΞW,V (Ψ,Φ)(S(x)K)
= trW (Ψ(S(x)(1)K)Φ(S(S(x)(2)K)K))
= trW (Ψ(S(x(2))K)Φ(K−1S2(x(1))K))
= trW (Ψ(S(x(2))K)Φ(x(1))).

Since V,W are finite-dimensional, we can leverage the cyclicity of the trace to obtain
= trV (Φ(x(1))Ψ(S(x(2))K)) = ΞV,W (Φ,Ψ)(x). □

Definition 2.18. A functional h : A → k is called left-invariant if
(id⊗h) ◦∆ = h.

A left-invariant functional h satisfying h(1) = 1 is called a Haar state.

Lemma 2.19. Let A have a unique Haar state h and let f, g ∈ A be matrix coefficients of
the simple modules M,N , respectively. Then h(fS(g)) ̸= 0 implies that M ∼= N . Moreover,
restricted to the matrix coefficients of a simple module M , the map (f, g) 7→ h(fS(g)) defines
a non-degenerate pairing. In particular, we have

h(cf,vS(cg,w)) = f(w)g(Kv)
tr(KM)

for a simple U-module M and v, w ∈ M and f, g ∈ M∗, and for K still chosen such that
S2 = ad(K).
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Proof. The first claim follows from [KS97, Theorem 11.2.13, Proposition 11.2.15].
In particular, pick a basis v1, . . . , vn ∈M and λ1, . . . , λn ∈M∗ the dual basis. Then assume

that
v =

n∑
i=1

aivi, w =
n∑
i=1

bivi, f =
n∑
i=1

ciλi, g =
n∑
i=1

diλi.

Note that K is the intertwiner in question. Consequently, we have

h(cf,vS(cg,w)) =
n∑

i,j,k,l=1
aibjckdlh(cλk,viS(cλl,vj))

=
n∑

i,j,k,l=1
aibjckdlδk,j

λl(Kvi)
tr(KM)

= f(w)g(Kv)
tr(KM) . □

Corollary 2.20. Assume there exists a unique Haar state. Then the map h ◦ ΞV,W is a sym-
metric bilinear pairing of EV,W with EW,V , such that elementary MSFs for non-isomorphic
simple U-modules are orthogonal.

Proof. Let Φ,Ψ be elementary MSF for non-isomorphic simple U-modules, say
Φ =

∑
i

cfi,vi ⊗ ϕi, Ψ =
∑
j

cgi,wi ⊗ ψi.

Then
ΞV,W (Φ,Ψ) =

∑
i,j

cfi,viS(cgj ,Kwj) trV (ϕiψj)

and hence
h(ΞV,W (Φ,Ψ)) =

∑
i,j

h(cfi,viS(cgj ,Kwj)) trV (ϕiψj) = 0

by Lemma 2.19.
To show symmetry, it suffices to consider the case M = N , in which we have

h(ΞV,W (Φ,Ψ)) =
∑
i,j

h(cfi,viS(cgj ,Kwj)) trV (ϕiψj)

=
∑
i,j

fi(Kwj)gj(Kvi)
trM(K) trV (ϕiψj)

=
∑
i,j

h(cgj ,wjS(cfi,Kvi)) trW (ψjϕi)

= h(ΞW,V (Ψ,Φ))
by Lemma 2.19. □

Proposition 2.21. Let M be a simple U-module that is semisimple over B and B′ with
tr(KM) ̸= 0 and let Φ ∈ EV,W be a nonzero elementary MSF for M . Then there is Ψ ∈ EW,V

elementary for M such that h◦ΞV,W (Φ,Ψ) = tr(KM |V ) tr(KM |W )
tr(KM ) (assuming that V,W are realised

as subsets of M).

Proof. Assume that V ⊆ M,W ⊆ M according to the embedding and projection that define
Φ.

Let v1, . . . , vn ∈ V ⊆ M and w1, . . . , wm ∈ W ⊆ M be bases of V,W and let f1, . . . , fn ∈
V ∗, g1, . . . , gm ∈ W ∗ be the dual bases extended to M in such a way that the other B-types
are mapped to 0. We then have

Φ =
n∑
i=1

m∑
j=1

cgj ,vi ⊗ wjfi.
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Here wjfi denotes the linear map V →W mapping v 7→ fi(v)wj. Define

Ψ :=
n∑
i=1

m∑
j=1

cfi,wj ⊗ vigj ∈ EW,V .

Then we have

ΞV,W (Φ,Ψ) =
n∑

i,k=1

m∑
j,l=1

cgj ,viS(cfk,Kwl) trV (wjfivkgl) =
n∑
i=1

m∑
j=1

cgj ,viS(cfi,Kwj).

Applying h to this, and applying Lemma 2.19, we obtain

h(ΞV,W (Φ,Ψ)) =
n∑
i=1

m∑
j=1

gj(Kwj)fi(Kvi)
tr(KM) = tr(KM |V ) tr(KM |W )

tr(KM) . □

3. Drinfel’d–Jimbo Quantum Groups

We will now define the concrete Hopf algebras and coideal subalgebras we will be working
with for the rest of this paper. The notation is mostly taken from [Lus10] and [Kol14].

3.1. Root System. Let I = {1, . . . , n} and A = (ai,j)i,j∈I be a symmetrisable Cartan matrix
and X,Y be two lattices equipped with a perfect pairing ⟨·, ·⟩ : Y ×X → Z, and with linearly
independent elements

α1, . . . , αn ∈ X, h1, . . . , hn ∈ Y
such that ⟨hi, αj⟩ = ai,j for all i, j ∈ I. Note that in general we don’t require X⊗Q and Y ⊗Q
to be spanned by the (αi)i∈I or (hi)i∈I . If e.g. A is of affine type, this will not be the case.

Let ϵ1, . . . , ϵn ∈ N be such that DA is symmetric for D = diag(ϵ1, . . . , ϵn). Equivalently, we
can imagine X to be equipped with a symmetric bilinear form · such that

∀i ∈ I : αi · αi ∈ 2N

∀i ̸= j ∈ I : 2αi · αj
αi · αi

∈ −N0

and such that
∀i, j ∈ I : ⟨hi, αj⟩ = 2αi · αj

αi · αi
.

Then ϵi = αi·αi
2 .

Define the embedding X → Y ⊗Z Q, λ 7→ hλ by mapping λ ∈ X to the unique element
h ∈ Y ⊗Z Q satisfying

∀µ ∈ X : µ · λ = ⟨h, µ⟩.
In particular, hαi = ϵihi ∈ Y .

Let H = (hi,j)i,j∈I be the Coxeter matrix associated to A, i.e. we have

hi,j =


1 i = j

π

arccos
(√

ai,jaj,i

2

) ai,jaj,i < 4

∞ otherwise

.

The braid group B and the Weyl group W are then the Artin braid group and the Coxeter
group for the Coxeter matrix H. Both act on X and Y as follows:

siµ := µ− ⟨hi, µ⟩αi, sih := h− ⟨h, αi⟩hi.
Let Q,Q∨ be the lattices generated by α1, . . . , αn and h1, . . . , hn, respectively, and let P∨, P be
the corresponding dual lattices. Note that in general, P∨, P are quotients of Y,X, respectively.
Let

ω1, . . . , ωn ∈ P, ω∨
1 , . . . , ω

∨
n ∈ P∨

be the dual bases of h1, . . . , hn and α1, . . . , αn.
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These are the fundamental weights and coweights. Note that in general, P, P∨ are quotients
of X, Y , respectively. The lattices Q,Q∨, P, P∨ are evidently also acted upon by W . Let
R ⊆ Q be the union of all W -orbits of α1, . . . , αn. It is a reduced root system, Q ≤ P ≤ X
are its root and weight lattices, and Q∨ ≤ P∨ are its coroot and coweight lattices. Moreover,
ω1, . . . , ωn, ω

∨
1 , . . . , ω

∨
n are its fundamental (co)weights.

Write ht : Q → Z for the group homomorphism mapping αi 7→ 1 (i ∈ I). In case X =
P, Y = Q∨, the lattices X, Y are said to make up the simply connected root datum. In case
X = Q, Y = P∨, the lattices are referred to as the adjoint root datum.

We make Q,Q∨ into ordered abelian groups by declaring that the elements of Q+ :=∑n
i=1 N0αi and Q∨+ = ∑n

i=1 N0hi are non-negative. This extends to partial orders on X, Y .
Write R+,R∨+ for the subsets of R,R∨ of positive elements.
ω ∈ P (resp. ω∨ ∈ P∨) is said to be dominant if ω(Q∨+) ⊆ N0 (resp. ω∨(Q+) ⊆ N0).

Similarly µ ∈ X is said to be dominant if ⟨Q∨+, µ⟩ ⊆ N0. Write X+ for the subset of dominant
elements.

Choose 2ρ ∈ Y ⊗Z Q such that
⟨2ρ, αi⟩ = 2ϵi.

In case R is finite (equivalently, W is finite), we say that I is of finite type. In that case, such
a 2ρ is given for example by

2ρ :=
∑
α∈R+

hα.

Bijective maps τ : I → I are called diagram automorphisms if ai,j = aτ(i),τ(j) for all i, j ∈ I.

3.2. Quantum Groups. Let q be an indeterminate and let k := C(q), this is the base field
for all our definitions, although most notions can also be defined over Q(q). Later we will also
adopt the notation of q-numbers. Let K be an indeterminate, then we set:

[a]qb := qab − q−ab

qb − q−b , [K; a]qb := Kqab −K−1q−ab

qb − q−b (1)

(as in [Wat21, §2.2]) as well as [K]qb = [K; 0]qb wherever this doesn’t lead to confusion. Define
qi := qϵi .

Definition 3.1. Define the Drinfel’d–Jimbo quantum group U to be the associative k-algebra
generated by

(Ei)i∈I , (Fi)i∈I , (Kh)h∈Y

subject to the relations

K0 = 1
∀h, h′ ∈ Y : KhKh′ = Kh+h′

∀i ∈ I, h ∈ Y : KhEi = q⟨h,αi⟩EiKh

∀i ∈ I, h ∈ Y KhFi = q−⟨h,αi⟩FiKh

∀i, j ∈ I : [Ei, Fj] = δij
Ki −K−1

i

qi − q−1
i

= δij[Ki]qi

∀i, j ∈ I : Fij(Ei, Ej) = Fij(Fi, Fj) = 0

where Ki := Kϵihi and

Fij(x, y) =
∑

p+p′=1−aij

(−1)p′

[p]![p′]!x
pyxp

′

for i, j ∈ I.
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We equip U with the following Hopf algebra structure:
∆(Ei) := Ei ⊗ 1 +Ki ⊗ Ei
∆(Fi) := Fi ⊗K−1

i + 1⊗ Fi
∆(Kh) := Kh ⊗Kh

ϵ(Ei) := ϵ(Fi) := 0
ϵ(Kh) := 1
S(Ei) := −K−1

i Ei

S(Fi) := −FiKi

S(Kh) := K−h

for i ∈ I and h ∈ Y .

Lemma 3.2. The thus-defined (U,∆, ϵ, S) is a Hopf algebra.

Proof. This is concluded at the end of [Lus10, §3.3.4]. □

Remark 3.3. Our setting corresponds to an X- and Y -regular root datum of type (I, ·) from
[Lus10], where the embeddings I → X and I → Y are given by i 7→ αi and i 7→ hi, respectively.
In [Kol14, §2.1], an explicit construction is given for lattices Y (P∨ in Kolb’s notation) and X
(resp. P ) where Y is an extension of Q∨. In that setting of Kac–Moody algebras, the elements
of R are referred to as the real roots, in contrast to those weights of the Kac–Moody algebra
that are not contained in R, which are the imaginary roots. This differentiation does not make
much sense for quantum groups as the weights of U form a lattice, Q, and not a root system.

Lemma 3.4. If 2ρ as chosen earlier lies in Y (as is the case for R finite), we have S2 =
ad(K−2ρ). This shows that U is sovereign as in Remark 2.15.

Proof. Both S2 and ad(K−2ρ) are endomorphisms of k-algebras, so it suffices to prove that they
agree on the algebra generators. We have

S2(Kh) = Kh = ad(K−2ρ)(Kh)
S2(Ei) = −S(K−1

i Ei) = −S(Ei)S(K−1
i ) = K−1

i EiKi

= q−2ϵiEi = K−2ρEiK2ρ = ad(K−2ρ)(Ei)
S2(Fi) = −S(FiKi) = K−1

i FiKi

= q2ϵiFi = K−2ρFiK2ρ = ad(K−2ρ)(Fi). □

Definition 3.5. For λ ∈ X+, write L(λ) for the simple U-module with highest weight λ,
as defined e.g. in [Lus10, Proposition 3.5.6] (it is called Λλ there; simplicity is proven in
Corollary 6.2.3 under the condition of X- and Y -regularity).

Similarly, we write EV,W
B,B′(λ) for EV,W

B,B′(L(λ)).

Theorem 3.6 ([Lus10, Corollary 6.2.3(c)]). Let M be a U-module satisfying:
(i) Weight module: For λ ∈ X we define

Mλ :=
{
m ∈M

∣∣∣ ∀h ∈ Y : Khm = q⟨h,λ⟩m
}
.

We require that M = ⊕
λ∈XMλ;

(ii) Integrability: For every m ∈M andH i ∈ I there is N ∈ N0 such that for all n ≥ N :
En
i m = F n

i m = 0;
(iii) Local boundedness above: For every m ∈ M there is N ∈ N0 such that for all λ ∈ Q

with ht(λ) ≥ N and all x ∈ Uλ (here Uλ is the λ-weight space considered as a ad(U)
module) we have xm = 0.

Then M can be written as a sum of simple modules of the form L(λ) for λ ∈ X+.
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Corollary 3.7 ([Lus10, Propositions 6.3.4, 6.3.6]). If I is of finite type, the simple modules
L(λ) for λ ∈ X+ are finite-dimensional. Furthermore, any finite-dimensional or integrable
U-module M satisfies the condition of Theorem 3.6.

Remark 3.8. Note that even if 2ρ ̸∈ Y , the following construction allows us to construct a
natural transformation K−2ρ (of the forgetful functor of the category of U-weight modules) such
that

S2(x) = ad(K−2ρ)(x)
for all x ∈ U, and such that

S2(x)v = K−2ρxK
−1
−2ρv

whenever in addition v is an element of a U-weight module.
Let h ∈ Y ⊗ZQ, let n ∈ N0 such that nh ∈ Y . We pick a n-th root q0 of q, which exists since

k is algebraically closed.
Given this choice, we define the natural transformation Kh as follows: for any weight module

M we have
∀λ ∈ X,m ∈Mλ : Khm := q

⟨nh,λ⟩
0 m,

which is well-defined since ⟨nh, λ⟩ ∈ Z. This is a natural transformation since for every
morphism f : M → N we have f(Mλ) ⊆ Nλ, and hence f also intertwines the action of Kh.

In particular, since U is a weight module over U (via ad), the operator ad(K−2ρ) makes
sense and with the same proof as for Lemma 3.4 we obtain that S2 = ad(K−2ρ) for a suitably
chosen 2ρ ∈ Y ⊗Z Q, which means that

⟨2ρ, αi⟩ = 2ϵi.

Recall that k = C(q) and that C ⊆ k is a subfield. In this way, the quantum group U is a
C-algebra.

Definition 3.9. Define · : U→ U to be the C-algebra homomorphism mapping
q 7→ q−1, Ei 7→ Ei, Fi 7→ Fi, Kh 7→ K−h

for i ∈ I, h ∈ Y . This is well-defined by [Lus10, §3.1.12] and is called the bar involution.

Definition 3.10. Let λ ∈ X+ and vλ ∈ L(λ)λ \ {0}. Define · : L(λ)→ L(λ) to be the unique
C-linear map with

xvλ = xvλ, x ∈ U
which extends to a C-linear map · : L(λ)∗ → L(λ)∗ by setting

f(v) := f(v).
This is well-defined by [Lus10, §19.3.4]

Definition 3.11. For each w ∈ W write Tw for the automorphism T ′′
w,1 : U→ U from [Lus10,

§37.1.3, §39.4.7].

For all h ∈ Y and w ∈W , we recall that Tw(Kh) = Kwh.

Definition 3.12. For a U-weight module M and ξ ∈ Hom(X, k×) we define the endomorphism
ξ : M →M as ξvµ = ξ(µ)vµ, for vµ ∈Mµ.

We set U0 = k⟨Kh : h ∈ Y ⟩. Recall that U is a U-weight module via ad, for each ξ ∈
Hom(X, k) the automorphism ad(ξ) : U→ U (i.e. ξ acting in the adjoint representation of U)
acts as the identity on U0 as it has weight 0.

Definition 3.13. In case I is of finite type, let A be the algebra generated by finite-dimensional
matrix elements, i.e. the maximal dual algebra from Example 2.6. This is the quantum function
algebra and it is dual with U via the evaluation map.

If R is irreducible and of infinite type, by [Jos95, Lemma 7.1.15(ii)] every simple module
is either 1-dimensional or infinite-dimensional. We conclude that the maximal dual algebra A
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from Example 2.6 consists of the multiplicative characters. Unless U is commutative, A will
not be large enough to be a dual Hopf algebra for U. This is why we will later assume that I
is of finite type.

Lemma 3.14. If I is of finite type, the centre Z(U) is spanned by elements cµ for every µ ∈ X+

satisfying 2hµ ∈ Y . cµ acts on the finite-dimensional simple module L(λ) as the scalar∑
ν∈X

q−2λ·ν−⟨2ρ,ν⟩ dim(L(µ)ν)

Proof. This follows from [Jos95, §7.1.17, §7.1.19]. The fact that we work with arbitrary choices
of lattices X, Y instead of the simply-connected lattices, is reflected in the fact that the cµ of
Joseph is an element whose image under the Harish-Chandra map is made up of K−2hν where
L(µ)ν ̸= 0, so in order for these elements to be contained in our quantum group, we also require
that 2hµ ∈ Y (which then also implies 2hν ∈ Y for all other weights ν of L(µ)). □

3.3. Quantum Symmetric Pair Coideal Subalgebras. In this section we introduce quan-
tum symmetric pair coideal subalgebras following [Let99] and [Kol14].

Notation 3.15. For each subset I• ⊆ I of finite type, let w• denote the longest element in the
parabolic subgroup W• = ⟨si : i ∈ I•⟩ ⊆W .

Definition 3.16. An admissible pair (I•, τ) consists of a subset I• ⊆ I of finite type and an
involutive diagram automorphism τ : I → I such that

(i) τ |I• = −w•;
(ii) If i ∈ I \ I• and τ(i) = i then ⟨ρ∨

• , αi⟩ ∈ Z.
Here ρ∨

• denotes the half sum of positive coroots of the root system generated by I•. Set I◦ :=
I \ I• and set

Ins := {i ∈ I◦ | τ(i) = i, ∀j ∈ I• : ⟨hj, αi⟩ = 0} .
An admissible pair is said to be compatible with the datum of the lattices X,Y if there is an
involution τ on X (that we extend to Y by the pairing) satisfying τ(αi) = ατ(i).

Remark 3.17. Note that in case X and Y are generated by roots and coweights or weights
and coweights (respectively), the compatibility condition is automatically satisfied.

Example 3.18. Let I = I ′ ⊔ I ′, where I ′ are the simple roots of a root system Σ, and let τ
be the diagram automorphism that exchanges the two copies of I ′. Let furthermore X ′, Y ′ be
lattices used to define a quantum group with I ′, and let X := X ′⊕X ′ (same for Y ), and extend
τ to these lattices by exchanging the two copies of X ′ (resp. Y ′). Then (∅, τ) is an admissible
pair for I that is compatible with X, Y . This is called the group case since this mirrors the
construction G = G′ × G′ and K = diag(G′) of a symmetric pair (G,K) whose symmetric
space G/K is the group G′ itself.

For each admissible pair (I•, τ) compatible with X, Y we associate an involution Θ = −w•◦τ
acting on X, Y as well as Q,Q∨, P, P∨. For each root α ∈ R, set α̃ = α−Θ(α)

2 . The set

Σ = {α̃ | α ∈ R, Θ(α) ̸= α} ⊆ 1
2X.

is called the restricted root system. Write Σ∨ ⊆ Y ⊗Z Q for its dual. Define

2L :=
{
λ ∈ X

∣∣∣ ⟨Y Θ, λ⟩ = 0, ⟨Σ∨, λ⟩ ⊆ 2Z
}

(Y Θ denoting the Θ-invariant elements of Y ). We set
U• = k⟨Ej, Fj, K±

j : j ∈ I•⟩ ≤ U
and set

U0
Θ = k⟨Kh : h ∈ Y Θ⟩ ≤ U.
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Remark 3.19. By [Kol14, Definition 2.3] and an argument similar to [Ara62, §2.5], the finite-
type admissible pairs are classified by the group cases (Example 3.18) and the Satake diagrams.

Definition 3.20. We now define the quantum symmetric pair coideal subalgebra B = Bc,s

associated to the admissible pair (I•, τ) compatible with X, Y . It is the subalgebra of U generated
by U•, U0

Θ, and the elements
Bi = Fi + ciTw•(Eτ(i))K−1

i + siK
−1
i (i ∈ I◦).

We refer to (U,Bc,s) as a quantum symmetric pair (QSP), and to the algebra Bc,s as a QSP-
coideal subalgebra of U. The QSP-coideal subalgebra Bc,s depends on a family of scalars (c, s) ∈
(k×)I◦ × kI◦ that satisfy

c ∈ C = {d ∈ (k×)I◦ : di = dτ(i) if αi ·Θ(αi) = 0}
s ∈ S = {t ∈ kI◦ : tj ̸= 0 =⇒ (j ∈ Ins and ⟨hi, αj⟩ ∈ −2N0 ∀i ∈ Ins \ {j})}.

Remark 3.21. Note that our choice of parameters c differs from [Kol14] because we absorb the
factors s(I, τ)(αi) into ci. That the condition ci = cτ(i) for αi · Θ(αi) = 0 remains unchanged
follows from the fact that αi ·Θ(αi) = 0 for i ̸= τ(i) and i ∈ I◦ implies that ⟨ρ•, αi⟩ = 0 as well.

QSP-coideal subalgebras Bc,s are right coideal subalgebras, i.e.
△(Bc,s) ⊆ Bc,s ⊗U.

For s = 0, the corresponding QSP-coideal subalgebra is denoted by B and is referred to as
standard. As is explained in [Kol14, §9.1], the group Hom(X, k) acts on the set of parameters
by mapping

ξ : (c, s) 7→ (d, t) if Ad(ξ)(Bc,s) = Bd,t. (2)
This action induces an equivalence relation on the set of parameters.

Remark 3.22. By [Kol14, Rem 9.3], if I is of finite type and Σ is reduced, any two standard
parameters are equivalent. Furthermore, if I is irreducible and Σ is non-reduced, there is i ∈ I
such that (c, 0) ∼ (d, 0) iff ci = di.

A concrete and complete criterion for equivalence under ad(Hom(X, k)) will be provided in
(31).

Remark 3.23. From now on we assume that I is of finite type, unless stated otherwise. It is
worth to mention that most of the notions and some of the results can be extended to Kac–Moody
type.

3.4. Specialization. This section studies the specialization q = 1 of quantum groups, QSP-
coideal subalgebras and their modules. Our approach follows [Let00].

Definition 3.24. Let A be the smallest subring of k containing q such that every element in
A that is not contained in the ideal generated by (q− 1) has a square root and is invertible, cf.
[Let00, Sec 1].

Definition 3.25. Let Û denote the A-subalgebra generated by Ei, Fi, K−1
i and Ki−1

q−1 , with i ∈ I.
Furthermore, for each subspace W ⊆ U we write Ŵ = W ∩ Û.

Recall that the quotient Û/(q− 1)Û is isomorphic to U(g), the universal enveloping algebra
of g, the reductive Lie algebra that can be defined from the Cartan subalgebra Y ⊗ZC and the
Dynkin diagram I. For a dominant weight λ ∈ X+ the A-module LA(λ) := Ûvλ is specialized
by setting L(λ)1 := LA(λ)/(q−1)LA(λ). The U(g)-module L(λ)1 is the highest weight module
of weight λ. We write cl for the quotient maps Û→ U(g), LA(λ)→ L(λ)1 and A→ C.

Definition 3.26. A Bc,s-module V is called specializable if there exists a basis B = {v1, . . . vn} ⊆
V such that B̂c,s · spanAB ⊆ spanAB.
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Definition 3.27. A parameter (c, s) is specializable if ci, si ∈ A and

cl
(
ci
cτ(i)

)
=

1 if τ(i) = i

(−1)⟨2ρ∨
• ,αi⟩ if τ(i) ̸= i

for each i ∈ I◦ and quasi-specializable if it is contained in the orbit, regarding the action (2),
of a specializable parameter.

In the case of a specializable parameter we have U(g) ⊇ B̂c,s/(1− q)B̂c,s = U(k), cf. [Let99,
Thm 4.9] or [Kol14, Thm 10.8]. We recall that specializable modules V allow us to form the
U(k)-module Ṽ := ∑

v∈B Av⊗AC. In particular, for each finite-dimensional simple Bc,s-module
V the existence of a specializable basis is assured by [Let00, Lemma 7.3].

Theorem 3.28. [Mee25b, Thm 4.15] Let λ ∈ X+ be a dominant weight, and let (c, s) be a
quasi-specializable parameter. If the U-module L(λ) decomposes as ⊕m

i=1 Li into simple Bc,s-
modules, then the U(g) module L(λ)1 decomposes as ⊕m

i=1 L̃i into simple U(k) modules.

Remark 3.29. From now on always assume that (c, s) is quasi-specializable.

Lemma 3.30. The bilinear pairing
h ◦ ΞV,W : EV,W × EW,V → k

is non-degenerate.

Proof. It is sufficient to show the claim for elementary spherical functions. Let Φ ∈ EV,W be
nonzero elementary MSF and let Ψ ∈ EW,V be as in Proposition 2.21. Then it follows by
Proposition 2.21 that

h ◦ ΞV,W (Φ,Ψ) = tr(KM |V ) tr(KM |W )
tr(KM) .

Since the eigenvalues of K specialise to 1, the above expression specialises to
dim(V ) dim(W )

dim(M) ,

which is nonzero. Consequently, we have ΞV,W (Φ,Ψ) ̸= 0. □

3.5. Quantum commutative triples. We continue the study of matrix-spherical functions
from Section 2.2. In this section we study B-modules which are multiplicity-free in every
integrable U-module. Following [Pru18], such modules give rise to a family of vector-valued
orthogonal polynomials. We apply the techniques of Section 3.4 to show that the classification
of such modules is independent of q.

Definition 3.31. A Bc,s-module V is integrable if it occurs in an integrable U-module.

This notion is equivalent to the integrablility of [Wat25, Def 3.3.4], as shown in [Wat25, Prop
4.3.1]. An analogous integrability definition exists for U(k)-modules. Recal from Definition 2.8
that Γ denotes the set of equivalence classes of finite-dimensional irreducible B-modules that
are contained in the restriction of a U-module.

Definition 3.32. Let γ ∈ Γ. The triple (U,Bc,s, γ) is a quantum commutative triple if
∀λ ∈ X+ : dim(HomBc,s(V (γ), L(λ))), dim(HomBc,s(L(λ), V (γ))) ≤ 1.

If both inequalities are equalities and L(λ) is finite-dimensional, λ is said to be γ-spherical.
Write X+(γ) for the set of dominant γ-spherical weights.

We write Eγ,γ′(λ) = EV (γ),V (γ′)(L(λ)) (recall the notation EV,W (M) from Example 2.10).

Lemma 3.33. Write γ = ϵ for the trivial Bc,s-module (given by the counit ϵ). If I is of finite
type and Bc,s is either standard or real nonstandard, we have X+(ϵ) = 2L+.
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Proof. This follows from [Let03, Theorem 3.2]. Note that the proofs also work for the case
where X ⊗Z Q is not spanned by the roots. □

Lemma 3.34. Let (U,B, γ) and (U,B′, γ′) be quantum commutative triples and let 0 ̸= Φ ∈
Eγ,γ′

B,B′, then X+(γ)∩X+(γ′) is nonempty. Moreover, if Φ ∈ Eγ,γ′

B,B′(λ), then λ ∈ X+(γ)∩X+(γ′).

Proof. By Lemma 2.11(ii) we can without loss of generality assume that Φ can be written in
terms of matrix elements of a simple finite-dimensional module, say of L(λ). By Lemma 2.11(i),
we can then write Φ in terms of elementary MSF. Therefore there exist nonzero intertwiners
in HomB(L(λ), V (γ)) and HomB′(V (γ′), L(λ)). This shows that λ ∈ X+(γ)∩X+(γ′), which is
therefore nonempty. □

In case B = B′ and γ = γ′, each one-dimensional space Eγ
B(λ) (for λ ∈ X+(γ)) has a

distinguished element.

Lemma 3.35. Let (U,Bc,s, γ) be a quantum commutative triple where U is of finite type and
let λ ∈ X+(γ). There exists a unique elementary MSF Φλ

γ ∈ Eγ(λ) satisfying Φλ
γ(1) = 1 (the

identity endomorphism of V (γ)). Furthermore, the (Φλ
γ)γ∈X+(γ) form a k-basis of Eγ.

Proof. By Lemma 2.11(i), the space of elementary MSF for L(λ) is one-dimensional, conse-
quently the scaling requirement fixes a unique MSF.

For linear independence observe that matrix elements for non-isomorphic simple modules
are linearly independent, hence so are elementary MSF for non-isomorphic simple modules.

To see that these elementary MSF form a generating system, we quote [Lus10, Proposi-
tion 6.3.4(b)] to see that every finite-dimensional U-module is also semisimple and then apply
Lemma 2.11(ii). □

Definition 3.36. Define the map cl : Γ → Γ1, mapping γ to cl(γ), the U(k)-type of the
specialized module Ṽ (γ) := V (cl(γ)).

This is well defined according to [Mee25b, Theorem 4.15], based on [Let00].

Lemma 3.37. Let (U(g), U(k), cl(γ)) be a commutative triple, then (U,Bc,s, γ) is a commuta-
tive triple.

Proof. In order to reach a contradiction, we assume the existence of λ ∈ X+ such that [L(λ) :
V (γ)] > 1. Applying [Mee25b, Theorem 4.15] and [Let00, Thm 7.9] yields [L1(λ) : V (cl(γ))] >
1, a contradiction. Therefore, [L(λ) : V (γ)] ≤ 1 for all λ ∈ X+. □

Lemma 3.38. Let (U(g),U(k), cl(γ)) be a commutative triple (in the classical sense), and let
V (γ) and V (γ′) be integrable Bc,s-modules with isomorphic specializations such that there exists
a γ, γ′-spherical weight λ ∈ X+. Then, V (γ) and V (γ′) are isomorphic Bc,s-modules.

Proof. Let mγ and mγ′ denote the multiplicities of V (γ) and V (γ′) in L(λ)|Bc,s respectively.
Using [Mee25b, Theorem 4.15], the decomposition

L(λ)1 =
l⊕

i=1
mγiV (cl(γi))

corresponds to a decomposition L(λ) = ⊕l
i=1 mγiV (γi). Thus, due to multiplicity-freeness V (γ)

is isomorphic to V (γ′). □

To show that there is a one-to-one correspondence between quantum commutative triples
and classical commutative triples we can then use Lemmas 3.38 and 3.37. The only missing
step is then to show that if (U(g), U(k), cl(γ)) is commutative and γ, γ′ specialize to cl(γ) that
γ, γ′ are Bc,s-types in an integrable U-module. We show this in Theorem 3.43.

Notation 3.39. Write Γc ⊆ Γ for the equivalence classes of modules for which (U,Bc,s, γ) is
commutative. Analogously define Γc1 ⊆ Γ1.



20 STEIN MEEREBOER & PHILIP SCHLÖSSER

In Theorem 3.43 we use techniques of [Wat25], as preparation we introduce a lattice and an
abelian group.

