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ON HOPF IDEALS, INTEGRALITY, AND AUTOMORPHISMS OF QUANTUM

GROUPS AT ROOTS OF 1

MATTHEW HARPER AND THOMAS KERLER

ABSTRACT. We consider skew-commutative subalgebras in Drinfeld-Jimbo quantum groups at a
root of unity ¢ generated by primitive power elements. We classify the centrality and commutativ-
ity of these skew-polynomial algebras depending on the Lie type and the order of { modulo 8. We
describe Hopf ideals in the quantum group induced from ideals in these subalgebras, including
the non-commutative cases.

Among these, we construct and analyze a family of Hopf ideals that depend on the choice of an
element in the Weyl group. We show that they arise naturally both in the construction of (partial)
R-matrices and as vanishing ideals of Bruhat subgroups. Specialization to the maximal element
yields a rigorous construction of restricted quantum groups as pre-triangular Hopf algebras, inde-
pendent of any choices.

Our treatment also includes even orders of {, non-simply laced Lie types, and minimal ground
rings. Consequently, we extend some results of De Concini-Kac-Procesi, whose work focuses on
odd orders of {, which forces the subalgebra to be strictly central, and complex ground fields. This
includes the identification of the subalgebras for Lie types A, and B, with the coordinate rings of
associated algebraic groups in the commutative cases, even if { has even order. Our descriptions
are computationally explicit and do not utilize Poisson structures.

As technical preparations, we discuss PBW bases over minimal rings, dependencies on choices
of convex orderings, as well as various new constructions of, and relations among, automorphisms
on quantum groups. The latter include formulae for the Garside element in the Lustzig-Artin
group action and the family of Che-transformations.
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1. INTRODUCTION

One of the original motivations for this monograph was to provide accessible constructions
and computational tools for quantum groups at roots of unity. Although initially aimed at prac-
titioners engaged in newer developments in quantum topology, the topics and theorems pre-
sented here focus exclusively on the quantum algebra side, introducing several new results and
perspectives. Keeping the intended audience in mind, algebraic background material will be
selectively introduced.

Broadly speaking, a quantum group U is a Hopf algebra associated to a simple Lie algebra
g over a ground ring A. In the original definitions by Drinfeld and Jimbo [Dri87, Jim85] A is
naturally given as Q(g), where g is viewed as a formal “deformation parameter” relating U to
the standard universal enveloping algebra of g. In many variants of the original definition A
can be chosen as a subring of Q(g) or an extension of scalars of such a subring. Analogous to
the universal envelope of g, any relevant version of U has a decomposition U = U+t U° U~ into
subalgebras with generating sets typically of the form {E;}, {K;}, and { F;}, respectively, where
the indices enumerate a set of simple roots of g.

Quantum groups play a central role in low-dimensional and quantum topology thanks to
their associated R-matrices, which give rise to solutions of the Yang Baxter equation. The latter
yield representations of braid groups and invariants of knots, links, and 3-manifolds. Early con-
structions of 3-manifold invariants and TQFTs, inspired by quantum field theories in physics,
start from a Hopf algebra H [Hen96, Ker(03], its representation theory [RT91], or, more generally,
certain types of tensor categories [Turl6, KLO1]. An important requirement for these construc-
tions is that H is effectively finite-dimensional, to assure the existence of integrals, well-defined
and finite Kirby colors, or certain coends (which are all essentially equivalent).



The so-called small quantum groups provide the quintessential examples of finite dimensional
Hopf algebras in our context. Lusztig [Lus90b, Lus93] obtains these by first defining a divided
power algebra o U version of U over A = Z|q, g~'1, and then extending this ring to Z[{], where g
is specialized to a primitive £-th root of unity ¢. The small quantum group appears then as the
subalgebra generated by the original { E;, F;, K;} in U. The construction is, thus, independent
of further choices and may also be formulated as the kernel of a Frobenius homomorphism. An
important caveat is that Spec(U) is, of course, finite and discrete for these algebras, a feature
that is not easily circumvented in this construction due to extra generators required in ¢U°.

More recently, invariants constructed from quantum groups with continuous Spec(U°) have
gained considerable interest as they establish connections to classical topological invariants.
Typically, parameters associated with Spec(U") are identified with formal variables that appear
in algebraic topology constructions. For generic g, one obtains R-matrix representations of braid
groups for which the continuous weights of the K; correspond to deck transformation parame-
ters of homological representations [JK11, Ito15, Ang22, Mar22].

At roots of unity U admits finite-dimensional representations and a rigidity structure, while
retaining continuity of Spec(U?). Invariants of knots and links are obtained by extending to mod-
ified quantum traces on the braid representations derived from R-matrices. In this setting of
non-semisimple U and modified traces, the continuous parameters supplied by Spec(U°) often
imply that the quantum invariants subsume classical invariants as special cases. Among the first
such examples is the Alexander Polynomial, for which highest weights yield the indeterminate
variable [Mur92, Mur93, Oht02]. For the more involved Akutsu-Deguchi-Ohtsuki (ADO) invari-
ant [ADO92], the continuous weights have similar homological interpretations [Ito16, Ang24].

All the examples mentioned thus far assume the simplest Lie type g = 31, . A higher rank ex-
ample, leading to non-commutative properties of the knot invariant, has been studied in [Har].
In [CGPM14, BCGPM16] quantum groups at roots of unity (in rank one) are used to define infin-
itely graded categories from which 3-manifold invariants and TQFTs are constructed. These, in
turn, extend both the Reshetikhin-Turaev (RT) invariants and the classical Turaev-Reidemeister
torsion. The invariant depends on a 1-cohomology class ® € H!(M,C/Z) whose coefficients
stem again from the continuous spectrum of K. Specifically, the torsion map assigns the merid-
ian homology generators of a surgery link to {#, where ¢ is a fourth root of unity and 4 a complex
weight. Constructions for more general categories, such as those in [DR22], are, thus, likely can-
didates to admit similar connections to more involved classical geometric invariants.

The restricted quantum groups underlying these invariants may be characterized by the con-
ditions that U~ and U™ are finite-dimensional, that U° = A[{K;—rl }], and that there is at least
a quasi-R-matrix. Their construction typically starts from the specialization of the full (unre-
stricted) quantum to a root of unity ¢, sometimes also called the De Concini-Kac-Procesi (DCKP)
algebra over Q(¢). The allowed restrictions to subrings A in Q(¢) heavily depend on renormal-
izations of generators and the condition that the algebra is stable under the Artin group action
defined by Lusztig.
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The restricted quantum group, for some given ¢ and ¢, is then commonly written as the
quotient of the DCKP algebra by an ideal generated by a collection of elements X, = Ef" and
Y, = Ff *, which we refer to as primitive power generators. Here a ranges over the set of positive
roots ®* and E, is defined via the Artin group action, depending on the choice of a convex
ordering of ®*. The exponent ¢, is the order of {®l%, thus depending on the length of a.

Although it is clear that this definition yields continuous Spec(U°) as desired, it does not im-
mediately imply that the constructed quotient is indeed a Hopf algebra with finite-dimensional
U#*. To illustrate the involved subtleties, assume that g is of type B, C, or F and the order £ of {
is a multiple of 4. In this case, there exists no (uniform) ¢ for which {E[f ,F af } generates a Hopf
ideal. Hence, the quotient fails to be a Hopf algebra for any 7.

A basic computation shows that the X; = X, are skew-primitive for simple roots a;, meaning
AX) =X, ®L,+1Q® X, with L, = Kif" group-like. One easily infers from this that the set
{X.,Y; :i=1,...,n} indeed generates a Hopf ideal. However, the quotient algebra by this ideal
yields infinite dimensional U* in ranks greater than 1. Finally, for non-simple roots a € d* \ A,
the X, are far from skew-primitive. Consequently, the ideal generated by an arbitrary subset of
these elements is generally also not a Hopf ideal.

Computationally explicit and self-contained proofs that the X, and Y, generate Hopf ideals
for all Lie types and roots of unity tend to be difficult to locate in the existing literature. For the
A, Lie type one such treatment can be found in [BW04], relying on recursions that are consider-
ably more complicated for other Lie types. For ¢ of odd order %, respective statements can be
inferred indirectly from the differential methods developed in [DCKP92]. Our initial aim at the
onset of this project has been the clarification of these points, which has led us to the exploration
of numerous other directly related questions.

One of them is, which subsets of the X, generate Hopf ideals. The answer we give here is in
terms of the inversion sets #(s) = ®* N s(®~) (and unions thereof), where s € 7’ is an element
of the Weyl group. The associated ideals K(s) also occur naturally in the iterative construction
of quasi-R-matrices, in the sense that intertwining relations for partial R-matrices hold on the
(partial) quotients by the K(s). Like the generators themselves, the K(s) ideal a priori depends
on the choice of a total convex ordering or, equivalently, a reduced word presentation of s. We
show independence of the latter so that, in particular, the fully restricted quantum groups are
also independent of these choices and admit unique quasi-R-matrices.

Another source of classical parameter spaces inherent to quantum groups at roots of unity
and, thus, potential starting points for quantum invariants extending classical invariants, are
Lie groups associated to central subalgebras. Assign to a connected, reductive algebraic group
G a solvable group G* < G X G of the same dimension by choosing Borel subgroups B* < G and
B~ < G for which H = B* n B~ is a maximal torus in G and denote

G" = ker(mo(z~ xz*): B"xB* > H) = {(g,h) € B"xB* : n7(g)-z* (W) =1}, (11)
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where 7* . B* — H are the usual abelianization maps. This group naturally appears in various
contexts, such as the study of flag varieties, compactifications of algebraic groups, and Poisson
Lie groups.

The algebra Z generated by the X, Y, , and L, is in the center of the DCKP algebra for odd
orders £ and is complementary to the generic Harish-Chandra center. In [DCKP92] De Concini,
Kac, and Procesi establish an isomorphism of Poisson groups between Spec(Z ® C) and G*, or,
equivalently, a Poisson Hopf isomorphism between Z ® C and the coordinate ring of G*. The
construction relies on differential Poisson structures that reduce the proofs to the comparison of
skew-primitive elements for simple roots and, therefore, side-steps explicit assignments of the
X, generators for non-simple roots and comparisons of those coproducts.

For even £, the algebra Z is generally only a skew-commutative (commutative up to sign or
unit factor) Hopf algebra. In [Tan16] Tanisaki defines the Frobenius center as the intersection
of Z with the center of U, which is generally no longer a Hopf subalgebra. He shows it is
isomorphic to the coordinate ring of the quotient G* /€ as an algebraic variety for a finite group
@, utilizing similar techniques as in [DCKP92].

In this paper, we provide Hopf algebra isomorphisms from Z ® C to CI[G*] with explicit
assignments of all X, generators for Lie type A, with Z # 2 mod 4 and type B, for any #.
Our computations directly compare the coalgebra structures of Z with those of C[GL(n, C)*] and
C[SO(5, ©)*], and do not rely on Poisson structures. The concrete forms of these identifications
make them more suitable for applications in quantum topology.

The congruence restriction above for A, is imposed solely to assure that Z is commutative.
For # = 2 mod 4, the full Z algebra is isomorphic to a non-commutative Artin-Schelter-Tate
central extension [AST91] of classical matrix algebras. For this case, we suggest modifications
of the Hopf algebra structures on C[G*] via & weights. We provide a concrete description of &
and the isomorphism of C[G* /€] with the Frobenius center, as proven abstractly in [Tan16].

Our calculations for the B, algebra illustrate further that, for £ a multiple of four, the group

G* needs to be replaced by G*. Here, the Langlands dual group G is the algebraic group asso-

ciated to the coroot system @, reflecting the fact that long and short roots are exchanged for the

primitive power generators X, . In both examples, we also show the ideals K(s) in Z encoun-

tered above are isomorphically mapped to the vanishing ideals on the Bruhat subgroups. The
latter are defined here as

B(s)= BnsBs™!, (1.2)

where 5 is a lift from the geometric Weyl group to G.

An additional important feature of many quantum invariants is that they are valued in inte-
gral polynomial rings, since one may expect integer coefficients to relate to topological informa-
tion. For example, RT-type invariants of homology spheres are valued in Z[{] with coefficients
giving rise to so-called finite type invariants of homology 3-spheres [Oht95, Oht96, Oht02],
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which are, in turn, often related to geometric invariants. In a more direct approach, the Hen-
nings invariant of a 3-manifold is valued in the ground ring of the Hopf algebra chosen for the
construction, assuming adequate properties of (co)integrals [Hen96, GHPM?22, GHPM23].

Among the different versions of quantum groups, we consider here the original Jimbo nor-
malization with generators {E;, F;, K;} as well as elements obtained from these via the Artin
group action. We write U, g for the rational form of the quantum group with these generators.
It is easy to see that the minimal ground ring for the Hopf subalgebra U=’ generated by { E;, K;}
must contain Z[q, ¢~ !, [e]™']. Here [n] indicates the usual quantum number and e = 1 for Lie
types ADE, e = 2 for types BCF, and e = 3 for type G.

We prove that a PBW theorem holds for this minimal ring with respect to appropriate mono-
mial bases. For the full quantum group with the described standard generators { E;, F;, K;} the
ring over which the algebra is defined also includes (g — ¢~')~!. Minimal ground rings for quan-
tum algebras with differently normalized generators are discussed as well.

Throughout this project, (anti)automorphisms of quantum groups are an important tool for
generating and relating monomial basis elements. In addition to the Artin group action, symme-
tries are generated by numerous (anti)involutions as well as an infinite family of so-called Che
transformations "IZ . The latter act on generators via multiplication with Cartan generators and
scalars and appear in numerous calculations, particularly, relations and expressions involving
the antipode.

We carefully organize the catalog of relations between all types of automorphisms, allowing
us to derive explicit expressions for other automorphisms, most notably, the action of the Gar-
side element with respect to the Artin group action. The study of these automorphisms serves
to provide insights into symmetries of quantum invariants.

1.1. Organization and Summary of Main Results. Section 2 introduces basic background on
spherical Artin and Coxeter groups as well as their actions on roots systems. In Sections 2.3, 2.4,
and 2.5 we present numerous properties of inversion sets #/(s) and discuss relations between
reduced word expressions, weak Bruhat orders, as well as convex orderings of roots. We intro-
duce root sums for inversion sets and a relation v o w for reduced words, which is later used
to describe involutions of basis elements. The notion of symmetric root lattice maps, discussed
in Section 2.6, prepares the definition of Che transformations. We further compile formulae for
rank 2 root systems in Section 2.7, as they will be frequently used in later proofs.

Section 3 covers the basic definitions of the Drinfeld-Jimbo quantum groups, which will be
the focus of the paper as the most commonly used version. The section includes discussions
of their various minimal ground rings, extensions of scalars, basic Hopf algebra structures, and
pointedness. Specifically, the subalgebras U " generated by E; and K; are defined over A,
which is the extension of Z[g,q~!] by ([e]!)~!, where [n]! is the usual quantum factorial and
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e € {1,2,3} depends on the Lie type as above. The full algebra U, is defined over A" ., which
is obtained by further extending A, .- by (g — ¢~ ")~".

In addition to the standard integer root lattice grading of quantum groups, we introduce in
Section 4.1 an independent F, = Z/2Z root lattice grading, which is useful for the derivation
and structure analysis of the skew-commutative subalgebras at roots of unity. We assign to
each ®-symmetric lattice map h and homomorphism u : Z* - A* a Che automorphism 4’ in
Section 4.2. We also introduce in that subsection (anti)involutions, such as Q, U, Y, II, and 1I,
and list numerous relations between them, including a formula for the antipode.

Lusztig’s action of the Artin group & on U and its relations with the other automorphisms
is explored in Section 4.3. Our convention differs slightly as we use instead the automorphisms

I, =T,,, where b € o and : the inversion automorphism on &.

In Section 5 we construct families of bases for U, starting in Section 5.1 with the definition
of elements E,, and F,, assigned to any reduced word w of the underlying Weyl group. There
we show that E,, = E, if the standard degree of E,, is a simple root «, , extending the proof in
[Lus90a] to all Lie types. As an application, we derive in Section 5.2 the formula

I'y = NolloGoS

for the Lusztig-Artin action I'y of the Garside element 0 € & in terms of the automorphisms
from Section 4 as well as the involution U given by symmetries of the Dynkin diagram. In the
remainder of the subsection, we provide a dictionary between generators in Lusztig’s and our
convention in the rank 2 case via the U-involution. Aside from facilitating the translation of
results and formulae, it serves to show that later definitions of ideals and quotients are indepen-
dent of which of the two &/-actions is chosen.

Section 5.3 develops a formalism for PBW-style monomial elements E;,, and E?,

s «w » depend-
ing on reduced words w as well as an exponent functions y : #(w) — N,. We derive explicit
formulae for the actions of automorphisms from Section 4 and introduce notations for span-
ning sets and spans. Various commutation relations between these monomials are gathered in

Section 5.4 for later use.

In Sections 5.5 and 5.6 we adapt Lusztig’s proof of a PBW basis for the divided power alge-
bras from [Lus90a, Lus90b] to produce a PBW theorem for U and U, over respective minimal
extensions of Z[g,q!] for one particular convex ordering. In Section 5.7 we state criteria for
subsets of exponent functions from which one can deduce that their respective spans are inde-
pendent of the choice of a reduced word expression for a given Weyl element. The results are
combined in Section 5.8 to yield Proposition 5.17 and Theorem 5.18. They are restated in less
formal terms as follows.

Theorem A. Assume g to be of any simple Lie type and let z be any reduced word of maximal length.

Then {EY, } and (EZ, - K"} are A, g.-bases of U and U7, respectively.

q.e*



Moreover, the set {E?, - FZ’: - K"} isa N, .-basis of the Hopf subalgebra U, C U, g .

The exponents are integer functions y,y’ € Ng’+ and u € Z2 on the positive and simple roots,
respectively. Analogous statements hold for bases obtained from the monomials EY, defined
with respect to the reverse direction of multiplication. We discuss a few less commonly used
normalizations of generators that yield smaller ground rings.

In Section 6 we turn to the root of unity case, beginning in Section 6.1 with the introduction
of various rings related to Z[{] = A¢ , notation for various orders, and formulae for multinomial
coefficients. In Section 6.2 we derive skew-commutation relations involving the primitive power
generators X, = EZ“‘, Y, = F,i“’, and L; = Kf" in terms of special functions (d*)> - {+1}. The
discussion is extended in Section 6.3 to monomials, where we also introduce unital algebras such
as Z¥, 2% ,and Z,,, generated over A, . or Ng,e* by X,,Y,,and L¥ with u <z w. We conclude
the section with a full classification of Lie types and £ congruences for which these algebras are
central as subalgebras of U, and for which they are commutative. For o € {+,-,0, 20, <0} and
a given reduced word w, they give rise to the ideal K£w)” in a maximal Z” generated by the

S + +
augmentation ideal A} of Z7 .

For each rank 2 type A, , B, , G, there are two possible convex orderings, each of which is rep-
resented by a maximal reduced word. In Section 6.4 we compute explicit formulae that express
the X, from one ordering in terms of those of the other ordering, with the exception of words
of length 3 and 4 in type G,. Drawing on the results in previous section, the implied closure
under the U-action entails that the algebras above do not depend on the word w representing
an element s of the Weyl group, but only on s itself. Summarizing Theorem 6.19, Corollary 6.21,
Theorem 6.22, and Corollary 6.26 this observation results in the following.

Theorem B. Assume a Lie type different from G, and { of any order % & {1,2,e,2e}. Suppose w
is a reduced word and s the Weyl group element it represents. For o € {+,—,0,>0, <0} we have the
following.

i) The algebra Z%) depends only on s.
ii) The maximal skew-commutative algebra ZT is defined independently of the choice of ordering.
iii) Z, is invariant under the Artin group action.

iv) The augmentation ideal Kw) in Z5 is only dependent on s.

In Section 6.5 we consider the action of an elementary abelian 2-group & on Z, and induce
for any g-stable ideal J in Z, a two-sided ideal Jin U, . We introduce notations for special and
extended cases of the resulting K(s) and discuss various examples.

Sections 7 and 8 are devoted to the identifications of the Z, algebras with coordinate rings
of algebaric groups in the basic A, type as well as the doubly laced B, case. Section 7.1 collects
background on algebraic groups and their coordinate rings, with emphasis on the correspon-
dence between subgroups and Hopf ideals, and a discussion of relevant elementary examples.
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Generators, commutation relations, and coproducts are computed for the quantum algebras
for g = g1, and g = 8[, in Section 7.2. Specializing to a root of unity of order £, we identify in
Section 7.3 the respective Z3* algebra with the AST algebra over A, [AST91]. For £ # 2 mod 4
the extension is trivial, resulting in a Hopf algebra isomorphism to the coordinate ring of the
group of upper triangular matrices over k = Q({) or k = C. In Section 7.4 the full Z, algebra for
gl, over C is identified with the coordinate ring of GL(n, C)* and the augmentation ideals K(s)
with vanishing ideals of Bruhat subgroups B(s) defined in loc. cit. The section concludes with a
discussion of potential interpretations of the skew-commutative case.

We start our treatment of the B, case with a complete description of the Hopf algebra struc-
ture of Z2° in Section 8.1, deferring the detailed computations of the coproducts to Section 8.2
and Appendix B. The required replacement of the root system by the coroot system, as men-
tioned above, is achieved by the choice of an isomorphism between the B, and C, algebras.

In Section 8.3 we use a specific complex parametrization of SO(5, C)*’ to derive formulae for
the coalgebra structure of its coordinate ring. Using its Lie-Kolchin form, the vanishing ideals
of the Bruhat subgroups are readily identified. Comparing the coalgebra structures obtained in
Section 8.2 and 8.3, we obtain Hopf algebra isomorphisms between the central subalgebra and
the coordinate ring in Section 8.4. The involved Hopf algebras fit into parametrized families of
abstract weighted Hopf algebras, which are classified in the same sections.

The theorem below summarizes the main results from Lemma 7.18, Theorem 7.16, and The-
orem 8.10. The field k can be chosen as either Q(¢) or C. The notation G*, B, and B(s) for an
algebraic group G is as in (1.1) and (1.2). The isomorphisms are given as explicit assignments of
polynomial generators.

Theorem C. Suppose Z, is the full commutative subalgebra for ¢ = gl, with £ #2 mod 4 or g of type
B, for any %. Let G = GL(n, k) or G = SO(5, k) respectively. Then

i) There is a Hopf algebra isomorphism from Z, ® k to k[G*], which restricts to an isomorphism
between Z** @ k and k[B].

ii) The isomorphism maps the augmentation ideal K(s) C Z=° exactly to the vanishing ideal in k[ B]
of the Bruhat subgroup B(s) < B.

Section 9 is mainly concerned with the construction of R-matrices and quasi-triangular struc-
tures. We review relevant algebra completions as well as Tanisaki’s axioms for pre-triangular
bialgebras in Section 9.1. The algebraic properties of elementary and partial quasi-R-matrices
for generic g are discussed in Sections 9.2 and 9.3. We consider their relations with the Artin
group action, introduce the Taniski automorphism JI for the pre-triangular structure, and de-
fine coefficients related to the Tanisaki-Lusztig pairings. Specialized at a root of unity, the latter
is used in Section 9.4 to define the full quotient into the restricted quantum group, where maxi-
mal ideals are identified with null spaces.
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The technical core result of Section 9.5 is a set of intertwining relations via truncated partial
R-matrices between the coproduct A(x) and a twisted coproduct A*(x), modulo ideals derived
from the ideals K(w) introduced in Section 6. Here AS(x) is the coproduct conjugated by I'; and
the underlying quantum group Uy , is now over the ring Ny which also includes ([Z — 1]!)7!.
The rather involved computations for generators are deferred to Appendix A. An important
consequence of these relations is that the two-sided ideals K(w) depend only on the Weyl ele-
ments represented by w and are Hopf for all cases, including G, . The following combines the

statements in Theorem 9.20 and Proposition 9.21.

Theorem D. Let { be of any order £ & {1,2,e,2e} and U, , of any simple Lie type. Suppose w is a
reduced word representing a Weyl element s. Let K(w, w) be the two-sided ideal generated by all X, and
Y, withu <z w. Then

i) Kaw,w)is a Hopf ideal depending only on s so that the quotient UE;, by this ideal is a well-defined
Hopf algebra over N,

ii) PBW bases of Ug[fj, are given by the set of exponents with y(a) < ¢, for all a € N (s).

iii) For any reduced word u representing some t <p s there is a partial quasi-R-matrix P}, such that
Ax)-Pr = Pr - Ax),

where x € U g[sjﬂ and AU s the coproduct on U C[S;, obtained by conjugation with T, .

In Section 9.6 we consider the specialization to the maximal length element s, in the Weyl
group, defining the restricted quantum group as U*; = Ug[sf] Using our formula for the Garside
element, we identify Al*! with the Tanisaki-Lusztig conjugate A and show the maximal P}, is
independent of the chosen word. A slightly less formal statement of Theorem 9.25 is as follows,
which now encompasses also the G, case.

Theorem E. For any Lie type and root of unity as in Theorem D, the triple (U ge;}, P*, JI) is a pre-
triangular Hopf algebra over N, - Its construction is independent of any choices, it has the properties of

a restricted quantum group, and it admits the actions of the Artin group and all involutions.

Acknowledgments. MH was partially supported through the NSF-RTG grant #DMS-2135960.

2. ROOT SYSTEMS AND WEYL GROUPS

This section combines a general review of basic notions of root systems, Coxeter groups, and
Artin groups with a discussion of several more specialized lemmas and concepts. The latter
serve as technical tools in later sections, but are typically not treated in standard textbooks on
Coxeter groups. Examples of such topics are various properties of inversion sets, complemen-
tary words, as well as ®-symmetric lattice maps.
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2.1. Root Systems and Weyl Reflections. Let @ be an irreducible root system of rank » in some
Euclidean space E. For a choice of simple roots A = {«a, ..., a,} denote by d* and &~ the sets
of positive and negative roots, with @ = d* u d~. Although it is not dependent on the choice
of A, we will frequently denote the root lattice of ® in E by Z2.

The Weyl group 7' is, by definition, generated by the reflections s, of E along roots a € ®,
which are expressed as s,(x) = x —(a, x)a. The form (-, -) is linear in the second entry and gives
rise to the Cartan matrix A associated to ® via A;; = (a;, a;) . The convention for A chosen here
conforms with that in [DCK90, Lus90b] but is transposed to that of textbooks such as [Bou02].
Clearly, 7 also acts on Z* as an invariant subspace of E.

For a given Cartan matrix, we may find integers d; € {1,2,3} that symmetrize the Cartan
matrix in the sense that C;; = d;A;; is symmetric. Accordingly, we set d, = d, if « has the same
length as a; or, equivalently, if « is in the 7 -orbit of ;. We will use the following convention
and notation,

min{d;} =1 and e =max{d;} € {1,2,3}. (2.1)

Thus, in the simply laced cases ADE we have e = 1, meaning all d; = 1. We have e = 2 for doubly
laced Lie types BCF and e = 3 for type G. The renomalization leads to the definition of an inner
form

(‘1) 1 Z2:x7* > 7 (2.2)
by setting (o;|a;) = C;; = d;A;; for the basis roots vectors. It is readily verified that the Weyl
group % acts by isometries with respect to this form, meaning (s(a)|s(f)) = (a|p) forany s € #
and a,f € Z% > ®. So (- |-) is a scalar multiple of the standard Euclidean inner product on E
for an irreducible root system & . Specifically, it coincides with the canonical inner product for
the realizations in the appendix of [Bou02] when the Lie type is one of ACDEG, and it is twice
the canonical inner product given there if the Lie type is B or F. The integer from (2.1) may thus
also be understood as the lower bound on inner products of positive roots,

e= n}e}x{—c,.j} = n}z}x{— (a;]a;)} = max{—(a|p) : a,p € DT}. (2.3)

In these conventions we also find (a|a) = 2d, by choosing some s € 7" and «; € A with a = s(a;)
and, hence, d; = d,. As usual, for a fixed root system, we will call a a short root if d, = 1 and,
in the non-simply laced case, we say « is a long root if d, = e > 1. The initial integral pairing is
recovered from (- | -) via

(,): DXxD—>Z  with <a,ﬁ>=di(a|ﬂ) cz. 2.4)
For later notational convenience we also introduce
e"=e+1€{23,4}. (2.5)

That is, e* = 2 for Lie types ADE, e* = 3 for the BCF types, and e* = 4 for G, .
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2.2. Coxeter Systems, Reduced Words, and Bruhat Orders. Recall that (7', &) forms a Coxeter
system, where the set of generators § = {s;,...,s,} consists of the simple reflections s; = s, .
The relations for a presentation of 7 in generators & are given by the involution s? = 1 and the
Artin-Tits relations. They are given for each pair (i, j) with i # j by

(2.6)

SiSj... = SjSi"'

with m;; reflections terms on each side with alternating indices. Here m;; = 2,3, 4, or 6 depending
on whether the edge number max(|4;;|,14;]) is 0, 1, 2, or 3, respectively.

As usual, the length [(s) of an element s € 7" is the smallest number k such thats =s; ...s;
can be expressed as a product of k simple reflections. A reduced word is a formal word expres-

sion w; ... w; in the letters wy, ..., w, such that the respective product s = s, ... s

; i, In 7 is of
minimal length k = I(a). We use the separate notation 7" for the set of reduced words, since

several objects in the article will explicitly depend on words rather than just elements in 7.

An obvious surjection » : % -» %’ is obtained by replacing each letter w; by the respective
s; and mapping the empty word ¢ to the identity element 1 € %#'. We say s € %' is represented
by a word w € %™ if w maps to s so that, by definition, /(s) is the number of letters in w.
Denote by & the Artin group associated to the same Coxeter data as 7". That is, &/ shares the
same generator set & and the relations in (2.6) but lacks the relations sl.2 = 1. Also denote by o/
the Artin monoid, defined as the subset of elements in o that are a product of generators with
positive powers.

Matsumoto’s Theorem states that there is a well-defined map s : #* — &+ C & such that
sor . W* — % is given as the assignment of letters w; to the respective Artin generators (see
Part IV, §1.5 in [Bou02] or [Mat64]). The more practical formulation is as follows.

Corollary 2.1 (Matsumoto). Suppose two words in W™ represent the same element in % . Then they
are related by a sequence of Artin relations given in (2.6).

Given a reduced word w = w; ...w; € W, we write wla,b] = w; ... w; for the subword
between indices a and b with 1 < a < b < k. Further, denote w* = w; ... w; the word with

letters multiplied in the opposite direction so that »(w*) = 7(w)~!.

The weak Bruhat orders on %" and %" are defined in terms of smaller elements occurring as
subwords. For our purposes, the most relevant is the weak right Bruhat order <. For two
words w,u € W* we say u <p w if there exists v € #"* such that w = u - v or, equivalently,
if u = w[l, j] for some j. Similarly, for two elements s,t € % we have s < tif r and s are
represented by words w and u, respectively, with u < w.

To define the left weak Bruhat order, replace u = w[j, k] in the above definition. If s, € %
is the unique longest element, then s, is also the unique maximal element for any of the Bruhat
orders, including <j (e.g., Proposition 3.1.2 in [BB05]).
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Correspondingly, we write 7,* = »7!(s,) for the set of reduced words of maximal length.
The set will be used to bijectively label all convex orders on ®*. See, for example, [Sta84] for
formulae for the size and rapid growth of | 7] .

Note that any reduced word u € 7#"* can be written as the initial subword of some word in

7. Explicitly, let s = #(u), set s’ = 57!

s., and choose any u’ € 7* representing s’. Since s <y s,
we have [(u') = I(s") = I(s,) — I(s) = I(s,) — I(u) by the same proposition in [BB05]. Now, w = u - v/

represents s, and, since /(u) + [(u') = I(s,), it is a reduced expression so that w € 7.

Similarly, the element 0 = 4(s,) € & plays an important role as the fundamental element
that renders (/*,0) a Garside monoid (see, for example, Proposition 1.29 in [DDG*15]). In
particular, Lemma 5.2 in [BS72] asserts that for all » € &/* the commutation relation

d-b=0c(b)-0 2.7)

holds, where ¢ is an involutive automorphism of &/*. Since ¢ needs to map generators to them-
selves, we may rewrite (2.7) as the relation 0 - w; - 07! = We;) in &, with o redefined as an
involutionon {1, ...,n}.

For example, for type A, the Artin-Tits monoid is the set of positive braids B} in the braid
group in n strands, and 0 is the full positive half-twist. In this situation, relation (2.7) is readily
visualized by moving a single positive neighbor crossing through this twist resulting in a cross-
ing in reflected position, implying that o(w;) = w,,,_; . For other types, the involution coincides
with the respective ones in the Coxeter or Weyl group situation as in Section 2.4.

Note that relation (2.7) can also be derived directly from the presentations of s, for other Lie
types given in Section 5.5 below, essentially following the methods for relative Garside elements
developed in [ABI15].

2.3. Inversion Root Sets and Convex Orderings. In numerous calculations with words, it will
be convenient to formally denote the index of the last letter as well as the word with the last
letter deleted. That is, for a non-empty (k > 1) word

e w, EWT set w =w, ...w, and 7(w)=i. (2.8)

w=w; i i1

1

These components naturally enter the statement of the following lemma, which asserts an as-
signment of a positive root to any reduced word.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose w = w; ... w; € W™ is a non-empty reduced word. Then we have

y(w) = wb(af(w)) =w; ..w, (@) € o,

1 Lg—1

where w acts on roots by its respective element in W .

To see this, note that s(f) € ®* if and only of I(s - sg) > I(s) by Proposition 4.4.6 in [BB05],
where s5; denotes the reflection along § € ®*. The lemma follows by specializing to s = #(w”)
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and f = @ - Next, define for any element s € %" the inversion set of s as

HN)={aed s (@)ed} = d ns(@). (2.9)
i—¢€ 1 <i<j<n}cR"with
W =S, ,the symmetric group in n letters, #(s) is indeed given by the literal inversion set of the

For a type A,_; root system realized as ®* = {a;; = ¢

permutation s~!. Proposition 3.6 in [Hil82] or Corollary 2 in Chapter VI §1.6 of [Bou02] show
that for any reduced word w € 77"* as in (2.8) with s = 7(w) € %" this set can be enumerated as

HN(s)={p,=vw[l,m]) : 1 <m <k} where g, = Si, -8 (@) (2.10)
and k = [(w) = I(s). Thus, any word representing s imposes a total ordering on A(s) given by
B, <, B; if p < j, writing also 8, <, B; if p < j. Clearly, #(1) =@, #(s;) = {a;}, and H(w) =
{r(u) : u <g w} if the notation is extended to words. Additional immediate consequences of the

above are
I(s) = | NG|, sHHG)==HTD, and N(s) =Dt . (2.11)

We next explain how these sets determine the defect in length additivity for composites of
Weyl group elements. In the first observation, we denote for an arbitrary subset A C & two
subsets of d* as

At=Andt and A =-(And)=(-A)ndT,

so that A = At U —A~. Also write B\ A for the complement of A in B.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose s =a-bfora,b € W'. Then N (a) N a(N (b)) =@ and
N (s) = a(N(b)" u H(a) \ a(N (D))" . (2.12)
Moreover,

I(s) = 1(a) + I(b) — 2¢(a,b)  where ¢(a,b) = |a(WN b)) | = |¥B)NN(@)|. (2.13)

Proof. The disjointness statement is clear since #(b) C ®* and a~!(#(a)) € P~. For (2.12) we
may split #(s) according to the partition @ = a(®*) U a(P~). Then a(d™) N H(s) = a(P* N
a ' (W (5) = a(PT na~ (D) N b(D7)) = a(a™ (D) N H (b)) = DT Na(N (b)) = a(N ()" .

Now, from ®t = b(d) N Dt L b(P™) N DT we see that b(PT) N DY = Ot \ #(b) and, hence,
b )NP™ =P\ (-A(b)). Applying a to this we get s(P7) N a(P™) = a(P7) \ (—a(AH (b)), and
intersecting this with ®* we find A (s) N a(P™) = H(a) \ (—a(H (b)) N DT) = H(a) \ a(H (b))~ .

Note that —a(# (b))~ = a(¥ (b)) NP~ = a(W(b) Nna (D7) = a(N(b) N N(a"') as H(b) C
&*. This readily implies the equality of the two expressions for ¢(a, b). Clearly, |a(# ()| =
la(W (b)) = |a(N (b)~| = |H (D) =¢(a, b) = 1(b)~¢(a,b). Now, a~ ' (a(H# (b)) = (=H (b)) na~ (®T) =
—(H(b)na (D7) = —(H(b) n H(a™")). Thus, using also (2.11), |#(a) \ a(H(b))~| = |a" (N (a)) \
a N aW )| = |(=AH(@"N\ =N )N H (@ )| = [H(a D] = |H B nH(a D] =ia) = ¢(a,b).
Using I(a™!) = I(a) and adding these expressions yields the length defect equation in (2.13). O
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The following criteria for exact additivity and monotonicity are now easily derived from
Lemma 2.3. For example, if #(a) C #(s) we have ¢(a™!,s) = |#(s) n H(a)| = |H#(a)| = I(a). So,
for b = a~'s (2.13) implies I(b) = I(a™") + I(s) — 2I(a) = I(s) — I(a) or I(s) = I(a) + [(b). The latter
and s = a - bnow imply a <y s as claimed in (2.14).

Corollary 2.4. For two elements a,b € W’ the following conditions are equivalent.

i) I(a-b) =1(a)+ I(b) iii) a(AN' (b)) C Pt
ii) N(a-b) = a(N(b)UN(a) v) Kb)NN(a ) =0

Moreover, we have for elements a, b, s € W that
a<ps © Na)CHN(s) and b<;s & N HCH(ET. (2.14)

In particular, ¥ (s) = N (a) implies s = a.

The fact that the longest element of 7 yields all of ®* implies that any reduced word of
maximal length w € % imposes a total order <, on the set of positive roots via ®* = S (w).

Specifically, if we denote §; = y(w[1,j]) we have g, <, f, < <w Pr where L = I(w). We

w e
write < if equality is included.

The result of Papi in [Pap94] states that the assignment w —<, establishes a bijection be-
tween elements in 7, and the (total) convex orders on d*. Here convexity means that if for two
roots a, f € ®* wehavea <, fand a + f € P, thena <, a+ <, .

Let s = 7(w) and observe that, since the §; as above are distinct and L = |#(s)|, we have that
the map [1, L] — #(s) : j = p; is a bijection. Thus, to each a € #(s) we can assign a unique j,
such that « = I It is convenient to also introduce the inverse map from the root set to words,

NGE) > ueW” uzwl @ a- wlal, (2.15)
where we denote wla] = wll, j,] so that « = #(wl«]). In particular, if w € % the correspon-
dence (2.15) assigns to any positive root a reduced word <, w.

For non-simply laced root systems (types BCFG) with e > 1 it is useful to distinguish the
short and long roots portions of the various root sets. That is, we have ® = ®; LI P where
P, ={aed:d,=e}and Py ={a € P : d, =1}. Correspondingly, denote

="' nd,, b, =d nd,, HN(s) = N(s)NDT,
¢}=¢+ﬂ¢s, P =P Nndhyg, -/V(S)s=-/V(S)ﬁ¢;.
Since s(P;) = ®, and s(Pg) = dg for any s € 7', we also have H(s), = s(P;) N CIJJLr and
HN(s)g = s(@y) N CD;. Thus, for example, the relations between root sets in Lemma 2.3 will

(2.16)

hold for the respective long root and short root portions separately. Furthermore, introduce the
following subsets of the Weyl group.

Ws={s€eW : Ns)s=0} and W, ={s€W : N(s) =0} (2.17)
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Lemma 2.5. Suppose @ is a non-simply laced root system with e > 1. Then Wg and W are the
subgroups of W generated by {s; : d;, = e} and {s; : d; = 1} respectively.

Thus, for type B, , we have that W = S,_, is the canonical A,_;-subgroup and Wy = F, the A,-
subgroup. The assignments are reversed for C,,. For F, they are the respective A,-subgroups and for G,
the respective A,-subgroups.

Proof. W is readily identified with the stabilizer {s : s(d%) = ®%} and thus a subgroup of
. 1f d; = e we also have #(s;) = {a;} so that #(s;,)g = @ and, hence, 5; € #, implying
that 7 contains the subgroup generated by {s; : d; = e}. For the converse inclusion, assume
s = #(w) € Wy is given by a reduced expression w = wj, ... W . Then g, = y(w[l,m]) = e )
where t = »(w[1,m — 1]) so that g,, has the same length as a; . Hence, N (s)g = @ if and only if
d; =...=d; =e implying that s is in the subgroup generated by s; with d; = e. The arguments
for %} are analogous. O

We will need the following observation about root decompositions later only in the A case.
The elementary argument, though, extends to all classical types. The exceptional types are not
discussed here.

Lemma 2.6. Let & be a root system of classical type ABCD. Assume that ®F is equipped with any
convex ordering <,,. Suppose f = f; + ... + p with p, p; € d* fori =1, ...,k with k > 1. Then

i) There exists j for which f — f; € P

ii) There exists r for which p, <,, .

Proof. Consider the same numbering of simple roots as in [Bou02, Plate I-IV] so that «, is op-
posite the special roots. The formulae in [Bou02] imply that every positive root is of the form
Bup = Z[S;a A5y where ¢ : {1,...,N} = {1,...,n} is a numbering sequence depending on Lie
type,n=|A|,and1 <a<b< N.

For f = )}, c;a; set ht(f) = 3, ¢; and r(f) = min{i : ¢; # 0} . The formulae ht(,,) =b—a+ 1
and r(f,,) = min{c(a),¢(b)} are readily checked for all cases below. We use this notation to
prove the statement i) for each Lie type separately.

For type A, set N = n and ¢(i) = i. Then any positive root is of the form g = g, ,. Now, for
as in the lemma, at least one f; must have non-zero coefficient for a, and no §; can have a; with
s < a as a summand. Thus, we must have r(§;) = a for at least one j, which implies f; = f, . for
some ¢ < band, with k > 1,also ¢ < b. Then = f; = B, = By, = Boy15 € P*.

Next consider type C,, setting N = 2n— 1 and (¢(1),...,¢(N) =(,...,n—1,n,n—1,...,1).
It follows by inspection that all positive roots are of the form g, and all g,, € d*. In fact,
(a,b) = p,, defines a bijection between d* and the set of pairs (a, b) for which a < min(n, b) and
c(a) < ¢(b). Let p = f,, with these constraints so that a = r(f). As before, we can pick g, such
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that a = r(#;) and, hence, f; = f, . for some ¢ < b. Then,  — ; = p.,,, which is again in ¥ by
previous remarks.

For B, we set N = 2n and (¢(1),...,¢(N)) = (1,....,n — L,n,n,n — 1,...,1). As opposed
to previous Lie types, not all f,, are roots. Specifically, f,, ¢ &d* if and only if a # b but
c(a) = ¢(b). This case has to be excluded to establish a one-to-one correspondence, as in the
C, case. We may thus assume f = f,, with a = r(f) < nand ¢(a) < ¢(b) since k > 1 implies
a # b. Then, as before, we have f; = f,. for some ¢ < bsothaty = f— B, = ..y, If either
c+1=borc(c+1) # ¢(b) we are donesince f., |, € P . Incasec+1 < band ¢(c+1) = ¢(b) we
havey =2% ., & = X4, B, so that there has to be an s # j with §; = f.,, , with d < b. With
¢(N+1-i)=¢(i),b=N—-c,andd’ = N —d wehave f, = f;1,,,. Now, f — p; = B, » which is
in @t since ¢(a) < ¢(d’).

For type D, we may choose N =2n—2and (¢(1),...,¢(N))=(,....,.n=2,n—=1,n,n=2,...,1).
A second sequence ¢’ may be defined via ¢'(i) = ¢(N + 1 — i) = n(¢(i)), where n = (n — 1,n)
is the non-trivial involution of the Dynkin diagram. All positive roots are of the form g, or
g , defined via the respective sequences and S, ) = lig pif{abyn{n—1,n} =@. AsforB,,
B.p & T if and only if a # b and ¢(a) = ¢(b). The argument now proceeds as in the D, case,
except that a subsequence may be chosen from either ¢ or ¢’.

Item ii) follows now by induction in k. Thatis, if § = §, +... +f, and j such that ' = - f; =
Yiz; B € @T, convexity implies that either §; <, f <, ' or f’ <, f <,, #; . In the former case
we are done. In the latter, the induction hypothesis implies g; <,, p’ for some i (i # j) so that, by
transitivity, also g, <,, . O

2.4. Longest Elements, Involutions, and Complementary Words. The longest element s, € %
is an involution by uniqueness. Its respective involutive action on the root system maps ¢+
isometrically to @~ (e.g., Corollary 3 in [Bou02, VI.1.6]) and is thus of the form s,(a;) = —a,; for
an involution # of the Dynkin diagram associated to .

As specified in Item XI of each plate in the appendix of [Bou02], 5 is the non-trivial involution
for A,, Dy, , and Eg, and it is identity in all other cases. Mapping the &/-version of (2.7) to %
then implies that ¢ = . We use the same notation # for the conjugation action of s, on 7" . Since
s; is given by reflection along «; we, thus, find

n(s;) = sy where 5(f) = s.ts,”! = s.ts, . (2.18)

We use the same notation for the obvious extension of 5 to the set of reduced words #Z*. We
will frequently use the involution

w' = n(w)* = n(w*) (2.19)
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on 7%, explicitly given as (w;, ...w; T = Wy(iy) -+ Wy, for reduced expressions. Clearly,
I(w") = I(w) and s" = y(w') = n(s)~! . A related involutive map on % is given by right multipli-
cation with the longest element by

t> 1t =t-s,. (2.20)

Lemma 2.7. Supposet € W and t" is as in (2.20). Then

t=t", v) t<pu & u <pt,
i) s, - t=n@")=n@", v) H(@") = PP\ N (1) = DT ni(dY),
iii) 1(7) = I(s,) = 1(1) vi) (N () = N ().

Proof. Items i), ii), and iii) are immediate from the definitions. See also Proposition 2.3.2 in
[BBO5]. For Item iv) assume t < t, meaning u = t-a with [(u) = I(t) +(a). Using (2.18) this yields
the decomposition ™ = u"-(a)~! . Further, using iii), [(t")—1(s,)=1(t) = I )+I(a) = I )+I(n(a)™").
So, u= <z t°. For Item v) note that /(") = T Nt (D7) = O N 1(s.(P7)) = D N DY) =
&+ \ H(1). Finally, Item iv) follows from ¢ (K (")) = 15,(DT NtT(D7)) = 1(s.(PT) N s.17(P7)) =
(D™ N1 ls (@) =1 Nl @) =1(d )Nt =N (). U

For the description of involutive automorphisms on quantum groups, the related notion of
complementary words will be relevant. Given a non-empty reduced word w € 7', we say that
v € W'* is complementary to w, writing v o w, if the following two conditions hold.

voow & ) =nrw) and  #v) = #W). (2.21)
If we write s = »(w’), t = #(1”), j = t(w), and k = 7(v) the condition in (2.21) can be rephrased
more symmetrically as k = 5(j) and
5= q; where ¢q; =s,-5; =5, "5.- (2.22)
Note, with N = I(s,), these imply I(w) + I(v) = N + 1 or I(t) + I(s) = N — 1.
Lemma 2.8. Suppose v o— w for non-empty, reduced words v, w € W* . Then
i) woouv, iii) S (w)NnAHN () = {y(w)},
ii) y(v) = y(w), iv) @ = N (w)u N (V).
Moreover, if z € W, is a reduced word of maximal length N = I(z) and y = z¥, then

zZ[1,r] oo z[r, N]T = y[I, N + 1 — r]. (2.23)

Proof. Symmetry in i) is immediate from (2.22) together with qj‘] = ¢, and n*> = id. Note
further that q;(a;) = s.(s;(a;)) = s.(-a;) = a,(;. So, with notation as in (2.22), y(w) = s(a;) =
1(q;(a;)) = t(a,(;)) = y(v). For iii) and iv) note that # (w) = N W)U {y(w)) by Corollary 2.4, and
N (W) = D\ H(v) by (2.21) and Lemma 2.7 v).
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For the last statement, let z = w; ...w; so thaty = w,; )...w,q, . Denote further w =
zZ[Lrl = w; ...w; and v = z[r, NI = n(w; ... w; )* = wy ... w,;, = y[1,N +1 = r]. Clearly,
n(z(w)) = n(i,) = 7(v),and z = z[1,r— 1]z[r, N] = wbn(v*). The latter implies s, = r(wb)r(n(v)*) =

#wW)#(n(v))~! and hence #(w’) = s, - n((v)) = #(v) - 5, = »(v)" as desired. O

Combining Item i) and (2.23) the following order reversal relation is an immediate conse-
quence for the total ordering <, on ®* depending on a maximal length reduced word z € 7}
as introduced in Section 2.3.

Corollary 2.9. Suppose z € W} and y = z". Then a <_ p ifand only if p <, a.

Relation (2.23) provides explicit constructions of complementary words that imply a parti-
tioning of d* into two totally ordered sets, which have only their maximal elements in com-
mon. That is, for a given w € 7" find z € %, with z > w and hence w = z[1,r]. Set then
v=y[N+1-r]withy = z. Setting f; = y(z[1,i]) and y; = y(y[1,i]), the sets #(w) and

N (v) are then given by the elements in respective maximal chains g, <, f, < <, p. and

z e

Hy <y My <y ... <y, Unjip With B, =y, but B # p; otherwise.

For example, consider the reduced word w = w,w;w,w, in a type A; Coxeter system. A
maximal length reduced word z € %, with w <p z is then given by z = w,w;w,w,w,w;
so that w = z[1,4]. With (1) = 3 we find y = 5(2)* = w,w,w;w,w,w,, which implies that
v = y[1,3] = w,w,w; is a complementary word w oo v. Then the ordered elements of A (w)
are a, <, &, + a3 <, a3 <, a; + @, + a3 and those of #(v) are a; <, a; + a; <, a; + &, + 3.
Complementary words can also be constructed directly from the conditions in (2.22) by choosing

a presentation for ¢t = 7‘(wb)qj‘l and adjoining w,,, -

In the rank 2 case, complementary words are unique. A complete discussion of this situation
is provided in Section 2.7 below.

2.5. Root Lattices and Special Elements. Let J(s) C {1,...,n} be the set of indices J(s) =

{iy,....ip} occurring in a reduced expression s = s; ...s; . Itis clear by either Matsumoto’s
theorem or properties of parabolic subgroups in Section 2.4 of [BB05] (or the lemma below) that

J (s) does not depend on the choice of this presentation.

