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0. INTRODUCTION

The goal of the paper is to introduce and study symmetric and exterior algebras
in certain braided monoidal categories such as the category O for quantum groups.
We relate our braided symmetric algebras and braided exterior algebras with their
classical counterparts.

The original motivation of this work comes from the following classical problem.

Problem 0.1. Let V' be a simple finite-dimensional module over a complex semisim-
ple Lie algebra g, find the decomposition of symmetric and exterior powers of V' into
simple g-modules.

This problem is open and, to some extent, is not settled even for g = sly(C). A
modern approach to the problem would consist of constructing a basis (which can
be referred to as a crystal basis or a canonical basis) in the symmetric algebra S(V)
(or in the exterior algebra A(V')) which is somehow compatible with the irreducible
submodules. Typically, the crystal (or canonical) bases require some kind of ¢-
deformation of the involved modules and algebras. Following Lusztig’s original idea
of [I7], in order to implement this program, one should first g-deform S(V') (or A(V))
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and then try to construct the canonical (or crystal) basis for S, (V') (or A,(V)) using
a “bar”-involution and some standard PBW-like basis.
Therefore, the following problem naturally arises.

Problem 0.2. Let U,(g) be the quantized enveloping algebra of g. For each finite
dimensional U, (g)-module V' construct (in the the category of U,(g)-module algebras)
an analogue S,(V) of the symmetric algebra of V' and an analogue A (V) of the
exterior algebra of V.

Apparently, the first work in which Problem was mentioned is the paper
[19]. Its main result asserts that if V' is the 4-dimensional simple U,(sl2(C))-module,
then the algebra S,(V') cannot be a flat deformation of S(V'). Unfortunately, the
results of [19] neither suggested a solution to the problem nor generated a follow-
up research. For the case when V' is the quantum adjoint module over U,(sl,(C)),
a version of S,(V) was constructed by J. Donin in [I1]. Another, yet unrelated
approach, based on Woronowicz’s quantum differential calculus associates to V' an
algebra B(V') (which is sometimes referred to as ”quantum symmetric algebra” or
Nichols-Woronowicz algebra, see e.g., [2 [12] 18, 20]). However, B(V) is typically
much larger than the ordinary symmetric algebra S(V) .

We propose the following construction of S, (V). First, recall that the category Oy
of finite-dimensional U,(g)-modules is braided monoidal, where the braiding Ry y :
U®V — V®U is the permutation of factors composed with the universal R-matrix.

For each object V of O define the quantum exterior square AgV CV®Vto
be the linear span of all negative eigenvectors of Ryy : V@V — V ® V, that
is, the eigenvectors that correspond to negative (i.e., having the form —q", r € 7Z)
eigenvalues of R. Clearly, A?]V is a well-defined flat deformation of A2V. Note that
this definition makes sense because the square (Ryy)? is a diagonalizable linear map
V®V — V ®V which eigenvalues are powers of q.

We define the braided symmetric algebra S,(V') of V' as the quotient of the tensor
algebra T'(V') by the ideal generated by A2V. By the very definition the correspon-
dence V' — S,(V) is a functor from the category O to the category of graded
U,(g)-module algebras.

We prove (see Theorem 22])) that the braided symmetric and exterior powers
are "less or equal” than their classical counterparts, which motivates the following
definition. We say that a module V is flat if S,(V') is a flat deformation of the
ordinary symmetric algebra S(V).

Problem 0.3. Classify all flat modules in Oy.

In section 2.3 (Proposition 2.31]) we provide a sufficient criterion for flatness, and
numerous examples convince us that this criterion is also necessary. Among the
examples of flat modules is the standard n-dimensional U,(sl,(C))-module V', and
its braided symmetric algebra is isomorphic to the algebra of g-polynomials in n
variables. In this paper we completely classify flat simple U,(sl2(C))-modules and
prove that a simple n-dimensional U,(sly(C))-module is flat if and only if n = 1,2, 3.
The fact that the "adjoint” (i.e., 3-dimensional simple) module V' is flat agrees with
the results of [1].

A general expectation is that for each g there is a finite set of dominant weights
A such that the irreducible U,(g)-module V) is flat. Informally speaking, we expect
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that each “small enough” irreducible U,(g)-module is flat. A complete classification
of flat modules has recently been obtained in [22].

Let us reiterate that our immediate motivation for introducing S, (V') and A,(V) is
to prepare the ground for a general notion of the canonical basis. It turns out that for
each flat U,-module V' from the list compiled in [22], the algebra S,(V) is isomorphic
to the associated graded of the quantized enveloping algebra U,(u) (where u is a
certain nilpotent Lie algebra) and, therefore, S,(V') carries a canonical basis which
can be defined along the lines of [17]. In its turn, this defines a crystal basis for
the ordinary symmetric algebra S(V), where V is the corresponding g-module and,
therefore, solves Problem A surprising application of this crystal basis (and,
in fact, another motivation of the project) is a construction of a geometric crystal on
V (see [3, 4, 5, 6]).

A more ambitious goal is to study braided symmetric algebras of non-flat modules.
Already for g = sl3(C) we obtained an unexpected result for each simple module V:
the braided symmetric cube S3V" is multiplicity-free as a Ug(sly(C))-module (Theo-
rem [235]). Numerous examples convince us that this phenomenon should take place
for any braided symmetric power SV, (Conjecture Z37). Our general expecta-
tion is that the braided symmetric powers of finite dimensional U,(g)-modules have
much nicer decompositions into the irreducibles than their classical counterparts and,
therefore, the ”braided” version of the above Problem is much easier to solve.

In a similar manner we define the braided exterior algebra Ay (V'), to be the quotient
of the tensor algebra T'(V') by the ideal generated by the braided symmetric square
quV. Similarly to the ordinary symmetric and exterior algebras, one has a quadratic
duality between the quadratic algebras S,(V') and A (V*). Again, similarly to the
classical case, for each finite-dimensional module V' its braided exterior algebra is
also finite dimensional.

The structure of braided exterior algebras for U,(sly(C))-modules is more trans-
parent: we prove that A;‘V = 0 for any simple U,(sly(C))-module V' and, moreover,
if n = dim V is even, then A3V = 0.

Needless to say that this paper is only a starting point in exploring the new braided
algebras, and we expect many more interesting results in their study.

Acknowledgments. We express our gratitude to Joel Kamnitzer and Alexander
Polishchuk for very stimulating discussions during the work on the paper.

1. DEFINITIONS AND NOTATION

We start with the definition of the quantized enveloping algebra associated with a
complex reductive Lie algebra g (our standard reference here will be [10]). Let h C g
be the Cartan subalgebra, and let A = (a;;) be the Cartan matrix for g.

Definition 1.1. A realization of A is a triple (P, 11, (-|-)), where P is a lattice (of
full dimension) in b*, II = {ay,...,a,} C P, is a subset, and (-|-) is a Z-valued
inner product on P satisfying the following conditions:
e II is linearly independent.
o 2 e Z and () € 7, forall A€ P, i € [1,7].
2(ai | o)
(o | i)

= a;; for all 4, 7.
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The quantized enveloping algebra U is a C(q)-algebra generated by the elements
E; and F; for i € [1,7], and K, for A\ € P, subject to the following relations:
K\K, = Ky, Ko=1for \,u € P; K\E; = ¢““IVE,K,, K\F, = ¢~ “INEK, for
i€[l,r] and X € P;

Ko — K_a,
(1.1) L, By — FyE; = 0 qdi — g
for 4,j € [1,r], where d; = (aiéai); and the quantum Serre relations
1_a’ij 1—aij
12 S Capmeengn o S Gt o
p=0 p=0

for i # j, where the notation Xi(p ) stands for the divided power

P kd; _ —kd;
(1.3 X0 = = T
C ()i (0 q% — g4
The algebra U is a g-deformation of the universal enveloping algebra of the reduc-
tive Lie algebra g associated to A, so it is commonly denoted by U = U,(g). It has a
natural structure of a bialgebra with the co-multiplication A : U — U ® U and the
counit homomorphism ¢ : U — Q(q) given by

(14) A(E) =E®1+ K, QF;, A(F,)=F,K_,,+1F, A(K,) =K\,®K,,

(1.5) c(E)=e(F) =0, e(Ky)=1.

In fact, U is a Hopf algebra with the antipode anti-homomorphism S : U — U given
by S(Ez) = —K_aiE,', S(E) = _F;'Kap S(K)\) = K_A.

Let U~ (resp. U% U™) be the Q(g)-subalgebra of U generated by Fy, ..., F, (resp.
by Kx(A € P); by Ey,...,E,). It is well-known that U = U~ - U° - UT (more
precisely, the multiplication map induces an isomorphism U~ ® U’ @ U™ — U).

We will consider the full sub-category Oy of the category U,(g)—Mod. The objects
of Oy are finite-dimensional U,(g)-modules V' having a weight decomposition

V = @HEPV(IU’) )

where each K acts on each weight space V(i) by the multiplication with ¢ 1#) (see
e.g., [10][I.6.12]). The category Oy is semisimple and the irreducible objects V) are
generated by highest weight spaces Vy(A) = C(q) - vy, where \ is a dominant weight,
i.e., A belongs to PT ={\ € P: (A ;) >0V ie€ [l,r]}, the monoid of dominant
weights.

Let R € U,(g)®U,(g) be the universal R-matrix. By definition,

(1.6) R = RoR; = R Ry

where Ry is "the diagonal part” of R, and R; is unipotent, i.e., R; is a formal power
series

(1.7) Ri=1®1+4(q— Dz + (¢— 1)+,

where all zj, € U}, @cjgq-1 UL, where U'™ (resp. U'") is the integral form of U™,
ie, U™ is a Clg, ¢ ']-subalgebra of U,(g) generated by all F; (resp. by all E;) and
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U'; (vesp. U'}) is the k-th graded component under the grading deg(F;) = 1 (resp.
deg(E;) = 1).

By definition, for any U,V in O; and any highest weights elements vy € U(\),
v, € V() we have Ry(vy @ v,) = ¢* Moy @ v,.

Let R be the opposite element of R, i.e., R = 7(R), where 7 : U,(g)®U,(g) is
the permutation of factors. Clearly, R = RyR;" = R’ Ry.

Following [I3, Section 3], define D € U,(g)®U,(g) by

(1.8) D := Ry\/R?R, = \/R”R, R,
Clearly, D is well-defined because R’ R; is also unipotent as well as its square
root. By definition, D? = R’?R, D’ R = RD.
Furthermore, define
R -1
(1.9) R:RD*:QWY%:R%MMWQ
It is easy to see that

(1.10) R? =R

~

According to [I3 Proposition 3.3], the pair (U,(g), R) is a coboundary Hopf algebra.
The braiding in the category Oy is defined by Ryy : U @ V — V @ U, where

Ruv(u®@v)=717R(u®v)

forany u € U, v € V, where 7 : U ® V — V ® U is the ordinary permutation of
factors. -

Denote by C' € Z(U,(g)) the quantum Casimir element which acts on any irre-
ducible U,(g)-module Vy in O; by the scalar multiple ¢*1**27) where 2p is the sum
of positive roots.

The following fact is well-known.

Lemma 1.2. One has R?> = A(C™Y) o (C ® C). In particular, for each \, p,v € Py
the restriction of R? to the v-th isotypic component IY , of the tensor product Vy®V,
is scalar multiplication by ¢ MW= [))+Cp|A+pu—v)

This allows to define the diagonalizable C(g)-linear map Dyy : UV - U ®V
by Dyyv(u ® v) = D(u ® v) for any objects U and V' of Oy. It is easy to see that
the operator Dy, v, : VA ® V), — VA ®V,, acts on the v-th isotypic component I3 , in
V\ ® V, by the scalar multiplication with gz (ATl =@ )+ [ Atp-v),

For any U and V' in Oy define the normalized braiding oy by

(1.11) ouy(u®wv) = 7R(u®v) ,
Therefore, we have by (L.9):
(112) ouyv = D‘_/}],R,U’V = Rule}’lV .

We will will sometimes write oy in a more explicit way:

(113) oyyv = \/R‘_/’IURZ}’IV'R,QV = 'R,Uy\ / RZ_J’IVR‘_/’IU

The following fact is an obvious corollary of ((LI0).
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Lemma 1.3. oyy o oyy = idygy for any U,V in Of. That is, o is a symmetric
commutativity constraint.

We also have the following coboundary relation (even though we will not use it).