Set X ı equal to X/{λ−Θ(λ) : λ ∈ X}, and · : X → X ı equal to the corresponding quotient
map. Set Y ı := {h ∈ Y : Θ(h) = h} and ⟨ , ⟩ : X ı × Y ı to be the pairing induced from X × Y .
These abelian groups play the role of the coroot, and weight lattices for Bc,s.

Definition 3.40 (Weight module, [Wat25, §3.2]). A Bc,s-module M is a weight module if it
admits a decomposition

M =
⊕
ζ∈Xı

Mζ

such that
(i) Mζ ⊆ {m ∈M |Khm = q⟨h,ζ⟩v} for all h ∈ Y ı;

(ii) EjMζ ⊆Mζ+αj , FjMζ ⊆Mζ−αj for all j ∈ I•;
(iii) BkMζ ⊆Mζ−αk for all k ∈ I◦.

Remark 3.41. Note that each U-weight module M is a Bc,s-weight module via

M =
⊕
ζ∈Xı

Vζ Vζ =
⊕

λ∈X,λ=ζ

Vλ.

According to [Wat25, §5.1], each irreducible Bc,s-submodule V (γ) ⊆ L(λ) is itself canonically
a Bc,s-weight module.

Notation 3.42. Let L denote the Levi subalgebra generated by Ei, Fi with i ∈ I• and U0. We
remark that L is itself a quantum group, and we let BL(−∞) denote its canonical basis, cf.
[Lus10, §25].

For n ≥ 0, k ∈ I◦ and ζ ∈ X ı let B(n)
k,ζ be the divided power as introduced in [Wat25, §4.1].

Theorem 3.43. The map cl : Γc → Γc1 is a bijection.

Proof. Well-Definedness & Injectivity: Let γ ∈ Γ and η ∈ Γc such that V (cl(γ)) ∼= V (cl(η))
as U(k)-modules. This isomorphism induces a linear space isomorphism preserving the
weight spaces V (γ)ξ → V (η)ξ, for each ξ ∈ X ı. Let v ∈ V (γ)ξ and w ∈ V (η)ξ be
nonzero U•-highest weight vectors with identical specialization. Let (bj)j∈I• ∈ ZI•

≥0
and (ci)i∈I◦ ∈ ZI◦

≥0 satisfy

E
(aj+a)
j w = F

(bj+1)
j w = 0 and E

(aj+a)
j v = F

(bj+1)
j v = 0 for all j ∈ I•,

and
B

(ck+1)
i,ξ v = 0, B

(ck+1)
i,ξ w = 0 for all i ∈ I◦.

The existence of these integers is assured by [Wat25, Proposition 4.3.2.]. Given µ ∈ X+

such that µ = ξ, we may, by replacing µ by µ+ ν where ν = 0, assume that
⟨hj, µ⟩ ≥ bj,

⟨hi, µ+ wt(b)⟩ ≥ ci

for all j ∈ I•, i ∈ I◦ and b ∈ BV (γ) = BV (η) = {b ∈ BL(−∞) : bv ̸= 0}. Let V ı(0, µ) be
the module from [Wat25, §3.3]. By [Wat25, Theorem 4.2.6], we have inclusions

V (γ) ↪→ V ı(0, µ)←↩ V (η).
By [Wat25, Proposition 3.3.3] we have V ı(0, µ) ∼= Lı(0, µ) ∼= Uv0 ⊗ vµ ∼= L(µ), in
particular cl : Γc → Γc1 is injective and well-defined.

Surjectivity: Let V 1 be a simple integrable U(k)-module. Then there exists a dominant weight
λ ∈ X+, such that L(λ)1 = ⊕li=1Li, with L1 = V 1. By [Mee25b, Theorem 4.15], this
decomposition corresponds to L(λ) = ⊕l

i=1 Li. Thus there exists a Bc,s-module V (γ)
specializing to V 1. □
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Definition 3.44. The bottom of the γ, γ′-well is defined as

B+(γ, γ′) =
{
λ ∈ X+(γ) ∩X+(γ′)

∣∣∣ ∀µ ∈ 2L+ : λ− µ /∈ X+(γ) ∩X+(γ′)
}
.

We write B+(γ) := B+(γ, γ). If B+(γ) contains one element, we say that γ is an integrable
small B-type.

Corollary 3.45. Let (U,Bc,s, γ) be a quantum commutative triple then X+(γ) = B+(γ)+2L+.
Furthermore, if (U,Bd,t, γ

′) is a quantum commutative triple with different parameters and
cl(γ) = cl(γ′), we have X+(γ) = X+(γ′).

Proof. Using Theorem 3.43 the branching rules are as in the classical commutative triple case,
the classical result can be found in [PP23, Proposition 8.7]. □

3.6. Bar Involutions and Symmetries. The goal of this section is to study spherical func-
tions in light of bar-involutions. The goal is to derive elementary symmetries. These symmetries
will yield symmetries of the matrix-valued weight for the vector-valued polynomials that we
construct later.

To ensure existence of the quasi and universal K-matrix, we assume that the parameters are
uniform.

Definition 3.46. A parameter (c, s) ∈ (k×)I◦ × kI◦ is called uniform if

cτ(i) = (−1)⟨2ρ∨
• ,αi⟩qαi·(Θ(αi)−2ρ•)ci and si = si for each i ∈ I◦. (3)

Notation 3.47. Let w0 ∈ W denote the longest element.

Let τ0 : I → I denote the diagram involution with w0(αi) = −ατ0(i) for each i ∈ I◦. Diagram
automorphisms η : I → I act on U by

Ei 7→ Eη(i), Fi 7→ Fη(i), Ki 7→ Kη(i), for each i ∈ I.
We set σ := τ ◦ τ0 (where τ is used to define Bc,s).

During the remainder of this section we furthermore assume cσ(i) = ci and sσ(i) = si, for
each i ∈ I◦. When these conditions are fulfilled, σ restricts to an involutive automorphism of
Bc,s and thus acts on Γ. Let U denote an algebraic completion of U, cf. [BK19, §3].

Definition 3.48 (Anti-linear). Let V be a k-vector space. An anti-linear map f : V → V is a
C-linear endomorphism with qs 7→ q−s for each s ∈ Q.

Theorem 3.49 ([BK19][BW18]). The following three statements hold
(i) There exists a unique anti-linear involution ψι : Bc,s → Bc,s such that ψι|U• = ·|U•

and
Bi 7→ Bi, Kh 7→ K−h, where i ∈ I◦, h ∈ YΘ.

(ii) There exists an up to scalar multiple unique element Υ ∈ U + such that
ψι(x)Υ = Υx, where x ∈ Bc,s.

We refer to Υ as the quasi K-matrix.
(iii) For each λ ∈ X+ there exists a ξ ∈ Hom(X, k) such that the operator K = ΥξT−1

w• T
−1
w0

satisfies
Kxv = σ(x)Kv, where x ∈ Bc,s, v ∈ L(λ), λ ∈ X+.

We refer to K as the universal K-matrix.

Lemma 3.50. Let λ ∈ X+(γ) and let p : L(λ)→ V (γ) and i : V (γ)→ L(λ) be B-linear maps
satisfying p ◦ i = idV (γ).

Then p◦K : L(λ)→ V (σ(γ)) and K−1◦i : V (σ(γ))→ L(λ) are also B-linear maps satisfying
p ◦ KK−1 ◦ i = idV (γ).
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Proof. Let v ∈ L(λ) and x ∈ B, then
p(Kxv) = p(σ(x)Kv) = σ(x)p(Kv)

by Theorem 3.49(iii). The other claim follows analogously. □

Recall that the dual of a left U-module M is a right U-module M∗ where the action is
defined in Definition 2.3.

Definition 3.51 (ıbar invariant). We say a vector v ∈ L(λ) is ıbar invariant if Υv = v and
we say a vector f ∈ L(λ)∗ is ıbar invariant if fΥ−1 = f .

In Proposition 3.53, we show the existence of a ıbar invariant basis that is independent of
embedding. We first need a preliminary result. Recall the elements B

(⟨hj ,λ⟩)
k,λ

from Notation
3.42.

Lemma 3.52. Let (U,B, γ) be a quantum commutative triple. Then there exists a, up to
scalar multiple, unique vector v ∈ V (γ) with

0 ̸= v ∈ L(λ)λ, Ejv = 0 = F
(⟨hj ,λ⟩+1)
j v, and B

(⟨hj ,λ⟩+1)
k,λ

v = 0, (4)

for all j ∈ I• and k ∈ I◦.

Proof. Let πγ : L(λ) → V (γ) be the Bc,s-equivariant projection. As vλ is a cyclic vector for
L(λ) as a Bc,s-module, cf. [Wat24, Lem 6.2.1], existence of the vector v follows from [Wat25,
Theorem 4.2.6]. Uniqueness, up to scalar, then follows from dim

(
HomBc,s(L(λ), V (γ)

)
= 1,

since any v ∈ V (γ), with (4) defines a Bc,s-linear map vλ 7→ v, again by [Wat25, Theorem
4.2.6]. □

For Proposition 3.53, recall the notion of a specializable basis as introduced in Definition
3.26.

Proposition 3.53. Let (U,B, γ) be a quantum commutative triple. There exist bases (vj)j=1,...,n ⊆
V (γ) and (fj)j=1,...,n ⊆ V (γ)∗ dual to each other such that for every λ ∈ X+(γ) there are B-
linear maps i : V (γ) → L(λ) and p : L(λ) → V (γ) such that p ◦ i = idV (γ) and such that all
i(vj) and fj ◦ p (j = 1, . . . , n) are ıbar-invariant.

Proof. Fix a γ-spherial weight λ′ ∈ X+(γ) and write v = πγ(vλ′) ∈ V (γ) for the vector from
Lemma 3.52. Let {b1v, . . . , bnv} be a specializable basis of V (γ) with bj ∈ B for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n.
For 1 ≤ j ≤ n let vj = (bj + ψı(bj))v. Since cl ◦ψι = cl, it follows that {v1, . . . , vn} is a
specializable basis of V (γ).

Next, consider a γ-spherial weight λ ∈ X+(γ) and the, up to scalar multiple unique, B-linear
map i : V (γ) → L(λ). According to [AV25, Proposition 4.2.1 (a), Proposition 4.2.2], we have
cl(Υ) = 1. Moreover, we note that cl ◦ · = cl. Together this yields the equality

˜Υi(V (γ)) = ˜i(V (γ)),

from which it follows that ΥV (γ) = V (γ) by multiplicity-freeness. Thus
cl ◦ · : i(V (γ))→ i(V (γ)).

By B-linearity p(Υi(v)) defines another vector satisfying the properties of Lemma 3.52, thus
by multiplying with a scalar, we can fix i so that Υi(v) = i(v). Let ṽj = i(vj) = i(bj +ψı(bj))v.
Because Υi(v) = i(v) and ψı(bj + ψı(bj)) = bj + ψı(bj), it follows that the vectors {ṽ1, . . . , ṽn}
are ıbar invariant.

Let f1, . . . , fn ∈ V (γ)∗ be the dual basis of v1, . . . , vn. For 1 ≤ j ≤ n let f̃j = fj ◦ p, then it
holds that

(Υ−1 ▷ f̃k)(ṽj) = f̃k(Υ−1ṽj) = f̃k(Υ−1ṽj) = f̃k(ṽj) = fk(vj) = δk,j = δk,j,
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which shows f̃kΥ−1 = f̃k. Write L(λ) = V (γ)⊕V (γ)⊥, with respect to the decomposition of
L(λ) as a semisimple B-module, which is guaranteed by Definition 3.32. As ΥV (γ) = V (γ), it
follows that ΥV (γ)⊥ = V (γ)⊥. Let w ∈ V (γ)⊥. Then

Υ−1 ▷ f̃k(w) = fk(p( Υw︸︷︷︸
∈V (γ)⊥

) = fk(0) = 0.

Thus, Υ−1 ▷ f̃k = f̃k. □

Recall from Definition 3.13 the algebra A generated by finite-dimensional matrix elements

Definition 3.54. Denote by Res : A → k[X] the composition of ResU0 : A → Hom(U0, k)
with Hom(U0, k) ∼= k[X].

Let M be a U-module. If f ∈M∗, and v ∈M is written as v = ∑
µ∈X vµ for vµ ∈Mµ, then

Res
(
cMf,v

)
=
∑
µ∈X

f(vµ)eµ.

Notation 3.55. Define the following action of Y ⊗Z Q on k[X] (or even on k[[X]]):
h ▷ eλ := q⟨h,λ⟩eλ.

This is an action by k-algebra automorphism.
Moreover, denote 0 : k[X]→ k[X] the anti-linear involution mapping eλ 7→ eλ for all λ ∈ X.

Lemma 3.56. Let λ ∈ X+, v ∈ L(λ) and f ∈ L(λ)∗. Then
cλ
f,v

(Kh) = f(K−hv).

Proof. We have
cλ
f,v

(Kh) = f(Khv).
By definition of f , this equals

= f(Khv) = f(K−hv). □

Lemma 3.57. Let λ ∈ X+, and let v ∈ L(λ), f ∈ L(λ)∗ be ıbar-invariant. Then
cλ
f,v

(Kh) = cλ
f◦Tw• K,K−1T−1

w• ◦v(Kw0h).

Proof. Recall that K = ΥξT−1
w• T

−1
w0 . This implies that

Υ = KTw0Tw•ξ
−1 = KTw0(w•ξ)−1Tw• .

Moreover, since ψι and · coincide on U•, Υ commutes with U• and hence also with its closure.
This closure contains Tw• , so that

Υ = Tw•ΥT−1
w• = Tw•KTw0(w•ξ)−1.

This allows us to conclude
cλ
f,v

(Kh) = cλfΥ,Υ−1v(Kh) = f(ΥKhΥ−1v)
= f(Tw•KTw0(w•ξ)−1Kh(w•ξ)T−1

w0 K
−1T−1

w• v)
= f(Tw•KTw0KhT

−1
w0 K

−1Tw•v)
= f(Tw•KKw0hK−1T−1

w• v)
= cλ

f◦Tw• K,K−1T−1
w• v

(Kw0h). □

Lemma 3.58. Let Bc,s,Bd,t be coideal subalgebras derived from the same admissible pair,
where c,d are related as follows:ci = di i = τ(i) or αi ·Θ(αi) = 0

cicτ(i) = didτ(i) i ̸= τ(i) and αi ·Θ(αi) ̸= 0
.
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Let f ∈ Eϵ,ϵ
Bc,s,Bd,t

and write P := (−ρ) ▷ Res(f). We have P ∈ k[2L]WΣ.
In particular this implies P = τ0(P ) and w•P = P .

Proof. The first claim follows from [Let03, Corollary 5.4] and [Mee25b, Theorem 5.15]).
More precisely, in Letzter’s language, the restriction of a ZSF for (B′,Bθ,s,d) is WΣ-invariant

if B′ = χc(Bθ,s′,c2d) for s′ an allowed non-standard parameter and ci ̸= 1 implying that τ(i) ̸= i
and αi ·Θ(αi) ̸= 0. In particular, we have

χc(Bi,θ,s′
i,c

2
i di

) = ciq
1
2 ⟨ρ,Θ(αi)+αi⟩ ad(Kρ)(Bθ,i,s′′

i ,
cidi
cτ(i)

)

for s′′
i = s′

i

ciq
1
2 ⟨ρ,Θ(αi)+αi⟩

. Note that s′
i ̸= 0 is only allowed for cases when ci = 1 and αi = −Θ(αi),

so that s′′
i = s′

i. This shows in particular that we can rewrite the condition on B′ as B′ =
ad(Kρ)(Bθ,s′, cd

τ(d)
), or alternatively that B′ = ad(Kρ)(Bθ,s′,d′) wheredi = d′

i i = τ(i) or αi ·Θ(αi) = 0
didτ(i) = d′

id
′
τ(i) i ̸= τ(i) and αi ·Θ(αi) ̸= 0.

To translate this statement to our notations we assume that there is an involutive algebra
automorphism and coalgebra antiautomorphism ϕ of U mapping ϕ(Bc,s) = Bθ,Y s,Xc for some
structural constants X,Y that only depend on I•, τ . Assume furthermore that ϕ(Kh) = K−h.

Let now f ∈ Eϵ,ϵ
Bc,s,Bd,t

, then P = Res(f ◁ K−ρ) where f ◁ K−ρ ∈ Eϵ,ϵ
ad(Kρ)(Bc,s),Bd,t

. Then
(f ◁K−ρ)◦ϕ−1 is a ZSF for ad(Kρ)(Bθ,Y s,Xc) and Bθ,Y t,Xd in Letzter’s parlance. The conditions
that c,d satisfy can be rewritten as followsciXi = diXi i = τ(i) or αi ·Θ(αi) = 0

cicτ(i)XiXτ(i) = didτ(i)XiXτ(i) i ̸= τ(i) and αi ·Θ(αi) ̸= 0,
which by the previous argument shows that

Res
(
(f ◁ K−ρ) ◦ ϕ−1

)
= P

is invariant under WΣ, hence so is P .
To prove the two conclusions, we recall that WΣ and its actions are obtained from the group

WΘ, the subgroup of elements of W that commute with Θ, and its normal subgroup W• ([Ara62,
§2.9]). In particular, P is invariant under WΘ.

Denote by R• the root system generated by the simple roots αj with j ∈ I•. Since Θ leaves R•
invariant, W• and in particular w• commutes with Θ. Moreover, we have Θw0Θ = w•τw0w•τ .
Since τ is a diagram morphism that permutes the elements of I•, it commutes with w•. Since
it also permutes the elements of I, it commutes with w0, so we have

Θw0Θ = w•τw0τw• = w•w0w•.

Since w0 can be written as the composition of −1 with the diagram automorphism τ0 (that is
the nontrivial diagram automorphism if U is of type An, Dn (n odd), or E6), we have

Θw0Θ = w0τ0(w•)w•.

Using [Ara62], it can be checked that in every case τ0 permutes I•, and as such τ0(w•) = w•.
Consequently, also w0 commutes with Θ and hence also leaves P invariant. □

Recall the involutions ◦ : k[2L]→ k[2L] and σ = τ ◦ τ0 : U→ U from Notation 3.55 and the
beginning of Section 3.6, respectively.

Definition 3.59. Let γ ∈ Γ and λ, λ′ ∈ X+(γ), then using Definition 2.16 we define the matrix
weight

Hλ,λ′

γ := (−ρ) ▷ Res
(
Ξγ(Φλ

γ ,Φλ′

γ )
)
.

Lemma 3.60. Let λ, λ′ ∈ X+(γ), then (Hλ,λ′
γ )◦ = Hλ,λ′

σ(γ).
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Proof. Choose ıbar-invariant dual bases v1, . . . , vn ∈ V (γ) and f1, . . . , fn ∈ V (γ)∗ and linear
maps p : L(λ) → V (γ), p′ : L(λ′) → V (γ) and i : V (γ) → L(λ), i′ : V (γ) → L(λ′) as in
Proposition 3.53 (for λ and λ′). Then p, i (resp. p′, i′) can be used to define the elementary
MSF Φλ

γ (resp. Φλ′
γ ). In particular, we have

Φλ
γ =

n∑
j,k=1

cλfj◦p,i(vk)vj ⊗ fk.

This shows that for h ∈ Y we have

Hλ,λ′

γ (h) =
n∑

j,k=1
cλfj◦p,i(vk)(Kh−ρ)cλ

′

fk◦p′,i′(vj)(K−h−ρ). (5)

We apply Lemma 3.56 to obtain

(5) =
 n∑
j,k=1

cλ
fj◦p,i(vk)(K−h+ρ)cλ

′

fk◦p′,i′(vj)
(Kh+ρ)

−

. (6)

Since by choice, the elements fj ◦ p, i(vj) (j = 1, . . . , n, also the primed versions) are ıbar-
invariant, we can apply Lemma 3.57 and obtain

(6) =
 n∑
j,k=1

cλ
fj◦p◦Tw• K,K−1T−1

w• i(vk)(K−w0h−ρ)cλ
′

fk◦p′◦Tw• K,K−1T−1
w• i

′(vj)(Kw0h−ρ)
−

. (7)

Note that p, i, p′, i′ are U•-linear, so they all commute with Tw• . Furthermore, (T−1
w• vj)j=1,...,n

and (fjTw•)j=1,...,n are dual bases of V (γ) and its dual, and we can replace them with our
original (vj)j=1,...,n and (fj)j=1,...,n, so that the above reads

(7) =
 n∑
j,k=1

cλfj◦p◦K,K−1i(vk)(K−w0h−ρ)cλ
′

fk◦p′◦K,K−1i′(vj)(Kw0h−ρ)
−

. (8)

We can now apply Lemma 3.50 to (p, i) and (p′, i′), which shows that

(8) = Hλ,λ′

σ(γ)(−w0h). (9)

By Lemma 3.58 we have
(9) = Hλ,λ′

σ(γ)(−h) =
(
Hλ,λ′

σ(γ)

)◦
(h). (10)

□

This allows us to prove the following properties of the matrix weight from Definition 3.59:

Proposition 3.61. Let λ, λ′ ∈ X+(γ).
(i) We have

Hλ,λ′
γ = Hλ′,λ

γ .

(ii) We have

Hλ,λ′
γ = τ0H

λ,λ′

γ .

(iii) We have
Hλ,λ′

γ = τHλ,λ′

γ .

(iv) We have (
Hλ,λ′

γ

)◦
= Hλ,λ′

σ(γ)

(v) In case γ ∼= σ(γ), we conclude that Hλ,λ′
γ is invariant under ·◦.
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Proof. (i) We have

Hλ,λ′

γ (h) = tr
(
Φλ
γ(Kh−ρ)Φλ′

γ (K−h−ρ)
)

= tr
(
Φλ′

γ (K−h−ρ)Φλ
γ(Kh−ρ)

)
= Hλ′,λ

γ (−h).
(ii) We have

Hλ,λ′

γ (−h) = Hλ,λ′

γ (w0τ0h) = Hλ,λ′

γ (τ0h)
by Lemma 3.58.

(iii) We have τ = −w•Θ. By Lemma 3.58, Hλ,λ′
γ is supported in 2L, which is Θ-anti-

invariant, hence

τHλ,λ′

γ = w•ΘHλ,λ′ = w•H
λ,λ′
γ = Hλ,λ′

γ

by Lemma 3.58.
(iv) This is the statement of Lemma 3.60.
(v) Clear.

□

Remark 3.62. The invariance of Proposition 3.61(iv) can be observed in the existing literature
and in the examples of this paper, cf. Section 7.1, 7.2, [Mee25a, Theorem 5.7. & (5.7)] and
[Ald16, §6.8].

Conjecture 3.63. For each multiplicity free triple (U,B, γ) the twisted module V (γ)σ is iso-
morphic to V (γ).

Recall that a Satake diagram is said to be of split type if I• = ∅ and τ = id.

Remark 3.64. It should be noted that the case σ ̸= id is rather sparse. This inequality occurs
in the cases AI, AII, EI, EIV and may occur for DIn,p with p odd, cf. [Ara62, p 32-33]. Here
AI, EI are split and DI might be split, and hence in these cases we can apply Proposition 3.66.
However, in the remaining cases, it still seems that V (γ) ∼= V (γ)σ. One can check this for the
multiplicity free triples for AII and EIV listed in [PP23, Table 2].

Remark 3.65. It is generally not true that V (γ)σ ∼= V (γ). For an explicit counterexample, take
the rank one symmetric pair (g, k) = (sl4, sp4) of type AII. Given that k is semisimple it follows
from [Let00, p. 7.10] that the isomorphism V (γ)σ ∼= V (γ) holds if and only if V (γ)σ ∼= V (γ) at
q = 1. Let h be a Cartan subalgebra of g with basis {h1, h2, h3} Note that {h1, h3} ⊆ k and that
spanC{h1, h3} = t is a Cartan subalgebra for k. We note σ(h1) = h3. For a dominant integral
weight µ of t, we have L(µ) ∼= L(µ)σ, precisely when µ is of the form µ = a(ω∨

1 +ω∨
3 ) for some

a ≥ 0. A similar result is obtained in higher rank and for type EIV.

In Proposition 3.66 we show that Conjecture 3.63 holds for split types, even when σ ̸= idI .

Proposition 3.66. Let (I•, τ) be of split type and γ ∈ Γ, then V (γ)σ ∼= V (γ).

Proof. We prove the proposition using a specialization argument. Note that the classical limit of
the universal K-matrix and the longest element of the Wang–Zhang braid group operator both
specialize to Tw0 , cf. [WZ23, Definition 10.4] [AV25, Proposition 4.2.1 (a), Proposition 4.2.2].
Thus, it suffices to prove that the Wang–Zhang braid group operator Tw0 preserves the modules
V (γ) ⊆ L(λ). Let w0 = s1 . . . sn be a reduced expression of w0 ∈ WΣ = W , then by [WZ23, Thm
10.6] Tw0 = Ts1 . . .Tsn . By the explicit expressions of Tsi given in [WZ25, §3.1.], each operator
Tsi preserves the module V (γ). Thus, Tw0 : V (γ)→ V (γ) and as a result V (γ) ∼= V (γ)σ. □

Remark 3.67. With use of Ad(η), the symmetries of this section can be extended to all pa-
rameters that are in the Hom(X, k) orbit of uniform parameters. In particular, this shows that
these symmetries are present for each standard parameter in the reduced case.
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4. Cartan Decomposition

The goal of this section is to show the existence of a radial component decomposition for
suitable elements of U using a Cartan decomposition of U.

For reasons elaborated on later in Remark 4.2 this means that we need to assume that I is of
finite type from now on, or at least that all rank-1 subdiagrams of I satisfy the Lemma 4.1(iii).

More concretely, in this section we show that Bc,sU0Bd,t lies Zariski-dense in U. This implies
that MSF for Bc,s,Bd,t are uniquely determined by their restrictions to U0, the subalgebra
generated by the (Kh)h∈Y . Since the MSF are sums of matrix elements, they are already
determined by their restrictions to {Kh | h ∈ Y }.

In case Y = Y Θ ⊕ Y −Θ, these results can be strengthened by replacing U0 and Y by U0
−Θ

and Y −Θ, where U0
−Θ ≤ U0 is the group algebra of Y −Θ (the Θ-antiinvariants).

Recall from [Kol14, Prop 6.3] the quantum Iwasawa decomposition of U

U′ ∼= V+
• ⊗U′

Θ ⊗Bc,s, (11)

where under certain conditions U′ = U and U′
Θ is the group algebra of a complement of Y Θ.

Here V+
• is the subalgebra of U+ generated by ad(U•)(Ei) with i ∈ I◦ and U0

I◦,τ = k[K±
i : i ∈

I◦,τ ] where I◦,τ ⊆ I◦ contains precisely one representative for each τ -orbit of I◦.
If we let go of a need for unique representation, the same proofs show that

U ∼= V+
• ⊗U0Bd,t. (12)

In order to show the desired decomposition, it thus remains to show that Bc,sU0Bd,t intersects
densely with V+

• U0.
To that end, we have a closer look at V +

• and in particular study the U•-modules (via the
adjoint action) ad(U•)(Ei) and ad(U•)(FiKi).

4.1. The U•-modules ad(U•)(Ei), ad(U•)(FiKi) and their product. Recall from Defi-
nition 2.3 the adjoint action of U on itself. The goal of this section is to determine the
q-commutation relations between elements of ad(U•)(Ei) and ad(U•)(FiKi). Our approach
is to study the ad(U•)-modules ad(U•)(Ei), ad(U•)(FiKi), and their product as an ad(U•)-
module. As a preliminary step, we show that ad(U•)(Ei) and ad(U•)(FiKi) are simple modules
corresponding to (quasi-)minuscule weights. Recall that a weight ν is minuscule if the weights
of L(λ) are contained in a single Weyl group orbit, and quasi-minuscule possibly with the
addition of the zero-weight space.

Lemma 4.1. [Kol14, Lemma 3.5] Let i ∈ I◦.
(i) The subspace ad(U•)(Ei) of U+ is a finite dimensional, irreducible ad(U•)- submodule

of U with highest weight vector Tw•(Ei) and lowest weight vector Ei.
(ii) The subspace ad(U•)(FiKi) of S(U−) is a finite dimensional, irreducible ad(U•)-

submodule of U with highest weight vector FiKi and lowest weight vector T−1
w• (FiKi).

(iii) The weights corresponding to the simple ad(U•)-modules of (i) and (ii) are quasi-
minuscule if the rank one diagram corresponding to i is of type BII, else the weight is
minuscule.

Proof. Statement (i) and (ii) are the content of [Kol14, Lemma 3.5].
Consider the irreducible ad(U•)-module ad(U•)(Ei). The U•-weight of this module is deter-

mined entirely by the rank-one diagram associated with the index i ∈ I◦. The rank one cases
where I• is empty are trivial. The remaining rank-one cases require further examination.
In case AII3: For j = 1, 3 we have

⟨hj, w•α2⟩ = −⟨hτ(j), α2⟩ = 1.

The Dynkin type of U• is A1 × A1. As such w•α1 is identified with the A1×A1-weight
ω1 + ω3, which is minuscule.
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In case AIVn: For j ∈ {2, . . . , n− 1} and i ∈ {1, n} we have
⟨hj, w•αi⟩ = −⟨hn−j, αi⟩ = δ|i−n+j|,1

The Dynkin type of U• is An−2. As such w•α1 is identified with a fundamental weight
for An−2, all of which are minuscule.

In case BIIn: Let i = 1 and j ∈ {2, . . . , n}. Then
⟨hj, w•αi⟩ = −⟨hτ(j), αi⟩ = δ2,j.

The Dynkin type of U• is Bn−1. As such w•α1 is identified with the first fundamental
weight ω2 for Bn−1, which is quasi-minuscule.

In case CIIn: Let i = 2 and j ∈ {1, 3, . . . , n}. Then
⟨hj, w•αi⟩ = −⟨hτ(j), αi⟩ = δ1,j + δ3,j.

The Dynkin type of U• is A1 × Cn−2. As such w•αi is identified with the miniscule
A1 × Cn−2-weight ω1 + ω3.

In case DIIn: Let i = 1 and j ∈ {2, . . . , n}. Then
⟨hj, w•αi⟩ = −⟨hτ(j), αi⟩ = δ2,j.

The Dynkin type of U• is Dn−1. As such w•αi is identified with the the first fundamental
weight ω2 of Dn−1, which is minuscule.

In case FII: Let i = 4 and j ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Then
⟨hj, w•αi⟩ = −⟨hj, αi⟩ = δ3,j.

The Dynkin type of U• is B3. As such w•αi is identified the last fundamental weight
for B3, which is minuscule.

A similar check can be carried out for the modules ad(U•)(FiKi). □

Remark 4.2. Note that Lemma 4.1(iii) is not true in general if U is of affine type. Consider
for example the diagram of type B̃C1 with one vertex coloured in: 0 1 corresponding to an

affine Lie algebra of type A(2)
2 . We take I = {0, 1} and
⟨h0, α1⟩ = −1, ⟨h1, α0⟩ = −4.

Taking I• = {1}, we have

ρ∨
• = h1

2 ,

so that ⟨ρ∨
• , α0⟩ = 2 ∈ Z. This shows that (I•, id) is an admissible Satake diagram. Further-

more, since ⟨h1,−α0⟩ = 4, the projection of −α0 to the weight lattice of U• is 4ω1, which is
neither a minuscule nor a pseudo-minuscule weight.

We also note that it is this result that makes the remainder of this section wrong in general
for admissible pairs of infinite type. If every rank-1 subdiagram has either a minuscule weight
or is of type BII, the proofs in the remainder of this section still work.

Notation 4.3. Let T ad be the Lusztig braid group operator associated with U• acting on the
ad(U•)-modules ad(U•)(FiKi), ad(U•)(Ei) and their (tensor-)product.

Corollary 4.4. We have the decompositions
ad(U•)(Ei) = spank{T ad(W•)(Ei)} ⊕ ad(U•)(Ei)0

and
ad(U•)(FiKi) = spank{T ad(W•)(FiKi)} ⊕ ad(U•)(FiKi)0.