Denote also by =(s) = (A (s)), C ZA the sublattice of the root lattice generated by roots in
the inversion set #(s). It admits the following simple description in terms of the set J(s).

Lemma 2.10. The subset {a; € A : i € J(s)} is a basis for =(s).

Proof. Proceeding by induction in I(s), we note that for s = s; we have =(s) = (#(s5;))z =
({a;})z = Za; as desired. Suppose now t = s - s with [(r) = I(s) + 1 and assume the claim holds
for s. By Corollary 2.4 we then have # (1) = s, (#(s)) U {s,} and, hence, =(t) = 5, (=(5)) + Za;, .

By induction hypothesis =(s) is spanned by all ; with i € J(s) so that the first summand is
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spanned by all s, (o;) = a; — Ay;a, with i € J(s). Hence, =(¢) is spanned as a lattice by all «; with
i€ J(s)ulk} = J(@) as desired. O

For later use in computations, we introduce the sum of roots 6(s) and sum of coroots 6(s) as
elements of lattices in E, namely,

Os)= Y a €z and Hs= ) —a = Y @ €-7". (2.24)

a € N(s) a € N(s) “ a € N(s)

Here a = d;la are the usual coroots. Observe also that, by (2.4), the pairings (6(s)|p) are
integers for any f € ®d and any s € 7". Corollary 2.4 and % -invariance of d, readily imply that
for elements t,,t, € # and s = t, - t, with I(s) = I(t,) + [(t,) we have

0(s) = 0(t)) + 1,(0(1)) and  0(s) = (1)) + 1,(0(t)) . (2.25)

The following mirror relations for both roots sets and root sums are immediate from (2.9)
and (2.24).

sTHOG) =—0(s") and  s7'(0(s)) = —0(s7H) (2.26)

Finally, the vectors 6(s) and 0(s) can be expressed more directly using the usual half sums of
positive roots or coroots via the formulae,

0(s)=p—s(p) and 0(s) = p—s(p),
y 2.27
where p= % Z a= %Q(S,) and p= % Z a= %9(5,). ( )
acdt acdt

The formula for 6(s) is proved in Proposition 21.15 in [Bum04] and the proof for the one for (s)
is analogous using also invariance d,, = d, . Applying a simple reflection to (2.27), a standard
argument shows that (p|a;) = %(ailai) =d;and (pla;) =1 foralle; € A.

The latter allows us to express the height function ht, given as ht(f) = )., b; for a root vector
B =3, bya;, as ht(f) = (p|p). Thus, together with (2.27) we can write

(6()1p) = ht(®) —hes~'(B) € Z. (2.28)

Finally, we note that p is an element of the weight lattice > and that j € éz .

2.6. ®-Symmetric Lattice Maps. In preparation for the construction of a large family of au-
tomorphisms on quantum groups in Section 4.2, we generalize some classical notions of root
systems to non-canonical integral inner products on E.

We say that a lattice homomorphism A : 7A 5 78 s d-symmetric if (h(p)|v) = (u|h(v)) for all
u,v € Z2 , that is, h is symmetric with respect to an underlying Euclidean space E . Denote also
S(&) the space of such d-symmetric maps, which, thus, forms a sublattice of End(Z2) of rank
(";1) . Note that the quotient End(Z2)/S(d) will, generally, contain torsion.
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Clearly, orthogonality of the Weyl group action implies that for any s € %" and d-symmetric
map h also shs~! is ¢d-symmetric. Note that for any a« € @, the Weyl reflection s, € S(P)
since s, = s;l . Hence, any integer combination of such reflections ), ¢,s, is also ®-symmetric.
Generalizing the element p from (2.27), we define for a given ®-symmetric lattice map A the
vector p,, in E via the condition

(palay) = 3 (alh(@)) . (2.29)
While the concept of d-symmetric maps does not depend on the choice of a simple root system,
the definition of p, strongly depends on a choice of A . We, further, generalize formula (2.27) for

the sum 6(s) above by setting for any s € %

By(3) = Pynet = S(p)- (2.30)

Several basic properties of these objects are summarized in the following lemma, where X
is the weight lattice associated to ® and id : Z% — Z” is the identity map, which is obviously
d-symmetric.

Lemma 2.11. For any d-symmetric lattice maps h, k € S(®), any root vector f € Z», any Weyl group
elements s,t € W', and any m € Z the following hold:

i) Phak = Pn+ Pes 0) 044 (5) = 0(5) + 04 (5) ,

i) py €32, vi) (0,(5)Ip) € Z,

i) ppig =M= P Vi) 0,.44(5) = m - 6(s),

iv) (BIh(B)) —2py|B) € 27 viii) 0(15) = Op1 (1) + 1 (04(5)) -

Proof. Items i), iii), v), vii), and viii) are immediate from the definitions in (2.29) and (2.30) as well
as the formulae for 6(s) and p in (2.27). For the statement in ii) note that (p,|&;) = di‘l(phlal-) =
%di‘l(ailh(ai)) = % ¥, d7 alaph;,; = %Z/ Ajhj; € %Z, where & = d'a; is the usual coroot, A;;
the Cartan data, and h ;; are the matrix coefficients of A in the A-basis.

For f = 3, b;a; and using symmetry of n;; = («;|h(a;)) the expression in iv) can be worked
outas 2. . bbn; + X.(b> — b)n;, which is clearly in 2Z . For Item vi), note that both terms

i>j Yi%j"%ij
(sTHBIAGTHP))) = 2>p4ls™H(B)) = (BI(shs™)(B)) — 2(s(py)|B) and (Bl(shs™)(B)) — 2(pyps-1 | B) are in
27 by iv). Thus, also their difference 2(6,(s)|f) has to be in 27 . O

For an illustration of these notions, we briefly discuss the rank 2 root systems. We assume
Ay, = e € {1,2,3} depending on whether @ is of type A,, B,, or G,, as well as 4,; = —1. A
Z-basis for S(P) for any type is given by {id, s, s,} where s; = s, are the usual reflections along
the simple roots. Note that s, = 5, 44, = 52515, = (6 = 2)s, — s5;. So, {id, sy, 51} would be an
alternate basis for e € {1,3} but not for e = 2. It follows from elementary calculations that

End(Z2)/S(d)is Z D F, fore =2 but only Z fore € {1,3}.
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Since p, is additive in h is suffices to compute the vector for the basis elements {id, s, s, }, for
which we already know that p,; = p. The other two elements are computed as

ps, = —3(1+ (- D2e—3)a; — 36— ey,

s;p T T g

ps, = —(e— 1Yoy — 3(1 + (e — )P,

Thus, even in the e = 1 (A,) case we have Py, = —%ai & 2, as opposed to p. Similarly, for the
04(s) is suffices to consider h € {s;,s,}. The values 0, (s;) are explicitly computed below:

O, (s1) = s1(ay) = —ay, 0;,(s) = 51(ay) = ea; + a3,
0,,(5) = sy(@,) = —a. 0,,(s2) = sy(a)) + (S)a; = 3(67 — e+ 2)at; +ea, .

From these one can obtain 6, (s) using the recursion in Item viii) of Lemma 2.11 together with the
explicit formulae s;5;s; = (e — 2)s; — s; for i # j for the adjoint action of 7" on (s, 5,) C S(P). In
particular, we see that in this example 6,(s) € ® forall s € 7" and h € S(®). Consider the case
e =1 (A,), for which 05,(s;) = s;(a;) = s5;(a;), suppose h = nys; +nys;, and set f = nja; + nya;, .
The suggested computation then yields that

0,(s) = s(p) if I(s) is odd and 0,(s) =0 if I(s) is even.

We defer further discussion of ®-symmetric maps to future work. Open questions include
whether one can always find a subset 7 € ®* such that {s, : « € T} is a Z-basis for S(P) and
how to use this to efficiently compute the p, and 6,(s) in generality. Other questions are whether
0,(s) € ® also for higher ranks and what the possible torsion factors of End(Z2)/S(d) are.

2.7. Rank 2 Subsystems. As a simple but useful example, consider the Coxeter subsystem for
the generator set {s;,s;}, given two distinct but fixed indices i,j € {1,...,n}. The respective
Weyl subgroup 7)) is a dihedral group of order 2m;; € {4,6,8,12}. The longest element s,
is given by the expressions in (2.6) and, hence, of length I(s;;;) = m;; . The element of maximal
length has two word presentations given by

%,:(i,j) = {Zlijl’ Z|j/|} = #_l(s\ijl) > (2.31)
where the words with m;; letters are z,;, = w,w; ... and z;; = w;w;.... Thus, Matsumoto’s

W .. ;
Theorem says that two reduced w, w’ € #'* represent the same s = »(w) = »(w') if w’ is obtained

from w by successively swapping sub words z;;; = z, -

For any element s € 7(:.j) with I(s) < m;; there is exactly one reduced word in » () c Wi
representing s. To simplify notation here and in later applications, let m = m,; as well as

r r
(wiwj)i reven (ijl-)i reven

b, = z,[1,r] = (2.32)

ar == Z|,-j|[1,r] =

(wiwj)%wi rodd (ijl-)%wj rodd
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for0 <r <m,so,a, = z,;and b,, = z,; and I(a,) = [(b,) = r. The a, and b, provide a distinct
enumeration of elements in 7% ) with the exception of the empty word a, = b, = @. This
organization of words provides a succinct way of expressing the complementary word relations
introduced in Section 2.4.

Lemma 2.12. With notation as above, (non-empty) complementary words are uniquely given for all
finite Coxeter types by

a, o bm+l—r :
Proof. Note that for m = 3 we have z;,,* = z;; and 5(z;;;)) = z);;, whereas for m € {4,6} we have
z* =z and n(z) = z- Thus, z,;7 = n(z,*) = z,, for all Lie types, which implies the
statement by (2.23). Uniqueness is also clear since b, ;_, is the only word matching the length
constraint and the constraint on the final letter index. O

In order to describe the total orders on rank 2 root systems implied by the two words z,; and
z;; we choose «; to be the shorter and «; to be the longer root. Thus, in the conventions from
Section 2.1, the Cartan data is given as —A;; = d; = l and —A;; = d; = e € {1,2,3} depending
on Lie type. Following the definitions in Section 2.3, the maximal word z;,;; imposes a total
order <z with maximal chains given by the sequence of roots g, = y(b,) = r(z,4[1,r]). Their
explicit expressions in terms of simple roots ¢; and «; are as follows for Lie types A, B,, and
G, , respectively.

e= 1 aj <z|ji\ al + (Xj <Z|ji\ al
e=2 aj <p o Fta;< . 2a; + @ <, @ (2.33)
e=3 @ <p o ta; <, 3a; + 2aq; <z 2a; + q; <z 3a; + q; <z %

By Corollary 2.9 and the fact that z;;, = z;;," the total <;,, order imposed by the other maximal
reduced word z;;;, is exactly the opposite one.

Often questions for general Coxeter systems can be reduced to ones of rank 2 situations. This
is illustrated in the following method of extracting from some s € 7" a maximal element r <; s
that belongs to such a subsystem. The proof here extends the argument used in the proof of
Proposition 1.8 of [Lus90a] to also the non-simply laced Lie types.

Lemma 2.13. Suppose s € W and 1 < i < nare such that I(s - s;) = I(s) + 1 > 2. Then there exists
j#i,t €W andy € W), such that for r = 7(y) we have

s=t-r, Is)=I0)+Ir), 1LI(r)<m, t(ai),t(aj) edt, and t(y)=j.
Moreover, if s(a;) = a € A, then r - s; = s so that r(a;) € {a;,a;} and, hence, either t(a;) = a; or

Ha;) = oy .

Proof. If u € %™* with »(u) = s we have by the first assumption that u - w; is reduced as well.
Thus, by Lemma 2.2, we have y(u - w;) = s(¢;) € d*. Now let j = 7(u) so that s = s - s; with
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s’ = #"). Therefore, y(u) = s'(a;) = —5'(s;(a;)) = —s(a;) € ®* again by Lemma 2.2, which
implies s(a;) € ®~ and, hence, j #i.

Next, let t € 7" be an element of minimal length in the coset s - 7). Since s - s ;= #W’) we
have I(s-s;) < I(s) so that [(t) < I(s) and I/(r) > 1. Minimality of 7 further implies that I(z-s,) > I(?)
and I(t - 5;) > I(t). Thus, if x € 7" is a reduced word representing 7 also x - w; and x - w; are
reduced, implying positivity of both y(x - w;) = (@), y(x - w;) = t(a;) € D*.

Since #(r) C Nya; + Nya; this also implies that #(#(r)) C &*. By Corollary 2.4 we thus obtain
that I(s) = 1(t) + 1(r).

Observe further that r(a;) = n;a;+n;a; with either both n;, n; > 0if r(e;) € d* or both n;,n; <0
if r(a;) € @. The latter case is not possible since it would imply s(a;) = n;1(a;) + n;1(a;) € = by
the previous observation. Now, r(a;) € d* implies that a reduced word representing r ends in

w; and that I(r) < m.

Finally, the condition s(a;) = ) = n;#(a;) + n;t(e;) implies that either #(a;) = a; , with (n;,n;) =
(1,0) and hence r(e;) = «;, or #(a;) = a, , with (n;,n;) = (0, 1) and hence r(¢;) = «;. Given that
I(r) > 1 this now entails that /(r) = m — 1 so thaty - w; € i) O

3. QUANTUM GROUPS AT GENERIC PARAMETER ¢

We recall the standard definitions of quantum groups as defined, for example, in [Jim85,
CP94]. Various ground rings are introduced over which subalgebras and variants of the quan-
tum groups can be defined. Throughout this section we fix a simple Lie algebra g with root
system & and Cartan data A;; as introduced in the previous section.

3.1. Quantization Rings, Quantum Numbers, Integral Subrings. In their original definitions,
such as in [Dri87], quantum groups are obtained as deformations of the universal enveloping
algebra of a Lie algebra g along a formal parameter 7. The natural ground ring in this context
is the ring of formal power series Q[7] , which contains ¢ = " = Y > | %h" . The parameter
identification yields a ring embedding Q(¢q)! < Q[A]], where Q(g)! denotes the subring of ra-
tional functions without poles at ¢ = 1. It extends to an embedding Q(q) < Q[#[;, where the
localization Q[[7], is given by formal Laurent series with finite numbers of negative powers.
We continue our discussion with various frequently used quantities and formulae in Z[q, g 1.

For a positive root « € ®* in the # -orbit of a; € A, let d, = d; and q, = ¢; = ¢*. Given
a,b € N, quantum numbers, factorials, and binomials are denoted with respect to this data as

q°—q° a j_ =J
2 0:1 , [a]!, = H 9a q‘il , and
Qe — 4, j=1 Qe — 4,

a+b
a

|
_ lavol, 31)

lal. = T anmn,

all of which are valued in Z[q,, ;'] € Z[q,q™']. The subscript a is suppressed if g, = g, meaning
d; = d, = 1. We will frequently also use the abbreviation [n], = [n]g, for simple roots and

1 o
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analogous notation for factorials and binomial coefficients. The binomial recursion below is
easily verified and frequently used.

n+1 = g n
t t
o

+ gD [ " ] (3.2)
t—1

04 a

The g-binomial coefficients arise naturally in the respective binomial formula for g-commuting

generators. Specifically, assume the algebra H, over Z|g, q~'1is generated by U and V subject

to the relation VU = ¢q*UV . Then the following is easily proved by induction,
a _ c —k(a=k) |4 7k a—k _ c ka—k) | 4| v kyra—k
U +V) ];)q [k] Uty ]Z(’)q [k] vk, 3.3)

Adjoining an inverse V! to H, and multiplying (3.3) by V' ~¢ from the right one readily obtains,
after the substitution z = VU, the following variant of Gauss’s formula,

k;oq"‘(““) m 2 = g(q‘zfz +1) =g +a72. (34)

t=1

For convenience in later computations we express ratios of factorials for different root lengths
d; € {1,2,3} as

[d;k]! P (K1, ko f .
T [d,]*-[k:d;Ji ~ and = A {k:d;} , (3.5)
where we use the following notation for elements in Z[gq, g1,
k—1e-1 k g — q~°
[k:eli = [se+1] and  {k:e} = [[F=——. (3.6)
s=0 t=1 s=1 q —4q

Note that [k : 1Ji =1 = {k: 1} for all k € N. On occasion, we will also use notation for quantum
multinomial coefficients in Z[g, g~!] given by

a1+a2+...+a,
a,a, ..., a

_ [al +a2+...+ar]!a _

e lay]!, .. [0,

a+...+a,

a,

a+...+a,._, a; +a,

r r—1 a

(3.7)

Concluding, we introduce the following notation for subrings of Q(q), over which various
versions of quantum groups can be defined. Clearly, all of these are integral domains and have
Q(g) as a common field of fractions. However, as opposed to Q(q), they have well-defined
specializations to roots of unity of large enough orders.

Ng=2Zlg.q7"] Agn = Z["’ 7 [n—lu!]
(3.8)

| = -1 1 Y= -1t 1
Aq B Z[q,q ’ q—q‘l] A‘I’” B Z[q,q " q—q7’ [n—ll!]
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3.2. Quantum Group Generators and Relations. For Cartan data as above, the quantum uni-
versal enveloping algebra U,,(g) is defined in [Dri87, CP94] as the algebra over Q7] topologi-
cally generated by elements E;, F;, H; for 1 < i < n subject to relations

odihH; _ p—dihH,

[Hi7 Hj] =0, [Ep Fj] = 5,’j ] P (39)
q; — qi
[H, E,) = AE,, [H,, Fj] = —A;F;, (3.10)
s I Ai' r s . .
Z (-1)" [ ,] E'E;E} =0 (fori#)), (3.11)
r+s:l—A,-j S i
1A L
> [ ) U] F'F,FF =0 (fori#j). (3.12)
r+s=1—-A i

—A;;

Although (3.9) and the other relations are well-defined over Q [[]] we extend the ground ring of

U,(g) to Q[ 7], for convenience. If we denote as usual K; = ¢4 the above imply the following
relations:
K, - K!
qi - qi
- Ai' s - _AI” —(a; |
KEK'=q"E;, =q“%E,, K FK'=q ""F =q®%F;. (3.14)

Observing (g; — qi‘l) = (¢ —q~H[d,], we note that all relations (3.11-3.14) are indeed over A'q’e*
where e* € {2,3,4} is as in (2.3) and we view A'q,e* C Q(g) c Q[A],. We thus define U,(g) as
the A .-algebra generated by the elements { E;, F;, K; : 1 <i < n} and subject to relations (3.11-
3.14). If g is a general simple Lie algebra or its type is clear from context, we will usually write

U, instead.

Additionally, we denote by U " the subalgebra generated by only the E;, U the subalgebra
generated by only the F;, which may be considered as algebras over the subring A . of A" ..
The algebra U;) generated by only the K; may be considered over A,. Further, weset U> = U U;)
andU =U/ U;) the respective subalgebras obtained from two sets of generators, which we also

take to be defined over A, .. by default.

q.e*

Suppose f @ Ay > Aor f7: A'q’e* — A is a ring homomorphism where A or A is com-
mutative with unit. We may define quantum algebras over ground rings A or A" by respective
extensions of scalars of the original algebras, viewed as A, .. or A7 . modules. Specifically, for
any o0 € {+,—,0, >0, <0} we denote

Uyn=rfU,=U, D N and U =fU/=U/®, , A. (3.15)

The further abbreviated notation U, o and UqDQ is used for algebras over Q(g) derived from
the inclusions of A'q o and A .. in Q(g). Similarly, for m > e* we write U, ,, and Ulfm for the
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inclusions of A, and A . in AT | and A, , respectively. That is, the ground rings of U, ,, and

q,m7’

UP contain also elements .
q.m [m—1]!

It is easy to see that the free abelian group algebra Aq[{K;—rl }1 embeds in the polynomial
algebra Q] ,[{H;}] via K; — e%"Hi  Using the PBW results below and in [Ros89, CP9%4] it
further follows that the respective algebra homomorphism U, — Uy(g) is injective.

An important variant of quantum groups at roots of unity are Lusztig’s divided power alge-
bras U, see [Lus93, Lus90a, Lus90b]. They are defined as the A,-subalgebras of U 4.0 generated
by elements El.(k) = [k—l],‘E K and Fl.(k) = [k—l]"Flk as well as certain additional rational expressions in
the K; generators.

We denote the respective subalgebras by U*, U™, and SUY. Although they are not dis-
cussed explicitly in this paper, we will refer to these algebras in some of the proofs below as we
adopt arguments from [Lus90a, Lus90b, Lus93].

3.3. Hopf Algebra Structures. Coalgebra structures on U, (g) and U, are given by requiring K;
to be group-like, H; to be primitive, and E; and F; to be skew-primitives via the co-relations

AE)=E ®K,+1QE, and AF)=F®1+K'®F,. (3.16)

In this sense we have that the inclusions of the quantum algebras above, such as quo > U, <
U,(g), are inclusions of Hopf algebras. A counit is given by &(E;) = &(F;) = €(H;) = 0 and
€(K;) = 1. For later computations we also record here the coproducts for powers of generators,
which easily follow from (3.14) and (3.16).
A(Elm) — 2 qi—s(m—s) [r:] ‘ E,s ® KlsE;n—s A(ij) — Z qi—s(m—s) [m] Ki_sFim_S ® Fis (3.17)
s=0 ! s=0 o

The antipode acts on the Cartan generators as S(K;) = Kl._1 and S(H;) = —H, and is given on
the other generators as
S(E)=-EK;' = -¢’K'E, and S(F,) =-K,F, = —q*FK,. (3.18)
Again, it will be useful to also state the antipode of powers of generators.
S(EM = (=1)"g """V EmK™ S(F™ = (=1)"g" " VK" F™. (3.19)

Clearly, U’ and U>* form Hopf subalgebras of U, , and U;) = A, o+ [{K;"}]is isomorphic as a Hopf
algebra to the group algebra of Z”.

Recall [Swe69, Mon93a, Rad12] that a coalgebra C over a field k is called pointed if all its
(co)simple subcoalgebras are 1-dimensional or, equivalently, if its coradical C, coincides with
the subcoalgebra k[Gr(C)] of group-like elements. Pointed coalgebras and Hopf algebras have
been extensively studied, though most results assume the ground ring to be a field.
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Suppose kis a field and 9 : A . — k a ring homomorphism. As noted in (3.15), this yields
quantum algebras U, and UEk over the field k for any o € {0, >0, <0} . Besides the case k = Q(q)
given by the obvious inclusions, the following result will also be of interest in the case of a
cyclotomic field k = Q(¢) .

Proposition 3.1 ([Mon93b, Theorem 2.2]). The Hopf algebras U, U;‘HL , and U;"HL as defined above

are pointed. Their common coradical is U;)k .

The proof uses coalgebra filtrations {A,} of the quantum algebras, where A, = U(?,u« . Set A| =
Ay® ZfB EAg® FA, forU,, aswellas A| = A, & Zl@ E; A, for Uz, and analogous for U, . The
subspaces are then given as A, = (4,)", which clearly exhaust the entire algebra. Lemma 5.3.4 in
[Mon93b], for example, now implies that C is contained in and thus equal to ng . Pointedness
now follows immediately from C, = U;k , which is then also equal to the total subcoalgebra
spanned by group-like elements.

4. GRADINGS AND AUTOMORPHISMS ON QUANTUM GROUPS

Several automorphisms and anti-automorphsisms will play an important role in construc-
tions throughout this paper. They include, besides the antipode, Lusztig’s Artin group actions,
involutions, and Che transformations. Additionally, we will refer to two types of gradings in
several of our later the proofs. This section will collect basic properties of these automorphisms
and gradings as well as establish various useful relations between them.

4.1. Gradings. Recall that a grading of an algebra A by a monoid G entails a decomposition
A =@, A, with A, - A, C A, . We call elements b € A, \ {0} for some g € G homogeneous with
respect to such a given grading. If A is defined in terms of generators and relations, a grading
on the free algebra of generators descends to A if the relations are homogeneous elements. Let
G be a monoid and S any set. In the following discussion, we write G to mean interchangeably
additive combinations ), ¢ c;s aswellasmapsc : S =G : s ¢.

A grading in G = N& with Ny = N'U {0} on the algebra U/ is given by defining (U"), as
, suchthatpu =" a € NOA . It is clear that the relations in

1

the subspace spanned by E; ... E
(3.11)-(3.14) are homogeneous with respect to this grading, which is therefore well-defined on
Uq+. For a homogeneous element b € (U;) , We sometimes also write w*(b) = u.

An analogous grading in Ng is given on U~ by the function w™ from the set of homogeneous
elements in U" to NOA. These extend to a Z2 grading on U, with (U,), spanned by elements
K .. KjkEfl1 Ef”:” with y=Y" €,a; where E = E; and E; = F;, observing that both sides
of the relation for [E;, F;] are in (U q)al-—aj . For a homogeneous element a € (U,), with respect
to this weight grading we also write w(a) = y Thus, if b € Uy and ¢ € U~ are homogeneous
elements we have w(bc) = w(cb) = w*(b) — w™(c), which readily implies, for example (U;) e

Uy € U)oy
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For an element v = Y. ¢;a; € Z2 in the root lattice, we denote a basis element of Ul? by

i i

K'=K".. K. 4.1)

1 n
Suppose b € U, is homogeneous with y = w(b) € ZA . 1t is easy to derive the following com-
mutation relation, where the inner form (-|-) is naturally extended to a biadditive form on
ZA > o,

Kb = qV"®pkv (4.2)

Additional gradings in FA, where F, = Z/2Z = {0, 1}, are artifacts of the g = g~ '-symmetric
definition of quantum numbers and Cartan elements for quantum groups. Two such gradings
are defined on generators as follows:

ot(E) = q;, o"(K)=q;, o™ (F)=0, (4.3)
o (E)=0, o (Kj) =«a;, o (F)=uq;. (4.4)

As before, it is easy to check that relations (3.11)-(3.14) are homogeneous with respect to both
o and o~ , which are thus well-defined on U, . For example, o*(E;F,) = o*(F,E;) = o™ (K)) =
o*(K;!) = a; over F, in the case of relation (3.13). We also note the following interactions of the
antipode with these gradings, when evaluated on homogeneous elements:

woS =w, otoS =07, 0 oS =ot. 4.5)

Although the gradings are related by o* — 0~ = w mod 2, it is useful to denote them sepa-
rately. Combining w with either o* or 0~ yields a grading in (Z xF,)? that provides a refinement
of the usual weight decomposition, splitting summands further according to respective multi-
parities of Cartan elements in the sense that 0*(KY) = v mod 2.

For a discussion of the behavior of the coproduct with respect to these gradings denote by
U any of the Hopf algebras U, U;* and US". For u € 7" and 1 € [FzA write also U, and U"
for the graded components for w and o* respectively. The algebra U ® U thus assumes natural
bi-gradings with (U ® U),,, ,,, = U, ® U, and (U ® U)"") = U @ U":. A simple verification
on generators now yields

AU)C DY U, ,®U, and AUNCURU". (4.6)

Finally, let b € (U;) yandc € (Uq_)_v be w-homogeneous elements with u,v € Né . It follows
from an easy inductive verification on generators E; ... E; and F; ... F; that the (4,0) and
(0, ) graded components of A(b) as well as the (—v,0) and (0, —v) graded components of A(c)

have the form

Ab)=bR®K*+ ... +1Q®0b and A)=c®1+ ... + KV Q®c. 4.7)
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4.2. Che Transformations and Anti-Involutions. A basic family of automorphisms can be ob-
tained by multiplying the step generators by Cartan elements and units subject to certain consis-
tency conditions. The main data characterizing such a Che (Y1) transformation is a d-symmetric
map h € S(P) as introduced in Section 2.6.

Additionally, assume a homomorphism u : Z2 — A* from the root lattice to the multi-
plicative subgroup of units A* = {+¢* : k € Z} of the ground ring. We define a map Y/ on
generators as follows:

YMNE) = u(a) K"V E; YNF) = u(a) ' FK" yh(k) =K;. (4.8)
The next proposition establishes the existence and basic properties of these automorphisms.
As before, UqD may be U,, U, or Us" defined over the respective minimal ground rings. The

g-exponent in the formula in iii) is integral by Lemma 2.11, so that the g-term is well-defined by
iv) of the same lemma.

Proposition 4.1. Let h,k € S(®) and u,v € Hom(Z2, A*) as above. Then the following hold.

i) The map q;’ defined in (4.8) extends uniquely to an automorphism of UqD .
ii) Yok = UMk and a9 is identity, where 1 is the constant map to 1 € A* .
iii) If b is a homogeneous element with grading f = w(b) we have

iv) With b as above, the action on gradings is wol = w and o*(9;(b)) = 0*(b) + h(f) mod 2.

Proof. Consider the algebra LqIj with the same generators as UqD but subject only to the relations
(3.14) in addition to those for U;) ~ A[{Kl.i1 H. LqD admits the same gradings as UqD , and commu-
tation of the K; in Lg C LqD implies that LIZ is well-defined on LqD . We next prove that iii) holds
on LqD by induction in the number of E; and F; generators in an expression for b. Since U’ acts
trivially on U;) we may omit any additional K; factorsin b.

For b = E; and f = «a; the g-exponent is zero because of (2.29) so that the expression is the
same as in (4.8). For b = F; and f = —a; use u(—a;) = u(a))~', h(=a;) = —h(a;), and (=a;| h(—;)) —
2(pp| — ;) = 2(e;| h(a;)) again by (2.29).

For the induction step, we compute the formula for E;b with w(E;b) = a; + f assuming the
asserted expressions for E; and b and using the fact that u and h are homomorphisms,

h _ h h
qu(Eib) = qu(Ei)qu(b)
= u(ai)u(ﬁ)q_%(("i|h(ai»—2(/’h|“z))q—%((ﬂ|h(ﬂ))—2(ﬂh|ﬁ))K/1(a,-)EiKh(ﬂ)b

1
= u(a; + ﬂ)q_i((a’[|h(a’[))+(ﬁ|h(ﬁ))—2(ph|ai+ﬁ)) g~ @hB)) g ha) gh(p) E.b
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1
= u(a; + ﬂ)q—g((“ilh(ai))ﬂ(a,-Ih(ﬁ))+(ﬂlh(ﬂ))—2(/)hIa,-+ﬂ))Kh(a,-+ﬁ)Eib

1
— u(a,» + ﬂ)q—i((aﬁ'mh(ai+ﬂ))—2(ﬂh|ai+ﬂ))Kh(a,~+ﬂ)Eib )

In the last step, we invoke the identity (a;|A(8)) = (B|h(;)), which is equivalent to our assump-
tion that h is d-symmetric. The respective computation for F;b is analogous, and the extension
to A-linear combinations obvious.

Since ‘Ig (b) = g4b for a w-homogeneous elements b with g, invertible, qg maps the two-sided
ideal generated by b to itself. Thus, 1" is well-defined on any quotient of LqD obtained by divid-
ing by w-homogeneous relations. Since all relations in (3.11)-(3.14) are indeed w-homogeneous,
we conclude the statement in Item 7). The statement in Item ii) is easily checked on the genera-
tors, and Item iv) is immediate from Item iii). O

Given some h € S(®) and f € Z2, we know from Lemma 2.11 ii) that 2(p,|f) € Z. We can
thus define a character w,, € Hom(Z2, A*) by

w, : 75 5 A* 0 p e @ (f) =P (4.9)
Note that w,, - w, = @, . We will also use the abbreviation w = w;; so that w(a;) = ¢*.

In [Lus90b] Lusztig introduces two anti-involutions. The Cartan anti-involution Q : U, —
U= is defined as the Z-algebra homomorphism with the following actions on algebra gener-
ators and the indeterminate of the ground ring.

Q(E) = F, Q(F) = E;, QK) =K', Qg =q". (4.10)

Secondly, let O : U, — U be the involutive A’ _.-algebra homomorphism defined on genera-
tors as follows.

O(E) = E;, O(F)=F, OK)=K". (4.11)
Clearly, U preserves both the w and o* gradings, while woQ = —w and 07oQ = o~ . In addition

to Lusztig’s involutions, it will be useful to also introduce the conjugation automorphism Y :
U, — U defined on generators by

Y(E) = E,, Y(F)=F, Y(K) =K;, Y(q) =q". (4.12)

All three of the above involutions may also be viewed as involutive anti-homomorphisms. It
follows easily by inspection on generators that Q, ¥, and Y commute with each other and, thus,
implement an action of ([F2)3 onU,.

For later use, we introduce notation for two composites of these. Firstly, IT = YoQ = QoY :
U, — U,isa N . -algebra homomorphism given on generators by

I(E;) = F;, I(F) = E,, (K, =K. (4.13)
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Secondly, let Ll = YoUO = UoY : U, — U,, which is a Z-algebra homomorphism with non-trivial
action on the ground ring given by

I(E) = E,, I(F) = F,, (K, =K', (g)=q". (4.14)

Clearly, the automorphisms U, Y, and LI map each of the subalgebras UqD witho € {0, +, —, >0, <0}
to itself, while the © and IT map these algebras to their respective opposites.

Additional commutation relations with the antipode and the Che transformations from (4.8)
are immediate from checks on generators as well. More specifically, for a d-symmetric map
h € End(Z%) and a character u € Hom(Z2, A*) we obtain the following commutations relations
of these involutions with the U[: transformations, where w, is as in (4.9).

Qoq;’:quQ qufj:q;’;hozj
(4.15)
MoY’ =4"  om YoU’=4" oY
u -wh u -wh
Furthermore, the antipode can be expressed as the composite
S =Tt =0Vo4U”, where 1(f) = (-D)MP = (—)@I» (4.16)

with ht and j as discussed at the end of Section 2.3. Commutation relations of the antipode
with the other automorphisms can now be derived directly from (4.16) and the commutation
relations in (4.15). For example, S commutes with Q, SoU = Q;z’d 000S,and S? = qow .

Finally, note that U and Y preserve the w and o* gradings. For Q we find
woQ = —w, otoQ =0, and 0 oQ=0", 4.17)

implying the same equations for II.

4.3. Lusztig’s Action of Artin-Tits Monoid. In [Lus90a, Lus90b, Lus93] Lusztig introduces for
any Lie type g algebra automorphisms 7; on U, o as well as on U for 1 < i < n where n is the
rank of g. Importantly, they fulfill the Artin-Tits relations (2.6) for the respective Cartan data.

In order to conform with conventions in the R-matrix constructions in [KR90] we will pre-
fer to work with the inverses I = T of these automorphisms. Their explicit actions on the
generators of U, are as follows:

I(E) = -K;'F, I(F) = ~EK,. LK) = KK, " (4.18)
I7(E) = -FK;, I7\(F) =K 'E,, (k) = KK (419)

and fori # j
(Ep= Y ﬂEiSEJ.Ei’, LFy= Y CDa F'F,F?, (4.20)

LI [s]l
=y [s1!;[r]; yy [r]![s];
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(=g

-Dg?
1rg, SF.F". (4.21)
[r1Y;[s]1;

[s]![r]Y; A

rEp= 3,

r+s=—A;;

-1 _
E[EE,  I7'(F)=
r+s:—A,-j
Lemma 4.2. The automorphisms I restrict to automorphisms on the algebra U, over X, . and fulfill the
Artin-Tits relations (2.6) for all Lie types.

The proof of the first assertion is immediate, observing that the denominators in the above
expressions divide [—A, Ny and hence [—d;A; ;1! as well as [e]! = [e* — 1]!. Thus, the I} auto-
morphisms are well-defined over the ground ring A’ _. . Moreover, the Artin-Tits relations have
been verified for the 7; automorphisms in [Lus90a, Lus90b, Lus93] and thus also hold for the

r=17"

An immediate consequence is that we can associate an automorphism to any Weyl group
element. For each reduced word w = w; ...w; € W™ ,let I, =1I;0...ol; . By Lemma 2.1, the
composed automorphism only depends on the Weyl group element s = 7(w) represented by w,

allowing us to write I',, = I'; . Now, for s, € %/ the construction implies
I, =TI, it I(st)=1(s)+(1). (4.22)

That is, due to the length additivity condition s — I’ is not a representation of 7" . Instead, the
above notation should be understood as the composite of the Matsumoto map 4 : # — o+
from Section 2.2 with the natural monoid homomorphism I' : &* — Aut(U,) defined on the
positive Artin-Tits monoid, which extends to an action I' : & — Aut(U,) of the Artin group
on U,. Thus, depending on context, we allow subscripts of I" to be in %", #'*, or &. These
notations are related, for example, by I, = I, if w € #* or I', = I, if s€ W".

Observe that Q commutes with all I; and 7;. Also, for the U involution one readily infers
Uol;00 = I'T! =T;, or, more generally,

Vol,oO=UT,) ' =T, Vse¥. (4.23)

Here T; = T; o ... oT; denotes the analogous automorphisms used by Lusztig to define gen-
erators associated to general positive roots. The relation in (4.23) will thus serve to relate our
conventions of choosing generators to those in [Lus90a, Lus90b]. The second equality may also
be written as I', = T, ;) for an element b € &, where 1 € Aut(&#/) maps each generator of  to its

inverse. The action of the braid automorphisms on the U;) basis elements is naturally given by

I,(K")=KW, (4.24)

Finally, for a homogeneous element b € U, one readily works out the following equivariance
relations for the gradings, where the action of s € 7 is naturally extended to the root lattice
72 > @ aswell as IFZA.

w(I(b)) = s(w(b)) (4.25)
o*(I(b)) = s(0*(b)) (4.26)
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Clearly, (4.24), (4.25) and (4.26) hold also if the I'y are replaced by the original 7, automorphisms.

4.4. More o/* Commutation Relations. In this section, we provide commutation relations be-
tween the I'y automorphisms and the Che transformations ‘IZ , from which we also obtain re-
spective commutation relations with the antipode. We denote the natural (left) actions of 7" on
elements h € S(®) and u € Hom(Z2, A*) by h* = shs™! and s,u = uos™! , respectively. Addition-
ally, define the character 97 € Hom(Z2, A*) by

By = g~ OOP | (4.27)

which is well-defined by Lemma 2.11 vi). The following basic relations involving this character
are easily derived from statement viii) as well as the combination of (2.27) and (4.9):

Oy =9 1,9  and (I = (s,w,) - (wy) 7 (4.28)

Proposition 4.3. Suppose h € S(®), u € Hom(ZA, A*), and s e W'. Using notations and conventions
as above we have

o4l = qg':*u). pols (4.29)
Proof. Since all maps in the relation are automorphisms it suffices to check (4.29) for the gener-
ators of U,. Moreover, since the qZ act trivially on the K,’s and since Q commutes with both
UIZ and T it suffices to check (4.29) for only the E; generators. Note further that for a homoge-
neous element b with w(b) = f we have ‘l(s)*u(l"s(b)) = (s, u)(s(P)HT(b) = u(P)I{(b) = I,(u(p)b) =
I,(12(b)), using w(I'(b)) = s(B) by (4.25), so that (4.29) holds for h = 0. Since U/ = U%Y’ we
may, therefore, assume u = 1 in the following verification.

s _l S - A
G (L (E)) = 90 (s(a))g 2N @M =2onlsed) g r ()

1
— q—(eh(sns(a,-)) q—5((s(a,-)|s(h(a,-)))—2(ps,,s_1 [s(a))) K s(h(ap) I(E,)

= ¢yt 5@ ~(s(op)ls(@)) q—é((ailh(a,-))—zmshs-l @) (K" (E,)

1

= 3 (@Ih@)=260pIs@)) P (gha) )
N 1

i
_ q_E((a[|h(a[))—2(l7h|0‘i))[‘s(q{'(Ei)) = Fsoq’;’(Ei)

In the first line, we use Proposition 4.1iii) for f = w(I{(E;)) = s(a;) . In the second line, definitions
are inserted, including h*(s(a;)) = shs~!s(a;) = sh(e;). The third line invokes isometry of s and
(4.24). In the fourth line, exponent terms are combined and canceled, and we use that Iy is an
automorphism. In the last lines s-isometry, the definition for U7, and (2.29) are employed. [

The action of the Artin-Tits monoid &/* on the set of Che transformations given by conju-
gation thus factors into an action of 7" on S(®) x Hom(Z2). The latter is defined as s.(h,u) =
(h', (s,u) -8 using (4.28). An immediate consequence is that any Che transformation commutes
with the action of the pure Artin-Tits group on U, , defined as the kernel of the map & — 7.
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As an application, we also derive an explicit commutation relation between the I'y maps and
the antipode. To this end, let x, € Hom(Z2, A*) be the character defined by

k() = (_1)(5(S)|ﬁ)q—(9(s)|ﬂ) , (4.30)

with 6(s) and 6(s) as in (2.24) or (2.27). Relations (2.25) and (2.26) translate for I(z - s) = I(t) + I(s)
into
Kt~s = Kt . t*(Ks) and S*(Ks‘l) = (Ks)_1 . (431)

Proposition 4.4. For any s € W we have

So(Iy)™" = I';1y0804Y and () 'oSoU? = Sol . (4.32)

Proof. We first establish that k; = (s,1) - 17! - 9 with 1 as in (4.16). Using (2.27) and the fact that s
is an isometry we compute

(G-t 95) () = 1~ (A~ 95 (P) = (=)D (1) CaID
= (= 1)SDID~GIP g~O)1) = (OB OD e (p).
The following verification of the first identity invokes the expression in (4.16) for the antipode,

the commutation rule from Proposition 4.3, the conjugation with U from (4.23), homomorphy
from Proposition 4.1ii), and the above relation for k| .

So(I)™" =voU¥o(r,)™! = Uo(l"s)_loqé‘i*l). o4 = F(S_.)OGOLIZ*I). o
_ id\—1 id _ 0 _ 0
- F(S_I)OSO(LI’ ) oq(s*,).,gig - F(S_l)osoq,—l.(s*,).sfg - F(S")OSOLIKS

The second identity can be derived from the first by replacing s with s=! and (4.31). Specifically,

So(I(;-1y)™! = I0So4Y | implies
(Gl

(I)™'oS = Sl of(1) = Sol) ol = S°F<s—‘)°q?xf1) = Sol{nyo(I;)™,

(s_l) (371)*('(;1

and, hence, the second identity. O

The character k, also appears in commutation relations of the Artin-Tits groups action with
the conjugation anti-automorphism Y .

Proposition 4.5. For any element s € %" we have

I',oY = Yofsoqg = tngoYoFS. (4.33)

b

Proof. The second equality follows from Fsoqg(ﬂ) =q° )oF L= ‘/Iiy_l oI, by (4.29) and (4.31)

S*K'(S,l

as well as (4.15). For s = 5; equation (4.33) applied to a generator E, reads
L(E)) = Y(Ti(kg (a))E))) = Ks,.(aj)_lY(Fi(Ej))

— (_1)(5!,'|Otj)q(ai|aj)Y(1"i(Ej)) — (_I)Aijinin(I-vi(Ej)) ]
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This is readily verified for both the i = j and i # j cases from (4.18), (4.20), and (4.12). Since Q
commutes with both I'; and Y and, furthermore, inverts g the relation for s = s; also holds on
F;. As it is also trivially true on K; we proved (4.33) for s = s5;. Suppose now (4.33) holds for
two elements s,7 € #" with I(s),1(t) > 1 and I(ts) = I(¢t) + I(s) . Then

0 0
I, oY =T,0l0Y = FtoLIKSoYoFS = qt*(xx)ol"loYoFs

=q0 OQQ oYol,ol =q0 oYol, =qz oYol,
t ts

1,(ky) t.(k,) K, ts >

where we used (4.29) and (4.31). The assertion now follows by induction. O

5. GENERATORS, BASES, AND INTEGRALITY

Ponicaré-Birkhoff-Witt (PBW) bases have been established for quantum deformations of Lie
algberas in many settings. These typically consider quantum algebras defined over a field such
as Q(g) or C and assume specific fixed choices with respect to which the quantum analogs of the
E, operators are defined. See, for example, [Ros89, CP94, Jan96, Rin96, Lus93].

Lusztig describes the algebras o U" of divided powers as free modules over A, in [Lus90a,
Lus90b] for specific choices of E, . In [Lus93] explains independence of some of these choices
for respective bases over Q(g) . Specifically, certain spanning sets 8, of monomial expressions,
to be defined below, will depend on the choice of a maxiaml reduced word w € 7 .

Corollary 40.2.2 in [Lus93] implies that 23;, is a basis of U;Q over the field Q(g) for all

+

Lie types and all choices of w, which also implies that B,

+
w»

is a linearily independent set of

generators for the A ..-module U; and that its span €, is a free A o.-module. The Q(g)-basis

+

w» 1S @ non-zero torsion module and,

does, however, not exclude the possibility that 7, = U; /S

+

wr -basis.

thus, does not imply that 8, isalsoa A

q.e*

For versions of U for classical Lie types, bases over A, are obtained from iterated g-brackets
in [Tak90] for specific lexicographic orderings. In the formalism and constructions of genera-
tors used there, however, it is difficult to describe quasi-triangular Hopf algebra structures or
braid actions for reordering. Still, the example provided in Proposition 5.6 in the same paper
illustrates the delicate dependence of integrality of bases on the chosen orders.

Specifically, Takeuchi shows for an algebra %8¢, which can be roughly understood as a quo-
tient of U" for Lie type Bs, that the analog of the torsion module 7,, is indeed zero for a convex
ordering but contains non-zero torsion summands such as Z[q,q7']/ (¢ — ¢*> + 1) for a non-
convexly ordered monomial basis. A careful treatment of orderings will thus have to be a crucial
component in the derivation of integral PBW bases.

The plan of this section is to adapt arguments in [Lus90a, Lus90b] and related references to
infer PBW bases that generate the algebras Uy and U, as free A, .. and A .. modules respec-
tively. Generators E,, depending on reduced words w € % are constructed in Section 5.1 and
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some of their basic properties discussed. From these monomial expressions that, in addition, de-
pend on exponent functions are introduced, their relations with the two anti-involutions Q and
O are explained in Section 5.3. A formalism for the spanning sets associated to the monomials
is laid out in Section 5.7, where a general criterion for order independence is derived.

The relations between the box pre-orderings introduced by Lusztig, convex orderings, and
words representing the longest elements in 7" are explained in Section 5.5. Lusztig’s proof of
PBW bases is adapted to the U, -algebras in Section 5.6 and the general theorem for integral PBW
bases for general orders is stated in Section 5.8.

5.1. Generators Associated to Words. In a series of articles, Lusztig defines of a generator E,
for each € ®*, starting with a presentation @ = s; ...s; («; ) obtained from a maximal re-
duced word. The simple root ; is replaced by E; and each s; by an automorphism 7; described
in Section 4.3. We will adopt and adjust the definition here by replacing the 7} by their inverses
I'; and explicitly retain the dependence on words in the notation. That is, for a non-empty

reduced word w = w; ... w; and using the notation in (2.8) we set

E = w"(Er(w)) = 1—‘“ “ee I_‘ik—l (Eik) and Fw = wa(Fr(w)) . (5.1)

w

As remarked in Section 4.3, we may write E,, = I',(E;) where s = #w”) and j = t(w), implying
that E,, only depends on the pair (s, j). Further redundancies in the labeling are implied by
Proposition 5.1 below, from which one can easily obtain examples of distinct pairs (s, j) # (s, j’)
with I'(E;) = I'y(E;). For computations with specific words w = w; ... w; it is often conve-
nient to also use the index notation

Ew = E(il"'ik) . (52)

Given a fixed reduced word z € %, of maximal length or, equivalently, a convex order <, on
dt, we will sometimes also use the abbreviated notation

Ea = E and Fa = FZ[(X] (53)

z[a]

for an @ € d* and with z[a] as defined in (2.15). On occasion, we may also use the analogous
notation for the respectively defined Cartan element K,, = w Koy = KV, where KV is as
defined above (4.2) with v = y(w). For most applications in this article the word labeling is,
however, the preferred one as we often consider orderings depending on choices of words. We
list next several immediate properties of these generators.

Suppose w = u - v for non-empty reduced words u,v € #* with I(w) = I(u) + I(v) and let
s = #(u). Then (5.1) and (4.22) imply

E,=T,(E) and F,=TI,F). (5.4)
Furthermore, commutation of the I'; with Q yields the identity

QE,)=F, and QF,)=E,. (5.5)



39

The generators from (5.1) as well as the Cartan element K" are homogeneous elements, for
which gradings follow immediately from (4.25) and (4.26) with notation from Lemma 2.2.

w(E,) =y(w) w(F,) = —y(w) w(K,)=0 (5.6)
o*(E,) =y(w) mod 2 ot (F,) =0 ot (K,)=v mod 2 (5.7)

Extending the definition in (5.1) to non-reduced words leads to elements outside the respec-
tive Borel subalgebra, such as E,, ., = I(E;) ¢ U;. The proposition below states that this
does not happen for reduced words. The statement is proved for simply laced Lie types ADE
in [Lus90a]. In our proof below, we extend the arguments from [Lus90a] to all Lie types and

the regular power quantum algebras U;" over A The second assertion on the uniqueness of

q’e* .
generators graded by simple roots will be used in later computation of braid automorphisms.

Proposition 5.1. Suppose w € W™ is any non-empty reduced word. Then E,, € U and F,, € U_.

Moreover, if y(w) = o) € A, then E,, = E; and F,, = F .

Proof. We first provide the proof of the statement for a rank 2 subalgebra U_i./) generated by
{E,E;, F.,F,,K;,K;} for some fixed pair of indices i # j. The notations U.»* and minimal
ground rings are chosen analogous to those for U, . Omitting the trivial A; X A, case, we thus
consider the Lie types A,, B, = C,, and G, . As in Section 39.2 of [Lus93] assume that «; is the

shorter root. So, A;; = —1 and A;; = —e withe € {1,2,3} ,aswellasd, =1and d; =e.

The respective sets of reduced words 7%, are given by alternating sequences of w; and w;
of length at most m;; € {3,4,6} have been described in Section 2.7 and subject to (2.6).

Note that the automorphisms I; from (4.18) through (4.21) coincide with the Tl’ _, operators
defined in Section 37.1.3 of [Lus93]. There, Lusztig computes the E_ explicitly for every non-
empty reduced word z € 7 j) in Section 39.2.2 for e = 3, in Section 39.2.3 for e = 2, and in
Section 39.2.4 for e = 1. The (a) sequences in each section contain all words z with 7(z) = j, that
is, ending in the long root generator, and the (b) sequences correspond to words z starting in
t(z)=1i.

