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QUANTUM MATRIX-SPHERICAL FUNCTIONS AS ORTHOGONAL

POLYNOMIALS
STEIN MEEREBOER & PHILIP SCHLOSSER

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 ¢ — ¢~'. Various examples of these vector-valued orthogonal polynomials are given
and identified with Intermediate Macdonald polynomials.
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2 STEIN MEEREBOER & PHILIP SCHLOSSER

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. The starting point of this article is the realization of zonal spherical func-
tions on symmetric spaces GG/K as Jacobi polynomials. In his 1987 preprint of |[Mac00],
[an 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 ([K0092]), 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 [K0093|) 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],
[Mee2ba] 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 Schlésser (|Sch23]) to define Intermediate Macdonald Polynomials.

1.2. Main results. Let g be a reductive Lie algebra and let # be an involutive automorphism
of g. Let b := g’ be the subalgebra fixed by 6. The pair (g, b) 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 = W whose ¢ = 1 specialisations are
isomorphic to (U(g),U(¥)). Such a pair (U,B) is called a quantum symmetric pair, and B =
B. s depends on parameters (c, s).

1.2.1. Main results Part[l The main result of Part [I]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 matriz spherical function if

VoeB,x e Ub e B .  f(bxl) =bf(x)b.
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For a simple U-module M, we define the subspace EV'" (M) of elementary matrix spherical
functions, i.e. elements of f € EY'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 € of U (the counit), we call f € E“(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 F¢. 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

o . V.W w,v €,€
Syw ot E R E — F s

which can be combined with the Haar state h on A to give a non-degenerate bilinear pairing
hoZyw : EYW @ 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 E“-module structure of EV"W  Zy - interacts as follows:

Evw (fF, 9G) = fEvw (F, G)g(S(-) K_3,),

where K_,, corresponds to the element —2p (sum of negative roots) embedded into the Cartan
subalgebra of g. Standard quantum group theory defines commutative algebra U° C U corre-
sponding to the Cartan subalgebra. We show that BU’B’ is Zariski dense in U (see Theorem
, 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 U (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 v € k[[X]] ® End(Hom(V, W)) such
that

h(Evw (F,G)) = try ct((—p) > Res(F)V(—p) > Res(G))
(see Proposition [6.6), where ct : k[[X]] — &, the constant term map, maps 3¢y a,e" to ag,
and where (—p)et = g~ P el effects a shift by —p. In essence, the symmetric bilinear pairing
hoZyw thus factors through (—p)>Res(-). This factorisation can be further refined by noting
that EV'W and EW'V are often free modules over £ (see Lemma .

Such a pleasant module structure arises in the context of quantum commutative triples
(U, B,V (7)), which are defined by the condition that

Vie Xt  dim(Homg,,(V(7), L()))),dim(Homg,, (L(N), V(7)) < 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 ¢
(see Theorem . 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 iquantum group
program, initiated by Bao and Wang, to derive symmetries of the corresponding vector-valued
orthogonal polynomials. The universal K-matrix K : L(A) — L(A) [BK19], under certain
technical conditions, intertwines the B-action on L(\). 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 ¢ — ¢! symmetry
(see Theorem [6.19).

The quantum Cartan decomposition (see Theorem 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 . The
procedure to calculate the radial parts is similar in spirit to the classical case |[CM82].
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1.2.2. Main results Part[3 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 W, of the Weyl group Wy (symmetric and
non-symmetric Macdonald polynomials are special cases for J = I and J = (). Like the
Macdonald polynomials, they diagonalise a commutative algebra of ¢-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

e (U,B) of type Bll,, corresponding to Spin(2n + 1)/Spin(2n) with a representation ~
corresponding to sw,_; and sw,, where w, _1,w, correspond to the spin representa-
tions of Spin(2n)

¢ (U,B) of type Cll, 1, corresponding to Sp(2n)/(Sp(2) x Sp(2n — 2)) with a represen-
tation 7 corresponding to swy, where w; is the standard representation of the Sp(2)
factor.

e (U,B) of type DI, corresponding to Spin(2n)/Spin(2n — 1) with a representation -y
corresponding to the spin representation of Sp(2n — 1).

e (U,B) of type Aly, corresponding to SU(3)/SO(3), with a representation 7 corre-
sponding to the standard representation of SO(3).

e (U,B) of type Ag-group, corresponding to (SU(3) x SU(3))/SU(3), with a represen-
tation ~y corresponding to the standard representation of SL(3).

e (U,B) of type All;, corresponding to SU(6)/Sp(6), with a representation 7 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 A, 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 [I}

1.3. Structure. This paper is divided into two parts. Part [I] 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 [l 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 [ the existence a of
matrix valued g-difference equation for the associated vector-valued polynomials is shown, and
the g — ¢! invariance.

Section [7] is the first section of Part [2] and is concerned with the examples. The inner
product from Section [2and 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 Ay with three M-types.
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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 for the

sets of natural numbers (without 0), integers, rationals, and complex numbers.

Definition 2.1. A Hopf algebra over k is a tuple , Aye, S) of

(i) an associative unital k-algebra U,
(it) an algebra homomorphism A : U — U ® U (“comultiplication”), usually written in
Sweedler notation as

Az) =) 20 ® x2) = 20) © T(2),

(7ii) an algebra homomorphism € : U — k (“counit”), and
(iv) an algebra antihomomorphism S : U — U (“antipode”)

such that
(ARid)c A=(1d®RA)c A:U—-TUU®U
(id®e)o A=(e®id)oA=id: U—TU
mo (id®S)ocA=mo(S®id)ocA=1-¢: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
M) @ Ty O Te) = 1) @ L)) DT = Ta) @ L) © s
c(zm)r@) = roe(re) =
r1)S(x2) = S(xa))r@2) = €(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(z)(v) == z@yvS(z(2)-
Let M be a module over a Hopf algebra U, let v e M, f € M*, then define
cf,v::U—Hf, z — f(av).

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

For a pairing (-,-) : U x A — k, we equip the tensor products with the natural pairing
(,): U®U x A® — k defined by

<f®g7a®b>:<f7a><gab>> f7g€U> a,bGA.

Definition 2.4. Two Hopf algebras U and [A] are said to be dual to each other if there is a
nondegenerate pairing (-,-) : A x 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,z) = (f ®g,Au)) for f,g € A,z € U.
(ii) (f,xy) = (A(f),z®@y) for f € A,x,y € U.
(iii) (1,x) = e(x) for x € U.

() (f,1) = ¢€(f) for f € A.
(v) {f,Sx) =(Sf,x) for fe A,z e U.

The Hopf algebra A is said to contain the matriz element cy, of a U-module M if there is a
(necessarily unique) element h € A such that

Ve e U: (h,x) =csy(x) = f(av).

We shall also denote that element by cs,, 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:

z> f = (id®z)A(f)
f<ax:=(z@id)A(f)
where we identify © € U with the map f — (f,x), for f € A.
Proof. We have
zy> [ = (d@zy)A(f) = (i[d@r @ y)(id @A) (A(f))
= (ild®z @ y)(A ®id)(A(f)) = (id@z)A((id @y)A(f))
= x> (y>f)
1> f=(0d®1A(f)=f

and similarly for <. O
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Example 2.6. A common choice for a dual A of U is the set
{feU" |3l <U:dim(U/I) < o0, 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 mazximal choice of A: any other choice A" can be interpreted as a subset of U* sat-
isfying A(A) C A'@ A", By the proof of [Jos95, Lemma 1.4.2] and by [Jos95, Lemma 1.4.1(i)]
we then find that A C A as defined above. In particular, any choice of A is generated by
matrixz elements of finite-dimensional modules.

Remark 2.7. In case U has infinite-dimensional simple representations, the matriz 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 C U* to be
the vector space of matriz 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 ucs, = Cfup and cpptt = cpyyp forve M, f €
M*,u € U), so the notions from Sections |2.12.4 still make sense. However, in that case we
lack an important tool in the study of the matriz-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 11.2.15]).

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 [Bl < U that is a right coideal,
i.e.

AB)CB®U.
Write T' = T'(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] € T' write

m 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 € AQ Hom(W,V') is called a (B, B’)-matrix-
spherical function (MSF) for V,W if

Vobe B,V e B,z eU: f(bxb) =0bf(x)b
(in other words, we require b/ > f = fry (0') for b € B and f<b=my(b)f for b€ B'). Write
Eg:g, = [EV'W (07“|E%7/| if V=2V(y),W ZV() fory,v €T) for the vector space of MSF for
(U,B,V,B" ).
For V. =W =k and the module structures are given by the counit €, we write £ := EETB,

regardless of whether B = B’ or not.
In all other cases, we write EV := EV"V and EY := E"" which implies that B = B’.

Example 2.10. Let M be a simple U-module whose matriz elements are contained in A and
V., W simple finite-dimensional modules over B, B’, respectively. Let j € Homg (W, M),p €
Homg (M, V). Then f: U — Hom(W,V), given by

f(@)(w) == p(xj(w)),
is a MSF. Any such function is called an elementary MSF. Write E‘éVBV,(M) =|EVW(M)| for

the vector space of elementary MSF for M, and call the elements of Eg g/ (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 matriz
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

BV = @ BV (),

MeU
where U denotes the set of equivalence classes of simple finite-dimensional U-modules.
Proof. (i) Write
f - Zcfi,vi ®@m; @ A
i=1

(viewing Hom(W, V) = V @ W*) for v; € M, f; € M*,m; € V,\; € W*. Then the
condition of being an MSF just means that

T T
D Chbu @M@ N =Y ¢ @DMi @ N
i=1 =1

T T

Z Chibrv; @My @ N = Z Cfiv; @My & il

i=1 i=1
for b € B,b' € B’. Note that the map M*® M — A given by f ® v — ¢y, is injective.
Applying its inverse to f and then permuting tensor legs, we obtain

F = Zml &® fz RU; QN € HOIIIB(M, V) ®H01’I1]3/(VV7 M)
=1

Writing F' = >7_; p; ® j; and defining f; to be the elementary MSF defined by (p;, j:),

we have )
f = Z fz'-
i=1

(i) Let f € EY'W. We decompose A as a direct sum into matrix elements of simple
finite-dimensional U-modules. Write

f = Z Cfi,vi ® qbl
=1

where v; € M;, \; € M} and ¢; € Hom (W, V') for simple U-modules M, ..., M,. Write

fi= D i ® b
=1
MM,

Note that the decomposition of A into U-types is invariant under the left and right
action of U. This shows that f; € EY"" and hence with (i) that f can be written as a
linear combination of elementary MSF.

4

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

Proof. We only need to check that ECEV'W C EVW. Let f € B¢, ® € EY'W and v € U,b €
B,y € B and f € E¢,® € EY'W | then
(f@)(bx) = f(bayrm)) (b)) = e(bw)f(2w) ®(be)z()
f(x)@(bz) = b(fP)(x)
(
(

(f®)(xb) = f xl)b(n) (x(z)b(z)) 6(5(1))f( ())‘I)(ﬂc(z)u/(z))
flza)@(z@u) = (f@)(x)d. .
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Lastly, we prove a statement for V = W = k the trivial representation:

Lemma 2.13 ([Mee25b, Proposition 4.25]). Let ¢ € Egp, and assume that S is invertible.
Then ¢ o S € E§—»p)) p-

Proof. Let b € B,b € B,z € U, then
p(S(ST2(V)ab)) = (S(b)S(x)S™ (b))

(S(e )s )S‘1<e(b’(1))b’(2))>
= e(b)) @(S(b@)S(2)S™ (V) ) €(Bly)).

Since the elements by and bjy, lie in B, B', respectively, we obtain
= (bS04 S(2)5 7 (e

= (b S(biz) S (@)S ™ (S(t{w))
= c)e(t)p(S(a)
(572 )e(S(a))elb) 0

Corollary 2.14. Let p € Egg/ and let S be invertible. Let b € B,b' € B,z € U, then

p(S(D)zS~ (V) = e(S(b))p(x)e(ST (V).
Proof. By Lemma [2.13] ¢ o S is a ZSF for S~2(B’), B. Consequently,

P(S(b)zSH(B)) = @(S(ST2(V) S (x)b)) = e(b)e(b)) o (). .

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 [Prul8| §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:
S? = ad(K) for a K € U satisfying A(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 on A, such that Ky gy = Ky Q@Ky).

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
Evw|: BV @ BV = B Ep(®,0)(2) =ty (B(z) ¥ (S (22 K) ).

Proposition 2.17. (i) Zvw is well-defined.
(ii) If ® € EYW W € EWY and f,g € E°, then

Evw ([P, 9V) = fEvw (P, V)S(K >g).
(iii) Let ® € EVW W € EW'V | then
Euw(¢, \I/) = S(K > Emv(qf, Q)))



10 STEIN MEEREBOER & PHILIP SCHLOSSER

Proof. (i) Evw is evidently well-defined as map (A ® Hom(V, W)) x (A® Hom(W,V)) —
A. Tt is k-bilinear and hence descends to the tensor product. It remains to show that
it indeed restricts to V"W @ EWV as claimed. Note that ¥(S(-)K) = U(S(K 1)) =
S(U)a K™ Let be B,V € B,z € U, then

Evw (P, 0)(xb') = tr (x(l)b 1)) (S(b/(Z))S<x(2))K)>
r(<I> (1)) (b(l)S(bl(z))S(x(Z))KD
Evaw (®, W) (z)e(b)

Evw (P, U)( r ‘I’(b(l)fU(l))‘I’(S () b<2> ))
tr (b ®(xa)) Y (S(22))S )

= tr(

( )
tr (@ (1)) ¥ (b)) Kb)))

(2 )

5

-+

T2

) )

(S(x@)S(b

tr(P(z \I/(S (o )S(b(g) *(ba K))
(@ (21)) ¥ (S(22)S(S(br) b)) K ) )
=e(L)Zyvw (P, V) (x )

using the fact that A(b) € B®U (and similar for primes), general properties of A and
S, and the fact that S? = ad(K) by assumption.
(ii) Let x € U, then

HVW (fq) g\lf

tr ((fCIJ z1y)(g¥) (S (2 K))
=tr( f(z g(S T (1)) ) ( (x(3))K)>
= f(zq ))tr (‘If( <2))‘P(S(x@))K))g(S(:C@))K)

= [(21))Evw (P, ¥)(2(2))S(K > g)(z3)),

which equals fEy (P, ¥)S(K > g), evaluated in x.
(iii) Let € U, then

S(K 5 Sy (T, ®))(2) = Sy (U, B)(S(2) K
)

Since V, W are finite-dimensional, we can leverage the cyclicity of the trace to obtain
= () U(S(r(0)K)) = Zvar (@, V)(a). O
Definition 2.18. A functional[h]: A — k is called left-invariant if
(id®h) o A = 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 matriz coefficients of
the simple modules M, N, respectively. Then h(fS(g)) # 0 implies that M = N. Moreover,
restricted to the matriz coefficients of a simple module M, the map (f,g) — h(fS(g)) defines
a non-degenerate pairing. In particular, we have

f(w)g(Kv)

h(cwS(Cqw)) = tr(K)

for a simple U-module M and v,w € M and f,g € M*, and for K still chosen such that
S% = 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 vy,...,v, € M and A\y,..., \, € M* the dual basis. Then assume
that

n

= a;V;, w = bﬂ)i, f = Ci>\i7 g = dz)\z
> > > >
=1 =1 =1

i=1
Note that K is the intertwiner in question. Consequently, we have

n

h(cf,vs(cg,w)) = Z a’ibjckdlh‘(c)\kyvis(c)\hvj))
ik l=1
n /\Z(sz)
= CLZ'b 'delék, DE Y
i,j§1 ! ’ tr(K)

_ fw)g(Kv)

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

Proof. Let @, ¥ be elementary MSF for non-isomorphic simple U-modules, say
= Zcfimi ® @i, U= chivwi ® ;.
i J

Then
Eva (D, 0) =Y cf05(cq, kw,;) trv (dith;)

4,J
and hence
h(Evw (P, ¥)) Zh (Cf0:5 gy 10wy)) trv (dit);) = 0

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

h(Zvw (P, ¥)) Zh Cfw:9(Cq; xw;)) trv (i)

_  JilBw;)g;(Kvy)
= Z h(cgj wj Sy, k) trw (V;04)
by Lemma [2.19, U

try (i)

Proposition 2.21. Let M be a simple U-module that is semisimple over B and B’ with
tr(Ky ) # 0 and let ® € EV'W be a nonzero elementary MSF for M. Then there is ¥ € EV'V

elementary for M such that hoZyw (P, V) = tr(Kle()Ig;/(f){M‘W) (assuming that V,W are realised
as subsets of M ).

Proof. Assume that V- C M, W C M according to the embedding and projection that define
o.

Let v1,...,v, € V C M and wy,...,w,, € W C M be bases of V,W and let fi,...,f, €
V* g1,...,9m € W* be the dual bases extended to M in such a way that the other B-types
are mapped to 0. We then have

O =22 v @wifi

i=1j=1
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Here w; f; denotes the linear map V' — W mapping v — f;(v)w;. Define
v .= Z Zcfi,wj ® v;9; € EWV,
i=1j=1
Then we have
HVW (I) \D Z g],vl cfk,le) trV w]fzvkgl Z Z Cg],UZS fi,K'wj)'
i,k=1j5,l=1 i=1j=1
Applying h to this, and applymg Lemma [2.19, we obtain

ZZ gj Kw] fi(Kv;) tr(KM|V)tr(KM|W)' B

h(Zyw (P, ¥)) =
i=1j=1 Ku) tr(K )

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 [Koll4].

3.1. Root System. Let I = {1,...,n} and A = (a;,):jer be a symmetrisable Cartan matrix
and be two lattices equipped with a perfect pairing (-,-) : ¥ x X — Z, and with linearly

independent elements
€ X, ey
such that (h;, ;) = a; ; for all 4, j € I. Note that in general we don’t require X ® Q and Y @ Q
to be spanned by the (a;)ier or (h;)ier. If e.g. A is of affine type, this will not be the case.
Let € N be such that DA is symmetric for D = diag(ey, ..., €,). Equivalently, we
can imagine X to be equipped with a symmetric bilinear form - such that

Viel: Oéi'OéZ'GQN
Vijel: 29°% ¢ N,
(67N e 7]

and such that
Q; - QO

Vi, g €1: hi,a;) =2 :
(2W) < a]) a; -

Then ¢; = 9%,
Define the2 embedding X — Y ®; Q, A — by mapping A € X to the unique element
h €Y ®z Q satistfying
VueX:p-A=(h,pu.
In particular, h,, = €¢;h; € Y.
Let H = (hi ;)i jer be the Coxeter matrix associated to A, i.e. we have

1 1=
s
_ — ;i@ <4
hiJ - arccos( az‘ga“) A :
00 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:
siph:= p — (hy, pyay, sih == h — (h, ;) h;.

Let Q, QY be the lattices generated by ay,...,a, and hq, ..., h,, respectively, and let PV, P be
the corresponding dual lattices. Note that in general, PV, P are quotients of Y, X, respectively.
Let

Wi, ...,wW, € P, wlv,...,wXEPV
be the dual bases of hq,..., h, and aq,..., a,.



QUANTUM MATRIX-SPHERICAL FUNCTIONS AS ORTHOGONAL POLYNOMIALS 13

These are the fundamental weights and coweights. Note that in general, P, PY are quotients
of X,Y, respectively. The lattices @), QY, P, P¥ are evidently also acted upon by W. Let
[R] C @ be the union of all W-orbits of ay,...,a,. It is a reduced root system,
are its root and weight lattices, and are its coroot and coweight lattices. Moreover,
Wiy e ey Whywy, ..., w) are its fundamental (co)weights.

Write ht : @ — Z for the group homomorphism mapping «; — 1 (i € I). In case X =
P Y = (Y, the lattices X,Y are said to make up the simply connected root datum. In case
X =Q,Y = PV, 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 :=
S Noa; and QVT = Y7 | Ngh; are non-negative. This extends to partial orders on X,Y.
Write R, RYT for the subsets of R, R" of positive elements.

w € P (resp. wY € PY) is said to be dominant if w(Q¥") C Ny (resp. wY(QT) C Np).
Similarly 4 € X is said to be dominant if (Q¥*, u) C Ny. Write X for the subset of dominant
elements.

Choose 2gl € Y ®7 Q such that

(2p, ;) = 2¢;.

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

a€RT

Bijective maps 7 : I — I are called diagram automorphisms if a; j = a,( ;) for all 4,5 € I.

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

ab —ab ab —1,—ab
g —q Kq"” — K 'q
la] | = o (K a)p|:= T (1)
4 —4q 4 —4q
(as in [Wat21} §2.2]) as well as [K], = [K; 0], wherever this doesn’t lead to confusion. Define

g = q°.

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

(Ei)ier, (Fiier, (Kn)ney
subject to the relations
Ky=1
Vhh' €Y : KKy = Kpiw
Viel,heY: K,E; =¢"EK,
Viel,heY K,F,=q¢"EEK,
Vijjel: [B.F)= @ii? — 5K,
Vi,jel: Fy;(E,E;)= F,-j(l;i,Fjl) =0
where K; := K., and

i

aPya?
pip=t—as; PI'[P]

fora,j e l.
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We equip U with the following Hopf algebra structure:

AF) =FeK '+1®F
A(Ky) == Ky ® K,

€(E;) =¢€(F;) =0

e(Kp) =1

S(E;) == —K;'E,

S(F;) == —FK;

S(Kp) == K_,

foriel and heY.
Lemma 3.2. The thus-defined (U, A€, S) is a Hopf algebra.
Proof. This is concluded at the end of [Lusl0, §3.3.4]. O

Remark 3.3. Our setting corresponds to an X- and Y -regular root datum of type (1,-) from
(Lus10], where the embeddings I — X and I —'Y are given by i — «; and i — h;, respectively.
In (Koll4, §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 QY. 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, ), and not a root system.

Lemma 3.4. If 2p as chosen earlier lies in' Y (as is the case for R finite), we have S? =
ad(K_s,). This shows that U is sovereign as in Remark[2.15,

Proof. Both 5% and ad(K _,,) are endomorphisms of k-algebras, so it suffices to prove that they
agree on the algebra generators. We have
S*(Kn) = Ky, = ad(K_2,)(K»)
S*(E;) = —S(K;'E;) = -S(E)S(K; ') = K; 'E;K;
=q B = K _9,EKs, = ad(K_»,)(E;)
S*(Fy) = —S(FK;) = K FK;
= QZEiE = K,QPEKQP = ad(K,QP)(AFZ'). O
Definition 3.5. For A\ € X, write for the simple U-module with highest weight A,
as defined e.g. in [Lusl0, Proposition 3.5.6] (it is called Ay there; simplicity is proven in
Corollary 6.2.3 under the condition of X- and Y -regularity).
Similarly, we write E‘é’g,()\) for E‘é:‘g,(L()\)).
Theorem 3.6 (|Lusl0, Corollary 6.2.3(c)]). Let M be a U-module satisfying:
(i) Weight module: For A € X we define

M, = {m e M ‘ VheY  : Kym= q<h”\>m}.
We require that M = @yex My;
(ii) Integrability: For every m € M andH i € I there is N € Ny such that for alln > N:
E'm = F'm = 0;
(7ii) Local boundedness above: For every m € M there is N € Ny such that for all A € Q

with ht(A\) > N and all x € Uy (here Uy is the A-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(\) for A € X,
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Corollary 3.7 (|[Lusl0, Propositions 6.3.4, 6.3.6]). If I is of finite type, the simple modules
L(\) for A € XT 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 2p € Y, the following construction allows us to construct a
natural transformation K_o, (of the forgetful functor of the category of U-weight modules) such
that
S2(x) = ad(K_y,)(x)
for all x € U, and such that
S*(x)v = K_gx K-y v
whenever in addition v is an element of a U-weight module.
Let h € Y ®2Q, let n € Ny such that nh € Y. We pick a n-th root qy of q, which exists since
k is algebraically closed.
Given this choice, we define the natural transformation Ky as follows: for any weight module
M we have
VAEX,me M : Kpm:=qg" m,
which is well-defined since (nh,\) € Z. This is a natural transformation since for every
morphism f: M — N we have f(M,) C Ny, and hence f also intertwines the action of Kj.
In particular, since U is a weight module over U (via ad), the operator ad(K_o,) makes
sense and with the same proof as for Lemma we obtain that S* = ad(K_s,) for a suitably
chosen 2p € Y ®z Q, which means that

(2p, ;) = 2¢;.

Recall that & = C(gq) and that C 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—q, E; — Ei, Fi— F, Kp— K-,
forie I, heY. This is well-defined by [Lus10, §3.1.12] and is called the bar involution.

Definition 3.10. Let A € Xt and vy € L(A), \ {0}. Define =: L(X\) — L(X) to be the unique
C-linear map with

U = Ty, reU
which extends to a C-linear map ~ : L(A\)* — L(\)* by setting
f)=f@)

This is well-defined by [Lus10, §19.5.4]

Definition 3.11. For each w € W wm’tefor the automorphism Ty) , : U — U from (Lus1d0,
§37.1.5, §39.4.7].