Furthermore, dimk

(
ad(U•)(FiKi)0

)
, dimk

(
ad(U•)(Ei)0

)
≤ 1, with equality holding if and

only if the rank-one diagram corresponding to i ∈ I◦ is of type BII.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 4.1. □
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Lemma 4.5. Let i, k ∈ I◦. The ad(U•)-module V = ad(U•)(FiKi) ad(U•)(Ek) is a quotient
of the ad(U•)-module ad(U•)(FiKi)⊗ ad(U•)(Ek).

Proof. The action of ad(U•) on the tensor product is by the coproduct. As ad(x)(ab) =
ad(x(1))(a) ad(x(2))(b), this implies that the multiplication map

m : ad(U•)(FiKi)⊗ ad(U•)(Ek)→ ad(U•)(FiKi) ad(U•)(Ek), x⊗ y 7→ xy

is a surjective ad(U•)-homomorphism. This establishes the claim. □

Let M and N be finite-dimensional integrable U•-modules. The Lusztig braid group action
is related to the tensor product via the rank-one quasi R matrix Lj for j ∈ I• cf. [Lus10,
§5.3.1], then by [Lus10, Proposition 5.3.4]

Tj ⊗ Tj(z) = Tj(Li(z)), ∀z ∈M ⊗N. (13)
On the right hand side the action of the braid group operator Tj is regarded as the action on
the tensor product M ⊗N .

Definition 4.6. Let J be a finite sequence of simple roots in I• and i, k ∈ I◦. We set
κ(J, i, k) = ⟨hi,

∑
j∈J

αj + αk⟩.

Putting the previous results together, we have the tools to study the q-commutators
[x, ad(EJ)(Ek)]qκ(J,i,k)

i
x ∈ ad(U•)(FiKi).

Proposition 4.7. Let J be a finite sequence of simple roots, i, k ∈ I◦ and x ∈ ad(U•)(FiKi),
then

[x, ad(EJ)(Ek)]qκ(J,i,k)
i

∈ δi,k
(

U•
(
K2
i − 1

))
. (14)

Remark 4.8. Note that Proposition 4.7 is clearly true in case I• = ∅, the technical difficulty
is dealing with the case I• ̸= ∅.

Proof. Assume x, ad(EJ)(Ek) are both nonzero. Consider the case where y := ad(EJ)(Ek) is
generic and x = T ad

w (FiKi) with w ∈ W•, cf. Corollary 4.4. Let w = si1 . . . sin be a reduced
expression. The identity xy = m(x⊗ y) implies that by repeated application of (13)

xy = m(T ad
w (FiKi)⊗ y) (15)

= m(T ad
w (FiKi)⊗ T ad

w ◦ (T ad
w )−1(y))

= m
(
T ad
i1 ad(Li1) . . . T ad

in ad(Lin)(FiKi ⊗ (T ad
w )−1(y))

)
.

The adjoint action of T ad
i1 ad(Li1) . . . T ad

in ad(Lin) on ad(U•)(FiKi)⊗ ad(U•)(Ek) is given by an
element z ∈ U•, cf. [Lus10, §5.2.1]. Loc.cit. also implies that the element z is determined by
the homogeneous U•-weight of x⊗ y. From Lemma 4.1, it follows that

m
(
T ad
i1 ad(Li1) . . . T ad

in ad(Lin)(FiKi ⊗ (T ad
w )−1(y))

)
(16)

= m(ad(z)(FiKi ⊗ (T ad
w )−1(y)))

= ad(z)(FiKi(T ad
w )−1(y))

= q
κ(J,i,k)
i ad(z)((T ad

w )−1(y)FiKi)

+ δi,k

(
U•
(
K2
i − 1

))
.

As z ∈ U• is determined by the U•-weight of x⊗ y, which is the same for y⊗x, it follows from
[Lus10, §5.2.1] that ad(z)((T ad

w )−1(Ek))FiKi) = yx, by reversing the steps in (15) and (16). An
analogous argument applies when y = T ad

w (Ek) and x is any weight vector.
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By Corollary 4.4, it remains to consider the case where x ∈ ad(U•)(FiKi)0 and y ∈
ad(U•)(Ek)0. This implies both i and k are of type BII. Assuming irreducibility of I, we
must have i = k. The commutation relations in U with x = ad(z−)(FiKi) and y = ad(z+)(Ei)
for z− ∈ U−

• and z+ ∈ U+
• directly yield (14). □

4.2. A Cartan decomposition of V +
• U0.

Definition 4.9. [Regular pair] A regular pair (K, J) consists of
(i) K = (αi1 , . . . , αin), a finite sequence of simple roots in I◦ ;

(ii) J = (J1, . . . , Jn), a sequence of finite sequences of simple roots in I•;
with the property that ad(EJij )(Eij) ̸= 0 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Remark 4.10. In Definition 4.9 we allow empty sequences () for K and Jj, taking the con-
vention E() = 1.

Definition 4.11. Let X be a finite set and let Fin(X) denote the set of finite sequences of ele-
ments in X. Let ς : Fin(X)→ Fin(X) be the permutation map ς(x1, . . . , xn) = (x2, ..., xn, x1).

Notation 4.12. For each regular pair (K, J) and h ∈ Y , set

C(J,K, h) = dτ(i1)

cτ(i1)q − exp
(

n∑
j=2
⟨ϵi1hi1 ,−Θ

(
αij + wt(Jij)

)
⟩ − ⟨h, αi1 −Θ(αi1)⟩

)
. (17)

Moreover, set

R(J,K, h) =
n∏
j=1

C(ςj−1(J), ςj−1(K), h). (18)

Notation 4.13. Let K = (αi1 , . . . , αin), a finite sequence of simple roots in I◦, then we write
wt(K) = ∑n

j=1 αij .

Lemma 4.14. Let (K, J) be a regular pair. Then, there are finitely many regular pairs (K ′, J ′)
with wt(K ′) ≤ wt(K).

Proof. Note that there are finitely many K ′ with wt(K ′) ≤ wt(K). Fix such a finite sequence
K ′ = (αi1 , . . . , αin). For each 1 ≤ j ≤ n it follows by Lemma 4.1 that there are finitely many
J such that ad(EJ)(Eij) ̸= 0. Therefore there are finitely many regular pairs (K ′, J ′) with
wt(K ′) < wt(K). □

Definition 4.15. [Regular values] Let (K, J) be a regular pair, then the set of (K, J)-regular
values Yreg(K, J) ⊆ Y is defined as Y if K = ∅ and otherwise it is inductively defined as the
set of h ∈ Y such that

(i) h − Θ(hi), h, h + 2hi ∈ Yreg(K ′, J ′) for all i ∈ I, regular pairs (K ′, J ′) with wt(K ′) <
wt(K);

(ii) for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 we have R(ς i(K), ς i(J), h) ̸= 0.

Remark 4.16. Let (K, J) be a regular pair. Note that the set of h ∈ Y that satisfy condition (ii)
from Definition 4.15 for (K, J) equals Y minus a finite number of hyperplanes. The inductive
definition of regular values together with Lemma 4.14 implies that YReg(K, J) is contained in
Y minus a finite number of hyperplanes. Therefore, YReg(K, J) is Zariski dense in Y .

Next, we extend Definition 4.15 to V +
• and U. For this let

{N(Kς , Jς) = ad(EJς1 )(Eiς1 ) . . . ad(Eςmax)(Eςmax) : ς ∈ δ} ⊆ V +
•

be a basis of V +
• , for some index set δ.

Definition 4.17 (Regular values of U). Let y = ∑
(K,J)∈δ aςN(K, J) ∈ V +

• , then define

YReg(y) =
⋂

(K,J)∈δ
YReg(K, J).
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Extending this to elements of U, making use of the quantum Iwasawa decomposition, let

x =
n∑
i=1

aiN(ςi)KµiBLi ,

then
YReg(x) =

n⋂
i=1

(
YReg

(
N(Kςi , Jςi)

)
− µi

)
.

Remark 4.18. The definition of YReg : V +
• → P(Y ) depends on a choice of basis of V +

• ,
Section 4.1 gives us a canonical choice.

Notation 4.19. Denote by ∼ the equivalence relation modulo Bc,sU0Bd,t. That is to say x ∼ y
if and only if x− y ∈ Bc,sU0Bd,t.

Next, we introduce the restricted grading of U as in [Let04, p. 97]. We note that V +
• can

be written as a direct sum of weight spaces. For β ∈ X, recall the notation β̃ = β−Θ(β)
2 .

Definition 4.20. For a subset S ⊆ U and weight β ∈ X, we write

Sβ,r =
∑
β′∈X
β̃=β̃′

Sβ′ .

Recall that U+ ∼= V +
• ⊗U+

• as linear spaces via the multiplication map, cf. [Kol14, (3.11)].
As α̃j = 0 for all j ∈ I•, we note that

U+
β,r
∼= U+

• ⊗ V +
•,β,r. (19)

Theorem 4.21. Let (K, J) be a regular pair and let h ∈ YReg(K, J) be a regular value, then
ad(EJ1)(Ei1) . . . ad(EJk)(Eik)Kh ∼ 0. (20)

Proof. We proceed by induction on the restricted weight β̃ of ad(EJ1)(Ei1) . . . ad(EJk)(Eik).
For the induction base consider the case that β̃ = 0. Then K = () and hence

ad(EJ1)(Ei1) . . . ad(EJk)(Eik)Kh = Kh ∼ 0.

Now assume that (20) holds for all ad(EN1)(Em1) . . . ad(ENp)(Emp) with restricted weight β̃′,
where β̃′ < β̃.
Claim 1: Assume that ad(EJ1)(Ei1) . . . ad(EJk)(Eik) has restricted weight β̃. Then

ad(EJ1)(Ei1) . . . ad(Jk)(Eik)Kh ∼ C(K, J, h) ad(EJ2)(Ei2) . . . ad(EJk)(Eik) ad(EJ1)(Ei1)Kh,

here C(K, J, h) is defined in (17).
Proof Claim 1: We can write

Ei1 = T−1
w• (Bτ(i1)Kτ(i1))− T−1

w• (Fτ(i1)Kτ(i1))− sτ(i1)

cτ(i1)
. (21)

Consequently,
ad(EJ1)(Ei1) . . . ad(EJk)(Eik)Kh

= 1
cτ(i1)

ad(EJ1)(T−1
w• (Bτ(i1)))Kw•τ(i1) ad(EJ2)(Ei2) · · · ad(EJk)(Eik)Kh

− ad(EJ1)
(
sτ(i1)

cτ(i1)

)
ad(EJ2)(Ei2) · · · ad(EJk)(Eik)Kh

− ad(EJ1)
(

1
cτ(i1)

T−1
w• (Fτ(i1)Kτ(i1))

)
ad(EJ2)(Ei2) · · · ad(EJk)(Eik)Kh.
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Note ad : U• → End(Bc,sU0Bd,t) and that by definition h+ ϵi1w•(hτ(i1)) = h−Θ(hi1)
is regular for (

(αi2 , . . . , αik), (J2, . . . , Jk)
)
.

Note that the restricted weight of ad(EJ2)(Ei2) · · · ad(EJk)(Eik) is less then the re-
stricted weight of ad(EJ1)Ei1) · · · ad(EJk)(Eik), moreover by definition we have

h ∈ Yreg((αi2 , . . . , αik), (J2, . . . , Jk)).

As sτi1 ∈ B and T−1
w• (Bτ(i1)) ∈ B, we can apply the induction hypothesis to show that

ad(EJ1)(Ei1) . . . ad(EJk)(Eik)Kh ∼ (22)

− ad(EJ1)
(

1
cτ(i1)

T−1
w• (Fτ(i1)Kτ(i1))

)
ad(EJ2)(Ei2) · · · ad(EJk)(Eik)Kh.

By [Kol14, Lemma 3.5] there exists a J−
1 ∈ U−

• with

ad(EJ1)(T−1
w• (Fτ(i1)Kτ(i1))) = ad(EJ−

1
)(Fτ(i1)Kτ(i1)) ∈ S(U−). (23)

By Proposition 4.7, we have

ad(EJ−
1

)(Fτ(i1)Kτ(i1)), ad(EJ2)(Ei2) · · · ad(EJk)(Eik)]Kh

∈ U+
• V

+
β̃′−2α̃τ(i1),r

Kh+ϵi1hτ(i1)±ϵi1hτ(i1) .

Here, one applies the induction hypothesis, noting that regularity holds by definition,
to deduce that

U+
• V

+
β̃′−2α̃τ(i1),r

Kh+ϵi1hτ(i1 )±ϵi1hτ(i1)∼0. (24)

Moreover, we note that

ad(EJ−
1

)(Fτ(i1)Kτ(i1))Kh = ad(EJ1)
(
T−1
w• (Fτ(i1)Kτ(i1))

)
Kh (25)

= q⟨h,wt(J1)−w•ατ(i1)⟩Kh ad(EJ1)
(
T−1
w• (Fτ(i1)Kτ(i1))

)
∼ −dτ(i1)q

⟨h,wt(J1)−w•ατ(i1)⟩Kh ad(EJ1)(Ei1)
= −dτ(i1)q

⟨h,−w•ατ(i1)−αi1 ⟩ ad(EJ1)(Ei1)Kh

here, in (25) the second to last equality follows by an argument analogous to (22).
Remark that ad(EJ2)(Ei2) · · · ad(EJk)(Eik) has weight ∑k

j=2

(
αij + wt(Jj)

)
and set

L(J,K) = q⟨ϵi1w•τ(hi1 ),
∑k

j=2 αij+wt(Jj)⟩,

such that cτ(i1)
dτ(i1 )q

⟨h,−w•ατ(i1)−αi1 ⟩L(J,K) = C(J,K, h). As a final step we combine equa-
tions (22)-(25) to deduce

ad(EJ1)(Ei1) . . . ad(EJk)(Eik)Kh (26)
(22)∼ −1

cτ(i)
ad(EJ1)(T−1

w• (Fτ(i1)Kτ(i1)) ad(EJ2)(Ei2) · · · ad(EJk)(Eik)Kh

(23)= −1
cτ(i)

ad(EJ−
1

)(Fτ(i1)Kτ(i1)) ad(EJ2)(Ei2) · · · ad(EJk)(Eik)Kh

(24)∼ −1
cτ(i)

L(J,K) ad(EJ2)(Ei2) · · · ad(EJk)(Eik) ad(EJ−
1

)(Fτ(i1)Kτ(i1))Kh + l. o. t.

(25)∼ C(J,K, h) ad(EJ2)(Ei2) · · · ad(EJk)(Eik) ad(EJ1)(Ei1)Kh.

Claim 2: Under the assumptions of Claim 1, ad(EJ1)(Ei1) . . . ad(EJk)(Eik)Kh ∼ 0.
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Proof Claim 2: k-fold application of Claim 1 yields (note that h is (K, J)-regular iff it is
(ς(K), ς(J))-regular) that

ad(EJ1)(Ei1) . . . ad(EJk)(Eik)Kh ∼ k∏
j=1

C(ςj−1(J), ςj−1(K), h)
 ad(EJ1)(Ei1) . . . ad(EJk)(Eik)Kh.

Since h ∈ YReg(K, J), we have
k∏
j=1

C(ςj−1(J), ςj−1(K)), h) = R(J,K, h) ̸= 1.

This implies ad(EJ1)(Ei1) . . . ad(EJk)(Eik)Kh ∼ 0. □

Proposition 4.22. Let (K, J) be a regular pair, then the radial part calculation in Theorem
4.21 has the property that for each h ∈ YReg(K, J) the Bc,sU0Bd,t decomposition of

ad(EJ1)(Ei1) . . . ad(EJk)(Eik)Kh = b(1)Kh(2)b
′
(3)

can be chosen such that h ≤ h(2) ≤ h+ Θ(wt(K)).

Proof. We proceed by induction on the restricted weight of the K. The case K = () needs no
proof. Next, suppose the conclusion holds for all regular pairs (K ′, J ′) with wt(K ′) ≤ wt(K).
The dependence on the regular pairs of lower restricted weight in the inductive procedure in
the proof of Theorem 4.21 is governed by the equations (22) and (26). From (22) and (26) the
induction hypothesis, we deduce that decomposition of

ad(EJ1)(Ei1) . . . ad(EJk)(Eik)Kh = b(1)Kh(2)b
′
(3)

satisfies h ≤ h(2) ≤ h+ Θ(wt(K)). □

As in the classical case the restriction of spherical functions to a torus is injective. Recall
the space of spherical functions Eγ,γ′ from Definition 2.9.

Proposition 4.23. The restriction resU0 : Eγ,γ′ → Hom
(
U0,Hom(V (γ), V (γ′))

)
is injective.

Proof. Let Φ ∈ Eγ,γ′ and suppose that resU0(Φ) = 0. Write Φ = ∑n
i,j=1 cfj ,vi ⊗ Ei,j ∈ A ⊗

Hom
(
V (γ), V (γ′)

)
. If cfj ,vi ̸= 0, then there exists xi,j ∈ U such that xi,j ▷ ϕi,j(1) = 1. By

Theorem 4.21 and resU0(Φ) = 0, it follows that xi,j ▷ cfi,vj(Kh) = 0 for all h ∈ YReg(xi,j). Since
YReg(xi,j) ⊆ Y is Zariski dense, it follows that cfi,vj = 0. A contradiction. Thus, we conclude
Φ = 0. □

Proposition 4.24. Let Φ ∈ Eγ,γ′ and let x ∈ U. Then, using Theorem 4.21 there exists a
function

Πγ,γ′(x) : YReg(x)→ End(Vγ)⊗U0 ⊗ End(Vγ′), Kh 7→ Lh,x(1) ⊗Kx,h(2) ⊗R
x,h
(3)

such that
(x ▷ Φ)(Kh) = Lx,h(1) Φ(Kx,h(2))R

x,h
(3) . (27)

In particular if Φ ∈ Eγ,γ′(λ) and Ω ∈ UBc,s = {Ω ∈ U : Ωb = bΩ for all b ∈ Bc,s} then

aΩ,λΦ(Kh) = (Ω ▷ Φ)(Kh) = LΩ,h
(1) Φ(KΩ,h(2))R

Ω,h
(3) , where aΩ,λ ∈ k. (28)

Definition 4.25 (Order). For each element x ∈ U order ord(x) is defined as the minimal
elements of

{h− h(2) : h ∈ YReg(x), Khx = b(1)Kh(2)b(2), b(1) ∈ Bc,s, b(2) ∈ Bd,t}.

If ord(x) consists of one element {µ}, we say that x has order µ.
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Recall the distinguished elements cµ ∈ Z(U) from Lemma 3.14. By [Let04, Theorem 7.7] it
follows that for γ = γ′ = ϵ, the radial part of cµ has order −2hµ. We will show this in general.

First, we need a preliminary lemma. As preparation set
Fn(U−) = {FJ : J ∈ Fin(I), |J | ≤ n}

and for a finite sequence of simple roots J = (αi1 , . . . , αin) write BJ = Bi1 . . . Bin , taking the
convention that Bj = Fj if j ∈ I•.

Lemma 4.26. Let J be a finite sequence of simple roots and FJ = ∑n
i=1 EIiKµiBJi be the

corresponding quantum Iwasawa decomposition, then −wt(J) ≤ Kµi ≤ 0 and 0 ≤ wt(Ji) ≤
wt(J).

Proof. We proceed by induction on the length of J . The case J = ∅ is clear. Next assume
that the statement holds for all J ′ ∈ Fn−1(U−) and let FJ ∈ Fn(U−) \ Fn−1(U−). Then
BJ − FJ ∈ U+K−1

j1 F
n−1(U−). Thus, using the quantum Serre relations for U− it follows

that FJ − BJ is contained in the left U+-submodule of generated by K−1
j1 F

n−1(U−). By the
induction hypothesis, the lemma follows. □

By construction, the central elements cµ lie in the ad(U)-module ad(U)(K−2hµ) and satisfy
cµ ∈ K−2hµ + ad(U+)(K−2hµ), (29)

where U+ = ker(ϵ), cf. [Let04, p. 109].

Proposition 4.27. For µ ∈ X+ with 2hµ ∈ Y , the central element cµ has order −2hµ.

Proof. Let µ ∈ X+ and h ∈ YReg(cµ). By (29) and the triangular decomposition of U, we may
write

cµ = K−2µ +
∑

wt(A)=wt(C)
cA,C ad(EAFC)(K−2hµ).

Using the relations [Jan96, 4.9 (5), Lemma 4.12] for the coproduct and antipode, we deduce
that ∑

wt(A)=wt(C)
cA,C ad(EAFC)(K−2hµ) =

∑
wt(A+A′)=wt(C)

c′
A,CEAK−2hµKwt(C)FCEA′ .

The commutation relation EiFj − FjEi = δi,j[Ki]qi implies that∑
wt(A+A′)=wt(C)

c′
A,CEAK−2hµKwt(C)FCEA′ =

∑
wt(A)=wt(C)

c′′
A,CEAK−2hµKwt(C)+hAFC .

with 0 ≤ hA ≤ 2wt(A) and scalars c′′
A,C . Now, apply Lemma 4.26 to obtain∑

wt(A)=wt(C)
c′′
A,CEAK−2hµKwt(C)+hAFC =

∑
wt(A)≥wt(C)

c′′′
A,CEAEC′′K−2hµKwt(C)+hA+hCBC′ ,

with −wt(C) ≤ hC ≤ 0. According to Proposition 4.22 we have Kh−2hµEAEC′′ = b(1)h(2)b(3)
with
h− 2hµ + wt(C) + hA + hC ≤ h(2) ≤ h− 2hµ + wt(C) + hA + hC + Θ(wt(K))− 2hµ (30)

and b(1) ∈ Bc,s, b(3) ∈ Bd,t. Combining (30) with the inequalities for hA and hC , we conclude
that h− 2hµ ≤ h(1). Thus, using (29) the order of cµ equals −2hµ. □

5. Zonal Spherical Functions

We now assume thatR is finite. In this section we summarise some results from the literature
about ZSFs of quantum symmetric pairs. Later, we deduce the matrix valued orthogonality
weight for the matrix-spherical function from the zonal spherical case. Thus, it is of utmost
importance to understand the zonal spherical functions.

From [Kol14, §9.1] we can see that most coideal Hopf algebras Bc,s associated to a given
admissible pair (I•, τ) are related via appropriate conjugation automorphisms: we can interpret
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a group homomorphism ξ : X → k× as a natural transformation of the forgetful functor of the
category of weight modules over k by having ξ act as ξ(µ) on the weight space Mµ of a weight
module M . In particular, ad(ξ) acts on Uλ as multiplication with ξ(λ). Kolb calls the group
of such automorphisms H̃.

In particular, Bc,s,Bd,t are H̃-related if and only if
ci
cτ(i)

= di
dτ(i)

i ∈ I◦, τ(i) ̸= i, αi ·Θ(αi) ̸= 0
cit

2
i = dis

2
i i ∈ Ins.

(31)

In accordance to [Let03] we write BΘ for the set of right coideal subalgebras of U associated
to (I•, τ). Evidently, H̃ acts on BΘ.

Lemma 5.1. Let Bc,s ∈ BΘ and let X ∈ BΘ/H̃ be an orbit. There exists at least one Bd,t ∈ X
such that −ρ-shifted restrictions of Eϵ,ϵ

Bc,s,Bd,t
are WΣ-invariant.

Proof. Let Bd′,t′ ∈ X. For i ∈ I◦ with τ(i) ̸= i and αi ·Θ(αi) ̸= 0 pick di to be a square root of
cicτ(i)d

′
i

d′
τ(i)

in such a way that didτ(i) = cicτ(i). For any other i ∈ I◦ pick di = ci. Lastly, for i ∈ Ins

pick ti =
√

di
d′
i
t′i. Then Bd,t ∈ X by (31), and by Lemma 3.58 the claim holds. □

Lemma 5.2 ([Let03, Lemma 6.2]). Let Bc,s,Bd,t ∈ BΘ, let ξ1, ξ2 : X → k× be group homo-
morphisms, and let F ∈ Eϵ,ϵ

Bc,s,Bd,t
.

(i) ξ2 · F · ξ−1
1 ∈ E

ϵ,ϵ
ξ1·Bc,s,ξ2·Bd,t

;
(ii) For ξ : X → k×, we define ξ̃ : 2L → k× by restriction, and having it act on k[2L] by

ξ̃▷eλ = ξ(λ)eλ. Then Res
(
ξ2 · F · ξ−1

1

)
= ξ̃2ξ̃1

−1
▷Res(F ), and (−ρ)▷Res

(
ξ2 · F · ξ−1

1

)
=

ξ̃2ξ̃1
−1
▷ (−ρ) ▷ Res(F ).

Proof. Let b ∈ ad(ξ1)(Bc,s), b′ ∈ ad(ξ2)(Bd,t), then ad(ξ−1
1 )(b) = ξ−1

1 bξ1 ∈ Bc,s and idem for b′.
Let x ∈ U, then

(ξ2 · F · ξ−1
1 )(bxb′) = F (ξ−1

1 bxb′ξ2) = F (ξ−1
1 bξ1ξ

−1
1 xξ2ξ

−1
2 b′ξ2)

= ϵ(ad(ξ−1
1 )(b))F (ξ−1

1 xξ2)ϵ(ad(ξ−1
2 )(b′))

= ϵ(b)ϵ(b′)(ξ2 · F · ξ−1
1 )(x),

which shows the first claim.
For the second claim assume that F = cMf,v with v = ∑

λ∈2L vλ for vλ ∈Mλ. Then we have

Res(F ) =
∑
λ∈2L

f(vλ)eλ.

Moreover, we have ξ2 ·F · ξ−1
1 = cM

fξ−1
1 ,ξ2v

whose restriction is the same as that of cM
f,ξ−1

1 ξ2v
, which

is
Res

(
ξ2 · F · ξ−1

1

)
=
∑
λ∈2L

f((ξ−1
1 ξ2v)λ)eλ =

∑
λ∈2L

ξ−1
1 (λ)ξ2(λ)f(vλ)eλ

= ξ̃2ξ̃1
−1
▷ Res(F ). □

When attempting to classify the ZSFs for arbitrary (allowed) choices of parameters for the
coideal subalgebras Bc,s,Bd,t, Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2 show that we can restrict ourselves to one
representative per H̃×H̃ orbit of BΘ×BΘ. It makes sense to have these representatives satisfy
the conditions of Lemma 3.58, so that the resulting −ρ-shifted ZSFs are WΣ-invariant.

Proposition 5.3. Assume that Σ is irreducible. The H̃-orbits of BΘ look as follows:
(i) If R = Σ ⊔ Σ and τ exchanges the two copies of Σ, there is one orbit, the one of Bc

with ci = 1 (i ∈ I◦); otherwise, R is irreducible as well.
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(ii) If the Satake diagram for (I•, τ) is of the types AIIIn,p (2p < n + 1), AIV, DIII2p+1,
or EIII the orbits are characterised by one parameter up to sign: pick i ∈ I such that
I• ∪ {i, τ(i)} is of type AIVm and define c(a) by ci(a) = im−2a, cτ(i) = (−i)m−2a−1 and
cj = 1 for j ∈ I◦ \{i, τ(i)}. Then every orbit contains two elements of the type Bc(±a),0
for a ∈ k×. In [Let02], this is called “Variation 1”.

(iii) If the Satake diagram is of type AI1, AIII2p−1,p, BIn,2, CIn, DIn,2, DIII2p, or EVII, the
orbits are also characterised by one parameter up to sign: there is exactly one i ∈ I◦
such that there are elements s ∈ S with si ̸= 0. Then every orbit contains one or two
elements B1,±s with sj = 0 for j ̸= i. In [Let02], this is called “Variation 2”.

(iv) In all other cases, there is one orbit.
All representatives listed here yield WΣ-invariant −ρ-shifted restrictions of ZSFs.

Proof. By [Ara62], Σ is irreducible if either R = Σ⊔Σ and τ maps one copy of Σ to the other
(as described in the first case), or if R is irreducible as well, in which case the classification
from [Ara62, pp. 32–33] holds.

In the first case, we have τ(i) ̸= i for all i as well as αi ·Θ(αi) = 0. By (31), all elements of
BΘ are H̃-conjugate, which proves (i).

It now suffices to check the admissible Satake diagrams for occurrences of i ∈ I◦ such that
τ(i) ̸= i and αi ·Θ(αi) ̸= 0 and for allowed non-zero non-standard parameters.

Note that by [Kol14, Remark 9.3], Variation 1 can only occur in case Σ is of type BC.
Examining these cases (in e.g. [Ara62]) yields that the cases listed under (ii) are in fact the
ones for which Variation 1 can be made. In every case, S = {0}, and there is exactly one
τ -orbit {i, τ(i)} with two elements satisfying αi ·Θ(αi) ̸= 0. In every case, adding this τ -orbit
to I• yields a diagram of type AIVm.

Equation 31 shows that up to conjugacy, all cj (j ̸= i, τ(i)) can be set to 1, and that ci, cτ(i)
can be scaled by the same number. Consequently, without loss of generality we can assume
that cj = 1 (j ̸= i, τ(i)) and that cicτ(i) = 1. In other words, c = c(a) for some a ∈ k×.
Furthermore, Bc,s’s orbit comprises one more element: Bc(−a),0.

For Variation 2, inspection yields the diagram types listed under (iii), with one non-zero
non-standard parameter permitted in each case: si. Given a coideal subalgebra Bc,s, c can
be scaled to be 1 in every component, and two coideal subalgebras B1,s and B1,t are then
conjugate iff s2

i = t2i , which explains the ambiguity in sign.
In all other cases we have S = {0} and no i ∈ I◦ satisfying τ(i) ̸= i and αi · Θ(αi) ̸= 0.

Consequently, all coideal subalgebras are conjugate and there is only one orbit, which proves
(iv).

We now pick two representatives listed here, e.g. two times B1,0 for (i) or (iv), Bc(a),0,Bc(b),0
for (ii), or B1,aei ,B1,bei

for (iii) (where ei has 1 as its i-th entry, and 0 everywhere else, and is
chosen such that ei ∈ S) All of these pairs satisfy the conditions of Lemma 3.58. □

Proposition 5.4. Let (Bc,s,Bd,t) be one of the representatives from Proposition 5.3.
(i) If Σ is reduced and s = t = 0, define (S, S ′, R,R′, L, L′) as follows:

S = S ′ = S((2Σ)∨)∨), R = R′ = 2Σ, L = L′ = 2P (Σ)
(where we give the span of 2Σ the inner product it inherits from X), let ψ ∈ Σ be the
highest short root and define ϵ := 2|ψ|2.

(ii) If (I•, τ) is of any of the following types: AI1,AIIIn,p,AIVn,CIIn,p,DIII2p+1, write Σ0 for
the immultipliable subsystem of Σ and define

S = S ′ = S(2Σ0) ∪ 2S(2Σ0)∨,

R = R′ = 2Σ0,

L = L′ = P (2Σ0) = P (2Σ)
and let ϵ = 2.
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Furthermore, pick the parameters as follows: if Σ is reduced and s = t = 0, we pick l : S → k
as follows:

l(2α+ c) = |α|
2 dim(gα)
2|ψ|2

.

Otherwise, pick

AI1 : (l1, . . . , l4) =
(
σ − τ + 1

2 ,
σ + τ + 1

2 ,
−σ + τ

2 ,
−σ − τ

2

)
AIIIn,p : (l1, . . . , l5) =

(
σ − τ + 1

2 ,
σ + τ + 1

2 ,
−σ + τ

2 + n+ 1− 2p, −σ − τ2 , 1
)

AIVn : (l1, . . . , l4) =
(
σ − τ + 1

2 ,
σ + τ + 1

2 ,
−σ + τ

2 + n− 1, −σ − τ2

)
CIIn,p : (l1, . . . , l5) =

(3
2 + n− 2p, 3

2 , n− 2p, 0, 2
)

DIII2p+1 : (l1, . . . , l5) =
(3

2 ,
1
2 , 1, 0, 2

)
,

where σ, τ are dependent on the parameters c, s,d, t:
• For AI1, we assume that t1 = [σ]q and s1 = [τ ]q and c1 = d1 = 1.
• For AIIIn,p for 2p < n+1 and AIVn, we assume that d = c(qσ), c = c(qτ ) and t = s = 0.
• For AIII2p−1,p we assume that c = d = 1, that tp = [σ]q, and sp = [τ ]q.
• For DIII2p+1, we assume that s = t = 0 and that c = d = c(1).