Lemma 1.4. [I3| section 3] Let A, B,C be objects of Of). Then, the following
diagram commutes:

ARB®C 22 Ce A® B
(1.14) ‘”’%l Jaza
BRC®A 225 CQB®A

where we abbreviated
0123 = 0agpc: (ARB)®C — C® (A® B),
0123 ' =0apsc AR (BR®C) = (BRC)®A.
Remark 1.5. If one replaces the braiding R of O; by it inverse R ™!, the symmetric

commutativity constraint ¢ will not change.

2. MAIN RESULTS

2.1. Braided symmetric and exterior powers. In this section we will use the
notation and conventions of Section [I]

For any morphism f : V®V — V@V in O and n > 1 we denote by f“*!,
i =1,2,...,n — 1 the morphism V®" — V®" which acts as f on the i-th and the
i + 1st factors. Note that ai}f‘tl is always an involution on V®",

Definition 2.1. For an object V in Oy and n > 0 define the braided symmetric
power S"V C VO and the braided exterior power AV C V& by:

SV = m (Ker 0,41 —id) = m (Im 041 +id) ,

1<i<n—1 1<i<n—1
AV = ﬂ (Ker i1 +id) = ﬂ (Im 041 —id),
1<i<n—1 1<i<n—1
ii+1

where we abbreviated 0,11 = oy .

Remark 2.2. Clearly, —R is also a braiding on O and —o is the corresponding
normalized braiding. Therefore, A7V = S V and S}V = A" V. That is, informally
speaking, the symmetric and exterior powers are mutually ”interchangeable”.

Remark 2.3. Another way to introduce the symmetric and exterior squares involves
the well-known fact that the braiding Ry,y is a semisimple operator V@V — V@V,
and all the eigenvalues of Ry, are of the form £¢", where r € Z. Then positive
eigenvectors of Ry span S2V and negative eigenvectors of Ry span A2V

Clearly, S°V =C(q) , S}V =V A2V =C(q), AlV =V, and
S2V={veVaV|ou(w) =v}, A2V={veVaV]|ow()=—v}.

We can provide a uniform characterization of braided symmetric and exterior
powers as follows.
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Definition 2.4. Let V' be an object of Oy and I be a sub-object of V' ® V in Oy.
For each n > 2 define the braided power P(I)* C V" of I by:

(2.1) Py= (] Ve leleVvertt,
1<i<n—1
(and set P°(I) = C(q), P*(I) =V).
The following fact is obvious.
Lemma 2.5. For each n > 0 we have S*V = P™"(S2V) and A7V = P"(A2).
The following fact is obvious.

Proposition 2.6. For each n > 0 the association V +— SV is a functor from Oy
to Of and the association V — ALV is a functor from Of to Of. In particular, an
embedding U — V' in the category Oy induces injective morphisms

SMU < SV, AU < A"V .

Definition 2.7. For any V € Ob(O) define the braided symmetric algebra S,(V')
and the braided exterior algebra A,(V') by:

(2.2) Se(V) =T(V)/(AV), A (V) =T(V)/(S;V) ,

where T'(V') is the tensor algebra of V' and (I) stands for the two-sided ideal in T'(V')
generated by a subset I C T'(V).

Note that the algebras S,(V) and A,(V) carry a natural Z>,-grading:
Se(V) =B So(V)n, Aa(V) = P Ae(V)sr

n>0 n>0
since the respective ideals in T'(V') are homogeneous.
Denote by Oy, ; the sub-category of U,(g) — Mod whose objects are Z>,-graded:

V=P V.

nEZZO

where each V, is an object of Of; and morphisms are those homomorphisms of
U,(g)-modules which preserve the Zs(-grading.

Clearly, Oy, r is a tensor category under the natural extension of the tensor struc-
ture of Oy. Therefore, we can speak of algebras and coalgebras in O, ;.

By the very definition, S,(V') and A, (V) are algebras in O, ;.

Proposition 2.8. The assignments V +— S,(V) and V — A (V) define functors
from Oy to the category of algebras in Oy, ¢.

Let V be an object of Oy and I? be a sub-object of V ® V in Oy as in Definition
2.4l Using the identity P™(I) @ V"NV & P"(I) = P™(I) ® P"(I) and natural
inclusions P™*(I) ¢ P™(I) @ V&, P™t([) C V®¥™ @ P"(I), we obtain natural
embeddings A, : P"**(I) < P™(I) ® P"*(I) in the category Oy.

Let P(I) := @ P"(I); define the morphism A; : P(I) — P(I) ® P(I) by AT =

n>0

@ A, and let £; be the natural projection P(I) — P°(I) = C(q).

n,m>0
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Lemma 2.9. The triple (P(I),A”,e;) is a coalgebra in Oy ;.

Proof. Clearly, A; is co-associative. The compatibility between the co-multiplication
and the co-unit also follows. O

Corollary 2.10. For each object V' of Oy the braided symmetric space S,V =
P(S2V) and the braided exterior space A,V = P(A2V) are naturally co-algebras
in Of. The assignments V +— S,V and V — A,V define functors from Oy to the
category of coalgebras in Oy, ¢.

Note that both O; and O, ¢ are categories with the duality *.

Proposition 2.11. For any V in O we have the following isomorphisms in Og,. ¢:
(a) Algebra isomorphisms: (S,V)* = S,(V*), (A;V)* = A, (V*).

(b) Coalgebra isomorphisms: (S,(V))* = S,V*, (A,(V))* = A, V™.

(c) Algebra isomorphisms: A, (V) = S, (V*), S,(V)' = A, (V*), where A* stands for
the quadratic dual of a quadratic algebra A in Oy, ;.

Proof. Follows from the fact that T(V)* = T(V*) in O, (A2V): = S22V
(S2V)+ = A2V* in O; and the general fact that for any I,J C V ® V such that
I+J=V®Vand INJ =0 one has:

P(I)= = (J%), P(J)" =(I")
in Oy, ¢, where (X) is the ideal in T'(V)* generated by X C (V@ V)* =V*@V*. O

In particular, Proposition [2.11](c) asserts that the relationship between the braided
symmetric (resp. exterior) powers and the corresponding components of braided
symmetric (resp. exterior) algebras is given by the following canonical isomorphisms
(for all n > 2).

(2.3) (SEVH)* = Se(V)n, (AZVF)* =2 AL (V), .

To discuss a possibility of a direct isomorphism, we propose the following problem.
Problem 2.12. Given V in Oy, find all the pairs of sub-objects I,J C V ® V
such that I + J =V ® V, I NJ = 0, and the composition of the natural inclusion
P(I) — T(V) with the structure homomorphism 7'(V)) — T'(V')/(J) is an isomor-
phism P(I) =T(V)/(J) in O ;.

We would expect that the pairs (I,J) = (S2V,A2V) and (I,J) = (A2V,S2V)
are solutions to Problem 2.12] for any V' € O;. This expectation is certainly true
whenever when g is abelian, i.e., when 0 = 7, and S,(V) = S(V), A, (V) = A(V).

Proposition 2.13. For any V in Of each embedding V) — V defines embeddings
Vox <SPV for alln > 2. In particular, the algebra S,(V') is infinite-dimensional.

Proof. By definition, an embedding V) < V is equivalent to the existence of a
highest weight vector vy in the weight space V(\). Then V) = U,(g)(v).
Denote by v,y = vy @ Uy ®@ - -+ ® vy € V. First, show that vy, € S2V. Indeed,

Ryev(vax) = Ryvgv(vy @ vy) = C_I(MA)UA R vy = D(vA ®@vy) .

Therefore, oygy(vay) = voy and vgy € S2V. This implies that o;;41(v,) = vy for
i=1,...,n—1. Hence v,\ € S}V and V,,, — SI'V. Proposition 213 is proved. [
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2.2. Braided algebras as deformations of Poisson structures. In this section
we study ”classical” (at ¢ = 1) analogues of the braided symmetric and exterior
algebras and present the braided objects as ¢-deformations of the classical ones.
More precisely, using the fact that the ”classical limit” of each braided algebra is
a commutative C-(super)algebra, we will investigate the (super-)Poisson structures
emerging as ”classical limits” of the (super-)commutators in the braided algebras
(Theorem [2.21] below).

Definition 2.14. Given a Zj-graded algebra A = Ay @ Az, (ie., A. - As C A,y for
any €,0 € Zy = Z/(2) = {0,1}), we say that A is a commutative superalgebra if

ba = (—1)*%ab
for any a € A. and b € As, €,0 € Zy = {0,1}.

Definition 2.15. A bracketed superalgebra is a pair (A, {-,-}) where A is a commu-
tative superalgebra and a bilinear map {-,-} : Ax A — A such that {A., As} C A5
for any €, € Zy and the following identities hold:

(i) super-anti-commutativity:

{a,b} + (=1)°{b,a} = 0

for any a € A.,b € As,
(ii) the super-Leibniz rule

(2.4) {a,bc} = {a,b}c + (—=1)*°b{a, c}
for any a € A.,b € As,c € A,.

If, in addition, the bracket satisfies
(iii) the super-Jacobi identity:

(=1 {a, {b,c}} + (=1){e, {a, b}} + (=1)*{b, {c,a}} = 0
for any a € A.,b € As,c € A, then we will refer to A as a Poisson superalgebra and
will refer to {-,-} as super-Poisson bracket.

We define the tensor product A ® B of two bracketed superalgebras A and B to
be the usual tensor product in the category of superalgebras with bracket {-,-}:

{a®@b,d @V} = (=1)"%ad @ {b,0'} + (=1)*" {a,d'} @ bV,
foralla € A,V € B,d' € A.,b € Bs.

For each reductive Lie algebra g denote by O; = Oy(g) the category of finite-
dimensional g-modules V' such that the center Z(g) acts semi-simply on V.

Recall that the classical r-matrix of g is a g-invariant element r € g ® g satisfying
the classical Yang-Baxter equation [[r,7]] = 0 and r 4+ 7(r) = ¢, where 7 is the
permutation of factors and ¢ € S?(g) is the Casimir element. Denote by r~ € g A g
the anti-symmetrization of r, i.e.,

1
(25 = =)
Note that r~ =) E, ® F, — F, ® F,, where the summation is over all positive

rootsof g=n_@dhdn,, {E,} is a basis for n, and {F,} is the basis in n; dual to
the former one with respect to the Killing form.
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Example 2.16. Recall that gly(C) has a standard basis of matrix units F, F, Hy, Hy
and r = 2E® F+ H, @ Hy+ Hy® H,. Therefore, r~ = 3(r—7(r)) = EQ F—FQFE =
EANF.

The following fact is obvious.

Lemma 2.17. (a) Let V be any finite-dimensional g-module. Then the element 1~
considered as g-equivariant operator v~ : V@V — V @V satisfies

r=(A2(V)) € S3(V), r(S*(V)) C A*(V) .

(b) The symmetric algebra S(V) considered as an even superalgebra (i.e., S(V)5 =
S(V)) has a unique homogeneous bracket {-,-}, : S(V) x S(V) — S(V) such that

{u, v}y =717 (u-v)

for any u,v € V. B B
(¢) The symmetric algebra A(V') considered as a superalgebra with odd V' has a unique

homogeneous super-bracket {-,-}_ : A(V) x A(V) — A(V) such that
{u,v}_ =r~(uAv)
for any u,v € V.

For any bracketed superalgebra define the super-Jacobian map J: AXAxA — A
by:

(2.6) J(a,b,¢) = (=1)"{a, {b,c}} + (=1)*{c, {a, b}} + (=1)**{b, {c,a}}

for any a € A.,b€ As,ce A,.
Define the ideals I, (V) and I_(V) in S(V) and A(V) respectively by:

L(V):=J.(V,V,V)-S(V), I_(V) := J_(V.V,V) AA(V) ,

where J; and J_ are respective Jacobian maps as in (2.6]). Then define algebras

(2.7) S(V) = S(V)/1(V), AMV) = A(V)/I-(V) .

Theorem 2.18. For each V in Oy we have (using the Sweedler-like notation r~ =
Ty O )

(a) The brackets {-,-}+ and {-,-}_ are given by:

(2. 0.0)4 =75 (a) -7y 0)

for each a,b € S(V).

(2.9) {a,b}- =rgy(a) ATy ()

for each a,b e A(V).

(b) The homogeneous bracketed (super)algebras S(V') and A(V') are Poisson with the
(super)Poisson brackets given by the above formulas (2.8) and (2.9).