For all h € Y and w € W, we recall that T,,(K;) = Kyp.

Definition 3.12. For a U-weight module M and £ € Hom(X, k*) we define the endomorphism
§:M — M as &v, = E(pn)v,, forv, € M,

We set UY = k(K}, : h € V). Recall that U is a U-weight module via ad, for each ¢ €
Hom(X, k) the automorphism ad(§) : U — U (i.e. £ acting in the adjoint representation of U)
acts as the identity on U° as it has weight 0.

Definition 3.13. In case I is of finite type, let A be the algebra generated by finite-dimensional
matriz elements, i.e. the mazimal 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 mazimal dual algebra A
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from Ezample [2.0 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 elementsfor every j € X+
satisfying 2h, € Y. ¢, acts on the finite-dimensional simple module L(\) as the scalar

3 g 0 dim(L (1),

veX
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 ¢, of
Joseph is an element whose image under the Harish-Chandra map is made up of K_;,, where
L(p), # 0, so in order for these elements to be contained in our quantum group, we also require
that 2h, € Y (which then also implies 2h, € Y for all other weights v of L(u)). O

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, C I of finite type, letfwd] denote the longest element in the
parabolic subgroup : (s;:1€ly) CW.

Definition 3.16. An admissible pair consists of a subset Iy C I of finite type and an

involutive diagram automorphism 7 : 1 — I such that

(Z) T Ie = _w.;

(i) If i € I\ Iy and 7(i) =i then (p],a;) € Z.
Here p! denotes the half sum of positive coroots of the root system generated by I,. Set I, :=
I'\ I, and set

Le={iel,|1(i)=1iVjely: (hj,0;) =0}.
An admissible pair is said to be compatible with the datum of the lattices X,Y if there is an
involution T on X (that we extend to Y by the pairing) satisfying 7(o;) = o).

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' U I', where I' are the simple roots of a root system X, and let T
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 forY ), and extend
T to these lattices by exchanging the two copies of X' (resp. Y'). Then (0, 7) 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' x 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 (/,, 7) compatible with X, Y we associate an involution [©| = —w,o7
acting on X,Y as well as Q, QY, P, PV. For each root a € R, set || = %(a). The set

J=talaecr 0@ #apc x.
is called the restricted root system. Write ¥V C Y ®z Q for its dual. Define
={ e X[ (Y9N =0,(2V,)) 2z}
denoting the ©-invariant elements of Y'). We set
[U=kE; F;,Kf - jel,)<U

and set

U =k(K, : heY®) <U.
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Remark 3.19. By [Koll4, Definition 2.3] and an argument similar to [Ara62, §2.5], the finite-
type admissible pairs are classified by the group cases (Example and the Satake diagrams.

Definition 3.20. We now define the quantum symmetric pair coideal subalgebra [B| = B,
associated to the admissible pair (1o, T) compatible with X,Y . It is the subalgebra of U generated
by U,, UL, and the elements

B = F+ ¢;Ty. (Byi)) K; ' + iK' (i € LL).
We refer to (U,B.s) as a quantum symmetric pair (QSP), and to the algebra B. s as a QSP-
coideal subalgebra of U. The QSP-coideal subalgebra B, s depends on a family of scalars (¢, s) €
(k) x k™ that satisfy
CEC:{dG (kX>I° dZ:dT(Z) Zf OéZ@(OéZ):O}
seS={tckl t;#0 = (j € Ls and (h;, ;) € —2NyVi € L\ {j}H}.

Remark 3.21. Note that our choice of parameters ¢ differs from [Kollj|] because we absorb the
factors s(1,7)(cu) into c¢;. That the condition ¢; = ¢y for oy - ©(a;) = 0 remains unchanged
follows from the fact that a;-©(cy;) = 0 fori # 7(i) and i € I, implies that (ps, ;) = 0 as well.

QSP-coideal subalgebras B, s are right coideal subalgebras, i.e.
A(B.s) CB.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
¢: (e, 8)— (d,t) if Ad(§)(Bes) = Bay. (2)

This action induces an equivalence relation on the set of parameters.

Remark 3.22. By [Koll4, Rem 9.3/, if I is of finite type and ¥ is reduced, any two standard
parameters are equivalent. Furthermore, if I is irreducible and Y is non-reduced, there is v € I
such that (¢,0) ~ (d,0) iff ¢; = d;.

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

BD).

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 ¢ = 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.
(Let0d, Sec 1].

Definition 3.25. Let U denote the A -subalgebra generated by E;, Fy, K; ' and 121-_—117 withi € 1.
Furthermore, for each subspace W C U we write W=wnTuU.

Recall that the quotient U /(q— 1)6 is isomorphic to U(g), the universal enveloping algebra
of g, the reductive Lie algebra that can be defined from the Cartan subalgebra Y ®z C and the
Dynkin diagram I. For a dominant weight A € X the A-module La () := Uv, is specialized
by setting L(A\)! := La(\)/(¢q—1)La()\). The U(g)-module L(A)! is the highest weight module
of weight X. We write cl for the quotient maps U — U(g), L*(\) — L(\)' and A — C.

Definition 3.26. A B, s-module V' is called specializable if there exists a basis B = {v1,...v,} C
V' such that B.s - span, B C spany B.
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Definition 3.27. A parameter (c, s) is specializable if ¢;, s; € A and

(G 1 if T(i) =1
C = v . .
Cr(i) (=)o) if (i) #
for each i € I, and quasi-specializable if it is contained in the orbit, regarding the action ,
of a specializable parameter.

In the case of a specializable parameter we have U(g) D Bey/(1 — ¢)Bes = U(#), cf. [Let99),
Thm 4.9] or [Koll4, Thm 10.8]. We recall that specializable modules V' allow us to form the
U(t)-module V := 3,5 Av® C. In particular, for each finite-dimensional simple B, s-module
V' the existence of a specializable basis is assured by |Let00, Lemma 7.3].

Theorem 3.28. [Mee25b, Thm 4.15] Let A € X T be a dominant weight, and let (c,s) be a
quasi-specializable parameter. If the U-module L(X) decomposes as @i~ L; into simple B s-

modules, then the U(g) module L(\)' decomposes as @, L; into simple U(t) modules.
Remark 3.29. From now on always assume that (¢, s) is quasi-specializable.

Lemma 3.30. The bilinear pairing
hoZyw: EYW x EWV — k
is non-degenerate.
Proof. Tt is sufficient to show the claim for elementary spherical functions. Let ® € EV"" be

nonzero elementary MSF and let ¥ € E™Y be as in Proposition . Then it follows by
Proposition that
tr(Kar|v) tr( K |lw)
tr(K ) ‘
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 Zy y (P, ¥) # 0. O

h o EV,W(®7 \I/) =

3.5. Quantum commutative triples. We continue the study of matrix-spherical functions
from Section 2.2l In this section we study B-modules which are multiplicity-free in every
integrable U-module. Following [Prul8], such modules give rise to a family of vector-valued
orthogonal polynomials. We apply the techniques of Section to show that the classification
of such modules is independent of q.

Definition 3.31. A B.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(€)-modules. Recal from Definition
that I' 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 v € I'. The triple (U,B.,7) is a quantum commutative triple if
Vie Xt dim(Homg,, (V(7),L(}))),dim(Homg, (L(A),V(y))) < 1.
If both inequalities are equalities and L(\) is finite-dimensional, \ is said to be ~y-spherical.
Write for the set of dominant v-spherical weights.
We write = EVOVO(L(N)) (recall the notation [EVY (M) from Ezxample .
Lemma 3.33. Write v = € for the trivial B, s-module (given by the counit €). If I is of finite
type and B s is either standard or real nonstandard, we have Xt (e) = 2L7.
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Proof. This follows from [Let03, Theorem 3.2]. Note that the proofs also work for the case
where X ®7 Q is not spanned by the roots. O

Lemma 3.34. Let (U,B,~) and (U,B’,«') be quantum commutative triples and let 0 # & €
E%’};,, then X (v)NXT*(v') is nonempty. Moreover, if & € Eg’};,(/\), then A € XT(y)NXT(v).

Proof. By Lemma (ii) we can without loss of generality assume that ® can be written in
terms of matrix elements of a simple finite-dimensional module, say of L()). By Lemma [2.11(i),
we can then write @ in terms of elementary MSF. Therefore there exist nonzero intertwiners
in Homg(L(\), V(7)) and Homg/ (V' (7'), L(A)). This shows that A € X (v)N X" (), which is

therefore nonempty. O

In case B = B’ and 7 = «/, each one-dimensional space Ef(A) (for A € XT(v)) has a
distinguished element.

Lemma 3.35. Let (U,B.s,7) be a quantum commutative triple where U is of finite type and
let X € X*(v). There exists a unique elementary MSF |®)| € E7(X) satisfying ®3(1) = 1 (the
identity endomorphism of V(vy)). Furthermore, the (¢$)7€X+(’Y) form a k-basis of E7.

Proof. By Lemma [2.11fi), the space of elementary MSF for L()) 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 [Lusl0, Proposi-
tion 6.3.4(b)] to see that every finite-dimensional U-module is also semisimple and then apply

Lemma [2.11(ii). d
Definition 3.36. Define the map cl : I' — 'y, mapping v to cl(v), the U(€)-type of the
specialized module V() := V(cl(7)).

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

Lemma 3.37. Let (U(g),U(¥),cl(v)) be a commutative triple, then (U, B.s,7) is a commuta-
tive triple.

Proof. In order to reach a contradiction, we assume the existence of A € X* such that [L(\) :
V(7)] > 1. Applying [Mee25b, Theorem 4.15] and [Let00, Thm 7.9] yields [L*(\) : V(cl(v))] >
1, a contradiction. Therefore, [L(A) : V(y)] <1 forall A € XT. O

Lemma 3.38. Let (U(g), U(¥),cl(v)) be a commutative triple (in the classical sense), and let
V(v) and V (v') be integrable B s-modules with isomorphic specializations such that there ezists
a v,v'-spherical weight X € X*. Then, V() and V(') are isomorphic B, s-modules.

Proof. Let m., and m. denote the multiplicities of V() and V(') in L())|s,, respectively.
Using [Mee25b, Theorem 4.15], the decomposition

L)' = @ MV (cl(7))

corresponds to a decomposition L(\) = @!_; m.,V (y;). Thus, due to multiplicity-freeness V (7)
is isomorphic to V' (v'). O

To show that there is a one-to-one correspondence between quantum commutative triples
and classical commutative triples we can then use Lemmas and [3.37, The only missing
step is then to show that if (U(g), U(¥),cl(v)) is commutative and -, specialize to cl(y) that
7,7 are B s-types in an integrable U-module. We show this in Theorem [3.43

Notation 3.39. Write I' C I" for the equivalence classes of modules for which (U,B.s,7) is
commutative. Analogously define I'{ C T'y.
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In Theorem we use techniques of [Wat25|, as preparation we introduce a lattice and an
abelian group.

Set X' equal to X/{\—0O(\) : A € X}, and 7 : X — X" equal to the corresponding quotient
map. Set Y':={h €Y :0(h)=h} and (, ) : X* X Y" to be the pairing induced from X x Y.
These abelian groups play the role of the coroot, and weight lattices for B ;.

Definition 3.40 (Weight module, [Wat25| §3.2]). A B.s-module M is a weight module if it
admits a decomposition
M = @ M
(ex
such that
(i) M; C {m € M|Kym = ¢"v} for all h € Y*;
(ZZ) EjMC - MC+OTJ' s F}Mc - MCfCTj fOT CL”] € I.,'
(ZZZ) BkMC - MC*OTk fO’I” all k € 1.

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

M@V V- @ %

cex? AEX, A=(

According to [Wat25, §5.1], each irreducible B, s-submodule V() C L(X) is itself canonically
a B s-weight module.

Notation 3.42. Let L denote the Levi subalgebra generated by E;, F; with i € I, and U°. We
remark that L is itself a quantum group, and we let By (—o00) denote its canonical basis, cf.
[LUSIU, §25/

Forn>0,kel, and ( € X" let ‘Bé"g be the divided power as introduced in [Wat25, §4.1].

Theorem 3.43. The map cl: I'* = I'{ is a bijection.

Proof. Well-Definedness & Injectivity: Let v € I"and n € I'“ such that V' (cl(v)) = V(cl(n))
as U(#)-modules. This isomorphism induces a linear space isomorphism preserving the
weight spaces V(7)e — V(n)e, for each £ € X*. Let v € V(v)e and w € V(n)e be
nonzero U,-highest weight vectors with identical specialization. Let (b;)jcr, € Z%,

and (¢;)ier, € Zé‘)o satisfy

E](aﬁa)w = JTj(ij)w =0 and EJ(-aj+a)v = FJ-(bj+1)U =0 forall je€l,,

and
%§%+1)U =0, %E%H)w =0 forall i€l,.

The existence of these integers is assured by [Wat25, Proposition 4.3.2.]. Given yu € X™*
such that 7 = &, we may, by replacing p by p + v where 7 = 0, assume that

(hj, ) > bj,
(hi, p 4wt (b)) > ¢

for all j € I,, i € I, and b € By(y) = By = {b € Br(—00) : bv # 0}. Let V*(0, ) be
the module from |[Wat25, §3.3]. By [Wat25, Theorem 4.2.6], we have inclusions

V() = V'(0,u) < V(n).

By [Wat25, Proposition 3.3.3] we have V*(0,u) = L*(0,u) = Uy ®@ v, = L(p), in
particular cl : I'* — T'{ is injective and well-defined.

Surjectivity: Let V! be a simple integrable U(€)-module. Then there exists a dominant weight
A € XT such that L(\)! = @®l_, L;, with L; = V1. By [Mee25b, Theorem 4.15], this
decomposition corresponds to L(\) = @._, L;. Thus there exists a B, -module V (v)
specializing to V1. U
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Definition 3.44. The bottom of the v, ~'-well is defined as
BH(,7) = {A e XT(NNXT() A= p g XT) N XF() )

We write B ()| m BH(v,7). If BT (v) contains one element, we say that ~ is an integrable
small B-type.

Corollary 3.45. Let (U,B.s,7) be a quantum commutative triple then X (y) = B+ (y)+2L".
Furthermore, if (U,Bgat,7') is a quantum commutative triple with different parameters and
cl(v) = cl(v'), we have X*(v) = X" (7).

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]. O

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 matriz-valued weight for the vector-valued polynomials that we
construct later.

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

Definition 3.46. A parameter (c, s) € (k*)> x k' is called uniform if
Cr(i) = (_]_)<29Y7ai>qai'(@(ai)—290)€i and s; =35 for each i€ . (3)
Notation 3.47. Letfwg € W denote the longest element.

Let [ro]: I — I denote the diagram involution with wo(c;) = —ay,() for each i € I,. Diagram
automorphisms 7 : I — I act on U by

B — En(i), F,— Fﬂ@)? K, — Kn(i)’ for each i € I.

We set 0 := 7 o7y (where 7 is used to define B, ).

During the remainder of this section we furthermore assume c,;) = ¢; and s = s;, for
each 1 € I,. When these conditions are fulfilled, ¢ restricts to an involutive automorphism of
B. s and thus acts on I'. Let % 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 ¢° — q—° for each s € Q.
Theorem 3.49 ([BK19|[BW18]). The following three statements hold

(i) There exists a unique anti-linear involution : Bes — Bes such that 'y, = E|U-
and

B, — B;, Kp— K_p, where 1€ 1,,h €Yo.
(ii) There exists an up to scalar multiple unique element [Y|€ %+ such that
P'(x)T =TT, where x € Bes.

We refer to T as the quasi K-matrix.
(iii) For each A € X there exists a & € Hom(X, k) such that the opemtor = YT, T,
satisfies

Kzv = o(z)Kv, where  x € Beg,v € L(A\),A € XT.
We refer to KC as the universal K-matrix.

Lemma 3.50. Let A € Xt (v) and let p: L(\) — V(v) and i : V(v) — L(\) be B-linear maps
satisfying p o i = idy ).

Then poK : L(A\) = V(o(v)) and K~toi: V(a(vy)) = L()\) are also B-linear maps satisfying
po KK toi= idv(,y).
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Proof. Let v € L(X\) and x € B, then
p(Kzv) = p(o(z)Kv) = o(z)p(Kv)
by Theorem m(iii). The other claim follows analogously. O

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 (sbar invariant). We say a vector v € L(A) is wbar invariant if Yo = v and
we say a vector f € L(\)* iswbar invariant if fY1 = f.

In Proposition [3.53, we show the existence of a :bar invariant basis that is independent of
embedding. We first need a preliminary result. Recall the elements ‘B](;;j ) from Notation

.42l

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

0#ve LNy, Ejv=0= ]7](<hj”\>+1)v, and %ggj”w“)v =0, (4)
forall j € I, and k € 1.

Proof. Let m, : L(A\) = V(v) be the B, s-equivariant projection. As v is a cyclic vector for
L()\) as a B, 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 (Hoch’s(L()\), V(fy)) =1,

since any v € V(v), with defines a B, ¢-linear map vy — v, again by [Wat25, Theorem
4.2.6]. O

For Proposition [3.53] recall the notion of a specializable basis as introduced in Definition

9. 201

Proposition 3.53. Let (U, B, v) be a quantum commutative triple. There exist bases (v;)j=1,..n
V(v) and (f;)j=1..n. € V(7)* dual to each other such that for every A\ € X*(v) there are B-
linear maps i : V() — L(A) and p : L(X\) — V(v) such that p o i = idy () and such that all
i(vj) and fjop (j =1,...,n) are tbar-invariant.

Proof. Fix a v-spherial weight X € X" (v) and write v = m,(vy) € V(v) for the vector from
Lemma Let {byv,...,b,v} be a specializable basis of V' (y) with b; € B forall 1 < j < n.
For 1 < j < nlet v; = (bj + ¢"(b;))v. Since cloy* = cl, it follows that {vq,...,v,} is a
specializable basis of V(7).

Next, consider a y-spherial weight A € X () and the, up to scalar multiple unique, B-linear
map i : V(y) — L(A). According to |[AV25, Proposition 4.2.1 (a), Proposition 4.2.2], we have
cl(T) = 1. Moreover, we note that clo~ = cl. Together this yields the equality

—_—
—_——

Ti(V(y)) = V(7))
from which it follows that YV (y) = V() by multiplicity-freeness. Thus
o= i(V(3)) = i(V(3).
By B-linearity p(Yi(v)) defines another vector satisfying the properties of Lemma , thus

by multiplying with a scalar, we can fix i so that Yi(v) = i(v). Let 0y =i(vj) = i(b; +¢*(b;))v.
Because Yi(v) = i(v) and "(b; + (b)) = b; + 1*(b;), it follows that the vectors {vy, ..., v,}
are ebar invariant.

Let fi,..., fn € V(7)* be the dual basis of vy,...,v,. For 1 <j <mnlet f] = fjop, then it

holds that

(T > fo) (@) = f(Y7'5;) = fuX10;) = ful(@;) = filv)) = 0y = On,

N
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which shows f, Y1 = fi. Write L(A\) = V(y)@®V(y)*, with respect to the decomposition of
L()) as a semisimple B-module, which is guaranteed by Definition [3.32, As YV (v) = V (), it

follows that YV (y)L = V(y)+. Let w € V(y)*. Then
T > fu(w) = fi(p( I@ ) = fx(0) =0.
EV(y)*
Thus, T~!'> f. = fr. O
Recall from Definition the algebra A generated by finite-dimensional matrix elements

Definition 3.54. Denote by : A — k[X] the composition of Resyo : A — Hom(U°, k)
with Hom(U%, k) = k[ X].
Let M be a U-module. If f € M*, and v € M 1is written as v = 3 ,cx v, for v, € M, then

Res(c%,) =Y f(uu)et.

pneX
Notation 3.55. Define the following action of Y @7 Q on k[X] (or even on k[[X]]):
h e = ghNet,

This is an action by k-algebra automorphism.
Moreover, denote © : k[X] — k[X] the anti-linear involution mapping e* — e* for all A € X.

Lemma 3.56. Let A € X, v € L(\) and f € L(\)*. Then
C%E(Kh) = f(K_hU).
Proof. We have B
4 5(Kn) = F(KyD).
By definition of f, this equals

= f(Kh@) = f(K,h’U). ]
Lemma 3.57. Let A € X, and let v € L(\), f € L(\)* be wbar-invariant. Then

G 5(Kn) = Gop e 17 00 Kuwon)-

Proof. Recall that K = TET, T, 1. This implies that
T = KTy T " = KTy (wel) ' T,

Moreover, since ¢* and ~ coincide on U,, T commutes with U, and hence also with its closure.
This closure contains T,,,, so that

T =T YT, = T KTy (wel) "
This allows us to conclude
¢} 5(Kn) = iy x-1,(Kn) = fF(TET0)
= F(Tw KTy (we&) ™ K (wal) T KT )
= [(Tw KT KT, KT, v)
= [T KKun K71, )
= C;OTw.IC,IC—lTJ}v(KWOh)' O

Lemma 3.58. Let B.s,Bg:+ be coideal subalgebras derived from the same admissible pair,
where ¢, d are related as follows:

¢ =d; i=7(i) or a; - O(a;) =0
CiCr(s) = didry @ # 7(i) and oy - O(a;) # 0 '
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Let f € Eg,_, B,, and write P := (—p)>Res(f). We have P € k(2L

In particular this implies P = 19(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’, By s ) is Wy-invariant
if B = xc(By,s c24) for s’ an allowed non-standard parameter and ¢; # 1 implying that 7(i) # ¢
and «; - O(a;) # 0. In particular, we have

XC(Bi,O,s;,c?di) = ciq%<p7@(ai)+ai> ad(KP)<BQ i ﬂ)

Ler()

s’

for s! = el Note that s, # 0 is only allowed for cases when ¢; = 1 and o; = —O(«;),
ciq2 e

so that s = s.. This shows in particular that we can rewrite the condition on B’ as B’ =
ad(Kp)(Bg73,7%), or alternatively that B’ = ad(K,)(By.s a) where

did ;) = dgd’T(i) i # 7(i) and «a; - O(ay) # 0.

To translate this statement to our notations we assume that there is an involutive algebra
automorphism and coalgebra antiautomorphism ¢ of U mapping ¢(B.s) = By ys x. for some
structural constants X, Y that only depend on I,, 7. Assume furthermore that ¢(Kj) = K_.

Let now f € Eg p,,, then P = Res(f<aK_,) where faK_, € E;’;(KP)(BC,S),BM. Then

(faK_,)o¢ 'isa ZSF for ad(K,)(Byysxc) and By y xq in Letzter’s parlance. The conditions
that ¢, d satisfy can be rewritten as follows

CiXZ' = dZXz 1= T(Z) or «; - @(Oél) =0

CiCT(i)XiXT(i) = dz‘dT(i)XiXT(i) 1 7§ T(l) and (67 @(az) 7§ 0,

{di =d] i=7(i) or a; - Ocy;) =0

which by the previous argument shows that

Res((f aK_,)o ¢’1) =P

is invariant under Wy, hence so is P.

To prove the two conclusions, we recall that Wy, and its actions are obtained from the group
, the subgroup of elements of W that commute with ©, and its normal subgroup W, ([Ara62,
§2.9]). In particular, P is invariant under We.

Denote by R, the root system generated by the simple roots o;; with j € I,. Since © leaves R,
invariant, W, and in particular w, commutes with ©. Moreover, we have Ow 0 = weTwWow,T.
Since 7 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 w, so we have

OUWO = WeTW)TWe = WelWoWe.

Since wy can be written as the composition of —1 with the diagram automorphism 7y (that is
the nontrivial diagram automorphism if U is of type A,, D, (n odd), or Eg), we have

OuweO = woTy(ws)Ws.

Using |Ara62], it can be checked that in every case 7y permutes I,, and as such 7o(we) = w,.
Consequently, also wy commutes with © and hence also leaves P invariant. U

Recall the involutions ° : k[2L] — k[2L] and 0 = 7o 71y : U — U from Notation and the
beginning of Section [3.6] respectively.

Definition 3.59. Lety € I and A\, \' € X*(v), then using Definition[2.16 we define the matrix
weight

H)™|:= (—p) > Res (2,(®), 22)).