Let now ϕ ∈ Eϵ,ϵ
Bc,s,Bd,t

(λ), then there is C ∈ k such that

(−ρ) ▷ Res(ϕ) = CPλ

where Pλ is the symmetric Macdonald polynomial [Mac03, §5.3.1] for the Macdonald data
(S, S ′, R,R′, L, L′), the labelling l, and the base parameter qϵ.

Proof. For Σ reduced and s = t = 0, this follows from [Let04, Theorem 8.2]. For type AI1, this
follows from [Koo93, Theorem 5.2]. For type AIIIn,p, it follows from [NDS97, Theorem 3.4],
with added explanation of the parameter provided in [Mee25a, Lemma A.2] for 2p < n+ 1 and
in [OS05] for 2p = n + 1. For type CIIn,p, it follows from [Sug99, Theorem 3.1]. Note that for
p = n, Σ is reduced and the weight (and the orthogonal polynomials) are the same as would
be obtained from Letzter. For type DIII2p+1, it follows from [NS95, Theorem 3(type 7)]. □

Remark 5.5. The attentive reader might note, that Proposition 5.4 fails to cover the following
non-standard cases:

BIn,2,CIn,DIn,2,DIII2p,EVII
where we expect two-parameter families of orthogonal polynomials, and the following standard
cases:

DIII2p+1,EIII, FII,
of which we expect two-parameter families only for DIII2p+1,EIII, and a family for FII that has
no parameters.

Note also that in the cases AI1,AIIIn,p,AIVn where the labelling l explicitly depends on the
parameters c, s,d, t, we can remove the restriction on the values that these parameters might
take (i.e. that they be powers of q or q-numbers). The modern theory of Macdonald polynomials
(as given in [Mac03]) is phrased in terms of parameters τi, τ̃i (i = 1, . . . , p; notation borrowed
from [Sch23, Definition 2.28]). Since the coefficients of the ZSF can be shown to be rational
functions in the parameters c,d, s, t, and the coefficients of the Macdonald polynomials can be
shown to be rational functions in the τi, τ̃i, a Zariski argument shows that the conclusion of
Proposition 5.4 holds for all parameter values.



38 STEIN MEEREBOER & PHILIP SCHLÖSSER

In that case, the relations between c,d, s, t and τi, τ̃i (i = 1, . . . , p) are given by
AI1 : τ0τ1 = q, τ̃0τ̃1 = 1, s1 = −[τ̃1; 0]q, t1 = [τ1;−1]q

AIIIn,p(2p < n+ 1) : τ0τp = qn+2−2p, τ̃0τ̃p = qn+1−2p, τ1 = q,

a = τ̃−1
0 , b = τpq

−1

AIII2p−1,p : τ0τ1 = q, τ̃0τ̃1 = 1, τ1 = q

sp = −[τ̃p; 0]q, tp = [τp;−1]q
AIVn : τ0τ1 = qn, τ̃0τ̃1 = qn−1, a = inτ̃−1

0 , b = inτ1q
−1.

where we use (1) for the notation [τ1;−1]q.
In the following we provide more details on how exactly to match the results from [Let04;

Koo93; NDS97; Sug99; NS95] to our conventions.

Remark 5.6 (Letzter, Σ reduced and s = t = 0). In [Let04, Theorem 8.2] and the definitions
before, Letzter refers to the Macdonald polynomials as defined in [Mac00]. In contrast to
[Mac03], these Macdonald polynomials depend not on an affine root system S, but on two
root systems (R, S), which Letzter chooses to be (2Σ, (2Σ)∨). In particular, the Macdonald
polynomials that Letzter works with are orthogonal with respect to the weight distribution ▽ =
∆+∆+ with

∆+ =
∏
α∈Σ+

(e2α; q2|α|2)∞

(q|α|2 dim(gα)e2α; q2|α|2)∞
. (32)

To translate this into the language of [Mac03], note that the infinite q-Pochhammer symbols
have potentially varying powers of q as base (if Σ is not simply laced). This can only occur for
(S, S ′, R,R′, L, L′) of type [Mac03, §1.4.2]. Matching (32) with [Mac03, §5.1.28(ii)], we obtain
that R∨ = 2Σ, i.e. that S = S ′ = S((2Σ)∨)∨ and L = L′ = P∨((2Σ)∨) = P (2Σ).

More concretely, we have

S((2Σ)∨)∨ =
{
2α + 2|α|2r

∣∣∣ α ∈ Σ, r ∈ Z
}
.

Let ψ ∈ Σ be the highest short root, then (2ψ)∨ is the highest root of (2Σ)∨. Consequently, the
zeroth simple affine root is given by −2ψ + 2|ψ|2, so that the fundamental constant function is
c = 2|ψ|2, which is what we defined as ϵ.

The symmetric weight function from [Mac03, §5.1.28(ii)] (fixing the typo in that formula) is
then

▽ =
∏
α∈Σ

(
e2α; q(2α)∨

)
∞(

ql(2α)e2α; q(2α)∨

)
∞

.

By [Mac03, §5.1.13], we have

q(2α)∨ = q
|(2ψ)∨|2

|(2α)∨|2 = q
|α|2

|ψ|2 .

We therefore see that to match this with (32), we need to replace q by qϵ. Furthermore, this
shows that ql(2α) from Macdonald corresponds to q2|ψ|2l(2α), which we need to equal q|α|2 dim(gα).
Consequently, we need to have

l(2α) = |α|
2 dim(gα)
2|ψ|2

,

which implies that

l∨((2α)∨) = dim(gα)
2 .

Remark 5.7 (Koornwinder, AI1). We write K = Kh1/2, E := E1, F := F1, then the generators
A,B,C,D from [Koo93, §3] correspond to

A = K, D = K−1, B = −iEK−1, C = iKF.
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Then the twisted primitive Xσ from [Koo93, §4] equals

Xσ = q−1/2K
(
F + EK−2 + [σ]q(K−2 − 1)

)
= q−1/2K(B1 − ϵ(B1)),

where B1 is the generator of B = B1,[σ]q . Consequently, the left ideal generated by Xσ is
equivalently generated by x− ϵ(x) (x ∈ B). Furthermore,

Xσ = q−1/2 ad(K)(B1 − ϵ(B1))K,
where K = Kρ. Consequently, the right ideal generated by Xσ is equivalently generated by
x− ϵ(x) (x ∈ ad(K)(B)).

This shows that every f ∈ A satisfying Xσ · f = f · Xτ = 0 (what is called “(σ, τ)-
spherical” in [Koo93]), is a ZSF for ad(Kρ)(B1,[τ ]q) and B1,[σ]q . Consequently, f · Kρ is a
ZSF for B1,[τ ]q ,B1,[σ]q and Res(f) = (−ρ) ▷ Res(f ·Kρ). In other words, f 7→ f ·Kρ maps the
(σ, τ)-spherical functions from Koornwinder to our ZSFs, and the restrictions that Koornwinder
determines in [Koo93, Theorem 5.2] are precisely the polynomials we are looking for.

Remark 5.8. [Noumi, Dijkhuizen, Sugitani, AIII] As is explained in [OS05, Section 3], the
authors of [NDS97] use a solution J to the reflection equation to define a two-sided coideal
(not an algebra!) kσ (depending on a parameter σ) as the span of L+J − JL−. An element
f ∈ A is a ZSF if kσ · f = f · kτ = 0.

In [OS05, Proposition 3.8] it is then proven (in a way that straightforwardly generalises to
cases where 2p < n + 1) that f is a ZSF from [NDS97], if and only if f ◁ Kρ is a ZSF in the
sense of this paper. The reason for this is that the left ideal Ukσ contains a−ϵ(a) for generators
a of Bc,s, and the right ideal kτU contains Kρ(a− ϵ(a)) for a ∈ Bd,t. (For the relation between
d, c—or t, s if 2n = p+ 1—and σ, τ , cf. [Mee25a, Lemma A.2] or [OS05]).

Remark 5.9 (Sugitani, CII). The author of [Sug99] uses a similar approach as in Remark 5.8,
except that the coideal kq is defined as the span of L+J − JS(L−)T , and f ∈ A is a ZSF if

kq · f = f · ad(Kρ)(k∗
q) = 0. (33)

Suppose φ ∈ Eϵ, we would like to show that φ ◁ K−ρ is a ZSF in the sense of Sugitani.
It is shown in [Let99, Lemma 6.1, p. 762] that the left ideal Ukq is generated by a− ϵ(a) for

a ∈ Bc,s. Consequently, we have
(a− ϵ(a)) ▷ φ ◁ K−ρ = 0.

Moreover, we have
φ ◁ K−ρ ◁ ad(Kρ)(k∗

q)U = 0⇔ φ ◁ k∗
qU = 0.

Moreover, by the end of [Sug99, §1.1], the ideal Ukq is invariant under ∗ ◦ S. Consequently,
(Ukq)∗ = k∗

qU = S(k)U. The right ideal S(k)U is generated by S(a) − ϵ(a), and by Corol-
lary 2.14, we indeed have

φ ◁ (S(a)− ϵ(a)) = 0.
By uniqueness of the ZSF, we thus conclude that our ZSF equals the one from [Sug99] up to a
scalar.

Remark 5.10 (Noumi, Sugitani, DIII). The authors of [NS95] use the matrix J to define a
coideal subalgebra U tw

q (k), which by [Let99, §6] (more specifically, Lemma 6.3) is a right coideal
subalgebra. Therefore, there is an automorphism of U mapping U tw

q (k) to Bc(a) for a suitable
choice of a. The ZSFs that are then considered are elements f ∈ A such that

∀a ∈ U tw
q (k) : a · f = ϵ(a)f,

∀b ∈ ad(Kρ)(U tw
q (k)∗) : f · b = ϵ(b)f.

An argument analogous to Remark 5.9 shows that

(−ρ) ▷ Res
(
Φλ
ϵ

)
= CPλ.
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Note that from the reflection matrix J from [NS95] it can be shown that the twisted Hopf
algebra U tw

q (k), which is just our coideal subalgebra Bc,s, is generated by the elements of the
matrix S(L+)JS(L−)T . In the correct entry, this matrix contains (up to scalars) the elements
BnKn−1Kn and Bn−1K

−1
n−1K

−1
n (and also Kn−1Kn) for the parameters cn−1 = cn = −an−1

an
(to

show this, the conventions of [KS97, §8.5.2] were used, with the caveat that the Chevalley map
ω from [Kol14, §3.2] has to be applied afterwards to match conventions). Consequently, Bc,s

is conjugate to Bc(1),0.

In Lemma 5.11 we use the identification of zonal spherical functions with orthogonal polyno-
mials to obtain an explicit description of the bilinear form h◦Ξϵ : Eϵ⊗Eϵ → k from Proposition
2.21.

Lemma 5.11. Let φλ ∈ Eϵ,ϵ
B,B′ for all λ ∈ 2L+ be nonzero zonal spherical functions. Assume

that ((−ρ)▷Res(φλ))λ∈2L+ is a family of orthogonal polynomials with respect to ▽, a k-valued
distribution over L, i.e.

∀µ, λ ∈ 2L+ : ct(−ρ ▷ Res(φλ)−ρ ▷ Res(φµ)▽) = δλ,νhµ

with hλ ̸= 0 (λ ∈ L). Then for all ψ, ϕ ∈ Eϵ,ϵ
B,B′ we have

h ◦ Ξϵ(ϕ, ψ) = ct(−ρ ▷ Res(ψ)−ρ ▷ Res(ϕ)▽)/ ct(▽).

Proof. By [Let03, Theorem 4.2], h ◦ Ξϵ factors through −ρ ▷ Res(·). Consequently, there is a
distribution ▽′ such that

h(Ξ(ϕ, ψ)) = ct(−ρ ▷ Res(ϕ)−ρ ▷ Res(ψ)▽′).

The maps l′ : f 7→ ct(f▽′) and l : f 7→ ct(f▽) are both elements of k[2L]∗. Let λ ∈ (2L+)\{0},
then

0 = h(Ξ(φλ, φ0)) = φ0(1) ct(▽′(−ρ) ▷ Res(φλ)) = φ0(1)l′(−ρ ▷ Res(φλ))
as ϕ0 is a constant. Similarly, l(−ρ▷Res(φλ)) = 0. We thus see that l, l′ have the same kernel of
codimension 1: the span of φλ for λ ̸= 0. Consequently, l, l′ span the same 1-dimensional vector
space, so they are linearly dependent. Since both are non-zero, they are proportional. Since
l, l′ depend injectively on ▽,▽′, we obtain that ▽,▽′ differ by a non-zero scalar. Evaluation of
l, l′ at 1 gives that scalar. □

6. Orthogonal Polynomials

In this section, we associate to each quantum commutative triple (U,B, γ), a family of
vector-valued orthogonal polynomials. We are interested in the general properties of these
associated polynomials, which include:

(i) highest order terms (Proposition 6.1);
(ii) orthogonality relations (Proposition 6.6);
(iii) matrix valued interpretations (Definition 6.10);
(iv) q-difference equations (Theorem 6.17);
(v) q 7→ q−1 invariance (Theorem 6.19);
(vi) recurrence relations (Lemma 6.21).

Properties (i) and (ii) will be crucial for identifying the associated vector-valued polynomials
with known families of vector-valued orthogonal polynomials.

6.1. Leading Terms. From now on we will assume that B = B′ and that V = W , i.e. that
our MSF consist of square matrices that are endomorphisms of the same representation space.
This allows us to define Φλ

γ ∈ Eγ(λ) as the unique MSF satisfying Φλ
γ(1) = 1 as in Lemma 3.35.

Let ϖ1, . . . ϖr be a basis of 2L made up of dominant elements. For λ = ∑r
i=1 niϖi ∈ X+(ϵ)

we define φλ ∈ Eϵ(λ) to be the ZSF such that −ρ ▷ Res(φλ) = eλ + l. o. t. (this is possible by
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[Let03, Lemma 4.1], whose proof can be extended to cases where L⊗ZQ is not spanned by Σ).
We also define

ψλ :=
r∏
i=1

φniϖi .

Proposition 6.1. Let λ ∈ X+(ϵ). We have

ψλ ∈ φλ +
∑

µ∈X+(ϵ)
µ<λ

kφµ, φλ ∈ ψλ +
∑

µ∈X+(ϵ)
µ<λ

kψµ.

Proof. Note that the product of two matrix elements is a matrix element for the tensor product
of the representations. As such, ψλ is a matrix element of

L(ϖ1)⊗n1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ L(ϖn)⊗nr = L(λ)⊕
⊕
µ<λ

L(µ)mµ

for some multiplicities mµ ∈ N0. Therefore, by the proof of Lemma 3.35, ϕλ can be expressed
as claimed with an arbitrary constant C. But since the leading terms of −ρ ▷ Res(φλ) and
−ρ ▷ Res(ψλ) both equal eλ, this constant C is one.

The reverse equation follows from the triangularity and the fact that the dominance order
on X+ has finite down-sets. □

Corollary 6.2. We have Eϵ = k[φϖ1 , . . . φϖr ].

Recall the elementary spherical function Φb
λ from Lemma 3.35 and the set B(γ) from Defi-

nition 3.44. By [PP23, Proposition 4.2] it follows that each λ ∈ X+(γ) has a unique decompo-
sition λ = b+ µ with µ ∈ X+(ϵ).

Lemma 6.3. Assume that (Φb
γ)b∈B(γ) is linearly independent over Eϵ. For

λ = b+ µ ∈ X+(γ)
(with b ∈ B(γ)), we define

Ψλ
γ := ψµΦb

γ.

Then for every λ ∈ X+(γ), there is C ̸= 0 such that

Ψλ
γ ∈ CΦγ

λ +
∑
ν<λ

ν∈X+(γ)

kΦν
γ, Φγ

λ ∈ C−1Ψλ
γ +

∑
ν<λ

ν∈X+(γ)

kΨν
γ.

Proof. By a proof very similar to Proposition 6.1, we see that for every λ ∈ X+(γ) there is
C ∈ k such that

Ψλ
γ = CΦγ

λ +
∑
ν<λ

kΦν
γ. (34)

It remains to show that C ̸= 0. (34) shows that Ψν
γ (ν ≤ λ) are contained in the span of Φν

γ (ν ≤
λ). Since they are also linearly independent (since we assumed (Φ6.OrthogonalPolynomialsbγ)b∈B(γ)
to be Eϵ-linearly independent) and are contained in a finite-dimensional vector space, they also
form a basis. The change-of-basis matrix between these two bases is triangular by (34). Con-
sequently, the diagonal entries, i.e. the C’s, are nonzero, and its inverse is also triangular with
the corresponding C−1’s on the diagonal. □

Proposition 6.4 is a quantum analog of [Pru18, Theorem 3.1] and will show that the assump-
tions of Lemma 6.3 are satisfied for the specializable parameters of Definition 3.27.

Proposition 6.4. Let λ ∈ X+(ϵ), µ ∈ X+(γ), let spank{vsph} = V (ϵ) ⊆ L(λ). Then, the
Bc,s-equivariant embedding η : V (γ)→ L(λ)⊗ L(µ) defined by

v 7→ vsph ⊗ v for v ∈ V (γ)
composed with the Cartan projection is nonzero.
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Proof. Write πλ+µ : L(λ)⊗ L(µ)→ L(λ+ µ) for the Cartan projection on the quantum group
and at q = 1. Recall the subring A ⊆ k and the notion of a specializable basis, as introduced
in Section 3.4. Let B(µ) and B(λ) be specializable bases for L(µ) and L(λ), respectively.
By Theorem 3.28, we may assume that vsph ∈ B(λ) and that there is a specialiazble basis
B(γ) ⊆ B(µ) of V (γ). Let ηA : V (γ)A → L(λ)A ⊗ L(µ)A be the unique A-linear map with

b 7→ vsph ⊗ b, b ∈ B(γ).
The map cl ◦ηA is then the nonzero map described in the proof of [Pru18, Theorem 3.1]. As
the projection πλ+µ commutes with taking the classical limit, cf. [Jan96, Theorem 5.15], it
follows from [Pru18, Theorem 3.1] that

πλ+µ ◦ cl ◦ηA = cl ◦πλ+µ ◦ ηA ̸= 0.
The theorem then follows. □

As a straightforward consequence of Proposition 6.4, we show in Lemma 6.5, under its
assumptions, that the assumptions of Lemma 6.3 are satisfied.
Lemma 6.5. Eγ is a free left module over Eϵ with basis (Φb

γ)b∈B(γ).
Proof. Let ϕb ∈ Eϵ for each b ∈ B(γ) and suppose that ∑b∈B(γ) ϕbΦb = 0. Recall that, up
to a scalar multiple, Res(ϕb) = vλb + l. o. t.. Let b0 ∈ B(γ) be such that vλb0 is maximal and
ϕb0 ̸= 0. Using Proposition 6.4, up to a nonzero scalar multiple, ϕb0Φb0 = Φb0+λb0 + l. o. t.. By
maximality of b0 this shows that ∑b∈B(γ) ϕbΦb ̸= 0, a contradiction. □

6.2. Intermediate Macdonald Polynomials and Their Vector Versions. In this sub-
section we use the identification of the zonal spherical functions with orthogonal polynomials
to deduce the matrix valued orthogonality weight for the matrix valued spherical functions.
Proposition 6.6. Let ▽ be a k-valued distribution over L such that

h(Ξϵ(Φ,Ψ)) = ct((−ρ ▷ Res(Φ))−ρ ▷ Res(Ψ)▽)
for Φ,Ψ ∈ Eϵ. Expand Φ ∈ Eγ as ∑

b∈B(γ)
ϕbΦb

γ

for ϕb ∈ Eϵ, we define Φ := (ϕb)b∈B(γ). Let

Mb,b′ := (−ρ) ▷ Res
(
Ξγ(Φb

γ,Φb′

γ )
)
,

then
h(Ξγ(Φ,Ψ)) = ct((−ρ ▷ Res(Φ))TM−ρ ▷ Res(Ψ)▽)

for Φ,Ψ ∈ Eγ.
Proof. Expand Φ,Ψ ∈ Eγ as

Φ =
∑

b∈B(γ)
ϕbΦb

γ, Ψ =
∑

b∈B(γ)
ψbΦb

γ.

Then we have
h(Ξγ(Φ,Ψ)) =

∑
b,b′∈B(γ)

h(Ξγ(ϕbΦb
γ, ψb′Φb′

γ ))

=
∑

b,b′∈B(γ)
h
(
ϕbΞγ(Φb

γ,Φb′

γ )S(K−2ρ ▷ ψb′)
)

=
∑

b,b′∈B(γ)
h
(

Ξϵ

(
ϕbΞγ(Φb

γ,Φb′

γ ), ψb′

))
=

∑
b,b′∈B(γ)

ct((−ρ ▷ Res(ϕb))Mb,b′−ρ ▷ Res(ψb′)▽)

= ct((−ρ ▷ Res(Φ))TM−ρ ▷ Res(Ψ)▽)
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as claimed. □

In the following, we recall some notions from [Sch23] needed to understand Corollary 6.7.
Let J ⊆ I, then we denote

2L+,J = {λ ∈ 2L : ∀j ∈ J : ⟨λ, αj⟩ ≥ 0}

the set of J-dominant elements. The J-dominant elements label WJ -invariant monomials

mJ,λ =
∑

µ∈WJλ

eµ λ ∈ L+,J

and distinguished WJ -invariant polynomials

PJ,λ = mJ,λ + l. o. t. λ ∈ 2L+,J

known as the Intermediate Macdonald polynomials, cf. [Sch23, Definition 4.7]. They generalize
the symmetric and non-symmetric Macdonald polynomials, alternatively Intermediate Mac-
donald polynomials can be interpreted as vector-valued Macdonald polynomials, cf. [Sch23,
§6]. We refer the reader to [Sch23] for a detailed exposition.

Corollary 6.7. Let J be a subset of the simple roots of Σ and let WJ ≤ WΣ be the corresponding
parabolic subgroup of the restricted Weyl group. Define eb := (−ρ) ▷Res

(
Φb
γ

)
for b ∈ B(γ) and

let
Γ : k[2L]WJ → k[2L]WΣ ⊗ spank {eb | b ∈ B(γ)}

be a k[2L]WΣ-linear isomorphism. Equip the target space of Γ with the following monomial
basis: mλ ⊗ eb for λ ∈ 2L+, b ∈ B(γ) (mλ as in [Mac03, §5.3]), whose order is inherited from
the dominance order of X+(γ) by the isomorphism (b, λ) 7→ b+ λ.

Let t : 2L+,J → X+(γ) be a bijection with t−1 monotonic, such that Γ−1 is triangular (with
nonzero “diagonal” terms) with respect to t−1. Assume that there is a triangular k[2L]WΣ-linear
automorphism C of k[2L]WJ such that

∀b, b′ ∈ B(γ) : 1
#WΣ

∑
w∈WΣ

w
Γ−1(eb)C(Γ−1(eb′))

∆0 = Mb,b′

(left-hand side similar to [Sch23, Lemma 6.1], right-hand side as in Proposition 6.6), where
∆0 as in [Mac03, §5.1.25] is chosen in conventions such that ▽ from Proposition 6.6 coincides
with ▽ from [Mac03, §5.1.26].

Then for every λ ∈ 2L+,J , there is a nonzero constant Cλ such that Γ(PJ,λ) = Cλ(−ρ) ▷
Res

(
Φt(λ)
γ

)
.

Proof. As a consequence of Lemma 6.5 and of k[2L]WΣ-linearity and injectivity we thus have
(−ρ)▷Res(Eγ) ⊆ im(Γ). Let now λ, µ ∈ X+(γ) and write Φ := Φγ

λ and Ψ := Φµ
γ . We now have

h(Ξγ(Φ,Ψ))
= ct((−ρ ▷ Res(Φ))TM−ρ ▷ Res(Ψ)▽)

= 1
#WΣ

∑
w∈WΣ

∑
b,b′∈B(γ)

ct((−ρ ▷ Res(ϕb))−ρ ▷ Res(ϕb′)wΓ−1(eb)C(Γ−1(eb′))∆)

=
∑

b,b′∈B(γ)
ct(Γ−1((−ρ ▷ Res(ϕb))eb)C(Γ−1((−ρ ▷ Res(ϕb′))eb′))∆)

= ct(Γ−1(−ρ ▷ Res(Φ))C(Γ−1(−ρ ▷ Res(Ψ)))∆)

=
(
Γ−1(−ρ ▷ Res(Φ)), C(Γ−1(−ρ ▷ Res(Φ)))◦

)
,

where (·, ·) is the non-symmetric Macdonald inner product with weight ∆ (see [Mac03, §§5.1.7,
5.1.17]) and ◦ : k[2L]→ k[2L] is the ring automorphism mapping q 7→ q−1 and eλ 7→ eλ.
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As a consequence, (Γ−1((−ρ)▷Res(Φγ
λ)))λ∈X+(γ) is a sequence of orthogonal polynomials. By

Lemma 6.3, we can expand
(−ρ) ▷ Res

(
Φb+λ
γ

)
= amλ ⊗ eb + l. o. t.

for a ̸= 0. Since Γ−1 is triangular with respect to t−1, so is C ◦Γ−1. Since t−1 is also monotonic,
we then have

CΓ−1(−ρ ▷ Res
(
Φb+λ
γ

)
) = a′mJ,t−1(λ+b) + l. o. t.

where mJ,ν is defined as in [Sch23, §4.2 p.23]. The two facts of orthogonality and leading terms
identify our polynomials as Intermediate Macdonald polynomials. □

As a consequence, to establish a link between elementary MSFs for (U,Bc,s, γ) it is sufficient
to match 2L+,J with the spherical weights, and to match a k[2L]WΣ basis of k[2L]WJ with the
Eϵ-basis

{
Φb
γ

}
b∈B(γ)

in such a way that the matrix weights from Proposition 6.6 and [Sch23,
Lemma 6.1] (using · instead of ∗) match.

6.2.1. Matrix-Valued Interpretations. In this section we assosiate to each family of matrix-
spherical functions a family of matrix valued orthogonal polynomials. This construction gen-
eralizes that of [Ald16] in the quantum case and that of [Pru18] in the classical case. In this
section this viewpoint is taken and we study the properties of the associated matrix valued
orthogonal polynomials. In particular, we show that the polynomials are invariant under the
involution q 7→ q−1 and are eigenfunctions of matrix valued q-difference operators.
Notation 6.8. Let MB(γ) = kB(γ)×B(γ), the space of square matrices over k whose rows and
columns are indexed by the finite set B(γ).
Remark 6.9. Recall that we assumed that for each b ∈ B(γ) the elementary spherical functions
Φb
γ from Lemma 3.35 are normalized with Φb

γ(1) = 1. Using Lemma 6.3, we now assume that
Φb+λ
γ is normalized so that Φb+λ

γ = φλΦb
γ +l. o. t., and φλ such that −ρ ▷ Res(φλ) = mλ+l. o. t.

.

For each spherical function Φ ∈ Eγ, recall the notation Φ ∈ (k[2L]WΣ)B(γ), as introduced in
Proposition 6.6.
Definition 6.10. For λ ∈ 2L+ define Qλ ∈MB(γ) ⊗ k[2L]WΣ to be

Qλ :=
(
(−ρ) ▷ Res

(
Φb+λ
γ

))
b∈B(γ)

,

i.e. as the matrix-valued polynomial whose b-th column is (−ρ) ▷ Res
(
Φb+λ
γ

)
.

Remark 6.11. Lemma 6.3 and the choice of normalisation show that the diagonal entries of Qλ

have leading term mλ and that the off-diagonal (b, b′)-th entry has leading exponent < λ+b′−b.

Definition 6.12. Define the symmetric matrix-valued bilinear form ⟨·, ·⟩ on MB(γ) ⊗ k[2L]WΣ

by
⟨A,B⟩b,b′ := ct

(
(ATMB)b,b′▽

)
, where A,B ∈MB(γ) ⊗ k[2L]WΣ . (35)

Here, the involution · is defined component-wise.

The matrix valued polynomials Qλ are the objects of interest of this subsection.
Proposition 6.13. ⟨·, ·⟩ is a matrix-valued symmetric bilinear form.

Proof. Let F,G ∈MB(γ) ⊗ k[2L]WΣ and A,B ∈MB(γ), then
⟨FA,GB⟩ = ct((FA)TMGB▽) = ct(ATF TMGB▽)

= AT ct(F TMG▽)B = AT ⟨F,G⟩B
(recall that · is k-linear and in particular does nothing to constant matrices). Combined with
the fact that ⟨·, ·⟩ is k-bilinear, it therefore is MB(γ)-bilinear,
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Furthermore, for F,G ∈MB(γ) ⊗ k[2L]WΣ we have

⟨F,G⟩ = ct(F TMG▽) = ct(GT
MTF▽)T = ct(GTM

T
F▽)T .

From Proposition 3.61 we find that MT = M , so that the above equals
= ⟨G,F ⟩T . □

Using Proposition 6.6 and Proposition 2.21, we conclude the following theorem.

Theorem 6.14. The matrix-valued polynomials {Qλ : λ ∈ 2L+} span MB(γ)⊗k[2L]WΣ MB(γ)-
linearly and satisfy

⟨Qλ, Qλ′⟩ = δλ,λ′Dλ, where λ, λ′ ∈ 2L+

and where Dλ ∈MB(γ) is diagonal and invertible.

Using the Cartan decomposition, we continue by describing a family of matrix valued q-
difference operators for which {Qλ : λ ∈ 2L+} are simultaneous eigenfunctions. Recall that

UBc,s = {Ω ∈ U : Ωb = bΩ for all b ∈ Bc,s}.
By Schur’s Lemma and multiplicity freeness, for each Ω ∈ UBc,s and λ ∈ X+(γ), there exists

a scalar Cγ
Ω such that Ω ▷ Φγ

λ = Cγ
ΩΦγ

λ.
Let B+(γ) = {b1, . . . , bd} and let Vγ :

(
Eϵ
)⊕d×d

→
(
Eγ
)⊕d

denote the unique linear isomor-
phism with:

(ϕi,j)1≤i,j≤d 7→

∑
j

ϕj,iΦbj
γ


1≤i≤d

, (36)

such that
Qλ = −ρ ▷ Res

(
V −1
γ

(
(Φbi+λ)1≤i≤d

))
Definition 6.15. For each Ω ∈ UBc,s we let DΩ denote the unique operator making the fol-
lowing diagram commute: (

Eγ
)⊕d (

Eγ
)⊕d

(
Ek
)⊕d×d (

Ek
)⊕d×d

MB(γ) ⊗ k[2L]WΣ MB(γ) ⊗ k[2L]WΣ

(Φb1γ ,...,Φ
bd
γ )7→(Ω▷Φb1γ ,...,Ω▷Φbdγ )

V −1
γVγ

−ρ▷Res(−)∼ −ρ▷Res(−)∼

DΩ

(37)

Write Dµ := Dcµ for the operator obtained from (37) and the distinguished central element
cµ ∈ Z(U) from Lemma 3.14.

By the construction of the matrix-valued orthogonal polynomials and [Jos95, §7.1.19], we
conclude that:

Corollary 6.16. The matrix-valued orthogonal polynomials {Qλ : λ ∈ 2L+} satisfy the relation

Dµ(Qλ) = Qλ

∑
ν∈X

diag
(
q(λ+b1+ρ)·ν , . . . , q(λ+bd+ρ)·ν

)
dim(L(µ)ν) λ ∈ 2L+, µ ∈ X+, 2hµ ∈ Y.

Using Proposition 4.24, Equation (36), it follows that conjugation with the elementary MSF
from B+(γ) yield a q-difference equation for the matrix-valued orthogonal polynomials {Qλ :
λ ∈ 2L+}.
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Theorem 6.17. For each Ω ∈ UBc,s the matrix-valued orthogonal polynomials {Qλ : λ ∈ 2L+}
satisfy the matrix-valued q-differential equation

QλΛΩ,λ = DΩ(Qλ) (38)

where Λλ,Ω is a diagonal matrix.