We will prove Theorem .18 in Section [3l
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Example 2.19. Recall from Example2.16 that for g = gly(C) we have r~ = EAF =
E®F — F ® E. Theorem [2.1§ guarantees that for any V' in O; one has:

{a,b}, = B(a)F(b) — F(a)E(b)
for all a,b € S(V) and
{a,b}_ = E(a) N F(b) — F(a) N E(b)

for all a,b € A(V).
Corollary 2.20. (from the proof of Theorem [2.18) The Poisson (super)algebras

S(V) = SWV)/I.(V) and A(V) = A(V)/I_(V) are Poisson closures of S(V) and

A(V) respectively.

The following is the second main result of this section.

Main Theorem 2.21. Let V be an object of Of and let V in Oy be the classical
limit of V. Then:
(a) The braided symmetric algebra S,(V') is a flat g-deformation of a certain Poisson

quotient of the Poisson algebra S(V'). In particular, dimg(qg) So(V), < dime S(V),,.
(b) The braided exterior algebra A, (V') is a flat q-deformation of a certain Poisson

quotient of the Poisson superalgebra A(V). E.g., dimg(g) Ap(V), < dimc A(V),,.

We will prove Theorem 2.21] in Section Bl
Now we can post two natural problems.

Problem 2.22. Describe all those U,(g)-modules in V for which S,(V) is a flat

deformation of S(V).

Even though we have only a little evidence, we would expect that each irreducible
V =V, in Oy solves the problem.

Since S, (V) is a quotient algebra of the symmetric algebra S(V), we can define
an affine scheme X (V) = spec S,(V) in V.

Problem 2.23. For each V € Ob(Oy) study the scheme X (V). In particular,

describe all objects V' for which the scheme X (V') is a variety.

Clearly, if V is flat (see Section 23), then X (V) = V' is a variety. It would be
interesting to see what happens with X (V) # V, i.e., 5,(V) is not a flat deformation
of S(V) (see Sections and 2.5 below).

To study the scheme X (V') it would be helpful to estimate the growth of braided
symmetric algebras. We will conclude the section with a few corollaries from Theo-
rem [2.2]] and one conjecture concerning the Hilbert series of braided algebras.

Definition 2.24. For each U = @,>¢U, in the category Oy, ; define the Hilbert
series h(U,t) € Z][[t]] by:

(2.10) h(U,t) = i dim(U;)t".
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According to Theorem 2:2TI(b), A, (V') is bounded from above (as a vector space)
by the ordinary exterior algebra A(V'). Therefore, the Hilbert series h(A,(V),t) is a
polynomial in ¢ of degree at most dim (V).

Corollary 2.25. For any V' € Ob(Oy) the Hilbert series h(S,(V')),t) is a rational

function in t of the form %, where p(t) is a polynomial and d < dim V.

Proof. Theorem 2.27] asserts that S, (V) is a flat deformation of a certain quotient
algebra of the symmetric algebra S(V'), where V is ”the classical limit” of V. There-
fore, the Hilbert series h(S,(V'),t) equals to the Hilbert series of a quotient of algebra
of S(V) by a certain homogeneous ideal J. It is well-known that h(S(V)) = W

and well-known that the Hilbert series of S(V')/.J can be expressed as a rational func-
tion in ¢ with the denominator (1 — ¢)?. This proves the corollary. O

We conclude the section with a conjectural observation about ”numerical Koszul
duality” between the braided symmetric and exterior algebras.

Conjecture 2.26. For each A € P, we have
R(S,(Va),t) - R(Ag(VY), —t) = 1+ O(th) .
Or, equivalently, dim S3Vy — dim A2V = (dim V)2,
Indeed, if S, (V) is Koszul, then the conjecture obviously holds without the term
O(t*). For non-Koszul S,(V4), we have verified the conjecture numerically in several

cases (see e.g., Corollary 2:30] below). Moreover, in non-Koszul case we expect that
the term O(t*) will never vanish.

2.3. Flat modules. We view S,(V) and A,(V) as deformations of the quadratic
algebras S(V) and A(V) respectively. Theorem 2211 (taken in conjunction with
Proposition 2Z.IT(b)) implies that

mmsm/:mmsxv%§<mmvzn_l)

for all n.
Therefore, we come to the following definition.

Definition 2.27. A finite dimensional U,(g)-module is flat, if and only if
dimV 4+n—1
n

dim S}V = (

for all n > 0; i.e., the braided symmetric power SV is isomorphic (as a vector space)
to the ordinary symmetric power S™V.

By definition, dim SV = (dim:;“) forn = 0,1, 2. To determine whether V is flat
it is sufficient to determine the flatness of S3V due to the following result.
Proposition 2.28. A module V in Oy is flat if and only if

dimV + 2
mmﬁvzﬁnﬁvz(m3+>.

Moreover, if S,(V') is flat, then it is Koszul.
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Proof. Follows from Drinfeld’s result ([I4, Theorem 1]) which asserts that if

A = T(V)/(Iy) is a quadratic algebra over C(h) such that I, C V ® V is a
flat h-deformation of the exterior square A*V (i.e., I, has a basis of the form

ei®ej—e;@e—hy ey ®@e for 1 <i<j<dimV, where all CZYZ € C[[R]]) and
dim Az = dim S3V/, then dim A,, = dim SV for all n. The Koszulity of such an A
follows because A has a PBW-basis. The proposition is proved. O

The above result is a first step toward solving the following problem.
Problem 2.29. Classify all flat U,(g)-modules V in Oy.

We expect that for each semisimple Lie algebras g there are only finitely many flat
simple modules V). Next, we compute a lower bound for dimension of each S2V.
We will use the notation

(2.11) %
for the space of highest weight vectors of weight p in a module V in Oy. For
A, v € Py denote cf , = dim(Vy®V),)", i.e., ¢ , is the tensor product multiplicity.
And for any A\, u € P, denote C;M = dim(S?Vy)* and Crp = dim(A2V)\)#, so that
Cyp T Cxy = Ch - Ultimately, define:

dl)f = Z (C)tu - C;;V)CICL7A '

veP,

Lemma 2.30. For each A € P, we have
(2.12) dim S2Vy > > max(d},0) - dim V, .

wePy

Proof. By definition of S2V), one has: (S3Vy)* = (S2Vy @ Va)* N (V) @ S2Vy)-.
Therefore, we obtain the inequality:

dim(SgVA)“ > dim(SﬁVA & V)\)‘u + dim(V)\ & ng)\)ﬂ — dim(V,\ RV, ® VA)“
= dim(SﬁVA X V)\)M — dim(V,\ X AiV)\)M = dﬁ .
Taking into account that dimV = >_ dim V* - dim V,,, we obtain (2.12]). O

Using this result, we obtain the following sufficient criterion of flatness.

pePy

Proposition 2.31. Assume that

2.1 dd 0)-d =
(2.13) g max(d},0) - dim V), < 5 )

wePy
for some X\ € P.. Then the simple U,(g)-module V is flat.

Proof. Follows from (2.12) and Proposition 228 O

Based on the examples below (and on Corollary below), we expect that this
sufficient criterion of flatness is also necessary. In what follows we will provide some
examples of flat modules V), each of which satisfies (Z.13). Along these lines we
expect the ”orthogonality” of the symmetric and exterior cubes: if (S2V,)* # 0 (in
the notation of (2.11])) then (A2V))* = 0 and vice versa.
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2.4. Examples of flat modules. Recall that for U,(gl4(C))-modules the dominant
weights are non-increasing d-tuples of integers A = (A > Ay > -+ Ay). The d-tuple
w; = (1,1,...,1,0,...,0) having ¢ ones and d — i zeros is referred to as the i-th
fundamental weight. In particular, V,,, 2 (C(q))? is the standard U, (gl4(C))-module.

Lemma 2.32. The standard U,(gls(C))-module V,,, is flat. More precisely,
(a) Each graded component Sy(Vi,, )n is irreducible and isomorphic to Vi, .
(b) As an algebra S,(V,,) is isomorphic to C,[xy, ..., x4], g-polynomial algebra gen-
erated by x1,...,x, subject to the relations x;x; = qu;x; for 1 <i < j <d.

Proof. Prove (a) It suffices to show that SI'V,, = V,,,. Indeed, by Proposition 2.13]
with A = w; and V =V, one has an injective homomorphism V,,,,, — S'V,,,. And
and by the dimension count, this homomorphism is also surjective.

Prove (b) now. Let us choose a standard weight basis x1,...,z4 in V,,,. That is,
Ez(l'j) = 5i,j—1xj—l and F;(l'j) = 5i,jvj+la K)\(l’j) = qul’j. The formula (M) implies
that
(2.14) A2V, = (z; @ x; — qu; @ x4]i < j), S2V,, = {2 @ xj + qv; @ 2;]i < j)
where (-) denotes the C(g)-linear span. Therefore, the quotient algebra S,(V,,) =
T(V.,)/(A%2V,,) is naturally isomorphic to C,[z1,...,24]. This proves (b). The

o’ w1

proposition is proved. 0]

A more general example is the space My of all d x k-matrices over C(q) regarded
as a U(gla(C) x gli(C))-module. Recall that C,[Myx] is the algebra of quantum
regular functions on the space d x k-matrices (for readers’ convenience, the definition
and main properties of C,[Myx] are given in Appendix).

Proposition 2.33. For any d,k > 1 one has an isomorphism of algebras in Oy, 5:
Se(Maxk) = Cy[Maxk]. In particular, the U,(gla(C) x gli(C))-module Myy, is flat.

Proof. Let us identify the weight lattice P for U,(gla(C) X glx(C)) with Z¢ x ZF. Let
V1= Viw,0), Vo := Vigw,) 80 that May, = Vi, ) = Vi@ Vs as a Ug(gla(C) x gli(C))-
module. By definition, both braiding operators Ry, v, : V1 ® Vo = Vo ® Vi and
Rv, vy : Va® Vi = V4 ® V, are merely permutations of factors. Therefore,

RdeIdexk = T230 (va,vl ® RVQ,V2> O T23
where 793 is the permutation of two middle factors in the tensor product of four
modules. In its turn, it implies that
AZ Mgy, = To3(S2V1 @ A2Vo @ A2V; @ S2Va) .

Then using the standard basis xy, 2o, ..., x4 for Vi and the standard x},z, ...,z
for V5, the formula (2.14)), and the notation r;; := 7; ® ¥, we see that A2 My, is
freely spanned by the elements of the form

2
Tijr @ Tij — QT4 Q Tijr, Tijr Q@ Tir j + Gy jr Q@ Tij — qi 5 Q Tyr jr — q Tyt 5 @ Ty jr

Tyt 4 ® Tij; — 4T 5 ® Tyt g, it 5t ® T 5 + qxi g ® Tij; — qT;j ® Ty 51 — q2:L',~7j/ ® Ty g
for 1 <i<i <d, 1<j<j <d Therefore, the quotient algebra S,(Myxr) =
T(Mxr)/{A2Myyy) is naturally isomorphic to C,[Mxg].

The proposition is proved. O
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2.5. Braided symmetric and exterior powers of simple U,(gl2(C))-modules.
Recall that irreducible U,(gl2(C))-modules V) in Oy are labeled by the pairs A =
(A1 > Ag) of integers and dim V), = A\; — Ag + 1.

In what follows we will abbreviate V, := V|, ) for £ € Z>,. Note that in terms of
braided symmetric powers, V, 2 S°V; for each £ > 0.

It is easy to see that (Vix, 1,))®" = Vinrsmas) @ (Vi —a,)®" and

A2Vioune) = Vinaenne) @ AoV xs SeViuae) = Vinaanre) @ Sg V-

for any \; > Ay and n > 0.

The following is our first main result for U,(gl2(C))-modules.
Main Theorem 2.34. For each £ > 3 and n > 4 we have A"V, = 0.

We will proof Theorem [2.34] in Section [3.
Our second main result gives a complete description of the braided exterior and
the braided symmetric cube of each V.

Main Theorem 2.35. For each ¢ > 0 and each n > 3 one has:
D Vise—2i2) if € is odd

(2.15) 53V, = 0<i< Gt .
’ D Vise—2i2y if £ is even
0<i<3t
0 if £ is odd
(2.16) AGVe = B  Vis—ai—12i+1) if £ is even -

We will proof Theorem [2.37] in section [3l The following is an immediate corollary
of Theorem 2.35]

Corollary 2.36. For each ¢ > 0 we have:

2

where 0y = 0 if £ is odd and 6y = 1 if £ is even. In particular, Vy is flat if and only
if £ €{0,1,2}.

@) amai=ae (75 1) dmswi- @neae (7).

Based on Theorem 235 we propose the following conjectural description of the
higher braided symmetric powers of V) for any .