Lemma 3.60. Let A\, N € XT(v), then (H:f\)\’)o _ H)\,A;'
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Proof. Choose ibar-invariant dual bases vy,...,v, € V(vy) and fi,..., f, € V(y)* and linear
maps p : L(A\) — V(y),p' : LX) — V(v) and i : V(vy) — L(A),i : V(y) — L(XN) as in
Proposition 3.5 (for A and X). Then p,i (resp. p/,7’) can be used to define the elementary
MSF <I>$ (resp. @i‘/). In particular, we have

n
A
- Z Cfjop,i(vy) Vi ® fi-
Ji,k=1

This shows that for h € Y we have

/\)\’
HA{ kzl Cf op; Z(Uk)(Kh p)cfkop A (v5) (K_h ,0) (5)
s

We apply Lemma to obtain

. ( Z op z(vk h+P)Cj\?kopl7il(vj)(Kh+P)) : (6)
J.k

Since by choice, the elements f; o p,i(v;) (j = 1,...,n, also the primed versions) are :bar-
invariant, we can apply Lemma and obtain

n )\ ,
B- (; ijOPOTwo’CJC_sz;.li(vk)(K_woh_p) Fuop! oTipa KK 1T () (L woh— p)) ' g
k=1

Note that p,i,p’,i" are U,-linear, so they all commute with T,,,. Furthermore, (T, 'v;);—1, .
and (f;Ty,)j=1,.n are dual bases of V(v) and its dual, and we can replace them with our
original (vj);=1,., and (f;)j=1,..n, so that the above reads

(7) = (j%r; C?jopolC,IC1i(vk)(K—’woh—P)c};op’oKJC1i’(vj)(Kth—ﬂ)) : (8)
We can now apply Lemma to (p,i) and (p',7'), which shows that
B = H,)(—woh). (9)
By Lemma we have
B = Hop (=) = (Ho) (0 (10

This allows us to prove the following properties of the matrix weight from Definition [3.59;
Proposition 3.61. Let \, N € X (7).
(i) We have
HYY = H
(ii) We have
HyY = HY .
(iii) We have
AN AN
H> =71H).
(iv) We have
AN AN
()" = Hat

(v) In case v = o(7), we conclude that Hi")‘/ is invariant under -°.
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Proof. (i) We have
1 (1) = tr (3K )@Y (K 1)
= tr(®$/(K_h—p)q)$(Kh—p))
= H)'A(=h).
(ii)) We have
Y (-0 = B ) =

by Lemma [3.58|
(iii)) We have 7 = —w,0. By Lemma @, H:Y\”\' is supported in 2L, which is O-anti-

invariant, hence

/ e A A/ i
TH,?’A = WO HM = w Hy" = Hi")‘

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

4

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 [Mee25d, Theorem 5.7. & (5.7)] and
Ald16], §6.8].

1 b

Conjecture 3.63. For each multiplicity free triple (U, B, ) the twisted module V()7 is iso-
morphic to V(7).

Recall that a Satake diagram is said to be of split type if I, = () and 7 = id.

Remark 3.64. It should be noted that the case o # id is rather sparse. This inequality occurs
in the cases Al, All, El, EIV and may occur for DI, , with p odd, cf. [Ara6Z, p 32-33]. Here
Al, El 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(v) = V(y)?. One can check this for the
multiplicity free triples for All and EIV listed in [PP23, Table 2].

Remark 3.65. [t is generally not true that V(v)? = V(7). For an explicit counterexample, take
the rank one symmetric pair (g,€) = (sly,sp,) of type All. Given that € is semisimple it follows
from [Let00, p. 7.10] that the isomorphism V (v)? = V(~) holds if and only if V(7)” = V(y) at
q=1. Let i be a Cartan subalgebra of g with basis {hi, ha, hg} Note that {hy,hs} C ¢ and that
spanc{hy, hs} = t is a Cartan subalgebra for €. We note o(hy) = hs. For a dominant integral
weight p of t, we have L(u) = L(p)?, precisely when p is of the form p = a(wy +wy) for some
a > 0. A similar result is obtained in higher rank and for type EIV.

In Proposition [3.66| we show that Conjecture holds for split types, even when o # id;.
Proposition 3.66. Let (I,,7) be of split type and v € T, then V(v)? = V(7).

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 Ty, 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 T,,, preserves the modules
V(y) € L(A). Let wg = sq ... s, be areduced expression of wy € Wy = W, then by [WZ23, Thm
10.6] Ty, = Ts, ... T, . By the explicit expressions of T, given in [WZ25, §3.1.], each operator
T, preserves the module V(7). Thus, Ty, : V(7) = V(v) and as a result V(y) = V(v)?. O

Remark 3.67. With use of Ad(n), 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 (iii).

More concretely, in this section we show that BQSUOBd,t lies Zariski-dense in U. This implies
that MSF for B, s, Bg: are uniquely determined by their restrictions to , the subalgebra
generated by the (Kj)ney. Since the MSF are sums of matrix elements, they are already
determined by their restrictions to {K} | h € Y'}.

In case Y = Y© @ Y9, these results can be strengthened by replacing U® and Y by U° g
and Y€ where U%g < UC is the group algebra of Y~© (the ©-antiinvariants).

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

U =2V} ® U, ®B,,, (11)

where under certain conditions U’ = U and Ul is the group algebra of a complement of Y©.
Here V{ is the subalgebra of U* generated by ad(U,)(E;) with i € I, and UY = k[K; :i €
IOJ] where I, ; C I, contains precisely one representative for each 7-orbit of I.

If we let go of a need for unique representation, the same proofs show that

U~ V] @ UBg;. (12)

In order to show the desired decomposition, it thus remains to show that B, SUOBd,t intersects
densely with VU°.

To that end, we have a closer look at V,* and in particular study the U,-modules (via the
adjoint action) ad(U,)(E;) and ad(U,)(F; K;).

4.1. The U,-modules ad(U,)(E;), ad(U,)(F;K;) and their product. Recall from Defi-
nition the adjoint action of U on itself. The goal of this section is to determine the
g-commutation relations between elements of ad(U,)(E;) and ad(U,)(F;K;). Our approach
is to study the ad(U,)-modules ad(U,)(E;), ad(U,)(F;K;), and their product as an ad(U,)-
module. As a preliminary step, we show that ad(U,)(E;) and ad(U,)(F;K;) are simple modules
corresponding to (quasi-)minuscule weights. Recall that a weight v is minuscule if the weights
of L(\) 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,)(E;) of UT is a finite dimensional, irreducible ad(U,)- submodule
of U with highest weight vector T,,, (F;) and lowest weight vector E;.
(i) The subspace ad(U,)(F;K;) of S(U™) is a finite dimensional, irreducible ad(U,)-
submodule of U with highest weight vector F;K; and lowest weight vector T, }(F;K;).
(iii) The weights corresponding to the simple ad(U,)-modules of (i) and (i1) are quasi-
minuscule if the rank one diagram corresponding to v is of type Bll, else the weight is
minuscule.

Proof. Statement (7) and (i7) are the content of [Koll4, Lemma 3.5].

Consider the irreducible ad(U,)-module ad(U,)(E;). The U,-weight of this module is deter-
mined entirely by the rank-one diagram associated with the index ¢ € I,. The rank one cases
where I, is empty are trivial. The remaining rank-one cases require further examination.

In case All5: For j = 1,3 we have
(hj,w.oz2> = —<h7(j)70é2> = ]_

The Dynkin type of U, is A; x A;. As such wea; is identified with the A; x Aj-weight
w1 + w3, which is minuscule.
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In case AlV,: For j € {2,...,n — 1} and i € {1,n} we have

(hj,w.o@ = _<hnfj7ai> = 5|i—n+j|71

The Dynkin type of U, is A,,_s. As such wea; is identified with a fundamental weight
for A,,_», all of which are minuscule.
In case Bll,: Let i =1 and j € {2,...,n}. Then

(hj, weaii) = —(hr(j), i) = 025

The Dynkin type of U, is B,,_1. As such w,e; is identified with the first fundamental
weight wy for B,,_1, which is quasi-minuscule.
In case Cll,,;: Let i =2 and j € {1,3,...,n}. Then

(hj, weat;) = —(hr(j), i) = 01, + I35
The Dynkin type of U, is A; x C,,_5. As such weq; is identified with the miniscule

A1 X Cn_g—weight w1 + ws.
In case DIl,,: Let i =1 and j € {2,...,n}. Then

<hj, w.ozi> = _<h7'(j)7 ai) - 620"

The Dynkin type of U, is D,,_1. As such weq; is identified with the the first fundamental
weight wy of D,,_1, which is minuscule.
In case Fll: Let i =4 and j € {1,2,3}. Then

(hj, wea;) = —(hy, i) = ds.;.
The Dynkin type of U, is B3. As such weq; is identified the last fundamental weight

for B3, which is minuscule.
A similar check can be carried out for the modules ad(U,)(F; K;). O

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 BCy with one vertex coloured in: == corresponding to an

affine Lie algebra of type AéQ). We take I = {0,1} and
<h0,CY1> = —1, <h1,040> = —4,

Taking I, = {1}, we have
hy
p:/ = ?a
so that (p!,an) = 2 € Z. This shows that (I,,id) is an admissible Satake diagram. Further-
more, since (hi, —ap) = 4, the projection of —«q to the weight lattice of U, is 4wy, 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 BIl, the proofs in the remainder of this section still work.

Notation 4.3. Let T*! be the Lusztig braid group operator associated with U, acting on the
ad(U,)-modules ad(U,)(F; K;), ad(U,)(F;) and their (tensor-)product.

Corollary 4.4. We have the decompositions
ad(U,)(E;) = span, {T"'(W.)(£,)} & ad(U.)(Ei)o

and

ad(U.)(FK;) = span, {T* (W) (F K;) } ® ad(Ul) (F K)o
Furthermore, dimy (ad(U.)(FiKi)()),dimk (ad(U.)(Ei)o) < 1, with equality holding if and
only if the rank-one diagram corresponding to i € I, is of type BIl.

Proof. This follows from Lemma [4.1] O
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Lemma 4.5. Let i,k € I,. The ad(U,)-module V = ad(U,)(F;K;) ad(U,)(Ex) is a quotient
of the ad(U,)-module ad(U,)(F; K;) ® ad(U,)(Fy)-

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

m : ad(U,)(FK;) ® ad(U,) (Ey) — ad(U,)(F;K;) ad(U,)(Ek), TRy Ty
is a surjective ad(U,)-homomorphism. This establishes the claim. O

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 L; for j € I, cf. [Lusl0,
§5.3.1], then by [Lus10 Proposition 5.3.4]

T @ Ti(z) = Tj(Li(2)), Vze M®N. (13)

On the right hand side the action of the braid group operator 7} 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
IQ(J, i, k?) = <hl, Z Q; + Oék>.

jeJ
Putting the previous results together, we have the tools to study the g-commutators
[l’, ad(EJ>(Ek)]qfa(J,i,k) x € ad(U,)(EKl)

Proposition 4.7. Let J be a finite sequence of simple roots, i,k € I, and x € ad(U,)(F;K;),
then

[.T, ad(EJ)(Ekﬂq?(J,i,k) € 5i,k <U. (Kf — 1)) . (14)

Remark 4.8. Note that Proposition[{.7 is clearly true in case I, = 0, the technical difficulty
is dealing with the case I, # ().

Proof. Assume z,ad(E;)(E)) are both nonzero. Consider the case where y := ad(E;)(Ey) is
generic and x = T*(F,K;) with w € W,, cf. Corollary . Let w = s;, ...s;, be a reduced
expression. The identity zy = m(z ® y) implies that by repeated application of

vy = m(T, (FK;) ®y) (15)
=m(Ty (FilG) @ Ty o (T3) 7 (y))
= m(Titad(Ly,) .. T2t ad(Li, ) (FiG @ (T 7 (1))
The adjoint action of T2%ad(L;,) ... T4 ad(L;,) on ad(U,)(F;K;) @ ad(U,)(Ey) is given by an

n

element z € U,, cf. |[Lusl0, §5.2.1]. Loc.cit. also implies that the element z is determined by
the homogeneous U,-weight of  ® y. From Lemma [£.1] it follows that

m (T3¢ ad(L,) ... T2ad(Ls, ) (FK; ® (T2 7 (1)) (16)
= m(ad(2)(FK; @ (T3 (1))

= ad(2)(FE(T2) " (y))

= g ad(2) (T3 ™ (y) Fi )

+ 8 (U. (K7 - 1))

As z € U, is determined by the U,-weight of x ® y, which is the same for y ® z, it follows from
[Lus10, §5.2.1] that ad(2)((T29) "' (Ey)) F;K;) = yx, by reversing the steps in and (16). An

analogous argument applies when y = T24(E},) and z is any weight vector.
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By Corollary [4.4] it remains to consider the case where x € ad(U,)(F;K;)o and y €
ad(U,)(Ey)o. This implies both i and k are of type BIl. Assuming irreducibility of I, we
must have i = k. The commutation relations in U with = ad(z7)(F;K;) and y = ad(z")(E;)
for 2= € Uy and z* € U] directly yield (14)). O

4.2. A Cartan decomposition of V,*U°.
Definition 4.9. [Regular pair] A regular pair (K, J) consists of

(i) K = (e,,...,q;,), a finite sequence of simple roots in I, ;

(i) J = (J1,...,Jn), a sequence of finite sequences of simple roots in I,;
with the property that ad(EJij)(Eij) #0 foralll <j<n.

Remark 4.10. In Definition we allow empty sequences () for K and J;, taking the con-
vention Ey = 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 ¢ : Fin(X) — Fin(X) be the permutation map s(x1,...,x,) = (T2, ..., Tn, T1).

Notation 4.12. For each reqular pair (K,J) and h € Y, set

COLK 1) = 230 — exp( Sfeuf —(, +w0(,))) — (b — Ofan}). (17

7 (i1 j=2

Moreover, set
n

R(J, K, h) H (1), Y K), h). (18)

Notation 4.13. Let K = (o, ..., q;, ), a finite sequence of simple roots in I,, then we write
wt(K) = 30 oy,

Lemma 4.14. Let (K, J) be a reqular pair. Then, there are finitely many reqular 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' = (aj,...,q;,). For each 1 < j < n it follows by Lemma that there are finitely many
J such that ad(E;)(E;j;) # 0. Therefore there are finitely many regular pairs (K’,J") with
wt(K') < wt(K). O

Definition 4.15. [Regular values] Let (K, J) be a reqular pair, then the set of (K, .J)-regular
values (K, J) CY is defined as Y if K = () and otherwise it is inductively defined as the
set of h € Y such that
(1) h —O(h;), h,h + 2h; € Yieo(K', J') for alli € I, reqular pairs (K', J') with wt(K') <
wt(K);
(ii) for all1 <i<n—1 we have R(s"(K),s'(J),h) # 0.

Remark 4.16. Let (K, J) be a reqular pair. Note that the set of h € Y that satisfy condition (ii)
from Deﬁm’tz’on for (K, J) equals Y minus a finite number of hyperplanes. The inductive
definition of regular values together with Lemma 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 to V;& and U. For this let
{N(K, Jo) = ad(Ey ) (Ei,) - - - ad(E,,. ) (E,

§rnax) ° S E 5} g ‘/.+
be a basis of V,t, for some index set 0.
Definition 4.17 (Regular values of U). Let y = 3k jyes a.N (K, J) € V", then define

YReg(y) = ﬂ YReg(Ka J)
(K,J)ed
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Extending this to elements of U, making use of the quantum Iwasawa decomposition, let
T = ZaiN(gi)KmBLm
i=1

then

IDE

Viveg () = () (Vives (N (K, i) = i)

i=1
Remark 4.18. The definition of Yreg : Vot — 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 B, sUBgy. That is to say x ~y
if and only if v —y € B, sUBgy.

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 8 € X, recall the notation 3 = %(ﬁ).

Definition 4.20. For a subset S C U and weight 8 € X, we write

Sgr= > Sp.
plex
p=p’
Recall that UT 2 V;© @ U} as linear spaces via the multiplication map, cf. [Koll4, (3.11)].
As a; =0 for all j € I,, we note that

UL 2 U@V, (19)
Theorem 4.21. Let (K, J) be a reqular pair and let h € Yreg(K, J) be a regular value, then

Proof. We proceed by induction on the restricted weight B of ad(Ey)(E;,) ... ad(Ey, ) (E;,).
For the induction base consider the case that 5 = 0. Then K = () and hence

ad(EJI)(Eil) N ad(EJk)(Ezk)Kh = Kh ~ 0.
Now assume that holds for all ad(En, )(En,) - .. ad(En,)(Ey,,) with restricted weight A,
where 3/ < .
Claim 1: Assume that ad(Ey,)(E;,) .. .ad(E;, )(E;,) has restricted weight 5. Then
ad(EJl)(Eil) .. ad(Jk)(Ezk)Kh ~ C(K, J, ]’L) ad(EJ2)<Ei2) c ad(EJk)(EZk) ad(Ejl)(Eil)Kh,
here C(K, J, h) is defined in (17)).
Proof Claim 1: We can write
TﬁlBTi K‘ri _TilFTi KT’i o7
B, = L BrinKeen) = T, (Frn Krin) = S70) (21)

Cr(ir)

Consequently,

ad(Ey ) (E;,) ... ad(Ey ) (B, ) Kp

ad<EJ1)(T;.l(BT(il)))Kon(il) ad(EJ2>(Ei2> T ad<EJk)(Eik>Kh

Cr(iy)

- ad(E5) (7 ) ad(B) () 0B (B ) K
Cr(in)

- ad(E,h)( 1 T;.1<FT@1>KT@1>>) ad(B) (Ew) - ad(E) (B ) K.

Cr(ir)
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Note ad : U, — End(B,U’Bg;) and that by definition h + €;, we(hriy)) = h — O(hy,)

is regular for
(i), (s ).

Note that the restricted weight of ad(E,,)(Ei,)---ad(Ey, )(E;,) is less then the re-
stricted weight of ad(Ey,)E;,) - --ad(E;, )(£;, ), moreover by definition we have

h e Y}eg((()éh, o ,Oéik), (JQ, ey Jk))
As s, € Band T,,}(B;uy)) € B, we can apply the induction hypothesis to show that

ad(Ey,)(Eqy) - - ad(Ey, ) (B ) Ky ~ (22)
—ad(Ey,) (CT(il)TJ.I(FT(h)KT(il))) ad(Ey,)(Es,) - - - ad(Ey, ) (E;, ) K-
By [Kol14, Lemma 3.5] there exists a J; € U, with
ad(Ep ) (T, (Frin Krin)) = ad(E- ) (Fry Brayy) € S(UT). (23)

By Proposition [£.7, we have

ad(E,- ) (Fra) Kray ), ad(Eg, ) (Eiy) - - - ad(Ey, ) (B, )] K
e Uglvt

LI 2aT(11)rKh+€i1hT(i1)i€i1hT(il>'

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

vaﬁfl% Eheiy hoiy )iy hogiyy - (24)

7(i1)" 7(i1)

Moreover, we note that
ad (B ;) (o Krgin)) Ko = ad (B, ) (Tl (Frin Kriin)) ) K (25)
— gt —weary) g, ad(Ejl)(T Y Fy i K 11)))
~ =g ) K ad () ()
= —dri)g "0 ad (B, ) (B ) Ko,
here, in the second to last equality follows by an argument analogous to .
Remark that ad(E,,)(E;,) - - -ad(Ey, ) (E;,) has weight Z?ZQ (aij + Wt(Jj)) and set

L(J, K) = gleims i) Ko ei i)

such that T““ q<h “wearap=ei) [(J K) = C(J, K, h). As a final step we combine equa-

tions . to deduce

ad(EJl)(Eil) ad(Ey ) (B ) Ky (26)
23) —1 _

o (BT (Fry Ko ad (B () -+ -ad(Ey ) (i) Ky

@3 —1

o 2B ) o o) ad (B () -+ ad (B, ) (B K

) —1

oo LK) ad (B, () (B ) (B ad (B ) (P Ko YK+ Lot

25
C(J7 K, h) ad(EJ2)(Ei2> e ad(EJk)(EZk) ad(EJ1)<Ei1)Kh'
Claim 2: Under the assumptions of Claim 1, ad(Ey, )(E;,) ...ad(E;, ) (E;, ) Ky ~ 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
(¢(K),s(J))-regular) that

ad(Ey,)(Ey) . ..ad(E,,)(Bi ) K ~
(f[1 C("H(T), " H(K), h)) ad(E;)(Ey,) . ..ad(Ey,)(E;, ) K.
Since h ej;Reg(K, J), we have
jﬁo(cj‘l(J),cj‘l(K)), h) = R(J,K,h) # 1.

This implies ad(Ey, )(E;,) ... ad(Ey, ) (Fy, ) Ky ~ 0. O
Proposition 4.22. Let (K, J) be a reqular pair, then the radial part calculation in Theorem
has the property that for each h € Yres(K, J) the BC,SUOBM decomposition of

ad(Ey ) (E;) . ..ad(Ey ) (B, ) K, = b(l)Kh(Q)b’(:g)
can be chosen such that h < hg) < h+ O(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 is governed by the equations and (26). From and the

induction hypothesis, we deduce that decomposition of
ad(Ejl)(Eil) c. ad(EJk)(E,k)Kh = b(l)Kh(2>b,(3)
satisfies b < h(a) < h + O(wt(K)). O

As in the classical case the restriction of spherical functions to a torus is injective. Recall
the space of spherical functions E7 from Definition .

Proposition 4.23. The restriction resyo : BV — Hom(UO, Hom(V (y), V(v’))) is injective.

Proof. Let ® € E7" and suppose that resyo(®) = 0. Write & = Yiic1CHw @ By € A®
Hom(V(’y),V(’y’)). If cf,0, # 0, then there exists x;; € U such that z;; > ¢;;(1) = 1. By

Theorem and resyo(®) = 0, it follows that x; ;> cy, ., (K;) = 0 for all h € Yreg(w;,5). Since
YReg(2i;) € Y is Zariski dense, it follows that cf,,, = 0. A contradiction. Thus, we conclude

¢ = 0. O
Proposition 4.24. Let ® € E" and let + € U. Then, using Theorem there exists a
function

Iy () : YReg(z) = End(V;) @ U’ ® End(V), Kp— L?lf ® Koy ® R&SL
such that

(2> ®)(Kn) = LG O (Kuny )R- (27)
In particular if ® € E7'(\) and Q € UBes = {Q € U : Qb = bQ for allb € B.s} then
ag ®(Ky) = (2> D) (Ky) = L ®(Kan, )R, where  agy € k. (28)

Definition 4.25 (Order). For each element © € U order ord(z) is defined as the minimal
elements of

{h — h(g) che YReg(x), Kyxr = b(l)Kh(2)b(2), b(l) € BC,S7 b(g) € Bd,t}-

If ord(z) consists of one element {u}, we say that x has order p.
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Recall the distinguished elements ¢, € Z(U) from Lemma [3.14] By [Let04, Theorem 7.7] it
follows that for v = 4/ = ¢, the radial part of ¢, has order —2h,. We will show this in general.
First, we need a preliminary lemma. As preparation set

FUU™) = {F, : J € Fin(), |J] < n}

and for a finite sequence of simple roots J = (o, ..., q;,) write By = B
convention that B; = Fj if j € I,.

. B; , taking the

Z‘l" 7:77.7

Lemma 4.26. Let J be a finite sequence of simple roots and F; = > B, K, B;, be the
corresponding quantum lwasawa decomposition, then —wt(J) < K,, < 0 and 0 < wt(J;) <
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' € F*1(U~) and let F; € F*(U")\ F**(U~). Then
B; — F; e U*Kj_ll}""’l(U’). Thus, using the quantum Serre relations for U~ it follows
that F; — By is contained in the left U*-submodule of generated by K;'F"~}(U~). By the
induction hypothesis, the lemma follows. U

By construction, the central elements ¢, lie in the ad(U)-module ad(U) (K _z,) and satisfy
ey € K_op, +ad(Uy)(K_ap,), (29)
where U, = ker(e), cf. [Let04], p. 109].
Proposition 4.27. For p € X with 2h, € Y, the central element ¢, has order —2h,,.

Proof. Let € X and h € Ygeg(c,). By and the triangular decomposition of U, we may
write
Cu = K_QM + Z CAC ad(EAFc)(K_QhH).
wt(A)=wt(C)

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

> cacad(EaFc) (K oop,) = > Ay o BaK _on, KyyoyFoEa.

wi(A)=wt(C) Wt(A+A")=wt(C)

The commutation relation E;F; — F;E; = 6, ;| K;],, implies that

> yoBaK on, KywoyFeEx = Y,y eEBaK op, Kyycyrn, Fo-

wt(A+A")=wt(C) wt(A)=wt(C)

with 0 < hy < 2wt(A) and scalars ¢} . Now, apply Lemma m to obtain

Y. AheBaK on Ky Fe = Y, i cEaEor K on, Kut(©)+hathoBors
wt(A)=wt(C) wt(A)>wt(C)
with —wt(C') < he < 0. According to Proposition we have Kj,_on, EaEcr = bayhe)bs)
with

h —2h, +wt(C) +ha+he < b < h—2h, + wt(C) + ha + he + O(wt(K)) — 2k, (30)

and by € Begs, b3) € Bg¢. Combining with the inequalities for hs and he, we conclude
that h — 2h, < h(;). Thus, using the order of ¢, equals —2h,,. O

5. ZONAL SPHERICAL FUNCTIONS

We now assume that R 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 [Koll4 §9.1] we can see that most coideal Hopf algebras B, s associated to a given
admissible pair (/,, 7) are related via appropriate conjugation automorphisms: we can interpret
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a group homomorphism £ : X — k* as a natural transformation of the forgetful functor of the
category of weight modules over k by having ¢ act as £(u) on the weight space M, of a weight
module M. In particular, ad(§) acts on Uy as multiplication with £()). Kolb calls the group
of such automorphisms H.