Thus, the matrix-valued orthogonal polynomials diagonalize a commutative algebra

k⟨Dµ : µ ∈ X+, 2hµ ∈ Y ⟩

of difference-reflection operators. From Proposition 4.27, we know that cµ has order −2hµ,
which shows that Dµ is a difference operator of order 2hµ. This order needs to be understood
modulo the annihilator of 2L, as we know that all entries of Qλ are contained in k[2L].

Recall the anti-linear involution 0 : k[2L]WΣ → k[2L]WΣ introduced in Section 3.6 and the
involution σ = τ ◦ τ0 also as introduced in Section 3.6. We extend 0 : k[2L]WΣ → k[2L]WΣ to
0 : MB(γ) ⊗ k[2L]WΣ →MB(γ) ⊗ k[2L]WΣ component-wise. In the case V (γ) ∼= V (γ)σ, we show
that Qλ = Q0

λ.

Lemma 6.18. Let µ ∈ X+(γ), let p, i be a B-linear projection and injection with p ◦ i = idV (γ)
for V (γ) and L(µ), and let v ∈ V (γ), f ∈ V (γ)∗ such that i(v) and f ◦ p are ıbar-invariant.
Then

(−ρ) ▷ Res
(
fΦµ

γv
)

= w0
(
(−ρ) ▷ Res(fTw•)Φµ

σ(γ)T
−1
w• v

)
)◦,

where we take Φµ
γ and Φµ

σ(γ) to be defined by (p, i) and (p ◦ K,K−1 ◦ i).

Proof. Let h ∈ Y , then

(−ρ) ▷ Res
(
fΦµ

γv
)
(h) = cµf◦p,i(v)(Kh−ρ)

= cµ
f◦p,i(v)(K−h+ρ)

= cµ
fTw• ◦p◦K,K−1i(T−1

w• v)(K−w0h−ρ)

= fTw•Φµ
σ(γ)(K−w0h−ρ)Tw•v

=
(
(−ρ) ▷ Res

(
fTw•Φµ

σ(γ)T
−1
w• v

))◦
(w0h)

by Lemmas 3.56 and 3.57. □

Theorem 6.19. Let γ ∼= σ(γ), then for each λ ∈ 2L+ we have Qλ = Q0
λ.

Proof. As in Proposition 3.53 let v1, . . . , vn ∈ V (γ) and f1, . . . , fn ∈ V (γ)∗ be dual bases that
are ıbar-invariant under every injection and projection used to define the functions used here.

For j, k = 1, . . . , n we have ∑
b′∈B+(γ)

(Qλ)b′,bw0
(
(−ρ) ▷ Res

(
fjTw•Φb′

γ T
−1
w• vk

))◦

Lem6.18 & γ∼=σ(γ)=
∑

b′∈B+(γ)
(Qλ)b′,b(−ρ) ▷ Res

(
fjΦb′

γ vk
)

Def6.10= (−ρ) ▷ Res
 ∑
b′∈B+(γ)

Φb+λ
γ

b′
fjΦb′

γ vk


=(−ρ) ▷ Res

(
fjΦb+λ

γ vk
)

Lem6.18 & γ∼=σ(γ)= w0
(
(−ρ) ▷ Res(fjTw•)Φb+λ

σ(γ)T
−1
w• vk

)
)◦

=
∑

b′∈B+(γ)
w0(Qλ)◦

b′,bw0
(
(−ρ) ▷ Res

(
fjTw•Φb′

γ T
−1
w• vk

))◦
.
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Since the Φb′
γ are linearly independent, and since Res is injective, we conclude

w0Q
◦
λ = Qλ,

which implies the claim as w0Qλ = Qλ.
□

Theorem 6.19 is the marix-valued analogue of the q → q−1 invariance of Macdonald polyno-
mials, which is shown in [Mac03, §5.3.2]. Moreover, in the cases we know the {Qλ : λ ∈ 2L+} to
be Macdonald polynomials, cf. [Let04] [Mee25b] and Section 7.1 (in these cases V (γ) ∼= V (γ)σ),
this gives a new proof and interpretation of the q → q−1 invariance.

Lastly, we show the existence of recurrence relations. Recall that {ϖ1, . . . ϖr} denotes a
generating set of the monoid 2L+.

Notation 6.20. For λ ∈ X+, let Λ(λ) denote the weights occurring in the module L(λ).

Lemma 6.21. For each 1 ≤ i ≤ r and λ ∈ 2L+ we have

−ρ ▷ Res(ϕϖi)Qλ =
∑

µ∈Λ(ϖi)
ai,µ,λQµ+λ, ai,µ,λ ∈ k.

Proof. Lemma 6.3 shows that −ρ ▷Res(φϖi)Qλ = ∑
µ∈X+(γ) ai,λ,µQµ. The scalar ai,λ,µ is zero if

µ is not a highest weight contained in the tensor product decomposition L(ϖi)⊗L(λ+ b), for
some b ∈ B(γ). As the highest weights in the tensor product decomposition L(ϖi)⊗ L(b+ λ)
are contained in λ+ b+ Λ(ϖi), cf. [Hum72, §24.4], the result follows. □

Remark 6.22. From Proposition 6.4, we furthermore observe that ai,λ+ϖi,λ ̸= 0.

Since
k[2L]WΣ = k[−ρ ▷ Res(φϖ1), · · · − ρ ▷ Res(φϖr)],

the Eϵ-module structure of Eγ can be understood through the coefficients ai,λ,µ.

Part 2. Examples

In Part 1, a general theory of quantum matrix-spherical functions was developed. In par-
ticular, Section 6 associated to each quantum commutative triple a family of vector-valued
orthogonal polynomials. We now explicit study of these polynomials. Specifically, Section 7.1
treats the cases corresponding to Satake diagrams of type BIIn and CIIn, 1; Section 7.2 treats
type DIIn; and Section 7.3 treats types AI2, the A2-group case, and AII5.

7. Examples

We now provide some further examples of MSF that are not ZSFs that we can nevertheless
equate to polynomials within the Macdonald framework, polynomials with a slightly relaxed
symmetry requirement: the Intermediate Macdonald polynomials from [Sch23]. This iden-
tification will be achieved using Corollary 2.20 and the fact that the inner product h ◦ Ξγ

can be expressed as an inner product with a matrix weight that also occurs when describing
Intermediate Macdonald polynomials.

7.1. Integrable Small B-Type: BII and CIIn,1. We start with two examples of what for
groups is called a small K-type: two integrable small B-types. (We show later that these two
examples are the only two that are not known already.) For this case, as in [Mee25a], we expect
to obtain symmetric Macdonald polynomials.
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7.1.1. Notation. Let (I, I•, τ) correspond to the following Satake diagrams: BIIn or CIIn,1

1 2 n− 1 n
, 1 2 3 n− 1 n

.

Let X be the weight lattice and let Y be the coroot lattice. Let α1, . . . , αn be the roots,
h1, . . . , hn the coroots, and ω1, . . . , ωn the fundamental weights. Moreover, we pick ϵ1 = · · · =
ϵn−1 = 2 and ϵn = 1, or vice-versa.

In case of CIIn,1 we also assume that n > 2; otherwise, it is identical to BII2.
The subalgebra U• is then generated by Ei, Fi, Ki for i ̸= 1 (BIIn) or i ̸= 2 (CIIn,1).
The coideal subalgebra is then generated by U• and

BIIn : B1 = F1 + c ad(E2 · · ·E2
n . . . E2)(E1)K−1

1

CIIn,1 : B2 = F2 + c ad(E1E3 · · ·En · · ·E3)(E2)K−1
2 .

Note that these elements lie in the weight spaces
U−α1 ⊕U2ω1−α1 , U−α2 ⊕Uω2−α2 ,

respectively. The restricted root system is
BIIn : Σ = {±ω1}

CIIn,1 : Σ =
{
±ω2

2 ,±ω2

}
.

Consequently, 2L is spanned by ω1 and ω2, respectively.

7.1.2. Classical Branching Rules. For the classical branching rules, we consult [PP23, Table 2].
In lines B.4 and B.7.6, we find that for γ corresponding to the simple module of highest weight
(in the notation of loc.cit.) sϖn or sϖn−1, or sϖ1, respectively, we have

X+(γ) =

sωn + N0ω1 BIIn
sω1 + N0ω2 CIIn,1.

Moreover, we have L(sωn)|k = ⊕s
r=0 Lk(rϖn−1 + (s− r)ϖn) BIIn

L(sω1)|k = ⊕s
r=0 Lk(rϖ1 + (s− r)ϖ′

1) CIIn,1.
To further examine how these k-representations restrict to m, we note that for CIIn,1 we have
m ∼= su(2) ⊕ sp(2n − 4), where the first summand is the diagonal subspace of two copies of
su(2). Therefore, the branch rule k→ m may be obtained in that case, by branching the second
summand sp(2n−2) of k into su(2)⊕ sp(2n−4), and then taking the diagonal of the two su(2)
summands (i.e. considering the tensor product decomposition).

As such, from Lines B.5 and B.7.6, we obtainLk(rϖn−1 + (s− r)ϖn)|m = ⊕r∧(s−r)
t=0 Lm(tωn−2 + (s− t)ωn−1) BIIn

Lk(rϖ1 + (s− r)ϖ′
1)|m = ⊕s−r

t=0
⊕r+t

u=|r−t| Lm((u− s+ r + t)ω1 + (s− r − t)ω3) CIIn,1.
We obtain precisely one summand if r = 0 or r = s in the first case, and r = s in the second
case. Moreover we see that in the first case, there is exactly one summand isomorphic to
Lm(sωn−1) (namely t = 0); and in the second case, exactly one summand is isomorphic to
Lm(sω1) (namely t = s− r and u = s).

This shows that L(sωn)|m contains s + 1 copies of Lm(sωn) (= Lm(sωn−1)) in the first case,
and L(sω1)|m contains s+ 1 copies of Lm(sω1) in the second case.

Remark 7.1. There is an error in [PP23, Table 2, Line B.5]. One of the generators is given
as (ωn,−ϖn−1), which corresponds to a branch rule for the so(2n+ 2) and so(2n+ 1)-modules
with highest weights

(a1, . . . , an+1) =
(1

2 , . . . ,
1
2 ,−

1
2

)
, (b1, . . . , bn) = (1, . . . , 1, 0).
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This contradicts the well-known branching rules for this case, which require all differences ai−bj
to be integers.

It seems that this generator should be replaced by (ωn + ωn+1,−ϖn−1), which corresponds to

(1, . . . , 1, 0), (1, . . . , 1, 0),

which conforms to the well-known branching rules.

7.1.3. Describing V (γ). As is suggested by the previous section, we will now describe V (γ) as
it lies in L(b) := L(sωn) or L(sω1), respectively. Moreover, since classically for K = Spin(2n)
or K = Sp(2) × Sp(2n − 2) the subgroup M (=normaliser in K of a maximal commutative
subalgebra in g−Θ) is analytic, we obtain that the specialisation of V (γ) is simple over m, and
hence that V (γ) is simple over U•.

It is therefore sufficient to find a U•-highest-weight vector v for V (γ).

Notation 7.2. For a tuple J = (i1, . . . , ir) ∈ Ir write J := (ir, . . . , i1) and

FJ := Fi1 · · ·Fir
similarly for EJ , BJ (for the latter we interpret Bi = Fi if i ∈ I•). Let moreover

KJ := Ki1 · · ·Kir = K∑r

j=1 ϵijhij
.

Lemma 7.3. Let

V ′ :=
s⊕
r=0

V ′
r :=


⊕s

r=0 L(sωn)sωn−rω1 BIIn⊕s
r=0 L(sω1)sω1−rω2 CIIn,1,

K :=

(n, . . . , 1) BIIn
(2, . . . , n, . . . , 1) CIIn,1.

Then V ′ is an s+ 1-dimensional vector space and EJ , FJ , BJ restrict to endomorphisms of it.

Proof. Note that EJ and FJ have weight ±ω1 for BIIn and ±ω2 for CIIn,1. Moreover,

BJ ∈

Uω1 ⊕U−ω1 BIIn
Uω2 ⊕U0 ⊕U−ω2 CIIn,1.

As a consequence, these three operators map V ′ to itself. Note that every vector in v ∈ V ′ is a
U•-highest weight vector of weight b := sωn or sω1 (which we understand to be meant modulo
weights annihilated by all hi (i ∈ I•)).

This follows from the fact that sωn − rω1 + αi (i = 2, . . . , n) lies outside the support of
L(sωn) and the same for sω1− rω2 +αi (i = 1, 3, . . . , n), so hence Eiv for i ∈ I•, v ∈ V ′ is zero.

Consequently, L(b)|U• contains dim(V ′)-many simple U•-submodules of highest weight b̃.
From Remark 7.1 we know that there should be exactly s+ 1-many. □

Lemma 7.4. EJ , FJ , KJ acts as a Uq(sl(2))-triple on V ′, i.e. as endomorphisms of V ′ we have

KJEJK
−1
J = q2EJ

KJFJK
−1
J = q−2FJ

[EJ , FJ ] = KJ −K−1
J

q − q−1 ,

see [Jan96, (4.4.5)].

Proof. See Appendix A.1. □

Corollary 7.5. If η ∈ L(b) is the highest-weight vector, then

EJF
r
J
η = [r]q[s+ 1− r]qF r−1

J
η.

In particular F r
J
η for r = 0, . . . , s form a basis of V ′.
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Proof. The equation is a standard identity from the representation theory of Uq(sl(2)) and
follows by induction. It shows in particular that the elements F r

J
η (r = 0, . . . , s) are all

nonzero. Since they have different weights, they are linearly independent, and since there are
s+ 1 of them, they therefore form a basis. □

Lemma 7.6. BJ acts as follows on V ′:
BJF

r
J
η = F r+1

J
η + brF

r
J
η + crF

r−1
J

η

where

br =

0 BIIn
−c(qr−1−s[r]q + qr+3−2n[s− r]q) CIIn,1

cr =

−c
(−1)n

(q−q−1)2 q
3−2n[2]q(1− q2r)

(
1− q2(r−s−1)

)
BIIn

− c2

(q−q−1)2 q
2−2n(1− q2r)

(
1− q2(r−s−1)

)
CIIn−1

Proof. See Appendix A.1 □

Lemma 7.7. Let v ∈ V (γ) ⊆ L(b) be a U•-highest-weight vector. Then v ∈ V ′ and there is
i ∈ {0, . . . , s} such that

v =
s∑
r=0

as−rF
r
J
η

where
ar = a−r(q2s; q−2)rKi(q2r;−Cq2s; q−2)

(q-Kravchuk polynomial, see [KLS10, §14.15]). All vectors are given in a similar way but for a
different value of i belong to other simple B-modules. The constants a, C are chosen as follows:

a =

±
q−q−1√

(−1)n[2]qc
qs+n− 3

2 BIIn
∓ q−q−1

c
qn+s−1±(2−n) CIIn,1

C =

−1 BIIn
−q±(4−2n) CIIn,1

Proof. Note that cs+1−r = Cq2s

a2 (1− q−2r)(1− q−2r+2s+2) in every case.
V (γ) is a simple U•-module, and as such its intersection with V ′ is one-dimensional (as it

has only one ray of highest-weight vectors). Consequently, any such highest-weight vector v
has to be an eigenvector of BJ .

Assume that BJv = λv. Expanded in terms of the (F r
J
η)0≤r≤s, this yields the following

recursion relation:
λar = ar+1 + bs−rar + cs+1−rar−1

(where a−1 = as+1 = 0). This shows that ar = ar(λ) is a polynomial in λ of degree r. In
particular, all eigenspaces are one-dimensional and λ is a root of the polynomial (λ−b0)as(λ)−
c1as−1(λ).

The relation between cs+1−r and C, a suggests that the polynomials are normalised dual
q-Kravchuk polynomials (see [KLS10, §14.17]). In particular, supposing

ar(λ) = a−r(q2s; q−2)rKr(aλ+ b;C, s|q−2),
we can match our recursion relation provided that a, C are as given in the claim and

b =

0 BIIn
qs
(
q∓s − q±(s+4−2n)

)
CIIn,1.

This shows that aλ+ b = q2i + Cq2s−2i for an i = 0, . . . , s, and that hence
ar = a−r(q2s; q−2)rKr(q2i + Cq2s−2i;C, s|q−2) = a−r(q2s; q−2)rKi(q−2r;−Cq2s, s; q−2)
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(q-Kravčuk polynomials, see [KLS10, §14.15]).
Since we have shown that on V ′, the operator BJ is diagonalisable, any subspace of V ′ that

is invariant under BJ is a direct sum of eigenspaces. In particular, if we can (as B-modules)
decompose L(b) = V (γ) ⊕ V (γ)⊥, then V (γ) ∩ V ′ = kv and V (γ)⊥ ∩ V ′ are both invariant
under BJ . We conclude that V (γ)⊥ ∩V ′ consists of those eigenspaces for other values of i. □

Conjecture 7.8. The number i as in Lemma 7.7 equals 0 or n, in such a way that V (γ) is
generated by a vector v ∈ V ′ satisfying

BJv = λv

for

λ =

±
√

(−1)n[2]qq
3
2 −n[s]q BIIn

2cq1−n[s+ 2− n]q CIIn,1.

7.1.4. MSF For the Bottom Element. Even without Conjecture 7.8, we can still proceed a bit
further in full generality.

Lemma 7.9. Write vi for the i-th eigenvector from Lemma 7.7.
Define p : L(b) → V (γ) as follows: we decompose L(b) into simple U•-modules, map all

modules whose highest weight is not sωn (or sω1, respectively) to 0, and which operates as
follows on all other modules, i.e. v ∈ U•V

′: v can be written as

v =
s∑
r=0

xrF
r
J
η

for unique xr ∈ U−
• . We then define

p(v) :=
s∑
r=0

xrvi
(a−1Cq2s)r−s
(q−2; q−2)s−r

Ki(q2s−2r;−Cq2s, s; q−2).

Then p is a B-intertwiner.

Proof. Note that

p(vj) = vi
s∑
r=0

(Cq2s)r−s (q2s; q−2)s−r
(q−2; q−2)s−r

KiKj(q2s−2r;−Cq2s, s; q−2),

which is a non-zero multiple of vi if i = j, and 0 otherwise, see [KLS10, (14.15.2)]. This shows
that it is a U• intertwiner. Since the splitting of L(b) into simple U•-modules is subordinate
to the one into simple B-modules, we obtain it is also a B-intertwiner. □

Notation 7.10. Let v = xvi ∈ V (γ) for x ∈ U•,−ν, then we say that b− ν is its weight. These
are representatives for the equivalence classes modulo elements annihilated by Y Θ = {y ∈ Y :
Θ(h) = h}.

This gives us a definition of weight spaces and of formal characters:
chγ :=

∑
ν∈ZR•

dim(V (γ)b−ν)eb−ν .

Corollary 7.11. Let v ∈ V (γ)µ, then

Φb
γ(Kh)v = p(Khv)

p(v) =
∑s
r=0 q

⟨h,µ−rωk⟩(Cq2s)r−s (q2s;q−2)s−r
(q−2;q−2)s−r

Ki(q2s−2r;−Cq2s, s; q−2)2∑s
r=0(Cq2s)r−s (q2s;q−2)s−r

(q−2;q−2)s−r
Ki(q2s−2r;−Cq2s, s; q−2)2

v

where k = 1, 2 depending on whether we are considering the BIIn or CIIn,1 case. The denomi-
nator is a scalar given by the orthogonality relation of the q-Kravchuk polynomials. Assuming
Conjecture 7.8, this reduces to

q⟨h,µ−sωk⟩
(
C−1q⟨h,ωk⟩; q−2

)
s

(C−1; q−2)s
v =

q⟨h,µ⟩
(
Cq−⟨h,ωk⟩; q2

)
s

(C; q2)s
v
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by [KLS10, (1.11.1), (1.8.7)].

Theorem 7.12. Let s ∈ N0

(l1, l2, l3, l4) =


(

2n−1
2 , 2n−1

2 + s, 0, 0
)

BIIn(
2n−1

2 , 3
2 + s, n− 2, 0

)
CIIn,1,

i.e. the labelling from Proposition 5.4 with l2 increased by s. For every m ∈ N0, there is a
non-zero constant D such that

DPm =


−ρ ▷ Res

(
Φsωn+mω1
γ

Φsωnγ

)
BIIn

−ρ ▷ Res
(

Φsω1+mω2
γ

Φsω1
γ

)
CIIn,1

where Pm is the m-th symmetric Macdonald polynomial for the Macdonald data

S = S ′ = S(2Σ0) ∪ 2S(2Σ0)∨

R = R′ = 2Σ0

L = L′ = 2P (Σ) = Zωk

(with k = 1, 2 for the BIIn,CIIn,1 case) of type (C∨
1 , C1), the labelling l, and base q2.

Proof. Since Φb
γ is a basis of the left Eϵ-module Eγ, the fraction Φµγ

Φbγ
(for µ ∈ X+(γ)) can be

understood to be the unique element ϕ ∈ Eϵ such that ϕΦb
γ = Φµ

γ , which can then be restricted
to U0 and −ρ-shifted.

Note that ω1 = α1 + · · · + αn (BIIn) and that ω2 = α1 + 2α2 + · · · + 2αn−1 + αn (CIIn,1), so
that

Res
(
Φb
γ

)
v = eµ(Ce−ωk ; q2)s

(C; q2)s
v =

(
eµ

(C; q2)s
+ l. o. t.

)
v

for v ∈ V (γ)µ, so that the leading exponent of Res
(
Φb
γ

)
is eb.

We conclude that for ϕ ∈ Eϵ, the leading exponent of Res(ϕ) is λ iff the leading exponent of
Res

(
ϕΦb

γ

)
= eb+λ. This shows that there is D′ ∈ k× such that

Res
(

Φb+λ
γ

Φb
γ

)
= D′eλ + l. o. t.,

where l. o. t. refers to lower terms in X with respect to the cone Q+. Since the right-hand
side is a restriction of a zonal spherical function, we know that all terms of its restriction are
contained in 2L (whose generator ωk lies in Q+, so the order it inherits from X is the usual
order on Z). Moreover, there is D = q−⟨ρ,λ⟩D′ such that

−ρ ▷ Res
(

Φb+λ
γ

Φb
γ

)
= Dmλ + l. o. t.

(where l. o. t. refers to lower terms in 2L+).
Moreover, if the −ρ-shifts of restrictions of zonal spherical functions are orthogonal with

respect to the weight ▽, then the family(
−ρ ▷ Res

(
Φb+λγ

Φbγ

))
λ∈N0ωk

is orthogonal with respect to the weight ▽′ = ▽
(
−ρ ▷ Res

(
Ξγ(Φb

γ,Φb
γ)
))

. This follows from
Lemma 5.11.
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We have(
−ρ ▷ Res

(
Ξγ(Φb

γ,Φb
γ)
))

(h) = trV (γ)(Φb
γ(Kh−ρ)Φb

γ(K−h−ρ))

=
∑
µ

dim(V (γ)µ)
(C; q2)2

s

q⟨−2ρ,µ⟩
(
Cq−⟨h−ρ,ωk⟩, Cq−⟨−h−ρ,ωk⟩; q2

)
s

= chγ(−2ρ)
(C; q2)2

s

(
Cq−⟨h−ρ,ωk⟩, Cq−⟨−h−ρ,ωk⟩; q2

)
s
.

For BIIn we have ω1 = α1 + · · · + αn, so that ⟨ρ, ω1⟩ = ϵ1 + · · · + ϵn = 2n − 1. For CIIn,1 we
have ω2 = α1 + 2α2 + · · ·+ 2αn−1 + αn, so that

⟨ρ, ω2⟩ = ϵ1 + 2ϵ2 + · · ·+ 2ϵn−1 + ϵn = 2n− 1,
hence

−ρ ▷ Res
(
Ξγ(Φb

γ,Φb
γ)
)

= chγ(−2ρ)
(C; q2)2

s

(
Cq2n−1e−ωk , Cq2n−1eωk ; q2

)
s
.

Recall that

C =

−1 BIIn
−q4−2n CIIn,1,

so that our weight function becomes ▽′ = chγ(−2ρ)
(C;q2)2

s
△′+△′+ with

△′+ =


(e2ω1 ;q2)∞

(q2n−1eω1 ,−q2s+2n−1eω1 ,qeω1 ,−qeω1 ;q2)∞
BIIn

(e2ω2 ;q2)∞
(q2n−1eω2 ,−q2s+3eω2 ,q2n−3eω2 ,−qeω2 ;q2)∞

CIIn,1
(where we used Proposition 5.4 and [Mac03, §5.1.28] to identify an appropriate weight for the
zonal spherical functions). We conclude that ▽′ is proportional to the weight function for the
Macdonald polynomials of type (C∨

1 , C1) with the data and parameters claimed.
From

−ρ ▷ Res
(

Φb+λ
γ

Φb
γ

)
= Dmλ + l. o. t.

we can thus conclude that
−ρ ▷ Res

(
Φb+λ
γ

Φb
γ

)
= DPλ. □

7.2. Single-Variable 2-Vector: DII with Spin Representation. We now consider an-
other example of rank one. But now, #B(γ) = 2. In the group case, this corresponds to
(Spin(2n), Spin(2n − 1)) for n ≥ 1. This case is studied by van Horssen and van Pruijssen
[HP25], they identified matrix spherical functions on the associated with the fundamental spin-
representation of Spin(2n− 1) with non-symmetric Jacobi polynomials of type BC1.

Consequently, we would expect to find not symmetric but non-symmetric Macdonald poly-
nomials, which will indeed be the case.

Note that for n = 1, this corresponds to an Abelian group with trivial subgroup, for n = 2,
this corresponds to the group case of type A1 (i.e. a diagram of type A1×A1 with white nodes
and τ interchanging the two nodes), for n = 3, this corresponds to a Satake diagram of type
AII3, and for n ≥ 4, this corresponds to a Satake diagram of type DIIn.

For the case n = 1, we take X,Y to be lattices of rank 1 that are perfectly paired and U to
be the group algebra of Y . The algebra Bc,s is then the trivial algebra 1, which has only one
simple module γ. Similarly, for every element µ ∈ X, the corresponding simple representation
of U is 1-dimensional and we have

Kh · 1 = q⟨h,µ⟩.

Since there are no roots, we have ρ = 0, so that

(−ρ) ▷ Res
(
Φµ
γ

)
= eµ,
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which is the µ-th non-symmetric Askey–Wilson polynomial with parameters (1, q1/2,−1,−q1/2)
(alternatively: non-symmetric q2-ultraspherical polynomial with k = 0). This covers the case
of n = 1. The cases n = 3 and n ≥ 4 can be covered together, which will be done in the
following. The case n = 2 will be covered later.

7.2.1. Notation. Let R be a root system of type Dn, let X be the weight lattice and Y the
coroot lattice. Let α1, . . . , αn be the simple roots, h1, . . . , hn the coroots, and ω1, . . . , ωn the
fundamental weights. We pick ϵ1 = · · · = ϵn = 1, which implies that Ki = Khi .

Let I• = {2, . . . , n} and τ = idI . The coideal subalgebra Bc,s is then generated by
E2, . . . , En, F2, . . . , Fn, K2, . . . , Kn

and
B1 := F1 + c ad(E2 · · ·EnEn−2 · · ·E2)(E1)K−1

1 .

The restricted root system is again Σ = {±ω1} so that 2L = Zω1. The corresponding Satake
diagram is

1 2
n− 2

n− 1

n

.

7.2.2. Classical Branching Rules. We describe the branching rules of g = so(2n), k = so(2n−1),
and m = so(2n − 2). As explained in Section 7.1.2, irreducible representations of g, k,m are
described by half-integers a1, . . . , an, b1, . . . , bn−1, c1, . . . , cn−1 such that

a1 ≥ · · · ≥ an−1 ≥ |an|, b1 ≥ · · · ≥ bn−1 ≥ 0, c1 ≥ · · · ≥ cn−2 ≥ |cn−1|
and such that all the ai, bi, ci each only differ by integers. One irreducible representation is
contained in the other precisely once when the numbers interlace and differ by integers.

We are interested in the representation described by b1 = · · · = bn−1 = 1
2 , i.e. the spin

representation. It contains the two simple m-modules described by c1 = · · · = cn2 = 1
2 and

cn−1 = ±1
2 , and it is contained in the simple g-modules described by a1 ∈ 1

2 + Z, a2 =
· · · = an−1 = 1

2 , and an = ±1
2 . In other words, if γ is the corresponding Bc,s-type, then

X+(γ) = {ωn−1, ωn}+ N0ω1. This implies that B(γ) = {ωn−1, ωn}.
Lastly, we note that both bottom elements restrict to the simple k-module we are considering.

Consequently, we pick V (γ) := L(ωn)|Bc,s and equip it (and analogously L(ωn−1)) with the basis
vµ (µ ∈Wωn) described in [Jan96, §5A.1].

We also remark that Θ acts on X as the reflection that negates a1 (in the notation given
here) and leaves all other numbers intact.

7.2.3. MSF for Bottom Elements. Using the notation of Lemma 3.35 we write Ψ1 := Φωn−1
γ

and Ψ2 := Φωn
γ .

Lemma 7.13. We have
Ψ1(Kh)vµ = q⟨h,Θ(µ)⟩vµ

Ψ2(Kh)vµ = q⟨h,µ⟩vµ

for µ ∈ Wωn, h ∈ Y .

Proof. For Ψ2 we take i = p = idL(ωn) and obtain the claimed equation from Ψ2(Kh)vµ = Khvµ.
For Ψ1 we define j : V (γ)→ L(ωn−1) and p : L(ωn−1)→ V (γ) as follows:

j : vµ 7→

vµ−ω1 µ− ω1 ∈ Wωn

(−q)2−ncvµ+ω1 µ+ ω1 ∈ Wωn

p : vµ 7→

(−q)n−2c−1vµ−ω1 µ− ω1 ∈ Wωn−1

vµ+ω1 µ+ ω1 ∈ Wωn−1
.
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Note that these maps are well-defined since in the standard notation the Weyl orbits of ωn, ωn−1

can be described as n-tuples of
{
±1

2

}
with an even/odd number of −1

2 ’s. Consequently, by
flipping the first entry (i.e. adding or subtracting ω1) we can always make one weight from
the other. Note that the maps j, p are U•-intertwiners as ω1’s inner product with h2, . . . , hn is
zero, and as the weights are unchanged apart from adding ±ω1.

It therefore suffices to show that p, j preserve the action of B1. For this we note that B1vµ
lies in the span of vµ−α1 and vµ+ω2 . In particular, since both cannot be in the same Weyl orbit
as vµ, it is only one term. Note that if ⟨h1, µ⟩ = −1, we just have B1vµ = F1vµ = vµ−α1 . On
the other hand, if ⟨h1, µ⟩ = 0 and ⟨h2, µ⟩ = −1, we know that vµ can be reached from vωn−1−ω2

or vωn−ω2 by applying a polynomial in F3, . . . , Fn. Each such polynomial commutes with B1,
so that it suffices to compute B1vωn−ω2 and B1vωn−1−ω2 , which are multiples of vωn , vωn−1 . We
have

B1vµ−ω2 = c ad(E2 · · ·EnEn−2 · · ·E2)(E1)K−1
1 vµ−ω2

= c ad(E2 · · ·EnEn−2 · · ·E2)(E1)vµ−ω2 .

for µ = ωn−1 or ωn. Note that im(Ei) ∩ kvωn−1 ̸= 0 only for i = n − 1, similarly for ωn (then
i = n). Consequently, in c ad(E2 · · ·EnEn−2 · · ·E2)(E1)vµ−ω2 all terms vanish that don’t have
En−1 (resp. En) as their left-most term. Thus,

B1vωn−1−ω2 =
(−1)n−2cK2 · · ·Kn−2Kn ad(En−1 · · ·E2)(E1)K−1

n EnK
−1
n−2En−2 · · ·K−1

2 E2ηωn−1−ω2

= (−1)n−2q2−nc ad(En−1 · · ·E2)(E1)vωn−ω1

= (−q)2−ncvωn−1 .