Conjecture 2.37. For any ¢ > 0 and any n > 4 one has:
D Vine—2i2iy if £ 1s odd

0<i<izL
2.18 Sy, =~ ='="2 .
. - D Vine—2i2) if Cis even
0<i<nt

In particular, S}V, is multiplicity-free and we have for n > 4:

(D) (E(n=1)42)  r ) -
= if L 1s odd

(%?2) if 0 is even

(2.19) dim S™V, = {
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So far we have collected some partial evidence for for Conjecture 2.37], obtained

from analyzing the Poisson closure S(V;) of the bracketed superalgebra (S(V), {-,-})
(see (2.7)) which serves as an upper bound for the braided symmetric algebra S, (V)
- we expect that the upper bound is achieved for all /. For instance, using the
computer algebra system SINGULAR ([15]), we have verified that for ¢ = 3,4,5,6

the dimension of each component S(V,), equals to the right hand side of (2.19).
Taken in conjunction with Proposition 2. 1T]and Theorem 2.2T)(a), this gives a correct
upper bound on dim S?V,.

Another piece of evidence comes from Proposition which implies that SV,
always contains a unique copy of the simple gly(C)-module V,,. We also verified

that for £ > 3 and any n > 4 the glo(C)-module S(V), contains a copy of V (,—2.).
Using (2.17) we now describe all those modules V;, whose the braided symmetric

algebra is Koszul.

Corollary 2.38. The braided symmetric algebra S,(Vy) is Koszul if and only if ¢ < 2.

Proof. For ¢ < 2 the module V; is flat and the assertion follows from Proposition
Let now ¢ > 3. If S,(V;) was Koszul, then the Hilbert series h(S,(V;),t) (see
Definition [2.24]) would satisfy:

1
h(Se(Ve)', —t) -
Since S, (Vi)' = A,((V;)*) by Proposition ZIl(c), A,((Ve)*) and A,(V})) are iso-
morphic as graded vector spaces, the Koszulity of S,(V;) would imply that all the
1

(2.20) h(Ss(Ve),t) =

coefficients in the power series expansion for the rational function ———  are
. h (AJ(‘/Z)> _t)
non-negative.

According to Corollary 2.36] one has

h(Ay(Vy), —t) =1 — (£ + 1)t + @ﬁ _s,. é(e; 2
Therefore,
1 m(m+1) , ) m?— 1 \ ) i
— —  pme+ BET St B o ey
Rh, ), —p LTt T U G ) e £ OF)

m(m?—1)(m—4—3m—_1)

where m = ¢+ 1 and ¢ = m — . This implies that ¢ < 0 for all
¢ > 4. In the remaining case ¢ = 3 it is easy to see that:

1
h(Ao(%)v _t>
Therefore, (2.20) makes no sense for ¢ > 3 and S,(V;) is not Koszul. The corollary
is proved. 0]

=1+ 4t + 10£* + 16t + 4¢* — 80t° + O(t°) .

We will conclude the section with a yet conjectural computation of the Hilbert
series of (non-Koszul) quadratic algebras S, (V).

Corollary 2.39 (from Conjecture 237). (a) If ¢ is odd, then

BSo Vi), 1) = 1+ (04 1) + (621) (1;)2 |
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(b) If ¢ is even, then

h(SU(I/'g),t):1+€t+1L_t+ <<§) w) (iﬁ (lt—2t)2) +§ﬁ |

Proof. Prove (a) first. According to (2.19)), one has for n > 1:

dim(S, Vi), = dim 57V, = F 1)(«@(7; —D+2) _ <€; 1) (n—1)4++1.
Therefore the Hilbert series of the co-algebra S,V; is given by:
(+1 . . t (+1\ ¢
WS, (V) t) = 1+;( ) )(n—l)t +(0+1)t" = 1+(£+1)1—_t+< ) )(1 —

Part (a) is proved. Prove (b) now. Using (ZI9) again, one has for n > 2:

UL 0? ? + 60
dimSg‘/g:(2;):z<2)—l— ;6n—l—1.

Therefore,

£t19 2 (n 02 460
—_— _ 2 n n n
h(Ss(Ve),t) =1+ ((£+ 1)t ( 5 ))+§ n (2)t + gt

t £ ¢ £ ot
=1 — SEEL
st ((3)+0) (75 o) * T

This proves part (b). The corollary is proved. O

This result implies, in particular, that the associated scheme X (V) (see Problem
2.23)) is a curve if £ is odd and a surface if ¢ is even.

Remark 2.40. It follows from Corollary 2.39 that the Hilbert series for S, (Va)

is regular at oo and tlim h(Sy(Var),t) = (2213)‘ We expect that this phenomenon is
—00

|

caused by vanishing of the cubic component in the dual algebra A, (V5,) = S,(Var)

(Theorem [2.35]).

3. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS

3.1. Bracketed superalgebras and the proof of Theorem [2.18. We first for-
mulate and prove a number of results about bracketed superalgebras. The following
fact is obvious:

Lemma 3.1. Tensor product of bracketed superalgebras is a bracketed superalgebra
and tensor product of Poisson superalgebras is a Poisson superalgebra.

Definition 3.2. We say that a bracketed superalgebra A = Ay @ Az is homogeneous
if:

(1) A(‘) = @nZOA(_),na Al = @nzoAln is Zg X Zzo-grading of A as algebra, i.e., Ae,m .
Asn C Acisman for any €,0 € Zy = 7/(2) = {0,1} and any m,n € Zso;

(ii) A is generated by Ag; @ A7, as an algebra;

(ill) {Acm, Asn} C Actsmin for any €, € Zy and any m,n € Zx.

The following fact is obvious.
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Lemma 3.3. The tensor product of homogeneous bracketed superalgebras is also a
homogeneous bracketed superalgebra.

For any homogeneous bracketed superalgebra A define the subspaces I,, C A,,
n = 3,4,... recursively:

Iy(A) = Span{J(a,b,¢) |a,b,c € Ag, + A7y}

and Ip,41(A) = {Ag1 + A1, 1,(A)} for n > 3. Denote by I(A) the (super)ideal
generated by all I,,(A). We say that a (super)ideal J C A is Poisson if it contains
I3(A) and {A, J} C J. Equivalently, J is Poisson if the quotient superalgebra A/.J
is naturally bracketed and Poisson.

Proposition 3.4. For any homogeneous bracketed superalgebra one has

(a) I(A) is Poisson.

(b) Any Poisson (super)ideal J in A contains I(A).

Proof. We need the following fact.

Lemma 3.5. Let A be a homogeneous bracketed superalgebra. Then A is Poisson if

and only if J(u,v,w) =0 for all u,v,w € Agy + A1;.

Proof. One easily checks that for any a € A.,b € As5,c € Ay, and d € Ay one has
J(a,b,c-d) = (=1)¢cJ(a,b,d) + (=1)**J(a,b,c)d

and J(c,a,b) = J(a,b,c). An obvious induction by the degree (defined via the direct
sum decomposition of A ) completes the proof. O

This proves part (a). Part (b) is obvious because by the very definition, 7(A) is
the smallest Poisson ideal in A. 0J

Definition 3.6. We say that a homogeneous bracketed superalgebra is almost Pois-
son, if the ideal I(A) is generated by its third component I3(A), i.e. the obstruction
for the algebra A to be Poisson lies entirely in the 3rd degree.

Lemma 3.7. The tensor product of two almost Poisson superalgebras is almost Pois-
son.

Proof. It is easy to see that I3(A® B) = I3(A)® 1+ 1® I3(B) for any homogeneous
bracketed superalgebras A and B. That is,

I;(A®B)- (A®B)=13(A) - A9 B+ A®I3(B)-B=I1(A)® B+ A® I(DB)
because [(A) = I3(A) - A and I(A) = I3(A) - A. Therefore, by Proposition 3.9]
L(A®B) - (A® B) =I1(A® B)
The lemma is proved. U

For a homogeneous bracketed superalgebra A denote P(A) := A/I(A) and will
refer to P(A) as the Poisson closure of A.
The following result is an immediate corollary of Proposition [3.4l
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Corollary 3.8. The Poisson closure P(A) is characterized by the following universal
property: Let P be any Poisson superalgebra. Then any homomorphism of bracketed
superalgebras f : A — P factors through P(A), i.e., there exists a surjective homo-
morphism m : A — P(A) of bracketed algebras and a homomorphism j : P(A) — P
of Poisson algebras such that f = jom.

Clearly, the correspondence A — P(A) is a functor from the category of homoge-
neous bracketed superalgebras to the category of Poisson superalgebras.

Proposition 3.9. Let A and B be homogeneous bracketed superalgebras. Then one
has a canonical isomorphism of Poisson algebras: P(A® B) = P(A)® P(B). Equiv-
alently, ([ A® B) = I(A) ® B+ A® I(B).

Proof. By Lemma B P(A) ® P(B) is Poisson as a product of Poisson superal-
gebras. One also has a surjective algebra homomorphism A ® B — P(A) ® P(B).
Due to the universality of the Poisson closure P(A ® B), the latter homomorphism
factors through the homomorphism P(A ® B) — P(A) ® P(B) of Poisson algebras.
Therefore,

I(A® B)CI(A)® B+ A® I(B) .

On the other hand, I5(A ® B) contains both I3(A®1) = I3(A)® 1 and I3(1 ® B) =
1 ® I3(B). This implies that I,,(A ® B) contains both I,(A) ® 1 and 1 ® I,(B).
Therefore, I(A® B) contains both I(A)®1 and 1® I(B) and we obtain the opposite
inclusion:

I(A®B) D I(A)® B+ A®I(B) .

The obtained double inclusion proves the assertion. O]

Now we are ready to finish the proof of Theorem 2.I8|
Let U be a coalgebra with the co-product A : U - U® U and let A = @ A,

n>0
(where A,, = Ag,, © A1,,) be a homogeneous bracketed superalgebra. We say that
U is acting on A if A is a U-module algebra, U(A.,,) C A., for each € € Zy, n > 0,
and the bracket satisfies:

(3.1) {u,v} = my(r(u®@v))

for each u,v € Ay, where my : A1 ® A; — A, is the multiplication, and r € U A U
is an element such that (A ® id)(r) = r13 + ra3.

Proposition 3.10. Let U be a co-algebra acting on a homogeneous bracketed super-
algebra A. Then:

(a) {a,b} = m(r(a®0b)) for alla,b € A, wherem : A®Q A — A is the multiplication.
(b) {B,C} C B-C for any U-submodules B and C of A. In particular, A is almost
Poisson.

Proof. Prove (a). We will proceed by induction on degree. Indeed, let a € A, ,,,
b € Asp,, ¢ € Ay, such that ny < n, nyg +n3 =n, ng > 0, ng > 0. The inductive
hypothesis (applied when ny < n) reads:

{a,b} =r@y(a) -rz)(b), {a,c} =ru(a) - relc),
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where we have used the Sweedler notation r = r(;) ® re). Then
{a,bc} = {a,b}c+ (=1)*b{a,c} = rqy(a) - r(a)(b) - ¢+ (—=1)Pb - ry(a) - T (c)
=r)(a)(r@)(b) - c+b-rp(c)) = m(r(a®be)) .

This proves part (a). To prove (b) note that {B,C} C ry(B) -r(C) € B-C
because r(;)(B) C B, r()(C) C C. In particular, taking B =V and C = J(V,V,V)

proves that A is almost Poisson. The proposition is proved. O

and A = A(V') with the bracket given by (B.I)) and using Proposition B.10(a) finishe;
the proof of Theorem 2.I§|(a). Then Proposition B.I0(b) guarantees that both S(V)

and A(V) are almost Poisson in the sense of Definition Therefore, S(V) and

S(V') are Poisson superalgebras. This finishes the proof of Theorem 2.I§|(b).
Theorem 2.1§ is proved. O

Now we will set U := U(g), r =r~ = r—7(r). Then setting respectively A = S(V')
S

3.2. (k, A)-algebras and the proof of Theorem [2.21]. In this section we will
develop a general framework of (k, A)-algebras and will prove Theorem 2.21] along
with its generalizations in the category of (k, A)-algebras.

Let k be a field and A be a local subring of k. Denote by m the only maximal
ideal in A and by k the residue field of A i.e., k := A/m.

We say that an A-submodule L of a k-vector space V' is an A-lattice of V if L is
a free A-module and k ®4 L =V, i.e., L spans V as a k-vector space. Note that
for any k-vector space V' and any k-linear basis B of V' the A-span L = A - B is an
A-lattice in V. Conversely, if L is an A-lattice in V', then any A-linear basis B of L
is also a k-linear basis of V.

Denote by (k, A) — Mod the category which objects are pairs V = (V, L) where
V' is a k-vector space and L C V is an A-lattice of V; an arrow (V, L) — (V', L) is
any k-linear map f : V — V' such that f(L) C L.