In particular, B, s, Bg+ are H-related if and only if

{: € L) # 6.0y O(ar) £0

riy  de(i) (31)
Cit% = d,sf 1€ 1.

In accordance to [Let03] we write Bg for the set of right coideal subalgebras of U associated
to (I,,7). Evidently, H acts on Be.

Lemma 5.1. Let B, s € Bg and let X € B@/ﬁ be an orbit. There exists at least one Bgy € X
such that —p-shifted restrictions of Eg,  n,, are Wx-invariant.

Proof Let Byw € X. Fori € I, with 7(7) # 7 and «; - () # 0 pick d; to be a square root of

Gerdi i such a way that d;d, ;) = ¢;c;(;). For any other i € I, pick d; = ¢;. Lastly, for i € I,,,
(i)
pick t; — \/;t Then By, € X by (1), and by Lemma [3.58] the claim holds. 0

Lemma 5.2 (|Let03, Lemma 6.2]). Let B.s,Bat € Bo, let §,& : X — kX be group homo-
morphisms, and let ' € Eg_ g, ,-

(i) & F & € E'p, ey,

(ii) For € : X — k*, we define & : 2L — k* by restrictz’on and having it act on k[2L] by
goe* = E(N)et. ThenRes(& - F-&7) = &6 '>Res(F), and (—p)>Res(& - F- &) =
&6 b (—p) > Res(F).

Proof. Let b € ad(&1)(Bes), V' € ad(&)(Bay), then ad(671)(0) = &710¢, € B. s and idem for V.
Let x € U, then

(& F - &) (bat') = F(& 'bab'&y) = F(&'06.&, w66, 'V E)
(ad(& 1) (D)) F (& w6 )e(ad (5 1) (V)
= e(b)e(t) (& F- &) (),

I
M

which shows the first claim.
For the second claim assume that F' = C%J with v = 3" yeor, v for vy € M,. Then we have

Res(F) = Y f(vy)e

Ae2L
Moreover, we have & - F - &1 = c%,l whose restriction is the same as that of ¢/ Fe e which
1 1
is
Res(&- F-&7) = > f((&GQu))et = 3 &1 (V&) f(un)e?
Ae2L Ae2L
= &€, > Res(F). O

When attempting to classify the ZSFs for arbitrary (allowed) choices of parameters for the
coideal subalgebras B, s, Bq+, Lemmas and show that we can restrict ourselves to one
representative per H x H orbit of Bg x Bg. It makes sense to have these representatives satisfy
the conditions of Lemma [3.58, so that the resulting —p-shifted ZSFs are Wyx-invariant.

Proposition 5.3. Assume that ¥ is irreducible. The H-orbits of Be look as follows:

(i) If R = XU Y and T exchanges the two copies of ¥, there is one orbit, the one of B,
with ¢; =1 (i € 1,); otherwise, R is irreducible as well.
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(it) If the Satake diagram for (I.,T) is of the types Alll,, 2p < n+ 1), AIV, Dllly,1,
or Elll the orbits are characterised by one parameter up to sign: pick i € I such that
I,U{i,7(i)} is of type AIV,, and define c(a) by ¢;(a) = " 2a, c;q) = (=)™ 2a™! and
cj =1 forj € I, \{i,7(i)}. Then every orbit contains two elements of the type Be(ia)0
for a € k*. In [Let02], this is called “Variation 1.

(117) If the Satake diagram is of type Aly, Allly,_1,, Bl,o, Cl,, Dl,a, Dllly,, 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 s; # 0. Then every orbit contains one or two
elements By 15 with s; =0 for j # 4. In [Let02], this is called “Variation 2”.

(iv) In all other cases, there is one orbit.

All representatives listed here yield Wy -invariant —p-shifted restrictions of ZSFs.

Proof. By [Ara62], ¥ is irreducible if either R = ¥ UY and 7 maps one copy of ¥ 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 7(i) # i for all i as well as o; - O(a;) = 0. By (31)), all elements of
B are H-conjugate, which proves (i).

It now suffices to check the admissible Satake diagrams for occurrences of ¢ € I, such that
7(i) # i and «a; - ©(;) # 0 and for allowed non-zero non-standard parameters.

Note that by [Koll4, Remark 9.3], Variation 1 can only occur in case ¥ 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
T-orbit {i,7(i)} with two elements satisfying «; - O(a;) # 0. In every case, adding this 7-orbit
to I, yields a diagram of type AlV,,.

Equation [31| shows that up to conjugacy, all ¢; (j # 4, 7(7)) can be set to 1, and that ¢;, c-(;
can be scaled by the same number. Consequently, without loss of generality we can assume
that ¢; = 1 (j # 4,7(i)) and that cic;;; = 1. In other words, ¢ = ¢(a) for some a € k*.
Furthermore, B s’s orbit comprises one more element: B¢_g) 0.

For Variation 2, inspection yields the diagram types listed under (iii), with one non-zero
non-standard parameter permitted in each case: s;. Given a coideal subalgebra B, s, ¢ can
be scaled to be 1 in every component, and two coideal subalgebras B; s and B;; are then
conjugate iff s? = ¢?, which explains the ambiguity in sign.

In all other cases we have § = {0} and no i € I, satisfying 7(i) # ¢ and «; - O(a;) # 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 B ¢ for (i) or (iv), Be(),0, Bew),0
for (ii), or By ge;, B1 e, for (iii) (where e; has 1 as its i-th entry, and 0 everywhere else, and is
chosen such that e; € §) All of these pairs satisfy the conditions of Lemma [3.58 O

Proposition 5.4. Let (B.s,Bay) be one of the representatives from Proposition .
(1) If ¥ is reduced and s =t = 0, define|(S,S", R, R', L, L") as follows:
S=95=8(2%)")"), R=R =2%, L=L =2P(%)

(where we give the span of 2% the inner product it inherits from X ), let 1 € ¥ be the

highest short root and define € == 2|1)|*.
(ii) If (I, 7) is of any of the following types: Aly, Alll,,, AIV,, Cll,, ,, Dlllg,, 1, write X0 for
the immultipliable subsystem of ¥ and define

S =5 =522 u25(2x%)Y,
R=R =2%°
L=1I1 = P(2x°% = P(2%)

and let e = 2.
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Furthermore, pick the parameters as follows: if ¥ is reduced and s =t =10, we pickl:S — k
as follows:

2 7.
[(2a+¢) = W.

Otherwise, pick

co—17+1 o0+74+1 —0+7 —0—7T
Al : =
1 (lla 7l4) < 9 3 92 ) 9 ) 92 >
oc—7+1 o+7+1 —0o+7 —0—T
Alll,,, : oo ls) = , : 1—-2p, ——,1
vt (els) ( 2 2 p  TntiTE T )
oc—7+1 o+7+1 —0o+7 —0—T
AV, (lh,...,l4) = , : -1, —-
(st = (P 2 ;" )
3 3
C”n’pi (ll,,15):(2—|—n—2p,2,n—2p,0,2>
31
Doy s (Lyo..,l5) = (2,2,1,0,2),

where o, T are dependent on the parameters c, s, d,t:

For Aly, we assume that t; = [0], and sy = [7], and ¢; = d; = 1.

For Alll,, ,, for 2p < n+1 and AlV,,, we assume thatd = ¢(¢°),c = c(q") andt = s = 0.
For Allly,_; , we assume that ¢ = d = 1, that t, = [o],, and s, = [7],.

For Dlllg,11, we assume that s =t =0 and that ¢ = d = c(1).

Let now ¢ € Eg_, g, ,(N), then there is C € k such that
(—p) > Res(¢) = CPy

where Py is the symmetric Macdonald polynomial [Mac03, §5.5.1] for the Macdonald data
(S,S",R,R', L, L"), the labelling I, and the base parameter ¢.

Proof. For ¥ reduced and s = t = 0, this follows from |Let04, Theorem 8.2]. For type Aly, this
follows from [Koo93, Theorem 5.2]. For type Alll,,, 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 Cll,,, it follows from [Sug99, Theorem 3.1]. Note that for
p = n, % is reduced and the weight (and the orthogonal polynomials) are the same as would
be obtained from Letzter. For type Dllly, 1, it follows from |[NS95, Theorem 3(type 7)]. O

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

Bl,.2, Cl,,, Dl,,.5, Dllly,, EVII

where we expect two-parameter families of orthogonal polynomials, and the following standard
cases:

Dl 1, ENNL, FII,

of which we expect two-parameter families only for Dllly, 1, Elll, and a family for FIl that has
no parameters.

Note also that in the cases Aly, Alll,, ,, AIV,, where the labelling | explicitly depends on the
parameters ¢, 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 g-numbers). The modern theory of Macdonald polynomials
(as given in [Mac05]) is phrased in terms of parameters 7;,7; (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 7;,7;, a Zariski argument shows that the conclusion of
Proposition holds for all parameter values.
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In that case, the relations between ¢,d, s,t and 7;,7; (i =1,...,p) are given by
Al mom=q,70hi =1, s1=—[71;0]g,t1 = [11; 1],
Alll,,2p <n+1): 77, =¢"" 77, =¢""""* 1 =q,

P R |
a=17, ,b="Tyq

A”lgp_LpZ T()Tl:q,%o%l :177'1:(]
sp = —[Tp; Ol tp =[5 —1lg
AIVn . ToT1 = qn77~;07:1 = qnil, a = in%(;l, b= Z'nquil.

where we use (1)) for the notation [ry; —1],.
In the following we provide more details on how exactly to match the results from [Let04}
K0093; NDS97; [Sug99; INS95| to our conventions.

Remark 5.6 (Letzter, ¥ 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 (2%, (2X)Y). In particular, the Macdonald
polynomials that Letzter works with are orthogonal with respect to the weight distribution V =

ATAT with ,
2ae. 2|
+ (e 7 oo
8 _ALQWWMMW%MW%; (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 ¥ is not simply laced). This can only occur for
(S, SR, R, L, L") of type [Mac03, §1.4.2]. Matching with [Mac03, §5.1.28(ii)], we obtain
that RY = 2%, i.e. that S =5" = S((2%)Y)Y and L = L' = PY((2X)") = P(2Y).
More concretely, we have
S((28))Y = {2a + 2|al?r ’ aeX,re Z}.

Let ) € X be the highest short root, then (21)Y is the highest root of (2X)Y. Consequently, the
zeroth simple affine root is given by —2¢ + 2|1/1|2, so that the fundamental constant function is
¢ = 2|4|?, which is what we defined as €.

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

then
(5 aea)

€Y (ql(Za)€2a; q(2a)v>oo

V =

By [Mac03, §5.1.13], we have
|2w)V 2 2
Gaay = q1E" 1" = g,
We therefore see that to match this with , we need to replace q by q°. Furthermore, this
shows that ¢"® from Macdonald corresponds to ¢2¥I’(2a
Consequently, we need to have

), which we need to equal q‘0‘|2dim(9ﬂ),

2 1.
20y 1o ()
2[¢|
which implies that
dim(g,
1¥((20)") = 8]

Remark 5.7 (Koornwinder, Aly). We write K = Ky, 2, B := Ey, F := I, then the generators
A,B,C, D from [Koo95, §3] correspond to

A=K, D=K1, B=—iEK™, C =iKF.
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Then the twisted primitive X, from [Ko093, §4] equals
X, =q "PE(F+EK?+0],(K?=1)) = ¢ /?K (B — e(By)),

where By is the generator of B = By |y,. Consequently, the left ideal generated by X, is
equivalently generated by x — e(x) (v € B). Furthermore,

X, =q ?ad(K)(B; — €(B)))K,
where K = K,. Consequently, the right ideal generated by X, is equivalently generated by
r—€(x) (x € ad(K)(B)).
This shows that every f € A satisfying X, - f = f- X, = 0 (what is called “(o,7)-
spherical” in [Ko0095]), is a ZSF for ad(K,)(By;,) and By y,. Consequently, f - K, is a
ZSF for By, B0, and Res(f) = (—p)>Res(f - K,). In other words, [ — f - K, maps the

(o, T)-spherical functions from Koornwinder to our ZSFs, and the restrictions that Koornwinder
determines in [Ko093, Theorem 5.2] are precisely the polynomials we are looking for.

Remark 5.8. [Noumi, Dijkhuizen, Sugitani, Alll] 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 algebral) € (depending on a parameter o) as the span of LT J — JL™. An element
feAisa ZSFift° - f = f-€ =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 <K, is a ZSF in the
sense of this paper. The reason for this is that the left ideal Ut contains a—e(a) for generators
a of Bes, and the right ideal €U contains K,(a —€(a)) for a € Bay. (For the relation between
d,c—ort,sif2n=p+ 1—and o, 7, cf. [Mee25a, Lemma A.2] or [0S505)]).

Remark 5.9 (Sugitani, Cll). The author of [Sug99] uses a similar approach as in Remark[5.8,
except that the coideal €, is defined as the span of L™J — JS(L™)T, and f € A is a ZSF if
& f = f-ad(K,)(€) = 0. (33)

Suppose ¢ € E°, we would like to show that ¢ < K_, is a ZSF in the sense of Sugitani.

It is shown in [Let99, Lemma 6.1, p. 762] that the left ideal U¥, is generated by a — e(a) for
a € B.s. Consequently, we have

(a—e€(a)pp<aK_,=0.
Moreover, we have
<K _,<ad(K,) (&)U =0+ pat;U=0.
Moreover, by the end of [Sug99, §1.1], the ideal Ut, is invariant under x o S. Consequently,
(Ut)" = €U = S(€)U. The right ideal S(£)U is generated by S(a) — €(a), and by Corol-
lary [2.14), we indeed have
p<(S(a) — €(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, DIll). The authors of [NS95] use the matriz J to define a
coideal subalgebra U™ (€), which by (Let99, §6] (more specifically, Lemma 6.3) is a right coideal
subalgebra. Therefore, there is an automorphism of U mapping U;W(E) to Be(a) for a suitable
choice of a. The ZSFs that are then considered are elements f € A such that

Va € UV (¢) - a-f=cea)f,
Vb € ad(K,)(U" (8)") - f-b=¢€)f.
An argument analogous to Remark [5.9 shows that
(—p) > Res(fbg\) = CP,.
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Note that from the reflection matriz J from [NS95] it can be shown that the twisted Hopf
algebra U;W(E), which is just our coideal subalgebra B, s, is generated by the elements of the
matriz S(LY)JS(L™)T. In the correct entry, this matriz contains (up to scalars) the elements
B.K, 1K, and B, 1K, ,K;' (and also K,_1K,) for the parameters ¢, 1 = ¢, = —“Z—;l (to
show this, the conventions of [KS97, §8.5.2] were used, with the caveat that the Chevalley map
w from [Koll{, §3.2] has to be applied afterwards to match conventions). Consequently, B. s
is conjugate to Begy -

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 hoZ, : E® E° — k from Proposition

22T

Lemma 5.11. Let ) € EE?B, for all X\ € 2L" be nonzero zonal spherical functions. Assume
that ((—p) > Res(pr))aear+ is a family of orthogonal polynomials with respect to[V], a k-valued
distribution over L, i.e.

Vi, A€ 2L 0 ct(—p>Res(pn)—p> Res(p,)V) = 0y, hy,
with hy #0 (X € L). Then for all ¢, € Eg’g, we have

hoZ(¢,1v) =ct(—p>Res(v)—prRes(¢)V)/ ct(V).

Proof. By |Let03, Theorem 4.2], h o =, factors through —p > Res(:). Consequently, there is a
distribution Vv’ such that

h(E(6,1)) = ct(—p> Res(¢)—p> Res(4) 7).

The maps I’ : f+— ct(fV')and ! : f + ct(fV) are both elements of k[2L]*. Let A € (2L™)\ {0},
then

0 = h(Z(pr; o)) = @o(1) ct(V'(=p) > Res(pa)) = @o(1)I'(—p > Res(¢y))
as ¢y is a constant. Similarly, [(—p>Res(¢,)) = 0. We thus see that [, " have the same kernel of
codimension 1: the span of ¢, for A # 0. Consequently, [, !’ span the same 1-dimensional vector
space, so they are linearly dependent. Since both are non-zero, they are proportional. Since
[,1" depend injectively on V, V’, we obtain that v, V' differ by a non-zero scalar. Evaluation of
[,I" at 1 gives that scalar. O

6. ORTHOGONAL POLYNOMIALS

In this section, we associate to each quantum commutative triple (U, B,~), 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) g-difference equations (Theorem [6.17));
(v) ¢~ ¢! invariance (Theorem

6.21).

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

(vi) recurrence relations (Lemma

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 ®) € E7()) as the unique MSF satisfying ®J(1) = 1 as in Lemma E

Let @y, ...w, be a basis of 2L made up of dominant elements. For A = I, n;w; € X ()
we define ¢, € E()\) to be the ZSF such that —p > Res(¢y) = e + 1. o.t. (this is possible by
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[Let03], Lemma 4.1], whose proof can be extended to cases where L ®7 Q is not spanned by ).
We also define

i=1
Proposition 6.1. Let A € Xt (¢). We have
vyEprt+ Y. ko, PrEUN+ DY k.

peXt(e) peXT(e)
p<A pn<A

Proof. Note that the product of two matrix elements is a matrix element for the tensor product
of the representations. As such, 1, is a matrix element of

L(@1)*™" @ -+ ® L(z,)*" = L(\) @ D L(w)™
p<A
for some multiplicities m, € Ny. Therefore, by the proof of Lemma [3.35, ¢, can be expressed
as claimed with an arbitrary constant C'. But since the leading terms of —p > Res(p,) and
—p > Res(y) both equal e, this constant C is one.

The reverse equation follows from the triangularity and the fact that the dominance order
on X1 has finite down-sets. O

Corollary 6.2. We have E = k[¢w,, . .. Pw,]-

Recall the elementary spherical function ®§ from Lemma and the set B(y) from Defi-
nition [3.44. By [PP23| Proposition 4.2] it follows that each A € X *(y) has a unique decompo-
sition A = b+ p with g € X (e).

Lemma 6.3. Assume that (®})yemn(y) is linearly independent over E€. For
A=b+peX(v)
(with b € B(v)), we define
U2 =), 0.
Then for every X € X*(v), there is C # 0 such that
VheCol+ > kO, @eC'Wi+ Y kUL

<A <A
veXt(v) veX+(y)

Proof. By a proof very similar to Proposition , we see that for every A € X T () there is
C € k such that
A v
S = 0] + > kY. (34)
<A

It remains to show that C' # 0. shows that W2 (v < \) are contained in the span of ®¥ (v <
A). Since they are also linearly independent (since we assumed (®°.Orthogonal Polynomialsb.,) bEB(v)
to be E*-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 . 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. U

Proposition is a quantum analog of [Prul8, 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 A € Xt (¢), p € XT(v), let spany{vson} = V(e) C L(N\). Then, the
B. s-equivariant embedding n : V(7y) — L(A\) ® L(u) defined by

V= Ugph @V for veV(y)

composed with the Cartan projection is nonzero.
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Proof. Write w1, : L(A\) ® L(p) = L(A + ) for the Cartan projection on the quantum group
and at ¢ = 1. Recall the subring A C k£ and the notion of a specializable basis, as introduced
in Section [3.4f Let B(x) and B(A) be specializable bases for L(n) and L(X), respectively.
By Theorem [3.28, we may assume that v, € B(A) and that there is a specialiazble basis
B(y) € B(p) of V(). Let na : V(v)a = L(A)a ® L(p)a be the unique A-linear map with

b = Vgph @ b, be B(y).
The map clony is then the nonzero map described in the proof of [Prul8, Theorem 3.1]. As
the projection my;, commutes with taking the classical limit, cf. |Jan96, Theorem 5.15], it
follows from [Prul8, Theorem 3.1] that

Tatpu © clona = clomyy, ona # 0.
The theorem then follows. O

As a straightforward consequence of Proposition [6.4] we show in Lemma [6.5 under its
assumptions, that the assumptions of Lemma are satisfied.

Lemma 6.5. E” is a free left module over E€ with basis <¢?y)be%(’}/)'

Proof. Let ¢, € E° for each b € B(y) and suppose that Y ycq(,) Py = 0. Recall that, up
to a scalar multiple, Res(¢y) = vy, +1.o.t.. Let by € B(y) be such that vy, is maximal and
o, 7 0. Using Proposition , up to a nonzero scalar multiple, ¢y, Py, = Ppy1,, +1.0.t.. By
maximality of by this shows that > bes(y) PoPo # 0, a contradiction. O

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 V be a k-valued distribution over L such that
h(E(P,V)) = ct((—p> Res(P))—p > Res(¥)V)
for @,V € E°. Expand ® € E7 as
> ¢b‘1’b

beB(7)
for ¢y € E€, we define ® := (dp)pen(y). Let

My = (—p) > Res(2, (@2, @),
then
h(E,(®,9)) = ct((—p> Res(®))” M—p5 Res(L)V)

for & U € E7.

Proof. Expand ®, ¥ € E” as

= > &P, Z Uy ®?.
beB(v) beB(y
Then we have

hEL(2,0) = > h( (D DY, Uy @)

b,b'eB(y

= ct((—p > Res(®))"' M —p> Res(¥)V)
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as claimed. O

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

2L+,]:{)\€2LZVjEJ3 <>\,CYJ>ZO}
the set of J-dominant elements. The .J-dominant elements label W ;-invariant monomials

My = Z et AeLy;
pneW A

and distinguished W -invariant polynomials
PJV)\:m(]’A—f—l.O.t. A€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 ¥ and let W; < Wy, be the corresponding
parabolic subgroup of the restricted Weyl group. Define e, := (—p) > Res (Cbg) forb € B(v) and
let
I k207 — k[2L)"® @ span, {e;, | b € B(v)}

be a k[2L)"=-linear isomorphism. Equip the target space of T with the following monomial
basis: my @ ey for A € 2L, b € B(y) (my as in [Mac03, §5.3]), whose order is inherited from
the dominance order of X () by the isomorphism (b, \) — b+ \.

Lett: 2L, ; — X () be a bijection with t~' monotonic, such that T~ is triangular (with

nonzero “diagonal” terms) with respect to t=1. Assume that there is a triangular k[2L]"= -linear
automorphism C of k[2L]"7 such that

1 F_l(eb)C(Ffl(eb/))
#WZ wz w A0

eWs

Vb, b/ < %(’7) . = Mb,b’

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

Then for every A € 2Ly ;, there is a nonzero constant Cy such that I'(P;,) = C\(—p) >

Res (@ff’“).

Proof. As a consequence of Lemma and of k[2L]"=-linearity and injectivity we thus have

(—=p)>Res(EY) Cim(I). Let now A, u € X" () and write ® := @ and ¥ := ®#. We now have
= ct((—p > Res(®))" M —p> Res(¥) V)

> X cl(ope Reston) =g Res(GJul™ @) CTT())

#WE wWEWSs bt/ eB(y

> ol ((—p > Res(@y))en) C (I ((—p > Res(dw))er))A)

b,b'€B(v)
= ct(I"}(—p>Res(®))C(T-1(—pr> Res(V)))A)
= (I7'(=p>Res(®)), C(I'"'(—pr Res(2)))°),

where (-, ) is the non-symmetric Macdonald inner product with weight A (see [Mac03| §§5.1.7,
5.1.17]) and o : k[2L] — k[2L] is the ring automorphism mapping ¢ — ¢! and e* — e
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As a consequence, (I'"!((—p)>Res(P})))rex+(y) is a sequence of orthogonal polynomials. By
Lemma [6.3], we can expand

(—p) > Res(CI):“) =amy ®e,+1.o.t.

for a # 0. Since I'"! is triangular with respect to ¢!, so is CoI'"!. Since ¢! is also monotonic,
we then have

CI Y—p> Res(@ff’\)) =a'my-104p) + 10t
where m ,, is defined as in [Sch23| §4.2 p.23]. The two facts of orthogonality and leading terms
identify our polynomials as Intermediate Macdonald polynomials. U

As a consequence, to establish a link between elementary MSFs for (U, B, s, ) it is sufficient
to match 2L, ; with the spherical weights, and to match a k[2L]"* basis of k[2L]"7 with the

€ : b
E*-basis {®7}b6%(7)
Lemma 6.1] (using ~ instead of %) match.

in such a way that the matrix weights from Proposition and [Sch23|

6.2.1. Matriz- 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 [Prul8| 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 ¢ — ¢~ ! and are eigenfunctions of matrix valued ¢-difference operators.

Notation 6.8. Let My, = EKBOIXBO) - the space of square matrices over k whose rows and
columns are indexed by the finite set B (7).

Remark 6.9. Recall that we assumed that for each b € B(7y) the elementary spherical functions
CIDZ from Lemma are normalized with @2(1) = 1. Using Lemma we now assume that

<I>f’y+’\ is normalized so that CID?YJ”\ = @Aq)g +1.0.t., and py such that —p > Res(p)) = my+1.0.t.