!
1,m;
In the e = 3 case, additional elements % and %’ are included, which are

Fore = 1 or 2, each E, is expressed as an element x; ,,._; or x
by E; and E; over A
easily seen to be elements of the subalgebra over A, . Hence, each E, is in U j)* defined over

_, in the subalgebra generated

q,m+1 *

A, ¢ as desired.

For a word w € % *:.j) of maximal length /(w) = m;; , the formulae in Section 39.2 in [Lus93]

ijr
imply the identity E,, = E, where k € {i,j} such th;t y(w) = a;. So, for example, we have
IT;(E) = E; inthe e = 1 case and II;[;(E;) = E; in the e = 2 case. The same relations hold
for i and j exchanged, as well as analogous relations for e = 3 according to the computations
in [Lus93]. The respective relations for the F; generators are obtained by application of the Q

involution, completing the proof in the rank 2 case.
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The proof of the statement for higher ranks extends the induction argument in the length
I(w) in the proof of Proposition 1.8 of [Lus90a] to all Lie types. Let s = #(w”) and i = 7(w) so that
s(q;) = y(w) € d* by Lemma 2.2 and E,, = I',(E;). Also I(s - 5;) = l(w) = I(W)+1=1I(s)+1.

Following Lemma 2.13 we next write s = ¢ - r with r € %(,j). Since I(s) = I(t) + I(r) we
may infer from (4.22) that I',(E;) = I',ol (E;) = I,(E,) where E, = I,(E;). Here z = y - w; with
Yy € Wi,jyand r = #(y) as in Lemma 2.13. Now [(s) = I(t) + I(r) and I(s - 5;) = I(s) + 1 also imply
I(r-s;) = 1(r) + 1 so that z is indeed a reduced word. The statement above for the rank 2 case
now implies that E, € Uq(i,j)+ and, thus, can be written as a Ager combination of monomials in
E,and E; .

Let now x € 7" be a reduced word presenting t = #(x). With #(«;),#(¢;) € ®* implied by
Lemma 2.13, we also know that ; = x - w; and u; = x - w; are reduced words. Since I(r) > 1
we have /() < I(s) and, hence, I(y),(u;) < [(w). Thus, by induction hypothesis, we have that
E, = I(E), E, = I(E)) € U/ . Since E_ is a combination of monomials in E; and E; we
conclude that E,, = I (E;) is the same combination of monomials in E, and E, . In particular,
E, € U as desired.

Suppose, further, that y(w) = s(e;) = ay € A. By Lemma 2.13 we then have r - 5; = s,
meaning that z = y - w; € i) and r(e;) € {a;a;}. The rank 2 results above assure that
E, = E, where m € {i,j} and r(e;) = «a,,. Also, t(a,,) = t(r(a;)) = s(a;) = o, . The induction
hypothesis, therefore, implies that I,(E,,) = E, so that also I',(E;) = I',(I (E;)) = I,(E,) = E, as
claimed.

The respective statements for the F; follow by applications of the Q involution. O

An important special case of Proposition 5.1 are words z € %, of maximal length. If j = 7(z),
recall from (2.22) that ¢; = 2% = s, - s i = Sy * 5., where n is the involution of the Dynkin
diagrams as defined at the start of Section 2.4. As noted in the proof of Lemma 2.8, this yields
v(2) = q;(a;) = @, ;). Thus,

E,=E, () forall ze %, . (5.8)

The next formulae summarize notations for two relevant renormalizations of a generator E,,
for some word w € #"* with @ = y(w) . The quantities d,, g, , and [n], are as defined in (3.1) and
keN.

w1
EY = T (5.9)
E,=(q' -4 )E, =@ - 9ld,lE, (5.10)

The first extends Lusztig’s divided power generators, already mention in Section 3.2 for simple
roots, to all positive roots and a priori requires the ground ring to contain the reciprocals of all
quantum numbers, such as for A, or Q(q).
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The singularized generators E,, coincide, for appropriate ordering and up to signs, with the
generators fﬂ introduced in [DCP93, Sec 12.1]. In calculations, this renomalization often re-
moves the (¢ — ¢g~!) denominators, such as in (3.13), and avoids the use of the extended ground
rings such as A or A .

5.2. Garside Automorphisms and Dictionary between Generators. In this section, we aim to
provide precise correspondences between Lusztig’s and our definition of generators, which en-
tails various useful identities. For a reduced word w = w; ... w; , the T;-analog of (5.1) is defined
as

Ey=Tp(E ) =T, ..T, (E), (5.11)
with the analogous formula for F,,. As in (5.3), for a positive root a € ®*, we set E, = E_,;,
matching the definition of generators in [Lus90a, Lus90b] for an adequately chosen reduced
word z € % of maximal length. They can be related to our convention using the G involution

as well as the notion of complementary words defined in Section 2.4.

Proposition 5.2. For non-empty reduced words v,w € W*, assume that w o— v. Then

E,=O(E,)=E, and F,=0F,)=F,.

Proof. The first equality is immediate from (4.23) expressed as Oo[l;; o...ol; =T, 0...oT, o0.
For the second equality set s = #1"),t = »(w’), and j = 7(v). Asin (2.22) we haver! - s = q;
with I(q;) = 1Y) + I(s) so qu = [0l by (4.22). With qu(Ej) = E,;, implied by (5.8) as well
as (4.23), we thus compute O(E,)) = O(I(E, ;) = F;}(U(Ew))) = rtj}(En( ) = l"tjll(qu(Ej)) =
I'(E;) = E,. The assertion for F,, follows again by application of Q, which commutes with
0. a

As a second application of Proposition 5.1 we are able to explicitly compute the Lusztig au-
tomorphism I'; associated to the Garside element 0 = 4(s,) € &* as in (2.7). In our conventions
as explained in Section 4.3, we may also write I';, = I'y, where s, € 7" is the longest element.

The relation also involves the automorphism U : U, — U, that implements the involution
on Dynkin diagrams defined at the beginning of Section 2.4. It is given on generators by

M(El) = En([) N I/I(E) = Fﬂ(i) N M(K,) = K’](i) . (5.12)

The maps 1, w € Hom(Z2, A*) are as in (4.9) and (4.16) and the remaining automorphisms are as
defined in Section 4.

Corollary 5.3. The Gardside automorphism and its square are given by the following composites of
elementary automorphisms:

Iy = WolloU = Uollo®oS  and  I; =42 . (5.13)

Proof. As explained above, we express I'; = I, in terms of the longest Weyl element. With the
same notation as in (4.23) or the proof of Proposition 5.2 we have s, = s, - q; with I(s,) = 1(g;) + 1
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and I, (E) = E,; for giveni € {1,...,n}. Hence,
-1
o (B = Lo (T, (E) = Ty (Eyy) = =Ky By =

. (5.14)
= U(-K;'F)) = UoIl(-K;E,)) = UoIloU“(E)),

which proves the first identity (5.13) on E; . The verification for F; follows, as usual, by applica-
tion of Q to (5.14), and the automorphisms on both ends of (5.14) clearly map K" to K~"), where
n is the obvious extension to Z2. The formula for the square of the Garside automorphism is
readily derived from the first identity and the commutation relations in (4.15). O

Aside from U and Q introduced in Section 4.2 we also record here the action of the conjuga-
tion automorphism Y on the generators. The formula contains an additional factor in A*, which
only depends on the root associated with the word label.

Lemma 5.4. Let w € % be a non-empty, reduced word and f = y(w) the associated root. Then

Y(E,) = (_l)ht(ﬂ)—lq(plﬁ)—dpEw and Y(F,) = (_1)ht(ﬂ)—lq—(p|ﬂ)+d/;Fw ) (5.15)

Proof. Let s = y(w’) and i = t(w) so that E, = I'(FE) and f = s(a;). Relation (4.33) implies
Y(E,) = Y(I,(E)) = (42 )™ (I, (Y(E) = (,(B) T(E)) = (=D)IIDGOOINE, . Now, by (2.27),
OB = (p = s(pP) = (pIB) = (s(p)ls(a)) = (pp) — (play) = (p|f) — d; = (p|p) — d since dj is
W -invariant. Also, (2.28) implies 6(s)|p) = ht(p) — ht(e;) = ht(p) — 1. The relation for F,, follows
by application of Q and (5.5). O

In the remainder of this section, we discuss the generators and actions more explicitly in the
rank 2 case. As in the proof of Proposition 5.1, let U i.)* be the subalgebra generated by E; and
E, for two indices i and j. We assume A;=-1, implying d; = 1 and -A;=d; =e€ {1,2,3},
corresponding to Lie type A, , B, , or G, , respectively, for U i.)* . As before, letm = m;; € {3,4,6}
be the length of the longest element in 74,

For r € {1,...,m} let a, = wyw; ... and b, = w;w; ... be the two possible reduced words
of length r in 7%,y as in (2.32). Combining Lemma 2.12 and Proposition 5.2 now yields the
identities

O(E,) = E,

=E, and OF,)=F =F,. (5.16)

m—r+1 m—r+1

Since later proofs will refer to and invoke several commutation relations in [Lus90b], we
provide here a dictionary from the notation used there for generators in a rank 2 system to
our conventions. Specifically, in Section 5.1 of [Lus90b] Lusztig uses subscripts of the form
1...12...2 for the E-generators. Replacing i = 1 to index the short root and j = 2 for the
(possibly) long root, the definition there can be summarized in the formula

E .. =F
|I%I,JMJ zla]
p

with « = ka; + pa; € DY . (5.17)

That is, the frequency of i’s and j’s determined the coefficients of the root « in the root sublat-
tice. This is identified with the unique word b, <y z;; as in (2.32) for which a« = y(b,), with r
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determined by the position of the root in the ordering in (2.33). The respective E-generator in
our convention is then obtained via (5.16), which, in turn, can be expressed in the notation from
(5.2).

For example, in the G, (e = 3, m = 6) case, E;; ;; indicates in [Lus90b] the generator associated
to root 3a; +2a; . In the ordering for z;; in (2.33) it appears in position r = 3 so that E,; = Eb; =

ijw’_wj = E;j = T,T,(E;) . From (5.16) we next obtain that E, = E,. ,=E,= Ew,-ijiwj =

Ejijy = I1;T,(E;) . Similarly, the generators associated to simple roots are readily identified as

Ej = ij = EZ\"!I = E(U) = EJ and Ei = EZIJV\ = E(jl) = E(l) = Ei . (518)
= =
The associated simple roots appear either as maximal or minimal elements in the two total
orders on ).

The full dictionary translating between the notation in [Lus90b] and our conventions is as
follows. Here, generators are ordered by the roots and <_ as in (2.33), omitting the first and
last terms given in (5.18) for even m. For m = 3 the identity is E; = E, = Eji -

e=1 { Ei; = E;iy = Egj)

e=2 { Eij = Egi = Euji»  Eij = Ejijy = Eqy)
(5.19)

Eij = Egiy = Eujijiy»  Eiiji = EGij) = Ejijy »

Eiij = EGijiy = Eqjiy>  Eiij = Egijijy = Ej)

5.3. Monomial Expressions, Exponent Sets, and Their Spans. The PBW type bases of interest
for us are given by monomials whose exponents are labeled by positive roots. To describe these
more formally, we introduce exponents sets

£(s)=Maps (#(5).Ng) =NY®and &) = Maps (#(5), Z) = 2, (5.20)

where the inversion sets A (s) are as in (2.9). Additionally, we use the more compact notation
for the maximal sets

£ = &E(s)=Maps (d*,Ng) =N and & =£(s.) = Maps (7, Z) . (5.21)

Suppose s = t; - t, with I(s) = I(t;) + [(t;). Recall from Corollary 2.4 that #(s) is then the
disjoint union of A(¢;) and ¢, (./V (12)), which, correspondingly, implies the following bijections
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of exponent sets:

E(t) X E(ty) = E(s) : Wwy) ~ v =y U@ ),
E(s) > E(t) X E(ty) : w e @y, Grw)). (5.22)

Here, s*(y) = wos denotes the usual pull-back, the disjoint union of maps indicates the respec-
tive definition on the two sets, and ¢} is the restriction to #/(s,) .

Supposew € #'*,s = »(w) € W with L = I(w) = |#(s)|,and y € E(s). Following (2.15) and
the explanations in Section 2.3, we write f; = y(wl[l1, j]) for the ordered root sequence implied
by w as well as w’/ = w[l,j] = w[p;] for the words <p w. Given these conventions, we define
the following monomials, expressed in two equivalent notations and for each of two opposing
directions of multiplication.

1 L
E%, — E;/U/fy(w D Elti)/g/(w N gy g

wlpy] 7wl ] (5.23)
v o _ pw@h) wwh) _ v w(p) '
EY, = EV/) LBV = BN LEN
Generators F,,, and FY,, are defined by the same formulae (5.23) with E replaced by F. Using

that Q is an anti-homomorphism we find from (5.5) the direction reversing relations

QEY y=F" and QFY Y=EY . (5.24)
w» w w» 4w

Similarly, from Lemma 5.4 we find that the conjugation automorphism reverses the direction
for the same type of monomial up to a unit factor. Specifically, if we denote ¢ = ¥, w(a)a € Z»,
diy) = Y, v(ad, € Ny, and n(y) = Y, w(a) € N, the following formulae hold for the Y anti-

involution. R R
Y(Ezli/» Y= (- 1)ht(ll’)—"(‘l’)q(l’|‘l’)—d(ll’)E:”w

) ) (5.25)
Y(F %» )= (- 1)ht("’)_”("’)q_(”|"’)+d("’)FZ/w

Suppose w = u; - u, € W* with l(w) = I(u;) + I(u,) and s = »(w) and t; = »(u;) for i =
1,2. Moreover, assume that y € £(s) is assigned to (y,y,) in the correspondence in (5.22).
Then the relation from (5.4) applied to each term of the monomial and the fact that the I are
homomorphisms implies the following recursions for monomials:

EY, = EY, -I,(EY) and EY, =TI, (E%) - EY . (5.26)

up» uy» Uy au;

W(ﬂj)

Analogous monomial expressions £}/, and E¥,, are defined by replacing the E_ " factors in

w» w wi

(56.23) by Lusztig’s EZfﬂj ) generators, with E , as defined in (5.11). The next proposition extends
the correspondence in Proposition 5.2 to these expressions.

Proposition 5.5. For a non-empty w € W*, let t = »(w) € W and r =t~ as in (2.20). Moreover, let
w € EW) and ¢ = r oy = ywor € E(t7). Then

O(EY,) = B4 = 1 (El, ) . (527)
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The analogous relation holds with directions flipped in all terms as well as with E generators replaced by
F generators.

Proof. As noted in Section 2.2, we can find u € %" such that z = w - u is a reduced word of
maximal length. So, with N = I(z) and L = /(w) we have I(u) = N — L. Moreover, g = »(u) =
1.5, =507 =5 -1 and, hence, »(u') = g =15, =1 = r. Now, Lemma 2.7vi) implies
r(N (1)) = 17 (N (1)) = H () so that, indeed, r, maps E(f) to (7).

Assume that j < L,andlety = z" = u"-w'. Then we have z[1, j] = w[l, jland y[1, N+1—j] =
u'-(w'[1, L+1—j]). Thus, Lemma 2.8 implies w[1, j] o u'-(w'[1, L+1—j]), which entails together
with Proposition 5.2 and (5.4) that O(E,; ;) = Ew[lj = Eswinrii—jy = Li(BEyiprri—) =
[(E,i11.141-j) - From Lemma 2.8 we also find that g, = y(w[1, j]) = y@ - (WL, L+1-j]) =
r(6p41_;) where §; = y(w'[1,i]). Thus,

oy o5 (0D ) vy w(p)
OEY )=0 (Ew[1 ) E L]> =0 (E v L]> O (Ew[1 1]) (5.28)
_ w(Br) w(B) _ v (r(d,)) w ()
=1, (Eyrp) " . T, (Egipiny) =T (EW[1 v ) T, <Ew_y[l’z] )
@(3y) (1)
-T. (E o EwT[LL]> = I(EY)),

which shows equality of the first and third term in (5.27). Furthermore, the last expression in the
tirst line of (5.28) is readily identified with £ "'Ef LL)] E"’(f ‘1] EY . Identities for reversed direc-
tions follow analogously. The respective statements for F generators are obtained by application

of Q, using (5.24) as well as commutation with both G and ;. O

We will use this result mainly in the case of reduced words of maximal lengths, for which
t=s,and r =id. Thatis, let z € 7] and y € £, asin (5.21). Then (5.27) specializes to

O(EY) = = EY%, . (5.29)

The respective identity for the opposite directions is readily derived from commutation of O
with Y. The variants with E’s replaced by F’s follows from commutation with Q.

Further relations that directly relate (maximal) monomial expressions in the T and I" con-
ventions are provided by the composite automorphism Il = YoO. For example, for z and y as
above we find

L(E ‘leb) — (_1)ht(v?)—n(u/)q(pIITI)—d(u/)l’j‘zl'/> = (- 1)ht(rff)—n(u/)q(pllfl)—d(u/)E:I/ZT (5.30)

using the notation from (5.25). That is, up to unit factors, I maps monomials in our conven-
tion to those in Lusztig’s convention for the same choices of words and directions. Similarly,
formulae for the antipode can be derived from those in (4.16), (5.29), and Proposition 4.1.

S o q _ S P, - _
S(EY) = (—1)ht(W)q_5((W|W)_2(p|W))EZWT, K% = (_1)ht(lll)q5((1I/|ll/)+2(p|l//))K—WEZ’+>

(5.31)
. - N [N PP - o
S(F ) =(- 1)ht(u/) ((Wlll/)+2(/>|llf))1:g’+> KV — (_l)ht(w)qg((wlw)—2(plu/))KWF%»
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The same equations hold for the basis elements with respect to the opposite directions, given
the same is true for those in (5.29). For later reference, we also record the rank 2 case discussed
in Section 2.7, for which z;;, and z;;, = z,;;" are maximal words:

OEY Y=EY. =EY . (5.32)

Z4ij|™ <2y Zyji™

Finally, we introduce notation for basis elements in U, o given by divided power generators.

Recall from (5.9) that for k € N and i = 7(w) we have Ef,f) = #E,’jj Givenw e #'*, L = l(w),

s =7(w) €W ,and y € £(s), set, as before, w’/ = w1, j], f; = y(w’),and k; = w(p,). Set

EY) =EY ENY=_LEY

W) _ kp) k) _ 1 gy
E =0 and E=E; ...E " =—F

> w! 1721t
L (5.33)
where [y]! = H[kj]!dj = [Jw@n, with 4;= >(818) -
j=1 acht
Here we wrote [y]! as a product over @t rather than A (s), tacitly extending the exponent func-
tion as y(y) = 0 for y ¢ A (s). With the same convention we introduce analogous notation for

the singularized generators from (5.10) as

5 ok Sk = =k =k
Ey, =E\..E! =8Ey and EY, =E)..E|=8EF,
(5.34)
where & =8y = H @' - )" @ =" - g H [d,]v@® .
aedt aedt

As usual, respective elements in U~ are defined by replacing all E’s by F’s. See also again
[DCP93, Sec 12.1] for a variant of the E b

We conclude this section with notation for subsets of generators and their spans determined
by subsets of exponent functions. Suppose w € #"* with s = »(w). We introduce the monomial
spanning sets corresponding to a subset S C £(s) of exponents as follows:

8y ={EY :yesS} and B3 ={EY, :ves}. (5.35)

The sets B3, and %f’uj are defined analogously with E’s replaced by F’s. The relation (5.24)

wr»
then translates to the relations of sets

B =0 (fo;j,) and 857 =0 (%f,;j) . (5.36)
In the case that S = £(s), that is, if all exponent functions are included, we use the shorthand

BE, =B50* and B, = B

w» w»

Recursion relations derived from (5.26) exist only in the special case when the exponent set
S splits into a respective Cartesian product. More precisely, suppose w = u; -u, and s =t - t,
with ¢; = #(u;) and I(s) = I(t;) + [(t,) . Assume that there are sets S; C £(¢;) such that the bijection
from (5.22) restricts to a bijection S — S; X S, . In this case, (5.26) indeed implies

Bl =80 0(8T)  and 8L =1, (B 8L (5.37)

wr up» uy» Uy <y
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The above splitting property S = S; x S, may be rephrased as the condition that y € S if and
only if ij(w) € 1}(S) and (] (y)) € 15(#](S)), independently. Although very restrictive in general,
the property applies to several useful situations below.

Assume now that A is an integral domain with a ring homomorphism f : A .. = A, and set
U‘;—f A = U ®; A to be the respective quantum algebra over A. We denote the respective A-spans
of the above sets in U7, by

eyi = (ByE), and &5F = (B, (5.38)

As before, we write @, or @7, if S = £(s). Additional identities for the action of O on either

basis sets or spans, such as O(B,; ) = I, ,(‘BZ—EEH) , follow from Proposition 5.5.

5.4. Some Commutation Relations. We collect next various commutation relations among the
E,, generators that are useful in establishing integral PBW bases and also support later compu-
tations of ideal properties. The most basic commutation relation for a pair of generators (A, B)
is that they skew-commute, meaning that BA = zAB where z is a unit in the ground ring. An
important skew-commutation relation among the E,, generators is given by the following.

Lemma 5.6. Suppose w € W"* with reduced decomposition w = u - v for non-empty u,v € W*. Denote
j=1W), a=yW),and f = y(w). Assume further that w; does not occur as a letter in v. Then

E E,=q“PEE,. (5.39)

Proof. Since w; is not a letter in v, E,, is an expression in { £, },; and, hence, commutes with F; .
Also, by (5.6) and (4.2) we find E K; = g VK ;E, where v = y(v) . Observe further that by
(5.26) E,, = I(E,) and E, = I,(E)) = I,(I7\(E))) = I,(~F,K)). Thus E,E, = I,(E,(—F,K))) =
q‘(”“f)l““((—FjKj)EU) = q‘("‘/|")EuEw. Now, let s = »(u) and ¢t = »u’) so that s = 1 - s;. Then
s(a;) = 1(s;(a;)) = —t(a;) = —y(u) = —a. Moreover, we have f = y(u-v) = s(y(v)) = s(v).
W -invariance of the form now implies («;|v) = —(a|f), from which we infer the assertion. O

The most basic case is given by v = w, , when I(w) = I(u) + 1 already implies the require-
ment k # j of the lemma. It encompasses, for example, 2.3.(d3,d4) in [Lus90a] and several
skew-commutation relations in Section 5.2 of [Lus90a]. The same references also contain strict
commutation relations E, E; = E4E, in special situations when a+f ¢ ®* and, hence, («|f) = 0.
We will see, however, in the proof of Proposition 5.11 below that for non-simply laced Lie type
B we may have weakly orthogonal pairs of roots a, f € P+, meaning a + g € d* but (a|f) =0,
for which the associated generators do not commute.

We next reformulate the commutation relations for divided and ordinary powers of simple
root generators derived in (c), (i), and (al) from Section 5.2 in [Lus90b] into our conventions and
a more compact formalism. As in Section 2.7, assume —A;=d; =1 and —A;;=d;=e€{1,2,3}
depending on Lie type. The translation utilizes the dictionary of generators from (5.19) as well
as additional notation as follows.
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To begin with, define for a root lattice vector 7i = Ma; + Na; € Z* the set
S, () = {WeNg* : l7/=Mai+Naj}, (5.40)

where ¢ = Y w(a)a € Z* as in Section 5.3. Note that the ordering of generators from right to
left is the one determined by z; as discussed in Section 2.7, opposite to the one displayed in
(2.33) for z, . As before, set f; = y(z;[1, s]) so that §; = a;, p, = 5,(a;) = ea; + a; and so forth.

For a given y € Ng’+ define k; = w(f,). So, explicitly, for e = 1 we have k; = y(a,), k, =
w(a; +a;),and k3 = y(e;), and for e = 2 we have k| = w(a;), k, = yQ2a; + ;) k3 = y(a; + @;)
and k, = y(a;). Moreover, if e = 3, we have k| = w(w)), k; = y(Ga; + @), k3 = y(2a; + a;),
ky = wQ@Ba; +2a;), ks = w(a; + a;), and kg = w(a;). The explicit forms of the associated root
lattice vectors are thus

(ki + ky)a; + (ky + k3)a e=1
W= (ki +2ky+ k3)a; + (ky + ky + ky)a; e=2 (5.41)
(ki + 3ky + 2ks + 3k, + ks)a; + (ky + k3 + 2k, + ks + ke)a; e =3.
With these conventions we also define a quadratic function f, : Ng’+ — N, as
, kiks + k, e=1
kg + ky) + kyky + 2k, + 2k; e=2

few) =1 (5.42)
Bke(ky + 2ky + ks + ky) + ks(Rk, + 3ky + k3) + 3ky(k; + ky) + ksk,

+ 3k, + 4ky + 6k, + 3ks

Suppose 1;, 7; € Ng’+ are the indicator functions for the simple roots «; and «; respectively.
That is, (k, ..., k,,) is equal to (1,0, ..., 0) for the former and (0, ..., 0, 1) for the latter. The varia-
tion of f, with respect to the simple root exponents can then be expressed as

fe(ll/ + s)?j) = fe(W) + se (W(aj)+uj(17/))

N - (5.43)
and fow+52) = fow) + s (wia@) +w,(W)) .
Here «;, u; € (Z%)* are defined for y = Ma; + Na; as
kl - k3 e = 1
w;(@)=M—N =3k +ky—k, e=2 (5.44)

k1+2k2+k3+k4—k6 e=3
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_k1+k3 e=1
w;(p)=eN —M =4~k + k; + 2k, e=2 (5.45)
k1+k3+3k4+2k5+3k6 e:3.

Using the basis elements from (5.33), the mentioned equations in [Lus90b] can thus be written
in the following form, which applies to all Lie types.

M N
EMEM = Y fJwp® (5.46)

<2y
YES, (i)

For convenience, we provide the explicit forms of the basis elements

£ g ) -
J @j) i
) _ (kg) 1=(k3) (ko) 1-(ky) _
Eﬂ“/‘ = Ej E(iji)E(ij) Ei e=2 (5.47)
E('ke)E(ks) E(k4) E(k3)E(k2)E(k1) e=3.

J (ijijiy = (jij)y —@ji = @j) i

Multiplying both sides of (5.46) by respective quantum factorials, we obtain the commutation
relation of ordinary powers,
EMEY = Y VwIEL, . (5.48)
YES,(7)
where all coefficients are in Z[q, ¢~']. Explicitly, these are expressed in terms of quantum facto-
rials and quantum multinomial coefficients as follows.

-

ki +ky | ko + &
[kz]!ll 2][2 3] e=1
k2 k2
ki +2ky+ks| [ky+ks+k
Rl Mks)L [T TR R R e=2
ki 2ky ks | | kyo ks ky |
lwle =3 / (5.49)
2y | |2k,
[3ky 11 [ks 1 [ks ]! [3kg ) kg) (K5, :
ks ] [k ] X
[y 3ky + 2k + 3k + ks | | Ko + ks + 2k, + ks + ke B
k. 3ky, 2ks, 3k, ks ky . ky, 2ky, ks, kg

As usual, the j subscripts at the quantum numbers and quantum multinomial coefficients
indicate that q; = ¢° is used instead of ¢; = g. The resummation formulae in the next lemma are
an important tool for relating bases in later sections.
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Lemma 5.7. Suppose N,M € N and n = Ma; + Na;. Then, for an indeterminate z,

N @la;)

k k(e ;(D=1) (k) (M) ~(N—k) -2 (@)
Y e T ENEME = Y g H ‘z+ 1)EY (5.50)
k=0 pES, (i)
N k(2 ()—1) s )

k K(w;(n)— (M—=k) r-(N) (k) _ Sfe(P) (
Y g EMVENMER = ¥ ¢ H Yz+ 1)EY) (5.51)
k=0 PES, ()

Proof. We show here only (5.50) since the proof for (5.51) is analogous. Set w = zq;L’ .

zg®M~=N=D_The left side of (5.50) can be evaluated as

N
3wk EJ(.k) EM EJ(.N_k) = Y whf® E(k) Egu;‘)l = Y W [W(ali)+k] | Ei‘l;ik)?j)
= 0<k<N 0<k<N J
wES (li—ka;) wES (li—ka;)
¢(aj)
= Y whghkh) [¢(Zj)]~ ED = Y 0| whgheeper-n) [¢(Z’)]- EY
0<k<¢(a;) J PES, (i) k=0 4

PES, ()
Here we use (5.46) in the first equality with ri—ka; = Ma;+(N —k)a; . The second step is immedi-
ate from the forms (5.42) and combining quantum factorials. In the third equality, we substitute
¢ =y + kg;, summing instead over ¢ € S, (A1) with ¢(a ) 2 k. The last step invokes (5.43) and
rearranges summations. After resubstituting z in the last expression, we apply Gauss’s formula
from (3.3) with a = ¢(a;) to arrive at the desired expression. d

Specializing (5.50) to z = —q? and (5.51) to z = —ql.2 yields the commutation relations in
Section 5.5 of [Lus90b]. In this case, the product terms will be zero unless ¢(a;) = k,, = 0 or
¢(a;) = k; = 0, respectively. Assuming further « j(ﬁ) = M — N = 0 for (5.50), it is immediate
from (5.44) that k;, = ... = k,,_, = 0. Thus, the only exponent function ¢’ that occurs in the
summation is the one that is N on y(a,,_;) = @; + @; and zero on all other roots, where g; is as in
(2.32). Observing also that f,(¢’) = eN , the right side of (5.50) thus reduces to ¢*¥ Eflf_)l .

Analogously, for (5.51) the constraint «;(i) = eN — M = 0implies k5 = ... = k,, = 0 so that the
only remaining exponent function is the one which is N on y(a,) = e; + «; and zero on others.
The right side of (5.50) thus becomes ¢®V Eé]zv) . The resulting identities are summarized in the
left column of the corollary below.

Corollary 5.8. The following identities hold:

N N
—k - N-k N k N —(N-k N-k N k
o, = 2O GREN P ERED B = Y 0 TRENRENED, - (5.52)
k=0 k=0

eN

eN
(N) _ N—k —k (k) +(N) -(eN— k) (N) _ k _—(eN—-k) p(k) (N) -(eN—k)
Eiy = Z( Iy EE;E EN = 3 (1) N PEPENEN Y. (5.53)
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The identities in the right column are obtained by applying O and using (5.16) as well as the

relations a,,_; oo b, = w;w; and b,,_, o= a, = w;w; asin Lemma 2.12.

As already indicated, (5.52) corresponds to the first relation in Section 5.5 of [Lus90b]. For
the change in conventions, note that £;; = E;;, = E, by (5.19). Similarly, the right identity of
(5.53) is the translation of the second expression in [Lus90b, Section 5.5]. For this, the generators
E i E, ;»and E; ; listed in [Lus90b] for e = 1, 2, and 3, respectively, coincide in all cases with
E, = E;; via(5.19).

We thus have expansions into products of generators for simple roots of divided power gen-
erators E for all words, with exception of the words a3 o b, and a, o b; in the G,-case. Yet,
unlike (5.48), equations (5.52) and (5.53) cannot be written as expansions of ordinary powers
over Z[q.q7'].

5.5. Numberings, Boxes, and Refining Convex Orderings. The integral PBW bases derived in
[Lus90a, Lus90b] for the divided power algebra U™ require orderings on ®* that are com-
patible with a specific pre-order X on d*, defined in Section 4.3 of [Lus90b]. As we adapt
the proofs there to the situation of regular powers, we review this pre-order next and establish
various relations to convex orderings and maximal words.

Lusztig’s construction of 3 starts by imposing a good numbering on the set A of simple roots.
Fora given indexing A = {«ay, ..., a,} , write ®*[1, j] for the respective subroot system generated
by {aj,...,a;}. Assuming that each ®*[1, j] is connected, set L;= &1, j] - {p;}, where p; is
the highest root in ®*[1, j]. The numbering is called good if for any root g € L ; the coefficient
of a; is at most 1.

The numberings in appendix of [Bou02] are good with the exception of types B and F. For
the latter two, the reverse numberings given by i = /+1—i are good. For type A any numbering
is good, for C also the reverse of [Bou02] is good, and for type D any numbering coinciding with
the one in [Bou02] in the highest index as well as the reverse of the one in [Bou02] are good.

For a given good numbering, any positive root § can be uniquely written as f = b;a; +
b;_ja;_y+...+bya; with b; > 0. Lusztig introduces maps g : &t - {I,...,n}andc : dT - {1,2}
given by g(f) = j and c(f) = c; . Itis clear from the good numbering construction that ¢(f) = 2
implies that f = p; in ®*[1,/]. Lusztig further defines ' : ®* — Q by r'(f) = c(B)~'ht(p),
where ht(f) = Y, b; is the height of the root with respect to A.

The pre-order is now defined by writing « < g if g(a) > g(p) and h'(a) < H'(B). The
equivalence classes R, , = {# € ®* : g(f) = m, W' (f) = k} are called boxes in [Lus90b]. We
record the following two observations.

Lemma 5.9. Suppose a, p € ®F (a # p) belong to the same box. Then none of +a + f are roots.

Proof. Given m = g(a) = g(f) we have @, € M = ®*[1,m], where M itself is a root system
with highest root p, so that it suffices to show +a + f§ & M . Assume first c(a) = c¢(f) = 1. Then
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ht(a — ) = ht(a) — ht(f) = h'(a) — h'(f) = 0 = ht(f — ), which is not possible. For y = a + f we
have c¢(y) = 2 and ht(y) = 2k. If y € M the former implies that y = p and that M is of type Eg,
F4, or G,. In all three cases ht(p) is odd (29, 11, or 5), leading to a contradiction. Now, c(a) = 2
implies @ = p and hence k = h'(x) € {14.5,5.5,2.5} so that there is no other root in the same
box. O

An immediate corollary is that any two roots in the same box are (strongly) orthogonal. In
[Lus90a, Lus90b] Lusztig goes on to consider total orders refining <. With good numberings as
above, we notice the following.

Lemma 5.10. Any total order on ®* refining < is convex and thus of the form <, for some w € W .

Proof. Let a,f,y = a + f € ®* and suppose « € R, and f € R, ;. Sett = c(a)e(y)~! and
s = c(P)e(y)~! so that h'(y) =1+ k + s - k', using that ht(y) = ht(a) + ht(f). Write also u ~ v to
indicate two roots are not in the same box.

Suppose now < is a total order refining < and assume a < f. Since y € ®*, Lemma 5.9
implies @ ~ f. Hence, either we have m > m’ or we have m = m’ and k < k’. The former case
implies g(y) = m, which means y < f and g ~ y and, hence, y < . Moreover, with ¢(y) = c(a),
wefindt=1sothath'(y) =k+s-k'" > k.Hence,y Zaandy » asothata <y.

In the second case we have g(a) = g(B) = g(y) and ¢(y) = c(a) + ¢(f) so that s = (1 —¢). Thus
Wy)=t-k+(1—1t)-k"and k < h/(y) < k' since 0 < t < 1. We, therefore, obtain « < y < f in this
case as well and, hence, convexity of the total ordering. As shown in [Pap94] this implies that <
needs to be of the form <, as desired. O

Note, for Lie types A, B, and G each box contains no more than one element. Thus, there is
only one w € % for which the total order <, refines 5. Specifically, the chosen good num-
bering for A, is realized by the maximal word w, = a,a,...a,, where a; = w,w,_; ... wy.
Also, for B, we have wg = b, ... b;, where b, = wywy_; ... ww W, ... wy_ wy, and for G, that

sz = (I/UZLU])3 .

For C, with the Bourbaki numbering one longest word choice refining < is given as a product
w = u-v. Here u = ayfya, f; ... B, fyay is a palindromic expression in ¢; = w,w,_, ... w,_,; and
B; = w,_jw,_3...w, 5;_; centered around the longest a, or f;, and v is a longest word for 4,,_; .

The reduced word
W W3 Wy W3 W W WH W3 W4 WH W3 W WH W3 W 4 W3 WH WA W Wy W3 W WH W

is compatible with the pre-order for F, using the reverse numbering of that in [Bou02]. The
words for the simply laced D and E Lie types are similarly worked out with additional choices
within boxes.
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5.6. PBW Bases for Box Orderings. The sole focus of this section is the adaption of the proofs
in [Lus90a, Lus90b] to yields a PBW theorem for regular power generators instead of divided
power generators. The main change from the original proof is that the involved commutation

and recursion relations for generators are valid only over A . rather than A, as in [Lus90a,

Lus90b]. The second difference is merely concerning conventqions, namely the alternate choice
of generators E,, defined via the automorphisms I in Section 5.1 rather than the E,, used in
[Lus90a, Lus90b]. Thanks to the relation in (5.29) it is not difficult to move between these two
settings using the U involution, while also replacing the root ordering for z by the one for z'.
The form (5.25) for the action of the Y involutions implies, further, that bases with generators

multiplied in opposing directions have the same spans.

Although the inductive argument for a PBW theorem itself is unchanged from [Lus90a,
Lus90b], we outline the main steps again in the proof below. We also adapt the formulae to
fit our conventions, even as the mentioned automorphisms and symmetries would afford us the
flexibility to retain those in [Lus90a, Lus90b]. We freely use the notation for monomial sets and
spans introduced at the end of Section 5.3, with a focus on the minimal ground ring A .. and
the maximal exponent set S = £(s,) .

Proposition 5.11. Suppose w € W} is such that <, refines 3. Then U is free a A, q.-module with
basis given by either the generators in B, or those in B, as defined in (5.35). The analogous statement
holds for U~ and the sets B, and B, .

+
ww /7

Proof. Recall that, by Proposition 5.1, the A, ..-module &
contained in U; . Since the elements in 23;:, form a basis of U, ¢ over the field Q(q) , see Corollary
40.2.2 in [Lus93], we also know that they form a basis of &, asa Ay e--module and that U,"/ !,
is at most a torsion module. Since 1 € &/, is a cyclic vector for the left or right regular action of
U/ onitself, either U, - !, C&l ore. U, c®

generated by elements in B, , is

w»

+ + . + + .
toshow that ©,, - E, C &,, foralliorE,-&,, C&,, foralli.

T, would imply Uu,= @;, . Thus, it remains

The inductive proof in the simply laced case can be obtained by modifying the arguments in
Section 2 of [Lus90a]. Specifically, instead of the spaces in 2.10 we consider analogous spaces
defined with regular rather than divided powers. For example, X, ; is replaced by X , , defined
as the A ..-algebra of U " generated by E ) (asin (2.15)) with « € R, as well as E; with j <m.
Similarly, Y is the free A, o.-submodule generated by B where u <p w is the maximal word
with A (u) N R;’ . = . Statement (b) of Lemma 2.11 in [Lus90a] is then changed to Ynf’ L X j;l e
Yy X5 if R

o is the next smaller box in the < order after R; , With integer £’ .

e

In the adjustment of the proof, we first redefine the generators ¢, as ordinary powers E,i] "
The notions of distinguished and non-distinguished generators as well as bad or good pairs are
adapted to ordinary powers in the same manner. The commutation argument invokes equations
(d2)-(d5) in §2.3 of [Lus90a] that are imposed on the algebra V'* defined there. The isomorphism
V* = 4U" in Section 4.7 implies that these relations also hold in U;@ for the divided powers of
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the E, generators. Analogous equations can be readily derived from these for ordinary powers
of the E, generators, as defined in (5.1) and (5.3). For example, for a and o’ fulfilling (el) or (e2),
equation (d3) in [Lus90a] specializes for N = M = 1 to E, E, = qE,. + gE,E, . Applying O
with O(E,) = E, we obtain E, E, = (-1)E,,, + ¢ E,E, . Analogs for (d2), (d4), and (d5) are
also obtained by application of U and multiplication of factorials. The desired analog of (d3) is
then obtained from these relations by the same induction,

min(N,M)
N M __ i —(N=)(M=r N M- N—j
ENEM = % =D S| M EM e N
j=0

Clearly, all coefficients are in A, = A, . The same process is applied to (b) in Proposition 2.7 to
express E Es M as A,-combinations of respective ordinary power generators with reversed cyclic

M
2.7 and 2.8 are modified, as before, by application of O and multiplication of factorials.

order of mdlces using also that y, = 1 and [ ] [ ] € A, . The other equations in Proposition

All other parts of the proof of Lemma 2.11 in [Lus90a] can be adapted verbatim. As in Propo-
sition 2.12(b) the inclusion can be iterated to infer Y, - X C Yr X7 which is exactly the
inclusion U; CB*.

As noted in [Lus90b] for the case of divided powers, the proof for the non-simply laced
cases follows the same type of inductive argument. Commutation relations of all divided power
generators in the rank 2 case B, = C, are explicitly worked out in Sections 5.2 and 5.3 of [Lus90b].
As with the simply laced cases, it is straightforward to derive relations fore = 2 and e = 3 in
Section 5.2 for the opposite orders of generators and, hence, after application of U, respective
relations for our convention of generators. From these, analogs of the equations in Section 5.3
can be readily derived for our generators by rescaling arguments. The coefficient will thus differ
only by units in A .

Multiplication of the analogs of equations (d) through (i) in the same section of [Lus90b] by
respective quantum factorials readily yields commutation relations for ordinary powers with
coefficients in A, ;. The variant of (g) for our generators is, for example, is as follows,

min(k,k")
’ 1 ’ _ k' /_ —
EEY = ¥ o g ikt 1] Y] B e (5.54)
s=0

Here6 =a,,y = ay +2a;,and f = al + &, with a, the long root. The coefficients are all in A 5
but not in A, due to the addltlonal factors The respective variant for (h) is

min(k,k")
E{cEf’ — Z ( 1)S[2]S Y(k+k,)—-9(7Y+3)[ ]' [ :| [ :| Ek, SES E{C—S’ (555)

T+,



55

where 7 = a, + a;. Using respective multinomial coefficients and v = a, we also reexpress
equation (i) in [Lus90b] as

k k! _ _1\S ,—2r(u+t)+us k k' r s t u

EfEX = 2>0( 1q s1al201t [ X ) BB Bl BV (5.56)
T8t u2
res+i=k’'
s+2t+u=k

It is immediate that the set of relations allows reordering of any monomial over A, 5 into
the order on the positive roots of B, given by w,w,w,w, . Explicit relations for G, are given
in Section 5.4 of [Lus90b] as well. Although more complicated, all of them can be multiplied
by respective factorials and transformed into relations for our generators in the same manner,
except that powers of % occur in addition to those of é .

The higher rank BCF cases follow as in the simply laced case from commutation relations
obtained by application of Artin automorphisms to the rank 2 relations as well as those for the

respective A type subalgebras. In the above ordering for the B case Lemma 5.6 readily implies

+
mk+1

commutation relations between elements E, with z € R and generators E; for j < m. From

that generators from consecutive boxes R’ , and R skew-commute. Consider next required
Proposition 5.1 it follows that I'; (E;) = E; ford,, = b,...b,,, € ¥, reducing the arguments
to the case m = n and, hence, E, = E, withv <z b,,.

In all cases in which 7 + «; & &7 it is then readily checked that E, and E ; and, hence, all
their powers commute up to signs. For 7 = a,, + ... + a;;; when j > 1 we invoke the known
commutation relations for A,_; € B,. Applying I, ,, to (5.55) we see that the relation holds
more generally for v = a,, + ... + a,, yielding the needed relation between E, and E, . Similarly,
applying I, ,, to (5.55) extends the relation to the case 7 = a,, + ... + a; . Note that in this case
(rla)) =0,evenast+a; € dT.

Finally, for j > land 7 = a,, + ... + @; + 2e;_; + ... + 2a; we find E;E, = q‘zETEj —E i
E o E; = q2EE, oy 1 and E, o B = ¢°E.E, a1 which implies E, and E; fulfill the A, Serre
relations with g replaced by ¢*. This, again, implies the usual A type commutation relations,

only with ¢ replaced by ¢>.

The treatment for the C and F cases uses the same arguments and analogous computations.
Indeed, choosing the numbering opposite to that of [Bou02] is also good for C, leading to essen-
tially the same relations as in the B case. The F, can be treated explicitly as an extension of B; or
C, . This completes the proof for the basis B, for one direction of multiplication.

It follows now immediately from (5.25) that 8, provides a basis of U, as well, since Y maps
elements from B, to those of B}, up to unit factors. Similarly, (5.24) implies the respective
statements for U~ with basis elements mapped to each other by Q. O

As noted in the introductory remarks, we could have also followed the Lusztig’s conventions
with the respectively renormalized commutation relations in the E,, . This would have yielded
Ev

we asa A

q.+-Dasis for U; for w compatible with the box ordering chosen in [Lus90a, Lus90b].
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Since U/ is invariant under G, we have from (5.29) that E ¥+ is also a basis. So, after application
Y, we find that E},
PBW statement for only one ordering, so that the replacement of w by w’ does not change the

i, is a basis as well. For the general PBW theorem, it suffices to establish a

proof of Propositions 5.17 or Theorem 5.18 below.

+

Corollary 5.12. For w € %, as in Proposition 5.11 the sets B, and By, are bases of U, as a free

w»
A, e-module.

We conclude with another useful consequence of Proposition 5.11, which allows us to iden-
tify subalgebras generated by a subset of generators as quantum algebras themselves.

Corollary 5.13. For any pair of distinct indices i, j € {1, ...,n}, let Ui.)* be the rank 2 quantum algebra
with respectively restricted Cartan data. Then the canonical algebra homomorphism Uygin)* — U is
well-defined and injective, and its image is the subalgebra of U generated by E; and E; .

Proof. Surjectivity on the subalgebra generated by E; and E; is obvious. Similarly, it is clear the
map is well-defined, since the relations of Uyi.)* are also fulfilled in U ". For G, (or any rank 2
case) the statement is also obvious. To show injectivity in the A; X A;, A,, and B, = C, cases,
we note that either numbering for each of these is a good numbering and can thus be chosen to
inherit the order of the numbering imposed by U".

Since also the height and lead coefficients of positive roots are the same, the pre-order 3
of d* for U; restricts to the pre-order of positive root system ®*.) of U .h*. This implies,
by Proposition 5.11, that we have a basis for Uyi.)* that is mapped to basis elements of U,
implying injectivity. Indeed, U G.)" is a direct summand of U " as a A ..-module. O

We conclude our discussion of the existence of bases with a brief outline of other approaches.
As mentioned previously, Lusztig proves in [Lus90a, Lus90b, Lus93] that the monomials E W)
from (5.33) define a PBW basis of his divided power algebra U™* over A, =Zlg, g~ '1. It can be
correspondingly extended to a basis of all of U over A at the expense of introducing additional

. 0 . . . .
generators in xU" given by rational expressions in the K; and q.

In [DCP93, Sec 12], De Concini and Procesi define the algebra sU to be the smallest subalge-
bra of U, ® k(q) over klg, q~'] that contains the singularized generators E; and F, from (5.10) and
is stable under the Artin group action generated by the I';. They offer a proof that the mono-
mials EY, K*F%, from (5.34) form a A, basis of sU. Their argument is based on recursions
formulae over C in [LS91] and proves that recursion coefficients are indeed in k[g,¢~'] for an
appropriate k.

The fact that the E¥,, are a basis of sU* may also be inferred from the Lusztig-Tanisaki
pairing discussed in Section 9.4 and the PBW theorem for U™* in [Lus90a, Lus90b, Lus93].
Comparing the coefficients in (5.33), (5.34), and (9.11) the pairing in (9.25) can be rewritten as

() U™ xsUT > A, with (FW E?Y =35, . (-1y®.q Zd(Y)  (557)

w’
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Since the pairings for y = ¢ are units in A, the span of the E ‘fz is the exact A ,-dual to U™ .
The product and the g-braided coproduct A defined by Lusztig [Lus93] on U~ are then dual
to respective structures on this span. This now identifies the latter with sU* so that the basis
result for U’ is essentially the dual equivalent of Lusztig’s basis result on U=".

However, as algebras over A, or A ., sUT and U(;r exhibit rather different behaviors. This
becomes especially apparent in the g — 1 specialization, realized by the obvious ring maps
A, = ZorAyee — Z[e™']. For example, for Lie type A, one easily sees from Proposition 7.7
;;» while the

specialization U ® Z is the universal envelope U(n), where n is the Lie algebra of the strictly

that the specialization sU* ® Z is the commutative polynomial algebra in the E

upper triangular matrices.

Another variant is to consider renormalized generators E,, = [d,1E,, = I',»(E;) withi = 7(w)
and Ei = [d;]E;. The respective renormalization of the formulae (5.54, 5.55, 5.56) then yields
expansion coefficients entirely in A, . We, thus, expect that there is a Hopf algebra ﬁ;o over A,
with a PBW basis over this ring, even for the non-simply laced Lie types.

5.7. Spanning Sets and Their Order Dependence. For any subset of exponent functions y €
E(s) for some s € 7 one can consider the submodule spanned by the respective monomials
EW

o » Where s = 7(w). Numerous subalgebras and ideals we will consider later can be defined

as such spans. In this section we extract sufficient conditions on a set of exponent functions
which imply that the respective free submodule is independent of the choice of a convex root
ordering or, equivalently, dependent only on the Weyl element s = 7(w).

Suppose s € #" . We say (a, b) with a,b € W is a relator pair for s if
s=a-s; b with  I(s) = I(a) + I(s;;;)) + 1(b) (5.58)

for the longest element s,;;, is some rank 2 subsystem @®j) of @ . Observe now that Corollary 2.4
provides us with a bijection of inversion sets given as

bap =1dUala- s, @ Ma)uH(s;)UH () — H(s). (5.59)

Correspondingly, as in (5.22), we obtain the bijection of exponent sets

Ciapy + €() = E(@) X Es) X E(B). (5.60)
Given a subset S C £(s) we abbreviate its image in the Cartesian product as S, ;) = ﬁz“a b)(S) .

The following discussion assumes a general ground ring A with an extension of scalars func-
tion f : A e — A. Note, that Proposition 5.11 implies, that both B,  and B, , are bases of

2ij)> 245>

U, AGh* = Uin* @ A. Recall from Corollary 5.13, that the latter may be viewed as the subal-

gebra generated by E; and E;. We, thus, can define coefficients UZ’ € Afor any @, ¢’ € E(s;)
by

Kliile Z4ij| ™

® _ e _ ® o
OE? ,)=E?, =)0 EL . (5.61)
(p/
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From these we define the following subsets of £(s;;;) for any ¢ € £(s;;;) and Q C E(s;;) :

Oije) = {(Pl € E(syy) - 62/ # 0} and 0, Q) = U Gj)(@). (5.62)
@€Q
Note that, since U is an involution, we have Uy;;,(Q) = U{;;,(Q). Commutation of U with Y and
(5.25) imply that the sets are the same if the oppositely ordered basis elements are used instead.
Commutation with Q shows the same for the respective bases of Uq‘ . The sets may, however,
depend on the choice of the ground ring as f may map some non-zero coefficients in A . to
zeroin A.