Clearly, (k, A) — Mod is an abelian category. Moreover, (k, A) — Mod is A-linear
because each Hom(U,V) in (k, A) — Mod is an A-module.

Definition 3.11. We say that a functor F': C — D is almost equivalence of C and
D if:

(a) for any objects ¢, of C an isomorphism F(c) = F(¢) in D implies that ¢ = ¢
in C;

(b) for any object in d there exists an object ¢ in C such that F(¢) = d in D.

Lemma 3.12. The forgetful functor (k, A) — Mod — k — Mod given by (V,L) — V
1s an almost equivalence of categories.

Proof. It suffices to show that any two objects of the form (V, L) and (V, L') are
isomorphic in (k, A)— Mod. This follows from the fact that there exist k-linear bases
B and B’ for V such that L = A-B and L' = A - B’. Fix any bijection ¢ : B=B'.
This extends to a k-linear automorphism f : V' — V such that f(L) = L. This f is
a desirable isomorphism (V, L)=(V, L'). O

The following fact is, apparently, well-known.
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Lemma 3.13. (k, A) — Mod is a symmetric tensor category under the operation
(U? L) ® (V> L/) = (U O V> L ®a L/)
for any objects (U, L) and (V, L") of (k,A) — Mod.

Proof. Let (U, L) and (V, L) be objects of (k, A) — Mod. Clearly,
UV =(k®a L)k (k®a L) .
This taken together with the following general identity
(k®a L) @k (k®a L) =k®a (L ®a L")

implies that L ®a L’ is an A-lattice in U ®y V.
The associativity of the product is obvious. And the unit object is (k, A).
The lemma is proved. U

Define a functor F : (k, A) — Mod — k — Mod as follows. For any object (V, L)
of (k, A) — Mod we set F(V,L) = L/mL and for any morphism f : (V, L) — (V', L)
we set F(f): L/mL — L'/mL’ to be a natural k-linear map.

Lemma 3.14. F : (k,A) — Mod — k — Mod is a tensor functor and an almost
equivalence of categories.

Proof. First, let us show that F is a tensor functor. It follows from the fact that
for any A-module M and any A-module M’ we have a canonical isomorphism (even
without any restrictions on a commutative ring A and an ideal m C A):

(3.2) (M/mM) Q) (M’ /mM') = (M Q) M) /(mM K) M') .
A A

A/m

The fact that F is an almost equivalence of categories follows from the following
two observations.

1. (V,L) = (VL) in (k, A) — Mod if and only if V' = V" as k-vector spaces. This
is a direct consequence of the proof of Lemma [3.12

2. For any basis B of V in k — Mod we have (Spany[B], Span
of (k, A) — Mod and F(Spany[B], Spana[B]) = Spani{B} 2 V.

The lemma is proved. O

In what follows we will sometimes abbreviate V = F(V, L) and f = F(f). Simi-
larly, for an algebra A = (A, L) in the (k, A) — Mod we will sometimes abbreviate
A = FA, the algebra over the residue field k = A /m.

Let U be a k-Hopf algebra and let Up be a Hopf A-subalgebra of U. This means
that A(Ua) C Up @4 Ua (where Up ®4 Up is naturally an A-subalgebra of U @y U),
e(Ua) C A, and S(Up) C Ua. We will refer to the above pair U = (U,Up) as to
(k, A)-Hopf algebra (please note that Uy is not necessarily a free A-module, that is,
U is not necessarily a (k, A)-module).

Given a (k, A)-Hopf algebra U = (U,Ua), we say that an object V = (V, L) of
(k, A) — Mod is a U-module if V' is a U-module and L is an Ua-module.

Denote by U — Mod the category which objects are U-modules and arrows are
those morphisms of (k, A)-modules which commute with the U-action.

A[B]) is an object

Sp
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Clearly, for (k, A)-Hopf algebra U = (U,Ua) the category U — Mod is a tensor
(but not necessarily symmetric) category.

For each (k, A)-Hopf algebra U = (U, Up) we define U := Up /mU,. Clearly, U is
a Hopf algebra over k = A /m.

The following fact is obvious.

Lemma 3.15. In the notation of Lemma for any (k, A)-Hopf algebra U the
functor F naturally extends to a tensor functor

(3.3) U~ Mod —U — Mod .

Now let k = C(¢) and A is the ring of all those rational functions in ¢ which are
defined at ¢ = 1. Clearly, A is a local PID with maximal ideal m = (¢ — 1)A (and,
moreover, each ideal in A is of the form m” = (g—1)"A). Therefore, k :== A/m = C.

Recall from Section [I] that U,(g) is the quantized universal enveloping algebra (of
a reductive Lie algebra Let g) generated (over k = C(q)) by E;, F;, i = 1,2,...,r,
and all K, A € P. Denote h), = % and let Ua (g) be the A-algebra generated by
all hy, A € P and all E;, F;.

Denote by U,(g) the pair (U,(g),Ua(g))-
Lemma 3.16. The pair U,(g) = (U,(g),Ua(g)) is a (k, A)-Hopf algebra.

Proof. All we have to show is that Ua(g) is a Hopf A-subalgebra of U,(g). That is,
we have to show that Ua (g) is closed under the coproduct, counit and the antipode.
Clearly, A(E;), A(F;) € Ua(9)©aUa(g), e(Ei), e(Fi) € A, and 5(E;), S(F;) € Ua(g)
for all A € P and i = 1,2,...,7. Therefore, it remains to show that A(h,) €
Ua(g) ®a Ua(g), €(hy) € A, and S(hy) € Ua(g). It is easy to see that

Ky®Ky,—-1®1

A(hy) = -1 =hy@ K\x+1®h,y .
€(hy) = 0,5(hy) = —haK_x .
This proves the Lemma because Ky = (¢ — 1)hy + 1, e.g., all K € Ua(g). O

Lemma 3.17. We have U,(g) = U(g).

Proof. The Hopf algebra U, (g) is generated (over k = C) by

E)\ = h)\ mod (q — 1)UA(9), F)\ = K)\ mod (q — 1)UA(9)
for A € P and by

E;=FE; mod (¢—1)Ua(g), F;=F;, mod (¢ —1)Ua(g)

fori =1,...r. Note that K = 1 for all A because Ky = (¢ —1)hy + 1. Furthermore,
the relations

hf)\+,u = (q - 1)h)\hu + h)\ + hu

imply that EMM = hy\ + Eu for all A\, € P. That is, the C-span of all hy is the
Cartan subalgebra of g. Next, the relations in U, (g):

gAa) 1 g~ Ola) _ 1

FiKy
q—1 q—1
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yield

haE; — Eihy = (A ai)Ei , haFi — Fih
Furthermore, the relation (1) in Ua(g):
Ko, — K_a,

—~(M ) Fy .

1+K_,, q¢q—1

EZF’] - F’]EZ = 5i7j qdi _ q—di - 6i’jhai 1+ q—di ’ qdi —1
becomes EZF] — FJEZ = 52',]' iﬁai.

Also the quantum Serre relations (I.2) in Ua (g) turn into the classical Serre rela-
tions in g. Therefore, if we denote H; = %ha“ then the elements E;, F;, H; become
the standard Chevalley generators of the semisimple part of g.

This proves that the Hopf algebra U,(g) is naturally isomorphic to the universal
enveloping algebra U(g). The lemma is proved. OJ

Therefore, based on Lemmas B.15] B.16, and B.I7 we define the ”dequantization”
functor U,(g) — Mod — U(g) — Mod.

Denote by Of(U,(g)) the full sub-category of U, (g) — Mod which objects (V, L)
are such that V' is an object of Oy and L is an A-lattice in V' compatible with the
weight decomposition V' = @,cpV (1), i.e., each L(p) := V(p) N L is an A-lattice in
V).

Let V) € Ob(Oy) be an irreducible U,(g)-module with highest weight A € Pt and
let vy € V) be a highest weight vector. Define L,, = Ua(g) - vx.

Lemma 3.18. (V),L,,) € Of(U,(g)).

Proof. Clearly, k ® L,, = V). It remains to show that L,, is a free A-module. It
is easy to see that Ua (g)(va) = Uy, (vy), where U, is the A-subalgebra of Ua (g) gen-
erated by Fi, Fy, ..., F,.. Clearly, U, is graded via deg(F;) = 1: Uy = @n>0(Up ),
where each (U, ), is a finitely generated A-module. Clearly, (U, )n(va) = 0 for
n >> 0. Therefore, L,, is a finitely generated A-module of finite rank. Finally,
since A is a PID, this implies that L,, is a free A-module. The Lemma is proved. [J

The following fact is obvious and, apparently, well-known.

Lemma 3.19. (a) Each object (Vy, L,,) is irreducible in Of(Uy(g)); and each irre-
ducible object of Of(U,(g)) is isomorphic to one of (Vy, Ly, ).
(b) The category O¢(U,(g)) is semisimple.
(c) The forgetful functor (V,L) — V is an almost equivalence of tensor categories
Or(Uy(g)) = Oy.

The following fact shows that the category Of(U,(g)) is naturally braided.

Lemma 3.20. Let V = (V,L) and V' = (V', L') be objects of Of(U,(g)). Then:
(a) The braiding operator Ry : V @ V! = V' @ V satisfies:

RV,VI(L XA L/) =1 ®a L .
(b) The operator Ry, extends to an operator:
RV,V’ VRV VeV

and the collection of all Ry constitutes a braiding on Of(U,(g)).
(c) The forgetful functor (V,L) — V is an almost equivalence of braided tensor
categories Op(Uy(g)) — Oy.
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Proof. Note that the universal R-matrix R € U,(g)®xU,(g) belongs, in fact, to

Ua(8)®aUa(g). Recall also that R acts on V@, V’. Therefore, R(IL®AL') = L@ L’

and Ryy (L ®a L") =TR(L ®a L') =7(L ®a L") = L' ®a L. This proves (a).
Parts (b) and (c) also follow. O

Denote by Oy the full sub-category of U(g) — Mod, which objects V are finite-
dimensional U(g)-modules having a weight decomposition V' = @,cpV (11).

Lemma 3.21. (a) The restriction of the functor Uy,(g) —Mod — U(g)— Mod defined
by (33) to the sub-category Of(Uy(g)) is a tensor functor

(3.4) O (Uy(g)) = Oy .
(b) The functor (37) is an almost equivalence of categories.

Proof. Prove (a). It suffices to show that for each object (V,L) in Of(U,(g)) the
corresponding U(g)-module V = L/mL has a weight decomposition. By definition
of Of(U,(g)), the A-lattice L has a weight decomposition L = @,epL(p) and for
any u,v € P and any weight vector v € L(u) one has

(wv) _ 1
h,v = qivk )
qg—1

This implies that passing to the quotient by (¢ — 1)L, we obtain

hy (D) = (p, )T .

That is, the U(g)-module V has a weight decomposition V = @,cpV (n). This
proves (a). Prove (b) now. Since both categories O (U,(g)) and O are semisimple,
it suffices to compute the functor (3.4) on the irreducible objects. In fact, it suffices
to prove that V' := L,, /(¢ — 1)L,, is isomorphic to corresponding irreducible U(g)-
module with the highest weight .

Furthermore, if we denote ) = vy + (¢ — 1)L,,, and for any u € Ua(g) we denote
u=u+ (q—1)Ua(g), then we obtain

u(Vy) = (u+ (¢ = YUa(@))(vx + (¢ = 1) Lo,) = u(va) + (¢ = 1) Lo,

This proves that VA is a cyclic finite-dimensional U(g)-module with the highest
weight \. Therefore, V') is irreducible. The lemma is proved. O

Combining Lemmas 3.19 and B.21], we obtain an obvious (and well-known) corol-
lary.

Corollary 3.22. The categories O; and Oy are almost equivalent.

For any object V of Oy written as V = @;_, V), we will refer to the object
V =@,V in O; as the classical limit of V. Denote by O, ;(U,(g)) the sub-
category of U,(g) — Mod whose objects are Zxq-graded:

V=P V.

nEZZO
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where each V,, is an object of Of; and morphisms are those homomorphisms of U, (g)-

modules which preserve the Z>(-grading. Similarly, denote by Oy, ¢ the sub-category
of U(g) — Mod whose objects are Zso-graded:

V=@ V.

nEZZO

where each V,, is an object of O; and morphisms are those homomorphisms of
U(g)-modules which preserve the Z>(-grading.