For each spherical function ® € E7, recall the notation ® € (k[2L]"*>)®™) as introduced in
Proposition [6.6}
Definition 6.10. For A € 2L define € My(,) ® k[2L]"= to be

Q= 191 Res (227

i.e. as the matriz-valued polynomial whose b-th column is (—p) > Res (CIDZZY“).

beB(7)’

Remark 6.11. Lemmal6.3 and the choice of normalisation show that the diagonal entries of Q
have leading term my and that the off-diagonal (b,0')-th entry has leading exponent < A+b' —b.

Definition 6.12. Define the symmetric matriz-valued bilinear form (-,-) on My, ® k[2L]"=
by
(A, B)yy = ct((ATMP)Wv), where A, B € Mg,y ® k[2L]">. (35)

Here, the involution ~ is defined component-wise.
The matrix valued polynomials ), are the objects of interest of this subsection.
Proposition 6.13. (-,-) is a matriz-valued symmetric bilinear form.
Proof. Let F,G € My(,) ® k[2L]"> and A, B € Mgy, then
(FA,GB) = ct((FA"MGBV) = ct(ATFT MGBV)
= AT t(FTMGV)B = A"(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 Mg(,)-bilinear,
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Furthermore, for F, G € My, ® k[2L]""= we have
(F,G) = ct(FTMGV) = ct(G' MTFv)" = ct(GTM Fv)T.
From Proposition we find that M= = M , so that the above equals
= (G, F)". 0
Using Proposition and Proposition [2.21] we conclude the following theorem.

Theorem 6.14. The matriz-valued polynomials {Qy : X\ € 2L"} span My () @ k[2L]"> Mg, -
linearly and satisfy

<Q,\, Q)\/> = 5)\7)\/D)\, where )\, N S 2L+
and where Dy € My, is diagonal and invertible.
Using the Cartan decomposition, we continue by describing a family of matrix valued ¢-

difference operators for which {Q, : A € 2L*} are simultaneous eigenfunctions. Recall that

UBer ={QeU:Qb=0bQ  forallbe B.,}.

By Schur’s Lemma and multiplicity freeness, for each Q € UBes and A\ € X*(v), there exists
a scalar C¢) such that Q> @] = CP].

dxd d
Let B%(y) = {b1,...,bq} and let V, : (E6)6B “ (LW)69 denote the unique linear isomor-
phism with:
<¢Z] 1<4,5<d (Z ¢J I(I)b ) ) (36)
1<i<d
such that

Qx = —p> Res (V ((CI)bﬁ’\)lgigd))

Definition 6.15. For each Q) € UBes we let Dg, denote the unique operator making the fol-
lowing diagram commute:

(E”/) ®d (B0, %) (L, Qedid) ( 2 ) ®d
VJ JV*I

(Ek)@dxd (Ek)ﬂalxd (37)
~J—pl>Res(—) NJ—PDRGS(—)

My () @ K[2L]"s —2

M () ® k[2L]W=

Write D, := D., for the operator obtained from and the distinguished central element
¢y € Z(U) from Lemma 3.1

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

Corollary 6.16. The matriz-valued orthogonal polynomials {Qy : A € 2L"} satisfy the relation
D,(Q)) = Qy Y diag (q()‘+b1+p)'”, e ,q()‘+bd+p)'”> dim(L(p),) A€2L",ue X+, 2h, €Y.
veX

Using Proposition M, Equation , it follows that conjugation with the elementary MSF
from B (7) yield a ¢-difference equation for the matrix-valued orthogonal polynomials {Q, :
A €201},
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Theorem 6.17. For each Q € UBes the matriz-valued orthogonal polynomials {Qx : A € 2L T}
satisfy the matriz-valued q-differential equation

QrAa\ = Da(Q)) (38)

where Ay q is a diagonal matriz.

Thus, the matrix-valued orthogonal polynomials diagonalize a commutative algebra
k(D,:pe€ X"t 2h,€Y)

of difference-reflection operators. From Proposition , we know that ¢, has order —2h,,
which shows that D, is a difference operator of order 2h,. This order needs to be understood
modulo the annihilator of 2L, as we know that all entries of @, are contained in k[2L].

Recall the anti-linear involution © : k[2L]"* — E[2L]"® introduced in Section and the
involution o = 7 o 7y also as introduced in Section [3.6, We extend © : k[2L]"* — k[2L]"* to
0 My, ® k[2L]"= — My(,) ® k[2L]"> component-wise. In the case V(v) = V ()7, we show
that Q\ = QY.
Lemma 6.18. Let p € Xt (), let p,i be a B-linear projection and injection with poi = idy )
for V(v) and L(p), and let v € V(v), f € V(y)* such that i(v) and f o p are ibar-invariant.
Then

(=p) > Res(f®hv) = wo((—p) > Res(f T ) ¥ T, 0))°,

where we take ®5 and )\ to be defined by (p,i) and (p o K, K7t oi).

Proof. Let h € Y, then
<_p) > Res (f(I)fyLU> (h) fop i(v) (Kh p)

_ R
= %m(K#ﬁp)

fTw.opo]C]C 14 (T, We v) <K7w0h7p)
= fTw. (I)g(y)(K—woh—p)Twov

= ((—p) > Res(fTw.qDZ(v)T;.lv)) (woh)
by Lemmas [3.56[ and |3.57] U

Theorem 6.19. Let v = o(v), then for each A € 2L we have Q) = QY.

Proof. As in Proposition let vy,...,v, € V(y) and fi,..., fn € V(7)* be dual bases that
are 1bar-invariant under every injection and projection used to define the functions used here.
For 5,k =1,...,n we have

> (Quwawo((=p) b Res(fiTu, @I T, o))

Y eBT(y)
Lenf6.18)& =0 (v) Z Q) p(—p )DRes<f]CI> Uk)
YeBT(y)
De@(—p) DReS( Z (I)bJr)\ qu)blvk)
YeEBT(v)

=(— )DRes(qu)b“ )
FOBEE O w0 (=) > Res(f T 85 Tl )
wo((=

— Z Wo Q)\ b ,b D Res (ijw' q)z/TJ-lvk))o'
b'eBt(v)
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Since the <I>f’y are linearly independent, and since Res is injective, we conclude

wOQi = Q)\?

which implies the claim as wy@) = Q.
O

Theorem is the marix-valued analogue of the ¢ — ¢! invariance of Macdonald polyno-
mials, which is shown in [Mac03, §5.3.2]. Moreover, in the cases we know the {@Q) : A € 2L"} to
be Macdonald polynomials, cf. [Let04] [Mee25b] and Section 7.1 (in these cases V (v) = V (v)7),
this gives a new proof and interpretation of the ¢ — ¢~! invariance.

Lastly, we show the existence of recurrence relations. Recall that {w,...@,} denotes a
generating set of the monoid 2L7.

Notation 6.20. For A € X, let A(\) denote the weights occurring in the module L(\).

Lemma 6.21. For each 1 <i <7 and \ € 2L we have

—p> Res(¢w, )@ = Z Wi ARt as Gip € K.

pEA(w;)

Proof. Lemma shows that —p> Res(pw,)Qx = douex+(y) a; Q- The scalar a;y , is zero if
e is not a highest weight contained in the tensor product decomposition L(w;) ® L(\ + b), for
some b € B(7y). As the highest weights in the tensor product decomposition L(w;) ® L(b+ \)
are contained in A + b + A(w;), cf. [Hum72, §24.4], the result follows. O

Remark 6.22. From Proposition we furthermore observe that a; y+w, » # 0.

Since
k[2L]"> = k[—p© Res(pw, ), - - - — p Res(ps, )],

the E°-module structure of 7 can be understood through the coefficients a; » .

Part 2. Examples

In Part [T} a general theory of quantum matrix-spherical functions was developed. In par-
ticular, Section [f] associated to each quantum commutative triple a family of vector-valued
orthogonal polynomials. We now explicit study of these polynomials. Specifically, Section
treats the cases corresponding to Satake diagrams of type Blln and Clin, 1; Section treats
type DIl,,; and Section treats types Aly, the As-group case, and Alls.

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 and the fact that the inner product h o =,
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: Bll and Cll, ;. 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,,7) correspond to the following Satake diagrams: Bll,, or Cll, ;

O—e——8—® O o —o0.
1 2 n—1n’ 1 2 3 n—1n

Let X be the weight lattice and let Y be the coroot lattice. Let aq,...,qa, be the roots,
hi, ..., h, the coroots, and wy,...,w, the fundamental weights. Moreover, we pick ¢; = --- =
€n—1 = 2 and ¢, = 1, or vice-versa.

In case of Cll,,; we also assume that n > 2; otherwise, it is identical to Blls.

The subalgebra U, is then generated by E;, F;, K; for i # 1 (Bll,,) or i # 2 (Cll,, ;).

The coideal subalgebra is then generated by U, and

Bll,: By=F +cad(BEy---E%. . E)(E)K"
C”n,l : BQ == F2—|—cad(E1E3EnE3)(E2)K2_1
Note that these elements lie in the weight spaces
Ufoq @ U2w17041a U*OLQ @ Uwzfaza

respectively. The restricted root system is

Bll,: Y= {ftw}
C”n,l . Y= {:tu;Q,ﬂ:WQ}.
Consequently, 2L is spanned by w; and wy, 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 v corresponding to the simple module of highest weight
(in the notation of loc.cit.) sw, or sw,_i, or swy, respectively, we have

X*( ) swp + Nowi Bl
= sw1+N0w2 C”n,l-

Moreover, we have

L(swy)|e = ®;_y Le(rwy—1 + (s —1)w,) Bll,
L(swy)|e = B;_y Le(rwoy + (s — r)w)) Cll1.

To further examine how these €-representations restrict to m, we note that for Cll,; 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 £ — m may be obtained in that case, by branching the second
summand sp(2n — 2) of € 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

Le(ren_1 + (s — 1)) |m = ®r°5 ™" L(twn_s + (s — t)wn_1) BII,,
Le(rwoy + (s — r)w))|m = B2} EB::?T_H Lo((u—=s+r+tw + (s—r—tws) Cll,;.

We obtain precisely one summand if » = 0 or » = s in the first case, and » = s in the second
case. Moreover we see that in the first case, there is exactly one summand isomorphic to
Li(swy—1) (namely ¢t = 0); and in the second case, exactly one summand is isomorphic to
Ly(swy) (namely t = s —r and u = s).

This shows that L(sw,)|m contains s + 1 copies of Ly (swy) (= Lm(swn—1)) in the first case,
and L(sw)|m contains s + 1 copies of Ly(swy) 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 (Wn, —wn—1), which corresponds to a branch rule for the so(2n +2) and so(2n + 1)-modules
with highest weights

1 1 1
(al,..,anﬂ):(2,...,2,—2» (by, .o ba) = (1,...,1,0).
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This contradicts the well-known branching rules for this case, which require all differences a;—b
to be integers.
It seems that this generator should be replaced by (wy, + Wpi1, —wWn_1), which corresponds to

1,...,1,0), (1,...,1,0),
which conforms to the well-known branching rules.
7.1.3. Describing V(7). As is suggested by the previous section, we will now describe V() as
it lies in L(b) := L(sw,) or L(swy), respectively. Moreover, since classically for K = Spin(2n)
or K = Sp(2) x Sp(2n — 2) the subgroup M (=normaliser in K of a maximal commutative
subalgebra in g=®) is analytic, we obtain that the specialisation of V() is simple over m, and
hence that V() is simple over U,.
It is therefore sufficient to find a U,-highest-weight vector v for V(7).
Notation 7.2. For a tuple J = (i, ...,i,) € I" write J := (iy,...,11) and
Fyi=F,---F,

similarly for Ej, By (for the latter we interpret B; = F; if i € I, ). Let moreover

KJ = Klezr :KZT

Jj=1"3""3
Lemma 7.3. Let

V/ = @ V/ — { r=0 L(Swn>swnfrw1 B”n K — {(n, ey 1) B”n

r—0 " i:O L(Swl)swl_er C”n,lv (2, N (N 1) C”n,l-

Then V' is an s + 1-dimensional vector space and E;, F5, By restrict to endomorphisms of it.

Proof. Note that E; and F; have weight +w; for Bll,, and £w, for Cll,, ;. Moreover,

U, oU_,, BlIl,,
By €
U,aUy®U_, Cl,;.

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 := sw,, or sw; (which we understand to be meant modulo
weights annihilated by all h; (i € 1,)).
This follows from the fact that sw, — rw; + a; (i = 2,...,n) lies outside the support of
L(swy,) and the same for sw; —rws+«; (i =1,3,...,n), so hence E;v for i € I,,v € V' is zero.
Consequently, L(b)|y, contains dim(V’)-many simple U,-submodules of highest weight b.
From Remark we know that there should be exactly s + 1-many. U

Lemma 7.4. E;, F5, K; acts as a Uy(sl(2))-triple on V', i.e. as endomorphisms of V' we have
KjE K7 = ¢°E;
KJFjKjl = inFj
K;—K;'
(Ey, F5] = Ji‘lja
q9—q
see [Jan90, (4.4.5)].

Proof. See Appendix [A.]] O
Corollary 7.5. If n € L(b) is the highest-weight vector, then
EjFm =[r]y[s +1 - r]ngfln.

In particular F5n 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 U,(sl(2)) and

follows by induction. It shows in particular that the elements F7n (r =20,...,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. O

Lemma 7.6. By acts as follows on V':

ByFin = Fotn 4 b, Fon + ¢ F2 'y

where
. {o B,
bl T g s = rlg) Cllg
o {_C(q(_—ql)f)zq?)—znp]q(l _ q2r)(1 _ qQ(r—s—l)) BII,,
T _ﬁqz—%(l _ q27°)(1 _ q2(r—s—1)) cl,_,
Proof. See Appendix O

Lemma 7.7. Let v € V(v) C L(b) be a U,-highest-weight vector. Then v € V' and there is
i€{0,...,s} such that
v = Z as—r F5m
r=0
where
ar = a " (¢%;q72), Ki(¢* —Cq**; q7?)

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

4+ a-q! q
a = { vV (=) [2]ge

:Fq—271 qn+371i(27n) C”n,l

3
stn=3 B,

o { 1i(472n) B,
—q C”n,l
Proof. Note that ¢, 1_, = 05225 (1 —q2)(1 — g~ 2""2572) in every case.
V(v) 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 B.

Assume that Byv = Av. Expanded in terms of the (Fn)o<,<s, this yields the following
recursion relation:

)\ar = Qry1 + bsfrar + Csp1-1Cr—1
(where a_; = as41 = 0). This shows that a, = a,(\) is a polynomial in A of degree r. In
particular, all eigenspaces are one-dimensional and A is a root of the polynomial (A —bg)as(A) —
cras—1(AN).
The relation between ¢z, and C,a suggests that the polynomials are normalised dual
¢-Kravchuk polynomials (see [KLS10, §14.17]). In particular, supposing

a,(\) = a " (¢*°;¢2), K, (aX + b; C, s|g7?),

we can match our recursion relation provided that a, C are as given in the claim and

0 Bll,,
b= s ,Fs +(s+4—2n)
q (q —q ) Clly, 1.
This shows that a\ + b = ¢* + Cq¢**~% for an i = 0,..., s, and that hence
a, = a”"(¢*5q %) Ko (q* + Cq* ™ Coslg™?) = a7 (6% 472), Kilg ™ = 0™, 5;¢7%)
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(g-Kravéuk polynomials, see [KLS10, §14.15]).

Since we have shown that on V’, the operator B is diagonalisable, any subspace of V' that
is invariant under By is a direct sum of eigenspaces. In particular, if we can (as B-modules)
decompose L(b) = V(y) & V(y)*, then V(y) NV’ = kv and V(y)* NV’ are both invariant
under By. We conclude that V(v)* NV’ consists of those eigenspaces for other values of 7. [

Conjecture 7.8. The number ¢ as in Lemma equals 0 or n, in such a way that V() is
generated by a vector v € V' satisfying

B = \v
for

\ =D 2l s, Bl
2¢q" " [s + 2 —n], Cll,, 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 v; for the i-th eigenvector from Lemma [7.7

Define p : L(b) — V() as follows: we decompose L(b) into simple Us-modules, map all
modules whose highest weight is not sw, (or swi, respectively) to 0, and which operates as
follows on all other modules, i.e. v € UV': v can be written as

v=> x,Fn
r=0

for unique x, € U; . We then define

S (a—lcq23)r—s . or . B
p(v) := ;xrvim&(eﬁ L =Cq*,sq77).

Then p is a B-intertwiner.
Proof. Note that

N\ — - 28\r—s (q28; q72)5—7” IO A28—2r, 25 L. —2
p(”]) _UZZ(CQ ) —2. ,.,—92 KZK](q ’ Oq 8,4 )7
r=0 (q y 4 )s—r
which is a non-zero multiple of v; 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. U

Notation 7.10. Let v = xv; € V() for x € U, _,,, then we say that b— v is its weight. These
are representatives for the equivalence classes modulo elements annihilated by Y© = {y € Y :
©(h) = h}.
This gives us a definition of weight spaces and of formal characters:
ch, :== > dim(V(y)p_r)e”™".

VEZR e

Corollary 7.11. Let v € V(7),, then
2s.,—2
p(Eno)  Sieo ¢ (O (IS Kl O 51077
p(U) i:0(0q2s)r75MK,(q2sf2r; _ngs’ s; q,2)2

(@%q7H)s—r "
where k = 1,2 depending on whether we are considering the Bll, or Cll,, ; case. The denomi-

nator is a scalar given by the orthogonality relation of the q-Kravchuk polynomials. Assuming
Conjecture this reduces to

g (h=sen) (C—1q<h,wk>; q—z) P (Cq—<h,wk>; qz)
S ,U — S ,U

(C~Yq72), (C;¢%)s

! (Kp)v =
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by (KLS10, (1.11.1), (1.8.7)].
Theorem 7.12. Let s € Ny

2n—1 2n—1
ol 21 4 g0 0)  BII,
<l17l27l37l4) == {E 2 2 i )

2n—1
- ’%—1—3,71—2,0) Cll,, 1,

i.e. the labelling from Proposition with ly increased by s. For every m € Ny, there is a
non-zero constant D such that

swn+mwy

DPm = cbsw1+mw2
—p> Res Vﬁwl ) Cll,, 1

where P, is the m-th symmetric Macdonald polynomial for the Macdonald data
S =9 =522 u2502x")Y
R=R =2%°
L=L =2P(%) = Zwy

(with k = 1,2 for the Bll,,,Cll,, 1 case) of type (CY,C1), the labelling I, and base ¢*.

Proof. Since ®Y is a basis of the left E-module E7, the fraction %’f (for p € X*(v)) can be

understood to be the unique element ¢ € E€ such that ng(I)g = @4, which can then be restricted
to U and —p-shifted.

Note that w; = a; + -+ + a,, (Bll,) and that wy = a3 + 2a + -+ - + 24,1 + @, (Cll,1), sO
that

et (Ce wr; %) < et )
Res(®? )v = Sy = +1lo.t. |v
(22) (C;4%)s (C;4%)s
for v € V(7),, so that the leading exponent of Res (<I>,by) is e’.
We conclude that for ¢ € E€, the leading exponent of Res(¢) is A iff the leading exponent of
Res (gbq)g) = eb** . This shows that there is D’ € k* such that

(I)b+>\
Res( L ) =D'e*+1o.t.,
o5

where 1. 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 wy lies in Q7, so the order it inherits from X is the usual
order on Z). Moreover, there is D = ¢~»* D’ such that

b+

—pDRes( . > = Dmy + L. o.t.
q)'y

(where 1. 0. t. refers to lower terms in 2L.).
Moreover, if the —p-shifts of restrictions of zonal spherical functions are orthogonal with
respect to the weight v, then the family

(—p\> Res ( Py /\>)
)3
v AeNgwy,

is orthogonal with respect to the weight V' = V(—pl> Res(EW(CI)i’{, @?Y))) This follows from
Lemma [B.171
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We have
(—pw Res(Z,(®h, ))) (h) = try ) (04 (K- )P4 (K_hp))
dim(V _ e pw A h—pw
:%:(Cg;q(g?)u)(f 2p,u>(0q (h—p, k)7cq (=h—p, k>;q2)
Ch (_Qp) —(h— YWk —(—h— WE) . 2
_ (g';QZ)Z (C’q (h—p >,C’q (=h—p >,q>

S

S

For Bll,, we have wy = ay + -+ + ay, so that (p,w;) = €, +--- +¢€, = 2n — 1. For Cll,; we

have wy = aq 4+ 2a9 + - - - + 20,1 + @, SO that

<p7w2>:€1+2€2+"'+2€n—1+6n:2n_17

hence ( )
= (db PP ch,(=2p —1, - —1 wy.
—p Res(:W((I)W @7)) = (g’q?)?<0q2n 1, Wk Cq2n lewk’ q2)s.
’ s
Recall that
C_ -1 Bll,,
_q472n C”n,17
so that our weight function becomes V' = W&’*A”ﬁ with
(32“’15‘12)00 BlI
A/+ o (q2n—1ew17_q2s+2n—1ew1 7q€w17_qewl;q2)oo n
o (€**2;4%) o dll
(q2nflew2’_q25+3ew2’q2n73€w27_qew2;q2)oo n,l

(where we used Proposition and |Mac03, §5.1.28] to identify an appropriate weight for the
zonal spherical functions). We conclude that V' is proportional to the weight function for the
Macdonald polynomials of type (CY, Cy) with the data and parameters claimed.

From

bEA
—pb Res ( qu ) = Dmy +1.o.t.
¥
we can thus conclude that
b+A
—pDReS( qu ) = DP,. O
¥

7.2. Single-Variable 2-Vector: DIl with Spin Representation. We now consider an-
other example of rank one. But now, #%(vy) = 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 BC;.

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 A; (i.e. a diagram of type A; x A; with white nodes
and 7 interchanging the two nodes), for n = 3, this corresponds to a Satake diagram of type
All3, and for n > 4, this corresponds to a Satake diagram of type DIl,,.

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 B, s is then the trivial algebra 1, which has only one
simple module . Similarly, for every element o € X, the corresponding simple representation
of U is 1-dimensional and we have

Ky -1 =g,

Since there are no roots, we have p = 0, so that

(—p) > Res(fbfj) = et
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which is the p-th non-symmetric Askey-Wilson polynomial with parameters (1, ¢"/2, —1, —¢'/?)
(alternatively: non-symmetric g*-ultraspherical polynomial with & = 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 D,,, let X be the weight lattice and Y the
coroot lattice. Let aq,...,a, be the simple roots, hq,...,h, the coroots, and w1, ...,w, the
fundamental weights. We pick ¢; = -+ = ¢, = 1, which implies that K; = Kj},,.

Let I, = {2,...,n} and 7 = id;. The coideal subalgebra B, is then generated by

By By, Foy.o Fo Ko, ... K,

and
By :=F +cad(By-- - E,E,_o-- Ey)(E))K; .
The restricted root system is again ¥ = {fw;} so that 2L = Zw;. The corresponding Satake
diagram is
n—1
o—e— n—2

n

7.2.2. Classical Branching Rules. We describe the branching rules of g = s0(2n), £ = so(2n—1),
and m = s0(2n — 2). As explained in Section [7.1.2] irreducible representations of g, €, m are
described by half-integers aq,...,a,,b1,...,b,_1,¢1,...,c,_1 such that

ap > > ap1 > ay), by > - >b,1 >0, 1> > g > |Cp]

and such that all the a;, b;, ¢; 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 by = -+ = b,_1 = %, i.e. the spin
representation. It contains the two simple m-modules described by ¢; = -+ = ¢, = % and
Cpho1 = :I:%, and it is contained in the simple g-modules described by a; € % + 7, ay =
e = Qp = %, and a, = :I:%. In other words, if v is the corresponding B, s-type, then
X*(y) = {wn-1,wn} + Now;y. This implies that B(v) = {wp—1,wn}-

Lastly, we note that both bottom elements restrict to the simple ¢-module we are considering.
Consequently, we pick V() := L(w,)|B., and equip it (and analogously L(w,_;)) with the basis
vy, (10 € Wwy,) described in [Jan96, §5A.1].

We also remark that © acts on X as the reflection that negates a; (in the notation given

here) and leaves all other numbers intact.

7.2.3. MSF for Bottom Elements. Using the notation of Lemma we write Wy := ¢rn—
and U, ;= @‘;’".

Lemma 7.13. We have

forpe Ww,,hey.