We conclude

B1vµ =


vµ−α1 µ− α1 ∈ Wµ

(−q)2−ncvµ+ω2 µ+ ω2 ∈ Wµ

0 otherwise
.

Then we have

j(B1vµ) = B1j(vµ) =


(−q)2−ncvµ+ω2−ω1 µ− α1 ∈ Wµ

(−q)2−ncvµ+ω2−ω1 µ+ ω2 ∈ Wµ

0 otherwise
.

We obtain similar relations for p. Furthermore, p◦ j = idV (γ). Note that the definition of j can
be summarised as j(L(ωn−1)µ) ⊆ L(ωn)Θ(µ). We conclude

Ψ1(Kh)vµ = q⟨h,Θ(µ)⟩vµ. □

Corollary 7.14. There is a nonzero constant C ∈ k such that

M = C

(
qn−1 + q1−n mω1

mω1 qn−1 + q1−n

)
.

Proof. We have
Ψ1(Kh−ρ)Ψ1(K−h−ρ)vµ = q⟨h−ρ−h−ρ,Θ(µ)⟩vµ = q⟨−2ρ,Θ(µ)⟩vµ

Ψ1(Kh−ρ)Ψ2(K−h−ρ)vµ = q⟨h−ρ,Θ(µ)⟩+⟨−h−ρ,µ⟩vµ = q−⟨ρ,µ+Θ(µ)⟩−⟨h,µ−Θ(µ)⟩vµ

Ψ2(Kh−ρ)Ψ1(K−h−ρ)vµ = q⟨h−ρ,µ⟩+⟨−h−ρ,Θ(µ)⟩vµ = q−⟨ρ,µ+Θ(µ)⟩+⟨h,µ−Θ(µ)⟩vµ

Ψ2(Kh−ρ)Ψ2(K−h−ρ)vµ = q⟨h−ρ−h−ρ,µ⟩vµ = q⟨−2ρ,µ⟩vµ.

Note that Dn is simply laced, so that 2ρ = ∑
h∈R∨+ h. In particular, ⟨2ρ, ω1⟩ = 2(n − 1), so

that
⟨2ρ, µ⟩ = ±(n− 1) + ⟨ρ, µ+ Θ(µ)⟩ = ±2(n− 1) + ⟨2ρ,Θ(µ)⟩
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based on whether µ−Θ(µ) = ±ω1. We conclude that

M1,1 = chγ(−2Θ(ρ)) = M2,2 = chγ(−2ρ) =
(
qn−1 + q1−n

) ∑
µ∈Wωn

µ−Θ(µ)=ω1

q−⟨ρ,µ+Θ(µ)⟩,

and
M1,2 = M2,1 =

(
e−ω1 + eω1

) ∑
µ∈Wωn

µ−Θ(µ)=ω1

q−⟨ρ,µ+Θ(µ)⟩.

□

Note that the weight ▽ considered here is the symmetric Macdonald weight for the root
system S = {±2ω1 + 2r | r ∈ Z} with dim(gα) = 2n− 2, i.e.

▽ =
∏
ϵ=±1

(e2ϵω1 ; q2)∞

(q2n−2e2ϵω1 ; q2)∞
,

which is obtained from [Mac03, §6.3.1] by doubling powers of q and setting k = n− 1 (and by
replacing x by eω1). Consequently, we have

∆0 = q1−n eω1 − e−ω1

q1−neω1 − qn−1e−ω1
.

For the basis v1 = 1, v2 = qn−1eω1 we then obtain the following weight matrix

mi,j = 1
2
∑

w∈WΣ

w
v1v2

∆0 m = q1−n

2

(
qn−1 + q1−n mω1

mω1 qn−1 + q1−n

)(
1 0
0 q2n−2

)
. (39)

Lemma 7.15. Define C : k[2L]→ k[2L] as a k[2L]WΣ-linear map mapping

v1 7→ 2qn−1 ∑
µ∈Wωn

µ−Θ(µ)=ω1

q−⟨ρ,µ+Θ(µ)⟩v1

v2 7→ 2q1−n ∑
µ∈Wωn

µ−Θ(µ)=ω1

q−⟨ρ,µ+Θ(µ)⟩v2.

Then C is triangular with respect to the Macdonald ordering on (eµ)µ∈2L.

Proof. See Appendix A.3. □

Lemma 7.16. Define t : 2L→ X+(γ) by

−mω1 7→ mω1 + ωn−1, (m+ 1)ω1 7→ mω1 + ωn.

Then t is a bijection and t−1 is monotonic with respect to the Macdonald ordering on 2L and
the dominance ordering on X+(γ).

Proof. See Appendix A.3. □

Theorem 7.17. Let Γ : k[2L] → k[X] ⊗ span
{
eωn−1 , eωn

}
be given by Γ(v1) := eωn−1 and

Γ(v2) := eωn.
Then, for every m ∈ Z there is a nonzero constant Cm such that

Γ(Em) = Cm
(
−ρ ▷ Res

(
Φt(m)
γ

))
,

where Em is the m-th non-symmetric Macdonald polynomial (see [Mac03, §6.2] for the root
system {±2ω1} of type A1 with parameter k = n− 1 and base q2.
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Proof. Note that C is triangular by Lemma 7.15, Γ−1 is monotonic with respect to t−1 by
construction, and t−1 is monotonic by Lemma 7.16.

Furthermore, we see from (39) and Corollary 7.14 that

∀b, b′ ∈ B(γ) : 1
#WΣ

∑
w∈WΣ

w
Γ−1(eb)C(Γ−1(eb′))

∆0 = Mb,b′ .

With Corollary 6.7 and noting that the Intermediate Macdonald polynomials for J = ∅ are
just the non-symmetric Macdonald polynomials, we conclude the claim. □

7.2.4. Case n = 2. The A2 group case is considered in generality in [AKR17]. This particular
case can be found in loc.cit, §4.1.1.

We consider the quantum group U = Uq(sl(2))⊗2 with Bc,s generated by

B1 = F1 − cE2K
−1
1 , B2 = F2 − cE1K

−1
2 , K±1

h1−h2 .

Classically, this corresponds to the Lie algebras g = sl(2) ⊕ sl(2) with k the diagonal algebra.
The branching rules correspond to the Clebsch–Gordan rules for sl(2): the simple g-module
L(mω1 + nω2) contains the simple modules L(ℓω) of k for

|m− n| ≤ ℓ ≤ m+ n,

where m+ n+ ℓ is an even integer. Consequently, both L(ω1) and L(ω2) are irreducible when
restricted to k and give us the (same) spin module described by ℓ = 1. This k-module is then
contained in every simple g-module L(mω1 + nω2) satisfying |m− n| = 1. Consequently, we
have 2L = Z(ω1 + ω2) and B(γ) = {ω1, ω2}. Moreover, we have ϵ1 = ϵ2 = 1, so that

2ρ = h1 + h2.

We take V (γ) = L(ω1). In the basis vω1 , v−ω1 , we have

Φω1
γ (Kh) =

(
q⟨h,ω1⟩ 0

0 q−⟨h,ω1⟩

)
, Φω2

γ (Kh) =
(
q−⟨h,ω2⟩⟩ 0

0 q⟨h,ω2⟩

)
.

We conclude that

M =
(
q + q−1 mω1

mω1 q + q−1

)
where we ordered the bottom elements as ω1, ω2. This matches the findings of [AKR17]. The
rest of the arguments from Section 7.2.3 also work here, so that we also obtain non-symmetric
Macdonald polynomials for k = n− 1 = 1.

7.3. Multi-Variable 3-Vector: AI2, A2-group case, AII5. We now consider three examples
of rank 2: the three examples from [Pru23] which are the three examples from [Shi17]. As is
pointed out in loc.cit., Remark 2.3, there is one more Satake diagram whose restricted root
system is of type A2: EIV, but there doesn’t seem to be a suitable B-type that produces a
similar result as we obtain here.

Moreover, the matrix spherical functions in the A2-group case has been studied in [AKR17]
from the viewpoint of matrix valued orthogonal polynomials, as introduced in Definition 6.10.
There the assosiated matrix valued orthogonal polynomials are identified with matrix-valued
analogs of Askey-Wilson polynomials.

Rank 2 (and in particular Σ of type A2) is the simplest case for which there exist non-trivial
examples of Intermediate Macdonald polynomials: the ones from [Sch23, Section 6.2]. These
Intermediate Macdonald polynomials turn out to describe exactly the MSF we consider in this
section. However, as per usual with the examples from [Sch23], the author chose exactly the
wrong conventions when initially working them out.
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7.3.1. Notation. Let (I, I•, τ) correspond to the following Satake diagrams: AI2, the group case
for A2, and AII5. Their respective Satake diagrams are

1 2 , ◦ ◦
1 2

, 1 2 3 4 5 .

Let X be the weight lattice and Y the coroot lattice. Let (αi)i∈I be the simple roots, (hi)i∈I the
corresponding coroots, and (ωi)i∈I the fundamental weights. We pick ϵi = 1, so that Ki = Khi

(i ∈ I).
The coideal subalgebra B is generated by the following elements:

(i) For AI2:
Bi := Fi − ciEiK−1

i (i ∈ I).
(ii) For the A2 group case:

Bi := Fi − ciEτ(i)K
−1
i (i ∈ I)

(iii) For AII5: by Ei, Fi, Ki, K
−1
i (i = 1, 3, 5) and

B2 := F2 − c2 ad(E1E3)(E2)K−1
2 , B4 := F4 − c4 ad(E3E5)(E4)K−1

4 .

Moreover, the involution Θ gives us the following root systems Σ of type A2 and weight
lattices L:

(i) For AI2, we have Θ = −1, so that α̃ = α for all α ∈ R. Consequently, we have Σ = R
and L = X, generated by ω̃1, ω̃2.

(ii) For the A2 group case, we have Θ = −τ , so that α̃i = αi+αi+2
2 for i = 1, 2. Σ has α̃1, α̃2

as simple roots, and L is generated by ω̃1 = ω1+ω3
2 and ω̃2 = ω2+ω4

2 .
(iii) In the common notation of αi = ei−ei+1, Θ maps exchanges e1, e3, e5 with−e2,−e4,−e6,

respectively. Consequently, Σ has

α̃2 = α1 + 2α2 + α3

2 = e1 + e2 − e3 − e4

2 , α̃4 = α3 + 2α4 + α4

2 = e3 + e4 − e5 − e6

2
as simple roots, and its weight lattice L is spanned by ω̃2 = ω2

2 and ω̃4 = ω4
2 .

7.3.2. Classical Branching Rules. We choose the quantum equivalents of the standard repre-
sentations of k in every case. From [Pru23, §6] we know that in every case, B(γ) has three
elements, and for λ one of two elements we get that the g-representation of highest weight λ
stays irreducible when restricted to k. By Theorem 3.28, this stays true on the quantum group
level.

In particular, we find that
(i) for AI2, B(γ) = {ω1, ω1 + ω2, ω2}, and we pick V (γ) = L(ω1)|B;
(ii) for the A2 group case, B(γ) = {ω1, ω2 + ω3, ω4}, and we pick V (γ) = L(ω1)|B;
(iii) for AII5, B(γ) = {ω1, ω3, ω5}, and we pick V (γ) = L(ω1)|B.

7.3.3. Describing V (γ). In the previous section we picked concrete vector spaces for V (γ).
Note that these are all representations whose highest weight is minuscule. Consequently, we
can make use of the description provided in [Jan96, §5A], which we will do (again using the
letter v instead of x to denote basis elements).

Proposition 7.18. (i) For AI2, we order the basis as vω1 , v−ω1+ω2 , v−ω2. Then, the gen-
erators B1, B2 act as the following matrices:

B1 =

0 −c1q 0
1 0 0
0 0 0

, B2 =

0 0 0
0 0 −c2q
0 1 0

.
(ii) For the A2 group case, we order the basis the same way. Then,

B1vω1 = v−ω2+ω1 , B2v−ω1+ω2 = v−ω2 , B3v−ω1+ω2 = −c1vω1 , B4v−ω2 = −c2v−ω1+ω2 .

Any other combination of generator and basis element vanishes.
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(iii) For AII5, we order the basis as vω1 , v−ωi+ωi+1 , v−ω5 (i = 1, . . . , 4). The vectors vω1 , v−ω2+ω3 , v−ω4+ω5

are U•-highest weight vectors of weights ω1, ω3, ω5, respectively, and B2, B4 act as fol-
lows:

B2v−ω1+ω2 = v−ω2+ω3 , B2v−ω3+ω4 = −c2q
−1vω1 ,

B4v−ω3+ω4 = v−ω4+ω5 , B4v−ω5 = −c4q
−1v−ω2+ω3

with all other combinations being 0.

7.3.4. MSF for Bottom Elements. We enumerate our bottom as follows B(γ) = {b1, b2, b3},
with b1, b2, b3 the elements given earlier (in the same order). We already note that this is
chosen in such a way that the permutation σ from 3.6 exchanges b1 and b3, and leaves b2.

Using the notation of Lemma 3.35, we write Ψi := Φbi
γ for i = 1, 2, 3.

Proposition 7.19. Res(Ψi) is always a diagonal matrix. Writing the diagonal entries in
columns, we obtain the following:

(i) for AI2: eω1

e−ω1+ω2

e−ω2

, 1
q + q−1

 qeα2 + q−1e−α2

qeα1+α2 + q−1e−α1−α2

qeα1 + qe−α1

,
 e−ω1

eω1−ω2

eω2

;

(ii) for the A2 group case: eω1

e−ω1+ω2

e−ω2

, 1
q + q−1

 qeω2−ω3+ω4 + q−1eω1−ω2−ω4

qeω2+ω3 + q−1e−ω1−ω4

qeω1−ω2+ω3 + q−1e−ω1−ω3+ω4

,
 e−ω3

eω3−ω4

eω4

;

(iii) for AII5:

eω1

e−ω1+ω2

e−ω2+ω3

e−ω3+ω4

e−ω4+ω5

e−ω5


,

1
q2 + q−2



q2eω1−ω2+ω4 + q−2eω1−ω4

q2e−ω1+ω4 + q−2e−ω1+ω2−ω4

q2eω3 + q−2e−ω2+ω3−ω4

q2eω2−ω3+ω4 + q−2e−ω3

q2eω2−ω4+ω5 + q−2e−ω2+ω5

q2eω2−ω5 + q−2e−ω2+ω4−ω5


,



eω1−ω2

e−ω1

eω3−ω4

eω2−ω3

eω5

eω4−ω5


.

Proof. For b1, take p = j = id. For b3, we can take j, p to both map vµ 7→ v−τ(µ) (note that
−τ(µ) = −τ0σ(µ) = w0σ(µ), so that the weights are indeed valid weights of the corresponding
other module). That they indeed preserve the action of B can be checked using the explicit
expressions from Proposition 7.18.

For b2, we note that for the A2 group case and AII5, the weight b2 is minuscule, so we can
use (vµ)µ∈Wb2 as basis. For AI2, it is only pseudominuscule. In that case, we use the notation
from [Jan96, §5A.2] (i.e. xα for α ∈ R and y1, y2, corresponding to Jantzen’s hα1 , hα2).

For AI2, we pick the following maps

j

 vω1

v−ω1+ω2

v−ω2

 :=

 c2q
2xα2 + x−α2

−c1c2q
3xα1+α2 + x−α1−α2

−c2q(c1q
2xα1 + x−α1)



p



xα1

xα1+α2

xα2

x−α1

x−α1−α2

x−α2

y1
y2


:= − 1

c1c2q2(q + q−1)



v−ω2

v−ω1+ω2

−c1qvω1

c1v−ω2

−c1c2qv−ω1+ω2

−c1c2qvω1

0
0


.
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For the A2 group case, we pick

j

 vω1

v−ω1+ω2

v−ω2

 :=

 vω1−ω2−ω4 + c2qvω2−ω3+ω4

v−ω1−ω4 − c1c2qvω2+ω3

−c2v−ω1−ω3+ω4 − c1c2qvω1−ω2+ω3

,

p



vω2+ω2

vω2−ω3+ω4

vω1−ω2+ω3

vω1−ω2−ω4

v−ω1−ω3+ω4

v−ω1−ω4


:= 1

c1c2(q + q−1)



−v−ω1+ω2

c1vω1

−v−ω2

c1c2qvω1

−c1qv−ω2

c1c2qv−ω1+ω2


.

And for AII5, we pick

j

 vω1

v−ω2+ω3

v−ω4+ω5

 =

 vω1−ω4 − c4qvω1−ω2+ω4

v−ω2+ω3−ω4 + c2c4vω3

−c4q
−1v−ω2+ω5 + c2c4vω2−ω4+ω5



p



vω1−ω4

vω1−ω2+ω4

v−ω2+ω3−ω4

vω3

v−ω2+ω5

vω1−ω4


= 1
c2c4(q2 + q−2)



c2c4q
−2vω1

−qc2vω1

c2c4q
−2v−ω2+ω3

q2v−ω2+ω3

−c2q
−1v−ω4+ω5

q2v−ω4+ω5


,

extend this U•-linearly, and let the maps be 0 on all other basis vectors.
These maps all intertwine B and satisfy p ◦ j = idV (γ). This can be seen especially easily for

AII5, where V (γ) splits as a direct sum of three two-dimensional U•-modules of highest weights
ω1, ω3, ω5, respectively. In order to map V (γ) B-linearly to any other U-module (and vice-
versa), we must therefore identify the U•-highest weight vectors of these weights. For L(ω5),
the desired weight spaces are spanned by vω1−ω2 , vω3−ω4 , vω5 , respectively, so any intertwiner
must map vω1 to the span of vω1−ω2 or vice-versa (and similarly for the others). By considering
the actions of B2, B4 on V (γ), the constants can be fixed.

For L(ω3), the desired weight spaces are 2-dimensional, but the fact that B4vω1 = 0 fixes
the candidate. From these maps p, j we see that Res(Ψi) (i = 1, 2, 3) have indeed the claimed
shapes. □

Corollary 7.20. We obtain the following matrix weights:
(i) For AI2, we obtain

M =

 [3]q m2ω2 m2ω1

m2ω1
m2α1+2α2 +2

(q+q−1)2 + 1 m2ω2

m2ω2 m2ω1 [3]q

.
(ii) For the A2 group case, we obtain

M =

 [3]q m2ω̃2 m2ω̃1

m2ω̃1
m2α̃1+2α̃2 +2

(q+q−1)2 + 1 m2ω̃2

m2ω̃2 m2ω̃1 [3]q

.
(iii) For AII5, we obtain

M = (q + q−1)

 [3]q2 m2ω̃4 m2ω̃2

m2ω̃2
m2α̃2+2α̃4 +2

(q2+q−2)2 + 1 m2ω̃4

m2ω̃2 m2ω̃4 [3]q2

.
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Proof. This can be computed from Proposition 7.19, using that Mbi,bj can be computed from
(−ρ) ▷Res(Ψi), (−ρ) ▷Res(Ψj). We use that ρ = h1 + h2 for AI2, ρ = h1 + h2 + h3 + h4 for the
A2 group case, and

ρ = 5
2(h1 + h5) + 4(h2 + h4) + 9

2h3

for AII5.
We can furthermore exploit Proposition 3.61(ii,iii), so that we only need to compute the

entries Mb1,b1 ,Mb1,b2 ,Mb1,b3 ,Mb2,b2 . □

We now write ϖ1, ϖ2 for 2ω̃1, 2ω̃2 (AI2 and A2 group case) or 2ω̃2, 2ω̃4, respectively for the
generators of 2L.

Observe that M is proportional to

M =

 [3]τ mϖ2 mϖ1

mϖ1
mϖ1+ϖ2 +2
(τ+τ−1)2 + 1 mϖ2

mϖ2 mϖ1 [3]τ

 (40)

where τ = q in the first two cases and q2 in the latter.
We now begin using notation from [Sch23], in particular we set J := {2} and take WJ to be

the parabolic subgroup WJ ≤ WΣ generated by s2, L+,J for the J-dominant elements ([Sch23,
Definition 3.12]) of L, and mJ,λ for the WJ -symmetric “monomial” containing eλ (proof of
[Sch23, Lemma 4.6]). We consider the k[2L]WΣ-basis of k[2L]WJ (J = {2}) given by

e1 = 1, es1 = eϖ2 + eϖ1−ϖ2

1 + τ−2 , es2s1 = τ 2eϖ1 , (41)

which produces the following matrix weight (using the · involution instead of ∗):

τ 4 + τ 2

6

 [3]τ mϖ1 mϖ2

mϖ2
mϖ1+ϖ2 +2
(τ+τ−1)2 + 1 mϖ1

mϖ1 mϖ2 [3]τ


1 0 0

0 τ 2 0
0 0 τ 4

. (42)

This suggests that we need to map e1, es1 , es2s1 to Ψ3,Ψ2,Ψ1 (or eb3 , eb2 , eb1).

Lemma 7.21. The map t : 2L+,J → X+(γ) given by
ϖ1 + λ 7→ b1 + λ, s1(ϖ2 + λ) 7→ b2 + λ, s1s2λ 7→ b3 + λ

for λ ∈ L+ is a well-defined bijection. Moreover, t−1 is monotonic (considering the dominance
ordering on X+(γ) and the Macdonald ordering on 2L+,J , cf. [Mac03, §2.7]).

Proof. See Appendix A.4. □

Lemma 7.22. Let C be a k[2L]WΣ-linear endomorphism of k[2L]WJ given by
Cev = avev v ∈W J .

Then C is triangular with respect to (mJ,µ)µ∈L+,J .

Proof. See Appendix A.4. □

Lemma 7.23. Define the k[2L]WΣ-linear map Γ : k[2L]WJ → k[X]⊗ span {ebi | i = 1, 2, 3} by
mapping

e1 7→ eb3 , es1 7→ eb2 , es1s2 7→ eb1

(recall (41) for e1, es1 , es1s2). Then Γ−1 is t−1-triangular.

Proof. See Appendix A.4. □

Theorem 7.24. For every µ ∈ 2L+,J there is a nonzero constant Cµ such that

Γ(PJ,µ) = Cµ(−ρ) ▷ Res
(
Φt(µ)
γ

)
.



62 STEIN MEEREBOER & PHILIP SCHLÖSSER

Proof. We define the k[2L]WΣ-linear automorphism C ∈ End(k[2L]WJ ) given by the matrix

6
τ 4 + τ 2

1 0 0
0 τ−2 0
0 0 τ−4


for τ ∈ k×. By Lemma 7.22, C is triangular. Moreover, by Lemma 7.21, t−1 is monotonic. We
now show that t−1 is monotonic. Moreover, by Lemma 7.23, Γ−1 is t−1-triangular.

Comparing Equations 40 and Equation 42, we see that the matrix weights match up. Note
that by Proposition 5.4, the −ρ-shifted zonal spherical functions for (U,B) are the Macdonald
polynomials for the root system S(2Σ) (which equals S((2Σ)∨)∨ as A2 is simply-laced) with
parameter k = 1

2 dim(gα), with all q-powers multiplied by ϵ.
We can now conclude the claim from Corollary 6.7. □

7.4. Conclusion to the Examples. A conclusion that can be drawn from the examples is
that in all cases considered, the −ρ-shifted restrictions of MSF can be mapped to k[2L]WJ

for a parabolic subgroup WJ ≤ WΣ in such a way that the elementary MSF are mapped to
Intermediate Macdonald polynomials.

We shall now make more precise how the parabolic subgroup WJ can be obtained in the
examples and make two general conjectures about when MSF are Intermediate Macdonald
polynomials.

By [PP23, Lemma 8.8] and Theorem 3.28, the elements of B(γ) correspond to the irreducible
representations of M (M -types) contained in the K-representation V (γ)1, where K is a Lie
group with Lie algebra k such that V (γ)1 is integrable and M = ZK(a) for any choice of
maximal commutative a ⊆ p = g−θ.

Since M is a normal subgroup of NK(a), the restricted Weyl group WΣ = NK(a)/M acts on
the M -types of V (γ)1, and hence also on B(γ).
Conjecture 7.25. Let (U,B, γ) be a commutative triple. The aforementioned action of WΣ
on B(γ) can be described as follows: the map

p : B(γ)→ P(X), b 7→ W•b+ 2L
is an injection and has a WΘ-invariant domain (WΘ = ZW (Θ)). Pulling back the WΘ-action
along this injection gives a WΘ action on B(γ) that factors through W•, and hence yields an
action of WΣ [Ara62, (2.2)].
Conjecture 7.26. Assume now that the action of WΣ on B(γ) is transitive and one of the
stabilisers WJ is a parabolic subgroup of WΣ. Then the −ρ-shifted restrictions of MSF for
(U,B, γ) are Intermediate Macdonald polynomials invariant under WJ .

We now show that these two conjectures hold for all integrable small B-types and for the
four examples DIIn,AI2, the A2 group case, and AII5.
Lemma 7.27. Conjecture 7.25 holds for the six examples from this chapter.
Proof. Recall that in the examples we had

B(γ) =



{sωn} BII
{sω1} CIIn
{ωn−1, ωn} DII
{ω1, ω2, ω1 + ω2} AI3
{ω1, ω2 + ω3, ω4} A2-group
{ω1, ω3, ω5} AII5

.

For BII, we have

W•sωn + 2L =
{(

s

2 + a,
b2s

2 , . . . ,
bns

2

) ∣∣∣∣∣ a ∈ Z, b2, . . . , bn ∈ {±1}
}
.
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For CII, we have
W•sω1 + 2L = {(a, b, 0, . . . , 0) | |a− b| = s} .

For DII, we have

W•ωn−1 + 2L =
{(

1
2 + a,

b2

2 , . . . ,
bn
2

) ∣∣∣∣∣ a ∈ Z, b2, . . . , bn ∈ {±1} , b2 · · · bn = −1
}

W•ωn + 2L =
{(

1
2 + a,

b2

2 , . . . ,
bn
2

) ∣∣∣∣∣ a ∈ Z, b2, . . . , bn ∈ {±1} , b2 · · · bn = 1
}
.

For AI3, we have

W•ω1 + 2L = {aω1 + bω2 | (a− 1), b ∈ 2Z}
W•ω2 + 2L = {aω1 + bω2 | a, (b− 1) ∈ 2Z}

W•(ω1 + ω2) + 2L = {aω1 + bω2 | a, b ∈ 1 + Z} .

For the A2 group case we have

W•ω1 + 2L = {(a+ 1)ω1 + bω2 + aω3 + bω4 | a, b ∈ Z}
W•(ω2 + ω3) + 2L = {aω1 + (b+ 1)ω2 + (a+ 1)ω3 + bω4 | a, b ∈ Z}

W•ω4 + 2L = {aω1 + bω2 + aω3 + (b+ 1)ω4 | a, b ∈ Z} .

For AII5, we have

W•ω1 + 2L = {±ω1 + aω2 + bω4 | a, b ∈ Z}
W•ω3 + 2L = {±ω3 + aω2 + bω4 | a, b ∈ Z}
W•ω5 + 2L = {±ω5 + aω2 + bω4 | a, b ∈ Z} .

Note that all these sets are disjoint, so p is injective, and every set p(b) is permuted by every
element of W•. Next, we describe the groups WΘ:

WΣ =



{W•, s1 · · · sn · · · s1W•} BII
{W•, w0W•} CII
{W•, s1 · · · sn−2snsn−2 · · · s1W•} DII
W AI3
⟨s1s3, s2s4⟩ A2-group
⟨s2s1s3s2W•, s4s3s5s4W•⟩ AII5

.

Write r1 := s1, s1s3, s2s1s3s2 for the first generator of the last three cases, and r2 := s2, s2s4, s4s3s5s4
for the second. These generators act as follows on the bottom elements:
For BII:

s1 · · · sn · · · s1sωn = sωn − sω1 ∈ p(sωn)

For CII:
w0sω1 = −ω1 = s1sω1 − sω2 ∈ p(sω1).

For DII:

s1 · · · sn−2snsn−2 · · · s1ωn−1 = ωn − ω1 ∈ p(ωn)
s1 · · · sn−2snsn−2 · · · s1ωn = ωn−1 − ω1 ∈ p(ωn−1).
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For AI3, the A2 group case, and for AII5:
r1b1 ∈ p(b2)
r1b2 ∈ p(b1)
r1b3 ∈ p(b3)
r2b1 ∈ p(b1)
r2b2 ∈ p(b3)
r2b3 ∈ p(b2)

Together with the fact that WΘL = L we obtain that WΘ restricts to a map on im(p). This
therefore descends to the following actions on B(γ): the trivial action for BII and the standard
permutation actions of S2 on {ωn−1, ωn} (DII) and S3 on {b1, b2, b3} (AI3, A2-group, and AII5).

We now show that these actions coincide with the group theoretical actions derived earlier.
For BIIn and CIIn,1: Nothing further needs to be shown.
For DIIn: We take K = Spin(2n−1). Since the adjoint action on p factors via SO(2n−1), our

group M is the preimage of SO(2n−2) under K → SO(2n−1), i.e. M = Spin(2n−2).
In particular, M is a simple Lie group, so that its representation theory is determined
by the highest weights. As was described earlier, V (γ)1 splits as LM(ωn−1|t)⊕LM(ωn|t),
where t ≤ m ≤ g is the Cartan subalgebra that was chosen to be contained in the Car-
tan subalgebra h of g. In particular, s1 · · · sn−2snsn−2 · · · s1ωn|t = ωn−1|t and vice-versa,
so that s1 · · · sn−2snsn−2 · · · s1, the non-trivial representative of WΣ indeed permutes
the M -types as claimed.

For AI2: We take K = SO(3) and have
M = {diag(a, b, c) | a, b, c ∈ {±1} , abc = 1} .

the K-type of γ corresponds to the standard representation of K on C3. Note that M
can be seen as a subset of the Cartan subgroup of SL(3). This gives us a W -action on
M -representations and a direct way of associating weights of g with one-dimensional
representations of M .

In particular, our bottom weights induce the following one-dimensional representa-
tions of M :
eω1
M : diag(a, b, c) 7→ a, eω2

M : diag(a, b, c) 7→ ab, eω1+ω2
M : diag(a, b, c) 7→ b.

In particular, since M consists of elements that square to 1, we can ignore any minus
signs. This means that

s1e
ω1
M = eω2−ω1

M = eω1+ω2
M

and similarly for all other combinations of elements of W and B(γ). This is exactly
the same action as was obtained purely from the weights.

For the A2 group case: We take K = SU(3) (here properly: the antidiagonal subgroup of
G = SU(3)×SU(3)). Then M ≤ K is the Cartan subgroup, i.e. the group of diagonal
matrices. The bottom weights induce the following one-dimensional representations of
M :
eω1
M : diag(a, b, c) 7→ a, eω2+ω3

M : diag(a, b, c) 7→ b, eω4
M : diag(a, b, c) 7→ c.

The action of WΘ on M is just the action of permutation matrices, which is the same
as is describe earlier.

For AII5: We take K = Sp(3) and M = SU(2) × SU(2) × SU(2). If V is the 2-dimensional
representation of SU(2), then ω1, ω3, ω5 correspond to the following M -types of V (γ):

V ⊗ C⊗ C, C⊗ V ⊗ C, C⊗ C⊗ V.
Since the Weyl group of G acts by conjugation with permutation matrices, s2s1s3s2 =
(13)(24) exchanges the first two SU(2) blocks and fixes the third and s4s3s5s4 =
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(35)(46) exchanges the last two blocks and fixes the first. We conclude that WΣ acts
on the representations and hence also on the bottom elements exactly like S3 acts on
{b1, b2, b3}. This is also the action we described earlier.

□

Lemma 7.28. Let γ be an integrable small B-type. Then V (γ) is one-dimensional (i.e. trivial,
or (U,B) is of Hermitian type and γ is a character), or (U,B, γ) is any of the following:

(i) (U,B) is of type BIIn (n > 1) and γ corresponds to the representation of highest weight
sϖn−1 (in the notation of [PP23]) for s ∈ N0.