For given s € 77" we say an exponent set S C £(s) is relator stable if for any relator pair (a, b)
for s we have the implication

(x> 9.8 €S,y and ¢ e Gij)(@) = (. @& € Stab) - (5.63)

Defining U;gb C U, AG)* as the A-span of the set (E?  : (r,0,8) € S}, it is clear from

Z4ij >

(5.61) that this condition may be equivalently restated as the requirement that G(Uj’g’b ) C Uj’g’b
for all relator pairs (a, b) and (y, &) € E(a) X E(b).

Note that we only need to consider cases when m;; = I(s;;) € {3,4,6} since the condition
is void for m; ;=2 Indeed, in the latter case ®j) = {«;, a;} and E; and E ; commute so that
E? . =E7 . .ThusO;,(@) = {¢}, rendering (5.63) trivially true.

21> Llile

Equipped with this terminology, we state the following criterion for word independence
of spanning sets, which may be viewed as a reformulation of Matsumoto’s equivalence as a
property of exponent sets.

Proposition 5.14. Let w, 0 € %" be two reduced words representing the same element s = »(w) =

#(W) in W'. Assume further that S C E(s) is a relator stable exponent set for given ground ring A. Then
S,

>t — &> Further, if the elements of 85+ are linearly independent, then so

we have for the A-spans &
are those of ?Bi: .

»Ex

The analogous assertions hold for the %ij: and %fw and their spans.

Proof. By Matsumoto’s Theorem (see Corollary 2.1) the exists a sequence of reduced words,
starting with w and ending with @, each of which is obtained from the previous one by replacing
a substring of the form z;;, by z;,, vice versa. By transitivity of the assertions, it suffices to
consider the case in which @ is obtained from w by one such substitution. Thatis, w = u - z; - v
and @ = u - z; - v as reduced decompositions. Thus, with ¢ = »(u) and b = »(v), we find
s=a-sy;-band I(s) = l(a) + m;; + [(b) . In particular, (a, b) is a relator pair for s.

v
wr

Applying (5.26) twice, we find E!), = Ef, - T (E? )-T,

Zij|>

is a spanning element for @if and let (y, @, &) = ﬁz"mb)(q/).

(ES,). Expanding E? | asin (5.61)

21>
v

w»

Suppose now y € S so that E

*S)ij|

into a sum of E Zw' , each term can then be rewritten as some E;, using again (5.26). More
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precisely, writing w(¢’) = (¢ . b)) Yy, @', &) for fixed y and & we find

EY, = E"¥ = Zzs . EY?) (5.64)

Condition (5.63) finally ensures that all basis elements on the right side are in 23 . Whenever
U , #0. Thus E}, € @S -7 and, therefore, @w, c @i:' . The opposite inclusion is 1mp11ed by
25 -symmetry.

Now, for fixed y and &, (5.64) yields a transformation of the spanning elements Biff’é) =
{EY? : y(ep) € S} to those of Bg’f) via the restricted involution expressed by Uz, . Thus, B%
)

w

is a basis if and only if is a basis, proving the second statement. Similarly, applications of

Y and Q yield the assertions for the other types of spans. O

As an example, we may consider the following basic type of exponent sets. Given two sets
W, V, € N, of non-negative integers and s € 7, define

Vil = {y e&@s): wl@ eV,  Yae N} and VW = plsul, (5.65)

Suppose that s = r - t with I(s) = I(r) + I(t) . Observe that the bijection £(s) — £(r) X £(t) from
(5.22) restricts to a bijection V15! — V"1 x V111 Conversely, it is not hard to show that any family
of exponent sets {VI5] : s € 7'} with this splitting property has to be of the form in (5.65). For
convenience, we also introduce notation for the complements

VL= )\ VI = {y € &(s) : Fa € H(s) with w(@) &V, }, (5.66)

and, analogously, V1l = plsul .

Corollary 5.15.
Let w, w € W* with s = »(w) = »(w) and {V'5'} be a family of exponent sets as in (5.65).

i) Suppose O maps the A-span @ Tto itself for all 1 < i,j < n. Then we have for the A-spans
@VN =g, ~l **. Moreover, ‘B * is linearly independent if and only if ‘BV o

i1) Suppose O maps the A-span @ T to itself for all 1 < i,j < n. Then we have for the A-spans
@V =Q; ~] **. Moreover, 58 * is linearly independent if and only if EB

The analogous statements hold for opposite directions and respective bases of U "

Proof. Suppose (a, b) is a relator pair for s. Then the aforementioned splitting property implies
that V(Els},) =Vl x Ylijl x Y18l So, in the case of i) , (5.63) reduces to the localized condition that

@ € ViUl and o7, # 0 implies ¢' € V¥, which is equivalent to the condition that © preserves
V[ij],-l-
@wa’

S,ab __ |4
U)(,é - @Z| il

. Alternatively, this can be inferred from the remark following in (5.63), observing that
"+ whenever (1,&) € V4 x V1l and zero otherwise.
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For the complementary statement in 7i), note that
VL = Pl g(s,,) X E(b) U E(@) x VIl x £(b) U E(a) X E(sy;) x VL

If (x, @, &) is either in the first or third set, the condition (5.63) is trivially true since U preserves

Ujg’b = U, Ae)*. If (x,9,¢) is in the second set the condition (5.63) is, again, equivalent to
K _]'[
U-stability of Uig’b = @,l,/‘,.”]»’Jr- -

Observe, finally, that Corollary 5.15 can be slightly strengthened by noting that only pairs
(i, j) need to be considered for which there is a reduced decomposition s = a - s, - b.

5.8. General Ordering Bases and Module Restrictions. The aim of this section is to extend the
special bases from Proposition 5.11 to bases for any convex ordering and the entire U, algebra.
We will, further, consider extensions of scalars to ground rings A or A" as in (3.15) for given
homomorphisms f : Aje. > Aand f7 : A . — A. Since the associated functor - ®, . A

maps free modules to free modules, any A, .-basis of UqD is also a A-basis for UqDA ,witho €

q.e*
{+,-,0,20, <0} . Similar considerations apply to U, v .

We begin by adapting Rosso’s arguments for the tensor decomposition of the full quantum
algebra over a field to our situation for rings A or A'. Lemma 2 in [Ros88] proves that U(? A 18
isomorphic to A[{K*}] = A[Z"] and admits a A-basis is given by

80 = (K': vezh} (5.67)

for A a field. The argument there does not require the latter assumption so that the statement
holds for any integral domain A as a ground ring. We next consider multiplication maps, such

as the following.
0 + >
Uq,/\ ®A Uq,A - qu\
(5.68)

+ 0 -
Uq,A' ®/\v Uq’Av ®/\' Uq,Av g q’/\'
Obvious additional maps are given by permuting the tensor factors as well as swapping the
algebras U = U and U’ = U

To show surjectivity of these maps, it suffices to show that their respective images are pre-
served under the left regular action of the respective target algebra, which is immediate from
the commutation relations (3.13) and (3.13). For example, applying E; to a general element
in the image of the first type of map yields with E(K"E; ... E; ) = ¢ “*(K'EE, ... E; )
again an element in the image. Similarly, for the second type of maps, Fi(E; ... E; K'F; ... F; )
can be expressed as a A -combination of summands of the form E; ... E; K'F,F; ... F; and
E; .. EZ .. E; K'F; ... F; ,wherepué€ Z* and the hat denotes omission whenever i, = k.

The proofs of Proposition 1 and 2 in [Ros88] for injectivity assume that the quantum algebra is
defined over a field. As before, a straightforward inspection of the arguments there immediately

shows that the only assumptions needed are the existence of a free basis over the ground ring
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as well as a grading-preserving coalgebra structure. The former is assured by Proposition 5.11
and Corollary 5.12 above. The latter is clearly also defined over the respective integral domains,
and its grading properties are listed in (4.6) and (4.7). These observations are summarized next.

Lemma 5.16 ([Ros88]). The multiplication maps from (5.68) and their obvious variants are isomor-
phisms of free A or A" modules.

We next combine results from Sections 5.7 and 5.6 to obtain PBW bases for the U[;—F  algebras
for general orderings.

Proposition 5.17. Suppose w € W, is any reduced word of maximal length. Then both B and BY,

w»
are A-bases for U; A - Similarly, B, and B, are A-bases for U, .

w»

Proof. Proposition 5.11 ensures that there is at least one reduced word w* € »~1(s,) for which
B'., and B, are A

w*» q,e*
another presentation of s, .

-bases of U and hence also A-bases of U;A. Suppose now w € 7, is

The full exponent set S = £(s,) = Ng’+ is clearly of the form (5.65) with V; = N, . Moreover, as
already noted in the proof of Corollary 5.15, we have for the full A-span @;le, =) U, A% .

&lile = q
Thus, the second condition of Corollary 5.15 is also fulfilled, which implies that & ., = &, .
Thus B,

wr»
from Corollary 5.12 in the same manner. O

also spans U*, and is linearly independent. The second case for U~ follows readily
q. q

Clearly, Lemma 5.16 implies that, given bases for the tensor factors on the left sides of (5.68),
their products as spanning sets yield bases for the quantum algebras on the right side. This,
combined with Proposition 5.17 and the observation for U;) in (5.67), now yields the following
general construction of PBW bases.

Theorem 5.18. Let w,u € W, be any reduced words of maximal length and A, N rings as in (3.15).
Then any of the spanning sets B, -8°, 898" 8, -89, or BY-87 isa A-basis for qu‘;\ .

w» /

The analogous statement holds for qu,(;\ . Moreover, the spanning set 8.\, -8°-8., and any reordering of
the factor sets as well as any direction reversals (24 versions in total) is a N'-basis for U,

One elementary but useful application of this theorem arises when subspaces constructed
over fields need to be pulled back to submodules over the other rings. More concretely, suppose
B is any A-basis as above for one of the algebras UE - Assume that A is an integral domain and
F its field of fractions so that we may view UE , as a subalgebra of UE[F .

Suppose now I C B is a subset of basis elements and denote I = (I) its A-span in UqD A
Similarly, let Iz = I ® F be the respective F-span in UqD[F . Since [ is a direct summand, we then
immediately have

I=1In UEA. (5.69)



62

6. SKEW-COMMUTATIVE ALGEBRAS AT ROOTS OF UNITY

In this section, we turn to the specialization ¢ — { of a quantum group to a primitive %£-th
root of unity . The main focus of our discussion are the primitive power generators X, = Ef“ ,
where 7, is the order of !9 . For odd %, the algebra Z} generated by these elements lies in the
center of U ¢ and has been studied, for example, in [DCK90, DCP93].

Our treatment here includes, in addition, all even # > 2e*. In many of these cases, the
generators X, commute only up to signs with other elements in U, . Depending on Lie type and
the congruence of £ modulo 8, the algebra ZI may be central, commutative but not central, or
neither. Besides a classification of these cases, we also prove word independence of respective
partial subalgebras Z7 (with one exception) and invariance under automorphisms. Various
types of implied and induced ideals are discussed as well.

6.1. Quantum Numbers and Rings at Roots of Unity. Assume a root system with integers
d; € {1,2,3} as in Section 2.1 such that 1 = min,{d;} and e = max; {d;} . Fix an integer Z € N with

£ ¢ {1,2,e2e). (6.1)

The ring Z[{] of cyclotomic integers may be understood as the quotient of either Z[q] or Z|g, g1
by the principal ideal J, = (®4(q)) of the £-th cyclotomic polynomial. Equivalently, we may
view Z[{] as the ring of integers of the cyclotomic field Q(¢), considered as a subfield of C
for a given a choice of a primitive £-th root of unity { € C. That is, the kernel of the map
Zlql - C : q — ( is precisely J; (see, for example, [Was82] for details). We use the same
notation as in (3.1) for the images of the quantum numbers in Z[{].

Denote by = £/ gcd(%,2) the order of 2. For integers d, as above write ¢; = ¢¢ and denote
by £, = £/gcd(%,d;) the order of {;. Similarly, we set ¢; = ¢/ ged(¢,d;) = %/ gcd(%,2d;) =
#;/ gcd(#;,2) to be the order of &? = (2% = ¢(@l®) . Note also that for short roots we have ¢, = £
since, by definition, d; = 1.

Condition (6.1) is indeed equivalent to requiring é’iz # 1foralli € {1,...,n}. This ensures
that the factor (§; — Cl.‘l)‘l occurring in (3.13) exists in Q({) so that the specialization g ~ ¢ for
quantum groups is well-defined. Similarly, (6.1) implies that m = ¢, is precisely the smallest
positive integer for which [m]; =0.

The following additional powers of ¢ will frequently appear in subsequent formulae.
2 4
fl. = Cﬁ = Cdiﬂ = Clcm(di’f) éi = ,glf' = C::/’i é’i = C,'(z) (62)
We note that €;,€;, € {+1,—1}. Specifically, €, = —1 if and only if £, is even, and €, = —1 if
and only if £, = 2 mod 4. Moreover, €, is a primitive fourth root of unity (§* = —1)if £, = 0
mod 4, wehave ¢, = —1 if Z, =6 mod 8, and ¢; = 1 in all other cases. These relations also imply
the identity ¢* = (=1)%~! in all cases.
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As for generic ¢, if d; = 1, we will often drop the i subscript from the roots of unity appearing
in (6.2) as well as the quantum numbers. In any of these, we may replace any subscript i by a
subscript a if « € Pt is in the 7 -orbit of «;. So, for example, £, = ¢;, £, = #;, {, = {;, and
€, = €. Analogously, for a reduced word w € #"* we will write ¢, = ¢;, {,, = ¢;, €, = €;, and
so forth if i = 7(w) or, equivalently, y(w) is in the 7 -orbit of «; .

The commutation relations in (3.13) for the standard definition of quantum groups also con-
tain denominators (g, — ql.‘1 y~1, which a priori map only to Q({) but not Z[(]. A slightly sharper
statement asserts that the image ({; — C,-_l)_l is an element of the smaller ring Z[¢, %] c Q).

This follows readily from the following formula, in which r = £/ gcd(m, ¢) is the order of ¢ 2m
¢r-¢mt = —= Z(r —j= D" e 71¢, 1] C Q). (6.3)

For non-prime orders %, smaller denominators may be chosen as, for example, ({ — ¢ -h-l g
Z[¢, %] if #= %£ = 9. The use of singularized generators as in (5.10) would avoid these denomi-
nators.

Aside from vanishing quantum numbers, the specialization also leads to additional units.
For example, if r and ¢, are coprime, then [r]; is a unit in Z[{]. More generally, for any m € N
and d = gcd(m, ¢;) we have the factorization [m]; = [d]; - u, where u is a (cyclotomic) unit in Z[{].

From (6.3) we also find that ([m],)~! € Z[¢, %], where s = £,/d € Z is the order of {*" = 4™
The next identity expresses the last non-vanishing factorial in terms of the order Z; and the
element (¢, — ¢71).

D, =1[6-1;! = ¢- é/,-_l '(C,-_l - Ci)_fi_H (6.4)

For an integer n > 1, we introduce the following notation for specializations of the rings in
(3.8), which will be used frequently in later sections. They are well-defined as subrings of Q(¢)
if and only if n < #, which we will thus assume.

1
A; = 2Z1¢) Aew=2Z[6 2]
(6.5)
Y= L 1
A= Z[C ¢=¢! ] New= Z[C’ ¢=¢ [n—u!]

The minimal rings A, .. and A . over which U and U, are defined specialize to A, .. and
N, .., respectively, if and only if # > e*, where e* = e + 1 € {2,3,4} is as in (2.3) depending on
Lie type. As a condition on £, the bound on ¢ is equivalent to requiring (6.1) and, additionally,
% # 4 whenever e = 3. The latter exclusion refers to the G, quantum group, which is well-

defined for £ = 4 but for which the braid automorphisms from Section 4.3 are not defined.

Previous remarks about cyclotomic units imply that A, = A, , and X, = A, 'if j and # are
coprime (ged(7, j) = 1) forall 1 < j < n. This is, of course, the case if Zitself is a primeorifn =1.



64

Consequently, we have A, .. = A, and A, , = A, for types ADE and all #> 1, for types BCF if #
is odd, and for type G, if gcd(£,6) = 1.

As before, the relation (¢; - ¢1) = [4;1(¢ - ¢~1) implies that (§, - &)™ € A, . - The definition
of an R-matrix in our setting will require all non-zero factorials to appear as denominators, thus
requiring n = 7. Itis clear that all rings listed in (6.5) are subrings of A, ,-In fact, equations (6.3)
and (6.4) imply the equality of rings

v 1
K, ,=ZIC. ).

The evaluation of quantum binomial coefficients at a root of unity also leads to vanishing
patterns and factorizations of classical binomial coefficients that will be important later. In order
to describe the former, we introduce functions ¢; : Ny XNy — {0, 1} depending on ¢ as follows.
For two integers u, v € Ny, writeu = a-£;+rand v = b-¢;+s with remainders r, s € {0, ..., £,—1}.
Define then

+0v u v 1 forr+s>¢
= [2][] = o0 - oo
4 4 ¢ 0 forr+s<¢.

1 1 1

Here |x] is the floor function, which yields the greatest integer less than or equal to x. The
expression clearly only depends on the classes u,v € Z/¢,Z and, as a map on these, is the
standard 2-cocycle in Z*(Z/¢,Z) generating HX(Z /£,Z) .

Lemma 6.1. With integers u,v,r, s € N, as above, the image of the quantum binomial coefficient in Z[{]
is given by the formula

utol _ é,i(as+br) ) éiab C|rts <a + b) ’ 6.7)
u i r i a
so that “TUL 0 = o) #0.
u .
]

Both the quantum binomial coefficient in r and s at {; and the classical binomial coefficient
in a and b are elements in Z[{] and the powers of € and £ are signs +1. The vanishing criterion
follows from inspection of the quantum binomial term in r and s.

Importantly, this implies that if u 4+ v is a multiple of ¢;, then the expression is non-zero only
if also both u and v are multiples of ¢; as well. In this case, r = s = 0 and the quantum binomial
is given by the respective classical binomial up to a sign. A main ingredient in the derivation of
(6.7) is that the quantum factorial for u in Z[gq, g1 is divisible by [£;]* and can thus be evaluated
at ;. More precisely, we have for £, > 1 that

Sl e e (68)
[£]e = i i G " i :

i 1g;~¢;




65

where the vertical line indicates the map to Z[{]. We will later use the following basic conse-
quence of Lemma 6.1 for the mulitnomial coefficients from (3.7).

Corollary 6.2. Suppose ay, ...,a, € Ny such that a; + ... +a, =¢;. Then

a, +...+a, 1 if3s:a;=¢and a, =0 fort#s

a, ..., a

i 0 otherwise

r

We will distinguish two types of specializations of quantum groups to roots of unity, one
given by the minimal choice n = e¢* and the other by the maximal choice n = #. The notation is
as follows, where o € {>0, <0,+,—} and the indicated extensions of scalars are with respect to
the evaluation maps g — { between the rings in (3.8) and those in (6.5).

UP =UY® A U, =U, ® A, Urg=U, ® Q)
6.9)

Many properties established for quantum groups at generic ¢ in previous sections extend
without changes to these quantum groups at roots of unity.

Corollary 6.3. The following statements hold.

i) The algebras defined in (6.9) are free modules over their respective ground rings, with bases given as
in Theorem 5.18.

ii) The natural inclusions of algebras in (3.8) induce respective embeddings for the algebras in (6.9).

ii1) All gradings and automorphisms defined in Section 4 factor into well-defined gradings and auto-
morphisms for the algebras in (6.9).

The first assertion is obvious, since all modules are free. Similarly, the existence of compatible
free bases for the natural inclusions assures that the induced maps are also injective, mapping
basis elements to each other. The last assertion is clear as well, since all automorphisms are, in
particular, module isomorphisms or module anti-isomorphisms with respect to the conjugations
on the ground rings.

In later discussions, we will consider root lattice vectors ‘a = £, - a for a given root a € P
in a connected root system @ of finite type and fixed £ > 1. Let e = max{d;}; € {1,2,3} asin
Section 2.1. If e and # are coprime, then all £, = ¢ so that “a = ¢ - a. Conversely, if e > 1 and
divides #, we have ¢, = d_'¢ so that “a = ¢ - & in our convention for coroots.

The collection @, = {‘a =, - a : a € P} thus has the following properties.

Lemma 6.4. We have &, =¢ - P if ged(e,£) =1 and b, =7 - o) if ged(e,?) > 1, where @ denotes
the coroot system. Thus ®, is itself a root system that is canonically isomorphic to either ® or &.
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The Weyl group W of & preserves ®, and its action coincides with that of the intrinsic Weyl group of
&, in the sense that s,,(‘f) = Us,(B)) = s,(“B). Moreover, the set A, = {£;a;}; is a basis of ©, .

The assertions are immediate from the preceding discussion, the fact that uniform scaling
of a root system does not change its isomorphism class, and well-known properties of coroot
systems.

6.2. Skew-Commutation Relations of Primitive Power Generators. In Lemma 3.1 of [DCK90]
De Concini and Kac observe that #th powers of E, and F, generators commute with other
generators of U, up to unit factors. In this section, we will sharpen this result to include the
¢,-th powers, where ¢, = £/ gcd(Z, d,,) . This extension is required for our later discussion since
for £, < ¢, certain subsets of Elf" elements will generate Hopf ideals, while the E/ elements
generally do not give rise to Hopf ideals.

We provide here an explicit and conceptual proof of the commutation relations based on the
o*-gradings introduced in Section 4.1 and their 7 -covariance properties. Moreover, statements
will be in terms of word-dependent generators, which allows us to study independence of the
relations of root orderings.

The function k, defined in (6.10), keeps track of the signs in commutation relations. Here
€, = (= ¢dlu € {+1,—1}is asin (6.2) and & = d7'a denotes the coroot, implying the last
equality below.

kK OxBY > (+1L,-1} (@, f) b K j) = %D = ¢@ln, (6.10)

Note, the respective map ® x Z4 — {+1,—1}, given by the same formula for (a, u) € d x 74,
is a homomorphism in the y argument onto the group {+1,-1} = Z/2Z . The map thus factors
into d x F,* as implied. It is also immediate from £, = ¢
that K(s(a), s(i)) = K(a, i) for all s € 7"

sy that k is 7 -bivariant in the sense

Note that k(a,4) = 1 for all @ and j if £ is odd since in this case €, = 1. The next lemma
discusses several cases for even 2 .

Lemma 6.5. Let 2 = 2¢ . Suppose ¢ is odd or @ is of oddly laced Lie type ADEG . Then K(a, i) = £(a, ji)
forall a € ® and ji € FA, where € is the bihomomorphism

€ FAXEA — {+1,-1} 1 (W0 » €@ =)D, (6.11)
and @ is the image of a under the canonical map ® — 7% — [F2A .
If ¢ is even (£ =0 mod 4) and & is of Lie type B, , C,, or F, withn > 2, then
Ka. ) = (=17, (6.12)

which is not additive in the first arqument and, thus, does not extend to a bihomomorphic lattice map.
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The assertion for oddly laced types follows from the observations that in these cases €, = —1
and (a|g) = (a|f1) mod 2. Moreover, for types B,C and F and odd # one verifies €, = (=1)%« .
Note that for B the form (- | -) is always even so that k = € = 1, given odd ¢ .

For the doubly laced types BCF but with even 7, equation (6.12) follows from the fact that
¢, =—1foralla € pt.

Failure of additivity for even 7 is readily verified for type B, , which occurs as a subsystem
in the listed Lie types. If a, is the short and «a, the long root (so, d; = 1 and d, = 2) one finds
that K(a;, @) = 1, K(ap, @) = —1, and K(a; + 0p,@,) = 1 as a; + a, is also a short root. So, clearly,
K(a;, @)K(ay, @) # K(a; + ay, @) , Obstructing an extension as a lattice map to 75 > ot

Since x will be more frequently used in combination with the o*-gradings from (4.3) and
(4.4) it is convenient to introduce the following functions K(-,-)* and K(-, -)~. Here w € #'* is a
(non-empty) reduced word and b is a e*-homogeneous element in either U, or U, :

K(w, b)* = K(y(w), ox(b)). (6.13)

For w and b as above, suppose w; - w is also a reduced word. Using y(w; - w) = s;(y(w)), (4.26),
and % -bivariance of k(-, -) we infer that for any i,

K(w, - w, [,(b))* = K(w, b)* . (6.14)

For a given non-empty, reduced word w € ™, ¢,, = £;(,;) = ¢, , and root a € ® we now
introduce the notation for the respective primitive power generators:

Lo Cw £,
X,=EY, Y,=Fp, and L,=K%®, (6.15)
where K# is as in (4.1) and 7, - a indicates the integer multiple of the root vector. That is,
L=L,= Kf" .Forpuez®, y = u),and n =3, u,t;a; set

L'=Ly- . L =K". (6.16)
The w-grading in Z* from Section 4.1 on a generator for @ = y(w) is then given by

£ea if god(Z,e) = I
£ o)re Hedde 6.17)

wX,) =, a=——7F0m—"
ged(Z, d,) £-a if ged(Z,e)=e.

That is, if e and ¢ are coprime the generators are graded by the lattice of 7 - ® =~ ®. However,
if e divides ¢ the grading is given by the #-scaled (but equivalent) version of the lattice of the
coroot system @ . So, for example, if # is even and @ is of type B, , then the X, generators admit
a natural grading in the root lattice for C,, .

Recall that in Lusztig’s construction of the divided power algebras the elements X,, and Y,
are mapped to zero in the specialization from a A -algebra to a A,-algebra. Since the I'; are
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algebra automorphisms and the ¢, are 7 '-invariant, the definition in (5.1) readily translates into
Xw =L ,p (Xr(w)) = FM(XU) and Yw = wa (Yf(w)) = FM(YU) . (618)

assuming w = u - v is reduced and /(v) > 1. Similarly, (4.24), (6.15), and the same 7 -invariance

imply
I(L,) = Ly, foralle e ® and s 7 . (6.19)

Various other relations and properties for the E,, and F,, generators from Section 5.1 are
easily extended to properties of the X,, and Y,, elements in the same manner. Remarkably, this
includes the following identity that holds for all £, due to the identity §* = (=1)”i~! mentioned
in Section 6.1:

L(X)=-L7'Y,=-Y,L7" and T,

)

(Y)=-LX,=-X,L,.

171

(6.20)

The following commutation relations for a rank 2 subsystem in U are obtained from equa-
tions (c) and (i) in Section 5.3 and equations (a2) and (a6) in Section 5.4 of [Lus90b]. As in Sec-
tion 2.7 above, assume for a pair of indices (i, j) that —A;; =d; = 1 and —-A;; = d; = e € {1,2,3}.
The index notation for generators is as defined in (5.2) or, specialized to the rank 2 setting, in
(5.19), where also translations to Lusztig’s conventions are explained.

e=1 { E'E;=q"EE +q 'kl EE"" (6:21)
) ) -
E{E; = q *EE} + ¢ *[k]; E;;y E}™!

e=2 1 (6.22)
E'E; = ¢"*E;Ef — ¢" D[k}, Ef"" E ;) — ¢ Vlk) [k — 1,EF°E )

k =3k k -3 k—1
ENE, = ¢ *E,EX + g7 (k] Ej, E}

e=3 EikEj _ q3kEj Elk _ q(k—l)[k]iEik—lE(m _ q2(k—1)[k]i[k _ l]iEik_zE(jiji) (6.23)
— @Ik k= 11,1k = 2L EF P E i

L

Since all equations in (6.21) are well-defined equations in U over A . they descend to the
same equations in Ug“ or U, via (6.9), upon specializing g = ¢ with the previous assumptions
in the order of ¢ . If we set k = £ in the equations with an Ef-term and k = Z; in equations with
an E J’F—term, only the first term on the right side of each equation remains, since [£]; = [£;]; = 0
by the restriction in (6.1). The resulting relations can be summarized in the following lemma,
where X, = X, = Efx .

Lemma 6.6. Forall r,s € {1,...,n} we have X (E, = {*%A«E X .
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Proof. If r # s and A, # 0 the { power is easily verified to be identical to the respective lead
coefficient in the formulae in (6.21) for (s,r) = (i,j) and (s,r) = (j,i). If A,; = 0, the relation is
clear since E; and E, strictly commute to begin with. If r = s we find {%%4s = (%42 = | by
definition and as desired. O

Note, further, that the relations in (3.13) and (3.14) entail commutation relations EfKr =
g Ml2 K E  and [EX, F,] = 6,,(q, — g7 ' k1, EF1(¢* 'K, — ¢;“"VK; 1) in U,,, which specialize
fork=¢and g~ ¢ to

X,F,=FX, and XK, =¢@lwg x (6.24)
Proposition 6.7. Let w € %" be a non-empty, reduced word and b a o-homogeneous element. Then
X,b = Kw,by* -bX,, and Y, b = Kw,b)~ - bY,,.

Each relation holds in U, as well as each UE with o € {+,—, >0, <0}, provided the elements in the
relation belong to the respective algebra.

Proof. We begin by considering the relation for X; = X, in the full algebra U, . Since K(w,, E,)* =
K(y(w,),0(E,)) = K(a,,a,) = {6@&1%) = ¢44:4: Temma 6.6 implies the desired relation for b = E, .
The calculation for K(w,,K,)* is exactly the same so that, by the second identity in (6.24), the
assertion also holds for b = K, . Further, the first identity in (6.24) together with K(w,, F)* =
K(y(w,),0%(F,)) = K(a,,0) = 1 shows the commutation formula for b = F, .

Next, observe that k(w, be)* = K(w, b)*K(w, ¢)* for e-homogeneous elements b and ¢ because k
is a homomorphism in the second argument and o is a grading. Thus, we can establish X b =
K(w,by* - bX for any b = b, ... by with b, € {E,, F,, K, } by iteration and, by additivity, further
extend the relation to all homogeneous b € U, .

The proof for general w € 7* follows now by induction in /(w). Suppose w and w; - w
are reduced words so that I;(X,) = X, ,, by (6.18). Assume further the commutation relation
holds for w and any homogeneous element in U, . Applying the automorphism I to X,c =
K@w,c)* - ¢X,, then yields Xywh = Kw,c)* - bX where b = I'(c). From (6.14) we find that
K(w, ¢y = K(w, - w,b)* . Since I'; is a bijection among homogeneous elements, this shows that the

w;w !

relation also holds for w; - w and, hence, for all reduced words.

Note that (5.5) implies Q(X,,) = Y,,, and we have K(w,Q(b))* = K(w,b)~ by (4.17). From this,
the second relation with Y, is inferred by applying Q to the first, using also that the K(w, b)* €
{+1,—1} . Finally, the relations in U, imply the same relations in the embedded algebras UCD via
Corollary 6.3.ii). O

Define also K(a, b)° = K(a, w(b)) = K(a, 0*(b))K(a, 0™ (b)) for a root @ € @® and a fully homogeneous
element b, where the second equality results from w = o* — 0™, noted in Section 4.1. Equation
(4.2) now immediately implies the following commutation relations for generators defined in
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(6.15) and (6.16):
L,b = K(a,b)° - bL, and L*b = K(u,b)° - bL* . (6.25)

Commutation relations among the primitive power generators themselves are readily de-
rived from Proposition 6.7:

X, X, = Tw,w)X,X,, Y, Y, = Z@w,w)Y,Y,, and X,Y,=Y,X, (6.26)
where

Aw,w) = T, yw)  with (e, p) = @D e (41,-1} . (6.27)

For the generators L, as in (6.15) we also derive from K"E,, = qI"W)E, K" that

L, X = m(a,yw)X L, and LY = m(a,yw)Y L, . (6.28)

We conclude this section with criteria for strict commutativity of a primitive power gener-
ator X, with a« = y(v) for non-empty v € #*. As before, we assume that the root system is
indecomposable of rank > 2 and denote by £ the order of ¢ .

Lemma 6.8. The power generator X, is central in U; if and only if (at least) one of the following
conditions holds.

i) % is odd.
ii) #=2 mod 4, d, =2 (that is, the Lie type is BCF and a is a long root).
iii) The Lie type is B and a is a short root (that is, d,, = 1).

In these cases X, also commutes with all elements in U, . The analogous statement holds for Y, and L, .

Note that the first condition includes all Lie types and was already observed in [DCK90]. See
also the remarks following Proposition 6.12 below. The third condition applies to all £ and it
is the only allowed situation if # = 0 mod 4. The proof consists of checking for which a, Lie
types, and orders #Z we have that k(a, i) = 1 for all i. As a weaker condition, one may consider
commutation of X, with only the other primitive power generators.

Lemma 6.9. X, commutes with all X, if and only if (at least) one of the following conditions holds.
i) Zisoddor #=0 mod 8.
ii) =2 mod 4 and the Lie type is B.
iii) 2 =2 mod 4, the Lie type is CF, and a is a long root (d, = 2).
iv) # =4 mod 8 and the Lie type is ACDEG.
v) £ =4 mod 8, the Lie type is F, and a is a short root.

vi) % is arbitrary, the Lie type is B, and a is a short root.

In these cases X, also commutes with all Y, and L, . The analogous statement holds for Y, and L, .
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6.3. Skew-Central Subalgebras and Monomial Bases. The X, and Y,, elements introduced in
Section 6.2 generate almost polynomial subalgebras whose indeterminate variables commute up
to signs. This section establishes the basic properties of these algebras and classifies when they
are central, commutative but not central, or neither. We begin with definitions of the monomial
elements in analogy to those introduced in Section 5.3.

Letl € Ng’ be the length function I(a) = ¢, and, for y € N{)‘ with A C &, denote by [ - y the
point-wise product (I - y)(a) = £,y (a) € N, . For a non-empty, reduced word w € 7™, y € £(s)
with s = »(w) , and with conventions as for (5.20), set

voo_oply _ v pwB) _ gl G v
Xt = B = xvn  xvOo = gt g (6.29)
Analogously, we denote XY, = EYY ,v¥ =F.Y  andYY, = F.¥ . Suppose next that

w,u € W™ are reduced words with associated Weyl group elements s = »(w) and t = #(u).
Further, let y,¢ € £(s) and y € £(¢) be respective exponent maps. Using the root sets and
orderings explained in Section 2.3 we then define bihomomorphisms valued in {+1, -1} as

Sw.wu= [ #ap*@®  and  cw.d,= [] meprP"@,  (6.30)
aEN(s) a,peEN (s)
BEN () a<,p

for which we observe that Gy, ¢), S(é.w),, = (v, B oo -

The commutation relations from (6.26) readily generalize to
XV XY = Q. 0w XF XY, YVYH =Cw,0,, YY), and Y!X¥ =X} Y".  (6.31)

Here, X}, and Y,/ denotes a monomial with any fixed direction of multiplication. That is, we

v

¥, or X¥  and similarly for Y,/ . Commutation

may replace X}, in each equation by either X
relations for a fixed reduced word are given by

ngXl(f)» = g(w’d))leli/)-:qb ’ XZILUX?LU = g(d)’W)szl;qs > and X%» ZG(WJI/)MJXEILU ° (632)

The same equations hold if all X’s are replaced by Y’s. We also record formulae for the involu-
tions from Section 4.2 given by

QXY ) =YY, =cw.w),YY, and OXY)=T (Xfﬂ-, ) . (6.33)

The first is immediate from (5.24) and the second follows from Proposition 5.5 with elements r
and ¢ as stated there. In either formula we use that % preserves root lengths.

For a non-empty, reduced word w € #"* we denote by Z! C Ug“ and Z, C U, the unital
subalgebras generated by the sets {X, : v <z w}U {1} and {Y, : v <z w} U {1}, respectively.
Further, let Z¥ be the unital subalgebra generated by 1 and all L*' with « € #(s). For a given
s € W denote also the £-scaled exponent set

(Ls) =1-&() = {9 : pla) €Ny} . (6.34)
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In the notation from (5.35) we thus have %gf)’“L = {X/, : v € &(5)} and analogous identities
for 819%, BV and 8L, The ground ring A in the following result is normally assumed
to be A, . for Z% or A, for Z° but may be extended to any A, , with n < # or Q(¢). We are also
reusing the notation for spans B>* from (5.38) for these ground rings A .

Proposition 6.10. Suppose w € W* and s = »(w) . Then both B and B are A-bases for zZr.
In particular, Z} = @5 "= @l

The subalgebra Z7 is isomorphic to the abstract A-algebra with 1, freely generated by elements X}, and
subject to the first set of relations in (6.32). The analogous statements for Z_, apply.

The subalgebra Z° is generated by L;—rl withi € J(s) as in Section 2.3. It is thus isomorphic to the group
algebra A [{LF : i€ J(s)}] = A[=(s)].

Proof. The relations in (6.32) imply that for any v € 7" with v <z w we have X U-@gf)’+ c @gf)’Jr,

writing X, = X fs with g, the indicator function for @ = y(v). Thus Z} = Z* -1 C &9 From
the definition in (6.29), it is further clear that 1 is a cyclic element of @gf)”L as a Z}-module and
hence Z¥ = @5},’5)’* as desired. Linear independence established in Section 5 then completes
the proof of the first claim. Independence under reversal of the direction of multiplication is
immediate from (6.32).

v

It is clear that the set of generators X,

of an abstractly defined algebra with relations as in
(6.32) is also a basis. Thus, the canonical map from this algebra onto Z? is an isomorphism of

A-modules and, hence, also an algebra isomorphism.

By its definition, Z° is the A-span of all K¥ with v in the root sublattice generated by all
‘a = ¢, -a with @ € #(s). Following Lemma 6.4, we consider the root system @, with the same
Weyl group action. Since, clearly, s(a) € &~ iff s(“a) € @™, the inversion set #(s), with respect
to d, is given precisely by {‘a : a € #(s)}. By Lemma 2.10 the root sublattice generated by this
set is spanned by the simple roots of @, with indices in J(s) . By Lemma 6.4 these are “a; = ¢;a;,
yielding the L, = K ‘4 as free generators. O

The next observations are consequences of (6.33), particularly, in the case when the word in
the U formula is maximal so that r = 1. The stated equivariance under the antipode follows
from (4.16).

Corollary 6.11. Suppose w € W' is a reduced word and z € W,; one of maximal length. Then
Q2% =0(2% = $(2% = 29 as well as

Qi) =25, ©E@H=zL, ad S@N=2%. (6.35)
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Proposition 6.7 further implies the following relations between X ;. and E/,, elements. Here
w is a reduced word and v, p € £(s) with s = »(w), and k from (6.10) is lifted to & x Z2:

Xy, - Ef = Kw.p),-En”  and Efw - Xl = Kw.n)y- Ey”’
where ?(W’ p)w — H K(a, ﬁ)W(ﬂ)ﬂ((X) and (E(V/’ p)w — H K(a,ﬂ)v/(a)p(ﬂ) X (636)
a,fEN (s) a,pEN (s)
a<,p a<,B

Using division with remainder pointwise for each a, any ¢ € £(s) can be uniquely written
as¢p =1-y + pwith p € [0,]),, where

[0,0), = {1// eé&@l) tyla)<?,, Vae ./V(s)} and [0,1), =[0,1), . (6.37)

It is now immediate that the multiplication map below is an isomorphism of A-modules, map-
ping pairs of PBW basis elements to another PBW basis element up to a sign.

mi 2@y G — e, (6.38)

Viewing &, as a Z}-module with its left regular action given by the signed shifts in (6.36),
this implies that &, splits into directed summands, each of which has E’,, for some p € [0, 1),
as cyclic element.

Note also that @l[,?’,[)*"Jr generally depends explicitly on the choice of the reduced word w
rather than just the respective Weyl element s = »(w) . For example, for Lie type A, and £ = 4
both w = w,w,w, and 0 = w,w,w, represent the maximal element in 7. Given that # = 2, the
components of &Y+ and @2 with maximal w-grading of 2a; + 2a, are AE ! and AEL
EL + E(zu) —2¢7! E12 E% , these are clearly different spaces. We will, however, prove below that
Z* only depends on s = #(w) for almost all Lie types.

Recall from Theorem 5.18 and Corollary 6.3 that &, = U ; for a reduced word w € 7, of
maximal length. Variations of (6.36) and (6.38) are readily derived with reversed directions or

replacing E’s by F’sand X’s by Y’s.
Similar to the full quantum groups, we introduce combined subalgebras such as

z2=zr.2% zv=2z..2° and z,=2".2,-2°, (6.39)
where s = 7(w) . Analogous statements about PBW bases and identifications with signed poly-
nomial algebras hold for each of these subalgebras. Since all elements in Z¥ commute with all
elements in Z, we do not require the denominators ({ — ¢ ~1~1 5o that each Z,, is well-defined
over As... We next record the precise criteria for these subalgebras to be strictly central or

strictly commutative.

Proposition 6.12. Suppose w € W™* is non-empty, s = »(w), ando € { ,+,>0}. The algebra Z* is
central in UqD if and only if (at least) one of the following conditions holds:
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i) % is odd (any Lie type).

ii) £ %0 mod 4 and the Lie type is B.
iii) 2 =2 mod 4, the Lie type is CF ,and s € W .
iv) Lie typeis Band s € Wy (any #).

Thus, if w € W, , then Z7 is central if and only if (at least) one of i) and ii) hold. Analogous statements
hold for Z% .

The subgroups 7; and % are as defined in (2.17). The one referred to in items iii) and iv)
are of order 2 for the B, C types and of order 6 for F, by Lemma 2.5. The assertions in Propo-
sition 6.12 are readily derived from Lemma 6.8. We note that the last statement for maximal
words is commensurable with Corollary 3.1 of [DCK90]. The elements considered there in part
(b) correspond to our X, if @ = y(w) is a short root but to our X EU if a is a long root in case £ is a
multiple of 4. Requiring centrality of X, rather than X2 then excludes this case.

In order to formulate criteria for commutativity of the subalgebras, we say that an element
s € W is mod-2 discrete if

(@|p)=0 mod 2 Va,f € #(s) with d, > d;. (6.40)

For example, for Lie type A5 and s = 5,535, we have #(s) = {a,, a3, as} , which are all orthogonal
so that s is mod-2 discrete. For non-simply laced types we will also call an element s € %" mod-2
long discrete if condition (6.40) is required only for pairs a, § € #(s); . The notion of mod-2 short
discrete is analogous.

Proposition 6.13. Suppose w € W'* is non-empty and s = »(w). The subalgebra Z* is commutative if
and only if (at least) one of the following conditions holds:

i) s is mod-2 discrete (any Lie type and £).
ii) £isoddor =0 mod 8 (any Lie type).
iii) # =0 mod 4 and the Lie type is ADEG .
iv) £ =2 mod 4, the Lie type is BCF, and s is mod-2 short discrete.
v) #£=4 mod 8, the Lie type is BCF and s is mod-2 long discrete.

The identical statement holds for Z=).

The extension from Z* to Z2’ holds since, by (6.28), the sign occurring in the commutation of
X, with X (with respect to some order) is the same as the one in the commutation of X, with
L, . Note also that for type A, case i) holds for any s .

For the maximal case, observe that the longest element s, € 7" is never mod-2 discrete for
any Lie type of rank > 2. In the non-simply laced case we have that s, € 7" is mod-2 short
discrete if and only if the Lie type is B. It is mod-2 long discrete if and only if the Lie type is C.
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This yields the following characterization of maximal commutative subalgebras, which can also
be derived from Lemma 6.9.

Corollary 6.14. Let z € W be a reduced word of maximal length. Then Z} is commutative if and only
if (at least) one of the following applies:

i) £=0,1,3,5, or7 mod 8 (any Lie type).
ii) £ =2o0r6 mod 8 and the Lie type is B.
iii) # =4 mod 8 and the Lie type is ACDEG.
iv) The Lie type is A, (any £).

The identical statement holds for Z%°.

Remark 6.15. Corollary 6.14 implies that Z7 in type B, = C, is commutative for any % and any
z € W,y . However, it is central only if £ is not a multiple of 4. o

It is immediate from Proposition 6.10 that, if Z7 is strictly commutative, it is isomorphic to
a free polynomial algebra, assigning each X, with v <z w to an in indeterminate x,, where
a=y@) € H(s) and s = »(w). That is,

Zh 2 Al{x, s a e H(5)}] . (6.41)

Comparing the criteria in Propositions 6.12 and Corollary 6.14, we note that there are various
situations in which the subalgebras are commutative but not central. Given a maximal w € /0
Z} has this property if Z =0 mod 8 for any Lie type as well as if Z# =4 mod 8 and the Lie type
is neither B nor F. So, for example, in the simply laced cases (ADE) and Z = 0 mod 4 we have
that ZF is commutative as in (6.41) but for any b € U, with y = ot(b) and a = y(v) we have

X,b=(-D@Wpx, . (6.42)

6.4. U-Invariance and Word Independence of Z,,. The definition of the algebras Z% in Sec-
tion 6.3 a priori depends on a choice of a word w € 7'* . In this section, we show for Lie types
different from G, that ZJ) depends only on the respective Weyl element s = »(w), employing
the techniques from Section 5.7.

We begin with the derivation of formulae for the action of U on generators in U, starting
with the generic case and coefficients in Q(g). We continue here the conventions from Sec-
tion 5.4, with i the index of a short root (d; = 1) and j the index of a (possibly) long root (d; = e).
Observe that specializing the left side of (5.50) to z = —1 and « (i) = 0 yields the expression for
E((J]:[)) in (5.52) multiplied by (=1)" . Similarly, for z = —1 and «,(i) = 0, the left side of (5.51)
yields the expression for EZ:’}I in (5.52) multiplied by (—1)*" . The products over the respective

(1 -q;*) = q;'(q, — q; 1], terms are then expressed as factorials, resulting in the following
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formulae.
(k1
EM) = (1) Z ‘ (g, - g7 ong AR JEY  G=Nsja)=Na+Na, (643)
$ES, (@)
kp=dp(a;)
kq+1
E/()J:_)1 = (=1)eN z ‘ 7D q — g Y (h )[kll'EE‘Q” 7= Nsi(a;) =eNa;+ Na; (6.44)
$ES, (@)
k1:¢(0‘f)

Multiplying these expressions by [N]! and [N]!;, respectively, we obtain expressions for
ordinary powers in terms of elements (¢, i), and (¢, j),, obtained by combining g-factorials.

(km+1
El = (DY Z ¢’ P (g - g~")nq, 6,70, E? “ (6.45)
$€5,@)
kn=(a,)

EY = (=N Y (g - g g i EY, (6.46)
ES(7)
ki=¢(a;)
In the case of (6.45) we have «;(6) = 0, which implies k; = k, fore =1, ky = k; + k, fore =2,
and kg = k; +2k,+ k3 +k, for e = 3. The ratios of factorials can readily be worked out as follows,
using the elements in (3.6) and identities in (3.5).
ki +k,
ky

ki +2ky + ky

ky+ky
(#.iD, =12] [k, : 2]ii - ki, 2y, ks

(](l)’jl)l =

(6.47)
ki + 3k + 2k; + 3ky + ks

2k
,. — 3k2+k4+k6_ k :3 k :3 k !. 3 .
qd) .]D3 [ ] [ 2 ]“ [ 4 ]“ [ 3] k] B 3k27 2k3 ’ 3k4’ k5

ks

The multinomial coefficients are as defined in (3.7). Similarly, for (6.45), the condition «,(7) =
0 implies k| = ks fore =1, k; = k3 + 2k, fore = 2, and k| = ks + 3k, + 2ks + 3ks fore =3. As
before, with notation from (3.6) and (3.5), we find analogous formulae.
ky + ks
ks

ky + ky + ky

(.10, = ky, ks, ky

(. i)y =127 - {ky:2} -

(6.48)

by = BT (kg 13} - {ks 23} - Tkl [2:4] |
41

ky + ky + 2k, + ks + kg
Ky ks 2Ky, ks ke |

Clearly, all coefficients in (6.47) and (6.47) lie in A . as in (3.8). It is easy to check that in
a corresponding relation for rescaled generators an = [d,]E, , already mentioned at the end of
Section 5.6, the factors of the form [e]~* drop out so that the coefficients would be entirely in A,

In either case, we may specialize the identity to a root of unity ¢, assuming that £ > e where

¢ is the order of ¢%. This allows us, in particular, to derive expansions for X ;) = Eéi) and

‘; . .
X = E'’ interms of the E basis elements. The number of non-zero terms will depend
by by <z P
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in either case on whether # = ¢, or ¢ > ¢ i that is, whether gcd(¢,e) = 1 or not. To keep
subsequent formulae more compact, it is convenient to introduce

b =gcd(?,e) € {1,e} (6.49)

for given # and e. Using the Kronecker notation, we can then express the evaluation of the
factorial ratio from (3.6) atg = ¢ as

(¢,:6) = 6, -e- D), (6.50)

implying that {f IR e} = 0if £; < ¢. The other factorial ratio from (3.6) can be evaluated at ¢ = ¢
using (6.4).

Lemma 6.16. Suppose ¢ =e-¢;. Then

[£;:eli=¢- Zj_(;)ff (¢ =gy

Another quantity that frequently appears in the computations below is the expression
V== =lel ¢ - (6.51)
This is the singularization factor of X in the sense of (5.10), as we introduce the analogous
notation X ;= Ef’ =(=1)% VjEfj . Notice also that V,* = V; - [e]”.

The next two propositions consider the specializations of (6.45) and (6.46) to a root of unity

¢ with N = £ and N = 7;, respectively. These yield explicit expressions for X;; = Eéi) and
l.
Xbm—l = Eb,:_l
Proposition 6.17. We have X ;) € Zjﬂ as a ring over Z[{], given by
‘
D) Xy =X, |+ {j(z)vjijin + (=6 )-e-(C-¢H7-T
(=0 IV2 X, X e=2 (6.52)

where T, = -
232 A _
(=6 VX Xap + & T VX Xy e =3
The computation starts with the observation that, by Corollary 6.2, we only need to consider
cases in which one of the terms in the large multinomial coefficient for each (¢, j), in (6.47) is
equal to # and all the other k; with 1 < s < m — 1 are zero. The value of k,, is then determined

via 2 ;(¢) = 0 and (5.44) from the non-zero k; .