Proof. For Wy we take i = p = id,,) and obtain the claimed equation from Wy (Kj)v, = Kpv,,.
For ¥, we define j : V(y) = L(wp—1) and p : L(w,—1) — V() as follows:
—w — Ww,
Jiv o v, - pw—w € Ww
(—q)" "CUptw, p+w € Wuw,

p:v, <_q)n_20_lvufw1 m—= w1 € an,1
a Uit n+w € Wwpn_1
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Note that these maps are well-defined since in the standard notation the Weyl orbits of w,,, w,_1

can be described as n-tuples of {j:%} with an even/odd number of —%’s. Consequently, by

flipping the first entry (i.e. adding or subtracting w;) we can always make one weight from
the other. Note that the maps 7, p are U,-intertwiners as w;’s inner product with ho, ..., h, is
zero, and as the weights are unchanged apart from adding +w.

It therefore suffices to show that p, j preserve the action of B;. For this we note that Byv,
lies in the span of v,_q, and v,4w,. In particular, since both cannot be in the same Weyl orbit

as v, it is only one term. Note that if (hq, ) = —1, we just have Byv, = Fiv, = v,_q,. On
the other hand, if (hy, #) = 0 and (hq, ) = —1, we know that v, can be reached from v,, ,_,
or v, —u, by applying a polynomial in Fj, ..., F,,. Each such polynomial commutes with By,

so that it suffices to compute Bjv,, —w, and Byv,,, ,—w,, Which are multiples of v, ,v,,, ,. We
have

Blfl}u,UJQ = cad(E2 s EnEnf2 e EQ)(El)Klilvp,fwg
:1C&d(E&'"lavE%_g"'Eb)(Eh)Uu_wT

for p = w,_1 or w,. Note that im(E;) N kv, _, # 0 only for i = n — 1, similarly for w,, (then
i =n). Consequently, in cad(Es--- E,E,_o- - Ey)(E1)v,—w, all terms vanish that don’t have
E,_1 (resp. E,) as their left-most term. Thus,

Bivy, —w, =

(—1)" %Ky Ky o Kpad(Ep1 -+ B2) (B K, By Ky By o Ky Eat,
= (=1)"2¢* "cad(Ey_1 - E2)(E1)V0,

= (—q)* "cv,, .

We conclude

Vp—ay p—oa € Wpu
B, = (_Q)Q_nCUquwg pHwe € W
0 otherwise

Then we have

(_q)2_ncv,u+w2—w1 Mm— € W,u
j(Blvu) = Blj(“u) = (_Q)ZWC%JFW—M w+wy € Wp .
0 otherwise

We obtain similar relations for p. Furthermore, po j = idy(,). Note that the definition of j can
be summarised as j(L(wy—1)u) € L(wy)e). We conclude

Uy (Kp)v, = q<h’®(“)>vu. O

Corollary 7.14. There is a nonzero constant C' € k such that

n—1 1-n
g  +q My,
M=C el o ien |-
( My "' +q )

Proof. We have

Uy (K )V (K p)vy, = g p*hfp,@(ﬂ)%uu _ q(—zp,@(u»%
Uy (Kn_ ) Us(K v, = gh=pOumtizhmpny, — o= (ont®)=(hu-6u),
Vo (Kp—p) Vi (K _p—p)v, = ¢ P7H>+<—h—P’@(#)>Uu - q—<P,u+9(#)>+(h7u—@(u)>U#
o (K p)Vo(K 4 p)v, = g p*hfﬂ,/t)vu _ q<72p,u>v‘u'

Note that D,, is simply laced, so that 2p = Y pcrve h. In particular, (2p,w;) = 2(n — 1), so
that

(2p, ) = £(n = 1) + (p, n + O(p)) = £2(n — 1) + (2p, O(n))
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based on whether 1 — ©(u) = tw;. We conclude that

pneWwn
=0 (p)=w1

and
M1’2 — M2’1 — (6*‘01 4 ewl) Z q*<ﬂvﬂ+9(ﬂ)>_

pneEWwn
p—=0(p)=w1

g

Note that the weight V considered here is the symmetric Macdonald weight for the root
system S = {£2w; + 2r | r € Z} with dim(g,) = 2n — 2, i.e.
2ewt. 42
V=TI (€ ¢

i (q2n—2626w1 : q2)oo

I

which is obtained from [Mac03], §6.3.1] by doubling powers of ¢ and setting k =n — 1 (and by
replacing x by e*'). Consequently, we have

¥l —e ™1

0_ 1-n
A" = q ql—n€w1 _ qn—le—wl ’

For the basis v; = 1, v, = ¢"'e*“! we then obtain the following weight matrix

B 1 Ul@ B ql—n qn—l +q17n mw1 1 0
P T Y T I AU < M

weWs

Lemma 7.15. Define C : k[2L] — k[2L] as a k[2L])"V=-linear map mapping

pneEWwn,
=0 (p)=w1

Vo qufn Z q7<p,u+@(u)>02_
HEWwn,
p—O(p)=w1

Then C'is triangular with respect to the Macdonald ordering on (€"),eor -
Proof. See Appendix [A.3] O
Lemma 7.16. Define t : 2L — Xt (v) by

—Mmwi — Mwy + Wn_1, (m 4 1wy — mw; + wy,.

Then t is a bijection and t=' is monotonic with respect to the Macdonald ordering on 2L and
the dominance ordering on Xt (7).

Proof. See Appendix [A.3] O
Theorem 7.17. Let ' : k[2L] — k[X] ® span {ewn_l,ewn} be given by I'(vy) := e, , and
['(vg) := e,

Then, for every m € Z there is a nonzero constant C,, such that
NE,) = Cm<—,0 > Res(@fy(m)D,

where E,, is the m-th non-symmetric Macdonald polynomial (see [Mac05, §6.2] for the root
system {+2w,} of type Ay with parameter k = n — 1 and base ¢*.
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Proof. Note that C is triangular by Lemma [7.15, I'"! is monotonic with respect to t~! by
construction, and ¢t~! is monotonic by Lemma [7.16]
Furthermore, we see from and Corollary that

wffl(eb)c(lﬂ_l(eb'))
AO

1
#Ws wz

eEWsy

Vb, b € B(r) :

= Mb,b’-

With Corollary and noting that the Intermediate Macdonald polynomials for J = () are
just the non-symmetric Macdonald polynomials, we conclude the claim. U

7.2.4. Case n = 2. The A, 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 = U,(sl(2))®? with B, generated by

B, = Fy — cE,K; 1, By = F, — cE K, ', K}jl:ll*hé'

Classically, this corresponds to the Lie algebras g = sl(2) @ sl(2) with € the diagonal algebra.
The branching rules correspond to the Clebsch-Gordan rules for s[(2): the simple g-module
L(mw; + nw,) contains the simple modules L(¢w) of € for

im —n| <{<m+n,

where m 4+ n + ¢ is an even integer. Consequently, both L(w;) and L(ws) are irreducible when
restricted to ¢ and give us the (same) spin module described by ¢ = 1. This ¢-module is then
contained in every simple g-module L(mw; + nws) satisfying |m —n| = 1. Consequently, we
have 2L = Z(w; + wy) and B(7y) = {w1,wq}. Moreover, we have €; = €5 = 1, so that

2p = hl —+ hg.
We take V' (v) = L(wy). In the basis v,,,v_,, we have

(hyw1) 0 —{hw2)) 0
w1 _ (4 Wi — (4
1 (K)) = ( 0 q_<h,w1>>, L2 (Ky) = ( 0 q<h,wz>>~
We conclude that

qg+qt  my
M = 1
< My, q+4q 1)

where we ordered the bottom elements as wy, ws. This matches the findings of [AKR17|. The
rest of the arguments from Section also work here, so that we also obtain non-symmetric
Macdonald polynomials for k =n —1 = 1.

7.3. Multi-Variable 3-Vector: Al,, As-group case, All;. We now consider three examples
of rank 2: the three examples from [Pru23] which are the three examples from [Shil7]. As is
pointed out in loc.cit., Remark 2.3, there is one more Satake diagram whose restricted root
system is of type Ay: 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 Ay-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 ¥ of type Ay) 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,,T) correspond to the following Satake diagrams: Als, the group case
for Ay, and Alls. Their respective Satake diagrams are

)
1 2 1 9

Let X be the weight lattice and Y the coroot lattice. Let («;);er be the simple roots, (h;);er the
corresponding coroots, and (w;);es the fundamental weights. We pick ¢; = 1, so that K; = K,
(i el).
The coideal subalgebra B is generated by the following elements:
(i) For Aly:
B :=F —cEK ™' (iel).
(ii) For the Ay group case:
B, :=F,—cE.p)K; ' (i€l
(iii) For Alls: by E;, F;, K;, K; ' (i = 1,3,5) and
BQ = F2 — Co ad(ElEg)(Eg)Kz_l, B4 = F4 — C4 ad(E3E5)(E4)K4_1

Moreover, the involution © gives us the following root systems ¥ of type Ay and weight
lattices L:

(i) For Aly, we have © = —1, so that & = « for all « € R. Consequently, we have ¥ =R
and L = X, generated by @y, ws.

(ii) For the Ay group case, we have © = —7, so that &; = % for i = 1,2. ¥ has aq, as
as simple roots, and L is generated by @w; = % and Wy = %

(iii) In the common notation of o; = e;—e; 11, © maps exchanges ey, e3, e5 with —eq, —ey, —eg,
respectively. Consequently, > has

a1+2a2+a3 . €1+ €2 —e3— ey - CY3+20(4+C¥4 - €3+ e4 — €5 — €4

2 - 2 T 2 - 2
as simple roots, and its weight lattice L is spanned by wy = %

Qg =

and wy = 4.

7.3.2. Classical Branching Rules. We choose the quantum equivalents of the standard repre-
sentations of ¢ in every case. From [Pru23, §6] we know that in every case, B(y) has three
elements, and for A one of two elements we get that the g-representation of highest weight A
stays irreducible when restricted to €. By Theorem [3.28| this stays true on the quantum group
level.
In particular, we find that

(i) for Aly, B(v) = {wi, w1 + w2, wa}, and we pick V(v) = L(wi)|s;

(ii) for the Ay group case, B(vy) = {wy, w2 + w3, wa}, and we pick V(y) = L(w1)|B;

(iii) for Alls, B(y) = {w1,ws,ws}, and we pick V(v) = L(w1)|B-

7.3.3. Describing V(). In the previous section we picked concrete vector spaces for V(7).
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 = to denote basis elements).

Proposition 7.18. (1) For Aly, we order the basis as Vg, ,V_w, twy, V—w,- Lhen, the gen-
erators By, By act as the following matrices:
0 —ciqg O 00 0
Bi=11 0 0], By =10 0 —coq
0 0 O 01 0

(ii) For the Ay group case, we order the basis the same way. Then,

B]./le - U7w2+w17 B2/07W1+OJ2 - v*(dz? B3’U7w1+o.)2 = _Clvwla B4U7WQ = _02U7w1+o.)2'

Any other combination of generator and basis element vanishes.



QUANTUM MATRIX-SPHERICAL FUNCTIONS AS ORTHOGONAL POLYNOMIALS 59

(iii) For Alls, we order the basis as Uy, , V_w;tw sy V—wy (1 = 1,...,4). The vectors Uy, , V_wytws, V—wytws
are Uq-highest weight vectors of weights wy,ws,ws, respectively, and By, By act as fol-
lows:
_ _ -1
B2U—w1+w2 = V—wo+ws» BQU—w3+w4 = —C2q Uy,
-1
B4U—w3+w4 = V—wy+wss B4U—w5 = —C4q " V_yy+4ws

with all other combinations being 0.

7.3.4. MSF for Bottom Elements. We enumerate our bottom as follows B(v) = {b1, b2, b3},

with by, by, by the elements given earlier (in the same order). We already note that this is

chosen in such a way that the permutation ¢ from exchanges by and b3, and leaves bs.
Using the notation of Lemma [3.35, we write ¥; := ®% for i =1,2,3.

Proposition 7.19. Res(¥;) is always a diagonal matriz. Writing the diagonal entries in
columns, we obtain the following:

(1) for Aly:
ewl 1 q€a2 +q—1e—a2 e~ w1
e~ wWitw2 7 — qeaﬁ-az + q—le—m—az ’ ew1—w2 :
w2 q+q qe* + ge~™ w2

(7i) for the Ag group case:

ewl 1 qew2—w3+w4 + q—lewl—w2—w4 e~ ws
e—w1+W2 ’ — qeua-l—m + q—le—m —wy ’ ew3—wa :

e—w2 q-+q qew1 —w2+tws + q—le—wl —w3+wy ewa

(iii) for Alls:

ewl q2€w1 —wo+wyq + q72€w1 —wq ewl —w2
ewWitwz q2e—w1+w4 + q—26—w1+w2—W4 e w1
6—w2+w3 1 q26m + q—Qe—w2+w3—W4 w3 —wa
e—w3+w4 9 W q2e:,U2—w3+w4 + q—Qe—wg 3 ew2—ws
e~ witws q2€w2—w4+w5 + q—2€—w2+ws ews

e~ ws q26w2—oJ5 + q—Qe—ng+w4—w5 ewWaA—wWs

Proof. For by, take p = j = id. For bs, we can take j,p to both map v, — v_;(, (note that
—7(pn) = =190 (1) = weo (), 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 by, we note that for the Ay group case and Alls, the weight by is minuscule, so we can
use (v,)uews, as basis. For Aly, it is only pseudominuscule. In that case, we use the notation
from [Jan96| §5A.2] (i.e. z, for & € R and yy, yo, corresponding to Jantzen’s hq,, ha, ).

For Aly, we pick the following maps

2
Vun C2q " Tay + M o—
; R 3
J U—w1+uJ2 — —C1C24q xal—&-ag + I—al—ag
2
V—wy _C2Q(Clq Toy + x—m)
Ty V_oy
Lai+az U—witws
Loy —C1qUy,
N I 1 C1U_ 0y
T—ar—a c1e2q?(q +q71) | —C1C2qV-wi 4w,
Ty —C1C2qUy,
Y1 0

Y2 0
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For the Ay group case, we pick

Ve,

J| V-witws
(.

Vg +wa
Vwo—wsz+wa
Vwi —watws
le —Wwo—Ww4q

V—w —ws+wa

V01 —wy
And for Alls, we pick

Ve,
J| V-watws

V—wstws

le —w4q
Vw1 —wa+wa
Vo +ws—ws
p
Uw3
V—wa+ws

Vi —wy

extend this U,-linearly, and let the maps be 0 on all other basis vectors.

These maps all intertwine B and satisfy po j = idy(,). This can be seen especially easily for
All5, where V() splits as a direct sum of three two-dimensional U,-modules of highest weights
w1, ws, ws, respectively. In order to map V() B-linearly to any other U-module (and vice-
versa), we must therefore identify the U,-highest weight vectors of these weights. For L(ws),
the desired weight spaces are spanned by Vu, —w,; Vws—wss Vws, Ie€Spectively, so any intertwiner
must map v, to the span of v, _, or vice-versa (and similarly for the others). By considering

STEIN MEEREBOER & PHILIP SCHLOSSER

le —Wwo—Ww4q + Ca qUWQ —w3+wyq
V_wi—ws — C1C2QUus w3
—C2 U—wl —w3+wqg C1C2 qvwl —w2+ws3

—V—wi+wy
Clvwl
1 —V_ 4y
cca(qg+qh) C1C2qUy,
—C1qU—yy,

C1C2 qv—wl —+wo

'lefw4 - C4qvw17w2+w4
U—w2+w3—w4 + C2C4Uw3
-1

—C4q V_potuws + C2C4 Vg —wy+ws

-2
CoC4q “Vyy
—(gCoUy,
1 -2
CoCyq U—w2+w3
_ 2
0204(q2 +q 2) q U—1w2+w3
—C24 "V—wytws
2
q U—w4+o.;5

the actions of By, By on V/(7y), the constants can be fixed.

For L(ws), the desired weight spaces are 2-dimensional, but the fact that Byv,, = 0 fixes
the candidate. From these maps p, j we see that Res(¥;) (i = 1,2, 3) have indeed the claimed

shapes.

Corollary 7.20. We obtain the following matrix weights:

(i) For Aly, we obtain

M=

(ii) For the Ay group case, we obtain

(iii) For Alls, we obtain

M= (q+q ") | maa,

[3]q M2, M2,
M2aq+2a +2
m2w1 (qiq—ﬁ? + 1 m2wz
M2w, Maw, [3]11
[3]q Mg, Moz,
M2, 426912
m2w1 (qiq—1§2 + 1 m2(7.)2
M2, Mg, [3]11
3] 42 Mo, Mg,
M2a,+2a, 12
@+q2)2 +1 mog,
Mo, Moo, [3](]2

Y
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Proof. This can be computed from Proposition , using that M, ;. can be computed from
(—p) > Res(V;), (—p) > Res(V;). We use that p = hy + hy for Aly, p = hy + hy + hg + hy for the
A, group case, and

5 9
for Alls.
We can furthermore exploit Proposition M(ii,iii), so that we only need to compute the
entries Mbl,b1> Mb1,b27 Mbl,bga Mbg,bg- O

We now write wy, wo for 207, 20, (Aly and Ay group case) or 2w, 2@y, respectively for the
generators of 2.
Observe that M is proportional to

[3]7- mWQ2 mwl
mw'Q mwl [3}7'

where 7 = ¢ in the first two cases and ¢? in the latter.

We now begin using notation from [Sch23|, in particular we set J := {2} and take W} to be
the parabolic subgroup W; < Wy, generated by s9, Ly ; for the J-dominant elements ([Sch23,
Definition 3.12]) of L, and my, for the W;-symmetric “monomial” containing e* (proof of
[Sch23| Lemma 4.6]). We consider the k[2L]"=-basis of k[2L]"7 (J = {2}) given by

€w2 -+ ewl_w2
14772
which produces the following matrix weight (using the - involution instead of *):

2 w
er =1, €s; = , Copsy = T €7 (41)

4 o 18+ M, Mw\ (1 0 0
T J6FT Moy "1 mg, |0 72 0. (42)
Mgy Moy [3]7' 00 7

This suggests that we need to map ey, e, €5,5, 10 V3, Uy, Wy (Or €p,, €4, , €, )-
Lemma 7.21. The map t : 2L, ; — X (7) given by
w1+)\r—>b1—|—/\, 81(@2+)\>l—>b2+/\, 8182)\l—>bg+)\

for X € Ly is a well-defined bijection. Moreover, t=' is monotonic (considering the dominance
ordering on X+ () and the Macdonald ordering on 2L, ;, cf. [Mac03, §2.7]).

Proof. See Appendix [A.4] O
Lemma 7.22. Let C be a k[2L]"=-linear endomorphism of k[2L|"7 given by
Ce, = a,e, ve Ww’.
Then C is triangular with respect to (mj,)uer, -
Proof. See Appendix [A 4] O

Lemma 7.23. Define the k[2L]"=-linear map T : k[2L]"" — k[X] @ span {ey, | i = 1,2,3} by
mapping

€1 > Cpg, €s1 7 €y, €s150 F7 €py
(recall forei, e, €55,). Then T7Y is t= -triangular.
Proof. See Appendix [A.4] O

Theorem 7.24. For every pu € 2L, ; there is a nonzero constant C, such that

L(Pyu) = Cu(—p) > Res(®1H).
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Proof. We define the k[2L])"=-linear automorphism C' € End(k[2L]"7) given by the matrix

1 0 0

6
3 0772 0
T+ T 0 0 7_—4

for 7 € k*. By Lemma C'is triangular. Moreover, by Lemma [7.21] #=! is monotonic. We
now show that ¢~! is monotonic. Moreover, by Lemma [7.23] I'"! is ¢~!-triangular.
Comparing Equations [0 and Equation [42] we see that the matrix weights match up. Note
that by Proposition , the —p-shifted zonal spherical functions for (U, B) are the Macdonald
polynomials for the root system S(2X) (which equals S((2X)Y)" as Ay is simply-laced) with
parameter k = %dim(ga), with all g-powers multiplied by e.
We can now conclude the claim from Corollary [6.7] g

7.4. Conclusion to the Examples. A conclusion that can be drawn from the examples is
that in all cases considered, the —p-shifted restrictions of MSF can be mapped to k[2L]"”
for a parabolic subgroup W; < Wy in such a way that the elementary MSF are mapped to
Intermediate Macdonald polynomials.

We shall now make more precise how the parabolic subgroup W; 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(7) correspond to the irreducible
representations of M (M-types) contained in the K-representation V(v)!, where K is a Lie
group with Lie algebra € such that V(v)! is integrable and M = Zg(a) for any choice of
maximal commutative a C p = g~°.

Since M is a normal subgroup of Ng(a), the restricted Weyl group Wy = Nk (a)/M acts on
the M-types of V()!, and hence also on B(y).

Conjecture 7.25. Let (U,B,) be a commutative triple. The aforementioned action of Wy,
on B(7y) can be described as follows: the map

p:B(y) > V(X), b Wab+2L

is an injection and has a Wo-invariant domain (We = Zw (0)). Pulling back the Wg-action
along this injection gives a Wg action on B(v) that factors through W,, and hence yields an
action of Wy, [Ara62, (2.2)].

Conjecture 7.26. Assume now that the action of Wy, on B(y) is transitive and one of the
stabilisers Wy is a parabolic subgroup of Wyx. Then the —p-shifted restrictions of MSF' for
(U,B,~) are Intermediate Macdonald polynomials invariant under W.

We now show that these two conjectures hold for all integrable small B-types and for the
four examples Dll,,, Aly, the Ay group case, and Alls.

Lemma 7.27. Conjecture[7.25 holds for the siz examples from this chapter.
Proof. Recall that in the examples we had

{swn} Bll
{sw1} Cll,,
{wn_1,wn} DIl

{wl,wz,wl +CU2} A|3
{w1,ws + w3, ws}  Ag-group
{Wla W3, Ws} Alls

For BIl, we have

s by s b,s
oSwp +2L =% | = S, —
Wesw, + {<2+a 5 2)

an,bg,...,bne{il}}.
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For Cll, we have
Weswy + 2L = {(a,b,0,...,0) | |a —b|] = s}.

For DII, we have

W.wn_l—i-ZL:{(l—l—a by .. b")

aEZ,bQ,...7bn€{il},bg"'bn:—l}

2 V272
1 by by
W.Cdn+2L: 5‘1‘@,5,...,5 an,bz,...,bnE{:l:l},bg"'bnzl .

For Al;, we have
Wewy + 2L = {aw; + bws | (a — 1),b € 2Z}

Wews + 2L = {awy + bwsy | a, (b—1) € 2Z}
We(wi + wa) + 2L = {aw; + bws | a,b € 1 +Z} .

For the Ay group case we have

Wewi + 2L = {(a + 1)w;s + bws + aws + bwy | a,b € Z}
We(ws + ws) + 2L = {aws + (b+ 1wy + (a + 1)ws + bwy | a,b € Z}
Wewy + 2L = {awy + bwy + aws + (b+ 1)wy | a,b € Z} .

For All;, we have

Wewr + 2L = {Fw; + aws + bwy | a,b € Z}
Wews + 2L = {£ws + aws + bwy | a,b € Z}
Wews + 2L = {Fws + aws + bwy | 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 Weg:

{We,s17+ 8- 51 Wo} Bl
{Woa UJ()W.} C”
{We, 81 Sn_28nSn_o---s1We} DI

Wy =
%% Al
(5183, 5254) Ag-group
<828183$2W,, S4$3S5S4W,> A”5

Write r1 := s1, $153, S2515359 for the first generator of the last three cases, and ry := s9, 5954, 54535554
for the second. These generators act as follows on the bottom elements:

For Bll:

S1tSp o S18W, = Swy, — Swy € p(swy,)
For CllI:

WoSw = —wy = S15wW1 — Swy € p(swy).
For Dll:

S Sp—9SnSn_2 " S1Wn_1 = Wp — w1 € p(wy)

81" Sp—28pSp—2 " S1Wy = Wp_1 — W1 € p(wn—l)-
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For Alz, the A, group case, and for Alls:

Together with the fact that WgL = L we obtain that Wy restricts to a map on im(p). This
therefore descends to the following actions on B(7): the trivial action for BIl and the standard
permutation actions of Sy on {wy,—1,w,} (DIl) and S3 on {by, ba, b3} (Als, Ag-group, and Alls).

We now show that these actions coincide with the group theoretical actions derived earlier.

For Bll,, and Cll, ;: Nothing further needs to be shown.
For DlIl,,: 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 (y)! splits as Las(wn_1])® Lar(walo),
where t < m < g is the Cartan subalgebra that was chosen to be contained in the Car-
tan subalgebra b of g. In particular, s; -+ S, 28,8n_2 - * S1Wn|¢ = wn_1|¢ and vice-versa,
so that sy---8,_98,5,_2--- 51, the non-trivial representative of Wy, indeed permutes
the M-types as claimed.

For Aly: We take K = SO(3) and have

M = {diag(a,b,c) | a,b,c € {£1},abc = 1}.

the K-type of v 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:

ey diag(a, b, c) — a, ey - diag(a, b, c) — ab, esrt? : diag(a, b, ¢) > b.

In particular, since M consists of elements that square to 1, we can ignore any minus
signs. This means that

s1e4F = €529 = efr e

and similarly for all other combinations of elements of W and B(y). This is exactly
the same action as was obtained purely from the weights.