(ii) (U,B) is of type BIIn (n > 1)and γ corresponds to the representation of highest weight
sϖn for s ∈ N0.

(iii) (U,B) is of type CIIn,1 (n > 2) and γ corresponds to the representation of highest
weight sϖ1 for s ∈ N0.

Proof. See Appendix B □

Lemma 7.29. Assume γ is an integrable small B-type. Then Conjecture 7.25 holds for
(U,B, γ).

Proof. By Lemma 7.28, γ is either one-dimensional, or (U,B, γ) is one of the three cases
considered as the first two examples in Lemma 7.27.

So it remains to check the case where γ is one-dimensional. By [Mee25a, §2.4], nontrivial
characters exist for (U,B) of type AIIIn,p,BIn,2,CI,DIn,2,DIII,EIII,EVII. In addition, we have to
consider AI1 and AIVn (which are considered to be AIII1,1 and AIIIn,1 in loc.cit.).

In each case, the characters that exist form a 1-dimensional lattice generated by χ. In case
Σ is reduced and γ = ℓχ, we know from [Mee25a, Lemma 2.7] that B(γ) = {b} for

b = |ℓ|2
∑
Σ+

l

α

where Σ+
l consists of the positive longest roots of Σ.

We now show that W•b+2L is WΘ-invariant. Note that since b lies in the Q-span of Σ, WΘ’s
action on it factors through the quotient group WΣ, so that’s what we look at.

Recall that WΣ is the Weyl group of Σ, so it suffices to show wb− b ∈ 2L for the generators
w = ri associated with simple roots α̃i. In case α̃i not a long root (recall that we assumed Σ
to be reduced), we have riΣ+

l = Σ+
l and hence rib = b. Otherwise, we have wb− b = αi. Since

Σ is of type B,C, or A1, we then have αi ∈ 2P , hence wb− b ∈ 2L. The claim follows.
The cases not covered by the assumption of reducedness are AIIIn,p (2p < n + 1), AIVn,

DIII2p+1, and EIII. In these cases, we find in [PP23, Table 2] that the bottom elements are given
by |l|ωi or |l|ωτ(i) where I• ∪ {i, τ(i)} is a subdiagram of type AIV, depending on the sign of l
(and the choice of fundamental character χ). Concretely:

AIIIn,p : |ℓ|ωp, |ℓ|ωn+1−p

AIVn : |l|ω1, |ℓ|ωn
DIIIn=2p+1 : |l|ω2p, |l|ω2p+1

EIII : |l|ω1, |l|ω6

For AIII,AIV, note that WΘ is generated by W•, s1sn, . . . , sp−1sn+2−p, sp · · · sn+1−p · · · sp. We
have sisn+1−ib = b for i = 1, . . . , p− 1 as well as wb = b for w ∈W•. Furthermore,

sp · · · sn+1−p · · · spωp = ωp−1 − ωn+1−p + ωn+2−p = ωp − 2α̃p
sp · · · sn+1−p · · · spωn+1−p = ωp−1 − ωp + ωn+2−p = ωn+1−p − 2α̃p.

In any case, b and wb differ by elements contained in 2L.
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For DIII2p+1, the group WΘ is generated by W•, s2is2i−1s2i+1s2i, s2ps2p−1s2p+1s2p−1s2p (i =
1, . . . , p− 1). W• fixes ω2p, ω2p+1 as do s2is2i−1s2i+1s2i for i ≤ p− 1. Lastly,

s2ps2p−1s2p+1s2p−1s2pω2p = ω2p−2 − ω2p+1 = ω2p − 2(−ω2p−2 + ω2p−1)∼ ∈ ω2p + 2L
s2ps2p−1s2p+1s2p−1s2pω2p+1 = ω2p−2 − ω2p = ω2p+1 − 2(−ω2p−2 + ω2p−1)∼ ∈ ω2p+1 + 2L.

For EIII, the elements r1 = s1s3s4s5s6s1s3s4s5s1s3s4s1s3s1 (i.e. the longest element for the
A5 subdiagram generated by α1, α3, α4, α5, α6) and r2 = s2s4s3s5s4s2 both commute with w•
and with τ . Consequently, they commute with Θ. Furthermore they implement the simple
reflections of Σ, so that WΘ is generated by W• and these elements. Note that W• fixes ω1, ω6,
similarly for r2. It remains to see how r1 acts. Note that we can rewrite r1 = s1s3s4s5s6⟨si |
i < 6⟩, so that

r1ω6 = s1s3s4s5s6ω6 = ω2 − ω1.

Applying τ we obtain r1ω1 = ω2 − ω6. In both cases, we have
r1b− b = ω2 − ω1 − ω6 = −2α̃1 ∈ 2L.

We thus obtain the conclusion that W•b + 2L is WΘ-invariant for all cases with nontrivial
characters.

In case the character is trivial, we have b = 0, so the statement follows by the fact that WΘ
acts by linear maps. □

Lemma 7.30. Conjecture 7.26 holds for all six examples considered here as well as for the case
where γ is an integrable small B-type (and where the ZSF case has been discussed in Section 5).

Proof. Note that for our six examples and the case where γ is one-dimensional (even if it is a
small B-type), the premise of WΣ acting transitively on B(γ) holds.

If γ is 1-dimensional, the claim follows from [Mee25a, Theorem 6.1] and the fact that the
stabiliser of the (single) bottom element is all of WΣ.

For the remaining integrable small B-types, the stabiliser of the single bottom element is
WΣ, and by Theorem 7.12 the −ρ-shifted restrictions of matrix-spherical functions are WΣ-
Intermediate Macdonald polynomials (=symmetric Macdonald polynomials).

For DII, the stabiliser of ωn is trivial, and we obtained {1}-intemediate Macdonald polyno-
mials (=non-symmetric Macdonald polynomials) as −ρ-shifted restrictions of MSF in Theo-
rem 7.17.

For AI3, the A2 group case, and AII5, the stabiliser of ω1 is the WJ generated by s2, and
we obtained WJ -Intermediate Macdonald polynomials as −ρ-shifted restrictions of MSF in
Theorem 7.24. □

Lemma 7.31. Let (U,B, γ) be a commutative triple of rank 1 such that the Weyl action from
Conjecture 7.25 is transitive, then one of the following cases holds:

(i) (U,B) is of type A1-group and γ corresponds to the highest weight ϖ (i.e. the standard
representation)

(ii) (U,B) is of type AII3 and γ corresponds to the highest weight ϖ1 (i.e. the standard
representation).

(iii) (U,B) is of type DIIn and γ corresponds to the highest weight ϖn−1 (i.e. the spin
representation).

(iv) (U,B, γ) is a small B-type.

Proof. For the eight possible rank-1 (families of) Satake diagrams A1-group, AI1, AII3, AIVn,
BIIn, CIIn,1, DIIn, FII, we note that modulo W•, the group WΘ is generated by

s1s2, s1, s2s1s3s2, s1 · · · sn · · · s1, s1 · · · sn · · · s1,−1, (−1,−1, 1, . . . , 1),−1,
respectively. For the Satake diagrams AI1,AIVn,BIIn,CIIn,1, FII, we then see that modulo W•
and 2L, all weights are stabilised by WΘ, so in particular only the small B-types AI1,AIVn

(characters) and BIIn,CIIn,1 have a transitive WΘ-action.
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For the three remaining Satake diagrams, the nontrivial element of WΘ/W• acts non-trivially
on some weights. In particular, for the A1 group case, the weights ω1, ω2 are exchanged, for
AII3, the weights ω1, ω3 are exchanged, and for DIIn, the weights ωn−1, ωn are exchanged. These
orbits are exactly the bottoms of the wells corresponding to the first three claimed cases. □

Proposition 7.32. Conjectures 7.25 and 7.26 hold in rank 1.

Note that the examples here have focused exclusively on the case where B = B′ and γ = γ′.
As a straightforward generalisation of the integrable small B-types we consider earlier, i.e.
cases for which #B+(γ) = 1, the authors of [OS05] put forward an example of two different
B-representations γ, γ′ satisfying #B+(γ, γ′) = 1. Just like for our small B-type examples, the
resulting matrix-spherical functions are symmetric Macdonald polynomials for an affine root
system of type (C∨

p ,Cp). From anecdotal evidence, examples of such asymmetric integrable
small B-types are abundant.

8. Outlook

We conclude by discussing further directions of research.
Firstly, as we require a pairing of Hopf algebras, the current formalism only works for finite-

type quantum-symmetric pairs. Nevertheless, the formalism from [Kol14] describes quantum-
symmetric pairs also if the root system is of infinite type. The work [Kol15] suggests that in
order to study MSF in such a setting, completions of various algebras have to be considered.

As a further possible generalisation, we point out the work of Andrea Appel, Vidas Regel-
skis, and Bart Vlaar ([RV20],[RV22],[AV25, §6]) that generalises the notion of a (quantum)
symmetric pair. It should be noted, however, that their theory describes pairs of Lie algebras
(and quantisations thereof) (g, k) for which k is not reductive. Therefore, in particular the
representation theory and the branching rules of such pairs have not been much studied.

But even in the world of finite-type quantum-symmetric pairs there is still ample work to
be done. Most notable, as a foundation of all techniques presented in this paper, the zonal
spherical functions for quantum-symmetric pairs of Satake-type BIn,2,CIn,DIn,2,DIII2p,EVII with
non-zero non-standard parameter, and of DIII2p+1,EIII, FII are still not known in full generality.

Next, while we have exhausted all the “homogeneous” integral small B-types (i.e. γ such
that #B+(γ, γ) = 1), as is demonstrated in [OS05], there are also a lot of “heterogeneous”
integral small B-types (i.e. γ, γ′ with #B+(γ, γ′) = 1). This means that there is a wealth even
of symmetric Macdonald polynomials still to find.

And lastly, the Conjectures 7.25 and 7.26 remain to be proven. This includes or would ideally
be complemented by a classification of quantum commutative triples (U,B, γ) (or (U,B, γ)
and (U,B′, γ′)) with a transitive action of WΣ on B+(γ) (or B+(γ, γ′)).

Appendix A. Proofs for Section 7

A.1. Lemma 7.4. We begin with a few computation rules for BIIn.

Proposition A.1. Let v ∈ L(sωn)sωn−rω1.
(i) For 1 < i ≤ n we have

En · · ·EiFi · · ·Fnv = [s]qv.
(ii) For 1 ≤ i < n we have

F1 · · ·FiEi · · ·E1v = [r]q2v.

(iii) For 1 < i ≤ n we have
En · · ·EiF1 · · ·FnEi−1 · · ·E1v = [s− 2]q[r]q2v + F1 · · ·FnEn · · ·E1v.

(iv) We have
[En · · ·E1, F1 · · ·Fn]v = [s− 2r]qv.
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Proof. (i) We proceed by reverse induction on i. For n = i, we obtain

EnFnv = [Khn ]qv + FnEnv = [s]qv

since sωn − rω1 + αn is not contained in the support of L(sωn).
Assume the statement holds true for i+ 1 (for i > 1), then we have

En · · ·Ei+1EiFiFi+1 · · ·Fnv = En · · ·Ei+1[Ki]q2Fi+1 · · ·Fnv
+ En · · ·Ei+1Fi · · ·FnEiv.

Note that sωn− rω1 +αi does not lie in the support of L(sωn), so that the last term
is 0. Moreover,

⟨hi, sωn − rω1 − αn − · · · − αi+1⟩ = 1,
consequently, we have

= En · · ·Ei+1Fi+1 · · ·Fnv = [s]qv,

as was claimed.
(ii) We proceed by induction on i. For i = 1, we have

F1E1v = −[K1]q2v + E1F1v = [r]q2v.

Assume the claim holds for i− 1 for i < r, then

F1 · · ·FiEi · · ·E1v = −F1 · · ·Fi−1[Ki]q2Ei−1 · · ·E1v

+ F1 · · ·Fi−1Ei−1 · · ·E1Eiv.

Since αi + sωn − rω1 does not lie in the support of L(sωn), the last term is 0.
Furthermore, we have

⟨hi, sωn − rω1 + α1 + · · ·+ αi−1⟩ = −1,

so that we have

F1 · · ·FiEi · · ·E1v = F1 · · ·Fi−1Ei−1 · · ·E1v = [r]q2v,

as claimed.
(iii) We proceed by reverse induction on i. For i = n, we have

EnF1 · · ·FnEn−1 · · ·E1v

= F1 · · ·Fn−1[Kn]qEn−1 · · ·E1v + F1 · · ·FnEn · · ·E1v

= [s− 2]qF1 · · ·Fn−1En−1 · · ·E1v + F1 · · ·FnEn · · ·E1v

= [s− 2]q[r]q2v + F1 · · ·FnEn · · ·E1v

by (ii).
Assume the claim is true for i+ 1 (i > 1), then we have

En · · ·EiF1 · · ·FnEi−1 · · ·E1v =
En · · ·Ei+1F1 · · ·Fi−1[Ki]q2Fi+1 · · ·FnEi−1 · · ·E1v

+ En · · ·Ei+1F1 · · ·FnEi · · ·E1v.

We have

⟨hi, sωn − rω1 + α1 + · · ·+ αi−1 − αn − · · · − αi+1⟩ = 0,

so the first term vanishes. We then apply the induction hypothesis and obtain

En · · ·EiF1 · · ·FnEi−1 · · ·E1v = [s− 2]q[r]q2v + F1 · · ·FnEn · · ·E1v.
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(iv) We have
En · · ·E1F1 · · ·Fnv = En · · ·E2[K1]q2F2 · · ·Fnv + En · · ·E2F1 · · ·FnE1v

= −[r − 1]q2En · · ·E2F2 · · ·Fnv + En · · ·E2F1 · · ·FnE1v.

By (i) and (iii) this equals
−[r − 1]q2 [s]qv + [s− 2]q[r]q2v + F1 · · ·FnEn · · ·E1v.

We therefore conclude that
[En · · ·E1, F1 · · ·Fn]v = ([r]q2 [s− 2]q − [r − 1]q2 [s]q)v = [s− 2r]qv. □

Proof of 7.4 for BIIn. Proposition A.1(iv) can be rephrased as [EJ , FJ ] acting on V ′
r as [s−2r]q.

Note that KJ acts on V ′
r as

q⟨2h1+···+2hn−1+hn,sωn−rω1⟩ = qs−2r,

so that [EJ , FJ ] = [KJ ]q on V ′.
Moreover, EJ , FJ have weight±(α1+· · ·+αn) = ±ω1, so ad(KJ)(EJ) = q2EJ and ad(KJ)(FJ) =

q−2FJ . □

We continue with similar computation rules for the case of CIIn,1.

Proposition A.2. Write K = (i1, . . . , i2n−2) = (1, . . . , n, . . . , 2). Let v ∈ V ′
r = L(sω1)sω1−rω2.

(i) For 2 ≤ k < 2n− 2 we have
Ei1 · · ·EikFik · · ·Fi1v = [s− r]q.

In particular,
E1 · · ·En · · ·EjFj · · ·Fn · · ·F1v = [s− r]qv

for j > 2.
(ii) For 2 < k ≤ 2n− 2 we have

Fi2n−2 · · ·FikEik · · ·Ei2n−2v = [r]qv.
In particular,

F2 · · ·Fn · · ·FjEj · · ·En · · ·E2v = [r]qv
for j > 2.

(iii) For 2 ≤ k < 2n− 2 we have
Ei1 · · ·EikFJEik+1 · · ·Ei2n−2v = [r]q[s− 1− r]qv + FJEJv.

(iv) We have [EJ , FJ ]v = [s− 2r]qv.

Proof. (i) We proceed by induction in k. Write A for the term on the left-hand side. For
k = 2, we have

A = E1E2F2F1v = E1[K2]qF1v + F2E1F1E2v

= −[r − 1]qE1F1v + F2[K1]qE2v + F2F1E1E2v

= −[r − 1]q[s]qv + [s− 1]q[r]qv + F2F1E1E2v.

Note that E1E2v = 0 as sω1− rω2 +α1 +α2 is not contained in the support of L(sω1).
Moreover, [s− 1]q[r]q − [s]q[r − 1]q = [s− r]q.

Assume that k > 2 and that the claim holds for k − 1.
• If k ≤ n, we have

A = E1 · · ·EkFk · · ·F1v = E1 · · ·Ek−1[Kk]qkFk−1 · · ·F1v

= E1 · · ·Ek−1Fk−1 · · ·F1v = Ei1 · · ·Eik−1Fik−1 · · ·Fi1v
= [s− r]qv

as Ekv = 0 and by the induction hypothesis.
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• If k > n, we have

A = E1 · · ·En · · ·E2n−kF2n−k · · ·Fn · · ·F1v

= E1 · · ·En · · ·E2n+1−k

(
[K2n−k]qF2n+1−k · · ·Fn · · ·F1v

+ F2n−k · · ·Fn · · ·F2n+1−k[K2n−k]qF2n−1−k · · ·F1v
)
.

Note that F2n+1−k commutes with F1, . . . , F2n−1−k, so that in the second expression
we can permute F2n+1−k to the right. Since F2n+1−kv = 0 (as 2n+ 1− k ̸= 1), the
second term vanishes:

A = E1 · · ·En · · ·E2n+1−kF2n+1−k · · ·Fn · · ·F1v

= Ei1 · · ·Eik−1Fik−1 · · ·Fi1v = [s− r]qv

by the induction hypothesis.
(ii) We proceed by reverse induction in k. Again, use A to denote the term on the left-hand

side of the claim. For k = 2n− 2, we obtain

A = F2E2v = −[K2]qv = [r]qv.

Now assume that k < 2n− 2 and that the claim holds for k + 1.
• If k ≥ n, we obtain

A = F2 · · ·F2n−kE2n−k · · ·E2v

= −F2 · · ·F2n−1−k[K2n−k]q2n−kE2n−1−k · · ·E2v

= F2 · · ·F2n−1−kE2n−1−k · · ·E2v

= Fi2n−2 · · ·Fik+1Eik+1 · · ·Ei2n−2v

= [r]qv

since F2n−kv = 0 and by the induction hypothesis.
• If k < n, we obtain

A = F2 · · ·Fn · · ·FkEk · · ·En · · ·E2v

= −F2 · · ·Fn · · ·Fk+1

(
[Kk]qEk+1 · · ·En · · ·E2v

+ Ek · · ·En · · ·Ek+1[Kk]qEk−1 · · ·E2v).

Note that Ek+1 commutes with Ek−1, . . . , E2, so that we may permute it to the
right in the second expression. Since furthermore Ek+1v = 0 (k > 1), we conclude
that the second expression vanishes. Consequently, the above equals

A = F2 · · ·Fn · · ·Fk+1Ek+1 · · ·En · · ·E2v

= Fi2n−2 · · ·Fik+1Eik+1 · · ·Ei2n−2v = [r]qv

by the induction hypothesis.
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(iii) We proceed by induction on k. Write A for the term on the left-hand side of the claim.
For k = 2, we obtain

A = E1E2FJE3 · · ·En · · ·E2v

= E1

(
[K2]qF3 · · ·Fn · · ·F1

+ F2 · · ·Fn · · ·F3[K2]qF1

)
E3 · · ·En · · ·E2v

+ E1FJE2 · · ·En · · ·E2v

= −[r − 1]qE1

(
F3 · · ·Fn · · ·F2

+ F2 · · ·Fn · · ·F3

)
F1E3 · · ·En · · ·E2v

+ F2 · · ·Fn · · ·F2[K1]qE2 · · ·En · · ·E2v

+ FJEJv

= −[r − 1]qE1

(
F3 · · ·Fn · · ·F2

+ F2 · · ·Fn · · ·F3)F1E3 · · ·En · · ·E2v

+ [s− 2]qF2 · · ·Fn · · ·F2E2 · · ·En · · ·E2v

+ FJEJv.

Note that F2E3 · · ·En · · ·E2v = E1E3 · · ·En · · ·E2v = 0, so that

A = −[r − 1]q
(
F3 · · ·Fn · · ·F2

+ F2 · · ·Fn · · ·F3)[K1]qE3 · · ·En · · ·E2v

− [s− 2]qF2 · · ·Fn · · ·F3[K2]qE3 · · ·En · · ·E2v

+ FJEJv

= ([r]q[s− 2]q − [r − 1]q[s− 1]q)F2 · · ·Fn · · ·F3E3 · · ·En · · ·E2v + FJEJv

= [r]q[s− 1− r]qv + FJEJv.

Next, assume that k > 2 and that the claim holds for k − 1.
• If k < n, we have

A = Ei1 · · ·EikFJEik+1 · · ·Ei2n−2v

= E1 · · ·EJFJEk+1 · · ·En · · ·E2v

= E1 · · ·Ek−1

(
F2 · · ·Fk−1[Kk]qFk+1 · · ·Fn · · ·F1

+ F2 · · ·Fn · · ·Fk+1[Kk]qFk−1 · · ·F1

)
Ek+1 · · ·En · · ·E2v

+ E1 · · ·Ek−1FJEJ · · ·En · · ·E2v

= E1 · · ·Ek−1FJEk · · ·En · · ·E2v,

which equals [r]q[s− 1− r]qv + FJEJv by the induction hypothesis.
• If k = n, we have

A = E1 · · ·EnFJEn−1 · · ·E2v

= E1 · · ·En−1F2 · · ·Fn−1[Kn]q2Fn−1 · · ·F1En−1 · · ·E2v

+ E1 · · ·En−1FJEn · · ·E2v

= E1 · · ·En−1FJEn · · ·E2v,

which equals [r]q[s− 1− r]qv + FJEJv by the induction hypothesis.
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• If k > n, we have

A = E1 · · ·En · · ·E2n−kFJE2n−1−k · · ·E2v

= E1 · · ·En · · ·E2n+1−k

(
F2 · · ·F2n−1−k[K2n−k]qF2n+1−k · · ·Fn · · ·F1

+ F2 · · ·Fn · · ·F2n+1−k[K2n−k]qF2n−1−k · · ·F1

)
E2n−1−k · · ·E2v

+ E1 · · ·En · · ·E2n+1−kFJE2n−k · · ·E2v

= E1 · · ·En · · ·E2n+1−kFJE2n−k · · ·E2v,

which equals [r]q[s− 1− r]qv + FJEJv by the induction hypothesis.
(iv) We have

EJFJv = E1 · · ·En · · ·E3

(
[K2]qF3 · · ·Fn · · ·F1v

+ F2 · · ·Fn · · ·F3[K2]qF1v
)

+ E1 . . . En · · ·E3FJE2v

= −[r − 1]qE1 · · ·En · · ·E3F3 · · ·Fn · · ·F1v + E1 · · ·En · · ·E3FJE2v

= −[r − 1][s− r]qv + [r]q[s− r − 1]qv + FJEJv

= [s− 2r]qv + FJEJv.

by (i) and (iii).
□

Proof of Lemma 7.4 for CIIn,1. Similar to the BIIn case, using Proposition A.2. □

A.2. Lemma 7.6. We begin with BIIn.

Lemma 7.6 for BIIn. We have

BJ = FJ + c ad(E2 · · ·E2
n · · ·E2)(E1)K−1

1 F2 · · ·Fn.

This and the weights of the two terms shows that BJF
r
J
η can be expanded as claimed, with

br = 0 and some yet-undetermined constant cr.
Let now v ∈ V ′

r , then F2 · · ·Fnv has weight sωn − (r − 1)ω1 − ω2 =
(
s
2 − r,

s
2 − 1, s2 , . . .

)
.

This shows that applying K−1
1 to it yields q2r−2. Furthermore, EiF2 · · ·Fnv ̸= 0 implies i = 1

or 2. Moreover, V ′
r−1 ∩ im(Ei) is empty unless i = n. Therefore, we can neglect any term that

doesn’t have En on the left: This shows that

crF
r−1
J

η = cq2r−2 ad(E2 · · ·E2
n · · ·E2)(E1)F2 · · ·FnF r

J
η

= (−1)ncq2r−2K2 · · ·Kn−1 ad(E2
n · · ·E2)(E1)Kn−1En−1 · · ·K2E2F2 · · ·FnF r

J
η

= (−1)ncq2r−2 ad(K2)(· · · ad(Kn−1)(ad(E2
n · · ·E2)(E1))En−1 · · · )E2F2 · · ·FnF r

J
η.

Note that every ad(Ki) has inside it an expression of weight ω1 +αi+1 + · · ·+αn. Consequently,
the ad(Ki) adds a factor of q−2, hence

crF
r−1
J

η = (−1)ncq2r+2−2n ad(E2
n · · ·E2)(E1)En−1 · · ·E2F2 · · ·FnF r

J
η

= (−1)ncq2r+2−2n ad(E2
n · · ·E2)(E1)FnF r

J
η
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(as in the proof of Proposition A.1(i)). We continue:

crF
r−1
J

η = (−1)ncq2r+2−2n
(
E2
n ad(En−1 · · ·E2)(E1)

− (KnEn + EnKn) ad(En−1 · · ·E2)(E1)K−1
n En

)
FnF

r
J
η

= (−1)ncq2r+2−2n
(
E2
n ad(En−1 · · ·E2)(E1)

− (1 + q−2)En ad(En−1 · · ·E2)(E1)En
)
FnF

r
J
η.

Since im(Fn)∩V ′ = 0, we can ignore any terms with Fn on the left. Moreover, EiV ′ = 0 unless
i = 1. Consequently,

crF
r−1
J

η = (−1)ncq2r+2−2n
(

(En[Kn]q + [Kn]qEn) ad(En−1 · · ·E2)(E1)

− (1 + q−2)En ad(En−1 · · ·E2)(E1)[Kn]q
)
F r
J
η

= (−1)ncq2r+2−2n
(

([s− 2]q + [s]q)EJ

− (1 + q−2)[s]qEJ
)
F r
J
η

= (−1)ncq2r+2−2n−s[2]qEJF r
J
η

= (−1)ncq2r+2−2n−s[2]q[r]q[s+ 1− r]qF r−1
J

η.

We now conclude that

cr = (−1)ncq2r+2−2n−s[2]q[r]q[s+ 1− r]q = −(−1)nq1−2n

(q − q−1)2 [2]q
(
1− q2r

)(
1− q2r−2−2s

)
as claimed. □

Now for CIIn,1.

Lemma 7.6 for CIIn,1. Let v ∈ V ′
r , we compute BJv. We begin with B2F1v. We have

B2F1v = F2F1v + c ad(E1E3 · · ·En · · ·E3)(E2)K−1
2 F1v

= F2F1v + cqr−1 ad(E1E3 · · ·En · · ·E3)(E2)F1v.

Next, note that EiF1v = F1Eiv if i ̸= 1, which is zero unless i = 2. Consequently, EiF1v ̸= 0
implies that i = 1 or i = 2. Therefore, all terms of ad(· · · )(E2) that don’t have an E1 or E2 at
the end vanish. This shows that

B2F1v = F2F1v + cqr−1E1E3 · · ·En · · ·E2F1v − cqr−2E3 · · ·En · · ·E1F1v

= F2F1v + cqr−1E1F1E3 · · ·En · · ·E2v − cqr−2[s]qE3 · · ·En · · ·E2v.

Applying F3 · · ·Fn · · ·F3, we obtain
F3 · · ·Fn · · ·F3B2F1v = F3 · · ·Fn · · ·F1v

+ cqr−1E1F1F3 · · ·Fn · · ·F3E3 · · ·En · · ·E2v

− cqr−2[s]qF3 · · ·Fn · · ·F3E3 · · ·En · · ·E2v.

By the proof of Proposition A.2(ii), this equals
· · · = F3 · · ·Fn · · ·F1v + cqr−1E1F1E2v − cqr−2[s]qE2v

= F3 · · ·Fn · · ·F1v − cqr−s−1E2v

Applying F2 to this, we obtain
F2 · · ·Fn · · ·F3B2F1v = FJv − cq

r−s−1[r]qv.
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We conclude that
BJv = FJv − cq

r−s−1[r]qv + cA

where A = ad(E1E3 · · ·En · · ·E3)(E2)K−1
2 F3 · · ·Fn · · ·F3B2F1v. Note that

K−1
2 F3 · · ·Fn · · ·F3B2F1v = qr−1F3 · · ·Fn · · ·F1v − cq2r−s−3E2v.

Next, we show that ad(E1E3 · · ·En · · ·E3)(E2) contains the term −q4−2nE1 · · ·En · · ·E3. To
achieve this, we take the first term of ad(E1) and the last of every subsequent ad, yielding

B = −E1K3 · · ·Kn · · ·K3E2K
−1
3 E3 · · ·K−1

n En · · ·K−1
3 E3

= −E1 ad(K3)(· · · ad(Kn)(· · · ad(K3)(E2)E3 · · · )En · · · )E3.

Considering the innermost brackets, the term inside ad(Ki) for i < n has weight α2 + · · ·+αi−1,
so its pairing with ϵihi is −1. This shows that

B = −q3−nE1 ad(K3)(· · · ad(Kn)(E2 · · ·En−1)En · · · )E3.

Next, E2 · · ·En−1 has weight α2 + · · ·+ αn−1, whose pairing with ϵnhn = 2hn is −2, so that
B = −q1−nE1 ad(K3)(· · · ad(Kn−1)(E2 · · ·En)En−1 · · · )E3.

Now, the term inside every ad(Ki) has weight
α2 + · · ·+ αi + 2αi+1 + · · ·+ 2αn−1 + αn

whose pairing with ϵihi = hi is −1, so that
B = −q4−2nE1 · · ·En · · ·E3.

Having established this, we note that the two terms of F3 · · ·Fn · · ·F3B2F1v (of weights sω1 −
(r+1)ω2 +α2 and sω1−rω2 +α2, respectively) give rise to two terms in A of weights sω1−rω2
and sω1 − (r − 1)ω2. For both weights, the only Ei whose image has a non-zero intersection
with that weight space is E1. Similarly, the image of E1Ei intersects non-trivially with these
two weight spaces iff i = 2 (or i = 1). Otherwise, E1Ei = EiE1, but Ei’s image’s intersection
with both weight spaces is trivial. This shows that of the terms of ad(E1E3 · · ·En · · ·E3)(E2),
only B contributes non-trivially to A. In particular,

A = qr−1BF3 · · ·Fn · · ·F1v − cq2r−s−3BE2v

= −qr+3−2nE1 · · ·En · · ·E3F3 · · ·Fn · · ·F1v + cq2r−s+1−2nE1 · · ·En · · ·E2v

= −qr+3−2n[s− r]qv + cq2r−s+1−2nEJv.

In conclusion,
BJv = FJv − cq

r−s−1[r]qv − cqr+3−2n[s− r]qv + c2q2r−s+1−2nEJv,

which implies

BJF
r
J
η = F r+1

J
η − c

(
qr−s−1[r]q + qr+3−2n[s− r]q

)
F r
J
η + c2q2r−s+1−2n[r]q[s+ 1− r]qF r−1

J
η,

which yields the claimed expressions for br, cr. □

A.3. DII Example. We start by showing that a k[2L]WΣ-linear map that is diagonal with
respect to our basis, is in fact also triangular with respect to the Macdonald ordering.

Proof of Lemma 7.15. We begin by expanding monomials in terms of basis elements:
e(m+1)ω1 = fv1 + gv2, e−mω1 = hv1 + jv2

where f contains mµ for µ < (m+ 1)ω1 in the dominance ordering, and
g = q1−nmmω1 + l. o. t.,
h = mmω1 + l. o. t.
j = −q1−nm(m−1)ω1 + l. o. t. .
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Then

C(e(m+1)ω1) ∝ qn−1fv1 + q1−ngv2 = qn−1e(m+1)ω1 + l. o. t.
C(e−mω1) ∝ qn−1hv1 + q1−njv2 = qn−1e−mω1 + (qn−1 − q1−n)emω1 + l. o. t.

(∝ denotes proportionality). Since −mω1 > mω1, we conclude that C is triangular. □

Now we show that the t−1 is monotonic.