The first term in (6.52) results from the case k,,_; = ¢ and all other k; = 0. The second term
accounts for the case k; = k,, = ¢ and all other k, = 0. Note also that 2k; = ¢ for e = 3 will still
lead to (¢, j)e = 0 due to the extra binomial term.

All other cases require that e divides #, meaning d = e > 1 and £ = e/, . For e = 2 the only
remaining situation is then k, = k, = #; and k; = k3 = 0. For e = 3 we have two cases, the first
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of whichis k, =¢;, kg =2¢; and k| = k3 = ks = ks = 0. The second is given by ky = ¢, , ks = ¢

The coefficients for each of these values of k, are then worked out using Lemma 6.16. Next,
we provide the expressions for X, _, where we use the additional notation
n=§ so that n-Z=e-?¢;. (6.53)
Note that the third term in (6.54) is non-zero only if e > 1 and ged(#,e) = 1. As remarked in
Section 6.1 this condition implies that [e] is a unit, meaning [e]~! € Z[{]. Analogous to (6.51) we
also write V, = ({ — ¢

Proposition 6.18. We have X, € Z;m as a ring over Z[{], given by
L. nt _
DX, =0 Xy + CCIVX XN + 6y, (1-6,) e [e] T,

CfViX(iji)Xi e=2 (6.54)
where T, = )
EOVX G X + ECDVEX i XE e =3

As for Proposition 6.17, the only contributing terms are those for which exactly one of the
integers in the multinomial expressions of (6.48) is £; and all others are zero, once weset N = ¢
and g = { in (6.46). The first term in (6.54) accounts for the case when k, = ¢;, implying by
«; = 0 that all other k; = 0. The second term corresponds to the case k,, = £;, which entails
k, = e£; = n¢ and all remaining k; = 0.

The last terms for e > 1 all involve coefficients {¢; : e}, which, by (6.50), are non-zero only if
d =1 and hence ¢ = ¢; . The extra term for e = 2 corresponds to k; = k; = ¢; = ¢ and all other
indices zero. As before, for e = 3 we only need to consider the cases k; = ¢ ;= fand ks =7¢ ;= Z,
which imply k; = ¢ and k| = 2¢, respectively.

Comparing Propositions 6.17 and 6.18, we note that additional terms and exponents occur in
the non-simply laced cases in exactly the opposite situations with respect to whether # and e are
coprime or not. In addition, a term by term matching, up to coefficients, can also be achieved
by switching an X, by an X, . This can be thought of replacing the underlying root system
by a corresponding coroot system as in (6.17), a phenomenon that will resurface in Section 8.1.

We discuss a normalization of the generators X, in Appendix D for which the above formulae
are integral. The main application of (6.52) and (6.54) word independence of the skew-central
subalgebras.

Theorem 6.19. Suppose P is not of Lie type G,. Assume w,u € W™* are reduced words for the same
Weyl element s = »(w) = »(u). Then Z = Z'* as w-graded subalgebras in U ; over Ng g -

Proof. By Proposition 6.10 Z? is as a A; c.-module given by @SIL’,f)’Jr. We note that (1, 5), as defined
in (6.34), is of the form prescribed in (5.65) by choosing V,; = ¢, - Ny with £, = £/ ged(d, ¢) .
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Following Corollary 5.15 it thus suffices to show that & maps Z7 = &L to itself for

Z)ij| <2
(Ls).+

any pair (i, j) that occurs for relator pairs. Now, &, %

is spanned by monomials in the skew-

ijl

commuting generators X, . Note also that by (5.32) and (5.16) and with words as in (2.32) we

also have
OX,)=X, . (6.55)
Thus U-invariance of the space @SIZ‘S])‘J“ is given by showing that it contains all X, . This is

obvious for X, = X; and X, = X;, implied, for example, by (5.18). For X, = X, this is
verified in Proposition 6.17 and for X 5, , in Proposition 6.18. Thus, if m € {3,4} all cases are
covered.

By construction any Z inherits the w-grading from U, since it admits a w-graded basis. The
graded components of Z* and Z* thus also have to coincide. O

Missing from the proof for the G, Lie type are computations that show also X, and X, can
be written as a polynomial expression in the { X, } only, meaning they are in @Elﬁ;j‘j"lf"”. We leave
this as a question, which appears to be open, at least for even £ .

Conjecture 6.20. Theorem 6.19 extends also to the G, case for all Z > 6.

For Lie types different from G,, we may thus unambiguously write ZF for an element in
s € W. In the G, case, Z: is, of course, also well-defined for I/(s) < 5, since there is only
one reduced expression for such s. For the longest element s, , there are exactly two reduced
expressions. So, the only missing equality between subalgebras addressed by this conjecture is

the one between Z; | and ZZ‘ .

Assuming the other Lie types, we denote the maximal subalgebras associated to the unique
longest element s, € 7 as

ZE= 22, zX=zr. 2% zo=z7.2°, and z.=2z-2%2z7, (6.56)

where Z? is the full subalgebra generated by the L;. Also immediate from the definition is that

zZrczh  Vs,tew with 1<gs. (6.57)

Analogous statements hold for the ZSD algebras witho € { ,—, >0, <0}. Note also that Corol-
lary 6.35 and Theorem 6.19 imply for these Lie types

QZhH) =27, oZH=2%, and SZ:H=2z". (6.58)

Combining this with U-correspondence with Lusztig’s conventions from Proposition 5.5 we
make the following observations.

Corollary 6.21. The maximal algebras in (6.56) remain unchanged if the I'; are replaced by T; in the
definition of the generators E,, and X, .
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We conclude this section with a proof that the full maximal algebra is invariant under the
actions of Lusztig’s T; automorphisms. It uses the explicit expression of the Garside element I’y
from Section 5.2.

Theorem 6.22. Assuming Lie types other than G, and any £ > 2e (or £ = 3 for e = 2), the full algebra
Z. over A, , is invariant under the Artin group action generated by the I;.

Proof. Invariance of Z% under T; follows immediately from (6.19) and Proposition 6.10. It thus
suffices to show I(Z}) c Z, for each fixed i € {1, ...,n}, which implies I';,(Z]) C Z, via (6.58)
and commutation of Q with I;.

Let u € 7" be a reduced word for q,;) = s; - 5, = 5, - 5,;y as in (2.22) so that z = w; - u and

w = u - w,; are maximal reduced words z,w € 7. By Theorem 6.19 we can view Z} = Z7,

n(
as generated by X, with v <p w = u - w,; . The latter generating set splits into the union
{X,:v<zpulu{X,} If v <z uwehave that w; - v is reduced since w; - u is reduced. Hence

I(X,) =X, ., € Zf c Z, by (54) and (6.18).

Now, by definition, X, = I,(X,;) so that I;(X,,)) = I;o[,(X,) = [(X,;) = I (X,;) since
z = w; - u is reduced and maximal. The formula (5.14) in the proof of Corollary 5.3 then implies
that I';(X,,) = FS,(E:([,')) = (—Kl._lF,-)fi = —Ll._lYi € Z¥* c Z.. Thus, I, maps all generators of Z7
to Z, as desired. O

The action of the Artin groups on the maximal skew-commutative algebras is rather non-
trivial. We leave it here as an open question whether & acts effectively or faithfully, as suggested
by the identifications with actions on Lie groups discussed in Sections 7.4 and 8.4.

For illustration, we gather below explicit formulae for the Lie type A, and odd #, with V =
(¢ = ¢, The action of I'; on the Cartan algebra, given by I'(L,) = L' and I'(L,) = L,L}",
factors through the quotient &/ = B; — %" = S5 . The remaining expressions are as follows.
I(x, = _Ll_lYl I'(X5) = X1 I'(Xgp) =—-X, + VLl_lX(IZ)Yl (6.59)
() =-L X, I1(Yy) = Y 1Y) = =Y, = VL Y15 X,

Those in the first two columns are immediate from (6.20) and (6.18). For those in the third
column, we invoke the identity X 15, + X)) + VX, X, = 0 with V = (£ - ¢71)”, which is obtained
by specializing Propositions 6.17. We also use the identity I'/(X(,;)) = X,, which is implied by
Propositions 5.1. The action on Yy, follows via application of Q.

It is now not hard to find many infinite families of braids in B; for which the action in (6.59)
on generators produces polynomials whose (naive) degrees monotonously increase with the
crossing numbers of the braids.
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6.5. Z-Induced Ideals, Z-Invariance, and ¥-Grading. In this section, we describe the general
process of obtaining ideals for the full quantum groups from ideals of the skew-central subal-
gebras. To keep the exposition more readable, we will often suppress the choice of a maximal
word z € 7, in the notation of the maximal algebra Z7 = Z7. By Theorem 6.19 this is unam-
biguous for Lie types other than G, . In the case G, it is tacitly understood that there may be (at
most) two or four choices, depending on o.

As skew-polynomial algebras, the Z” have a rich ideal structure. Ideals in ZI extend to
ideals in UCD provided they are commensurable with the action of an elementary abelian 2-group
stemming from commutation relations as in Proposition 6.7.

More formally, the latter group is defined as & = [F2A X [F2A , acting on the algebra Z,, for
any w € 7#*. An element (ji1,V) € & acts on generators in Z,, associated to some v <p w by
multiplication with +1 via the formulae

(B, V)X, =K@, DX, , (1 V)Y, =Ky, nY,, and (@ V),L;=K@a,g+v»L;.  (6.60)

Since the {X,,Y,,L; : v <g w,1 < i < n} are independent (sign-commuting) generators of Z,,,
the formulae in (6.60) uniquely extend to a €-action on Z,, as algebra automorphisms. The
action clearly preserves all Z¥) subalgebras and specializes to a [FzA-action on either Z¥ or Z7 as
one of the components acts trivially.

The commutation relations from Proposition 6.7 and (6.25) can now be rephrased more com-
pactly using the &-action. Specifically, for a fully homogeneous element b € U, and W € Z,,
we find

W -b=b-0(b),W , where o*b)=(o%(b),0 (b)e¥Z, (6.61)
by straightforward verification on the generators. Here we use also w = o™ + 0~ mod 2 and the
extension to general elements via standard action properties. We say that a subspace A C Z¥ is
C-invariant if g.x € Aforallge ¥and x € A.

Lemma 6.23. The $-action on Z7 does not depend on a choice of w € W} .

Itw e Z =2, andw,z € W, represent s, denote by (@, V), and (&, V),” the respective actions
defined via (6.60). Equation (6.61) then implies b - 0*(b) W = b - 0*(b),)W for homogeneous
elements b. Choosing respective PBW basis elements one may then infer that the actions need
to be the same. Another immediate consequence of (6.61) is as follows.

Lemma 6.24. If J is a G-invariant left or right ideal in Z5, then J is also a two-sided ideal.

For example, suppose J is left sided, W € J,and b € Z} ishomogeneous. Then W -b = b-W’
where W' = o*(b),W € J by @-invariance. Thus W - b = b- W' € J since J is a left ideal
and, hence, also a right ideal. It is not difficult to find counterexamples to Lemma 6.24 if the
condition of g-invariance is dropped. In the next proposition, we consider algebra ideals only,
disregarding any coalgebra structures.
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Proposition 6.25. Suppose J is a §-invariant (any-sided) ideal in Z9. Then J = J - U E is a two-sided
ideal in Ug,D. Moreover, the multiplication map from (6.38) induces an isomorphism of Z2-modules,

(20/0) @, @5 — UP/T & ((21,b) + [z-b], (6.62)

where [.] denotes the class of an element in the respective quotient algebra and z € W, is a reduced word
of maximal length.

Proof. T is a right ideal by definition. To see it is also a left ideal, write general elements B € UCD
andCeJasB=) b,and C =) W, where b, ¢, € UCD are fully homogeneous and W, € J .
(6.61) then implies B - C = ZSJ 0*(b,),(W;)b,c, . By -invariance of J we have o*(b,),.(W;) € J so
that B- C € J. Thus U(:D -JC f,whichimplies Ug,D T = UE -J - U? cJ. Ug,D C J as desired.

[0.).+

For the second assertion, it suffices to show that 72} (J R\ G,

) = J. The inclusion

of the image in J is clear from the ideal property. Surjectivity of the restriction of m} from
J®,\© L?’[)S’Jr to J is immediate from the commutative diagram below, where the top horizontal
arrow is an isomorphism and the two vertical arrows are surjections.

0. id; @}
T®, 20 @, e J®,\ U/
77ZJ®Aid Lmj
0.0, =
N - J
mz

O
An important special family of @-invariant ideals are those generated by augmentation

ideals of the subalgebra Z7 for some reduced word w € %" and o = +, 0 = >0, or 0 omitted
for the full algebra. They are defined as

Kw) = (Af) = A+ . ZD where A* =ker (e : ZF - A) . (6.63)

Itis clear from the PBW bases that K(w)* is identical to the ideal generated by { X, : § # v <g w}.
Assume some z € ¥ with w <p z and let s = #»(w). It is then not hard to see that, as a free
A-module, K(w)* is spanned by all X%, in 85" for which the restriction of y to the inversion
set A (s) C d* is non-zero.

For a more concise description of the ideals in the full quantum algebras, we introduce ab-
breviated notation for exponent subsets complementary to the [0, [); from (6.37), namely,

[[,00) = {y € E(s) : Ja € H(s) for which y(a)>7,} and [[,00) =[[,00)% . (6.64)

It is clear from the isomorphism in (6.38) and with notation as in (5.38) that the associated ideals
inU Z may also be written as the two-sided ideals generated by the spans corresponding to these
exponent sets. That is,

Rawyt = Uf @ = Ut - e, (6.65)
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Observe that for a maximal word z € 7 we have K@t = A7, as defined in (6.63), and K(2)** =
At . Z0. Correspondingly, (6.65) reduces to Kot = glbort,

Note that since the automorphisms from Corollary 6.11 preserve the counit, the analogs of
the identities in (6.35) also hold for the respective ideals. Applied to the induced ideals in the
quantum algebras one finds

Q(Kw?*) = Cw®,  0O(L@*) = KeH*, and S§(K@=) = KH>=. (6.66)

Similarly, Theorem 6.19 and the fact that the definition in (6.63) does not refer to choices of
bases imply the next remark.

Corollary 6.26. Assume the Lie type is not G,, # as before, and s = »(w) = »(w') for two reduced
words w,u € W*. Then Kw) = Kw".

We may thus write K(»)" for Lie types different from G,. We then adopt the abbreviated
notation for a maximal reduced word z € /8

KP=Kke"=K6”  and K7 =Ko = K67, (6.67)

where the first equalities also apply to the G, case (for which £ may be ambiguous). Fur-
thermore, &/-invariance of Z,, as asserted in Theorem 6.22, the recursion (6.19), and the basis
generators for K(s) imply the following recursion for ideals.

Lemma 6.27. Suppose K(s) is the ideal of the full algebra Z,, I(s - t) = I(s) + I(t) for s,t € W', and Lie
type # G, . Then
K-t = K@)+ I, (K®). (6.68)

Analogous augmentation ideals Z2* and Z are defined in using A] = ker (¢ : Z7 - A) as
generators. For a pair s, € 7', combined ideals in the full algebra Z, are given as

K. = (AT, A7) = (AT + A2, . (6.69)

t

Observe also that AT = 0 and than (6.58) implies Q(A}) = A7, which yields the identity
K(s) = K(s,1) = Q(K(1,9) . (6.70)

For later convenience, we introduce compact notation for the ideals in Z, corresponding to the
longest element s, € 7 as

Ko = K62, 1), K. = K(1,s), and K. = K(..s.). (6.71)

Also for Lie types different from G, (or keeping in mind the aforementioned possible ambiguity
for G,) we use the suggested notation from Proposition 6.25 for the entailed ideals in U, such
as, for example,

K, K0, Ke=K6.D, or Ku=Ke.s). (6.72)
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More generally, any subset M C %gf)’J“ generates a ¥-invariant ideal J = (M) of Z since

&9+ are homogeneous in the sense that g, X¥, = +X Y, forallg € €. So, if
., X [%) aPBW basis for Z* /M is given by the set of all X}, for which y # y; for
anyi=1,..., K. The partial order used here is defined as y > y iff y(a) > y(a) foralla € #(w).
Consequently, a PBW basis of Ug“ / M if given by the set of all E ff,, for which ¢ # - y; for any

i=1,....K.

all monomials in B
M = (X X1

we o

We briefly elaborate here on the caution expressed in the introduction to this monograph
regarding quotients by only the X; for simple roots. Let M be ideal in Z} generated by the set
{X;,:i=1,....n} ={X, : y(v) € A, v <y z}, see Proposition 5.1. Considering only the positive
part, a PBW basis of U C+ /M, is given by X with y(a;) < #; on simple roots but y unbounded

w»

on d* \ A, so that U;/]T/I\A is of infinite rank if n > 1.

Even more concretely, for Lie type A, and % = 27, the algebra obtained by imposing only
relations El’f = 0 and Ez"ﬂ = 0 (but not E(‘;z) = 0) has PBW basis {E;'E(jlz)E;2 D0 < iip <
¢ and j € N } . The observations for the full quantum groups are analogous, leading to algebras

without the desired properties of a restricted quantum group.

We mention also a natural ¥-grading z* on any of the ZE} algebras, which provides a dual
picture to ¥-invariance and which is analogous to 0* on U, . Given a = y(v) we set z*(X,) =
(@,0) and z*(Y,) = (0,a) where a € [F2A is the image of the canonical lattice map o+ — [F2A
that assigns «; — «;. Similarly, we set z*(L*) = (ji, i) for u € Z% and L as in (6.16). By
Proposition 6.10 the grading extends uniquely to all of ZE} , yielding a decomposition

=P, (6.73)
geZ

A pairing of ¥ with itself is now given by the symmetric bihomomorphism
V:EXE— {+1,-1} with (@, v), (@', V")) =€, i) - €W, V), (6.74)
where € is as defined in (6.11).

Suppose now that £ = 2¢ and that @ is of oddly laced Lie type (ADEG). Then Lemma 6.5
implies that (6.60) can be expressed more compactly. Namely, for any g,h € ¥ and W € (Zg)g

W =v(g h)- W . (6.75)

Assume, further, that the Lie type is A, , E¢, Eg, or G, . For each of these, € and, hence, v are
non-degenerate pairings of respective F, lattices. So, in these cases a submodule J C Z7 is &-
. . . . . PR . . _ D
invariant if and only if it respects the decomposition in (6.73), meaning that for J, = J n (Z,),
we have

J=PJ, (6.76)

geY

The decomposition in (6.73) can be described in more concrete terms under further assump-
tions. Aside from the restriction to {A,, ,E¢,Eg,G,}, suppose further ¢ is even (Z = 0 mod 4)
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and w € 7} is maximal so that, by Corollary 6.14, Z& can be identified with a polynomial alge-
bra as in (6.41). There is a natural epimorphism from the former with indeterminates labeled by
all positive roots to the polynomial algebra with inderminates given by only the simple roots.

A{xg: @a€®¥Y| = Alz),.ouz,] @ x, = 1z for a=Y,ca;.
Given u € FZ,A we say that a polynomial f € A [z, ..., z,| has parity y if
fzZ1s e Zin1, =20 Zig s - Z) = (DY f (2, .., 2,) Vi=1,...,n.

Thus, a polynomial p € A [{xa ta € CD+}] represents an element in (Z:L)(,z,m with g = (uy, ..., 1,)
precisely if it is mapped to a polynomial in A [z, ..., z,] of parity u, in which case we assign the
parity i also to p and well as the respective element in Z* .

Thus, for example for type A, , the element X}, + X7 X, is of parity (1, 1) in (Z})) (1,10, while
the element X, + X, is not of any fixed parity since X; € (Z})(1.0)0) but X, € (Z}))0.1)0) - Thus,
(X (312) + X 15 X,) is a ¥-invariant ideal of Z; but (X, + X,) is not. The smallest -invariant ideal
the latter is contained in is (X; + X,,2X).

Any finite collection of elements with fixed parity in Z7 thus generates a ©-invariant ideal.
For a converse statement, suppose L is a Noetherian integral domain in which 2 is a unit, sup-
pose 7 : A — L is a ring epimorphism, and let Z;,[L =27 ® L. Then, in fact, all €-invariant

ideals of Z7 | are given as ideals generated by a finite collection of elements of fixed parity.

7. HOPF IDEALS FOR U,(8[,,, ;) FROM SOLVABLE LINEAR ALGEBRAIC GROUPS

The A, case is computationally more accessible than other Lie types, allowing explicit de-
scriptions of the correspondence between the skew-central subalgebras discussed in the previ-
ous chapter and the (semi) classical coordinate rings of Borel subgroups. We start by providing
basic background on linear algebraic groups and their coordinate rings in Section 7.1.

In Section 7.2 we construct specific generators of U,(g) for both ¢ = 8I,,, and ¢ = ¢l -
They are used in Section 7.3 to establish Z>* as a Hopf subalgebra with explicit forms for the
coproduct. The latter are used for identifications with centrally extended quantum matrix al-
gebras, whose complexifications for Z # 2 mod 4, coincide with the coordinate rings of upper
triangular matrices.

Recall from Section 6.3 that for Z# = 0 mod 4 the algebra Z*° is commutative but not central
in U,(g). The remainder and Section 7.4 discuss the construction of Hopf ideals from subgroups
and the relation of the K(s)** ideals from (6.63) to respective Bruhat subgroups.

7.1. Basic Background and Elementary Examples. We provide here some basic vocabulary and
elementary examples as preparation and motivation for the correspondences between Hopf
ideals and algebraic subgroups discussed in Sections 7 and 8. Most of the material reviewed
here can be found, for example, in the early chapters of [Spr09] and [Mil17].
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Suppose G is any algebraic set and M some ring of functions on G. Further, assume H is
any subset of G and I some ideal in M. We denote the vanishing ideal of H in M as well as the
vanishing locus of I in G as

IH)={feM: f(hh=0Vhe HY and V(I)={g€G: f(g=0Vfel}l, (7.1

respectively. We, trivially, have inclusions H € V(I(H)) and I C I(V(I)). Suppose k is an
algebraically closed field, G = k", and M = k[x,...,x,] the ring of polynomials viewed as
functions on G. In this case, Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz and the definition of the Zariski topology
imply that

IVI) =+ and V(I(H)) =Zc(H), (7.2)
where +/I denotes the radical of I and Zcl(H) the usual Zariski closure, establishing a one-to-
one correspondence between Zariski closed subsets and radical ideals. This correspondence

generalizes from k" to any algebraic set G.

Recall that a linear algebraic group is an affine algebraic set G C k" with group operations
that are morphisms of varieties. The coordinate ring on G, customarily denoted by k[G] =
klxy,...,x51/I(G), admits for each g € G a well-defined algebraic evaluation map ¢ ¢ - kIG] =k
with e, ([p]) = p(g) where p is a polynomial in {x;} .

Importantly, these admit a natural Hopf algebra structure, see for example [Spr09, Ch 2],
[Mil17, Ch 3]. The coproduct A : k[G] = k[G x G] = k[G] ® k[G] is the dual of the product
morphism on G such that (¢, ® ¢,)cA = ¢, or, more informally, A([p])(a,b) = p(ab). An
antipode is obtained similarly from inversion on G .

As a central example, consider k[GL(n, k)] = k[{x;;},7]/T, where T = (z - det(x) — 1). The
presentation implies that any element [p] € k[GL(n, k)] can be represented by a polynomial
pEkl{x;},7]in N = n* + 1 indeterminates. The coalgebra structure is readily worked out as

A(lx;D = Y x]®[x,;]  and  A(lr]) =[r] ® [7] (7.3)
k=1
and it is immediate that 7 is a Hopf ideal.

As usual, for a Hopf algebra A, denote the subgroup of group-like elements as Gr(A) = {a €
A @ A(a) = a ® a}. Applied to a coordinate ring A = k[G] this group is naturally identified
(G, k) = Gr(k[G]) consisting of group
homomorphisms ¢ : G — k* that are also morphisms of algebraic sets. For algebraically closed

with the algebraic character group Spec,,(G) = Hom,,
k with char(k) = 0 the character group of GL(n, k) is infinite cyclic generated by the determinant
function. That is,

Spec,, (GL(n, k) = Z 4ey) - (7.4)
Closely related is the fact that GL(n, k) is linearly reductive or, equivalently, that k[GL(n, k)] is
cosemisimple for such k.
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Next, let 6 : k[GL(n, k)] = Nj be the function assigning the minimal degree of representatives
6(f) = min{deg(p) : f = [pl}, where deg(p) denotes the total degree of p as a polynomial in the
n* + 1 variables. Observe that the finite-dimensional linear subspaces D,, = {f € k[GL(n, k)] :
6(f) < m} form an ascending chain of subcoalgebras. Indeed, if f = [p] and p is of minimal
degree d = 6(f), it is clear from the formulae in (7.3) that A(f) can be written as a summation of
pure tensors of monomials, each of which with degree < d.

It is a basic fact that for any linear algebraic group H over k there exists a (Zariski) closed
monomorphism j; : H < GL(n,k) of algebraic groups for some n, e.g. [Spr09, 2.3.7]. Given
such an embedding, we may define an ascending sequence of finite-dimensional linear spaces
D, (H) = j3,(D,,), each of which is clearly a subcoalgebra of k| H].

The next lemma establishes a one-to-one correspondence between Hopf ideals and (Zariski)
closed algebraic subgroups in characteristic zero. It is easy to find examples in positive charac-
teristic for which ii) does not hold.

Lemma 7.1. Let G be a linear algebraic group over an algebraically closed k with char(k) = 0.
i) If J c k[G] is a Hopf ideal, then H = V(J) is a closed algebraic subgroup in G.
ii) Further, J is a radical ideal so that J = T(H) = I(V(J)).
iii) If H < G is any subgroup, then T(H) is a Hopf ideal in k[G].
iv) In this case T(H) = I(Zcl(H)).
v) If I and J are Hopf ideals in k[G], then V(I + J) = VUI)n V(J).
vi) If H and K are closed algebraic subgroups of G, then I(H N K) = I(H) + I(K).

Proof. For i) note that a € V(J) iff J C ker(e,). So, for a,b € V(J) and J a bi-ideal we have
ep() = ¢, ® ¢,(A(J)) C ¢, ® ¢,(J @ kiG] + kiG] ® J) = {0} and hence ab € V(J). The
argument for the antipode is analogous. Given that char(k) = 0 and using the fact that k[G]/J
is a commutative Hopf algebra, Theorem 13.1.2 in [Swe69] states that k[G]/J is a reduced k-
algebra. This, in turn, means that J = /J is a radical ideal. The statements in ii) follow now
from (7.2)as J = I(V(J)) = I(H).

For iii) use the chain of finite-dimensional coalgebras D, C D, C ... with k[G] = |, D;
described above. Set I,, = I(H)n D,,, let D,, = I,, & R,, for some complementary space, and
pick a basis {g,} for R,, withdim(R,,) = M. Letg : G - kM be given by g(a) = (g,(a), ..., g5 (a)).
Thus, if 7g(a) = 0 for all @ € H then g € I(H) and hence 7 = 0 by linear independence.
Given f € 1, there are now unique coefficients b, , € k such that A(f) = > ubv 8, ®8,+T
withT € 1, ® D,, + D,, ® 1,,. Evaluating at (a,b) for a,b € H so that ab € H we have
0= f(ab) = ¢, ® ¢,A(f) = X, b, ,8,(0)g,(b) + ¢, ® €,(T) = g(a)' Bg(b), where B = (b, ,) and
1, Cker(e,).

As g(a)"Bg(b) = 0 holds for all a,b € H, the previous remarks imply B = 0 and, hence,
A(f)=T€1,8D,+D,®1, CI(H)QKIG]+k[G]® I(H), proving that I(H) is a bi-ideal.
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Invariance under the antipode is clear from S(f)(a) = f(a™!) = 0 ifa € H and f € I(H).
Finally, combining iii) with i) and (7.2) we find I(H) = Z(V(I(H))) = I(Zcl(H)) .

The last two statements follow from the standard correspondence between algebraic sets
and radical ideals. The only additional observation needed is that the sum of two Hopf ideals is
again a Hopf ideal so that by i) I(H N K) = V(Z(H) + I(K)) = I(H) + I(K). O

The most elementary example is the additive group k,, for which k[k,] = k[x] with A(x) =
x®1+1®x and S(x) = —x . The vanishing locus of any polynomial in k[x] is finite so that a non-
trivial Hopf ideal needs to correspond to a finite subgroup of k, . In char(k) = 0 the only such
subgroup is {0}. Thus, by Lemma 7.1, the only proper Hopf ideal of k[x] is the augmentation
ideal (x) = I({0}). In characteristic p > 0 we, additionally, have that the principal ideal (x”)
generated by x” is a Hopf ideal.

For the multiplicative group k,, = (k*,-), we have k[k,,] = k[4, A1 = k[A, 7]/(4r = 1) with
A(4) = 4 ® A. Recall any finite subgroup of k,, is cyclic and, thus, of the form Z, = (£) where
¢ a primitive r-th root of unity. We denote Z; = {1} and use the convention Z, = k*. The Z,
are algebraic subgroups with vanishing ideal F, = I(Z,) = (4" — 1) so that {F, : r € N} is the
complete set of non-trivial Hopf ideals of k[4, A~!].

A somewhat more involved example is the semidirect product P = k*Xk with group product
given by (4, x)(4', x") = (A4, x4’ + x’) . It may be viewed as the closed algebraic subgroup of the
upper triangular matrices in GL, with 1 in the upper left entry. Alternatively, P may be viewed
as PGLY", given by the image of the upper triangular matrices in the projective linear group
PGL, . Denote abelian algebraic subgroupsas Z, =7, x {0} and U = {1} xk =[P, P] = k,.

Lemma 7.2. Any closed algebraic subgroup of P is of the form gZ,g~' or Z,U with g € U and r € N,

Proof. Suppose H is an algebraic subgroup in P. Let ¢ : P — k* be the abelianization map
and note that S = o(H) < k* is an abelian (a priori only constructible) subgroup. Suppose
p € S\ {1} is a non-trivial element, meaning (p, y) € H for some y € k. It is then easy to check
that g(p,0)g™! = (p,y) forg =L, (p- D'y eU.

Note that H N U = ker(o|g) is an algebraic subgroup of k, and, hence, either 1 = (1,0) or U.
If HNU = {1} themap o : H — S is a group isomorphism so that H is abelian. If S # {1} there
are, by the previous remark, g € U and p € kX with p # 1 and g(p,0)g~' € H. Since H is abelian
it has to be in the centralizer of gZ,g~! = C(g(p,0)g™!) = k,,. Thus, H = gZ,g~! for some r € N.
If S ={1}clearly H = {1}.

Finally, assume H NnU = U and S # {1}. By the observation above we have that (p,y) € H
implies (p,0) € H asnow g € H . Hence, H = S X k so that § = H nZ; is an algebraic group. It
follows that H = K, X k =Z,U . Ifalso .S = {1}, clearly H=U =Z,U . O

For a clearer formal distinction between coordinates of and functions on G denote by 7, % :
G — k the projections given by Ag) = Aand %(g) = x if g = (4,x). Similar to the previous
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examples, we have k[PGL>] = k[ P] = k[4, A~!, ] as a commutative algebra. The coproducts are
easily worked out from the product rule on P as

AAM)=i®21 and AR =3@1+1®3%, (7.5)
with S(1) = 1~ and S}) = —24~!.

Assuming char(k) = 0 and using Lemma 7.1, we obtain a complete list of Hopf ideals for k[ P]
as the vanishing ideals of the subgroups classified in Lemma 7.2. For example, for g = (1, v) with
v e kwe find J, = I(gZyg™") = (¥ = v(A - 1)) and for any r € N we have F, = I(Z,U) = (1" — 1).
For the remaining subgroups, the respective Hopf ideals are no longer principal, since for r € N
I(gZ,g") = 1(gZyg ' nZ,U) = F,+J, = (I’ =1, —v(i-1)). Note, finally, that the augmentation
ideal is given by ker(e) = F, + Jy = J, + J,, for v # p and that F, + F, = Fy( ), providing a full
description of the additive semigroup of Hopf ideals of k[ P].

The discussion of k[ P] now directly applies to quantum groups U, or U CZO at a root of unity

¢ . For a simple root ¢;, denote by Z>" the subalgebra generated by L; = Kl."ﬂ" and X; = E;f".

Corollary 7.3. The algebra Z;° is a commutative Hopf subalgebra of Uézo).
The semigroup of possible Hopf ideals of Z* ® C is given by the principal ideals F, = (L} —1) withr € N
and J, = (X, — v(L; — 1)) with v € C as well as the sums of ideals F, + J, .

2
Proof. Note first X;L; = Cl.z’f" L;X; = L;X; by definition of {; and ¢;. So, Z;* is commutative, as
also stated in Corollary 6.14. Clearly, L, is group-like since K; is. Moreover, we find from (3.17)
and Corollary 6.2 the coproduct formula

Z.
5 e _ ._ . , |

AX) =) [s] (VB QE K =E QK +1QE =X, L +1®X,. (7.6)
-0 i

Thus, Z;* ® C =~ C[P] as Hopf algebras over C. The claim now follows from the previously
discussed classification of Hopf ideals of C[P]. O

Non-trivial Hopf ideals in Z:* for a general ground ring A containing A, can be found as
preimages of the extension of scalars map Z;* - Z>" ® C, provided that v € A. All of these are

readily seen to be free and complemented A-submodules of Z:".

The classification in Corollary 7.3 underscores the need to choose the minimal exponents
¢; = ¢/ ged(d;, ©) in the definition of the X; generators. Specifically, suppose q; is a long root in
the doubly laced Lie type case, meaning d; = 2, and # is even. Then ¢ = 2¢; so that E/ = X?,
generating an ideal (Ef )=(X 1.2) that is not even radical and hence not Hopf. The latter is also
obvious from the coproduct

AXD =X QLI +2X, @ LX,+1® X} ¢ (X)®U,+U, ®(X}).

Since restricted groups are occasionally defined in the literature with such generators we add
the above observation as a more formal remark, which has an obvious analogue for G, .
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Remark 7.4. Assume UC(ZO) is of Lie type B,,, C,,, or Fy with n > 2 as well as # = 0 mod 4. Then the
ideal generated by { E’ : a € R} is not a Hopf ideal if R C & contains a long root. o

Recall that any reductive algebraic subgroups over an algebraically closed field admits a
Borel subgroup, unique up to conjugation. The fundamental example of such a Borel subgroup
is the subgroup T, < GL(n, k) of upper triangular matrices with non-zero diagonal entries. De-
note also by D,, the subgroup of diagonal matrices and U, the subgroup of upper triangular
matrices with 1’s on the diagonal so that T, = D,, X U,. As algebraic sets, U, = kG and
D,, = (k*)", where the latter is realized as either {(x, ,...,x,,.7) € K" Xk ! x;;...x,,7 =1} or,
equivalently, as (D,)". The former is commensurable with the embedding in GL(n, k), while the
latter yields the coordinate rings as Laurent polynomials.

The coordinate ring is, thus, given as k[T,] = k [{fc,-’ IREE-YIE {)?;il }] so that the set of functions
that are polynomials in off-diagonal entries and Laurent polynomials in the diagonal entries. As
before, we notationally distinguish coordinates and coordinate functions. The group of group-
like elements in k[T,], corresponding to algebraic characters on T, , are given

Spec,, (T,) = 2" with generators {X;; :i=1,...n}. (7.7)

i
The counit is simply &(&; ;) = §;; . The coproduct and antipode for the remaining generators i < j
are readily derived from (7.3) as
At)= Y 2 ®%, and SE)= D DS Rk 2 8L (78)
i<k<j 1<m<j—i
i=ko<k|<...<k,=j
We finally mention the notion of a cosolvable Hopf algebra H following [MW98]. In the case
of a commutative Hopf algebra H, it starts from a finite ascending series of kl = Hy, ¢ H, C
... C H, = H Hopf subalgebras. From the augmentation ideals H? = H nker(e) one obtains for
each s a Hopf ideal H? H, in H, and, thus, a Hopf algebra H; = H;/H° Hg, called the s-th
factor of the series. H is said to be cosolvable if all of the factors are cocommutative for some
such series.

In the case H = k[T, ], these properties can be easily verified if we define H| as the polynomial
subalgebra generated by {%;; : j —i < s} and 1. It is immediate from (7.8) that each H; defines
a Hopf subalgebra. Moreover, it is clear that H; = k[D,,], generated by group-like elements. For
s > 1, one readily verifies that H, = k[{X;; : i—j=s—1}]is a polynomial algebra, for which all
generators are strictly primitive. Hence, each H| is cocommutative and k[T, ] is cosolvable.

Recall, further, that by the Lie-Kolchin Theorem every closed, connected, and solvable linear
algebraic group B is conjugate to a subgroup of T,, see [Spr09, 6.3.1.]. The images of the H|
under restriction and conjugation map k[T,] — k[B] give rise to a respective series with the
same properties as the one for k[T,].

Corollary 7.5. Suppose B is a closed, connected, solvable algebraic subgroup of GL(n, k) over an alge-
braically closed field k. Then k[ B] is cosolvable in the sense of [MW98].
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In particular, the coordinate ring of k[GL(n, k)] is fundamentally different from that of a (con-
nected) Borel subgroup. The former is cosemisimple and thus not cosolvable and its character
group in (7.4) also differs from that in (7.7).

7.2. Standard Presentation of U for A,. We provide next detailed relations and coproduct

formulae for generators E,, of U (8L, ) with respect to a particularly convenient choice of a

+

A of the one mentioned in Section 5.5 and

maximal word. It is given by the conjugate z, = w
inductively defined as

— ; — b _ —
Zy =Z,1C,y With ¢ =w, ... w, . sothat ¢ =w,... w0 =Cppy- (7.9)

Observe that z,, is the word of maximal length in the canonically embedded A, subsystem
in A, forn > mwith I(z,,) = (m;rl). Denote by z, = 7(z,) and ¢, , = #(c, ;) the respective elements
in the Weyl group 7. In the standard Euclidean realization of the A, root system in R"! =
(€, ..., €,41), simple roots are given as a; = €; — ¢;,; and 7 acts as the group of permutations in
n+ 1 letters via s(¢;) = €,;), with generators s; = (i,i+ 1) . Specifically, ¢, , = (n+1,n,...,n+1-k)
is a cyclic permutation and z,,(¢;) = €,4,_; for | <i<m+1land z,(¢;) =¢; fori >m+ 1.

Suppose N = (7)) + k for I < k < m. We have then z,[1, N] = z,,_;¢,, for the first N letters
in z, . The N-th term in the ordering sequence is now computed as

BN

J/(Zn[l, N]) = y(zm—lcm,k) = Zm—lc_m,k—l(am+l—k)

Zypg(m+1..om+2— k)€1t = €npat) (7.10)

= Zm—1(€m+1—k - €m+1) =€~ Epy =t Ay
Hence, the ordering <, defined in Section 2.3 is simply the lexicographic ordering. Namely, for
i < jandr < s we have

€ —€; <, € — € iff j<s or (j=s and i<r). (7.11)

Consider next for 1 < k < m the reduced words

b
bm,k = LUk wm == C:L,m-f—l—k SO that bm,k == wk wm_l == bm—l,k . (712)

As before, we denote the respective element in the Weyl group as l_)m,k = (k,...,mym+ 1) and
compute
J/(bm,k) = l_)m—l,k(am) = (k’ cee m)(em - €m+1) =€ —€pyq - (713)

Note next that b,, , is in the A, subsystem and thus b,,, <z Z,,. Thus, there exists some i,
in the Weyl group of the subsytem such that

z = l_)m,k . L?m’k Wlth I(Zm) = l(l_)m,k) + l(ﬁm,k) . (7.14)

m

In fact, it is easy to verify that a representative reduced word is given by u,, , = z,,_; - ¢, - The
calculations in (7.10) and (7.13) show that

b1 k(@) = Zpy 1 Cop 1 (@ 1—1) = byt i1 o1 (X 1) -
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Together with length comparisons we find

Oy = am—l,kc_m,k— 1 (am+1—k)

(7.15)
and I(Zm—lcm,k—l) = l(bm—l,k) + l(um_l’k) + l(cm’k_l) .
For1<i<j<n+1,denote now the generators of U as follows.
Eij=E; -1 = Ez N with N = (,;1) +i (7.16)

Proposition 7.6. For a given j € {2,...,n+ 1}, the elements in (7.16) are determined by the identity

E

i1 = E;_; and the recursive relation

E,;=T(E, )=q 'EE, ;—E,E for i<j-1. (7.17)

Proof. Setm =j—1and k =i. We have y(z,[1,N]) =¢, —¢; for N = (j;) +i by (7.10). Thus, by
—1,1'—1(EJ'—") = Fbj—2,iuj—2.icj—1,i—l(Ej_i) = Fbj—Z,i(Fuj—Z,iCj—l,i—l(Ej_i)) since the I’

only depend on the Weyl element and I(b;_ ;u;_5;¢;_1 ;1) = I(b;_5;) + 1(u;_5,¢;_1 ;1) by (7.15).

definition, E. nn=1T. Z ¢,

Note, further, that by (7.15) we have that the weight of E =T (E;_)isaj_y.

Ui 2iCj—1,i Uj_2iCj—1,i-1

It, therefore, follows from Proposition 5.1 that E, = E,_, . Plugging this into the previous

Uj—2,iCj-1,i
expression for E, |, y we find

Ei,j = Fbj—z,i(Ej_l) = E Fj—2(Ej—1) = E(EI+I,J) . (7.18)

In particular, E;_, ; = The recursion in (7.17) follows by induction, decreasing in i. As-

-1, j-1-
suming the identity for i + 1, one can express E; ., ; by E;\; and E;,, ;. Since the latter is in
the subalgebra (E,,,, ..., E;_;) generated by {E,,, ..., E;_;}, I; acts as identity on E,,, ; and E;
commutes with E;, ;. The resulting expression in E;, E;,,, and E,,, ; can now be worked out

and identified with the left side of (7.17). O

A full set of commutation relations as well as nested subalgebras of A-types are derived in
the next proposition. Most of these can be found in other references, with the possible exception
of the relation in Item iii) below.

Proposition 7.7. For 1 <i <s < j <t < n+ 1 the following commutation relations hold.

i) E, = q_lEi,jEj,t —E;E; ) EE;,=E; E
ii) EE,;=E;E;, v) E,,E ; =4qE, E;,
iii) E; E,,— E,E;; = —(q—q‘l)ES,jEi,t vi) E; ,E;, = qE; E;,

More generally, suppose j = (jy .- » jpus1) 18 a sequence with 1 < j; < jo < oo < jpq < n+ 1. Then
there exists an injective algebra homomorphism ¢; : U;(@Im ) = U;(@In +1) With

¢f(Er,s) = Ejr’js . (719)
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Proof. The relation in i) is obtained by applying I, |~ = I} ... I, to (7.17), using that I},
acts trivially on E,, ; € (E;,4, ..., E;_;), and substituting indices. Item iv) is clear, since E, ; €
(E
with the generators of the other.

E,_)and E;, € (E,, ..., E,_;) are in algebras for which the generators of one commute

FERRE

Next note that, by (7.18), we can write E; ; = L where w;; = w;...w;_,. Clearly, w; =
w;;jw;, with l(wy,) = l(w;;) + I(w,). Further, the index of z(w;;) = j — 1 does not occur w;,. We
also have a = y(w;;) = ¢; —¢; and f = y(w;,) = €; — ¢, , so that (a| ) = 1. The relation in v) follows

and v =w

now directly from Lemma 5.6, with w = w;, , u = it -

lj’

Alternatively, we find from (7.10) and (7.16) that E;;, = E
¢V, wherev=w,_;_;...w,_;.So,ifwesetw =z, 5¢,_; ;and u = z,_»¢,_ ; we find w = uv with

2y se,y, - FrOm (7.9) we have ¢, ; =
l(w) = l(u)+1(v) . Asbefore 7(u) = t—j does not occur as an index in v. Moreover, a = y(u) = €;—¢,
and f = y(w) = €; — ¢, so that («|f) = 1. Lemma 5.6, therefore, implies the relation in Item vi).

Combining relation i) with v) as well as combining relation i) with vi) we obtain respective
Serre relations

E2

VEjq—[21E E E; + E4E} =0 and E;E; —[2E,E E; + E E; =0.

ij =t jt lj ij=jt ij=jt

Together with the relation in v) we observe that, for a sequence j; < ... < j,, as above, the
elements E, = E i, fulfill the relations of the standard generators of U;(@Im +1)- Hence, we
have a well-defined algebra homomorphism ¢; that maps the E, generator in U (81,,,,) to E,
in US(8L,,,). Setting (i, j,1) = (ji.Jjx+1-Jm) and denoting Eip= E; ; relation v) can be written
as Ey,, = ¢ 'E Eryyn — Ery mEy - Since this is the same recursion (7.17) for the generators in
U+(§I ) and ¢; is a homomorphism, (7.19) follows inductively. This also means that the PBW
ba51s elements given by ordered monomials in the E, ; in U7(8l,,,,) are mapped to elements of
standard PBW basis of U;(§In +1), which, in turn, 1mphes that b ; is injective.

Given the A, < A, inclusions, it now suffices for the remaining relations to consider the A;
case, using ¢; with j = (i, jp. j3.Js) = (i, s,j,1). The relation in ii) is then implied by E, 4E, =
E,E,,. To see this, observe E| 4, = I''[,(E;) and E, = I'/I,(E}) as in Proposition 5.1. Thus,
[E\ 4, E5] = [ T(E3), T T,(E)] = I Ty([Ey, E3]) = 0 as desired.

To derive the last relation iii), we set 6, = I, I(E,) = —F,K, and compute from the relations
in Section 3.2 the following equations in the full quantum group U,, .

0,E,=q'Ef, forie{l,3} and 0,E,= q_q:_l 2 1)+ ¢*E,0,

these entail commutators

. qz
Letting ¢ = ppm

[6,, E,E,E;]1 = c(¢K; —q ) E,E [0,. E,E,E;1 = c¢(K; — DE,E

i j’
[0, E,E;Ey] = c(¢’°K; — " *)E,E,

1 j ’

(7.20)
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Using the braid relations for the I; as well as I, I';(E,) = E; we, further, compute

LT 0 (Ey) = I ' TTY(ES) = I T Y(E;) = T T3(E,)

S » (7.21)
Combining (7.20) and (7.21) we arrive at
L5 By, I I D (E3)) = (g — g7 EL B
which yields, after application of I' I, and using I'| I,(E,) = E, = E, 3, the desired form
[E1,3, E2,4] = [['(E,), I(E3)] = —(q — q_l)rlrz(El)F1F2(E3) =-(q— q_l)E2,3E1,4~
O

To express the coproducts of these elements we introduce notations K;; = K;... K;_; and
E,=E =1

Lemma 7.8. For i < j, the coproduct of E, ; is
J
A(E; ) = Z o Eix ® K Ey (7.22)
k=i

where ¢; =¢; =1land ¢, = —(q—q~") fori <k < j.

Proof. The formula is immediate for the coproduct of E;_; when i = j — 1. The assertion for
i < j —11is then obtained by descending induction in i, using the recursion (7.17). For T,i” =
E;x ® K; E, ; a basic calculation yields

i+1,j i+1,j T’ for k>i+1
¢ AETT — T AE) =1 T

—(q=g DT +T for k=i+1.
Assuming (7.22) for A(E,, ;) we then use this computation to derive (7.22) for the coproduct as
A(E; ) = ¢ A(E)A(E, 11 ) — AE;4 )AE). -

The coproduct for powers of these generators is derived from commutation relations for the
elements Tli’j defined in the proof above. First, observe that the identities v) and vi) in Proposi-
tion 7.7 imply that

Tri’jTS”j = q'zT;’jTri’j forall i<r<s<j. (7.23)

Thus, if D,, = Y, . ¢, T ;J we find from (7.23) that also D,,_,T,’ = ¢ 2T,’D,,_;. We may
now write D,, = V + U where V = D,_, and U = ¢, T,/ . Applying (3.3), this allows us to

.\ T
infer DY = ¥ 4" N1 [1:/] DN (cmT,;” > . Tterating this formula, we arrive at the following
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expression,
N o\ CNF;
AEN) = ) qTisssi (g7 —q)z"“qrs[ ]<T1> ...<Tj’f>’. (7.24)
Fiseenslj20 I’,-,...,rj
r,-+.A.+rj=N

7.3. Identification of Z° as a (Semi) Classical Matrix Algebra. We consider next the special-
ization to a primitive £-th root of unity ¢, with # the order of { 2 In the simply laced setting all
£y, =¢.Thus, fortheroota =a;+... +a;,_; = ¢, —¢;, wehave X, = X, ; = Efj with respect to
the ordering given by (7.9). We extend this notation to X;; = 1. Write also L, ; = L% = Kfj as in
(6.16) and define Z2° = Z'asin (6.39) and (6.56).

The coproducts of the X, have been computed in [BW04, (2.24)] for a 2-parameter version
U, 4(8,), which coincides with U, if r = s7! is a respective root of unity. The results there imply
that the collection of all X, generate a Hopf ideals, leading to a well-defined (2-parameter)
restricted quantum group. A general form for the coproduct for other cases can also be found in
[DCKP92, Sect. 5.5], though the stated formulae are modulo higher ideal terms and no explicit
coefficients are offered. A similar version of the next lemma can be found in [BW04].

Lemma 7.9. For 1 <i < j < n+ 1 and with notation as above, we have

J
AX )= D bXi ® LiyXy, (7.25)
k=i

where b, = (! —(,“)’“ﬂC(Z) fori<k<jandb =b;=1.

In particular, Z*° is a Hopf subalgebra of U;O .

Proof. Setting N = ¢ in (7.24) and with Corollary 6.2 we are left with a summation over terms

in which one index r, = ¢ and all other indices are zero. For i < k < j we, further, note that
i (2

(T = (E)" ® (K E ) = C(z)Efk ® kaE,’ij since K, E; ; = {T'E; K, . The resulting

formula for the coproduct in (7.25) as well as A(L; ;) = L; ; ® L, ; contain only generators of Z3°,

so that Z2° is a sub-bialgebra.

As noted in the proof of Theorem 6.19 in Section 6.4, Z*° is also invariant under U. From
Item iv) in Proposition 4.1 we also know that LI";d(Xi’j) = le(ei_ef)Xi’j = AL;;X;;, where A = £{¢
for some a € Z. Relation (4.16) now implies that Z>° is also invariant under the antipode .S'. [

A normalization of generators for which the coproduct structure is defined over Z is dis-
cussed in Appendix D. The fact that the full skew-central subalgebra forms a Hopf subalgebra
allows us now to prove that the ideals defined in Section 6.5 are indeed Hopf ideals.