For the A, group case: We take K = SU(3) (here properly: the antidiagonal subgroup of

G = SU(3) x 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:

wz+ws3

eyt : diag(a, b, c) — a, eyt . diag(a, b, ) — b, est - diag(a, b, c) — c.

The action of Wg on M is just the action of permutation matrices, which is the same
as is describe earlier.

For Alls: We take K = Sp(3) and M = SU(2) x SU(2) x SU(2). If V is the 2-dimensional

representation of SU(2), then wy,ws,ws correspond to the following M-types of V (7):
VReCeC, CVeC, CCeV.

Since the Weyl group of GG acts by conjugation with permutation matrices, s9515350 =
(13)(24) exchanges the first two SU(2) blocks and fixes the third and sys3s5s4 =
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(35)(46) exchanges the last two blocks and fixes the first. We conclude that Wy 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.

4

Lemma 7.28. Let y be an integrable small B-type. Then V (7y) is one-dimensional (i.e. trivial,
or (U,B) is of Hermitian type and vy is a character), or (U,B,~) is any of the following:

(1) (U,B) is of type Bll,, (n > 1) and ~y corresponds to the representation of highest weight
Swy,_1 (in the notation of [PP25]) for s € Ny.
(i) (U,B) is of type Bll,, (n > 1)and 7 corresponds to the representation of highest weight
sw, for s € Ny.
(iit) (U,B) is of type Cll,,1 (n > 2) and v corresponds to the representation of highest
weight swy for s € Ny.

Proof. See Appendix O

Lemma 7.29. Assume v is an integrable small B-type. Then Conjecture holds for
(U,B,).

Proof. By Lemma , 7 is either one-dimensional, or (U,B,7) is one of the three cases
considered as the first two examples in Lemma [7.27]

So it remains to check the case where v is one-dimensional. By [Mee25a, §2.4], nontrivial
characters exist for (U, B) of type Alll,, ,, Bl,, 2, Cl, DI, o, DI Elll, EVIIl. In addition, we have to
consider Al; and AlV,, (which are considered to be Alll; ; and Alll,, ; in loc.cit.).

In each case, the characters that exist form a 1-dimensional lattice generated by x. In case
¥ is reduced and v = £y, we know from [Mee25a, Lemma 2.7] that B(y) = {b} for

b:mZa
2 &

where ¥;" consists of the positive longest roots of ¥.

We now show that Wb+ 2L is Wg-invariant. Note that since b lies in the Q-span of X, Wg's
action on it factors through the quotient group Wy, so that’s what we look at.

Recall that Wy is the Weyl group of ¥, so it suffices to show wb — b € 2L for the generators
w = r; associated with simple roots &;. In case &; not a long root (recall that we assumed X
to be reduced), we have ;%" = " and hence 7;b = b. Otherwise, we have wb — b = «;. Since
Y. is of type B, C, or A;, we then have a; € 2P, hence wb — b € 2L. The claim follows.

The cases not covered by the assumption of reducedness are Alll,, (2p < n + 1), AlV,,
Dlllgp41, and ElI. In these cases, we find in [PP23| Table 2] that the bottom elements are given
by |l|w; or |l|w-u where Ig U {i,7(i)} is a subdiagram of type AIV, depending on the sign of I
(and the choice of fundamental character x). Concretely:

Alll,, ,, : [ wp, [€|wnt1—p
AlV,, : [l|wr, [€]wn,
Dl —op1 |l |wap, |wops1
Elll - |l |wr, |l we
For Alll;AlV, note that Wg is generated by Wi, s15,,...,8p—15n4+2-p, Sp* " Spnti—p " Sp. We
have s;s,.1_b=0bfori=1,...,p—1 as well as wb = b for w € W,. Furthermore,

SpSngl—p - SpWp = Wp—1 — Wnti1—p + Wn42—p = Wp — 20ép
Spt Sptl—p " SpWntl-p = Wp—1 — Wp + Wpt2-—p = Wnil—p — 2ap-

In any case, b and wb differ by elements contained in 2L.
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For D|||2p+1, the group W@ is generated by W.,821'821'_1522'4_1821‘,SgpSzp_182p+182p_152p (Z =
1, e, P 1) W. fixes Wap, Wop41 as do 52i52;—-152i+152; for 7 S P — 1. Lastly,

SopSop—152p4152p—182pWap = Wap—2 — Wapt1 = Wap — 2(—Wap—2 + Wap—1)" € wop + 2L
SopS2p—152p+152p—152pWopt1 = Wap—2 — Wap = Waopt1 — 2(—wap_o + wap_1)~ € wapr1 + 2L.

For Elll, the elements 71 = $15354555651535455515354515351 (i.e. the longest element for the
A5 subdiagram generated by aq, as, ay, as, ag) and 1o = $35483858489 both commute with w,
and with 7. Consequently, they commute with ©. Furthermore they implement the simple
reflections of X, so that Wy is generated by W, and these elements. Note that W, fixes wy, ws,
similarly for ro. It remains to see how r; acts. Note that we can rewrite 1, = $153845556(S; |
i < 6), so that

T1We — S$15354S5SgWg — Wy — Wh.
Applying 7 we obtain rjw; = ws — wg. In both cases, we have
le—b:CUQ—wl — Wg = —2641 € 2L.

We thus obtain the conclusion that Wb + 2L is Wg-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 Wg
acts by linear maps. O

Lemma 7.30. Conjecture([7.20 holds for all six examples considered here as well as for the case
where 7y is an integrable small B-type (and where the ZSF case has been discussed in Section @

Proof. Note that for our six examples and the case where 7 is one-dimensional (even if it is a
small B-type), the premise of Wy, acting transitively on 5(~y) holds.

If v 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 W.

For the remaining integrable small B-types, the stabiliser of the single bottom element is
Wy, and by Theorem the —p-shifted restrictions of matrix-spherical functions are Wy-
Intermediate Macdonald polynomials (=symmetric Macdonald polynomials).

For DI, the stabiliser of w,, is trivial, and we obtained {1}-intemediate Macdonald polyno-
mials (=non-symmetric Macdonald polynomials) as —p-shifted restrictions of MSF in Theo-
rem [L.I71

For Als, the Ay group case, and Alls, the stabiliser of w; is the W generated by s,, and
we obtained Wj;-Intermediate Macdonald polynomials as —p-shifted restrictions of MSF in
Theorem [7.24] O

Lemma 7.31. Let (U,B,~) 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:

(1) (U,B) is of type Ai-group and ~ corresponds to the highest weight w (i.e. the standard

representation)

(ii) (U,B) is of type Ally and ~y corresponds to the highest weight wy (i.e. the standard
representation,).

(iii) (U,B) is of type DI, and 7 corresponds to the highest weight w,_, (i.e. the spin
representation,).

(iv) (U,B,~) is a small B-type.

Proof. For the eight possible rank-1 (families of) Satake diagrams A;-group, Aly, Alls, AlV,,
Bll,,, Cll,, 1, DIl,,, Fll, we note that modulo W,, the group Wg is generated by
5182, 51, 52515352,81 " Spn """ 81,51 Sp " S1, _17 (_17 _17 17 R 1)a _1’

respectively. For the Satake diagrams Aly, AlV,, Bll,, Cll, 1, Fll, we then see that modulo W,
and 2L, all weights are stabilised by Wg, so in particular only the small B-types Aly, AlV,
(characters) and Bll,, Cll, ; have a transitive Wg-action.
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For the three remaining Satake diagrams, the nontrivial element of Wg /W, acts non-trivially
on some weights. In particular, for the A; group case, the weights wq,ws are exchanged, for
All3, the weights w, w3 are exchanged, and for DIl,,, the weights w,,_1, w,, are exchanged. These
orbits are exactly the bottoms of the wells corresponding to the first three claimed cases. [J

Proposition 7.32. Conjectures and [7.26 hold in rank 1.

Note that the examples here have focused exclusively on the case where B = B’ and v = +/.
As a straightforward generalisation of the integrable small B-types we consider earlier, i.e.
cases for which #3871 (y) = 1, the authors of |[OS05] put forward an example of two different
B-representations v, v’ satisfying #9B7(v,~") = 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 (CZ, C,). 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 [Koll4| describes quantum-
symmetric pairs also if the root system is of infinite type. The work [Koll5| 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,%) for which £ 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 Bl,, 2, Cl,,, DI, 2, Dlll5,, EVII with
non-zero non-standard parameter, and of Dllly, 1, EIll, FIl are still not known in full generality.

Next, while we have exhausted all the “homogeneous” integral small B-types (i.e. 7 such
that #B7(v,v) = 1), as is demonstrated in |[OS05], there are also a lot of “heterogeneous”
integral small B-types (i.e. 7, with #8B7(vy,7’) = 1). This means that there is a wealth even
of symmetric Macdonald polynomials still to find.

And lastly, the Conjectures and remain to be proven. This includes or would ideally
be complemented by a classification of quantum commutative triples (U, B,~) (or (U,B,~)
and (U,B’,v)) with a transitive action of Wy on B () (or B (v,7)).

APPENDIX A. PROOFS FOR SECTION [T]

A.l. Lemma We begin with a few computation rules for Bll,,.

Proposition A.1. Let v € L(swy)sw,, —rw, -
(i) For 1 <i <n we have
E,---EF;---Fu=]s]v.
(i) For 1 <1i <mn we have
Fy---FE;-- Eyv=r]pv.
(i17) For 1 <i <mn we have
E,---EF - -F,E_1---Eyv=[s=2)r|pv+ Fi--- F,E, - Ey.

(iv) We have
By -+ By By - Fplo = [s — 2r]v.
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Proof. (i) We proceed by reverse induction on ¢. For n =i, we obtain
E,Fv=[Kp,],v+ F,Ev=[s]v

since sw,, — rw; + a,, is not contained in the support of L(swy,).
Assume the statement holds true for i + 1 (for ¢ > 1), then we have

E, - EnEiFFy--Fo=E,--- Ei+1[Ki]q2 i1 oo
+ By EipiFy - FuEp.

Note that sw, — rw; + «; does not lie in the support of L(sw,), so that the last term
is 0. Moreover,

(hi, Swy —Twy — Qy — -+ — Q1) = 1,
consequently, we have

=FE, - EiFi-- Fo=[s]u,

as was claimed.
(ii) We proceed by induction on i. For i = 1, we have

FlEl’U = —[Kl]q21} + ElFl’U = [’I“]q2’U.
Assume the claim holds for ¢ — 1 for ¢ < r, then
Fy---FE;--FBw=—F--F_[Kp2Fi-- F
+ F1 tee -Fi—lEi—l ce ElEi’U.

Since «; + sw, — rw; does not lie in the support of L(sw,), the last term is 0.
Furthermore, we have

<h’i)8wn —rwy+o+ -+ O[i_1> = _17
so that we have
Fi-- EE;-- BEjv=F - F_1E_q- E=[r]pv,

as claimed.
(iii) We proceed by reverse induction on ¢. For i = n, we have

E,Fy---F,E, 1-- Ev
—F - Fy[Kp)yEpy - Eov+ Fy - F,Ey - By
=[s—2F1-Fy1Ep1---Byw+F ---F,E,--- Fv
=[s—=2|,[r]pv+ F1--- F,E, - Ev
by (ii).
Assume the claim is true for ¢ +1 (i > 1), then we have
E, - E,F---F.E; - Ewv=
Ey - By k- Fifl[Ki]q2 i1 FaEig - By
+E,- - Ey1Fy---F,E;--- Eyv.
We have
(hiySwp —Twy + 1+ -+ 1 —ap — - — ;1) =0,
so the first term vanishes. We then apply the induction hypothesis and obtain
E,---EF - -F,E_1---Eyv=[s=2)r|pv+ Fi--- F,E, - Ey.
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(iv) We have
E, - E\Fy---Fow=E,- - E|K||pF-- Fou+E, - EyFy - - FyEyv
= —[r—1]2Ey - EByFy- - Fyv+ By ByFy - -+ FyEyv.
By (i) and (iii) this equals
—[r —1]2[slqv+ [s — 2]4[r]pev + Fy -+ - FLE,, - - - Eqo.
We therefore conclude that
(u-e By, Fr o Falo = (rlls — 2y — [r = g lslo)o = s — 2r),0. 0
Proof of [T for Bll,,. Proposition[A.I[iv) can be rephrased as [E;, ;] acting on V, as [s —2r],.
Note that K; acts on V! as

q<2h1 +-+2hn—1+hn,swn—Tw1) _ qs—27" :

so that [E;, 5] = [K ], on V.
Moreover, E;, F5 have weight &(ag+- - +ay,) = fwi, soad(K;)(Ey) = ¢*Ey and ad(K ) (F5) =
-2
q Fj. O

We continue with similar computation rules for the case of Cll,, ;.
Proposition A.2. Write K = (iy,...,i2,—2) = (1,...,n,...,2). Let v € V! = L(5wW1) sy —rws-
(i) For 2 < k < 2n — 2 we have

i

F,, - Fyuv=[s—r],.
In particular,
Ey---Ey---E;F---F,---Flo=[s — ]
for j > 2.
(ii) For 2 < k < 2n — 2 we have
Fy -

In particular,
Fy---Fp- - E;E;-- By, Fyv = [r]v

for j > 2.
(iii) For 2 < k < 2n — 2 we have

By By F5Ei - By, v =[r]gls — 1 —r]qv + F5E .
(tv) We have [Ej, F5lv = [s — 2r],v.
Proof. (i) We proceed by induction in k. Write A for the term on the left-hand side. For
k = 2, we have
A= ElEgFQFIU = E1 [KQ]qFlv + FgElFlEQU
= —[7’ — 1]qE1F1/U + FQ[Kl]qEQU + FQFlElEQ/U
= —[r — 1] [sl,v + [s — 1],[r]qv + Fo FA By Eqv.
Note that Ej Eyv = 0 as swy — rws + aq + oz is not contained in the support of L(swy).
Moreover, [s — 1],[r], — [s]qlr — 1], = [s — 7]
Assume that £ > 2 and that the claim holds for £ — 1.
o If £ < n, we have

A=E - ExF,---Flo=Ey - Ep_1[Kig Fro1 - Fio
=E - E_ \Fy, - Fv=E;,---E, F,_ ---Fwv

=[s — 1]

k-1 k-1

as Frv = 0 and by the induction hypothesis.
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o If £ > n, we have

A=F,---E, -+ Fop 1.Fon - F, - Fv
=E1- By Eypgrg ([KQn—k]qFQn—i-l—k ce e Pl

+ F2n7k T Fn e F2n+1fk[K2n7k]qF2nflfk e F1U> .

Note that Fb, 1, commutes with Fi, ..., F5, 1, so that in the second expression
we can permute Fy, 1 to the right. Since Fy, 1 v =0 (as 2n+1—k # 1), the
second term vanishes:

A=FEy - E, - Eapp1 gk Foprg - F - Frv
=F,---F;, | F

tp—1L i1 """ Elv = [S - T]q'U

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 = FyEyw = —[Ks],v = [r],v.

Now assume that & < 2n — 2 and that the claim holds for k£ + 1.
e If £ > n, we obtain

A=Fy- - Fop 1 Fop - Eov
=—Fp- F2n_1_k[KQN—k]fDn—kEQn—l—k - Fov
=Fy Fop 1 Bop_1_p - Eov
—-F, ,---F, E, ---FE

Te4+1 ikt ion—2U
= [r]qv

since Fy, v = 0 and by the induction hypothesis.
e If k£ < n, we obtain

A=Fy---F, - F.E.- B, - Ey
:—Fz"'Fn'“Fk+1<[Kk]qu+1'“En“'Ezv
+ By By B [Kilg By -+ - Equ).

Note that Ej.; commutes with Ej_1,..., Fs, so that we may permute it to the
right in the second expression. Since furthermore Ej v =0 (k > 1), we conclude
that the second expression vanishes. Consequently, the above equals

A=Fy, - F,- - Fy1Epi1--Ep-+ By

2n—2 k417t i2n—2U = [T]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= ElEQFng s En N 'EQU

_El([KQ]qF3"'Fn"'F1

+F2FnF3[K2]qF1>E3EnE2U
+E1FjE2EnE2’U

z—[r—l]qE1<F3---Fn---F2

+F2"'Fn"'F3>F1E3"'En"'E2U

_|_F2...Fn...F2[K1]qE2...En...E2U
+F7EJU

z—[r—l]qu(Fg;---Fn---FQ

+FyFy- - F)F1Ey---Ey--- Ey

+[s—2F-Fy--FyBy- - B, -

. -EQU
+ FjEJU.

Note that FyFE5--- E, -+ FEyv = E\Es--- E, -+ Eyv = 0, so that
A:—[r—l]q(Fg.Fn..F2

_|_Fz...Fn...F3)[K1]qE'3...En...E2U

—[s=2Fy - F, - F3[Ky] Es - B, -

.. E2v
—f- FjEJU

= ([rlgls —2lq — [r = lqls = 1) Fo--- F--- F3E3--- E,, -+« Eyv + F5E v
= [rly[s = 1 —r]v + F5Ev.

Next, assume that £ > 2 and that the claim holds for k — 1.
o If £ < n, we have

i2n—2U

=By E;F5E, - E, - Fy
:El"'Ek1<F2"'Fk1[Kk]qu+1"'Fn"'F1

+F2"‘Fn"'Fk+1[Kk]qu—1"'F1>Ek+1"'En"'E2U
+ B - By \F5E;-- - E,---Ey
=By By F5Ey - E, - Ey,
which equals [r]y[s — 1 — r],v + F5E v by the induction hypothesis.
e If £ =n, we have
A=Ey - EyF5E,_ - By
=By By Fy - Fy 4 [K,)
By By FE, - By
=By Ey 1 F5E, - - B,

2Fn1- FE, ;- Eyw

which equals [r],[s — 1 — r],v + F5E;v by the induction hypothesis
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o If £ > n, we have
A=FE - E, - Eyp F5E0 1 1 Eov
=FE1- By Eopy1k (FQ o Fop 1k [Kon klgFony1k - Fo - FY

+ F2 e Fn o F2n+1—k[K2n—k]qF2n—1—k e F1>E2n—1—k o EQU
+ By By Boyar ik F5Epy g+ Eyv
= By By Bap iy By By,

which equals [r],[s — 1 — r],v + F5E ;v by the induction hypothesis.
(iv) We have

EJFJU:El...En...EB<[K2]qF3...Fn...FIU

+F2~--Fn--~F3[K2]qFlv>
+ By... By BsF3Ey
= —[r—1,E - E,-- - EsFs-- - Fy-- - Foo+ Ey - E, - -- EsF5E
=—[r—1][s =]+ [rlgls —r — 1], + F5E,v
= [s — 2r],v + F5Ev.

by (i) and (iii).

Proof of Lemma [7.4) for Cll,, ;. Similar to the Bll, case, using Proposition [A.2] O

A.2. Lemma We begin with Bll,,.

Lemma[7.4 for Bll,,. We have
By =Pt cad(By - B2 By) (B K[ Fy - - F,.

This and the weights of the two terms shows that B7F5n can be expanded as claimed, with
b, = 0 and some yet-undetermined constant c,.

Let now v € V!, then Fy--- F,v has weight sw, — (r — 1wy —wy = (% -5 - 1,%,...).
This shows that applying K; ' to it yields ¢*~2. Furthermore, E;F, - -- F,v # 0 implies i = 1
or 2. Moreover, V!_ | Nim(FE;) is empty unless i = n. Therefore, we can neglect any term that
doesn’t have E,, on the left: This shows that

G Fr iy =g P ad(By - - B - Ey)(Ey)Fy - - - F )
= (=1)"cq” Ky Kn_1ad(EL -+ E)(E\) K1 Ep_y - - Koo Fy - - - F Fo
= (—1)"cq® ?ad(K,) (- - - ad(Kp1)(ad(Ey - - - Bo)(EY))Epy - -+ ) EaFy - - - F Fo.

Note that every ad(K;) has inside it an expression of weight w; + ;1 + -+ -+ a,,. Consequently,
the ad(K;) adds a factor of ¢~2, hence

G Fr iy = (=1)"eq® PP ad (B - - - Ey)(By)Eney -+ ExFy - FyFn
= (—1)"cq”? " ad(EL - - Ey)(Er) F o
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(as in the proof of Proposition [A.1](i)). We continue:
e Frin = (=1)"eg® 272" (EfL ad(E,_1--- Ey)(Ey)
(KB + EnK) ad(Ey i - E2)<E1)K,;1En> F,Frn
= (—1)"cg® 272" (Eg ad(E,_1--- Ey)(Ey)
~(1+q¢?)E,ad(E,_; - Eg)(El)En> E,Fo.

Since im(F,,) NV’ = 0, we can ignore any terms with F,, on the left. Moreover, F;V' = 0 unless
1 = 1. Consequently,

P = (1) 2 (B Ky + (Kol B ad (B -+ Es) (1)
(1 +¢ ) Eyad(Bys--- EQ)(El)[Kn]q> Fry
= (—1)eg 22 (([s = 2 + [s)) B

— (L q7)lsl, B ) Py
— (_1)ncq27’+2—2n—5[Q]QEJFer]
(=1)"eq 72 2glrlgls + 1 = 7] F5 .

We now conclude that

n r+2—2n—s —1 nq1—2n r r—2—92s
6= (1P s 1 = rly = = (1 ) (1 )
as claimed. N
Now for Cll,, ;.

Lemma[7.6] for Cll, ;. Let v € V, we compute Byv. We begin with ByFyv. We have
BQFl'U = F2F1'U + cad(E1E3 s En cee Eg)(EQ)K{lFl’U
= LFv+cgd tad(ByEs - B, -+ E3)(Ey) Fiv.

Next, note that F;Fiv = FyF;v if i # 1, which is zero unless i = 2. Consequently, F;Fiv # 0
implies that i = 1 or i = 2. Therefore, all terms of ad(---)(FE,) that don’t have an E; or E, at
the end vanish. This shows that

ByFyw = Fv+cq  'EVEs---E, - EyFyv—cq *Es--- B, - B, Fv
= FRPv+cqg "E\FiE3 By Eyv —cq" 28| B3 By - Eyv.
Applying F3--- F, --- F3, we obtain
Fy-- B, - F3BFiv=F;---F,-- Fv

+ceg 'E\F\Fs---F,---F3E5---E, - Eyv

—CQT_Q[S]qu;"'Fn"'FgEg"'En"'EQU.
By the proof of Proposition [A.2{ii), this equals

o= Fy By Flo 4o EYFL By — " 28| Eyv
=F---F, - Flv— cqr—s—lEQU
Applying F; to this, we obtain
Fy---F, - F3ByFyv = Fyv — cqr_s_l[r]qv.
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We conclude that
B7v = Fv — cq" ¥ r]v + cA
where A = ad(E\Es -+ B, -+ E3)(Eo)Ky ' Fy - - - F, - - - F3ByFyv. Note that
Ky'Fy - Fyo o F3BoFiv = ¢ 'Fy--- F, - Flv — cg® 3 By,

Next, we show that ad(EyEs--- E, - - F3)(E,) contains the term —¢**"E,---E, --- E3. To
achieve this, we take the first term of ad(£;) and the last of every subsequent ad, yielding

B = —E1K3'--Kn~~~K3E2K3‘1E3-~~K51En~-K3‘1E3

= —Byad(Ka)(- - ad(K,)(-- - ad (Ko)(Ba) By - ) By -+ ) s
Considering the innermost brackets, the term inside ad(K;) for i < n has weight ag+- - -+ a;_1,
so its pairing with €;h; is —1. This shows that

B=—¢"E ad(Ks3)(---ad(K,)(Ey -+ Ep_1)E, - )Es.

Next, Fy--- E,_1 has weight as + - - - + «a,,_1, whose pairing with €,h,, = 2h,, is —2, so that

B = —ql_nEl ad(Kg)( .. ad(Kn_l)(Eg L En)En—l e )Eg
Now, the term inside every ad(K;) has weight

052+"'+Oéi+204i+1+"'+20én_1+04n
whose pairing with €;h; = h; is —1, so that
B=—¢"*"E,---E,-- Es.

Having established this, we note that the two terms of Fy--- F), - -- F3ByFiv (of weights swy —
(r 4+ 1)ws + a9 and swy — rws + g, respectively) give rise to two terms in A of weights swy — rws
and sw; — (r — 1)wy. For both weights, the only E; whose image has a non-zero intersection
with that weight space is F;. Similarly, the image of F4 E; intersects non-trivially with these
two weight spaces iff i = 2 (or ¢ = 1). Otherwise, E\F; = E;Ey, but E;’s image’s intersection

with both weight spaces is trivial. This shows that of the terms of ad(F 1 E3--- E,, - - - E3)(E»),
only B contributes non-trivially to A. In particular,

A — qr_lBFS e F’I’L . FlfU . CQQT_S_BBEQU
fr _qT+3—2nE1 “ e E’I’L “ e E3F3 oo Fn “ e F]_U + chT—S+1—2nE1 - En . E2/U
— _qT+372n[S o T]q'U + cq2rfs+1f2nEJU.