Proof of Lemma 7.16. Let µ, µ′ ∈ X+(γ) with µ > µ′. We write µ = mω1+b and µ′ = m′ω1+b′.
In case b = b′, we have m−m′ ∈ 2N and t−1(µ)+−t−1(µ′)+ = (m−m′)ω1, which is a positive

linear combination of roots.
In case b = ωn−1, b

′ = ωn, we have

Q+ ∋ µ− µ′ = (m−m′)ω1 + ωn−1 − ωn

= α1 + · · ·+ αn−1 + m−m′ − 1
2 (2α1 + · · ·+ 2αn−2 + αn−1 + αn).

This shows that m−m′ ∈ 1 + 2N0. We then have

t−1(µ) = −mω1, t−1(µ′) = (m′ + 1)ω1.

This shows that t−1(µ)+ ≥ t−1(µ′)+. Together with the fact that t−1(µ) is antidominant (hence
the larger element in its Weyl orbit), this implies that t−1(µ) > t−1(µ′).

In case b = ωn, b
′ = ωn−1, we again conclude that m−m′ ∈ 1 + 2N0. This time, however, we

have
t−1(µ) = (m+ 1)ω1, t−1(µ′) = −m′ω1,

so in particular t−1(µ)+ > t−1(µ′)+ and hence t−1(µ) > t−1(µ′). □

A.4. A2 Examples. We start by showing that t−1 is monotonic.

Proof of Lemma 7.21. Let µ ∈ 2L+,J , we first show that there exists λ ∈ 2L+ such that either
µ = ϖ1 + λ, or µ = s1(ϖ2 + λ), or µ = s1s2λ. Let µ = aϖ1 + bϖ2. That µ ∈ 2L+,J means that
b ≥ 0. In case a > 0, we have a ≥ 1, so that µ ∈ ϖ1 + 2L+. In case a ≤ 0 and a + b > 0, we
have

s1µ = −aϖ1 + (a+ b)ϖ2.

Since (a+ b) ≥ 1, we have s1µ ∈ ϖ2 + 2L+, so that µ ∈ s1(ϖ2 + 2L+).
In case a, a+ b ≤ 0, we have

s2s1µ = bϖ1 − (a+ b)ϖ2 ∈ 2L+,

so that µ ∈ s1s2(2L+).
Since only one of these three cases can occur, we conclude that

2L+,J = (ϖ1 + 2L+) ⊔ s1(ϖ2 + 2L+) ⊔ s2s1(2L+).

This shows that t is well-defined. Since moreover it is a bijection on each subset and the images
are disjoint, it is a bijection.

Let µ′ = b′ + λ′ < µ = b+ λ in X+. Write µ− µ′ = α ∈ Q+.
First note that Q+∩2L = 2(ZΣ)+ (and in particular Q∩2L = 2ZΣ) in all cases. Depending

on b, b′ we can therefore see in which equivalence class modulo Q∩2L the element α is contained.
We obtain the following:

(i) For AI2: If b = b′, we have α ∈ 2ZΣ. If {b, b′} = {b1, b2}, we have α ∈ 2ϖ1−ϖ2 + 2ZΣ.
If {b, b′} = {b1, b3}, we have α ∈ ϖ1 + ϖ2 + 2ZΣ. If {b, b′} = {b2, b3}, we have
α ∈ −ϖ1 + 2ϖ2 + 2ZΣ.
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(ii) For the A2 group case, we obtain the following table:
↓ b′, b→ b1 b2 b3

b1 2ZΣ α3 + 2ZΣ α3 + α4 + 2ZΣ
b2 α1 + 2ZΣ 2ZΣ α4 + 2ZΣ
b3 α1 + α2 + 2ZΣ α2 + 2ZΣ 2ZΣ.

(iii) For AII5, we obtain the following:
↓ b′, b→ b1 b2 b3

b1 2ZΣ α2 + α3 + 2ZΣ α2 + · · ·+ α5 + 2ZΣ
b2 α1 + α2 + 2ZΣ 2ZΣ α4 + α5 + 2ZΣ
b3 α1 + · · ·+ α4 + 2ZΣ α3 + α4 + 2ZΣ 2ZΣ.

In particular, since α ∈ Q+, we can add + to all 2(ZΣ)’s appearing in these formulae. More-
over, from λ− λ′ = b′ − b+ α and the aforementioned expressions for α, we can now conclude
the following information on λ− λ′:
↓ b′, b→ b1 b2 b3

b1 2(ZΣ)+ ϖ1 −ϖ2 + 2(ZΣ)+ ϖ1 + 2(ZΣ)+

b2 ϖ1 + 2(ZΣ)+ 2(ZΣ)+ ϖ2 + 2(ZΣ)+

b3 ϖ2 + 2(ZΣ)+ −ϖ1 +ϖ2 + 2(ZΣ)+ 2(ZΣ)+.
Moreover, we obtain the following expressions for t−1(µ)+ − t−1(µ′)+:

↓ b′, b→ b1 b2 b3
b1 λ− λ′︸ ︷︷ ︸

∈2(ZΣ)+

λ− λ′ −ϖ1 +ϖ2︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈2(ZΣ)+

λ− λ′ −ϖ1︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈2(ZΣ)+

b2 λ− λ′ +ϖ1 −ϖ2︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈2ϖ1−ϖ2+2(ZΣ)+

λ− λ′︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈2(ZΣ)+

λ− λ′ −ϖ2︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈2(ZΣ)+

b3 λ− λ′ +ϖ1︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈ϖ1+ϖ2+2(ZΣ)+

λ− λ′ +ϖ2︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈−ϖ1+2ϖ2+(ZΣ)+

λ− λ′︸ ︷︷ ︸
∈2(ZΣ)+

.

For the three strictly lower-diagonal cases, we conclude that t−1(µ)+ > t−1(µ′)+, and that
therefore t−1(µ) > t−1(µ′). For the other cases, we have the non-strict inequality, but t−1(µ)
lies in a less dominant Weyl chamber than t−1(µ′), whence t−1(µ) > t−1(µ′). □

Then we show that a diagonal map (on the basis elements) is also triangular with respect to
the Macdonald order.

Proof of Lemma 7.22. We define

m̃J,λ :=
∑
w∈WJ

ewλ, m̃λ :=
∑
w∈W

ewλ

Then m̃J,λ = nmJ,λ with n = #WJ,λ and m̃λ = nmλ for n = #Wλ. Consequently, C is
triangular with respect to (mJ,λ)λ∈L+,J if and only if it is triangular with respect to (m̃J,λ)λ∈L+,J .

Let λ ∈ 2L+, then

m̃λe1 = m̃λ = m̃J,λ + m̃J,s1λ + m̃J,s1s2λ

m̃λes1 = 1
1 + τ−2

(
m̃J,λ+ϖ2 + m̃J,λ+ϖ1−ϖ2 + m̃J,s1λ+ϖ2

+ m̃J,s1λ+ϖ1−ϖ2 + m̃J,s1s2λ+ϖ2 + m̃J,s1s2λ+ϖ1−ϖ2

)
m̃λes2s1 = τ 2(m̃J,λ+ϖ1 + m̃J,s1λ+ϖ1 + m̃J,s1s2λ+ϖ1).

If λ is generic, then λ−ϖ1 and λ−ϖ2 are dominant, so we can rewrite the J-dominant weights
occurring in m̃λes1 as

λ+ϖ2, λ+ϖ1 −ϖ2, s1(λ+ϖ2), s1(λ−ϖ1), s1s2(λ+ϖ1 −ϖ2), s1s2(λ−ϖ1)



QUANTUM MATRIX-SPHERICAL FUNCTIONS AS ORTHOGONAL POLYNOMIALS 77

and those in m̃λes2s1 as λ+ϖ1, s1(λ−ϖ1 +ϖ2), s1s2(λ−ϖ2). Consequently, we can write

m̃λes1 = 1
1 + τ−2

(
m̃J,λ+ϖ2 + m̃J,s1(λ+ϖ2)

)
+

∑
µ∈L+,J ,µ+<λ+ϖ2

km̃J,µ

m̃λes2s1 = τ 2m̃J,λ+ϖ1 +
∑

µ∈L+,J ,µ+<λ+ϖ1

km̃J,µ.

In case Wλ = ⟨s1⟩, the J-dominant weights contained in m̃λes1 are
λ+ϖ2, λ+ϖ1 −ϖ2, s1s2(λ+ϖ1 −ϖ2).

and those in m̃λes2s1 are λ+ϖ1, s1s2(λ−ϖ2). Consequently, we have

m̃λes1 = 2
1 + τ−2 m̃J,λ+ϖ2 +

∑
µ∈L+,J ,µ+<λ+ϖ2

km̃J,µ

m̃λes2s1 = 2τ 2m̃J,λ+ϖ1 +
∑

µ∈L+,J ,µ+<λ+ϖ1

km̃J,µ.

If Wλ = ⟨s2⟩, the J-dominant weights contained in m̃λes1 are
λ+ϖ2, s1(λ+ϖ2), s1(λ−ϖ1)

and those in m̃λes2s1 are λ+ϖ1, s1(λ−ϖ1 +ϖ2). Consequently, we have

m̃λes1 = 2
1 + τ−2

(
m̃J,λ+ϖ2 + m̃J,s1(λ+ϖ2)

)
+

∑
µ∈L+,J ,µ+<λ+ϖ2

km̃J,µ

m̃λes2s1 = τ 2m̃J,λ+ϖ1 +
∑

µ∈L+,J ,µ+<λ+ϖ1

km̃J,µ.

And lastly,
m̃0es1 = 6

1 + τ−2 m̃J,ϖ2 , m̃0es1s2 = 3τ 2m̃J,ϖ1 .

We now proceed by induction. Assume that C is triangular restricted to the span of
{mJ,µ | µ ∈ L+,J , µ+ < λ}

is triangular. We now show that the same is also true on Wλ. If λ is regular, we have

m̃J,λ =

τ−2m̃λ−ϖ1es2s1 ⟨h1, λ⟩ > 2
1
2τ

−2m̃λ−ϖ1es2s1 ⟨h1, λ⟩ = 2
+

∑
ν∈L+,J ,ν+<λ

km̃J,ν ,

so that
Cm̃J,λ = as2s1m̃J,λ +

∑
ν∈L+,J ,ν+<λ

km̃J,ν = as2s1m̃J,λ + l. o. t.

(here we use l. o. t. to explicitly denote elements with weights in lower orbits). Furthermore,

m̃J,s1λ =

(1 + τ−2)m̃λ−ϖ2es1 ⟨h2, λ⟩ > 2
1+τ−2

2 m̃λ−ϖ2es1 ⟨h2, λ⟩ = 2
− m̃J,λ +

∑
ν∈L+,J ,ν+<λ

km̃J,ν ,

so that
Cm̃J,s1λ = as1m̃J,s1λ + (as1 − as2s1)m̃J,λ + l. o. t.

Cm̃J,s1s2λ = C(m̃λe1 −mJ,s1λ −mJ,λ) = a1m̃J,s1s2λ

+ (a1 − as1)(m̃J,s1λ + m̃J,λ) + l. o. t.
In case Wλ = ⟨s1⟩, we have

m̃J,λ =


1+τ−2

2 m̃λ−ϖ2es1 ⟨h2, λ⟩ > 2
1+τ−2

6 m̃λ−ϖ2es1 ⟨h2, λ⟩ = 2
+ l. o. t.
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so that
Cm̃J,λ = as1m̃J,λ + l. o. t.

Cm̃J,s1s2λ = C(m̃λe1 − 2m̃J,λ) = a1m̃J,s1s2λ + 2(a1 − as1)m̃J,λ + l. o. t.
In case Wλ = ⟨s2⟩, we have

m̃J,λ =

τ−2m̃λ−ϖ1es2s1 ⟨h1, λ⟩ > 2
1

3τ2 m̃λ−ϖ1es2s1 ⟨h1, λ⟩ = 2
+ l. o. t.

so that
Cm̃J,λ = as2s1m̃J,λ + l. o. t.

Cm̃J,s1λ = 1
2C(m̃λe1 − m̃J,λ) = a1m̃J,s1λ + a1 − as2s1

2 m̃J,λ + l. o. t.

And lastly, if λ = 0 we have Cm̃J,λ = 2Ce1 = a1m̃J,λ.
We conclude that C is also triangular on the span of {mJ,ν | ν ∈ L+,J , ν+ ≤ λ}. □

Now we show that our correspondence of functions is also monotonic.
Proof of Lemma 7.23. We proceed on a case-by-case basis. We have Γ−1(mλ⊗ eb3) = mλ. If λ
is generic, this equals mJ,λ+mJ,s1λ+mJ,s1s2λ, whose leading term is mJ,s1s2λ. If Wλ is generated
by s1 we have mλ = mJ,λ + mJ,s1s2λ whose leading term is again mJ,s1s2λ. If Wλ is generated
by s2, we have mλ = mJ,λ + mJ,s1λ, whose leading term is mJ,s1λ = mJ,s1s2λ. Lastly, if Wλ

is generated by s1, s2, we have mλ = mJ,λ = mJ,s1s2λ. In all cases, the leading exponent is
s1s2λ = t−1(b3 + λ).

Next, we have

Γ−1(mλ ⊗ eb2) = mλe2 = mλe
ϖ2 +mλe

ϖ1−ϖ2

1 + τ−2 .

If λ is generic, then both λ−ϖ1, λ+ϖ1−ϖ2 are dominant. The above expression then contains
monomials contained in W (λ + ϖ1),W (λ + ϖ1 − ϖ2),W (λ − ϖ1). Since λ + ϖ2 dominates
the others, only the terms contained in the λ + ϖ2 orbit are relevant for the leading term. In
particular, these terms are

1
1 + τ−2

(
eλ+ϖ2 + es1λ+ϖ2 + es2λ+ϖ1−ϖ2 + es2s1λ+ϖ1−ϖ2

)
= 1

1 + τ−2

(
mJ,λ+ϖ2 +mJ,s1(λ+ϖ2)

)
.

If Wλ is generated by s1, we have

mλe2 = 1
1 + τ−2

(
mJ,λ+ϖ2 +mJ,λ+ϖ1−ϖ2 +mJ,s1s2(λ+ϖ1−ϖ2)

)
.

If Wλ is generated by s2, we have

mλe2 = 1
1 + τ−2

(
mJ,λ+ϖ2 +mJ,s1(λ+ϖ2) +mJ,s2s1(λ−ϖ1)

)
.

Lastly, for λ = 0 we have mλe2 = e2 = mJ,ϖ2
1+τ−2 . Note that in every case, the leading exponent is

s1(λ+ϖ2) = t−1(b2 + λ).
Finally, note that

Γ−1(mλ ⊗ eb1) = mλe3 = τ 2mλe
ϖ1 .

For λ generic, this equals
τ 2 ∑

w∈WΣ

ewλ+ϖ1 = τ 2
(
mJ,λ+ϖ1 +mJ,s1(λ−ϖ1+ϖ2) +mJ,s1s2(λ−ϖ2)

)
(note that λ−ϖ2, λ−ϖ1 +ϖ2 are dominant as well). If Wλ is generated by s1 we have

mλe3 = τ 2
(
eλ+ϖ1 + es2λ+ϖ1 + es1s2λ+ϖ1

)
= τ 2

(
mJ,λ+ϖ1 +mJ,s1s2(λ−ϖ2)

)
.
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If Wλ is generated by s2, we have
mλe3 = τ 2

(
eλ+ϖ1 + es1λ+ϖ1 + es2s1λ+ϖ1

)
= τ 2

(
mJ,λ+ϖ1 +mJ,s1(λ−ϖ1+ϖ2)

)
,

and if λ = 0, we have mλe3 = τ 2mJ,ϖ1 . In all cases the leading exponent is λ+ϖ1 = t−1(b1 +λ).
This shows that Γ−1 is triangular. □

Appendix B. Classifying Integrable Small B-Types

The small K-types of real Lie groups are classified in [OS19], and similar to what we do in
Section 7.1, their spherical functions are identified with appropriate Heckman–Opdam hyper-
geometric functions in loc.cit.

We shall now translate their findings in the language of Satake diagrams and weights as in
[PP23]. The following K-types are small:
For AIn: If n = 1: lϖ1 for l ∈ Z. If n > 1 odd: ϖn+1

2 −1, ϖn+1
2

. If n > 1 even: ϖn
2
.

For AIIn: None.
For AIIIn,p: lϖp for l ∈ Z.
For AIVn: lϖ1 for l ∈ Z.
For BIn,p: (i.e. k ∼= so(p)× so(2n+ 1− p)). If p = 2: lϖ0 for l ∈ Z. For p > 2 even: ϖ p

2 −1, ϖ p
2
.

For p > 2 odd: ϖ p−1
2
, ϖ′

2n−1−p
2

, ϖ′
2n+1−p

2
.

For BIIn: sϖn−1, sϖn for s ∈ N0.
For CIn: lϖn+1 for l ∈ Z.
For CIIn,p: If p = 1 and n > 2: sϖ1 for s ∈ N0. If p = 1 and n = 2: sϖ1, sϖ

′
1 for s ∈ N0.

For DIn,p: If p = 2: lϖ0 for l ∈ Z. If p < n and p even: ϖ p
2 −1, ϖ p

2
. If p < n and p odd: ϖ p−1

2
If p = n and n even: ϖn

2 −1, ϖn
2
, ϖ′

n
2 −1, ϖ

′
n
2
. If p = n and n odd: ϖn−1

2
, ϖ′

n−1
2

.
For DIIn: None.
For DIIIn: lϖn+1 for l ∈ Z.
For EI: ϖ1.
For EII: (i.e. k ∼= su(6)× su(2)) ϖ′

1.
For EIII: (i.e. k ∼= so(10)× C) lϖ0 for l ∈ Z.
For EIV: None.
For EV: ϖ1, ϖ7.
For EVI: (i.e. k ∼= so(12)× su(2)) ϖ′

1.
For EVII: (i.e. k ∼= e6 × C) lϖ0.
For EVIII: ϖ1.
For EIX: (i.e. k ∼= e7 × su(2)) ϖ′

1.
For FI: (i.e. k ∼= sp(6)× su(2)) ϖ′

1.
For FII: None.
For G: ϖ1, ϖ

′
1.

Any occurrence of ℓ ∈ Z occurs for a character of k for
AI1,AIIIn,p,AIVn,BIn,2,CIn,DIn,2,DIIIn,EIII,EVII,

the Hermitian cases. In these cases, the only small K-types are the characters.
There are four other families, namely BIIn with sϖn−1 (s ∈ N0), BIIn with sϖn (s ∈ N0),

CIIn,1 with sϖ1 (s ∈ N0), and CII2,1 with sϖ′
1 (s ∈ N0). Note that the Satake diagrams CII2,1

and BII2 are identical (exchanging 1 and 2), and under this isomorphism, ϖ1, ϖ
′
1 correspond

to ϖ1, ϖ2, so we can assume that n > 2 when dealing with CIIn,1.
The remaining cases are the following “sporadic/exceptional cases”: spin representations

ϖn−1, ϖn or ϖn when part of k is of type so(2n) or so(2n+ 1) and
(EI, ϖ1), (EII, ϖ′

1), (EV, ϖ1), (EV, ϖ7), (EVI, ϖ′
1), (EVIII, ϖ1), (EIX, ϖ′

1) (43)
(FI, ϖ′

1), (G, ϖ1), (G, ϖ′
1).

We shall show that none of these exceptional cases is integrable.
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Proposition B.1. Let (g, k, λ) correspond to any of the cases from (43).
Let t ≤ k and h ≤ g be Cartan subalgebras satisfying t ≤ h. I.e. we pick h to be maximally

compact. Then there exists no integral weight µ such that µ|t = λ.

Proof. Consulting [Kna02, Appendix C], we obtain a convention to realise the simple roots of
k inside h.

We now consider the cases. For every case, we define simple roots α1, . . . , αn that generate
the root system Σ(g : h) and simple roots β1, . . . , βr that generate the root system Σ(k : t). Let
ω1, . . . , ωn and ω̃1, . . . , ω̃r be the corresponding fundamental weights.

Next, we assume that µ = ∑n
i=1 aiωi ∈ h∗ restrict to a certain weight and show that this

means that µ cannot be integral.
Case AIn for n = 2r − 1 > 1 odd: We define αi := ei − ei+1 for i = 1, . . . , n and

βi :=


1
2(αi + αn+1−i) i < r
1
2(αr−1 + 2αr + αr+1) i = r

β∨
i =

α∨
i + α∨

n+1−i i < r

α∨
r−1 + 2α∨

r + α∨
r+1 i = r.

• In case µ|t = ω̃r−1, we have ar−1 + ar+1 = 1 and ar−1 + ar+1 + 2ar = 0, which
implies ar ̸∈ Z.
• In case µ|t = ω̃r, we have ar−1 +ar+1 = 0 and ar−1 +ar+1 + 2ar = 1, which implies
ar ̸∈ Z.

Case AIn for n = 2r > 1 even: With the same α1, . . . , αn as before and

βi := 1
2(αi + αn+1−i) (i ≤ r), β∨

i =

α∨
i + α∨

n+1−i i < r

2α∨
r + 2α∨

r+1 i = r

Assume that µ|t = ω̃r, then 2ar + 2ar+1 = 1, which means that at least one of ar, ar+1
is not an integer.

Case (so(2n+ 1), so(2p)× so(2q + 1)) for 1 < p, q: Let αi := ei − ei+1 (i < n) and αn := en.
Let

βi :=

αi i ̸= p

αp−1 + 2αp + · · ·+ 2αn i = p

β∨
i =

α∨
i i ̸= p

α∨
p−1 + 2α∨

p + · · ·+ 2α∨
n−1 + α∨

n i = p.

• If µ|t = ω̃p−1, we have ai = 0 for i ̸= p−1, p as well as ap−1 = 1 and ap−1 +2ap = 0,
hence ap ̸∈ Z.
• If µ|t = ω̃p, we have ai = 0 for i ̸= p and 2ap = 1, which again implies ap ̸∈ Z.
• If µ|t = ω̃n, we have ai = 0 for i ̸= p, n as well as an = 1 and 2ap + an = 0, which

implies ap ̸∈ Z.
In no case is it possible to choose µ integral. This statement covers all cases of type
BIn,p for p > 2.

Case DIn,2p with 2 < 2p: Let αi := ei − ei+1 (i < n) and αn := en−1 + en. Let

βi :=

αi i ̸= p

αp−1 + 2αp + · · ·+ 2αn−2 + αn−1 + αn i = p

Note that all roots are of the same length, so we can add ∨’s on all α’s and β’s in the
above statement and obtain a true statement.
• If µ|t = ω̃p−1 then ai = 0 for i ̸= p− 1, p as well as ap−1 = 1 and ap−1 + 2ap = 0,

which implies ap ̸∈ Z.
• If µ|t = ω̃p, then ai = 0 for i ̸= p and 2ap = 1, which implies ap ̸∈ Z.
• If µ|t = ω̃n−1, then ai = 0 for i ̸= p, n− 1 as well as an−1 = 1 and 2ap + an−1 = 0,

which implies ap ̸∈ Z.
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• If µ|t = ω̃n, then ai = 0 for i ̸= p, n as well as an = 1 and 2ap + an = 0, which
implies ap ̸∈ Z.

Case DIn,2p+1 with 1 ≤ p: Let α1, . . . , αn as before and let

βi :=


αi i < p or p < i ≤ n− 2
ep = αp + · · ·+ αn−2 + αn−1+αn

2 i = p

en−1 = αn−1+αn
2 i = n− 1.

β∨
i =


α∨
i i < p or p < i ≤ n− 2
e∨
p = 2α∨

p + · · ·+ 2α∨
n−2 + α∨

n−1 + α∨
n i = p

e∨
n−1 = α∨

n−1 + α∨
n i = n− 1.

Let µ ∈ h∗ be expanded as µ = ∑n
i=1 aiωi.

• If µ|t = ω̃p, we have ai = 0 for i ̸= p, n− 1, n. Moreover,
2ap + an + an−1 = 1, an + an−1 = 0,

which implies ap ̸∈ Z.
• If µ|t = ω̃n−1, we have ai = 0 for i ̸= p, n− 1, n. Moreover,

2ap + an + an−1 = 0, an + an−1 = 1,
which implies ap ̸∈ Z.

Case EI: Let α1, . . . , α6 as in [Bou68, Planche V]. Let

βi :=


α2 + α4 + α3+α5

2 i = 1
α1+α6

2 i = 2
α3+α5

2 i = 3
α4 i = 4

β∨
i =


2α∨

2 + α∨
3 + 2α∨

4 + α∨
5 i = 1

α∨
1 + α∨

6 i = 2
α∨

3 + α∨
5 i = 3

α∨
4 i = 4.

In case µ|t = ω̃1, we obtain a4 = a3 + a5 = a1 + a6 = 0 and hence 2a2 = 1, which
implies a2 ̸∈ Z.

Case EII: Let α1, . . . , α6 be as previously and let

βi :=

αi i ̸= 2
α1 + α6 + 2(α2 + α3 + α5) + 3α4 = ω2 i = 2

β∨
i =

α∨
i i ̸= 2
α∨

1 + α∨
6 + 2(α∨

2 + α∨
3 + α∨

5 ) + 3α∨
4 i = 2.

In case µ|t = ω̃2, we have ai = 0 for i ̸= 2 and 2a2 = 1, which implies a2 ̸=∈ Z.
Case EV: Let α1, . . . , α7 be as in [Bou68, Planche VI] and let

βi :=

αi i ̸= 2
α1 + α6 + 2(α2 + α3 + α5) + 3α4 i = 2.

Analogously to the last case, we obtain the the expressions for β∨
1 , . . . , β

∨
7 .

• If µ|t = ω̃1, we have ai = 0 for i ̸= 1, 2 and a1 + 2a2 = 0, which shows that a2 ̸∈ Z.
• If µ|t = ω̃2, we have ai = 0 for i ̸= 2 and 2a2 = 1, which shows that a2 ̸∈ Z.

Assume that µ|t = ω̃1 we have ai = 0 for i ̸= 1, 2 and a1 = 1 and a1 + 2a2 = 0, which
shows that a2 ̸∈ Z.

Case EVI: Let α1, . . . , α7 be as before and let

βi :=

αi i ̸= 1
ω1

β∨
i =

α∨
i i ̸= 1
α∨

7 + 2(α∨
1 + α∨

2 + α∨
7 ) + 3(α∨

3 + α∨
5 ) + 4α∨

4 i = 1.

Assume that µ|t = ω̃1, then 2a1 = 1, which implies a1 ̸∈ Z.
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Case EVIII: Let α1, . . . , α8 be as in [Bou68, Planche VII] and let βi and β∨
i be defined as in the

last item (except i can be 8). As before, if µ|t = ω̃1, we have 2a1 = 1, which implies
that a1 ̸∈ Z.

Case EIX: Let α1, . . . , α8 be as before and let

βi :=

αi i ̸= 8
ω8 i = 8,

with
β∨

8 = 2(α∨
1 + α∨

8 ) + 3(α∨
2 + α∨

7 ) + 4(α∨
3 + α∨

6 ) + 5α∨
5 + 6α∨

4 .

If µ|t = ω̃8, we have 2a8 = 1, which implies a8 ̸∈ Z.
Case FI: Let α1, . . . , α4 be as in [Bou68, Plance VIII] and let

βi :=

αi i ̸= 1
ω1 i = 1

β∨
i =

α∨
i i ̸= 1

2α∨
1 + 3α∨

2 + 2α∨
3 + α∨

4 i = 1.

If µ|t = ω̃1, then 2a1 = 1, which implies a1 ̸∈ Z.
Case G: Let α1, α2 be as in [Bou68, Planche IX] and let

βi =

α1 i = 1
ω2 i = 2

β∨
i =

α∨
1 i = 1

3α∨
1 + 2

3α
∨
2 i = 2.

• If µ|t = ω̃1, then a1 = 1 and 3a1 + 2
3a2 = 0, i.e. a2 = 9

2 ̸∈ Z.
• If µ|t = ω̃2, then a1 = 0 and 2

3a2 = 1, i.e. a2 = 3
2 ̸∈ Z.

□

Proof of Lemma 7.28. Let (U,B, γ) be a commuative triple with γ specialisable, then cl(γ)
is a small cl(B)-type in the sense that for the classical branching rules of (cl(U), cl(B)) we
have #B(cl(γ)) = 1. But then cl(γ) is one of the small K-types listed earlier. Since γ is
integrable, so is cl(γ), so that by Proposition B.1, the only possibilities we are left with are γ
one dimensional or (U,B, γ) one of the three families from the claim. □
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List of Symbols

N,Z,Q,C The sets of positive integers, integers, rational numbers,
and complex numbers, respectively. 2.1

q An indeterminate. 3.2
[a]qb q-Number. 3.2
[K; a]qb q-Operator 3.2
k The algebraic closure of C(q). 3.2
X, Y Two lattices that are perfectly paired. 3.1
R A root system. 3.1
Q ≤ P ≤ X The root lattice and weight lattice of R. 3.1
Q∨ ≤ P∨ The coroot and coweight lattices of R. 3.1
α1, . . . , αn A set of simple roots of R. 3.1
h1, . . . , hn The corresponding simple coroots. 3.1
ϵ1, . . . , ϵn Lengths of the simple roots, i.e. ϵi = |αi|2

2 . 3.1
ρ Half-sum of positive roots, or an appropriate generalisa-

tion thereof 3.1
hλ Embedding of λ ∈ X into the Q-span of Y . 3.1
W The Weyl group of R. 3.1
w0 The longest element of W . 3.6
τ0 The diagram automorphism such that w0 = −τ0. 3.6
U A quantum group, usually a Drinfel’d–Jimbo quantum

group. 2.1, 3.2
A A Hopf algebra dual to U. 2.1
cMf,v Matrix element of the U-module M associated to v ∈M

and f ∈M∗ 2.1
U0 The subalgebra of U generated by Kh for h ∈ Y . 4.0
B A coideal subalgebra of U, usually arising from a quan-

tum symmetric pair. 2.2, 3.3
(I•, τ) An admissible pair 3.3
Θ The involutions of X,Y associated with an admissible

pair. 3.3
W• The parabolic subgroup of W associated to the subset I•

of simple roots. 3.3
U• The sub-Hopf algebra of U generated by Ei, Fi, Ki, K

−1
i

for i ∈ I• 3.3
w• The longest element of W•. 3.3
WΘ The elements of W that commute with Θ. 3.6
α̃ The restriction of the root α, equals α−Θ(α)

2 . 3.3
Σ The restricted root system. 3.3
WΣ The Weyl group of Σ, equals WΘ/W•. 3.6
Y Θ The sublattice of Y of Θ-invariants. 3.3
2L The sublattice of X of elements that annihilate Y Θ and

have integer pairings with Σ∨ 3.3
Yreg The subset of Y of regular values. 4.2
Tw The Lusztig braid group operator associated to an ele-

ment w ∈ W . 3.2
· The bar involution of U or of highest-weight modules of

U. 3.2, 3.6
ψι The ıbar involution of B. 3.6
Υ The quasi K-matrix. 3.6
K The universal K-matrix. 3.6
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L(λ) The simple U-module with highest weight λ 3.2
γ An equivalence class of finite-dimensional B-modules.

2.2
V (γ) A representative of the class γ. 2.2
cµ A distinguished element of the centre of U. 3.2
X+(γ) The γ-well, i.e. dominant elements λ ∈ X+ such that

L(λ)|B contains exactly one copy of γ. 3.5
B+(γ) The bottom of the γ-well. 3.5
EV,W The space of matrix-spherical functions. 2.2
Eγ,γ′ see also EV,W , 2.2
EV,W (M) The space of elementary matrix-spherical functions. 2.2,

3.5
Eγ,γ′(λ) see also EV,W (M), 3.5
Φλ
γ The distinguished elementary matrix-spherical function

mapping 1 to 1. 3.5
ΞV,W The bilinear pairing of matrix-spherical functions that

produces zonal spherical functions. 2.3
h The Haar state. 2.3
Res The restriction map. 3.6
▽ A k-valued distribution, usually symmetric Macdonald

weight. 5.0
Hλ,λ′
γ The λ, λ′-entry of the matrix weight. 3.6

Qλ A family of matrix-valued orthogonal polynomials. 6.2
(S, S ′, R,R′, L, L′) The Macdonald data. 5.0
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