Lemma 3.23. The functor (3.4) extends to a an almost equivalence of tensor cate-
gories Oy (U,(g)) = Oy s via

VZG}%HV: Vv, .

n€Zxg nelxo

We will sometimes call V = D,z V. the classical limit of V = D, ez, Vo
Let A = Ay @ A7 be a Zs-graded k-algebra. Define the super-commutator |-, -] on
A by
[a,b] = ab— (—1)*°ba
for any a € A., b € As. It is well-known that the super-commutator satisfies the
super-Leibniz rule and super-Jacobi identity:

(3.5) [a,bc] = [a, blc + (—=1)7°b[a, ]

(3.6) (=1)a, [b, ] + (=1)"°[e, [a, )] + (=1)*[b, [e,a]] = 0

for any a € A.,b € As,c € A,.

Let now L be an A-lattice in A such that L is closed under multiplication and
compatible with the Zs-grading (i.e., the pair A = (A, L) is a Zy-graded (k, A)-
algebra).

Definition 3.24. We say that a Z,-graded (k, A)-algebra A = (A, L) is an almost
commutative superalgebra if [L, L] C mL.

Let V = Vy @ V) be a Zy-graded (k, A)-module. Let A be a Zs-graded (k, A)-
algebra generated by V (i.e., there is a surjective homomorphism 7'(V) — A of (k, A)-
algebras, where T'(V) is the tensor algebra of V). For any map f: Lx L — L- L we
define the A-submodule /; of L - L by

Iy = Spana{[l,!']| + mf(,")|1,I' € L}
and then denote Zy = (k ®a Iy, Ir). The following fact is obvious.

Proposition 3.25. Let A be a Zs-graded (k, A)-algebra generated by a Zs-graded
(k, A)-module V = (V,L) and let J be any Zy-homogeneous ideal containing Ly.
Then the quotient superalgebra A/J is almost commutative.

Proof. Let L¥ = L - L--- L, where the product is taken k times. We will proceed by
induction in k. If £ =1 then

[a,H c 1} +-U1L2
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for a,b € L' = L, which implies that [@,b] = 0 mod m in the quotient algebra A/J.
The inductive step follows directly from the super-Leibniz rule ([B3]). This proves
the proposition. O

Note that the functor F from Lemma [3.14] takes a Zs-graded (k, A)-superalgebra
A = (A, L) into the superalgebra F(A) = L4 /mL 4 over the residue field k = k/m.
The following fact is obvious.

Lemma 3.26. For any almost commutative (k, A)-algebra A = (A, Ly) the k-
superalgebra F(A) is a commutative superalgebra (see Definitions and [3-27).

In what follows we assume additionally that A is PID, and we fix an element
h € A such that m = hA.

Let A = (A, L4) be an almost commutative (k, A)-superalgebra. Theidentity

[La,La] C hLy4 allows for defining a bilinear map {-,-} : F(A) x F(A) — F(A) via:

1

(3.7) {l+hLs,l'+hLp} = 7

for [, '€ Ly.

[1,U] + hL,

Lemma 3.27. For any almost commutative (k, A)-algebra A the operation ([3.1) is a
Poisson bracket on the commutative k-superalgebra F(A). In the other words, F(A)
15 a Poisson superalgebra.

Proof. It suffices to verify the super-Leibniz rule (2.4) and super-Jacobi identity
(2.6). For any a € A.,b € As,c € A, we abbreviate @ = a +mLy,b=b+mL,y,C=
¢+ mL,. Then

{a,be} — {a,b}c — (—1)*b{a,c} = % (la, be] — [a,ble — (=1)*°bla, c]) + mLy = mLy4
by (B.5).

J(av 57 E) = (_1>€7{67 {57 E}} + (_1)76{57 {67 E}} + (_1)56{(_)7 {Ev a}} =

o (1) b, l] + (<17 le, [0, ] + (<1, [e.a]]) + m = mLy
by ([B.6). The lemma is proved. O

Let V = (V, L) be an object in (k,A) — Mod and let 0 : V®V — V ® V be an
involution in this category. Similarly to Definition 2.1labove we define the symmetric
and exterior squares of V = (V, L) by

S2V = Ker(o —id) = Im(o +id), A*V = Ker(o + id) = Im(o —id) .
Then we define the braided symmetric and exterior algebras.
(38) S.(V) =T(V)/ (A3V), A (V) =T(V)/(S;V) .
Clearly, both (k, A)-algebras S,(V) and A, (V) are naturally Zsy-graded via:
S:(V)g = 5:(V). S, (V)1 = {0}, Ae(V)g = D Ae(V)en, A(V)1 = €D Ao (V) -
n>0 n>0

Next, we will describe all involutions o for which both algebras S,(V) and A, (V)
almost commutative.
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Definition 3.28. Given an object V = (V,L) in (k, A) — Mod and an involution
o : VY — VV. Wesay that o is almost permutationif (c—7)(L®a L) C mLRa L,
where 7: V®V — V ® V is the permutation of factors.

Lemma 3.29. Let V be an object of (k, A) — Mod and let 0 : VRV = V&V be an
almost permutation. Then:

(a) The (k, A)-algebras S,(V) and Ay(V) are almost commutative.

(b) The k-algebras F(S,(V)) and F(A,(V)) are homogeneous super-Poisson.

Proof. Prove (a). First, show that S,(V) is almost commutative. Let us introduce
a Zo-grading on the tensor algebra T'(V) by setting T'(V)g = T'(V) and T'(V); = {0}.
Clearly, the ideal (A2V) is Zy- graded Moreover, this ideal satisfies the assumptions
of Proposition with f(I,') = +(7 — 0)(I @ ') because

(3.9) [l —c(l@U')=[l,I'| +hf(,1)

for each [,I’ € L. Therefore, Proposition guarantees that the quotient algebra
of A=T(V) by the ideal J = (A2V) is almost commutative.

Next, we show that A, (V) is almost commutative. Let us introduce a Z,-grading
on the tensor algebra T'(V) by first turning V into Zs-graded space via Vy = {0},
V; =V, and extending this naturally to each tensor power of V. Clearly, the ideal
(S2V) is Zo-graded. Moreover, this ideal satisfies the assumptions of Proposition
B25 with f(1,I') = 3+ (0 — 7)(l ® I') because
(3.10) QU +o(lU)=[LIT+hf(ll)
for each [,I’ € L. Therefore, Proposition guarantees that the quotient algebra

of A=T(V) by the ideal J = (S2V) is almost commutative. Part (a) is proved.
Part (b) follows directly from (a) and Lemma The lemma is proved. O

Let V = (V, L) be an object of (k,A) — Mod and let 0 : V@V — V@V be
an almost permutation. Denote V' = F(V) = L/hL and define the map r by the
formula: r = F(+(0 — 7)), that is,

h
(3.11) r((l+hL)® (I'+ hL")) = %(7‘ oo —id)(l®1")+hL ®a L .
for [,I" € L. Clearly, 7 or = —r o 7. Therefore, we can define homogeneous brackets
{3e={,}sronS(V)and {-,-}_={-}_, on A(V) by the formula:
(3.12) {v,0}, = (zd+r) Tev) = %r(@@@’—@’@ﬁ)
(3.13) .7} = (zd—T)r(v @7 = %r(@@@'—l—@'@@)
for v,v' € V.

Clearly, {, Z,}Jr = —{Z/, 1}, and {, Z/}_ = {Z/, [}_ for any v,v’ € V and the brackets
naturally extend to S(V) on A(V) by the (super)Leibniz rule (see e.g., Definition

2.15)).
Denote by P.(S(V)) and P.(A(V)) the Poisson closures of the bracketed superal-
{-

gebras (S(V), {-,-}4) and (A(V), {-,-}_) respectively (along the lines of Proposition

B.4).
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Recall that the functor F : (k, A) — Mod — k — Mod defined above is an almost
equivalence of tensor categories and for any (k, A)-algebra A the image F(A) is a
k-algebra.

Theorem 3.30. For every object V = (V, L) of (k,A) — Mod and any almost per-
mutation o 1V @V — V ®V one has a surjective homomorphism of homogeneous
super-Poisson k-algebras

(3.14) P(S(V)) = F(Ss(V)), Pe(A(V)) = F(A,(V)) ,
where V.= F(V) = L/hL.
Proof. We need the following obvious fact.

Lemma 3.31. Let A be a (k, A)-algebra generated by V = (V,L) (i.e., there is
a surjective homomorphism T(V) — A). Then F(A) is a k-algebra generated by
V =F(V)=L/hL.

By Lemma B:29(a), S,(V) is an evenly Zy-graded almost commutative (k, A)-
algebra generated by V = (V, L). Hence, by Lemmas B.29(b) and B3], F(S,(V)) is
an evenly Zs-graded commutative R—superalgebra generated by V. Therefore, there
exists a surjective homomorphism

i 1 S(V) = F(S:(V)) -

Note that the restriction of ¢, to S%(V) is an isomorphism S?(V)=F(S,(V))2 be-
cause

F(Se(V)2 = F(V@V)/AZV) = (VR V) /A (V) .
Similarly, by Lemma B2%a), A,(V) is a Zy-graded almost commutative (k,A)-
superalgebra generated by V = (V, L). Hence, by LemmasB3.29(b) and B3] F(A,(V))
is a Zy-graded commutative R—superalgebra generated by V. Therefore, there exists
a surjective homomorphism

o ANV) = F(A,(V)) .

Note that the restriction of ¢, to A%(V) is an isomorphism A%(V)=F(S,(V))2 be-
cause
FAe(V)2 = F(V@V)/AV) = (VR V)/A(V).
Clearly, both ¢, and ¢_ preserves the even Zy-grading. We need the following
obvious fact.

Lemma 3.32. Let A = ®,>04, and B = @®,>0B,, be homogeneous bracketed su-

peralgebras (see Definition [3.3). And let ¢ : A — B be an algebra homomorphism

preserving the Zso-grading and such that o({a,a’}) = {¢(a), p(a’)} for alla,a’ € A;.
Then ¢ is a homomorphism of bracketed superalgebras.

It is easy to see that Poisson bracket on F(S,(})) given by (B.7)) satisfies:
1
{l+hL,I'"+hL} := E(l-l’—l’-l)jthL-L

for any [,I' € L. Note that [-I' = [@U'+A2L = o(IQU)+A2L and I'-1 = ' @I+ A2L =
7(l® ') + A%2L. Therefore,

{I+hL,I'+hL} =v((l+hL)® (' + hL)) + F(A2(V, L))
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Note that F(A2(V, L)) = A%(V) because F(c) = 7. On the other hand,
6®7+A%V%=%WHwﬁ@®@U+A%V)
for any 7,7 € V. Therefore,
@)+ R(T) = 5 (d+ 1@ ) + K(T) = o, ((5,7))
where {7,7'}, is given by ([B.12)). Similarly, one has in F(A,(V))2 one has:

B9} +8%V) = 5 (i~ )@ ) + N(V) =0 ({5,7))
where {7,7'}_ is given by (B.13).

Hence ¢ and ¢_ are homomorphisms of bracketed superalgebras by Lemma [3.32)
Hence Proposition [B.4] implies that the homomorphisms of bracketed algebras ¢,
and o_ factor through the respective Poisson closures P,(S(V)), P,(A(V)), and we
obtain (3.14). Therefore, Theorem is proved. O

Let now k = C(q) and A be the algebra of rational the functions in ¢ regular at
g = 1 so that k = C. As we argued above, A is a local PID, with maximal ideal
m = hA, where h = ¢ — 1. Recall that for any objects U and V' of O; we defined in
(LITI) the normalized braiding oy : U®V — V ®@U. In particular, each oy, is an
involution.

Recall that U,(g) = (U,(g),Ua(g)) is a Hopf (k, A)-algebra as above.

Lemma 3.33. Let V € Of and let L be a A-lattice in V' such that L is also a
Ua(g)-submodule of V', i.e., V = (V, L) is an object of O (U,(g)). Then

(a) ovv (L ®a L) =L ®a L. Therefore, oy, extends to an involutive U,(g)-module
homomorphism oyy : VRV = VR V.

(b) ovy is an almost permutation (see Definition[3.28).
(¢) In the notation (311) we have r = r~, where r~ =
symmetrized classical r-matriz defined in (2.3).

(r — 7(r)) is the skew-

N[

Proof. Prove (a) It suffices to show that oy preserves L ®a L. Indeed, it follows
from the definition (L8) that D € Ua(9)QAUa(g) and u ® v — D(u @ v) is a
well-defined invertible map V ®, V' — V @y V. Therefore, D(L ®a L) = L ®a L.
We obtain by (LI2):

O'V7v(L ®A L) = (,R,V’VD_l)(L ®A L) = Rv7v(L ®A L) =L ®A L
by Lemma [B.19(c). This proves (a).