Theorem 7.10. For any s € W the augmentation ideal K(s)*° as in (6.63) is a Hopf algebra ideal in Z*°.

Proof. Since s <g s, there are reduced words w,b € #™* withz = w-b € 7, s, = #(z), and
s = »(w). As in Section 2.3, this imposes a total convex ordering <, on ®*. As in the remarks



96

following (6.63), word independence of Theorem 6.19 implies that K(s)*° is the ideal generated
by all X, with § # v <p w. Given the fixed z € 7, we may relabel generators X, = X,

analogous to (5.3). Thus, with y = y(w) and this notation, K(s)*" is the ideal generated by X
with g <, 7.

Next, note that, by Proposition 6.10, the monomials L*X Y o= +LH | | . ¢ v @ are a basis
for Z2. Since, by Lemma 7.9, K2’ is a Hopf algebra over A, we can write A(X,) with f € d* as
a A-linear combination of terms of the form LVX g - Xp @ LMX By Xp o where the sequence
of roots fi; € d* may have repetitions.

By w-grading, we must have f = Y. f;. Lemma 2.6 now implies that for at least one j we
have f; <, . Thus, if f <, y also §; <, y and, hence, that X s, € K(s)*° . Therefore, any of these
terms is in K(5)*° @ Z2° + Z2° ® K(5)*°, which, thus, contains A(X ) for every generator X s of
K(s)** (with g <, y) and, consequently, also A(K(s)*"). O

The proof of Theorem 7.10 extends to other classical Lie types for which Z° can be shown to
be a Hopf subalgebra, as well as other Lie types to which Lemma 2.6 can be generalized.

The Z?) subalgebras, however, will generally not form sub-bialgebras. For example, for type
A, and w = w w, = z,[1,2] we have that Z} is the subalgebra generated by X ; and X, ;. Yet,
A(X, 3) will also contain a X , factor.

Conversely, call a subset C C ®* a lower set if y +v € C for y,v € d* implies yu,v € C.
The coproduct in (7.25) implies that (X, L, : a € C) is a Hopf subalgebra for any lower set C,
where the generators are defined with respect to the maximal word from (7.9). For a given root
B=e—€=a+..+a,_y, let Cy be the set of all positive roots < f in the usual partial order,
which is just the root subsystem {e, —¢€, : i <5 <r < j}.Itis clear that a subset C has the above
property if and only if it is a union of (possibly intersecting) sets Cj .

One may, further, ask for which s € 7', both, the algebra Z** is a Hopf subalgebra so that
K(s)** is a Hopf ideal. In the A, case with 7" = S, it is not difficult to see that the root set
H(s) for Z3° is a lower set if it is the disjoint union of sets Cj; . Particularly, the lower set property
for A (s) implies that if (i, j) with i < j is an inversion pair for s € S, then any (a, b) with
i < a < b < jalsoneeds to be an inversion pair. Suppose that [i, j] is a maximal interval with
€; —€; € H(s). Itis then not hard to see that s then maps the intervals [1,i — 1], [i, j], and [j + 1, 1]
respectively to themselves and that it acts on [i, j] via the longest (full inversion) element of

Sj—1+1 .

Thus, by induction, s must be the product of longest elements on disjoint intervals a, =
lis,js), with ji < ig,;. The associated subalgebra Z*° is then identified with Z*(a)) ® ... ®
Z%(a,,), where each Z*(a,) is the subalgebra generated X, and L, with a in the respective
A _i +1 subsystem. Requiring the augmentation ideals K(s)*’ to derive from Hopf algebras, thus,
leaves us with only these obvious examples.
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In the remainder of this section, we discuss identifications of the Hopf algebra Z2° as in
Lemma 7.9 with (semi) classical Hopf algebra constructions that are (mostly) independent of
a choice of roots of unity {. These are more conveniently worked out for the quantum group
associated to gl,; , which contains the standard one for 31, .

The generators of U,(gl,,,) are given by the usual E; and F, for 1 < i < n as well as Pl.il
for 1 <i < n+1. The elements Pl.il are required to be group like and to commute with each
other. Relations (3.13) and (3.16) are replaced by ones in which we substitute K; by P,P!:Ll1 The
conjugation relations in (3.14) are replaced by

PiEjP,'_l — q(€i|“j)Ej — q5i,j_5i,j+1Ej and PiFjl)l‘_l = q—(€i|“j)Fj = q_‘si,j+5i,j+1Fj , (726)
and the Serre relations (3.11) and (3.12) remain unchanged.

A Z-grading p on U, (gl,,) is provided by setting p(P) = 1 and p(E;) = p(F;) = 0 for
alli = 1,....n. The original algebra U,(8l,,,) is then recovered as the 0-graded subalgebra
of U,(gl,;) with respect to p. The inclusion map of U,(8l,,,) into U,(gl,,,) is now given by
K, » PzP,:,ll on the Cartan subalgebra and identity on all other generators.

The specialization of U,(gl,;;) to a root of unity ¢ is commensurable with this inclusion. The
analogous skew-central subalgebra Z>° is generated by Q, = P/ as well as the X ; asbefore. The
p-grading extends to Z2* with p(Q;) = ¢ .

The ground ring A may be any extension of A, = Z[{], such as the ones from (6.5). If ({ - ¢ )1
isnot in A, we denote by ’Zfi’ the subalgebra generated by Q; = Pf and (¢ - ¢ Y X ij - Thus, for
example for A = A, , the quotient Z*° /Z2 is a torsion module for A. Conversely, if the ground
ring extends N, we have Zz° =Z2.

As for the generic case, the original subalgebra Z° is identified with the zero-graded com-
ponent of Z=* with respect to p. Analogously, we write Z2° for the subalgebra generated by the

L;and ({ - ¢ X, ;, or, equivalently, the zero-graded part of z2.

We next consider a smaller variant of the extended quantum matrix algebra introduced by
Artin, Schelter, and Tate in [AST91]. Suppose ¢ : {1,...,n}> — AX are coefficients for which
ci,j) = c(.in ' and ci,i) = 1. Define O(T,, A, c) to be the unital algebra over A with generaPlease
provide the text you want me to spell check.torset {R;; : 1 <i <j <n}u {Rl.‘l.1 ci=1,...,n})
and relations
C(, s) -1 -1
——R_,R and R 'R.;=1=R;,R (7.27)

: st j Qi b 0N
C(.n)

for all valid indices. This algebra differs from the one in [AST91] in that we only use the coeffi-

Ri,j Rs,t =

cients on the subgroup T, of upper triangular matrices in GL(n, C), and that an extra parameter
there is A = 1. The algebra O(T,, A, c) may also be viewed as a central extension of the polyno-
mial algebra A[{x; ;, x7!},<;], in which the ¢ expression features as the respective 2-cocyle.

The bialgebra portion of the following result is a straightforward adaption of Theorems 1 and
2in [AST91]. As opposed to the situation in [AST91], an antipode is assured by the invertibility
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of the diagonal elements and does not require a determinant relation. Its explicit form below is
readily verified by direct computation.

nij

Proposition 7.11. The algebra O(T,, A, c) is a free A module with basis given by monomials [],.; R,

where n;; € Z and n; ; € N, for 1 <i < j < n (for some fixed ordering).

Further, O(T,, c, A) admits the structure of a Hopf algebra over A with coproduct defined by
J
AR )= R ®Ry;. (7.28)
k=i

The counit is (R, ;) = &, ; . The unique antipode is given by S(R;;) = R;} and, for j > i, by

_ _ym p-l1 -1 -1 -1
S(Rl"]) - Z ( 1) RSO’SO RSO’SI Rsl »51 Rsl’sz o Rsm—] Sm—1 Rsm*I Sm Rsm’sm ’

1<m<j—i
i=59<81<...<5,=j

Two special cases of fully symmetric and anti symmetric coefficient sets are given by
si.h)=1 and  a@j)=—(—1)%. (7.29)

We will also abbreviate O(T,, A) = O(T,, s, A) for the classical matrix algebra. Note also, that the
coefficients in (7.29) are units in Z and the structure coefficients in Proposition 7.11 are integers
as well. Thus, the matrix algebras can be defined over Z so that

OT, AN)=0T,Z)QA and  OT,a,A) =0T, aZ) QA. (7.30)

The algebra O(T,, c, A) admits many integer gradings. One of them, given on generators as
n(R; ;) = €;—¢; , extends to a Hopf algebra grading. Another is the total polynomial degree, given
by q(R; ;) = 1 and ([]](R;il) = —1, which does not extend to a Hopf algebra grading. Nevertheless,
it is not hard to see that the zero graded subalgebra, spanned by monomials M with q(M) = 0,
forms indeed a Hopf subalgebra, which we denote as O,(T,,c,A). Similarly, we abbreviate
O)(T,s A) = O)(T, 5, A).

The following identifications of the skew-central subalgebras assume that A contains Ag,
where ¢ is a primitive £-th root of unity.

Theorem 7.12. Let Z2° and Z2° be the subalgebra of U,(gl,) and U,(8L,) as defined above. There exist
isomorphisms of Hopf algebras over A as follows.

>

.NZ
IR

o(T,,N) and zz

v

IR

O,(T,,A) if #22 mod4
(7.31)

>0
v

N2

IR

O(T,,a,A) and zz

IR

O,(T,,a,A\) if #=2 mod 4

Proof. Setb= ({7 = ¢)'¢ () and consider the assignments of generators of O(T,, c, A) to genera-
tors of Z2¢ given by

R, ;> bO7'X,;; fori<j and R~ 07" (7.32)
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Using QZ-QJT1 =P’/ Pj‘f = Kfj = L, ; and the coproduct formula in (7.25) we find

AGO;'X,) =50 @018 0,0 X, + X, bX, ®0,0;' Xy, + X, ®0,0;")
i<k<j
=0;'®bO7' X, ; + D, b0 X, ® O X, ; + b0 X, ® Q.
i<k<j

That is, the assignment preserves the corelation of generators from (7.28).

The commutation relations 6.26 specialize to X, X, = €@/ X,X  in the simply laced case.
Here € = ¢°, as in (6.2),is€ = —11if £ =2 mod 4 and € = +1 otherwise. From (7.26) we also
have 0, X, = €9 X,0,. Thus, 7' X, 07 X, = €Cle)H@lPH@hg-l x 0-1X . Setting a = €, —¢;
and f = ¢, —¢, withi < j and s <1 we find the exponentis 6, ;+6;, = (1+6; ) +(1+5;,) mod 2.

Thus (Q;'X; )Q7'X, ) = %(QS‘IXS,,)(Q;lXW-), where c(,j) = €. Clearly, for € = 1
this matches the commutation relations in O(T,,s, A) and for € = —1 the ones for O(T,,a,A).
Consequently, the assignment in (7.32) extends to an algebra homomorphism, with the previous
observation, also to a bialgebra homomorphism, and, using uniqueness of antipodes, to a Hopf

algebra homomorphism.

It is clear that this homomorphism maps PBW bases to each other, yielding an isomorphism
of Hopf algebras and, thus, proving the statements for the U,(gl,) subalgebras. The respective
statements for the U,(8],) are inferred from the fact that the assignment in (7.32) maps a gener-
ator with g-grading of 1 to an element with p-grading —#. Therefore, the isomorphism restricts
to an isomorphism of the respective zero-graded Hopf subalgebras. O

Theorem 7.12 together with (7.30) implies that in the skew-central subalgebras are deter-
mined by Hopf algebras that are independent of the choice of a root of unity, except for the
mod 4-parity of its order.

Conjecture 7.13. For given root system P, denote by B be the Borel subgroup of the respective complex,
simply connected simple algebraic group and by B the Borel subgroup so associated to the coroot system
®. Let further Z2 be the analogous skew-central subalgebra in an extension of UCZ" for a primitive #-th
root of unity ¢ .

i) Z2 is also a Hopf subalgebra for any %, isomorphic to a centrally extended matrix algebra, gen-
eralizing the definition of [AST91] and associated to either B or B or a finite quotient of these.

ii) This extended matrix algebra depends up to isomorphism only on parity of # modulo 4e.

7.4. Ideals from Algebraic Subgroups of T, and Bruhat Subgroups. In this section we focus
entirely on type A,_, algebras and the case £ # 2 mod 4, for which Z2° is commutative. In this
setting, Theorem 7.12 yields an isomorphism between commutative rings, whose scalars we can
be further extended to a field k = Q({) or k = C, assuming an embedded ground ring A < k.
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As before, let T, < GL(n, k) be the algebraic group of upper triangular matrices over k. De-
note also PT,, < PGL(n, k) the respective subgroup of the projective linear group. We will use the
following identifications with coordinate rings.

Corollary 7.14. Assume # # 2 mod 4 and Lie types gL, or 81, as above. Then the isomorphisms from
Theorem 7.12 composed with the assignment R, ; — %, ; yield isomorphisms of Hopf algebras

2@k = k[T,] and Z*®k = k[PT,].

Proof. Clearly, Z** @ k = 22 ® kand Z**® k = Z2° ® k. It is also easy to see that O(T,, k) = k[T,]
as commutative Hopf algebras by comparing coproducts in (7.8) and (7.28). On the diagonal the
assignment extends uniquely to R;l.] > fc;} . Recall that PT, is defined as the quotient T, /C by the
center C = k* - 1 so that k[PT,] embeds in k[T, ]. Functions in k[PT,] are those constant on each
C-coset. For given 1 € kX, g € T, and &/ =[], ; )Ac[']’ a general monomial, one readily verifies
that 2/ (Ag) = AZisi /i - 2/ (g). Thus &/ € k[PT,]iff ¥,_; f;; = 0. Since q([],; le 1) =Yg fij, the
isomorphism k[T,] — O(T,, k) maps k[PT,] precisely to O,(T,, k), which is thus identified with

Z2 @k 0

Note that the coalgebra structure for k[PT,] = k[4, A=, %] is given by (7.5), whereas the co-
ordinate ring of the Borel part in the 2-fold cover lsi“; < SL(2,C) is of the form k[ 7, 7~!, %] with
coproduct A(X) = £ ® 7 + y~' ® %. Clearly, the two groups and their respective coordinate rings
are not isomorphic. To avoid these types of subtleties, we will confine our discussion below
mostly to the case T, < GL(n,C). Corollary 7.14 permits us now to defined large families of
Hopf ideals via the composition of maps

hi 20 o E0 5 FNQC —s C[T,]. (7.33)

Lemma 7.15. Assume Lie type A,_,, A = Cand % #2 mod 4 as above. Let H < T, be any subgroup
of the complex subgroup of upper triangular matrices. Then

AH) = {z€Z* : %(2)(g)=0Vge€ H} (7.34)

is a Hopf ideal in Z=°. Moreover, A(H) depends only on the (Zariski) closure of H and for two closed
algebraic subgroups H, K < T, we have A(H N K) = A(H) + A(K).

Proof. The definition in (7.34) can be rephrased as A(H) = %#~'(I(H)), with notation for the
vanishing ideal of H in C[T,] as in Section 7.1. Since % is a Hopf algebra homomorphism as
a composite of such, the preimage of a Hopf ideal is again a Hopf ideal. The other properties
follow directly from Lemma 7.1. O

Subgroups of P < T, were discussed and classified already in Corollary 7.3. More general
examples of algebraic subgroups may be structured using T, = D,, X U,, where D,, and U,
are as in Section 7.1. Algebraic subgroups A < D,, are given as products of finite groups and
copies of C*, yielding further abelian subgroups A’ = gAg~! for any g € U,,. Any such A’ acts
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on U, by conjugation, and any algebraic subgroup V < U, that is A’-stable yields an algebraic
subgroup A’V < T, . Respective Hopf ideals in Z*° for AU, = A’U, are generated by expressions
of the form [], Lf" — 1, while the ideals for general A’V are typically generated also by linear
expressions in the coordinate functions.

More relevant for our purposes are algebraic subgroups closely related to the Bruhat decom-
position G = | |, C(s) with Bruhat cells C(s) = BsB defined as double cosets. Here G is a
connected complex reductive algebraic group, B < G a Borel subgroup, and § € N(T') a repre-
sentative of s € # = N(T)/T, where T < B is a maximal torus of G and N(T) its normalizer.
We will call the following the Bruhat subgroup associated to an element s € 7.

B(s) = BN sBs™'. (7.35)

To explain the relation to the Bruhat decomposition, let U < B be the usual unipotent group
such that B is a semidirect product of B = D X U with the Cartan subgroup D > T (in the
sense of (C¥)" > (S!)"). Analogous to (7.35), set U(s) = U n sU5™' = B(s) n U, which is
generated by subgroups {U, : a« € #(s")}, where s" is as in (2.20). For each s € %/, the map
U(s") = C(s)/B : uw [us]isa bijection, thus relating the collection {U(s)} of subgroups to the
Bruhat partition of the coset space G/B. Note that, U(s") = U n U~ s~!, where U~ = s,Us, ! is
the respective group associated to negative roots. For details see, for example, [Bum04, Ch30],
[Spr09, §8.3], or [Con17, §10.3,N].

The augmentation ideals K(s), defined in (6.63), are next identified with the vanishing ideals
on the Bruhat subgroups. Here, the latter are defined with respect to G = GL(n,C), B =T, , and
U = U, as above.

Theorem 7.16. For Lie type A, # #2 mod 4, and any s € W we have
A(B(s)) = K(5)*° .

Proof. Note first that for s € #" = S, the representative s is given by the usual permutation
matrix, acting on the canonical basis by Se; = e,; . Suppose L € T,, meaning that L;; # 0 and
L;; =0fori> j. The additional condition L € $Bs~! is then equivalent to L;;=0ifi < jbut
s7!(i) > s71(j). Thus, with @ = ¢, —¢; € ®*, the latter is equivalent to s~ (a) = €15 — €,-1(;) € D™
and, hence, @ € #(s) . It is thus clear that a polynomial in %, ; and )%:il is zero on B(s) if and only
if it is in the ideal generated by {%;; : €, —¢; € #(s)}. The /Z-preimage of this set is then the
ideal generated by {X, : @ € #(s)}, which is precisely K(s)*°. a

It is important to keep in mind that the definition of A(H) in Lemma 7.33 depends on the
isomorphisms in Theorem 7.12. These, in turn, depend on the choice of the ordering in (7.11)
which determine the E; ; and thus X, ; generators. The equality in Theorem 7.16 implies now
shared properties of the identified ideals.

Corollary 7.17. The following statements hold.
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i) A(H) does not depend on a choice of ordering or isomorphism if H is a Bruhat subgroup.
i) If 2 #2 mod 4, then K3 isa Hopf ideal in Ug"(é%[n) and Uy (81,,) forany s € W' .

The first statement is immediate from word-independence of K(s), which itself a consequence
of Theorem 6.19 and the definition in (6.63).

For the second assertion recall the notation J = J - U? from Proposition 6.25, extending ideals
in the subalgebras Z>° to ideals in the respective quantum algebras. ¥-invariance trivially holds
in the commutative case. It is clear that, if Z>° is a Hopf subalgebra and J a Hopf ideal in Z2°,
then J is a Hopf ideal in the quantum algebra as well. By Theorem 7.16 and Lemma 7.15 this is
the case for J = K(s)** forany s € 7.

A natural question related to the first item in Corollary 7.17 asks, for which closed algebraic
subgroups C < B the resulting ideal .A(C) can be constructed without the choice of a partic-
ular ordering. The observation in Item ii) of the corollary will be proved for all Lie types in
Theorem 9.20 below.

The full Z, = Z*° - Z=* subalgebra naturally also forms a Hopf subalgebra, which, over C,
can also be identified with the coordinate ring of the algebraic group W,, = GL(n, C)* as defined
in (1.1). One Borel algebra B* = T, is given by the usual upper triangular matrices and the
opposite B~ = T, by the lower triangular ones. The algebraic maximal torus D, = T, n T, is,
hence, given by the diagonal matrices in GL(n, C). Rephrasing definition (1.1) in this notation,
we have

W, =ker (T, xT, — D,xD, — D,) .

The construction also implies W, = D, X (U x U,), where U, and U, are the respective
unipotent subgroups. The next result extends Corollary 7.14. Although the existence of a Hopf
algebra isomorphism is already implied in [DCKP92] for odd %, we construct the map here
explicitly via assignments of the polynomial generators of the form R, — £ and also include

i ij
the case Z =0 mod 4.

Lemma 7.18. Suppose { is a #-th root of unity and U, = U,(gl,,) as defined above.
i) Z. is a Hopf subalgebra of U, .
ii) For £ %2 mod 4 there is an isomorphism of Hopf algebras Z, ® C = C[W,,].
iii) Moreover, for such %, any closed algebraic subgroup of W, defines a Hopf ideal in Z, and, hence,
a Hopf ideal of U, .

Proof. Recall that the involution IT : U, — U™ from (4.13) maps U, 5"(2") toU ;"(5“) with the op-
posite coproduct. In particular, since Z2° is a Hopf subalgebra, then so is Z=° = I1(Z*). The
product map Z= ® Z** — Z, is a surjective Hopf algebra homomorphism with kernel given
by the Hopf ideal J = ¥, (L' ® L, — 1). Composing this with IT ® id, we obtain a surjection
22 @72 — Z withkernel J/ = ¥, (L;® L;—1). Over C the isomorphism from Corollary 7.14



103

allows us to replace Z=° with C[T,] and Z>"* with C[T¢*], where T¢ is naturally identified with

T, via transposition.

The kernel of the resulting epimorphism C[T; x T,] = C[T;] ® C[T,] — Z. is now the ideal
J"' =3 (G %) —1) =2, (%,; ®%;; —1). The subgroup V(J') now consists of (a,b) € T, X T,
such that %, (@)%, ;(b) = 1 forall i = 1,...,n. The set of these pairs is now exactly the kernel W,
defined above. Lemma 7.1 then implies J” = I(W,,) and thus C[W,] = Z.. The last statement is
now also immediate from Lemma 7.1. O

Consider the natural center action of C* on W,,, given by A.(b~, b") = (A71b7, Ab™) with b~ €
T, and b € T,. The respective C* action on the coordinate ring of W, over C yields a direct
decomposition C[W,] = @, ., CIW,], with f € C[W,], characterized by A.f = Ak f o Ttis easy
to check that this decomposition coincides with the one imposed by the p-grading introduced
in Section 7.3.

Thus, for Z #2 mod 4, the isomorphism in Lemma 7.18 restricts to an isomorphism of Hopf
algebras between Z, ® C and C[W,,],, the C*-invariant part of the coordinate ring, which, in
turn, may be identified with C[PGL(n, C)*].

The Artin group & = B, action on U,(8l,) generated by the I; naturally extends to an action
onU,(gl,) by I',(P,) = P, wherei — s(i) is the usual permutation for s € 7" = S, . Lemma 7.18
now implies an action of B, by algebra automorphisms of C[W,]. Invoking the standard cor-
respondence between algebra homomorphisms of coordinate rings and morphisms of algebraic
varieties, this implies an action of B, on W, .

Corollary 7.19. There exists a non-trivial action of the braid group B,, on n strands by algebraic auto-
morphisms on the algebraic group W, , commensurable with Lusztig’s B,-action on the quantum group
of Lie type A,_; .

It is, worth contrasting the correspondence in Lemma 7.18 for the central subalgebras with
that of the traditional correspondences for the original quantum groups. For the latter U* and
U, are associated with the opposing Borel subgroups and U, = U_*-U - with the original simple
or reductive Lie group.

However, for the central subalgebras, the associated Lie group W, is a solvable group and
thus fundamentally different from GL(n, C). Correspondingly, the coordinate ring C[W, ] = Z,
is cosolvable in the sense of Corollary 7.5, whereas C[GL(n, C)] is cosemisimple since GL(n, C) is
reductive. Similarly, the of group algebraic characters Spec,,, (W,) = Gr(Z.) ~ 7" differs from the
one in (7.4).

Lemma 7.18 allows us to associate, for example, the Hopf ideal Z((K x H)nW,) to any pair of
subgroups H < T, and K < T, , which then define Hopf ideals A(K, H) in Z, as before. These
may then be reexpressed as A(K, H) = A(K,T,)+A(T,, H) = (A(K)*"+.A(H)*")- Z, . Specialized
to the Bruhat subgroups this yields, together with Theorem 7.16 and a respective definition of a
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Bruhat subgroup B(t)~ < T, , the identity of ideals
A(B(t)™, B(s)) = (KO= + K(®)- Z,  foranys,t € 7. (7.36)

Concluding our discussion of the A, _, algebras, we briefly address the case £ = 2 mod 4,
when € = —1, as well as an approach to the next simply laced Lie types.

We first provide a concrete description of Tanisaki’s isomorphism from [Tan16] for the sub-
group T, < GL(n,C). Let I, € T, be the diagonal matrix with (I;), ; = =1 and (I,),; = 1 fori # 5.
Forany 1 <s <t <ndefinethemap,, : T, —» T, by 7z ,(b) = I -b-I,. Clearly, all 7, , are of order
2 and commute with each other, generating an elementary abelian 2-group & of isomorphisms
of T, as an algebraic variety. Obviously, none of the 7, are a group homomorphism of T, and
the quotient variety T, /@ retains no group structure either.

Lemma 7.20. Assume £ =2 mod 4 and Lie type A,_, . Let Z7 be the intersection of 22" ® C with the
center of U, ¢ . Then there is a weight-preserving algebraic isomorphism of commutative algebras,

Z2 = C[T,]” = C[T,/%].

Proof. It follows from the commutation relations in Section 6.2 that Z7’ is identical with the

Fr
center of Zf" ® C = O(T,,a,C) itself. Denote R/ = His j le’J’ for some fixed ordering and

% = [ /% as before. Recall that R, ;R;, = (—1)5M+5f’fRs’tR,-’j and observe that 77 (%; ;) =

i
(—1)%s*%%, . It is clear from these formulae that R/ is central if and only if £/ is ©-stable.
Write M C Z(Wzrl) for the set of exponents f = (f; ;) for which this is the case, namely, those for
which ¥ ; fs; + X, fi; =0 mod 2 for all s < 7. Depending on the chosen ordering, it now
follows from commutativity that one can then choose a quadratic form 9 on M ® Z such that for
R/ = (WV=1)*P RS we have R/ - R& = R/*&. Thus, #/ — R/ defines an isomorphism of algebras
over C. 4

As an elementary example, it is easy to see that C[T,]¥ corresponds to the subalgebra gener-
ated by Ril , Riz ,and R2,2R1_j , which is clearly not a Hopf subalgebra. Also, we have & = F,xF,
acting component-wise on T, & (C*)? x C by (x;1,X,,) = (=1, —Xp,) and x;, = —x,,, respec-

tively. So, T, /& has no obvious group structure.

As an alternative approach to finding an interpretation of O(T,,a,C) and thus Z>* ® C we
may seek to retain the coordinate ring C[T,] as a target set, but modify the multiplication and
comultiplication maps as weighted averages with respect to some ¥-action. We propose the
following form of a possible Hopf algebra structure.

Conjecture 7.21. There exist modified multiplication » and comultiplication A on C[T,] of the form

Pry = Z u(o, D) (p)o*(w)  and  A(@)(a,b) = Z n(o,7) p(a(a)z(b)), (7.37)
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such that (C[B,], *, A) is isomorphic to O(T,,a,C). Here summations are over algebraic involutions
o : T, - T, with 6*(%,; ;) = X, ; and the weights u and n take values in Z[%] .

Again, the involutions are not required to be homomorphisms. In this form, the definition
of Hopf ideals as vanishing ideals on subgroups then requires that these subgroups are pre-
served under the groups of involutions. This is indeed the case for the Bruhat subgroups. We
mention that versions of the specific quantum matrix algebras O(T,,, a, A) are recovered also in
Proposition 2 of [Cli94] as images of a Frobenius map.

Overall, however, the skew matrix algebras O(T,, a, A) are scarcely studied in the literature
despite their natural occurrences, lacking any semi-classical interpretations one might expect.
Following [AST91] the algebra O(T,,, a, A) is constructable from the skew coordinate algebra gen-
erated by {x; : i = 1,...,n} subject to relations x;x; = —x;x; if i # j. Particularly, the generators
x; remain of infinite order and the algebra is fundamentally distinct from finite-dimensional
exterior or Clifford algebras. There, thus, appear to be no obvious identifications of the skew
matrix algebras with function algebras on super or spin groups.

Among the simply laced Lie types, D, has several well understood relations to A type al-
gebras. Clearly, it contains an A,_, algebra and we, conjecturally, expect there to be a quotient
of the respective algebras from the A,,_; onto the D,. The derivations of explicit coproduct
formulae as those in (7.22) and (7.25), however, are considerably more challenging.

Kharchenko [Khal5] provides explicit coproduct formulae for the generic D, algebra with
coefficients over A, reminiscent of the ones in (7.22) for type A. Computations of powers to
arrive at the analogues of (7.25), however, are substantially more complicated since two types
of basis generators are involved. They are defined via recursions as the one in (7.17) but in
opposing directions, and neither subset of generators spans a subcoalgebra.

8. THE STRUCTURE OF Z AND HOPF IDEALS FOR TYPE B,

The accessible computational tools for g, allowed us to verify the claims in Conjectures 7.13
and 8.11 computationally for all A,_; algebras. As additional evidence for these conjectures,
we prove them in this section also for the simplest non-simply laced Lie type B, = C,. The
descriptions of isomorphisms and subspaces will be in very explicit terms, while computations
are much more involved. The latter are assured to play a central role in extensions to other
doubly-laced Lie types, as they illustrate additional methods and principles for the construction
of isomorphisms.

Throughout this section, we assume that the order of { is # > 4 or £Z = 3, but impose no other
restrictions on £. As pointed out in Remark 6.15 for B, , the subalgebra Z2° is commutative for
all £, though central in U, only if £ is not a multiple of 4.

In Section 8.1 we describe the explicit Hopf algebra structure of Z*°, deferring the compu-
tation of coproducts for non-simple roots to Section 8.2. The fact that Z is a Hopf subalgebra
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may be indirectly inferred also from [DCKP92] for odd %, though no explicit formulae or com-
putations are given there, leaving open also the case of even roots of unity. The Hopf algebra
structure of the Borel coordinate ring C[SOZ'] is explicitly determined in Section 8.3. A similarly
explicit isomorphism of C[SO;"] with Z2° ® C is established in Section 8.4.

8.1. Coalgebra Structure of Z>° for Type B,. This section provides the full list of coproduct
formulae for the generators of Z2° for Lie type B,, preceded by a review of essential notation
and conventions.

As in Section 2.7, we denote by «; the short root of B, and by «; the long root. Thus, s;(¢;) =
a; + a; is the second short root and s,(a;) = 2¢; + a; the second long root. The default ground
ring for the generic B, algebrais A=A, ;=7 [4*',[2]7"] as defined in (3.8).

Recall the formulae for the standard generators with respect to z;,; as defined in (5.19), which
follow readily from the automorphisms in (4.20) and (4.21), as well as their w-gradings in zA,

Egiy = Eyy = I7(E) =4 E;E; - E}E, w(E;;) = a; +a; (8.1)

1
From the coproducts for E; and E;, as in (3.16), the following expressions for the coproducts
of the other two generators are easily derived. Here E; and E; are singularized generators as

defined in (5.10).

Choose next a %#-th primitive root of unity ¢ with # as above and # the order of ¢2. We also
reemploy the notation from (6.49) and (6.53) with (b, n) = (1,2) if £ is odd and (b,n) = (2,1) if
Z is even.

The terms occurring in the coproduct formulae for the primitive power generators X,, = E i’”
depend on the parity of £ as they are differently constrained by the w-grading. More precisely,
for @ = y(w), the observation in (6.17) implies that w(X,) is given by «a if # is odd and
the respective coroot & if ¢ is even. Recall that the coroot system dDBn is isomorphic to the
root system ®¢ . For n = 2 the latter is isomorphic to ®g, , yielding a combined root system
isomorphism £ : chz - g,

The composite ¢(a) = £(&) then defines an involution in CID;;2 that exchanges long with short
roots and which is given by ¢(a)) = a;, ¢(a;) = a;, g(a;+a;) = 2a;+a;,and ¢2e;+a;) = o, +a; .
Thus, if we define u(X,,) = « for odd ¢ and u(X,,) = ¢(a) if £ is even, we obtain a grading on
Z? that is isomorphic to the induced w-grading, but, for either parity, conveniently valued in
CID'F;2 . As such, the coproduct needs to preserve the u-grading.
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For more convenient reference, we list in the table below the u-weights for the primitive
power generators for words less than z;;; together with the special constants.

u(X;) u(X;) u(Xj)) u(Xjiy) D n
¢ odd @ a; 20, + a; a +a; 1 2
£ even a; @; a; +a; 20, + a; 2 1

(8.5)

We state next the main result of this section, assuming notation and conventions as above as
well as the notation V; from (6.51).

Proposition 8.1. The coproducts of X, for § # w <y z,; are as follows:

AX)=X,QL +1Q®X,, AX)=X,®L;+1®X;, (8.6)
AX ) = 1® X = VX, @ LX) + X ® LiL 67
— 602 21°(=0)" X, ® L,L;X;, '
20 ;
AX;) =1® X+ ¢( zf)vinx;‘ ®L'X;+ X, ®L'L; 68)

—6n2 2071217V X, ® LX) -

Asusual, é,, is 1 if a = b and 0 is otherwise. In cases when §, , or 6, , are zero, the respective
terms are indeed not consistent with the u-grading. For example, if # is even and n = 1 the
u-grading of X; ® X, is (¢;) + 2a; + ;) = 2(o; + ;) , while u(X;;)) = a; + ;.

The expressions in (8.6) are restatements of (7.6). The explicit proofs of (8.8) and (8.7) are
postponed to the following section. The formulae in Proposition 8.1 also involve only elements
in Z2°, implying the latter is a sub-bialgebra.

Explicit expressions for the antipode can be derived from the axioms, applied as 0 = (X ;;;)) =

20
S(X(ij))L?Lj = _X(ij) - (_1)n§( 2J)Vin ) X,-an - 5n,2 2 gf[z]_fvi : XiX(iji) (8-9)
SX i) LiL§ = =Xy + (CDPVPXXT = 63,2 [217(=0) X)X, (8.10)

Proposition 8.1 and the above formulae thus provide further evidence for the first parts of
Conjectures 7.13 and 8.11.

Corollary 8.2. For Lie type B, and any % as above, Z?° is a Hopf subalgebra over A, 5.

We remark that the Hopf algebra structure computed above provides an alternative proof
for the statement of Propositions 6.17 and 6.18 for e = 2. Specifically, recall from (4.16) that the
antipode is related to the U-involution via qﬁl.w)—l oS = U.AsU? (X)) = (—l)f“X(imLiL;’

(-w)~!
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and LIé‘f_w)_l(X(ij)) = (—1)fX(ij)L;‘Lj, applying q;‘f to (8.9) and (8.10) yields the relations

)l
below.
20
(=1 OX ) ==Xy = (D" CCIVIXIX, = 6,52 2TV X Xy (811)
(DX i) = Xy = CDPVPX XD + 855 -2 [217(=0) X X; (8.12)

Specializing relation (6.55) to s = 2 and s = 3 and writing the explicit words as in (2.32) yields
OXij) =X, | = X(jij and O(X ;) = X, = X;; - Comparison of coefficients then yields (6.54)
and (6.52) fore = 2.

See also Appendix D for an integral form of the coalgebra structure in Proposition 8.1.

8.2. Proof of Proposition 8.1 for Non-simple Roots. The proof of the formulae (8.8) and (8.7)
relies on a generalized quantum multinomial formula. It involves a special type of quantum
number, which we introduce first. For k.7 € N, define ¢, , € A, recursively in 7 by

k
Cop= D € g P2 — 1 41] (8.13)
i=0

with initial conditions ¢, , = 1. For k,? > 0 one readily derives the relations

Chs = ComtsF @ @RI+ k-1] and ¢y, =g V[2e 11, (8.14)

denoting as usual the quantum double factorial [a]!! = [a][a — 2] - [a — 2[(a — 1)/2]]. The fol-
lowing identity is a generalization of [Lus90a, Lemma 1.6], where it applies only to the simply
laced situation.

Proposition 8.3. Suppose A, B, C, D satisfy
DA=q?AD+B, CA=q?AC, BA=q*AB, DC=q>CD, DB=q¢q*BD CB=BC.

Then (A + C + D)" is equal to

n  min(s,n—s) n—s—t

2 2 Z q—(s+t+k)(n—s—t—k)—(s—t)(2t+k)

s=0 t=0 k=0

s+t+k
s—1

n

c As—tBtcan—S—t—k .
s+t+k kit

The technical proof of this proposition is given in Appendix B. For the following computa-
tions at generic g we consider the quantum algebra U* over the ground ring A, 5 for Lie type
B, . Additional commutation relations follow, for example, from Lemma 5.6 with E;;;;) = E; :

EgnEap = 0 Eqp > EopEi=EEg, and  EEy,=qEgE;.  (815)
We first compute the coproduct of the generator for the non-simple short root.
Proof of Equation (8.7). We begin with the computation of A(E;;;))" for generic q . Proposition 8.3
is applied by setting C = 0 as well as

A=E;;,®K,K;, D=D+D, with D, =(q*-¢)E®KE; and D,=1QE,. (8.16)
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so that A(E(i in) = A+ D. One easily checks that D, D, = ¢> D, D, . We obtain identities

m

—u) |m - - -
D" = Z g“m=w [u] DiDI™ and B=q¢[2(g"% - qZ)E(l.j) ® K?KjEj , (8.17)

u=0
where the former now follows from (3.3) and the latter from B = DA — g >AD, as stipulated
in Proposition 8.3. The other required commutation relations among A, B, and D are derived
from (8.1) and (8.15). Applying the proposition to the case C = 0 forces k = 0 in the summation,
which yields, together with (8.17) and (8.14), the following expression.

n  min(s,n—s)

n _ n o_ —(s+1)(n—s—1)—(s—1)(2t) n s+1 s—t pt Hn—s—t
A(E]) = (A+ D) _S;) g(‘; q L+f] L_t cos ASB'D

n  min(s,n—s) n—s—t

=3 > D g — 1
5s=0

=0 u=0

(8.18)

n
s+t

s+t
s—1

n—s—t s—t pt YU HYn—s—t—u
. ]A B DYDY

where e(n, s, t,u) = —ns —nt + s>+ 26>+t +un —us — ut — u” .

Next, we specialize g to a primitive £-th root of unity { with £ > 4 or £ = 3. We further set
n = ¢ with ¢ the order of ¢?. The product of the three binomial coefficients in (8.18) is readily
identified with a multinomial coefficient asin (3.7) forr=4,a;, =¢ —s—t—u,a, =s—t,a; =2t,
and a, = u. Corollary 6.2 now implies that the only contributing non-zero terms are given by
the following combinations of indices.

(s,t,u) € {(0,0,0),(0,0,2),(#,0,0),(¢/2,£/2,0)} .

Of course, the term (7/2,¢/2,0) only contributes when ¢ is even, meaning d = 2. Summing
over these four index-tuples gives
@

A(X(gn) = Dy + D] + A" +8,5- ¢ 2 [£ = 111 - B2

£
_ y SN N 69 ¢t y £t
=1QE[, +C-¢»¢ E @K/ E] + E[,, @ K[ K]
- -(9) N s
=62 (I = )¢ 12y 20 By ® KK B
=1® Xy =V X; ® LX) + X ® L, L
- 6b,2 2 (_él)fj [2]f . X(U) ® LILJXJ .

The last step uses Lemma 6.16 to simplify coefficients, yielding (8.7) as the final expression. [J

The proof of the coproduct formula in the case of the non-simple long root is more involved.
The required commutation relations are more naturally expressed in terms of g; = ¢ rather than
q; = q. Denoting by sq : A, - A, the homomorphism that maps g to ¢* (that is, g, to q;) we
define ¢, , = sq(cy,)-
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Proof of Equation (8.8). As before, we start with the computation of A(E;’ij)) for generic q. The
main tool for this proof is the identity in Proposition 8.3 with ¢ replaced by g¢;, obtained by

a

applying sq to all coefficients, using sq ( [‘;] ) = [b

] . We begin by defining summands
j

A =q(q-q")VE'® K’E;, C'=—(q—q YE Q@ K,Ej;.
/! _ _ 2
D' =1® Eg;), G=E;;)® KK,
so that AE;)=A"+C"+D' +G by (8.4).

Commutation relations between these follow again from (8.2) and (8.15). We find

GA' = $A'G, GC' =4¢*C'G, and GD' =4°D'G,
j j j

sothat GA ' +C' +D)= qj(A’ +C'+D)G (8.19)
as well as C'A = qj_zA'C' and D'C’'= qJ._2C'D'. (8.20)
Similarly, we compute from previous identities
_ -2 _ 20— 2 202 2q-q7 N2
B’ = D,AI - qj A’D, =—q %El ® Ki E(U’) =—q W(C ) s (821)

which entails the additional commutation relations
B'A = qj‘4A’B’ , D'B = qj‘4B’D’ , and C'B'=B'C'. (8.22)

In the computation below we first apply the binomial formula (3.3) using (8.19). The second step
invokes Proposition 8.3, as we verified the requirements for A’, B/, C’, and D’ in (8.21), (8.20),
and (8.22) for g; in place of g.

n
AE! )=(A"+C"+ D)+ G)' = 2 [:1] q;"<""")(A’ +C' + Dy'"Gg"
m=0 J

@ij)
_ E qf(”’mss!h”) [}’l] [ h—m ] [S tr+ u] c!
- J _ ut
m j S+t4+u j s—t j

m,s,t,u>0, s>t
n>m+s+t+u

(8.23)

. (A/)s—t(B/)t(Cl)u(Dl)n—m—S—t—qu ,
with cmym,s,t,uy=min—m)—(s+t+uwn—-m—s—t—u)—(s—1)Q2t+u).

Next, we specialize g to the root of unity ¢ as before and set n = #; . The product of the three
binomial coefficients in (8.23) is again a multinomial coefficient for r = 4, now with a; = m,
ay=s—t,ag=2t+uanday =¢; —m—s—1t—u. Corollary 6.2 then confines the summation to
the following tuples of indices.

(m, s,t,u) € {(0,0,0,0),(0,£;,0,0),(¢;,0,0,0)} U {(0,1,1.£, = 2t) : 0<t < |£;/2]}
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Note that with ¢ = (a; + a4)(a, + a3) + aja, — a,a; the g-exponential in (8.23) is 1 in all cases.
Observe further that on the subset indexed by ¢ the operator term is
(A/)S I(B/)t(cl)u(D/)n m—s—t qu — (B/)t(C/)fj 2t — <_C 2§+§,1> (C/)f/ .

The summation over the non-zero terms, thus, gives

1Z;/2]
NG ING ¢; / =\ ey
A(X ;) =(D")7 + (AN + G + ,Z:; Ct;-nt <_ 2] ) e

, . 2(% o’ .
“SIQE +¢0i(g- q_l)MfEiM’ ® Cj(z)Kf”prf/ +E

) “
+ O {2} - 1O - Y ® K[ E

20, .
QKK

i j
?;
Wi
—1® X COVX" @ L"X. + X "L
=1 X+ 2 VIX T @ LIX; + Xy ® L' L;

— 8y 201217V X ® L X -

14
In the last step we used Lemma B.3. Recall from (6.50) that {£;:2} = &, -2- I ) is
nonzero only if £ = £;, or equivalently if n = 2. In this case, Eif’ = X; and E(i;.i) = X(;;;) which
now gives the desired expression. O

We note that similar coproduct formulae appear in [BDR02], where the authors compute
liftings of the Nichols algebra of a Yetter-Drinfeld module of type B, . Indeed, the g-binomial
theorem in [BDRO02, Sec 4] is the special case of our Proposition 8.3 for B a multiple of C?.

8.3. The Borel Matrix Algebra on SO(5, C). We adopt here the conventions from [GW09, §2.1.2]
for the definition of the complex orthogonal group. The basis for the symmetric form in odd
dimensions contains two isotropic subbases besides an additional vector. The explicit definition
in this form is

SO(5,C)={A€SL(5,C) : ATJA=J}  for 0 8 I
J=100:1:0 0|, (8.24)
where I = 01 and 0= 00 . S0
1 0 00 I 0 0

Following [GW09, §2.1.2], a Cartan subgroup H is given by diagonal matrices diag[4, u, 1, u=!, A7!]
with A, 4 € C*. For an element h = diag[h,, h,,0, —h,, —h,] € § in the respective Cartan Lie sub-
algebra, a set of simple roots in h* is then given by a,(h) = h, and a,(h) = h; — h,, where q, is
short and a, the long root for B, , implying A}, = =2 and A,; = —1 for the Cartan data defined
in Section 2.
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These choices realize the Lie-Kolchin Theorem, meaning, the entailed Borel subgroup SOZ’ =
SO(5,C) N Ts is precisely given by the upper triangular matrices in SO(5, C). It is then straight-
forward to work out the following expression for an isomorphism ¢ : (C*)* x C* — SO’ of
algebraic sets.

F —Fv F(S - —UUT)I where F = A b ,
tae | S S 0 u
ac . .
¢<ubd>= o0 b dot (8.25)
. . 0 d
0 (IF'D)™! = [_d o] ,and v = H

In these coordinates, the group or matrix multiplication of two elements in SO’ is given by
Ay ay ¢ Ay ay cr\ _ 4303 ¢
¢<ﬂ1b1d1 Py by dy) =P\ iy by dy ) -

3= Ay M3 = HiHy a; = 1y 'a; + a
b3 = ﬂzb] + A]bz C3 = A«z_lcl + Cy — /12_1M2_1a1b2 (8.26)

where

— — 1 — — —
d3 = ﬂzlﬂzldl + d2 + 5 (ﬂzlal(:z - ﬂzlclaz + ),21//[2101(12b2) .

The Cartan subgroup SO(S) is then the ¢-image of the subspace (CX)? X {(0,0,0,0)}, that is, the
matrices with a = b = ¢ = d = 0. Similarly, the respective unipotent subgroup SO consists of
matrices with A = y = 1, meaning the ¢-image of {(1,1)} x C*.

Note that the inverse map ¢! SO§0 — (C*)? x C* can be obtained as the restriction of
a polynomial map on GL(5,C). Specifically, 4, A7V u, u7', a, b, and ¢ are simply given as the
restriction of some %; i
Thus, (C*)* x C* equipped with the multiplication operation from (8.26) is isomorphic to SO’

and the expression for the d coordinate is easily worked out from these.

as an algebraic group.

Correspondingly, we introduce the generating functions as the respective coordinate projec-
tions SO;0 — (C*)2 x C* - C for this parametrization, denoting by 7 the function corresponding
to a coordinate labeled by y. So, for example, AG) = (qb_l(G))Ll or d(G) = (([)‘1(G))2’3 with G €
SO§O . Thus, as a commutative algebra, C[SO?O] is naturally identified with C[A%!, ol a, b,¢,d].

Recall from Section 7.1 that the coalgebra structure on C[SO?O] is defined by A(f)(a,b) =
f(ab). The respective coproduct formulae for the generators follow immediately from the ex-
pressions in (8.26). For example, if G; = GG, then 4(G3) = a3 = ,uz'lal +a, = (G~ (G,) +
a(Gy) =(@Q® i~' +1 ® 4)(G,, G, ). The complete coalgebra structure is, thus, given as follows.
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AD)=i® 1 A =A@ j AD)=a@ i '+1®a
AD)=b@a+i®h A =¢®@1'+1®@¢—a® A i 'h (8.27)
Ad)=d@ ' +1®@d+1a@p "¢ -3¢ @i a+sa® i i ab

An antipode is defined by S(f)(L) = f(L™") but can, alternatively, also be computed itera-
tively from the antipode axiom and the corelations in (8.27). Additionally, a Z2 grading w is
defined on C[SOZ"] by assigning to each of the generators a positive roots as follows.

w(d) =w(i) =0, w@)=a;, wh)=a,, wé)=a,+ay, and w(d) =2a; + a, (8.28)

We summarize our computations next.

Proposition 8.4. The coordinate ring C[SOZ'] is isomorphic, as a w-graded Hopf algebra, to the complex
polynomial algebra C [A*', 4=, 4,b, ¢, d| equipped with the corelations given by (8.27).

The fact that the abstract polynomial algebra is isomorphic to C[SO:'] is clear from the fact
that monomials {A™ gm™akib*2¢%sd*% : m; € Z,k; € Ny} form a basis for both the abstract alge-
bra and for C[SOZ"]. The former is well-defined as a coalgebra since the invertible generators are
group-like. It is also easy to check that the corelations in (8.27) preserve the grading from (8.28).

Recall that the Weyl group 7" for B, is the dihedral group of order 8, generated by reflections
s; and s, along a; = €, and a, = €, — €,, respectively, so that s;(a,) = 2a; + @, and s,(a;) =
a; + @, . On the Cartan algebra for SO(5, C), these reflections correspond to (hy, hy) = (hy,—h,)
and (A, hy) — (hy, h;) for s; and s, , respectively.

The lifted maps on the Cartan subgroup SO in the form given in (8.25) are implemented by
conjugation with the following representatives of s; and s, as elements of the geometric Weyl
group in the normalizer of SO(S) in SO, C).

1 0:0:0 0 0 1:0:0 0
0 0:1 0 1 0:0:0 0
e e I b e v 529
SRR I PRSI O
0 0:0:0 I 00:0:1 0

Representatives § € N (SO(S)) for other elements s € % are easily worked out from those in
(8.29). This allows us to define the parabolic and unipotent Bruhat subgroups for SO(5, C).

SO¥'(s) = SO n 380°%s~"  and  SO%(s) = SOf n $SOFs~" (8.30)



114

Clearly, SO;O(S) & SO(S) X so;(s). As before, we define for any s € %" a vanishing ideal for
the Bruhat subgroup as

I(s) = {f € C[SO] : f(h)=0Vh eSO (s)} , (8.31)

which is a Hopf ideal by Lemma 7.1. For s € %" we also introduce the ideal in C[SOZ"] generated
by subsets of coordinate functions of C[SO?’] that have grading in #/(s). That is,

J()=(G(s))  where G(s)={7€{a,bed} :w@ eN(s). (8.32)
For reference and convenience, we list all the non-trivial cases here explicitly.
J(s) = (@ J(s15) = (a.d) T (s155)) = (a.¢.d) 633)
J(sy) = (b) J(sy51) = (b, ¢) J(sy5157) = (b,é,d)

The following can be verified immediately from the coproduct formulae in (8.27) in each of
the cases listed in (8.33).