In conclusion,

r—s—l[ r+3—2n[ 2r—s+1—2nEJ,U7

Bjv = Fy —cq rlqv — cq s —1lv+ 02q
which implies

ByFn = Frtty — o(q = rly + ¢ [s — vlg) Fyn + ¢ T2 ] s + 1= r], oy,
which yields the claimed expressions for b,, c,. H

A.3. DIl Example. We start by showing that a k[2L]"=-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:
MOt — fu1 4 gu,, e ™ = huy + jug
where f contains m,, for u < (m 4+ 1)w; in the dominance ordering, and

g=q""Mpme, +1Lo.t.,

h =mm,, +1.0.t.

1

j=—q 7nm(m—1)w1 +1l.o.t..
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Then
O™ HDer) oc ¢~ for + ¢ "guy = " el TV 1 Lot
Cle™™) oc ¢"hoy +¢'"jug = ¢l T 4 (¢" = ¢! TM)e™ + Lot
(o< denotes proportionality). Since —mw; > mwy, we conclude that C' is triangular. O

Now we show that the t~! is monotonic.

Proof of Lemma[7.16. Let pu, 1/ € Xt () with u > /. We write p = mw;+band p/ = m'w;+V'.
In case b = b/, we have m—m’ € 2N and ¢~ () —t 1 (i')s = (m—m/)w, which is a positive
linear combination of roots.
In case b = w,,_1,b = w,, we have

QT op—p' =(m—mhw +wy1 —w,
m-—m' —1

=ttt (2o e+ 2050+ Gy ).

This shows that m —m’ € 1 + 2Ny. We then have
7 (p) = —muwy, tH W) = (M + Dwy.

This shows that ¢t 71 (u), >t~ 1(¢/);. Together with the fact that ¢! () is antidominant (hence
the larger element in its Weyl orbit), this implies that ¢~ () > t~(1/).

In case b = w,, b = w,_1, we again conclude that m —m’ € 1+ 2Ny. This time, however, we
have

til(ﬂ) = (m + 1w, til(ﬂ,) = —mwy,
so in particular ¢~ () > ¢t71(i/)+ and hence ¢t~ (u) >t~ (). O

A.4. A, Examples. We start by showing that t~! is monotonic.

Proof of Lemma[7.21]. Let u € 2L ;, we first show that there exists A € 2L such that either
w=wi+ A, or = s1(wy+ A), or it = s182\. Let p = awy + bws. That p € 2L, ; means that
b > 0. In case a > 0, we have a > 1, so that y € @y +2L,. In case a < 0 and a+ b > 0, we
have

s = —aw; + (a + b)ws.

Since (a 4+ b) > 1, we have sju € wy + 2L, so that pu € sy(wy + 2L,).
In case a,a + b < 0, we have

Sosip = by — (a4 b)wy € 2L,

so that p € s152(2L4).
Since only one of these three cases can occur, we conclude that

2L+7J = (wl + 2L+) L Sl(WQ + 2L+) L 8281(2L+>.

This shows that ¢ is well-defined. Since moreover it is a bijection on each subset and the images
are disjoint, it is a bijection.

Let f/ =V + N <p=b+XNin XT. Write p — pf/ = a € Q7.

First note that QT N2L = 2(ZX)" (and in particular Q N2L = 2ZY) in all cases. Depending
on b, b’ we can therefore see in which equivalence class modulo QN2L the element « is contained.
We obtain the following:

(i) For Aly: If b = b/, we have a € 2Z%. If {b, '} = {b1, b2}, we have a € 2w — wy + 2Z3.
If {b,0'} = {b1,b3}, we have a € w; + wy + 2Z%. If {b,b'} = {bs, b3}, we have
a € —wy + 2wy + 273,
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(ii) For the Ay group case, we obtain the following table:

\l, bl, b— b by bs
by 27.% ag + 2ZY | ag + ay + 2Z%
bo a1 + 27 27,3, oy + 272%
bs | oy + o + 22X | g + 225 27.3..

(iii) For Alls, we obtain the following:

J/ b/, b— b1 by b
b1 27,3, Qo + a3 + 2723 | (g + -+ - + a5 + 2723
b2 aq —I— (0] —I— 222 QZE Ay + (071 + QZE
b3 Ozl+"'+044+222 a3+a4+QZE 273,

In particular, since a € Q*, we can add * to all 2(ZX)’s appearing in these formulae. More-
over, from A — X =0 — b+ « and the aforementioned expressions for «;, we can now conclude
the following information on A — X"

\l/ b/, b— b1 bg b3
bl 2(Z2)+ w1 — W» + 2(ZE)+ w1 + 2(ZZ)+
bg w1 + Q(ZE)JF 2(ZE)+ Wy + 2(ZE)+
b3 wy + 2(ZZ)+ —w1 + Wy + 2(ZE)+ 2(ZE)+

Moreover, we obtain the following expressions for ¢=*(u) — t= (1)

LV, b— b by bs
by A= N A= XN—wm+wm | A= XN —w
N—_——
e2(zo)+ €2(Zx)+ €2(Zx)+
bg )\—)\’+w1—w2 )\—)\/ )\—)\/—WQ
€201 —wa+2(ZE)+ €2(zx)* €2(2x)+
bg )\—X—l—wl )\—)\/—FWQ )\—>\/.
— — ~—
Ewi+we+2(Z)* €—wi+2we+(ZX)t €2(2%)+

For the three strictly lower-diagonal cases, we conclude that t~!(u), > t~*(4/)4, and that
therefore t~1(u) > t71(/). For the other cases, we have the non-strict inequality, but ¢~ (u)
lies in a less dominant Weyl chamber than ¢~1('), whence ¢~ () > ¢~ 1(1/). O

Then we show that a diagonal map (on the basis elements) is also triangular with respect to
the Macdonald order.

Proof of Lemma[7.29 We define

ﬁ“ = Z ew’\, m)\ = Z Gw/\

weWy weW

Then mj\ = nmyy with n = #W;\ and my = nm, for n = #W,. Consequently, C is
triangular with respect to (mj)xer, , if and only if it is triangular with respect to (m)rer, -
Let A € 2L, then

Mye1 = My = Myx + Mg x T MJsisar
1
1+ 772

m)\681 = (mJ,)\-‘r‘IDQ + mJ7/\+w1—w2 + m],81>\+‘lE2

+ mJ,sl)\—i-wl—WQ + mJ,S182)\+wg + mJ,SlsQ)\+W1—wg)
— 2 —~ — —~
m)\68281 =T (mJ,)\+w1 + mJ,Sl)\+W1 + mJ,5182A+W1)'

If X\ is generic, then A —ww; and A\ — @y are dominant, so we can rewrite the J-dominant weights
occurring in myes, as

A+ wa, A+ @y — wa, S1(A + wa), 51(A — 1), S152(A + w1 — @a), S152(A — @)
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and those in myeg,s, as A + @, $1(A — w1 + ws), $152(A — wq). Consequently, we can write
1

m)\651 - 1_'_7_72

(mJ«\er'z + me(,\er)) + Z kmlu
HEL Yy j pt <At

P 2N —_—
MACspsy = T M JAtw, + Z kmy,.
HEL 4 g+ <Atwoi

In case Wy = (s1), the J-dominant weights contained in mye,, are
A + wa, A + Wy — w2, 5182<)\ +wi — WQ).

and those in mye,,s, are X\ + @y, s152(A — wz). Consequently, we have

__ 2 __
myes, = = MJA+ews T Z kmy,
MEL 4, ,py <A+Tw2

—_—~— 2~ —_—
MACsysy = 2T My rrer + > k.
HEL L g 4 <Atw1

If Wy = (sg), the J-dominant weights contained in mye,, are
A+ @2, 51(A + w@2), 51 (A — @)

and those in myes,s, are X\ + wy, s1(\ — @y + ws). Consequently, we have

_ 2 _ _ _
myés, = 1+ 5 (mJ)\-HUQ + mJ731()\+wz)) + Z ka,u
T HEL g py <Atwo2
—_— 2~ —_—
MACsys; = T M gxtewy T > kmy,.
BELy g py <Atwn
And lastly,
6
—_— . —_— —_— . 2~
m(]esl — 1 + T_QmJ,wza moeslsz — 37— mJ,wl-

We now proceed by induction. Assume that C' is triangular restricted to the span of

{myu € Ly g py <A}

is triangular. We now show that the same is also true on WA. If A is regular, we have

T_2mA_W165251 <h1, )\> > 2

m],)\ = 1_—9—~ B )\) = 92 + Z ka,lM
2T MMA—w1Cs2s1 (h1, ) = vEL jvp<A
so that
Cmgx = Gy M) + Z kmy, = as,s,myx +1.0.t.

vELy j,vp <A

(here we use 1. 0. t. to explicitly denote elements with weights in lower orbits). Furthermore,

N 1+ 7 )myw,e ho,A\) >2 __
Mjsix = (1+772~) Ammate < ? > —mgx+ Z k‘mJ,m
Tm)\7WQ681 <h27 )\> = 2 V€L+7J7V+<A
so that

ij,sl)\ — aslmj’sl)\ + (asl - CL3231)TATLJJ’)\ + l o.t.
CmJ,SISQ,\ = C(m/\el —Mgsix — mJ,)\) = Q1M J 5159
+ (a1 — ag, ) (Mysx +myy) + 1ot

In case Wy = (s1), we have

14772~
2 MA—wyCs; th, A) > 2 +Lo.t.

T s ms€sy (ha, A) =2

mgjgx =
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so that
le)\ = aslmM + l.o.t.
CﬁJ,slsg)\ = C’(’?ﬁAeI — 2?5‘]7)\) = CLl/T\ﬁJ’st)\ -+ 2((11 — asl>ﬁ(]7/\ +1.o.t.

In case W) = (s2), we have

_2~
- T “Mr_g, € hi, A) > 2
myx = 1~/\ €sas (1 A) +1.o.t.
3,2 M- Csysy <h17 )\> =2
so that
Cm],)\ — aSQSlﬁ(L)\ + ]. 0. t
__ 1 - - 4 — Qg
CMmjsin = §C(m,\el — M) = aiMyg s+ %ml/\ +1o.t.

And lastly, if A = 0 we have Cmj\ = 2Ce; = a;m .
We conclude that C is also triangular on the span of {m, | v € Ly j,vy < A} U

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 I (m) ® ey,) = m,. If A
is generic, this equals m ) 4+, 1 +M s 5,0, Whose leading term is m g, 5,1. If W) is generated
by s1 we have my = mjx + mjs 5,0 Whose leading term is again m g, s,n. If W) is generated
by so, we have my = mj + mys,\, whose leading term is mjs,x = My s,0. Lastly, if Wy
is generated by si,s2, we have my = mj) = mys . In all cases, the leading exponent is
S$1S9\ = til(bg + /\)

Next, we have

mye=? 4+ mye= =2

1+ 72 ‘
If A is generic, then both A — @, A+w; —w, are dominant. The above expression then contains
monomials contained in W (A + wy), W(A + wy — @s), W(A — wy). Since A + wy dominates
the others, only the terms contained in the A + ws orbit are relevant for the leading term. In
particular, these terms are

I my ® ep,) = mpey =

1 - (6)\+w2 + esl)\+w2 4 652)\+w17w2 4 65251)\+w1fw'2)
147~
1
= 14+ 72 (mJJ\-HUz + mjysl()\+w2))‘
If W) is generated by s;, we have
1
myes = 1 + 7_72 (mJ,A-‘r’(DQ _I_ mJ7)\+w1—w2 + m],8182()\+7D17WQ)> .

If W) is generated by sy, we have

1
myés = m(mlx\-ﬁ-WQ + mJ,sl()\+WQ) + mJ,Sgsl()\fwl)>'

mJ,WQ
1+7-2

Lastly, for A = 0 we have myes = e; = . Note that in every case, the leading exponent is
31()\ + ?EQ) = t_l(bz + )\)
Finally, note that
I my ® ey, ) = myes = T2mpe™".
For A\ generic, this equals

2 wAt+wo, 2
T Z € =1 (mJ,)\—i—wl + mJ,s1()\—w1+wz) + mJ,slsg(/\—wz))
weWs

(note that A — wq, A — @y + wy are dominant as well). If W) is generated by s; we have

6)\+wl +682)\+wl +68182)\+W1)

2 2
myeés =T ( =T (mJ,)\—i-wl + mJ,S1Sz(>x—‘W2))'



QUANTUM MATRIX-SPHERICAL FUNCTIONS AS ORTHOGONAL POLYNOMIALS 79

If W, is generated by sy, we have

Ay +€51)\+W1 +63251)\+w1

2 2
myes =T (6 ) =T (mJ,)\+w1 + mJ,sl(,\—w1+WQ)),

and if A = 0, we have mye3 = 72m,. In all cases the leading exponent is A+ = t71(b; + ).
This shows that I'"! is triangular. O

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 Al,,: If n=1: lewy for l € Z. If n > 1 odd: Wl p, Wil If n > 1 even: wa.

For All,: None.

For Alll,, ,: lw, for | € Z.

For AlV,: lw; for | € Z.

For Bl,,,: (ie. £ =so0(p) xs0(2n+1—p)). lf p=2: lw for | € Z. For p > 2 even: wre_;, ws.
For p > 2 odd: W1, w’zn,;,p , w’gn+21,p.

For Bll,,: sw,_1, sw, for s € Nj.
For Cl,: lw, ., for l € Z.
For Cll,,: If p=1and n > 2: sw; for s € Ng. If p=1 and n = 2: sw, sw) for s € Ny.
For DI, ,: If p=2: lwy for I € Z. If p < n and p even: wp_1, We. If p < n and p odd: Wpa
If p =n and n even: w%_l,w%,w’%_l,w’%. If p =n and n odd: w%,w’n;l.
For DIl,: None. i
For DIll,,: lw, for | € Z.
For El: w;.
For Ell: (i.e. £ = su(6) x su(2)) =.
For Elll: (i.e. €= s0(10) x C) lw for [ € Z.
For EIV: None.
For EV: wy, wy.
For EVI: (i.e. € = s0(12) X su(2)) w].
For EVII: (ie. €= ¢ x C) lwy.
For EVIII: w;.
For EIX: (i.e. €= e x su(2)) o).
For Fl: (i.e. €= sp(6) x su(2)) w).
For Fll: None.
For G: wy, w].
Any occurrence of ¢ € Z occurs for a character of ¢ for
Aly, Alll,, ., AIV,,, Bl, 2, Cl,,, Dl,, 2, DIll,,, Elll, EVII,

the Hermitian cases. In these cases, the only small K-types are the characters.

There are four other families, namely Bll,, with sw, 1 (s € Ny), Bll, with sw, (s € Np),
Cll, 1 with sw; (s € Ny), and Clly; with s@) (s € Np). Note that the Satake diagrams Clly;
and Blly are identical (exchanging 1 and 2), and under this isomorphism, w;, @] correspond
to @y, ws, so we can assume that n > 2 when dealing with Cll,, ;.

The remaining cases are the following “sporadic/exceptional cases”: spin representations
Wp_1, W, OF @, when part of ¢ is of type s0(2n) or so(2n + 1) and

(El, @), (El, wll), (EV, @), (EV, w7), (EVI, wll), (EVII, @), (EIX, wll) (43)
(FI,@}), (G, @), (G, @}).

We shall show that none of these exceptional cases is integrable.
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Proposition B.1. Let (g, \) correspond to any of the cases from (43)).
Let t <t and b < g be Cartan subalgebras satisfying t < h. Le. we pick b to be maximally
compact. Then there exists no integral weight p such that p|y = .

Proof. Consulting [Kna02, Appendix C], we obtain a convention to realise the simple roots of

¢ inside bh.

We now consider the cases. For every case, we define simple roots ay, ..., «a, that generate
the root system (g : h) and simple roots /31, ..., (3, that generate the root system X(¢ : t). Let
Wi, ...,w, and @1, ...,o, be the corresponding fundamental weights.

Next, we assume that p = >, a,w; € h* restrict to a certain weight and show that this
means that p cannot be integral.

Case Al, for n =2r — 1 > 1 odd: We define o; :=e; —e;4q fort=1,...,n and

e In case ply = @,—1, we have a,_; + a,+1 = 1 and a,_; + a,+1 + 2a, = 0, which
implies a, & Z.
e In case yu|¢ = &, we have a,_, +a,1; = 0 and a,_; + a,41 + 2a, = 1, which implies
a, € 7.
Case Al,, for n = 2r > 1 even: With the same a4, ..., «a, as before and

\Y \Y -
5v: {041- +ap, <71

(0 + apg1-) i<r v jal Fog i<r
(o1 + 200 +pgq) =7 ! al  +2a) +a),, i=r

D= N

1
i = oo+ app1— 1<), i ‘
fii= 35l +-i) (=) 20Y +2aY,, i=r
Assume that uly = @, then 2a, + 2a, 17 = 1, which means that at least one of a,, a, 1
is not an integer.
Case (s0(2n + 1),50(2p) x s0(2¢ + 1)) for 1 < p,q: Let o; :=¢e; —e;11 (1 < n) and o, := e,.

Let
B; = Q; i £ D
' Qp1+ 20+ +20, i=p
’ ay y +20) +-- 420y ta) Q=D

o If |y = ©,—1, we have a; = 0 fori # p—1,paswell as a,_; = 1 and a,_1 +2a, = 0,
hence a, & Z.
o If u|¢ = @,, we have a; = 0 for ¢ # p and 2a, = 1, which again implies a, & Z.
o If u|¢ = @y, we have a; = 0 for ¢ # p,n as well as a,, = 1 and 2a, + a,, = 0, which
implies a, &€ Z.
In no case is it possible to choose i integral. This statement covers all cases of type

Bl,,, for p > 2.
Case DI, 5, with 2 < 2p: Let o; :=¢; —e;41 (i <n) and o, :=e,_1 + €,. Let
B; = @ i #p
ooy 20,4+ 20, st ta, i=p

Note that all roots are of the same length, so we can add V’s on all a’s and ’s in the
above statement and obtain a true statement.
o If u|y = @y then a; =0 for i # p — 1,p as well as a,—y = 1 and a,_1 + 2a, = 0,
which implies a, € Z.
o If ]y = @, then a; = 0 for ¢ # p and 2a, = 1, which implies a, & Z.
o If p|¢ = @,_1, then a; =0 for i # p,n — 1 as well as a,_; = 1 and 2a, + a,_; =0,
which implies a, & Z.
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o If yu]y = @y, then a; = 0 for ¢ # p,n as well as a, = 1 and 2a, + a, = 0, which
implies a, & Z.

Case Dl,, 5,41 with 1 < p: Let a,...,q, as before and let

@i i<porp<i<mn-—2
Bii=Sep=cp+ ot it =y

enflzw 1 =n—1.

\Y . .

Q; 1<porp<i<n-—2
B = ey =20+ +2a) o ta)  tal i=p

€n1 =0y g+ aQy i=n-—1.

Let v € b* be expanded as p = >77" | a;w;.
o If u|¢ = @,, we have a; = 0 for ¢ # p,n — 1, n. Moreover,

2a, + ap + apn— = 1, ap + ap_1 =0,

which implies a, ¢ Z.
o If |y = @, 1, we have a; = 0 for i # p,n — 1,n. Moreover,

2ay, + ayp + an—1 = 0, ap + ap_1 =1,

which implies a, € Z.
Case El: Let ay,...,aq as in [Bou68| Planche V]. Let

g ooy 4 e =1 20 + ay +2a) +af i=1
et i=2 v ol + o i=2
= astas i—g T oy + ay i=3
ay i=4 ay i=4.

In case uly = &, we obtain ay = a3 + a5 = a; + ag = 0 and hence 2a; = 1, which
implies as & 7Z.

Case Ell: Let aq,...,aq be as previously and let
B = Q; i #£ 2
v a1+046+2(a2+043+045)+3044:w2 1=2
Y = o) i %2
! af +af +2(a + o + o)+ 3ay i =2.

In case p|¢ = @9, we have a; = 0 for ¢ # 2 and 2ay = 1, which implies ay #€ Z.
Case EV: Let a, ..., a7 be as in [Bou68, Planche VI] and let

v 041+OZ6+2<042+OZ3+CY5)+3OZ4 1 = 2.

Analogously to the last case, we obtain the the expressions for 5Y,..., (7.
o If | = @1, we have a; = 0 for i # 1,2 and a; + 2a, = 0, which shows that ay & Z.
o If p|¢ = @9, we have a; = 0 for i # 2 and 2as = 1, which shows that as & Z.
Assume that pl = @ we have a; = 0 for i # 1,2 and a; = 1 and a; + 2as = 0, which
shows that ay & Z.

Case EVI: Let aq,...,a; be as before and let
D L ok o i1
T w P laY +2(a) + oy + oY) +3(ay + oY) +4ay i=1.

Assume that pl¢ = @1, then 2a; = 1, which implies a; € Z.
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Case EVIII: Let a, ..., as be as in [Bou68, Planche VII] and let 3; and /3" be defined as in the
last item (except i can be 8). As before, if p|¢ = @1, we have 2a; = 1, which implies

that ai g Z.
Case EIX: Let aq,...,ag be as before and let
a; 1 8
Bi == { . f
wg =38,
with

B =2(a) + ag) + 3(ay + af) + 4(ay + o) + Bay + 6ay .
If p|y = &g, we have 2ag = 1, which implies ag & Z.
Case Fl: Let g, ..., a4 be as in [Bou68, Plance VIII] and let

ﬁ':{ozi 1#1 ﬁv:{%v i#1

wp =1 20 + 3y + 20 + o) i =1.

If p|¢ = @y, then 2a; = 1, which implies a; & Z.
Case G: Let ay,as be as in [Bou68, Planche IX] and let

5 = ap 1=1 Y = ay i=1
‘ wy =2 ! 30 + 20y i=2.
o If p|¢ = @1, then a; = 1 and 3a; + %az =0, ie. ay = % Z 7.
o If u|¢ = @q, then a; = 0 and %aQ =1,ie. ay = % A
O

Proof of Lemma[7.28 Let (U,B,v) be a commuative triple with ~ specialisable, then cl(y)
is a small cl(B)-type in the sense that for the classical branching rules of (cl(U),cl(B)) we
have #B(cl(y)) = 1. But then cl(y) is one of the small K-types listed earlier. Since 7 is
integrable, so is cl(7y), so that by Proposition the only possibilities we are left with are
one dimensional or (U, B, ) one of the three families from the claim. O
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LIST OF SYMBOLS

The sets of positive integers, integers, rational numbers,
and complex numbers, respectively.

An indeterminate.

g-Number.

g-Operator

The algebraic closure of C(q).

Two lattices that are perfectly paired.

A root system.

The root lattice and weight lattice of R.
The coroot and coweight lattices of R.
A set of simple roots of R.

The corresponding simple coroots.

Lengths of the simple roots, i.e. ¢ = %

Half-sum of positive roots, or an appropriate generalisa-
tion thereof

Embedding of A € X into the Q-span of Y.

The Weyl group of R.

The longest element of .

The diagram automorphism such that wy = —7p. m

A quantum group, usually a Drinfel’d-Jimbo quantum
group. |

A HOpf%eb@ra dual to U.

Matrix element of the U-module M associated to v € M
and f € M*[2.]]

The subalgebra of U generated by K for h € Y.

A coideal subalgebra of U, usually arising from a quan-
tum symmetric pair. [2.2)

An admissible pair

The involutions of X,Y associated with an admissible
pair.

The parabolic subgroup of W associated to the subset I,
of simple roots.

The sub-Hopf algebra of U generated by E;, Fy, K;, K; *
foriel,

The longest element of W,.
The elements of W that commute with ©.

The restriction of the root a, equals a—@(a)

The restricted root system.

The Weyl group of 3, equals Wg /W,

The sublattice of Y of ©-invariants.

The sublattice of X of elements that annihilate Y© and
have integer pairings with ¥V

The subset of Y of regular values. E

The Lusztig braid group operator associated to an ele-
ment w € W.

The bar involution of U or of highest-weight modules of
U. |

The 2bar involution of B.

The quasi K-matrix.

The universal K-matrix.
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Res
\V

AN
H’Y
Qx

Glossary

The simple U-module with highest weight A
An equivalence class of finite-dimensional B-modules.

A representative of the class 7.

A distinguished element of the centre of U.

The ~-well, i.e. dominant elements A € X such that
L(\)|g contains exactly one copy of .

The bottom of the y-well.

The space of matrix-spherical functions.

see also

The space of elementary matrix-spherical functions. [2.2]

B-9
see also ,

The distinguished elementary matrix-spherical function
mapping 1 to 1.

The bilinear pairing of matrix-spherical functions that
produces zonal spherical functions.

The Haar state.

The restriction map.

A k-valued distribution, usually symmetric Macdonald
weight.

The A, N-entry of the matrix weight.

A family of matrix-valued orthogonal polynomials.

(S,8' R,R',L,L') The Macdonald data.
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