Prove (b). Indeed, by (LII), ovy = TRD ! yey. But, taking into account (L7
and (L3), we see that the operator RD™! —id acts on each z € L®4 L as an element
of (¢ —1)Ua(g). This implies that (oyy —7)(L ®a L) C (¢ — 1)L ®a L. Part (b) is
proved.

Prove (c¢). In order to compute r = %]—"(7‘ oo —id), where h = q— 1, 0 = oy y,
recall that o = 7RD~! in the notation of Section [l Clearly,

f(%R-mO:nf(%HWw®>=ﬂm,
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Ya (%(D _ z'd)) _F (%(DQ _ id)) _F (%(ROPR - id)) . ——

Therefore,
F (%(D - z'd)) = ()
Finally,
1 . 1 1 . 1 —
r=F E(TOU—ZCZ) =F E(RD —id) ) =r— 5(7"4—7'(7")) =7
The lemma is proved. O]

Therefore, Theorem and Lemma guarantee that for o = oy ) both al-
gebras F(S,(V)) and F(A,(V)) are super-Poisson and we have surjective homomor-
phisms (3.14). Moreover, Lemma B.33(c) implies in the brackets (8.12)) and (3.13)
the operator r is now equal to »~. This proves that in the notation of Theorem 2.21]

and we see that Pp(S,(V)) = S(V), P.(A,(V)) = A(V) and, therefore, obtain
the structural surjective homomorphisms of Poisson superalgebras

(3.15) S(V) = F(S,(V)), A(V) = F(A,(V)) ,
This proves Theorem 2211 O

Corollary 3.34. (from the proof of Theorem[2.21]) In the notation as above, for each
V = (V,L) in Op(U,(g)) both the algebras F(S,(V)), F(As(V)) and the structure
homomorphisms ([3153) depend only on V' (but they do not depend on the choice of
V' in Oy or of the lattice L in V).

Proof. It follows from Lemma that both algebras F(S,(V)) and F(A,(V))
depend only on V', or, more precisely, on the isomorphism class of V' in Oy. Therefore,
by Corollary .22, the above algebras depend (up to an isomorphism) only on the
choice of V in O. By the construction, the structure homomorphisms ([B.I4)) also
depend only on V. Corollary B.34 is proved. O

3.3. Exterior valuations and the proof of Theorem [2.34. Due to Proposition
2.I1l(a), the assertion A"V, = 0 for n > 4 is equivalent to A,(V;), = 0 for n > 4
which, in its turn, is equivalent to A,(V;)4 = 0. By Theorem [2.2] it suffices to prove

that A(V,), = 0, where V, is the corresponding ¢ + 1-dimensional gly(C)-module,
i.e., Vy is the /-th symmetric power of the standard gly(C)-module V; = C2. I n its

turn, by definition (7)) of A(V), the latter statement equivalent to following one.
Proposition 3.35. For each ¢ > 0 we have

J_(Vg X Vg X Vg) /\Vg = A4Vg y
where J_ : V; x Vyx V,— A3(V,) is the super-Jacobian map defined in (2.0).
Proof. Recall from Example that the super-Poisson bracket on A(V,) is given

by:
{a,b}_ = E(a) N F(b) — F(a) N E(b) ,
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for any a,b € A(V,). B
Recall that the gla(C)-module V, has a weight basis {v;,7 = 0,..., ¢} such that
E(v;) = w1, F(v;)) = (0 —i)viq1 -
This implies that
{vi,v;}- =i(0 — jlvics Avjpr — (0 — 1)vier A vj_q .
We need the following fact.

Lemma 3.36. For any basis vectors v;, vj, vy, € V; one has
J_(’UZ‘, vy, Uk) == Z(2j - 6)(6 - ]f)Ui_l A Uj AN V41 — Z(£ - j)(2]{3 - 6)’02‘_1 N Vi1 N Vi
—(2i = 0)j(£ — k)v; Nvj_y Avggr + (20 — ) (0 — j)kv; A vjsq A vg_y
+(0—1)j(2k — O)vipys ANvj_g Avg — (0= 1) (2] — O)kvigr Avj A vg_y .

For each subset I of [0,£] = {0,1,...,¢} of the form [ = {11 < iy < -+ < iy}
denote by v; € A"V, the monomial vy := v;; A Vig N\ =+ Ay, Clearly for each n the
monomials vy, |[I| = n form a C-linear basis in A"V/.

Denote by V, the set of all n-element subsets in [0, ¢]. We define a total ordering
on V, to be the restriction of the lexicographic one from the set [0,¢]". For each
n € [0, /] define a map v =v,, : A"V, \ {0} — V,, uniquely by the formula:

viv)) =1
for any 0 < iy < iy < -+ <, < £ and v(cu + cv) = min(v(u),v(v)) for any
c1,ca € C* and u,v € A"V, \ {0} such that v(u) # v(v) (the minimum is taken in
the above ordering of V,). We will refer to v as a valuation on A"V ,. By definition,
Vo, =v(A"V, \ {0}).

The following facts are obvious.

Lemma 3.37. If v € A"V, and y € A™V, are such that v(z) Nv(y) = 0, then
zAy#0andv(z ANy)=v(x)Uv(y).

Lemma 3.38. For any X C A"V, \ {0} such that v(X) =V, the set X spans A"V,
as a C-vector space.

Therefore, in order to finish the proof of Proposition it suffices to construct
a subset X of Vy A J_(Vy x Vi x V) \ {0} inside A*V, \ {0} such that v(X) = V.
We set X = X; UX,UJX,, where X;, X, and X, are defined as follows.
o Xy ={2ijpm0<i<j<k<l:v(zijpm) ={i—1,7k+1,m}}, where

Tijgem = J_(Vi, Vj, V) A Uy,
o X, ={yijr:0<i<j<k</{}, where
Yijk = 1(2] =2 = O)xijri1 — J(20 — O)Tij1hi -
o X, ={2,r:0<i<j<k</}, where
Zigk = (2] +2 = O = k)xijpprr — (0= 5)(2k = 0@ jia ki -
Now we obtain the desirable fact.

Lemma 3.39. In the notation as above we have v(X) = V.
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Proof. Clearly, v(X) D v(X;) Uv(X,) Ur(X,). Note that for ¢/ < j' < k" < m' one
has:

V(g1 jrmin) = {05 5 K ,m'}
if i/ +1< 4, 2j#4, and
V(l’i’+1,k',m'—1,j') = {i/aj/a K, m’}
if k' +1<m/, 2k # 4.
Therefore, v(X7) contains the following two subsets
(i K m) i < <k <m, 2§ 40,7 +1<5}
and
i i K om'y il < <K <m!, 28 A0, K +1<m }.
Furthermore, x; ;5i—1 = (20 — £)j({ — k)vi—1 A v; Avj_1 A\ vk + lower terms and
@20 =0)ji(f — 5)(2k = Lviey Av; Avy A + lower terms  if j <k —1
Yigk = 52"]‘7]4 Vi—1 NU; N Vg1 N\ v + lower terms lfj =k-—1 ’
where 0; j, = —1(20 —£)(—k+1) ((2k —4 — O)k + (k — 1)(2k — £)). Tt is easy to see
that d; ;, = 0 if and only if 2 = ¢ because the equation
2k—4—-0k+(k—-1)2k—-0)=2k—-1)2k—(—-2)—2=0
has no integer solutions k for £ > 0. Therefore,
v(Xy) DV ={{i", /), K ,m'} "+ 1 =72, 2m" £ (} .

Finally, z; jkk+1 = —i(¢ — J)(2k — £)vic1 A vj41 A v A v + lower terms and
Zijw = —(L— )2k = 0)(20 — ) (7 + 1)(¢ — k) v; Avj A vk A vy + lower terms.
Therefore, X, > VI = {{i', 7/, k', m'} : 2k',2i' # 0, m/ = k' + 1}.

This proves the lemma because V, UV/ UV} = V. O
Therefore, Proposition [3.35] is proved. U
Therefore, Theorem [234] is proved. O

3.4. Braided triple products and the proof of Theorem The proof will
be rather long and technical. The strategy is is as follows. First, we will generalize
the relevant submodules of V;, ® V, ® V; to braided triple products inside triple tensor
products Vg, ® V3, ® Vg, of U,(gl2(C))-modules and will formulate the appropriate
generalization (Theorem [3.40]) of Theorem The key ingredient in the proof of
Theorem [3.40] is Howe duality (cited below in Proposition [.1]) between the highest
weight vectors in V3, ® V3, ® V3, and weight spaces in U, (gl3(C))-modules. Using the
Howe duality, we describe the highest weight vectors of braided triple products as
certain subspaces inside these U,(gl3(C))-modules and then, in Theorems and
343 establish transversality of these subspaces. Later on, in Proposition B.51], we
establish the real reason for this transversality - the presence of the dual canonical
basis in the U,(gl3(C))-modules. The most technical part of the section is the proof
of Theorem [3.42] which is based on a surprising result in combinatorial optimization
(Proposition[3:44]) that computes the absolute maximum of a certain linear functional
on a discrete convex set.
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In order to define braided triple products, let us write the decomposition (£.6) from
Appendix for U,(gl2(C))-modules V;,, V,:

J— m
‘/él ® sz - @ ‘]41742 )
0<m<min({1,£2)

where Jj7 = Vi 1ty-mm)- For ¢ € {—,+} we define the submodule V;, o_ V;, of
Vi, ® Vi, by:

® I, ife=+
3.16 A e :
(3.16) fe e S5 S, He=—

0<m<min(¢1,l2),me2Z+1

Clearly, V, o, V, = SV, and V, e_V, = A2V, .

Then for any (i, 52, f5 € Z>¢ and 1,69 € {—, +} define the braided triple product
Vi, @, Vi, @, Vg, C Vg, © Vi, ® Vg, by

Vﬁl ® Vﬁz o, vﬁs = Vﬁl o vﬁQ ® VBS N Vﬁl ® vﬁQ o, vﬁs :
Clearly, Vﬁ L VB L. Vﬁ = ngﬁ and VB o_ Vﬁ o_ VB = Ang.
Theorem 3.40. For any (1, B, B3 € Z>o and € € {—,+} we have an isomorphism
of Uy(9l2(C))-modules:
VBI o, VB2 o Vﬁg = @AVA )

where the summation is over all X\ = (A\y > A\y) such that:

o A+ Ay = [ + Ba+ Bs, min(Ag, B2) > (A2 — B1)+ + (A2 — Bs) 4,
e min(\y, B2) is even and (—1)P2=B+ = (—1)Pe=Fa)+ — ¢,
(with the convention (a)4 := max(a,0) for a € Z).

Proof. The following fact is well-known.

Lemma 3.41. For any A = (A1 > Xy > A3) the restriction of each U,(gl3(C))-module
Vi to U,(gl2(C));, i = 1,2 is multiplicity-free:

(3.17) Wilu,(gia(@)): = @MV; ,

where each V/f is the irreducible Uy(gla(C);-submodule the of the highest weigh p =
(g1, p2), and the summation is over all u = (u1, 2) € Z* such that

(3.18) A2 2> Ag > g > A3

Therefore, for each ¢ € {1,2} there exists a unique (up to scalar multiplication)
basis B} for Vy such that the intersection By NV} is the (canonical) basis for V.
Each b* € B is labeled by a unique Gelfand-Tsetlin pattern (u, v) where p = (uy, uz)
is such that b € V: and v € [ug, (1] is such that

. FM=v(uly ifi=1
3.19 bioy=< 1 # :
(3.19) (ko) {F;‘“Z(vg) if =2

where va is the highest weight vector of V;.

We will refer to each B as a Gelfand-Tsetlin basis for Vy. For e € {—,+} and
i € {1,2} denote by B}(5)° the set of all b, ,, € B}(3) such that (—1) = ¢.
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By the construction, b%wj) belongs to V)\(f), where 81 + fa 4+ 83 = A + Ao + A3,

pi+po = Bi+B2, v = 3 and bzu,,,) belongs to Vi(3), where 31+ B2+ 85 = A1 +Aa+As,
p + pe = Ba + B3, v = 3.

We say that a subset B of an m-dimensional vector space V' are in general position
if any m-element subset of B is linearly independent. Clearly, if B C V is generic
then for any linearly independent subsets S,S” C B we have (with the convention
that (S) is the linear span of S in V)

(3.20) dim ((S) N (S’)) = max(0,|S| + |S'| — m) .