Lemma 8.5. For any s € W' the ideal J (s) is a Hopf ideal.

The two types of Hopf ideals are identified next.

Proposition 8.6. For any s € W we have J(s) = I;O(s).

Proof. First, observe that the elements in (8.29) also represent elements of the Weyl group of the
ambient GL(5, C), which we identify with S5. More precisely, consider the Cayley embedding
1 W < Ssdefined by i(s;) = (24) and 1(s,) = (12)(4 5), mapping the longest element s, = (s;5,)?
in 7 to the longest element i(s,) = (15)(24) in S5 . Thus, if 7 = 1(s), we have that s is given by
the ordinary permutation matrix 7 for = in GL(5, C) up to sign changes of the 1-entries.

Next, observe that, because of SO§O = T5 N SO(5,C), we have SO§°(s) = SO§° N s’SO?’s"1 =
Ts N $Tss~! N SO(5,C) = Ts N #Tsz~! N SO(S, C). Hence,

SO;O(S) = B(i(s)) n SO(5,C) and SO;“(S) =U@(s)) n SO, 0),
with analogous relations for the unipotent parts. For = € S5 let
Inv(z) = {(i,)) EN* 1 1<i<j<5and z7'()>="'(j)} .
Recall from the proof of Theorem 7.16 that L € Bs(x) iff L; ; = 0 whenever (i, j) € Inv(z).

Thus, for a given s € 7 and setting N (s) = Inv(i(s)), any (i, j) € N(s) imposes a constraint on
the parameters in (C*)* x C* in the parametrization of SO’, given in (8.25) by setting the (i, /)
coefficient to zero. The corresponding constraints ¢(y); ; = 0 on elements y € (C*)? x C* then
define a subvariety in (C*)? x C*, for which the vanishing ideal can be expressed in terms of the
generating coordinate functions.

We apply this method next to verify all six non-trivial cases above. One can readily work out
N(sy) ={(2,3),(2,4),(3,4)} and N(s,) = {(1,2),(4,5)} for the generators. Setting the respective
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matrix coefficients to zero yields the constraint a = 0 for the former and b = 0 for the latter. The
vanishing ideals are thus (4) and (b), respectively.

For the first length 2 case, we have N(s;s,) = {(1,4),(2,3),(2,4),(2,5),(3,4)}, which im-
poses constraints that are equivalent to the condition a = d = 0. Similarly, we find N(s,s;) =
{(1,2),(1,3),(1,5),(3,5),(4,5)} for the second case, yielding b = ¢ = 0. Finally, the length 3 con-
straints are given by the following data.

N(S2S1S2)= {(172)’(1’3)’(1,4)7(1,5)7 (2’5)$(375),(475)} = b=c =d =0
N(sysy81) = {(1,3),(1,4),(1,5),(2,3),(2,4),(2,5),(3,4),(3,5)} = a=c=d=0,
which implies the remaining identifications of ideals. O

In order to better match the Hopf algebra structure of C[SO’] with its quantum group coun-
terpart, it is convenient to introduce a modified set of generators. For a given parameter 7, we
define them by the following polynomial expressions.

ila

Al
i

Qi
Il

I a ¢, =¢é+tilab

(8.34)

=
Il
SN
Il

b d,=d+ (3 —aé — 371"

It is easy to check that the generators in {fli], fi=',a,b,¢,d} are, conversely, given as poly-
nomial expressions in the {g*!, h*!,4,b,¢,,d, } , which implies an isomorphism between the cor-
responding polynomial algebras for each parameter 7. The assignment is, further, grading pre-
serving in the sense that w(a@) = ¢y, w(b) = a,, W(¢,) = a; + @, and w(d,) = 2a; + @, .

Next, observe that the ideals in (8.33) are unchanged if the new generators are used instead.
That is, we have, for example, J(s;s,) = (a,d;) and J(s,s,5,) = (d,¢,.d,). The coproducts for
the generators in (8.34) are determined from those in (8.27) via an elementary but somewhat
lengthy computation.

A =5Q®3 Ah)=hQ®h A@=a@h+1Q®a
AD)=bRz+1®b A(E)=¢,Qhi+1Q®¢+th®@ga—(1—1a® hb (8.35)
Ad)=d @Rg+1®d, +(1-1aQ hé, — %(1 —1)%a* @ h*b— 1, @ hga — %ﬂl} ® ga*

An important feature of this form is that in each of the tensor factors only one type of non-
Cartan generator occurs, avoiding mixed terms such as @ ® ab or ac, ® 1. The two relevant
parameter choices are r = 1 and 7 = 0, for which terms in the coproducts of ¢, and d, vanish.

The proposition below summarizes our findings, relevant to the identifications with quan-
tum algebras. Here, it is useful to introduce for a parameter ¢ the free abstract polynomial
algebra M, with generators {gil, h*l, a, b, ¢, J,} with the usual commutation and inverse rela-
tion. The algebra M, is equipped with the coalgebra structure defined in (8.35), which uniquely
extends to a Hopf algebra structure.
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Proposition 8.7. The following statements hold for any choice of t.

i) C[SOZ"] is isomorphic to M, as a 7%-graded Hopf algebra.
ii) Any subgroup of SOZ" defines a Hopf ideal in M, .

iii) The Hopf ideal corresponding to a Bruhat subgroup SOZ’(s) coincides with the ideal in M, gen-
erated by the set {7 € {a,b,¢,,d,} : w(7) € H(s)}.

The isomorphism in i), of course, implies that the M, are isomorphic to each other for differ-
ent t. The proof of the statement in ii) is the same as the one for Lemma 7.15. As noted before,
Item i) follows readily from Proposition 8.6 and inspection of the change of generators in (8.34).

8.4. Isomorphisms between Hopf Algebras related to B,. The weight grading of either Z>°
or C[SOZ"] implies a sequence of (commutative) Hopf subalgebras as in the definition of cosolv-
ability at the end of Section 7.1. This facilitates classifications of weight preserving coalgebra
structures, as they can be viewed as successive extensions of each other. We develop here a
restricted classification of coalgebra structures associated to the B, root system, for which the
employed methods are likely to generalize to much larger classes of graded, cosolvable Hopf
algebras.

The underlying associative algebra is, as before, of the form C[g*!, h*!, 4, b, ¢, d] with weights
w(@) = wh) =0, w@) = a;, wh) = ay, W(é) = a; + a,, and w(d) = 2a; + a,. Aside from
preserving the w-grading, we require @ and b to be skew-primitive with respect to group-likes
(1,h)and (1, §).

We further constrain the allowable coproducts by requiring lead coefficients to be 1 and that
the group-likes in the second tensor-factor are determined by the weight of the first tensor-factor
as, for example, in (4.7). Moreover, as discussed in (8.35), we omit terms with mixed monomials
in tensor-factors as these do not occur or can be removed in the previous examples. In this
restricted setting we find six allowable terms besides the lead terms, with coefficients given by
six parameters (u, v, x, y,r, s) as follows.

AR =503 AW)=h®h A@=dQ@h+1®a AD)=bRF+1Rb

AC)=¢Qhi +1Q¢+u-a®@hb+v-b® ga (8.36)

Ad)=dQ@h’s +1Qd +x-dQhé +y-¢Q@hga+r-aQh*h + s-bQ ga*

The axiom of coassociativity now imposes additional conditions on these parameters. It is
easy to see that for the subalgebra in which d is omitted as a generator, the corelations in (8.36)
define a coalgebra structure for any choices of u and v. Testing coassociativity for d yields non-

trivial constraints only for the comparisons of the @ ® hd ® h?b, @ ® hb ® hgd, and b® ga ® hga
terms. The existence of an antipode for any bialgebra structure is immediate.
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Lemma 8.8. The formulae in (8.36) define a Hopf algebra structure on C[g*!, h*!,4,b, ¢, d] iff

VX = uy, s = %Uy, and r= %ux. (8.37)

In particular, the parameters r and s are determined by the four others. We, thus, denote
by M(u, v, x, y) the Hopf algebra defined by the coproducts in (8.36) subject to the parameter
constraints in (8.37). The obvious generator to generator map yields the following isomorphim
with the Hopf algebra SOZ’ as presented in (8.35).

M, =2 M@ —-1,1,1—t,—1) (8.38)

We next determine isomorphism classes within this family of Hopf algebras. We require an
isomorphism to be polynomial, weight-preserving, as well as preserving the general structure
in (8.36). It is an easy exercise to show that such a transformation must be the identity on
group-likes and maps the subring C[4, b, ¢, d] of non-group-like generators to itself. Hence, an
isomorphism ¢ : M(u,v,x,y) > M@/, v',x’,y’) necessarily acts on the simple root generators
as (@) = v;d and @(b) = v,b for v;,v, € CX. Moreover, for any such pair (v;, v,), there is an
automorphism of the same M(u, v, x, y) to itself. So, without loss of generality, we may assume
@ is identity on the Hopf subalgebra M° = C[A*!, §*!, 4, b].

It follows that ¢(¢) is a C-linear combination of ¢ and ab, and ¢(¢) is a C-linear combination of
d, a¢, and @*b. The two diagonal coefficients need to be non-zero in order for ¢ to be invertible.
Two additional conditions on the five coefficients of ¢ stem from the requirement to preserve
the form in (8.36) and the relations in (8.37), each depending also on the parameters (u, v, x, y) of
the source algebra.

One can then work out that an isomorphism ¢ : M(u,v,x,y) > M@, 0V, x',y) exists iff
W,V =0, v)+n(,1)and (x',y) = u(x,y) + 7(1, 1) for parameters o, u € C* and 5,7 € C with
un(x — y) = or(u — v). This now classifies Hopf algebras of the above form.

Proposition 8.9. There exist weight-preserving isomorphisms of Hopf algebras as follows.

M(1,0,1,0) ifu#vandx#y
M(1,0,0,0) ifu#tvandx=y
M(0,0,1,0) ifu=vandx+#y
M(0,0,0,0) ifu=vandx=y

Mu,v,x,y) =

Furthermore, there are no weight-preserving isomorphisms of the required form between any of the four
listed special cases.

Observe that (u,v) = (0,0) means that ¢ is skew-primitive and (x,y) = (0,0) that d is skew-
primitive. Given M as before, denote also by M! the Hopf subalgebra with additional genera-
tor ¢ and M? = M(u, v, x, y) the full algebra. The four cases above may then be characterized by
whether the extension from M? to M! as well as the one M! to M? is trivial (in the sense that
only an independent skew-primitive is added) or non-trivial.
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Note, finally, that u = v # 0 implies by (8.37) that x = y. So, the third case in Proposition 8.9
can occur only if u = v = 0. Analogously, the second case implies x = y = 0. We refer to the first
version as the generic case. Clearly, C[SO;'] is an example by (8.38) and Proposition 8.7.

The classification immediately entails the identifications of the Hopf algebras and Hopf
ideals summarized below. For an element s € 7%, we denote here by § € 7" the action of s
on the coroot system o conjugated by the identification of & with &* discussed in the begin-
ning of Section 8.1. So, s — § is the group homomorphism given by 5, = s, and 5, = s, .

Theorem 8.10. Suppose U’ is of Lie type By = C, with { a root of unity of any order # > 4 or £ =3.
i) Z2' ® C is isomorphic as a Hopf algebra to C[SOZ"].
ii) Any subgroup H < SOZ'" yields Hopf ideals A(H) and A(H) of Zz* and U ;s respectively.
iii) For ¢ odd, A(SO;O(S)) = K(s)*° and, for ¢ even, A(SO§°(§)) = K forany s € W .

Proof. Remark 6.15 implies that Z>° is commutative for any root of unity and, thus, isomorphic
to the polynomial ring C[L’.il, L;—'l, {X, : a € d*}]. We next note that the coalgebra structure
from Proposition 8.1 is indeed of the form given in (8.36).

Specifically, if # is odd (n = 2and d = 1) assign h = L, § L,ar X, b X;, ¢
Xijn,and d = X; j)- Comparison shows that the coalgebra structure coincides with the one of
M(u,0,x,0), where u # 0 # x are given by the coefficents in (8.8) and (8.7). Thus, Z2° coincides
with the generic case in Proposition 8.9 and is, therefore, isomorphic to C[SOZ'].

Conforming with the u-grading from (8.5), the assignments for even # (n = 1 and d = 2)
arehw L, g+~ L,da~ X;, b~ X, &~ Xy,andd — X;;;,. This yields a Hopf algebra
isomorphism from C[SO?O] with Z2° via the generic form M(0, 0,0, y) withv #0 # y.

The construction of Hopf ideals is the same as in Lemma (7.34). The identifications of the
ideals associated to the Bruhat groups follow from the construction of u-grading preserving
isomorphisms and may also be checked from the explicit forms in (8.33). O

Comparing (8.38) and the isomorphisms described in the above proof, we observe that for
odd ¢ the non-zero terms occurring in the coproducts for Z2° are the same as for M,, and for
even ¢ they coincide with those of M, . Specifically,

odd ¢: u= -V, v=0 x ==2¢1217%Y, y=0 (8.39)

J
even?:  u=0 v=¢®v  x=0 y=220(=¢))  (8.40)

Thus, in conclusion, we can provide explicit grading preserving maps given only by scalings of
generators.

Theorem 8.10 confirms Conjecture 7.13 in the B, case and illustrates the need to switch to
the coroot system for certain # congruences. Furthermore, it is not difficult to construct and
prove an analog statement of Lemma 7.18 for a respective subgroup W (B,) of SO’ x SOZ". As
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for Corollary 7.19, Theorem 6.22 now implies an action of the finite-type dihedral Artin group
o = {a,b|[a®,b]) on W(B,).

We conclude our discussions of special cases in Section 7 and 8 with a list of conjectures,
generalizing our findings for A, and B, . As already mentioned above, the existence of an iso-
morphism for odd £ in items i) and iii) below has been proved in [DCKP92] via additional
Poisson structurs and not in the suggested explicit form. For a given simple Lie type &, denote
by G the associated simply connected algebraic group and B a Borel algebra over C. Denote also
G and B the dual groups associated with the coroot lattice, as well as G* and G* as in (1.1).

Conjecture 8.11.

i) Inall the #-congruence cases for which subalgebras are strictly commutative (Corollary 6.14), the
algebra Z2° ® C is isomorphic to C[ B], where B is B or B or a finite covering quotient (isogeny)
of these. The isomorphism map can be chosen as an explicit assignment of generators X, (with
w <p z for some z € W) to weighted polynomials of matrix elements.

ii) For any s € W', the vanishing ideal of the Bruhat group B(s), as defined in (7.35), is mapped
exactly to the K(s)** @ C ideal.

iii) The isomorphism from i) extends to an isomorphism from Z, @ C to a respective coordinate ring
of G* or G* or a respective finite quotient.

iv) Lusztig’s action of the Artin group of on Z, @ C from Theorem 6.22 coincides with the induced
action of o on G* in [DCKP92, Sec 7.5] also for the cases when % is even and Z=* commutative.

9. HOPF IDEALS VIA QUASI-R-MATRICES

R-matrices are the primary motivation for studying quantum groups, as they give rise to
solutions to Yang Baxter equations and, more generally, braided tensor categories. Their con-
struction for quantum groups at roots of unity is one of the goals of this section.

As another application, we use here the R-matrix formalism in an iterative argument, show-
ing that the K(s) ideals are Hopf ideals. Their quotients, therefore, produce a family of well-
defined Hopf algebras U C[Sbl The methods introduced and developed in this section also in-
clude truncated quasi-R-matrices, Tanisaki’s formalism of pre-triangular Hopf algebras, and
the Tanisaki-Lusztig pairings.

9.1. Enhanced Tensor Structures. In this section, we provide some general constructions rele-
vant to defining R-matrices in the generic setting. The first helps to make sense of the infinite
sums used in the formulae for R-matrices using certain inverse limits.

Generally, if A is an algebra over a ring A and 1" a descending sequence of two-sided ideals,
lim A /1" admits a canonical algebra structure as an inverse system in the category of algebras.
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For left (or right) ideals A", however, the spaces A/ A" are not algebras so that there is no obvious
algebra structure on their limit. This can be remedied by an additional assumption, roughly
stating that the A" are right ideals up to a shift that is locally bounded.

Specifically, let A = P A, and assume there is a function y : [J, A, = N such that

neN,

forall n,meN,,x€A,,y€ A, wehave xye AmmxOn=x() (9.1)

where A" = ,,, A;. Denote A =1im A/A". We shall call y the local bound of A.

Clearly, by (9.1), the A" are left (but not necessarily right) ideals, their intersection is zero,
and we have the standard embedding A < A as a A-module. For a second algebra B of this
form with local bound y : |J, B, = N, one may consider degree preserving homomorphisms
f © A - Bin the sense that f(A4,) C B, as well as a grading of the tensor algebra A ® B with
components (A® B), =, A, ® B,_,.

The assumption of a decomposition into components A, can be circumvented with further
work, but fits our applications to quantum groups.

Lemma 9.1. Let A, B be algebras and f : A — B a homomorphism, all as above.
i) A admits a unique algebra structure for which A is a subalgebra.
ii) There is a unique algebra homomorphism f : A — B that restricts to f on A.

iii) A ® B has the property (9.1) with local bound determined by n(y ® y') = y(») + (/). The
respective completion canonically contains A ® B as a subalgebra and gives rise to an associative
completion & of the tensor product as A® B = AQB.

iv) If A admits a bialgebra structure with coproduct A(A,) C (A ® A),, then A admits a canonical
bialgebra structure with respect to the completed tensor, in the sense that A : A — AQA.

Proof. By definition, an element of the inverse limit A is uniquely presented by a sequence
(x0> X1, ---) € [],50 An, which is more suggestively written as a formal sum )} ., x, . The sub-
module A is given by sequences with only finitely many non-zero terms. For two elements
> x,, Y, ¥ € A, (9.1) implies that we can write
Xy Vm = Z z;"  forsome z;" € A;.
k>m, k+(b,)>n+m

For fixed k, the bounds imply m < kand n < k+r; with r; = max,, <, x(b,)—m. Thus, x,y, hasa
component in A, only for a finite number of pairs (n, m) so that (xy), = Zn’m zZ’m is well-defined.
It is clear that the so defined product yields an algebra structure as proposed in Item 7). Item ii)
is then also immediate.

Suppose x € A;, x' € B;, y € A;, and y € B,. Then the component of (x ® x")(y ® ') =
xy®x'y in (A® B), is, by (9.1), applied to each tensor factor, zero if k < (s +max(0,i— y(y))+(+
max(0, j —y())) < s+r+max(0, (i +j — (¥ (»)+7()))), which implies the claim for pure component
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tensors. For a general tensor in A; ® B;, n may be defined as the smallest number d such that
the tensor can be written as a sum of pure tensors, each of which with #-value less than d. For a
general element in (A ® B),,, take the maximum over the A; ® B,_, graded components.

The embedding of A ® B into A®B is obvious, and standard properties of ® are readily
checked. Item iv) is now a consequence of ii) and iii). O

For an A-module V set V, = {v € V' : A".v = 0}, yielding an ascending chain of subspaces
0=V, CV,CV,C ... Wesay V is locally finite if V. = J,V,. We collect several basic
observations next.

Lemma 9.2. Suppose V and W are locally finite A-modules as above.

)IfyeAgandv eV, thenyv €V, i -

ii) The action of A extends to an action of Aon V .
iii) The action of A® A on V ® W is locally finite and, thus, extends to an action of AQ A.

iv) If A has a bialgebra structure as above, the locally finite modules form a tensor category.

Proof. Item i) follows readily from the definitions, Item ii) holds since only finitely many terms
are non-zero in any Y, a,v, Item iii) is a consequence of (A ® A)"*"(V,, ® W,,) = 0, and Item iv)
is immediate from Item iii). O

Observe that the category noted in the last statement does not need to be rigid. In fact, the
locally finite condition above emulates the respective property for Verma modules (or, more
generally, modules in category ) for which standard duals do not exist. Thus, at the level of
algebras, we generally do not expect the antipode on a Hopf algebra A to extend to the limit A.

The second ingredient required to define a braided structure from formal series are Tanisaki’s
axioms [Tan92] that aim to reexpress the ill-defined diagonal parts of an R-matrix in terms of
certain automorphisms.

Definition 9.3. Let A be a bialgebra with structure asin (9.1), F € AQ A invertible, and f a component-
preserving algebra automorphism of A ® A. We say (A, F, f) is a pre-triangular bialgebra if the
following hold:

JuFi)F=0d®A)F),  [(Fi3)Fy =(AQid)F),

9.2)
and FA(x) = (foA™(x))F, forall xe A.

The notation in (9.2) omits the " accent on automorphisms and coproducts. Since f is as-
sumed to preserve components, such an extension to A® A exists. Similarly, one checks that, for
example, AQid : A®2 — A®3 is well-defined. The subscripts for F indicate the usual canonical
inclusions extended to limits A%2 & A®3 and the subscripts on the automorphism mean, for
example, fp; = id®f.
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Assume a pre-triangular bialgebra A with properties as in (9.1) as well as a tensor (sub)
category M of locally finite modules. We say (A, F, f) is implementable in M if for any two
modules V,W € M there is an isomorphism Dy, : V @ W — V ® W such that for all
V,W,Z € M the following hold.

flc) = DI_/}WCDV’W forallc e A® Aactingon V@ W
Dygy 7 =T ®id)(id ® Dy )T ®id)(id ® Dy, ) 9:3)
Dy wez =T ®@id)(id ® Dy z )T ® id)(Dy y ® id)

Here T denotes the ordinary transposition of tensor factors. We suppress notation for the
representation map A — End(V) or A ® A — End(V ® W) whenever the respective actions are
clear. A routine verification of categorical triangle (hexagon) relations yields the next observa-
tion, which is central to many applications of quantum groups.

Corollary 9.4. If (A, F, f) is implementable in M, then the natural isomorphism
RV.W)=TDyyF : VW - WQV

defines a braiding on M.

An immediate consequence is the existence of representations of the braid group B, on V®".
The axioms in [Tan92] assume also relations f,30 f;3(Fjy) = Fip and fi30 f3(Fy3) = Fps in addi-
tion to those in (9.2) but omit the relations for Dy, gy, , and Dy g, in (9.3). This leads to the
same braid representations without the categorical context.

9.2. Completions and Quasi-R-Matrices for U,. We will construct the quasi-R-matrices for

U,q = U, ® Q(g) from simple quasi-R-matrices, a priori given by the formal expressions

s(s—1)/2 00

_ i _ —I\sps s _ s(s=1)/2,  q\s s (s) 2 N3
Pi= 2 @ PR ®E = 2 T D E @ FY €U4080,0 0
forany i = 1,...,n. The renormalized generators in the second expression are as in (5.9) and

(5.10). Several limits U, o and completions ® may be considered to provide a rigorous meaning
to (9.4). The ones relevant here start from the Nj-gradings w* and w™ on U; and Uq‘ introduced
in Section 4.1. The height function from Section 2.5 extends to a homomorphism ht : Ng - Ny,
which, thus, entails respective integer-gradings htow*. We denote the corresponding compo-
nents as
k4 _ + \wt k,— _ — \W—
Uq,@ - @ (Uq,@)u and Uq,@ h @ (Uq,@)ﬂ ’ (9-5)
ht(u)=k ht(u)=k

Also set Uigi = @D,>1 U, 5 - The completion suggested, for example, in [CP94] fits the con-
struction of Section 9.1 with

Ap=Uyo-Urd  and  A"=Ugq - Ug". (9.6)
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Note that, by the PBW theorems, A, = ey, Ay, Where 4,, U;EDU;)@U; 6 A function

X+ A, = Ny is now defined by setting y(y) = m to be the smallest m such that y € @,,, A,

Lemma 9.5. The A, and y, as defined above, fulfill (9.1). Thus, U, o = =limU, /A" isa bialgebra with
® as in Lemma 9.1.

-+ t,— . (r,t) . .
Proof. Set B,, = U;¢, - U, . We first observe that B, C @T”&' A,_;,_;- This follows by in-
duction on expressions E, ... E, F, ... F, thatspan B, ,, using the basic commutation relations

in (3.13) and (3.14). Multlplymg th1s 1nclus1on from the left with U, o and from the right with
Udy - Ul we find 4, - A, € @0 Uyg - Aoy - Uty = @;mg“ D Apyj © ATEPTRINGD =
A"’+mm("’ 9, which 1mp11es (9 1). Smce the coproduct on U, preserves the w*-grading, the ad-
ditional assumption in Lemma 9.1 holds as well, leading to a well-defined bialgebra structure

on the limit with respect to the completion &® . O

The locally finite representations for this completion encompass all BGG-Category @ mod-
ules as in [AM15]. This includes infinite-dimensional Verma modules, for which the entailed
braid representations are of interest, as they relate to geometrically constructed ones [JK11].

To see that the antipode does not extend to the limit, consider the formal element x =
Ys0 F"E™ in U,(8L,). From (3.18) we find S(F"E™) = E"F" = ¥ ¢"F/ E/ with ¢ € U . In
particular, ¢ = [m]! ]}, ! % leading to ill-defined polynomials of infinite order in the
0-comp0nent of S(x).

We do, however, have a well-defined extension of the antipode to the respective limits of
Borel subalgebras lA]qZ‘q’J and (A];‘;J .

As an alternative to the above limit, we may consider, for example, the two-sided ideals
mt = (U;’g) generated by elements in U;’S. It is not hard to see that A(I"") C @, I"* ®
1%+, Thus, the inverse limit U, o = imU, /1 ™* yields again a bialgebra structure and tensor-
completion for which (9.4) is well-defined.

As opposed to the previous situation, the algebra structure of U, .0 here follows trivially
from the quotients, which are algebras. Moreover, the antipode is Well defined on the limit.
However, the set of U, g-modules to which U, g extends is much smaller. Specifically, for any
cyclic submodule W there needs to exist some n such that U;’a vanishes on all of W. Thus, the
only allowed highest weight modules are finite-dimensional, which excludes, for example, all
Verma modules.

Using (3.4) with z = —q2 one can check by direct computation that the following expression
is an inverse in U, (®U,
oo _—s(s=1)/2

Pl = ; o V@ E e R 9.7)
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Note that the braid automorphisms from Sections 4.3 also do not extend to the full completion
Uq,@. Specifically, in rank 1, I'i(x) is ill-defined on the same element x = } ., F"E" for the
same reason as for the anitpode above. The automorphisms are, however, well-defined as linear
operators on certain linear subspaces in U 4.0 Whose construction we outline next.

In the notation of Section 5.3, observe that for fixed z € 7, and k € N, there are only finitely
many y € &, with n(y) = w(EY,) = k. Thus, an element in y 4.0 can be written uniquely as a

formal sum ), R,EY withR, € U;";:P . Similarly, an element in Uqﬂ@f]g’@ is formally given

yEE,
¢ . <
by er,y/e& R, (ES, ® EY,) with Ry, € (Uqf;l)@l.

As in (5.38), denote by ©_,, the span of F¥,, for a (not necessarily maximal) reduced word
wewW*,s=rw),and y € E(s). Next, for s = »(w), define the linear subspace of formal sums

£, = { 2 R,EY, :R,€&," UZ@} CU,q. (9.8)
weE(s)
These subspaces now generate the U, o-sub-bimodules L= 70" £ U,q- Analogously,

the subspaces £2, = £, QL ,,, are defined from formal sums ¥’ swees) Roy(E%w ® ES,) with
Ry, € (&, ch@)@zr generating the Ufé-sub-bimodules £2,=L,RL,,.

The next lemma follows by applying (5.37) or (5.26) to the limiting expressions.

Lemma 9.6. Suppose u;,u, € W are reduced words such that w = u, - u, is reduced. Let t; = »(u;) and

s=t;-t, = »(w) so that I(s) = I(t;) + I(t,). Then I, extends to a linear map on E<uz as well as EAWZ

with images I, (£ ) C £, and I, (£ ,) C £ ,,in U, q.

r#
®2 A2 R2 . ()82

Ftl (L5, )CL:, In Uq,@'

Uy «w

extends to a linear map on Loifuz and L2, with images Ft‘?z(ﬁ%uz) c L2, and

Analogously,

Clearly, P, P! € £2,, with w; a word of length one. Suppose w € %* with 7(w) = i, so that

w = w’ - w; . Then Lemma 9.6 allows us to define an elementary quasi- R-matrix associated to the

reduced word w as

o J(G=1/2
q, L
Py=Tp®upP) = @ aVE ® F,. (9.9)
j=0 K

Following the conventions of (2.15) and Section 2.3, we write f/ = y(w[l,j]) and w/ =
wll,j] = w[p;]. Assume that L = [(w). In the notation of Section 5.3, we define the partial
quasi-R-matrix associated to w by the following products in Uq,@ébf]q’@

p == P L «.. Pwl = Pw[ﬂ]_] Pw[ﬂl] == 2 Cw(q)_l . Ezlw ® F:I/w (S [o:%w (910)

«ww w
weé(s)
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Here s = 7(w) and the coefficients in Q(q) are given by

|
¢, (@) = G[W]' €N, where [y]!= H[l[/(a)]!a

v(@ aed+

9.11
and o,@ = [] @@V (g, - g7 W@ = (-1 - 8¥(q) - g% do("y") i
acdt
The elements [y]! and 6¥(q) are as defined in (5.33) and (5.34), respectively. Thus, in the product
expressions, we consider all positive roots rather than just those in #(s) and assume y € £(s) is
extended to all of d* by setting y to zero outside of H(s).

The inclusion in A'q o 18 obvious from the definitions, and the formal sum expression in (9.10)

is immediate from the definitions in (5.23). It also implies the indicated inclusion into [oifw .

Let w = u; -uy € #* and t; = »(u;) as above so that I(s) = [(t)) + I(t,) for s = t;1, = »(w).
Lemma 9.6 now implies that I IQ?Z(P«Q) is well-defined and given by applying Ft‘?z to individual
summands. Since the g, depend only the 7 -orbit of @, one readily checks that Cyr(y)(@) = €,(@) -
In the situation where y and (y;,y,) are related as in (5.22), we infer from this that ¢, (9) =
cwl(q)c(tfl)*(WZ)(q) = ¢, (0¢,, (@. Together with (5.26) we then find the following well-defined
recursion.

P, = I (7) ) P ef?, (9.12)

aw <y <y

A central property of the P, elements is that they intertwine the standard coproduct A with
Alw, the coproduct conjugated by the braid automorphism for the same word.

2
w’

Proposition 9.7. Suppose w € W™ and x € U, o . Then the following relation holds in L
P, AT,(x) =T2Ax)-P,, . (9.13)

w

Proof. The proof proceeds by induction on the length of w. For a length one word w = w; we
have P, = P;, reducing (9.13) to

P, A(L(x) = T(AR) - P

This case is verified, for example, by taking a formal limit #; — oo for the computations in
Appendix A. It also appears in some equivalent variations in [LS90, Prop.2.4.1], [KR90, pg.429],
or [A]S94, App.C.4].

Assume next that (9.13) holds for w € 7 and that w - w; € % is reduced. From (9.12)

we obtain P‘w,wi =TI 5’2(7)[) - P,, as a well-defined relation in I The expressions and

w-w; *

calculations below are now well-defined on £ _,,. by Lemma 9.6. They use both the induction

w
hypothesis and the base case relations.

W <w

I8 (AP, = TR IO - TP - P, =TS (I B)-P,) P

= I (P AUL)) - P, =TI (P) I (AT () - P

«w
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=TI®P) - P,, - A, (I;(x) =P, A 1,(X))

This shows the assertion for w - w; , completing the proof. O

An identity similar to (9.13) can be found in [CP94, Prop 8.3.7] in the special case of x = E;
with w - w; reduced. The derivation there also involves certain quantum Weyl elements, which
generally exist only in representations that admit a compatible 7 -action and, hence, limiting
the statement to an identity between linear maps on such representations. We, therefore, abstain
from the use of techniques using Weyl elements here. See, Appendix C for further details.

A full quasi-R-matrix is associated to any reduced word of maximal length. The first step in
verifying independence of the choice of word is an intertwining relation with a twisted coprod-
uct defined on generators by

AE)=E®K'+1®E,, AF)=F®1+K ®F, and AK)=K,®K,. (9.14)

It is easy to check that Aoll = LI®20A, where Ll is as in (4.13). The latter involution coincides with
the bar involution in [Lus93, 3.1.12] so that A coincides with the alternate coproduct defined in
[Lus93, 4.1.1]. The next result uses the fact that, for maximal length words, the coproduct is
conjugated by the Garside automorphism, for which we derived an explicit form in Section 5.2.

Lemma 9.8. Suppose z € W, is a reduced word of maximal length and x € U, ¢, . Then

P, A(x)=A®x)-P,.,. (9.15)

Proof. Recall from Corollary 5.3 that I', = MoIloGo.S for the longest element s, € 7" . It is easy to
check that ITo®O = IoQ for the commuting involutions defined in Section 4.2. Thus, I, =1loQ,
where Q = NoQo.S. Recall that both Q, S : U, — Ug* are anti-coalgebra anti-automorphisms
and 1, defined in (5.12), is a Hopf algebra automorphism. Thus, Q intertwines the coalgebra
structure Q®2(A(y)) = A(Q(»)). Given that s, = #(z), Proposition 9.7 now implies

P 800 = T2 (A(1')) - P = 1920%* (A(0'o ™! (x))) - 7,
= 1% (AU '(x) - P, =A(x)-P,, . 0

In [Lus93, Thm.4.1.2(a)] Lusztig shows that an element ® in some completion of @V(Uq_,@)v ®
(U,I@)v is uniquely determined by the relation ® - A*(y) = A™(y) - © (since [Lus93] uses the
opposite coproduct of ours). The required assumptions can be readily checked for © = (P ')
using the general form as in (9.10), the commutation (9.15), and noting that the completions
align. From the uniqueness of solutions to (9.15) we infer word independence for quasi-R-
matices associated to reduced words of maximal length.

Corollary 9.9. There exists P, € Uf’é such that P, = P, forall z € W, . Moreover, u®(p) = P
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9.3. Pre-Triangular Structures for U, . Since the coefficients in (9.9) may be evaluated at ¢ = 1,
the element P, has a well-defined image P" in the power series completion U,(g)®U,(g) over
Q[~] as in Section 3.2. Originally, universal R-matrices were constructed in this setting by
Drinfeld [Dri87] as products R" = D - P in U,()®? . The “diagonal” term is given by

D = exp (h Y (BT, H, ® Hj> : (9.16)

ij=1
where B;; = A;;d;' = (&&),) = C;;d;'d;" € e7'Z with notation as in Section 2.1. Explicit for-
mulae are obtained in [Ros89] for the A, case and [KR90] for general Lie types, see also [CP94].
Tanisaki’s axioms in [Tan92] or (9.2) above are motivated by the fact that D cannot be defined in

Ufé , but conjugation by D can be expressed as an automorphism on ﬁfé .

Specifically, if x and y are homogeneously graded elements with w(x) = y,w(y) =v € 75, we
have [H;,x] = (u|&;)x and [H;,y] = (v|a;)y. From this we obtain Zi,j(B‘l)ij[Hi ®H;,x®yl=
xQ(H, -y)+(x-H)®y where H, = ¥, ud;H, if y = ¥, y;a; . Exponentiation 7 — ¢~ of the
implied adjoint and regular actions on x ® y together with the notation from (4.1) then yields
the identities below.

Nx®y)=D'x®@y»YD=xK"®K*"y=qg*""xK¥®yK™* (9.17)

Thus, although the Tanisaki automorphism is initially defined as JI = Ad(D™!) on Uh(g)®2 ,
it clearly maps the subalgebras Uf’z and ﬁfé to themselves. The form in (9.16) can often still be
defined, at least up to scalars, on tensor products of certain modules of Uf’z, implying solutions
to the Yang Baxter equations or solutions to (9.3).

For example, for generic highest weight representations V' and W, the maps Dy, ;;, can be
designed starting from generalized Verma modules. For a tuple x = (xy,...,k,) € u? with u
a group of units in the ground ring, the generic Verma module V (k) is defined as the induced
representation from the one-dimensional U_* representation, given by K;v, = x;u, and E;v, =0
on a basis vector v, . As usual, there is a linear isomorphism U =V :x—xo.

Assume now for homogeneous x, y € Uq‘ that —w(x) = w™(x) = gy and —w(y) = w~(y) = vand

write k# = Kf '...ph" for y € Z2. Then linear maps on tensor products of generic Verma modules
are well-defined by the formula below. They are unique solutions to the equation D~!¢D = JI(c)

of module maps (with JI as in (9.17)) up to an overall scalar factor.

Dy oy n((x.0) ® (1,0,) = ¢¥VK ™ A ((x.0,) @ (y.0))) (9.18)

It is not hard to check that the respective isomorphisms V(x) ® V(1) — V(1) ® V(x), as
defined in Corollary 9.4, obey the Yang Baxter Equation and, thus, produce a representation of
the colored braid groupoids over @(q)[{K;—Ll, /l;—rl, .

The categorical triangle relations may be realized in a more general setting, in which we
consider a commutative ring &€ with char(€) = 0 and an extension of (-|-) : €A x b S € for
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the form from (2.2). Elements of the group ring Z[€] may be written formally as ¢* with x € €.
Denoting Q(€) as the field of fractions, we have Q(Z) = Q(q) . As a tensor category, one may then
consider representations of U, on €2-graded vector spaces V = @D, V, subject to the condition
that K;v = ¢@"v for v € V, and y € €2 For two graded representations V and W/, define then
Dy y, tobe g™ on the V, ® V, component.

The relations (9.3) and (9.17) are now easily verified on such modules, yielding a braided
tensor category C over Q(€). As an abelian category the latter naturally splits in a sum P, C,
with p € €' = €/Z with the obvious El—graded behavior for tensors.

The main result for the generic case is summarized in the proposition below. It has been
stated at various levels of rigor and formality in numerous other places in the literature. We
adapt here results from [Lus93] to our conventions, which itself is following similar calculations
as those in [Tan92, Theorem 4.3.3].

Proposition 9.10. The triple (U 2.0 P> JD) is a pre-triangular bialgebra.

Proof. A straightforward verification on generators shows that A = JIoA™. Lemma 9.8 then
implies the last relation in (9.2).

The argument preceding Corollary 9.9 identifies Lusztig’s universal element with our quasi-
R-matrix via ® = (7)._1)"pp or, equivalently, 0 = P, so that, restricted to weight components, we
have for any v € Z2

0, =)= ) @' -ELQ®FY,
Wiy=v
with y as defined in Section 5.3 and z € %, . Exchanging Lusztig’s conventions with ours,
namely A with A* and K_, by K=", the formula in [Lus93, pg 38] reads

— —13 ’ —23
A"®10,= Y 6,18K"®10,.
Vi =p

Applying the (13) permutation to the tensor factors and substituting the 7. components above
we arrive at

1®@MR,= Y PRuekYehRl= Y I,RHR2, 9.19)

VI+v=p Vi+V'=p

using formula (9.17) for JI. Summation, in the sense of the inverse limits, then yields the first
identity in (9.2). The second follows analogously. O

A left inverse of 7 may be constructed by applying the map a ® b ® ¢ = a ® S~'(¢c)b to the
tirst relation in (9.19). Using the antipode axiom for A*®, the expression in (9.10) for a maximal
word z € /0 the formulae for the antipode on basis elements in (5.31), as well as notations
from (5.21) and (2.19) we obtain that

~ > 1= - o
]{Z — 2 (_l)ht(l//)q_E((‘I/hl/)—2(ﬂ|‘l/))cw(q)—l . E:I/z ® lez* c E’%z (920)
VEE,
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is a left inverse of P, by summation over all graded components in the limit. A similar calcu-
lation, applying a ® b ® ¢ = a ® ¢.S~!(b) and the automorphism x ® y — x ® yK" for w(x) = v,
shows that 7~34 , is also a right inverse of P, .

Applyinga®@b®@c — aS(h)®@cand a ® b ® ¢ = S(a)b @ c to the second relation in (9.19)
shows that 7~?<Z+ is also a two-sided inverse of P, so that
-1_% 5 -1
7)<z = 7)<z = pqz* = 7)47,7‘ ' (9.21)

From this identity together with (5.31), (9.17), and word independence one readily derives
S®S(P) = I7'(P). (9.22)

It is useful to express (9.19) also as a relation of (co)multiplication coefficients. Suppose
z € W, is a reduced word of maximal length. The PBW theorems from Section 5, the fact that

U/ is an algebra over A and U;* a coalgebra over A, then imply that there are elements

q.e*’

m;’(”d’(q) € A, and dg LD EN, withy, ¢, y € Ng’+ such that

EVES, =Y mV%)-EY, and  A(FL)=)d) @ KVFL QFY,. (9.23)
x oy

The summations are over only finitely many elements in Ng’+ since they are subject to the grad-
ing constraint 7 = ¢ + . It is clear that the only allowed terms for A(FZ,) are those appearing
in the sum (9.23). Linear independence of the elements E f’z QK VF f’z ® F¥, now implies that
equation (9.19) is, indeed, equivalent to the condition that

c,@m? %@ = ¢ @cydi @  forall y, ¢,y €N (9.24)

An analogous equation of (co) multiplication coefficients, equivalent to the second Tanisaki re-
lation in (9.19), can be derived in the same manner.

9.4. Maximal Hopf Ideals from Tanisaki-Lusztig Pairings. Yet another viewpoint of the same
axioms in (9.19) is derived from the pairings used in [Lus93, Tan92]. Fix some z € 7, and
observe that, by (9.11), we may define a pairing of U " with U over A .. as follows using PBW
bases.

(+,), U7 XU > A, with (FY,E%). = 6,4 ¢,@. (9.25)

q.e* <z’ z

Note that (9.25) is dual to (9.10) in the sense that ((FY,, -),®id) (P,,) = FY%.. Word inde-

pendence and linearity of this relation imply that ((f, - ), ® id) (P) = f forall f € U, . This, in
turn, shows that the pairing in (9.25) is independent of z as well.

Define a linear isomorphims JI; : A%? — A®2 by Jlx(x ® y) = x ® K~*y, where x is
homogeneous with w(x) = y and A is any graded subalgebra that contains U[(I) . The form of the
coproduct in (9.23) now implies that we have a well-defined map

A= JlgoA™ : U -U;®U;, (9.26)
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which is a homomorphism with respect to the braided product structure. The latter is given on
homogeneous elements in (Uq‘)®2 by (x ® (' ® ) = ¢ #“Vxx’ ® yy', where u = w(y) and
v = w(x"). One easily checks that A is coassociative.

In this language, the first relation in (9.2) as well as the coefficient relation in (9.24) are equiv-
alent to the requirement that Ais adjoint to the multiplication in Uq+ with respect to the pairing
in (9.25). That is,

(A(@),b® c) = (a,bc) forall ae U, and b,c € U;. (9.27)
As before, analogous statements hold for the second Tanisaki relation.

Consider next the specialization to a primitive £-th root of unity { such that # > e. Asin
(6.9), denote for e + 1 = e* < m < ¢ the algebras

Um=U,®N,, and Ug, =U’®A;, if oe€{20,<0,+-}. (9.28)

The form (9.25) clearly specializes to a form (-, - )., : U7, X Ug n — A, but will be degen-
erate. Denote by N7 C U7, the respective null spaces.

Lemma 9.11. With notation as in (6.72) and (6.65) we have Ng—rm = Iei ® A¢ - In particular, ]@i is
uniquely defined for all Lie types.

Proof. Observe that, with the exponent set from (6.64),
¢, () =0 ifand only if w € [[,0)".

The claim is now immediate from the relation in (6.65). O

Recall from Section 6.5 the remaining ambiguity for the G, type, which is resolved here via
the word independence of the pairing. As before, we will suppress the ground ring from our
notation Ngim = I@i whenever it is clear from the context.

Proposition 9.12. The ideals £ c U2 and K> c U2 are Hopf ideals, independent of choices of
. ¢om . {om
reduced words of maximal length.

Proof. The identity (9.27) implies that the left null space has to be a co-ideal with respect to A.
Together with Lemma 9.11 we thus obtain

AR c R, ®U;, +U;, ® K .
With UZ = Ug’m -U7,, and =0 = Ué?’m . K7 it is easy to check that JI maps £ ® Uz, as
well as Ug‘jn ® K= to itself. The co-ideal equation for A and (9.26) now imply the respective

co-ideal condition for the regular coproduct with respect to K= . Word independence of K=
from Lemma 9.11 and relation (6.66) now entails that ﬁfo is invariant under the antipode and,
hence, a Hopf ideal. Finally, recall that QKL()%) € K(z)>°, Q(U;‘;n) C U;‘;n, Q®2A = A*0Q, and

QoS = SoQ. From these relations one readily derives that K0 is also a Hopf ideal. O
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We may consider now the full maxiaml ideal K. = (IE?" + l@fO) - Uy, for the full algebra U, ,,
over A, , which has all desired properties.

Corollary 9.13. Supposee* <m < ¢.

i) For any Lie type and root of unity with % as in (6.1), K. isa Hopf ideal in U, .

i1) f.. is equal to the ideal generated by the set {Xw, Yy: 0#w<gz,0#w <z z’}for any
choice of z,z2' € W} .

iii) ﬁ.. is stable under all automorphisms discussed in Section 4.

Proof. The first part is immediate from Proposition 9.12. Invariance under the automorphisms
Q, G, and S follows from (6.66) and word independence. Gradings and identities, such as (5.15)
and IT = YoQ, imply invariance for all others in Section 4.2.

For the Artin generators I'; we may repeat the proof of Theorem 6.22 nearly verbatim. Specif-
ically, for the choice of w therein, it is shown that for all v <; w the element I';(X,) is again some
power generator and, hence, in I/C\.. by word independence. O

Thus, if we define the restricted quantum groups by the quotient
U =Urm/Ke (9.29)

then Corollary 9.13 implies that U is indeed a Hopf algebra, which is independent of any

choices made in its definition. The construction of a full poset of ideals under K.. and respective
quasi-R-matrices will be addressed in the next sections with different techniques.

9.5. Truncated Quasi-R-Matrices and Coproduct Formulas. In this section we develop a calcu-
lus of quasi-R-matrices at roots of unity analogous to the one in Section 9.2. To avoid singular-
ities, the summations defining these R-matrices need to be truncated so that the corresponding
identities hold only up to certain ideals.

It is, therefore, useful to extend the ideals in U ? defined (6.65) to the full algebra U, Over
A, , for a given primitive %-th root of unity { and e* < m < #. For any pair of reduced words
u,w e W*,we write

Ruw), = (Rt + Rw) - Uy, = Kaww) - Uy, = K9, + K@.w),, (9.30)

which may, alternatively, be viewed as the two-sided ideal in U, ,, generated by the set { X, Y}, :
@ # a,b <p u}. Correspondingly, for reduced words a,b € #"* for which a - b is also reduced,
we infer that, for any Lie type,

K@ b0, = Raw, +,(Ke.n,) and Q(Kwn,)=LK0.a), (9.31)
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hold as well as the respective identities with flipped arguments and summations over ideals. A
useful symmetry for various tensor identities is

QF = (12)0Q%? : Uf); - Uf’; D xQye Q') =Q0)® Qx), (9.32)
which is an anti-linear anti-involution by the properties in (4.10).

To ensure minimal truncations, we consider R-matrices defined over the maximal ground

rings A, , or A, ,, observing that [s]!, # 0 whenever s < ¢, . We begin with the definition of the

¢e’
simple truncated quasi—R—matrix associated to a given a; € A,

- s(s 1)/2
P = 2

s=0 [S]

which is well-defined over Agy- Analogous to the generic case we, further, denote the conjugate

G-¢E®F €U, ®U,, (9.33)

R-matrix as
ti— —s(s 1)/2
P = Q#(P’ Z — (D¢ - ¢ )S ES®FS S U+ RU Cf’ (9.34)

where Q" is as in (9.32). To express these as inverses, we introduce for any w € %'* the ideals
No(w) = (Rt @ Kaw)?) ® A = (Rw.0), ® Ko.w),)n (U}, ®U,), (9.35)

generated by all X, ® Y, with § # a,b <z w. In calculations throughout this section, we also
employ the standard notation x =y mod V' to mean x — y € V for a given submodule V.

Lemma 9.14 (c¢f. [Oht02, Lemma A.1]). Forall a; € A we have

PP =P P =1®1  mod N(w,).
Proof. We start with a direct computation and resummation.

- r(r 1)/2—-n(n-1)/2

nm=3 T DG e

r,n=0
20,-2
—k(k—1)/2 —
= Y o VPG - CYEF @ FE
k=0

min(k,Z;—1) |
— v k=)
where P = Z BT r]!-( D¢ )
r=max(0,k—(¢;—1)) 4 t

For 0 < k < 7;, we compute

k

k
_ S STy (= N U r(k—1)
pk—Z[r]!_[k_r]!'( ¢ = k],ZH -1¢,

r=0
S | ARSI
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where we used (3.4) with substitutions a — k, k — r, g — g“l._l, and z ~ —C,-_Z- Observing that
po=1X;,= Eif", and Y, = Fif" we now find
26,2

PP =1®1+ (X, ®Y) Y, o &0 - Y E T @ (9:36)
k=¢,

for which the latter term is clearly in N, (w;,) . The verification for P - P is nearly identical. [

Analogous to the generic case and using definitions from (5.11), we now define the elementary
truncated quasi-R-matrices associated to a reduced word w € 7 as

Cp=1 os(s—1)/2
PL=r8(P,) = X MG G EL O F,
s=0 ‘w

T(w)
(9.37)
[ é,—s(s—l)/Z
e — 1792 (P _ w s —1\s s s
and Py =r® (P;(w)) - ZO e VG- EL @ F,

with notations as in (2.8) and ¢, = = {,(w) - The following assertion is readily derived by

T(w)

applying I 3)2 to (9.36) with i = 7(w), resulting in the same equation with i replaced by w.

Corollary 9.15. For all w € W™ we have

PP =P P =1Q1 mod N, (w).

w w w

We define, similarly, the partial truncated quasi-R-matrices associated to some w € 7" as

P, =P, ..P = Y ¢ EY ®FY,

we[0,0)
(9.38)
and Py, =T Po = ) e EY ®FL,
wel0,0),

with notation as in (9.10), L = I(w), and [0, 1), = [0,[), N £(s) as in (6.37). The identities below,
with a,b € #"* such that a- b is reduced, are straightforward from Corollary 9.15, the mentioned
properties of Q*, and (5.26).

e A — 182 _ T
P =Qf(Pe ) PP =192=P P mod N,(w)
(9.39)
—_ 7®2 D _ P 2D
7):a-b - Fa (P:b) ) p:a p;-b» - Pa.> ’ Fa (p1;>)

The relevant ideals for the intertwining relations of the truncated R-matrices are given for
eachw € 7' as
Nw) = KRw.m, ® Uy, + U, , ® KO.w),, (9.40)

which is the ideal in Uf’; generated by all X, ® 1 and 1 ® Y, with § # a,b <z w. Assuming w - u

is reduced for w,u € #'*, one easily verifies the identities

N,(w) C Nw), Nw-u)=TE(Nw)+Nw), and Q Nw)) =N(w). (9.41)
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The truncated analog of Proposition 9.7 for a simple reflection w; and simple generators is now
stated as follows.

Lemma 9.16. Let & be of any Lie type and 1 < i, j < n. Then
AoT(E;) = P! - [P*0A(E)) - P! mod N (w;). (9.42)

The proof of this lemma is provided in Appendix A by explicit computations of both sides
of (9.42), depending on the Cartan matrix entries A;; and A ;. The properties of automorphisms
and ideals developed thus far allow us to extend this identity to all words and generators.

Proposition 9.17. Let @ be of any Lie type, w € W', and x € U, , . Then

Aol (x) = P!, - I'®*Ax)- P!, mod N (w).

Proof. We start with the case w = w; for which I, = I; and 7;,, = P'. Denote the quotient
algebra U(w) = U?j; /N (w) and note that by Corollary 9.15 and (9.41) the images of 7_)l.‘ and P!
in U(w;) are inverse to each other. The maps from U, , to U(w;) given by x + [Aol}(x)] and
X [7_9[’ . E®20A(x) - P*] are thus algebra homomorphisms. Since, by Proposition 9.16, they
coincide on generators, they have to be equal on all of U; pr

Note next that Aol; and Fi®20A coincide on any K" and, further, that K¥ ® K" commutes
with P?. This implies that the two homomorphisms also coincide on U g p and, hence, that the
identity above holds for x € Ug‘; and w = w; .

Recall that, with Q* as in (9.32), Q*(A(x)) = A(Q(x)) and Q* commutes with Fi®2. It readily
follows from the fact that Q* is an anti-linear anti-involution, (4.10), and (9.34) that Q#(Pl.’) = 7_3[.‘ .
Applying Q" to the identity in Proposition 9.16 for some x € U ?; , these observations now

imply the same relation for Q(x) € U E‘} , using also that N'(w) is Q*-invariant by (9.41). Hence,

the relation holds for any x € U, ., completing the proof for w = w; .

The extension to general words is similar to the one in Corollary 9.15. We proceed by induc-
tion on L = I(w), starting from the base case already proven above. For a reduced word u € 7"*
let w =’ and i = 7(u) so that I(u) > [(w). Assuming the assertion for w, we first observe

Aol (x) = Aol (Ii(x)) = P¢, - I'®%A (I;(x)) P, mod N(w).
Applying the relation for w; to the A(I;(x)) term, we find

MoT, () € Py, - T2 (Pr- TEHAMW) - B+ Nw)) Pl + Nw)

CPy, - T2P) -T2 (A) - TEPy)- Py, + Poy - T2 (Nw)) - P, + Nw)
CPY s TS0 (M) - Py, + T (Nw)) + Nw)

Py - TE(AX) - PL, + N().
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The step from the second to the third line uses (9.39) for the first term and the fact that I 5’2 (.Af (w,-))
is itself a two-sided ideal for the second term. The last step uses the iteration of ideals from (9.41)
and u = w - w; . Taking the inclusion modulo N (u) yields the claim. O

Recall from the proof of Lemma 9.8 that A(x) = I'®?(A(I'7'(x))) for the twisted coproduct
defined in (9.14). The relation clearly descends to U, , . Applying, Proposition 9.17 to a reduced
word of maximal length now yields the following analog of Lemma 9.8.

Corollary 9.18. Suppose z € W, and x € U ;. Then

A(x)- P!, = P! - A(x) mod N(z).

The iteration of the coproduct with truncated quasi-R-matrices provided in the above propo-
sition allows us to establish further Hopf ideals. It is immediate from the form in (9.40) that

Nw) € N, @) = Kaww, ® Uy, + Us p ® Kwu),, (9.43)
which suggests that we first consider these diagonal ideals.

Proposition 9.19. For every u € W™ the ideal Kww  isa Hopf ideal in Uy, .

Proof. We start by showing that the K, u), are bi-ideals. Given their definition, this means veri-
fying that A(X,), A(Y,) € N,(u) forall ¢ # v <x w. Since N, (v) C N, () and using Q-symmetry
as before, it suffices to check A(X,) € N,(v) for any reduced word v. Setting w = o and i = 7(v)
and using (7.6) we first observe that
I2oAX)=TEX, @ Li+1® X)) = Xyt ® Ly +1® Xy
=X,®L,+1®X, € N,(v).
Using this, Proposition 9.17, the coproduct from (7.6), the fact that M, (v) is a two-sided ideal in
U?Lf ,and N(w) C N, (v) we compute
AX,)) = AX,.,) = Aol (X)) € P2 - TS 0AX))- Pr, + Nw)

C P, (M) Py, + Nw) € N,v),
so that la(u,u)f is indeed a bi-ideal.

We now invoke a result of Nichols, which states that any bi-ideal in a pointed Hopf algebra
is necessarily a Hopf ideal. See [Nic78, Thm 1(v)]. By Proposition 3.1, U,y = U, = U , ® Q({)
is pointed for k = Q(¢) via the obvious map 9 : A'q,e* — Q(¢). Since K, wg = K, u) , ® Q)

is a bi-ideal, Nicols’s result implies that f(u,u)Q is indeed a Hopf ideal, meaning it is preserved
under the antipode S.

Finally, by (6.65) and (9.30), the ideals K, v),, are the free A, ,-submodules spanned by a sub-
set of elements of a PBW basis of U, ,,, implying Kw,v), = K, v)q N Ug,, - Since the intersection
of a Hopf subalgebra and Hopf ideal is again a Hopf ideal, we arrive at the claim for Kww,. O
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We next seek to extend the observation above to the related families of ideals defined in
previous sections. The two-sided ideals Kaoyt defined in (6.65) are not Hopf ideals since U+’e*
is not a bialgebra, nor are they even Hopf subalgebras. We, thus, consider the extension to the
Hopf algebra U/, by including the Cartan generators, and defining

Ry = Rw* - Uz, with Agg-basis  {b-K'|vez® beB, "0 }. (944)

Here, z € W, with w < z, s = »(w), and 1 : H(s) & ®*. The definition of K(w)= is analogous
and the K, v),, are obtained from the Kaw)*= in the same way as in (9.30).

The statement in Item i) in Theorem 9.20 already follows, independently, from the results in
Sections 7 and 8 for the respective Lie types A, and B, , where the ideals are explicitly identified
with vanishing ideals of Bruhat subgroups.

Word independence, asserted in Item iii), is already implied by Theorem 6.19 for Lie types
different from G,. The use of Nicols’s result for Hopf ideals in Proposition 9.19 allows us to
extend word independence also to the G, case for the ideals in the full algebras.

Theorem 9.20. Suppose ® is of any Lie type and e* < m < ¢. Assume further u,v,u’,v' € W™ are
reduced words with s = »(u) = ') and t = »(v) = »@').

i) The ideals Kw?= and Kw= are Hopf ideals in U co.and UL, , respectively.

é"e* 4

ii) The ideal K(w,v),, is a Hopf ideal in Uy, .

iii) The ideals depend only on the elements represented in W'.
T”lﬂt iS, ]6(14)20 — ]a(u/)zo, ]/C\(u)ﬁ[) — ﬁ(u/)so, and ﬁ(u’ U)m — Ia(u’,v’)m .

>0

Proof. The same reasoning as in the proof of Proposition 9.19 applies to show that Kw™ =
Kwuw, N UZ.., by restricting both the basis elements defined with respect to u to those in (9.44)
and reducing the ground ring to A, ... As before, since U g"e is a Hopf subalgebra it follows
from Proposition 9.19 that £)*’ is a Hopf ideal. The argument for )=’ is identical, and the

assertion in Item ii) is now immediate from the definition in (9.30).

The statement in Item i) implies, in particular, that for any w € 7%, K(w)* is invariant under
the antipode. The formulae in (4.16) and the fact that the q”: preserves any subspace of Ug‘;

with a w-graded decomposition implies that & maps K(w)* to itself. The decomposition into a
positive and Cartan part now implies O(Kwyt) = )t |

Relation (6.65) shows that word independence of Kwy* is implied by word independence
of @'5°"* To prove the latter we first oberve that V51 = [0, 1), is of the split form (5.65) with
V,=1{0,1,...,¢, — 1}. The exponent set V5l = [, c0)* is defined as the complement and thus of
the required in the case ii) of Corollary 5.15.

As in the remark following (6.65), we have Kyt = ebeort = &”""*in Ugii* . By the

i)™ 2ij1™

previous argument we have that I/C\(z‘,-,|)+ is stable under U so that the second assumption of
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Corollary 5.15 is also fulfilled. It follows that that L£(w)* is independent of the choice of w. The
respective statements for the other ideals are now immediate from the identities in (9.30) and
(9.44). O

Theorem 9.20 implies, in particular, that the ideals I@.o , 160. , and ]6.. defined in (6.72) are
indeed independent of choices of maximal reduced words as well, including the G, case.

The intertwining relations derived above may also be understood in terms of partial Hopf
algebra quotients. For any s € %" and w € #"* with s = »(w) define

A =T®%Aol"  and UL =Ug,/Rw.w),. (9.45)

As with any automorphism, the conjugate A* defines an alternative Hopf algebra structure with
antipode STs. Theorem 9.20 implies that UC[SB, is a Hopf algebra defined independent of the
choice of the presentation w of s.

Proposition 9.21. Suppose t = 7(u) as above and t <p s for s € W'. Let P} = [P ] be the image of the
partial quasi- R-matrix in (U?;)@’z. Then A descends to a coproduct Al on U gm , P}, is invertible, and

All(x) - Py, =Py -AKx)  forallx e Ug[s;.

Proof. Recall first from (9.41) and (9.43) that N,(u) C N(u) C N, (u) = N, () C N,(s). Thus,
equations in Corollary 9.15 and Proposition 9.17 also hold modulo N (¢). The former shows that
P}, is invertible. The latter can be rewritten as

Al(x) = P!, - Ax)- P mod N(s).

If x € K, u), , Proposition 9.19 implies that A(x) € N,(s). Thus, the right-hand side and, hence,
also Al(x) isin WV, (s). It follows that A’ descends to a coproduct Al on UQES; for which the claimed
identity now clearly holds. U

It is important to keep in mind, though, that the automorphisms I'; themselves generally do
not factor through these Hopf algebra quotients.

9.6. Quasi-R-Matrices for Restricted Quantum Algebras. In this section, we return to the max-
imal ideal case and collect previous observations for the construction of unique quasi- R-matrices
for the restricted quantum algebras. The defining relations in tensor products of U, , will gen-
erally hold only up to ideals, which we introduce first. For a € N, let N ¢ be the ideal in Uﬁf
generated by all elements 19V-D ® X, ® 1%~ and 1®U-D ®@ Y, ® 194~/ for all § # v <y z and

j=1,...,afor some z € 7. Theorem 9.20 implies the word independent presentation
_p ®(a—1) 0 ®(a=2) ®a-1) o 1
N2 =Ka®U. )" "+U @KL QU " +..+U. " " ®K., (9.46)

where K., is as in (6.72). Since, for example, N'(z) € N2, Corollary 9.18 implies
Ax)- P!, = P - Ax) mod N2

oo °

(9.47)
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for any x € U, , and P!, as in (9.37). The remainders in these ideals have been explicitly com-
puted in Appendix A. Likewise, the Drinfeld-Tanisaki relations from (9.2) hold for the truncated
R-matrices also only up to remainder terms in these ideals. For example, in the rank one case
with P = ¥V e ) E* ® F* we have

TP - Py, — (d@A)PH=(XR1Q®1)- z (e OeO)'EMC Q KT F' @ F*¥,

0<s,t<?
s+1>0

which is clearly in N2

oo /

but not zero. The general case follows similarly.

Proposition 9.22. For a given maximal reduced word z € W, and any Lie type denote P* =P, .

Then (d@ AP = Hp(PL) - P, mod N,
and (AQid)(P*) = (P, - Py, mod N,

Proof. The first identity is straightforwardly verified by juxtaposing the explicit expressions for
both sides using the expressions in (9.38) and (9.23), all of which specialize to g — ¢.

[@®MNPY =D ¢, 'd © EL, @K VF @ FY,
x€l[0.D),
dweE,

NPl Ph= ) | e e, 'mP¥0) - EL, @ KVF), @ FY,
XEE.
.y elo,h),

Recall here that ¢,¢) # 0 iff ¢ € [0,1), and observe that (9.24) has a well-defined specializa-
tion of g to {. We infer from this that for terms for which all three exponents y, ¢, and y are in
[0, ), the respective coefficients indeed coincide. The difference between the equations above is,
thus, a sum of terms, each of which has at least one exponent in the complement [[, 00)*. The
monomial element associated to this exponent is then, by Corollary 9.13, in 16.. so that the full
tensor term is in V3.

This implies the first congruence above. The second identity follows analogously. An alter-
native argument can be designed by immediately passing to the quotient Ug;} from (9.29) and
observing that the pairing from (9.25) factors into a non-degenerate pairing between the positive
and negative parts of Ug["";t upon the specialization g — {. The image of P* in (U;}f)g’z is then the
element dual to this form. The duality relation (9.27) also factors into the form on Uc"f;f and is
equivalent to the Tanisaki relation on U ge;} . O

Indeed, combining Proposition 9.22 and (9.47) implies that, for any maximal reduced word
z € W, the triple (U;;}, [P:.], JI) is a pre-triangular Hopf algebra in the sense of (9.3), where
[P;.] denotes the image of P in (UC"*;})®2 . The remaining question is the word independence of

[P:.] or P¢_ modulo N.2.
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At this point, we have the tools to prove this claim in several different ways. One is to
reconsider the pairing from (9.25), which is independent of a choice of z € W, over A'q,e* and,
thus, also over A, . as a non-degenerate pairing of the positive and negative parts of U;z,f . Since
the element [P},] is dual to this pairing it is also word independent. A second approach is to
adapt the uniqueness proof of [Lus93, Thm.4.1.2(a)] to Ug"f;f and use it directly to show the analog
for Corollary 9.9 for Ug[‘f;f. We offer here a third option that exhibits further symmetries of the

quasi-R-matrices.

Lemma 9.23. Suppose z € W;. Then P! =0Q0(P;)=P;, mod NZ.

Proof. Clearly, the automorphisms JI, .S, and O preserve the maximal ideals and are, hence,
well-defined on U;;} . The Tanisaki relations from Proposition 9.22, therefore, hold as equalities
in the restricted quantum group for the image P* = [P ] € (Uz;f)‘gz. There, we may now repeat
the arguments in (9.20) to show that P = [P} ] and PZ’; are both two-sided inverses of P},

where 73;‘2 denotes the truncated version of the element from (9.20).

1
Setting f(u) = (=) wW¢=3WIN=20I0 o1 1 e 78, we may re-express the implied equality
73; = 73; as the following congruence,

Y t@e, 0 EL @FY: = ) f@)e, 0 - El: @ F¥,  mod N.2.
ye0,0), ye01),
Applying to this the map x @ y — f (W) 'x ® yfor w(x) = y as well as U0 ® id, yields the claimed
identity. O

Corollary 9.24. The element P* =[P ] € (UC“’*;})®2 is independent of the choice of z € W .

Proof. By Matsumoto’s Theorem, it suffices to show P!, = P}, mod N for maximal reduced
words of the form z =a - z,;, - band w = a - z;;; - b. Following (9.39) we have

— 72 ®2
P =I32 (P -T2XP!, ) P!

a-z; 4z «a’
and the analogous expression for P}, . By Lemma 9.23 the difference between P:ZM and P:ZW =
O® U(P:zll”) is sum of terms of the form (X, ® 1)A and (1 ® Y.)B with ¢ <p z;,. Since for
these a - ¢ is also reduced, we have I',(X,) = X,. and I',(Y,) =Y, . It follows from their above
decompositions that the difference of P¢, and P}, is a sum of terms of the form (X,.. ® )A" and

(1®Y, B, which is, therefore, in N2 by word independence of the ideal. O

The findings of this section together with Corollary 9.13 can now be summarized as follows.

Theorem 9.25. For any Lie type and root of unity { of order % as in (6.1), the triple (U;;}, P*, JI)is

independent of choices of maximal reduced words (or convex

v

a pre-triangualar Hopf algebra over A
orderings) used in its construction.

[
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Moreover, all (anti)automorphisms defined in Section 4.1, including the Artin group action, factor into
well-defined (anti)automorphisms on U“*St The construction is, thus, also independent of chosen direc-
tions of multiplications and zndependent of whether the I'; or T; are used in the definition of generators.

The construction of braided tensor categories follows along the same steps as described in
Section 9.3, where € is now allowed to have positive characteristic.
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APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA 9.16
In this section, we prove Lemma 9.16. It suffices to show that equation (9.42) holds for each

choice of 4;; € {2,0,-1,-2,-3}. The proof is carried out in a series of computations, with a
subsection dedicated to each choice of 4;; . In most cases, we follow the same sequence of steps.

Proof. The A, ; = 0 case is obvious because P! commutes with A(E ;) and since the action I(E;) =
E; is trivial.

s(s—1)/2
In the remaining cases, we make use of the fact that the coefficients a, = i[T(g“ = &7h of
s]!;
A Zi;)l a; - E? @ F; satisfy the recursion relation
GG=4
= —auaq,. Al
Ast1 [s + 1]1 d ( )

A.l. Case A;; = 2. In this case, we write i = j. Using (4.19), equation (9.42) then reduces to
-K'FF®K'-K*®K 'F,=P'-(-K'F;F® K- 1Q K 'F)- P mod N (w) .
We will use the commutation relation

s—1
-1 i
Ci - gi

which follows from a straightforward induction. Applying these commutators to each sum-

- ~(s=1) gr—1
K - ¢ K
[F, E]] = —[s],— ’ ’

B

mand of the R-matrix we find the relations

;=2
(K@ KR =PAK R K - 3 al(E @ F) (¢ - K?) ® K ' F)
s=0
=2
=PK'F®K ' + K@K 'F)=- ) all(E @ F)(1®K'F) .
s=0
-1
IRK P! = al™(E @ F)1QK'F).
s=0

Combining terms now yields
(-K'F®K'-1®@K 'F)P! =P (-K'FFK ' - K@K 'F)+a,_1¢*E["' K> ®@ F/ K",

which implies the desired equality modulo the ideal N'(w;).

A2. Case A;; = —1. In this case E;;) = —E,E; + { "' E,E;. We use the following relations from
[Lus90b, Section 5.3].

EjE; = CEEg)) [Eqjy. Ff1==¢""[s),FF ' KE;
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with the latter relation obtained by applying I';00 to Lusztig’s equation (c) with k' = 1. These
give the following relations between P* and terms in Fi®zoA(E )

(Eqj) ® KiK)F =P'(Eg) ® KiK;),
42

(1®Ey )P =P QEy;;)— (¢ —¢) Z a(E; ® F/)(E; ® K,E)),
s=0

P! T2 AE)P! =P(Eg;, ® KK; + 18 Ej;)P!
=Euj ® KiK; +1® Egj — (§ = {HE; ® KE
+P¢ — ¢ Nay_(E]' ® /7' K,E))
=E;;,® KK, +1® E;;,— (¢ - ¢ )E; Q K,E; mod N'(w,).

This expression agrees with the coproduct of E;, computed below and, therefore, verifies
the claim in this case.

nor(Ey = “EE@KK;+ E;@ K E +E®EK +18 EE)
=Ei) @KK;+1® Ei; — (€~ (HE ® K.E;

A.3. Case A;; = —2. The following equations are obtained from
_ #2752 -1 )
E(,-j) = E, Ej ¢ EZ-EJ-E,- + EjEi
as well as the ones listed in [Lus90b, Section 5.3].
_ 2
EpEi = EE )
[Eqjps F1 = =[s1¢" 7 F 7 K E iy + [sls = 12 2K E,
The latter equation is obtained by applying ;00 to Lusztig’s equation (i). We apply these next
to compute the commutator of P* with I'®20A(E )
2 2
(Eqj ® KPK)P' =P (Eq; ® K7 K)),
£-2
(1® E)P =P ® Ey) — (€ =& Y a(Ef ® FY)E, ® K,E;)
s=0
£-3

+CC =) a(E @ F)(E? ® KE)).

s=0
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We infer from these relations that Y_JI.‘ . FI.‘X’ZOA(E P! equals

E;;) ® K’K; + 1 ® E;;) — ({ = YE; ® K;Ejp + (¢ — ¢)E? ® KPE,

/-1
+7 <‘1f—1(§ ~¢OE @ FI T KEy — ¢ =7 Y 0 EP® FisKizEj>

s=0-2
=E;)® Kisz +1® Eg) — (- (HE; ® KiE ;i +¢(¢ - C_I)ZE,-2 ® K,-ZEj mod N'(w,).

Since

- El.(Z)Ej2® K2K; +(EE;® EKK,+E; ® fl.(z)Kj
+E® @ K2E; + (,E, ® E,K,E; + 1 ® EVE;

2 2
Mor(E) =1 ¢ <E,~EJ-E,- ® KK, + E,E; ® K,K,E, + E2 ® K,E,K, + E,E; ® EiKin>

+E, Q@ K,E,E,;+ E; ® E,K,;E; + E; ® E,E K, + 1® E.EE;

E;E® ® K,K? + (E;E; ® K,E,K; + E; ® K,E”
+E? ® E;K? +(E; ® E,EK; + | ® E,E”

=E;; ® KK’ +1®E;)— (¢ - VE ® (K *EE; — E;E))+ (¢ — ) E! ® KV E,
= E(ij) ® Kisz + 1 ® E(ij) - (g - C_I)Ei ® K,'E(iji) + C(C - C_l)inz ® K?Ej 5

this proves the case for 4;; = -2.

A.4. Case A =-3. In this case,
Egy=T(E)=(7EYE, —¢(PEPEE + (' EEE? - E,E = (T, ,)(E)).
Below, we refer to Lusztig’s equations (al) and (a3) in [Lus90b, Section 5.4].
EupEi=¢ 3E,.E(,.j)
[Eqjy F71 = ~[s1" ™ F} 7 K E iy + 1 FS TV K E g = O [s1 VKT E,

These relations yield expressions for conjugation of Fi®20A(E )=E;,® K’K +1® E;; by P!
via the following computation.

(Ep ® K'K)P' =P'(Ey) ® K)K;).
=2
1® E(ij))p,-. = P,-’(l ® E(ij)) - (¢ - C_l) 2 aS(EI.S ® F,-S)(Ei ® K,'E(iji))
s=0
-3
+CC-¢ Y a(E; ® F)XE ® KPE ()
s=0
-4
3¢ - ) a(E @ F)E; @ KJE),

s=0
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— 2 —
Pl IP2oME)P! = Ei) @ KK, +1@ Eqyy = (€ = HE ® K Eg
+(C - EF @ K2E ) - (¢ - OV E) @ K] E,
¢ -¢Ya, Ef @ F/7'KE )

= _ -1
+P ¢ - XL, a(E ® FP K E)

+3C - ¢ Y L a(ESP ® FPKE))
+CC-CYVEPQ K Ey;, — ¢ - ¢V E  KJE, mod N (w,).

It remains to verify the coproduct identity
AoTi(E)) = A(Ey) =E) ® KK} +1® Eyjy — (€ = E ® K Eg
+LE - ® KBy — ¢ - U E @ KIE;.

We begin by expanding the coproduct for the divided powers expressions in A(E;)):

- EVE; @ K)K; + ’EPE; ® E,K?K; + (’E;E; ® EPK.K; + E; ® E*'K,
+EP @ K E; + (’E? ® E,K?E; + (*E, ® EPK,E, + 1 ® EVE,
@ 2 @
oo EVE ® KPK; + CEE; ® EKK, + E; @ EUK
+E? @ K’E; + (E; ® E,K,E; +1 ® E’E,
| ¢V |EEE ® KK + EE; ® KK E; + E} ® K,E;K; + E,E; ® E KK, ACE)
(2] +E,Q K,E,E,+ E; ® EK,E,+ E,Q E,E;K, +1® E,E,E, i
| [E,E® ® K,K? + CE,E; ® K,E,K; + E; ® K,E”

B +E?@E K>+ (E ® E,EK, +1® EE”

3
=E;)® K;K; +1® Eg)
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2@ 2 2 @ 3)
o | CEE @ BRI + CEE @ EVKK; + ;@ EUK,
+E0 ® K E; + (*E” ® E,K?E; + (*E, ® EVK,E,

) ; ¢!
~(2EPE, @ K2K,E, - (°E, ® EYE,K, + oy B ® KIKE,
+
¢! 1 @ 1 @
+o Ei® BEEK, - o B ® K KIE, — o F, ® E,EK,

@
L|CEE; ® EKK; +E; ® E”K,
@ o &2
+E” ® K'E; + {E; ® E,K,E;
¢V|EE @ KKE +E'QKEK, +EEQEKK,

_s A(E;
0 (Ep)

+E; ® K,E,E, + E; ® E,K,E; + E, ® E,E,K,
1 |¢EE;® K,EK, + E; ® K,E”

(3] +E,~(2) ® E;K? +(E; ® E;EK,

— 3
=E;;) ® K;K +1Q® E),

@ 2 4 @ 4 9 3
v | CECE @ KIK B+ CEE, ® KK ED +C°E; @ K
3 - 2 - 2
+EP @ KXE, + {?E” ® K2E,E; + {*E, ® K,E”E;
1

C—Z
—FE, QK,E,EE; -
+[2] l® [ S Ry |

¢

—FE,E; Q@ K,K E;
[%] 1 j2® [ | l+
42
S Sl

(2]

1

(3]
Cﬁ

[3]
E; ® K,EE; -

2
E; ® K,E® +

2
C_E‘
[21(3]

E;

- 2 - 2
~(2EPE; ® K?K,E; -~ {E, ® K,EVE, +

@ 2
E;E® ® K,K2E, -

[2]

¢! @
mE,. ® K,E,E;
o-¢t -2+ 2+
[3]

é'3
® KK, E; +

[21[3]

- - 2
=E;)® KjKi3 +1IQ®E;;—¢ 4(C -¢ 1)E,- ® KiEi( )Ej

" @ 9 3
o |CEE @ KK ED +CE, ® K E,
+EP @ K’E, + (?E” ® K?E,E,

C_l

E,E,E;® K*K,E; +
[2] 7= j] 1 i J 1

¢

(2]

¢! 2
BT EEE ® KIKE,

1

3]
E,E; ® K,K,E? +

() 2
E;E® ® K,K’E,
416

[21[3]

_ C_l _ C—3

-
“—EEE; Q@ K?K,E,

g

g—l
+ [Cz_]l
Bl

E; @ K,E}
P4 -¢

K}Ej
A(E))

E, ® K,E, E,

>~ E; ® K,E,E, E,

E, ® K,E,;E’

E)®K'E; +{({ - ¢ )E} @ KPEE; + o
1 -t -¢7

[21[3] [21(3]

E’Q® K’E,E;
- [?[23] | : Y
e
+—

E.E*?Q® K2
(2]

JTi i

E ® K,E.EE; - K;E; +
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Further collapsing these expressions, we obtain
AEy) =E;; @ K;K>+1® Ey) — ¢ - ¢HE, @ KEPE, — (¢ - ¢)E, ® K,E;E
+(HC-¢HE ® K,EE,E; - {(¢ - ‘:_1)2E12 ® KizEjEi
S -YE ® KE; - ¢ - ¢ E] @ KT EE,
=E;;, ® K;K}+1® E;; — (¢ -~ HE ® K, *EPE; - {?E,E,E; + E,E?)
+LC -V E?® KX EE, - E;E) - (¢ - ¢V E} @ K'E,
= Eg ® K;K' +1® Egj — ¢ = ¢DE; ® KEgj
+CC-CYVEP® KM E ;10 - ¢ - ¢V E) @ KE; .

This now proves Aol ,(E;) = P - Fi®zoA(Ej) -P* mod N(w,). O

APPENDIX B. PROOFS AND COMPUTATIONS FOR SECTION 8.2

We supply here the computational proofs of Proposition 8.3 and Lemma B.3 used in Sec-
tions 8.1 and 8.2.

B.1. Proof of Proposition 8.3. We begin with a variation of the recursive identity used to de-
fine the coefficients ¢, in (8.13) that applies more directly to the desired proof. To this end
we introduce notation for the coefficients actually appearing in the formula of Proposition 8.3,

namely,
n s+t+k
a" — 4 (sHt+k)(n—s—1—k)—(s—1)(2t+k) Crts B.1
stk =4 s+t+k|| s—1 | 7% (B.1)
fors>t>0,k>0,and n > s +t + k. We further have ag 00 =1 and use the convention that
a" . = 0 whenever any one of the index bounds is exceeded. That is, whenever

s, t,k <0, s>n, t>min(s,n—s), or k>n-—s—t. (B.2)

Lemma B.1. With definitions and conventions as above, we have the recursion

n+l _ —2(n+l—s+1) n =3(n+1-s—t—k) et n —2(n+1-s—t—k) ,n n
e =4 a1kt 4 (n+2—s—t—kla_, ,+ A rp—1 T sk

Proof. The following straightforward verification makes repeated use of the g-binomial formula
from (3.2). To shorten some formulae, we useu = s+t + k.

ntl _—u(ntl—w—(s—n) 2k |11 u
Aok =4 " o | G
= g U1~ (s—D)Cr+k) ( e o g1 [ h ]) [ u ] Cos
u u—1 s—t| ©
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n u—1
=" + —(u+1)(n+1—u)—(s—1)(2t+k) s—t
stk T u—1|\7 |s-1¢

—orhy | U1
+ c
1 [s -1- t] > ket

n u—1
+ q—(u+l)(n+l—u)—(s—t)(2t+k—1) [ ] [S _ t] (ck—l,l + q—(2t+k—2)[2t +k— l]ck,t—l)

n + q—Z(n+1—s+t)an

= as,t,k s—1,t.k

u—1
_ N —2(n+1—s+t) .n —2(n+1-u) n
=da,,,. 14 a1k T4 s tk—1
—(u+D)(n+1—1)—(s—t+ 1Dt +k—1)+1 n u—72
+ n+2—u Cp
9 [ ][u—Z] [s—t ki1

_n —2(n+1-s+t) n —2(n+1-u) n —=3(n+1-u) _ n
=ag, 4 a1t 4 a1 14 [n+2—ulal_,, ;-

g

Observe that we may also consider the a’ , to be defined via the recursion in Lemma B.1 and
the mentioned boundary conditions. The following identity is proved in [Lus90a, Lemma 1.6]
for the special case v = 1.

Lemma B.2. Suppose A, B, D satisfy
DA = v’AD + B, BA = q *0*AB, and DB =q%*BD.

Then D™A = v*"AD™ + (¢~'v*)" ' [m]BD"~ and
min(m,n)
DA = Z U2mn—i(i+l)q—i(n+m—2i)—i(i—1)/2 [}’l] [m] [i]!An_[BiDm_i’
1 l
i=0

where quantum numbers and coefficients are with respect to q .

Proof. Each of the two claims of the lemma is proved by induction. The base case of the former
is the assumption DA = v>AD + B. For the induction step, we compute

D™ A = DW*"AD"™ + (¢~ 'v*)" ' [m]BD™ )
= "D AD™! + 0" BD™ + (q0*) (g v*)" ! [m]BD"
= *"DAD™! 1+ (¢7'v*)"[m+ 1]1BD",
where the last equality uses 1 + ¢~V [m] = ¢7™[m + 1]. The second statement is now derived

by induction in n using the first identity as the base case. It amounts to repeated use of (3.2) and
resummations. OJ

Note that the g-binomials disappear in the formula of Lemma B.2 if it is rewritten in terms of
divided power generators AW = ﬁA". That is, we find instead

min(m,n)

D(m)A(n) — Z U2mn—i(i+1)qi(n+m—2i)+i(i—1)/2A(n—i)B(i)D(m—i) .
i=0

With these preparations we proceed to the main goal of this section.
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Proof of Proposition 8.3. Assume A, B, C, and D fulfill the commutation relations stated in the
proposition. The assertion is trivial for n = 0 and easily worked out for n = 1. Assume, thus,
that the formula hold for (A4 + C + D)", with coefficients @ , as in (B.1). We compute

n  min(s,n—s) n—s—t

(A+C+ Dyl = Z Z Z a"  A'B'CKD" KA+ C + D)
s=0 t=0 k=0

n  min(s,n—s) n—s—t

— Z Z 2 a?t kq—Z(n—s+t)As—t+1BtCan—s—t—k
s=0 t=0 k=0

+ a;lt kq—3(n—1—s—t—k) [I’l —s—1— k]AS—tBt+lcan—S—l—k—1
+ a?z kq—Z(n—s—t—k)As—tBtCk+1Dn—s—t—k

+ a;’lt kAS—tBtckDrH-l—S—t—k

n+1 min(s—1,n+1-s) n+1—s—t

— Z Z Z a?_l t kq—2(n+1—s+t)As—tBtCkDn+1—s—t—k
s=1 =0 k=0

n+1 min(s,n+1-s) n+1—s—t

+ Z Z Z a?_l 1 kq—3(n+l—s—t—k)[n + 2 —s—1— k]AS—tBtcan+l—S—t—k
s=1 t=1 k=0

n  min(s,n—s) n+1—s—t

n —2(n+1-s—t—k) 45—t pt ~k pyn+1—s—t—k
+>) D, AS'B'C*D
s=0 t=0 k=1

n  min(s,n—s) n—s—t

+ Z 2 Z agl’t,kAS—tBtCan+l—s—t—k
5s=0

t=0 k=0
n+1 min(s,n+1-s) n+1—s—t

— Z Z Z ar;-;—}cAs—tBtCkDrﬁl—s—t—k )
s=0 t=0 k=0

In the first step, we employ the original commutation relations as well as Lemma B.2. In the
second step, we shift summation indices and make use of the boundary conditions on the a’ .
The last equation then results from Lemma B.1, completing the induction step. O

B.2. A Summation Identity for the c; - As before, let ¢, , be the coefficients defined recursively
in (8.13) and c,’(p = 5q(c; ,) the element in A, with g replaced by ¢* as explained in Section 8.2.

Lemma B.3. Forall n € Ny, the following equality holds in A 5,

W2 )
Y <_ ) ¢, =g ORI (n:2)

n—2p,p

p=0

Proof. Recall that {n:2} = H?=1(‘1i + ¢7") under the specialization of e = 2 in (3.6). We prove that
both expressions in the proposed equality are sequences in n with the same initial values and
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satisfy the same recursion relation. Denote the sides of the desired equality by

[n/2]
— !/ _ q—q‘l P
A, = 2 pCrapy where ¢, = (—m> ,and
p=0
B, = q_(;)wn, where v, = [2] ™" {n:2}.

Observe that Ay = By, = A; = B; = 1. The recursion for A, is given below. Note that if n is

even, cl,1—2([n/2j—l)p =0and n/2 —1 = |(n—1)/2]. Whereas if nis odd, |n/2] = |(n—1)/2] and
!/

Cu2(nf2l-1p T O
/2] /2]

_ ’ _ ’ ’ =2(n-2)[,, _
A= Y byel = D beh e, a = 1])
p:O p=0

ln/2]-1

—2(n-2
=A,_1+q =2n - 1, Z ¢p+1C:,_2P_2’P
p=0

-1
—2(n— q—dq
=A,_ —q " Pn-1], < ) A,

=A,_ —q " Pn-1],

! ) . . .
Hence A, — A, | = -7 2" D[n - 1] 22 [g] A,_, . An identical recursion for B, is found by com-
puting

B,= B,y = w217 @ + a7 (67O + g2 - (D))

= v, 217 @ + gD (2 + g2 - )
[n— 11,

— —n+3 =3n+3y _ (,—nt3 —n+1
=B Ty (@™ +¢7") =@ +¢7"h)

[n—1]2
—_ _,—2(n-1) q _ -1
=—q T (g—q )B,,.

It follows that A, = B, by strong induction, which is the identity claimed in the lemma. O

APPENDIX C. INEXISTENCE OF QUANTUM WEYL ELEMENTS AND RELATED NOTES

In the finite-dimensional representation theory of classical, simple Lie algebras, Weyl ele-
ments are formal elements that are instrumental in the derivation of various dimension and
character formulae. For a simply connected simple Lie group G with maximal torus T C G the
geometric Weyl group 7', defined as N(T')/T, is acting on §, the Lie algebra of T, via conjuga-
tion by representatives in the normalizer N(T). The action of a standard generator s; € 7" is
given by S; = Ad(w;), where w; = exp(E;) exp(—F;) exp(E;) € N(T). (see, for example, [Hum?78]).
The elements «; also appear in the theory of Chevalley groups and Tits systems.
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The 7 -action extends naturally to g and hence to U(g). There, the generators .S; coincide with
the T; or I actions on Up(g) from Section 4.3 in the specialization # — 0. On finite-dimensional
highest weight representations V' of the corresponding Lie algebra g the w;, as elements of
End(V), are well-defined since E; and F; act nilpotently on V.

Quantum Weyl elements attempt to define analogs of w; for certain versions of quantum
groups, which implement the T; or I actions in the same manner by conjugation. Construc-
tions of such elements are described in [S0i90, L.S90, KR90] and [CP9%4, 8.2]. In essence, these
approaches map a quantum group U into a completion of €, End(V;), where A ranges over
dominant highest weights so that each V) naturally carries a 7 -action. The «; elements are
then used to derive various formulae for R-matrices and &/-actions.

For relevant versions of quantum groups at roots of unity, however, quantum Weyl elements
implementing the T;-actions almost never exist for U, and related quantum algebras, even if for-
mulated in a very weak sense. The criteria discussed in this section illustrate that such imple-
mentations exist only in very exceptional types of representations.

Consider a representation p : U, g — End(V) on a vector space V over C give an embed-
ding Q(¢) C C. Let 3 be the center of U, g and Z = Z, ® C the full subalgebra described in
Section 6.3. With primes indicating commutants, we have inclusions im(p) C im(p)” C (p(3))’ C
(p(3gn2) =: C , of subalgebras of End(V). We say that a representation (p, V) is weakly <f-
equivariant if there exist invertible operators M; € C, such that p(I;(x)) = M,-p(x)Ml.‘1 for all
i=1,...,n and x € U; g . The existence of quantum Weyl elements «; € U; g would immedi-
ately imply this property for all representations by setting M; = p(«+;) € im(p) and is, thus, a far
stronger requirement.

For the assertions and counterexamples that follow, assume % is odd and exclude Lie types
B and G. Fix a maximal word z € %;; and denote respective generators by E, in the sense of
(5.3). Similar results hold for other Lie types and even % but are technically more involved.

For a given representation, (p, V) use the shorthand A = p(A) for A € Usgaswellas F, = E_,
and Y, = X_, for @ € ®*. Letalso A, = Z2/#£7* =~ (F,;)® be the weight space mod #,
generated by the fundamental weights @, defined via (w;|&;) = §;; . Assuming (p, V') is weakly
d-equivariant, denote by M the subgroup of GL(V) n C, generated by M;. Moreover, for a
reduced word w = w; ... w; , write M,, =M, -...- M, . Recall also the augmentation ideals Kt
and K., as defined in (6.67) and (6.72) of Section 6.5.

Proposition C.1. Suppose (p, V) is weakly of-equivariant with {M;} and M as above, % odd, and the
Lie type is neither B nor G. Then

i) We have decompositions V- = @, V, , where K;v = {A%)v for v € V. Moreover, E,(V;) C
Viga and F,(V))CV,_,.

it) For any w € W™ we have M, (V) = V ;) where s = y(w).
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iii) For any pair a,p € & with d, = d, there exists an M € M such that ME,M™' = Ej.
Similarly, F, and F are conjugate by some element in M, as are F, and —EzK? .

iv) There are operators Z,, Z, € M’ n (im(p))’ C End(V) such that X, = =Y, = Z, for all short
roots a € P* (thatis, d, = 1) and X, = -Y, = Z_ ifa € P* is a long root (d, = e).

v) Suppose V' is cyclic with a cyclic vector v € V such that Ugr oV =0. Then K.. C ker(p) so that
(p, V) factors into a representation of a respective small quantum group.

Proof. Note first that the definition of weak &/-equivariance implies that for any a € Z n 3 we
have p(I';(a)) = p(a). Now, since £ is odd we have L; = Kl.’é € Z n 3, which implies with
(L) = L,-L;A” that I:;Aji =1 € End(V) forall i,j = {1,...,n}. For Lie types different from
122 A;,) = 1 for any j so that, indeed, L; = Kf = 1 for all j. Over a field
containing ¢, this implies a decomposition into common eigenspaces of the K; with eigenvalues

B we have gcd(A

of K; given by some powers {* with 4, € F, . Now, for A = }, ;@ we have 4, = (4|&;) = (4|a,)
mod /% since % is coprime to all d, if the Lie type G is also excluded, proving the decomposition in
Item 7). The other claims in Item i) as well as Item 7i) are immediate from commutation relations
with the K; and the actions of the I’; on the K .

For Item iii) write E, = I'y(E;) and E; = [(E;) for some s, € % and i,j € {1,...,n} with
d;=d;. So, E, = M,EM ! and E; = M,E,M;! with s = #(w) and 1 = »(u). Since ¢; and «;
have the same length, there is some r € % such that r(a;) = ;. From Proposition 5.1 we then
find that I'(E;) = E; and, hence, M_EM;' = E; where r = #(z). The claim now follows for
M =M,M_M"! € M. The remaining assertions follow from analogous arguments.

Since all X,,Y, € Znjby Proposition 6.12, we infer that X, ¥, € M’ n(im(p))’ forall« € .
Item 7ii) now implies that X, = X, and Y, = Y, whenever d, = d;. Next, L, = 1 and (6.20) also
imply X; = —Y; for all i so thatalso X, = —Y; whenever d, = d;, proving the claim in Item 7v).

For a cyclic vector v € V as in Item v), note that, by Item iv), any Z € {Z,, Z,} is given as
Z = X, for some i so that Zv = X,v = 0. Given that any A € im(p) commutes with Z, we also
find ZAv = AZv = 0 and hence Z = 0 by the cyclicity assumption. Item iv) now implies that all
X,=7Y,=0. Thus, X, = E,*, ¥, = F.*, and Kl.f" — 1= L; — 1 are all in the kernel of p, which
then factors into the small quantum group. O

In the remainder of this section, we provide several examples of representations that are not
weakly &/-equivariant using the criteria from the above proposition.

Denote by V,. the weight space on which each K; acts as «;1 for an n-tuple ¥ = (xy, ..., x,) €
t = (C*)" . For any «k € t, a representation with V. # 0 can be easily constructed, for example, as
a highest weight representation with highest weight x . The latter can also chosen to be finite-
dimensional and irreducible by dividing out maximal submodules as usual. The condition in
Item i) thus restricts the set of possible weights from the infinite group t to the finite subgroup
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s = {x €t : k¥ = 1Vi} of tuples of roots of unity. In this sense, even the weak &/-equivariance
condition forces a restriction to a null set.

Requiring L; = 1 still leaves large families of finite-dimensional representations that are not
waekly &/-equivariant. Assuming that £ is odd, these are readily constructed by choosing any
ideal J € K7 ¢ Z= = C[{Y, : a € ®*}] such that Z7/J is of finite rank m > 1. Since Z
is central, any weight ¥ € s defines a one-dimensional representation of B; = J - ng,(ﬁ« with
Kiv=xwand Ew=bv=0foralli € {1,...,n} and all b € J . The induced module U, ; ®, v is
now finite-dimensional with L; = 1, but violates Item v) in the proposition above and is, thus,
not &/-equivariant. There are many choices for J for which the Y, are not zero and may in fact
even be invertible.

C.1. An Example in Rank 1. Even among representations that factor through the small quan-
tum groups, most are still not weakly &/-equivariant. This can already be seen in the rank 1 case
g =8l,and # =3 for which E* = F? =0and K* = 1.

Denote by V,, V_, and V, the eigenspaces of K for eigenvalues 1, {? = (7!, and ¢72 = ¢!,
respectively. We consider a special family of representations in which V, and V_ are isomorphic
as vector spaces to a common space V, so that, after conjugation by respective isomorphisms,
the restrictions E : V. — V, and F : V, — V_ may be viewed as linear endomorphisms of V.
Further specializing our example, we assume that these two endomorphisms are the identity on
V. . The restrictions of E and F to other eigenspaces are then denoted as E_, F, : V;, —» V, and
E,_,F_:V,—V,. They form a representation of the small quantum group iff

E,E =F F, =0 and E,F,=F_E_ on ¥,

(C.1)
and EE =FF =EF =FE =0 onV,.

This type of reduction of representations of U,(8l,) to a quiver with relations as in (C.1)
extends to all roots of unity as shown, for example, in [Ker89]. The representation given by the
E, and F, as above is &/-equivariant if and only if there are isomorphisms W, € GL(};) and
W, € GL(V,) such that

WoE,W'=F., W, EW;'=-F,, W,/ FW;'=E_, and W,F.W,'=-E, (C2)
implying, in particular, rank(E, ) = rank(F_) and rank(E_) = rank(F,).

It is not hard to construct maps that fulfill (C.1) but violate (C.2). For example, setting E, =
F_ = 0 automatically solves all equations in (C.1) so that any choice of maps E_, F, : V, = V,
produces a representation. The residual representation theory is, thus, equivalent to that of the
(2) Kronecker quiver, which is tame and for which the indecomposable modules are classified
[Ben91, Theorem 4.3.2].

Kronecker’s classification includes a generic family in which dim(V{)) = dim(V,) and one of
the maps can be chosen as the identity matrix and the other an indecomposable rational form.
For example, if k = C the latter implies an indecomposable Jordan block J = k1 + N, where N
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is maximally nilpotent. It is not hard to check that this representation is weakly ¢/-equivariant
if and only if k? = —1, again singling out a finite set from an infinite parameter space.

For the second family in the classification, the dimensions of V;, and V, differ by one and

there is exactly one representation for each such choice of dimensions. Bases {1V} of , and {v}
*

i+1
indeed weakly &/-equivariant. The W, and W, may be chosen as anti-diagonal matrices with

of ¥, may be chosen such that E_t? = v and F, ¥ = v*  or F, 0 = vr_ | . These special cases are

alternating +1 and —1 entries.

Note that if we require representations to lift to a larger (unrolled) quantum group that con-
tains the element H as in (3.10), the generic family is excluded unless k = 0 (which does not
yield a weakly o/-equivariant module due to the rank condition). In this situation, however,
the notion of weak &/-equivariance on the larger algebra implies also —H = MHAM~! since
I'(H) = —H , implying symmetry of H-weights around 0. The latter is easily broken by shifts
H — H + m#1, producing infinite families of lifts of a representation that are not weakly /-
equivariant.

For irreducible representations arising from sufficiently small dominant highest weights (in
a respective principal affine Weyl alcove) one may expect weak &/-equivariance to apply based
on the original constructions of quantum Weyl elements. In the U,(8],) situation above, this
corresponds to the trivial solution of (C.1) and (C.2) in which all maps are zero.

Finally, we note that the standard projective representation in the special U,(8l,) case is in
fact weakly o/-equivariant. In terms of the maps above it is given in a suitable basis by matrices

| -
E = 00 , E_= 00 , F,. = 0 , and F_= 00
1 0 1 0 00 01

0 -1
1 0

The conditions (C.2) are then solved, for example, by W, = 1 and W, = [

APPENDIX D. INTEGRAL FORM OF COALGEBRAS

We introduce an additional normalization X,, of the De Concini-Procesi singularized power
generators X, , which entails integral coproduct expressions in our formulae for types A, and
B,. Notice from (8.7) that the singularized generator X|; ;i) has a coproduct over the Gauss in-
tegers Z[v-1] when ¢ is even. Thus, the integral coordinate rings arise as Hopf subalgebras of
U(g) in these types. These integral forms also support simplified computations in future work.

In type A, , we gave in Lemma 7.9 a formula for the coproduct of generators X ;

J
AKX )= Y b X, ® L X, , (D.1)
k=i
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where b, = (7! - C)fC(i) fori < k < jand b; = b; = 1. Replacing all instances of X, with
k i J P g a

y . N
the singular generator X, removes the coefficient ({~! — ¢ )¢ from b, . If we set X, = ¢ G x . =

& '=0ye¢ (g)X « » then we obtain a coproduct formula in which all nonzero coefficients are 1.
A J A A
A(Xl,j) = ZXi,k ®Li,ka,j (D.Z)
k=i

®)

More generally, set £ k = ¢ EX, then write X, = Eif" . The coproduct formulae of Proposition

8.1 have simpler presentations using the rescaled singularized generators
0 o o 0b L ¢ b
A(X(iji)) =1® X(iji) + Xi ® Lin + X(iji) ® LiLj s

L ] (D.3)

AX) = 1@ Xy + X! @ LT X, + X ® LIL,
(f+l) A N (D4)
+6,22-C 27X, Q@ Li X

These follow from the observations X;’ = é’j(z) ij = (-1) +1th.’ and X' =¢ CDx . Note also that

85200) = 8,5~ 8,8 = 1, 6,6 D = 5,60 = 5,,¢(3) are all valued in {~1,0,1}.

The automorphism O is given for certain power generators in (6.52) and (6.54). Here, we
regard it as a factor of the antipode, which takes values over the same ring as the coproduct. We
deduce integrality for the X, from the respective equations.

D) Xy = X, + XX+ (1=6y)-e- (=1 - T
i+l Y ¢ —
DX X ) e=2 (D.5)

D28, + X%y e=3
& X Xy + XXy =3,

where T, =

~ £ A oA A
- X, = &' Xy + D" XXM+ 8y (1=6,) e (=1 - T,
¢ XX e=2 (D.6)
where T, =

% % C+1 ¥ v2 —
XX + DR 0 X2 e=3.

The integrality of these expressions suggests that the normalized generators above produce
integral coproducts for all Lie types and roots of unity.

Conjecture D.1. Let z € W . The set of X, for w <p z generate a Z-Hopf subalgebra of Us(g)-
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