Theorem 3.42. For any A\, 3 € Z3 we have: By(8) N B3(8) = 0 and the union
B} (B) UB3(8) is a generic subset of Vy(B).

Proof. We will construct a third basis By, for V() with certain convexity properties
of the coefficients of the transition matrix between the bases. First we will address
a general situation.

For each Laurent polynomial p € C[g, ¢!| denote by deg(p) the maximal degree
of p. We also denote deg(0) = —o0.

Theorem 3.43. Let B' = {b%,... b }, i = 1,2 be bases in an m-dimensional vector
space V' over C(q) and B = {by, ... by} be another basis in V' such that

l V4
(3.21) b= Chibky b} =Y Cibmiri
k=1 k=1

where all the coefficients ¢, belong to Clq,q ']\ {0} and satisfy:

o deg(cjy1,) > deg(c,) forall1 <k < <m.

e deg(cy ) +deg(cy g 1) > deg(chyy ) +deg(ch oy q) for all1 <k < f<m.
Then B* N B? = 0 and the union B* U B? is a generic subset of V.

Proof. First, we will prove a general combinatorial result.

Let A=(0< A\ <X <--- < Ay, <n) €Z™ be areversed partition. Denote by
S~ =S} be the set of all (i,7) € [1,m] — [1,n] such that j < \; and let ST = Sy
be the complement of S™, i.e., ST = [1,m] — [1,n] \ S™. That is, ST is the set of
all (i,7) € [1,m] — [1,n] such that j > X\; + 1.

We say that a m x n-matrix A = (a;;) € Mat,,xn(Z) is A-convez if the matrix
coefficients a; ; satisfy

(3.22) Qij + @i g > apj+ aij

for any ¢ < @' in [1,m], j < j' in [1,n] such that: either {i,i'} x {j,j'} € S, or
{1} x {5,057 {i'y x{5.5"y € S, or {i, '} x {j,5'} € ST

Clearly, the set of all A-convex matrices is not empty and forms a semigroup (but
not a monoid) under the matrix addition.

For any map « : [1,m] — [1,n| define the k-weight of each m x n-matrix A by

wli(A) - Zai,n(i) .
i=1
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For each x : [1,m] — [1,n] define two multiplicity functions xS : [1,n] — Z>o,

ee{—,+}by
p(d) = Hi: (i,5) € S°, k(i) = 5} -

For any given functions K, K : [1,n] — Z>o denote by F(K~, KT) the set of
all maps & : [1,n] — [0, m] such that u5 = K¢ for e € {—, +}.

We say that a pair (i,7') is an inversion of k : [1,m] — [1,n] if 1 < i < < m,
k(i) > k(7'), and
(3.23) :uio(i,i’) = [y,
for all e € {—,+}, where (i,4) : [1,m] — [1,m] is the transposition interchanging
only i and 7.

Denote by In(k) C [1,m] x [1,m] the set of all inversions of k.
Proposition 3.44. For any K—, K" : [1,n] = Zsq such that F(K—,K") # 0 we
have:
(a) There exists a unique map Kx- x+y € F(K~, KT) such that In(kx- x+y) = 0.
(b) For any k € F(K—, K*)\ {kk- x+)} and any A-convex matriz A one has:

(3.24) W, (A) > wy(A) .

(K= K+)
Proof. Prove (a). We need the following result.

Lemma 3.45. Let x: [1,m| — [1,n] and i,7 € [1,m]. Then:

(a) Wrogiin = i, for all e € {—,+} if and only if: either {i,i'} x {x(i),k(')} C 57,
or {i} x {k(@),k(@)} C 57, {I'} x {k(3), k(") } C ST, or {i,7'} x {k(2),k(:)} C ST.
(b) If (i,i') € In(k) then

(3.25) Weo(iir) (A) > wy(A)

for any A-convexr matriz A.

Proof. Part (a) is obvious. Prove (b). Recall that (i,7') € In(x) if and only if
=K

Hioiny = Hy for all e € {— +}, i <4, j < j', where j = &(i'), i’ (i). By the
assumption, ¢ < ¢, 7 < j'. Then

Wieo(i,i) (A) — We(A) = @y jy + a;j — ay j — a; jy >0
by (a) and the A-convexity of A. The lemma is proved. O
Now let us prove the existence of kg € F(K~, K*) with no inversions.
Lemma 3.46. If ko € F(K~, K™") satisfies
(3.26) a(4) > w,(A)

for all k € F(K~,K™T) and some \-convex matriz A, then ko has no inversions.
Moreover, if k € F(K~,K™") is such that In(k) # 0 then then there exists kg €
F(K~, K*) with no inversions such that w.,(A) > w,(A).

Proof. Indeed, let ko € F(K—,K™') satisfty (3.26). Then ko has no inversions,
because if (i,4") € In(kp), then Lemmal[3.45 would imply that koo (i,i') € F(K~, K™)
and Wyyo(iiny (A) > wy,(A), which contradicts to (3.26). Finally, if K € F(K~, K™T)
and In(k) # 0, then Lemma implies that there exists £’ that w,(A) > w,(A)
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and then choose ko € F(K~, KT) in such a way that ko brings the maximum of

the weight w,/(A) (such "maximal” k( always exists because the set F(K~, K1) is
finite). And (B3.:26) implies that In(kg) = 0 and w,,(A) > w,(A). O

Now we prove the uniqueness of such xg. We need the following result.

Lemma 3.47. Assume that kg € F(K~,KT) has no inversions. Then ko(m) is
uniquely determined by (K, K™), or, more precisely,

k~ ZfEl’loE[l,m—l] Z K_(’i):m—’io
ro(m) = i=Xig+1 ,
kT otherwise

where k¢ = max{j : K°(j) # 0} fore € {+,—}.

Proof. Suppose ko € F(K~, KT) has no inversion and let us fix any it € [1, m] such
that ko(i™) = kT and let us fix any i~ € [1,m] such that ro(i7) = k™.

Suppose, by contradiction, that kq(m) ¢ {k*,k™}, i.e., i~ < m and it < m. Then
we construct an inversion of kg as follows. If (m, kq(m)) € ST then, clearly, (it,m)
is an inversion of ko and if (m, ko(m)) € S~ then, clearly, (i~,m) is an inversion of
ko. The obtained contradiction proves that ro(m) € {k*, k™ }.

Denote also 4o, = max{i : ko(i) = k}.

Clearly, ip. < i1 for some ¢ € {+, —}, then Lemma [3.45(a) implies that the pair
(0., 71,) is an inversion of k.

Therefore ko(m) equals either kT or k~. Now assume that ko(m) = k. Let
ip < m be largest index such that x(ig) = kT. Since ko has no inversions, we
immediately see that (i, k¢(7)) € S~ for each i € [ig,m]. In its turn this implies that

> K~ (i) = m — .
S

In order to finish the proof we need to show the opposite implication. Now assume

that > K~ (i) = m —ip for some iy < m. This implies that (i, xo(7)) € S~ for each

i>>\1‘0
i € [ig, m]. In particular, (m, ko(m)) € S™, therefore, ko(m) # kT and, by the above,
one must have ko(m) = k~. The lemma is proved. O

We finish the proof of the uniqueness of kg by induction in m. According to
Lemma 347 if ky € F(K~, K) has no inversions then xy(m) is uniquely determined
by (K~,K™). It is easy to see that the restriction so|f m—1 has no inversions and
belongs to F(L~, L"), where

K=(7) if i # k*
Lf(i) =< Ke(k*) — 1  if i = k°, ko(m) = k¢ .
Ke (k%) if i = k%, ko(m) # k°

Since ko|j1,m—1] has no inversions and the pair (L~, L) is uniquely determined by
(K=, K*), it follows that ko|pm—1) is (by the inductive hypothesis) uniquely deter-
mined by (K—, K*) in F(L~, L*). This proves (a).

Part (b) follows from (B3.26) for kg = k(x- k+), which is unique according to the
already proved Part (a). Therefore, the inequality (3.26]) is strict and holds for all
A-convex matrices A.
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This proves part (b). Therefore, Proposition [3.44] is proved. O

Now we are ready to finish the proof of Theorem [3.43. For simplicity, we identify
V with C(¢)™ by means of the basis B. Let U be the m x 2m matrix whose columns
are b2 02 _|,...,b%bi,..., bl . For each embedding 7 : [1,m] < [1,2m] denote
Ur = Ui (1) Um,r(m); and for each subset J C [1,2m] denote by T of a of all
embeddings 7 : [1,m] — [1, 2m] such that u, # 0. Since each minor is an alternating
sum of u,, 7 € T, it suffices to prove that for each J C [1,2m] there exists a unique
77 such that deg(u,,) > deg(u,) for any 7 € T, \ {7, }. Indeed, we will prove it using
Proposition [3.44l

First, define a m x (m + 1) integer matrix A by:

— deg(ug ) it k>0 Jdeg(ch 1 pmerp) ifk>1
SO ) degluperm) itk <€ | deg(cl, ) if k< ¢

Clearly, ag p+ag+1.041 > Qi1 0+ax 41 for all k, ¢ € [1, m—1] such that (—k ¢ {0, 1};
Ak > Q11 if k> ¢ and Qg < Qg1 if ¢ >k+1.

Therefore, if we set A = (1,2,...,n), then A is A-convex in the notation (3.22]).

Furthermore, given an m-element subset J C [1,2m], denote K~ = J N [1,m| and
Kt ={j—m:j5 € Jj>m} We will view these subsets of [1,m] as functions
K~ K% :[1,m] — {0,1}. For any embedding 7 : [1,m] — [1,2m] such that u, # 0
we define a map ¢(7) : [1,m] — [1,m + 1] by

7(k) if 7(k) <k
rk)+1-m ifr(k)>k+m

p(7)(k) = {

Clearly, ¢(7) is well-defined. Tt is easy to see that if 7 € T then p(7) € F(K—, K™)
in the notation of Proposition B.44] and, moreover, ¢ : T; — F(K~, K™) is a bijec-
tion. It is also easy to see that under this bijection we have

deg(uT> = Wy(r) (A) :

Therefore, by Proposition B44] there exists a unique 7, € T; such that ¢(7;) =
Kk k+) and deg(u-,) > deg(u,) for any 7 € Ty \ {7;}. Theorem [3.43is proved. O

Now we will finish the proof of Theorem [3.42 In what follows we fix \, 3 € Z3
such that V,(8) # 0.

Denote by By the dual canonical basis for Vy (see e.g., [, §]). Recall from [7, [§]
that each element b € B, is naturally labeled by a quadruple m = (m;, ma, my2, moq)
of non-negative integers such that myms = 0, such that m; + m;; < {; for {i,j} =
{1,2} (here we abbreviated £; = A; — Xy, fo = Xy — A3). For any 3 € Z3 the
intersection By(8) = By N Vi\(B) is a basis in V)\(8) and by, € By(B) if and only if
miQy + Moy + (m12 + mgl)(al + Oég) =)\— 5

The basis By determined (up to a scalar multiple) by the property that for each
d>0,3¢€Z and i € {1,2} a part of By spans the subspace ker F*! N V() and
(another) part of By spans ker EST N Vy(3).

Lemma 3.48 ([7,8]). The action of E;, F; € U,(gls), i € {1,2} on By is given by:
(3.27) Ei(bm) = (mi + mji)gbm—e, + (Mji)gbm—e; + (1mi)gbm—cr
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for {i,j} = {1,2}, where ey = (1,0,0,0), €, = (1,0,—1,1),¢f = (0,—1,0,1), and
es =(0,1,0,0), 5 = (0,1,1,—1), e = (—1,0,1,0).
(3.28) Fi(bm) = (m; + m;j)qu—i-e;’ + (m;j)qu—f{ + (m;j)qu‘i‘ei
for {i,j} = {1,2}, where f| = (=1,0,0,1), f5 = (0,—1,1,0), mj; = {; — m; — m;;.
For v € V) \ {0} and i € {1,2} denote
(F(v) := max(k : EF(v) # 0}, 4; (v) := max(k : Ff(v) # 0} .

It follows from Lemma B.27 that £; (by) = m; +myj; and €; (bm) = m; 4+ m;. Denote
also
dy =d; (\,B) =

)

min ¢ (v),df =df(\, )= min { (v).
veVA (8)\{0} o (). d; ¢ (0, 0) veVa (B)\{0} ‘()

The properties of B established above imply the following simple result.
Lemma 3.49. We have d = d] + By — 1, df = dy + B3 — (2, and
di = (B1 = A2)+ + (A2 — B2)4, dy = (A2 — Bs)4 + (B2 — A2)¢

where (a); := max(a,0) for a € Z.

Furthermore, we will label the Gelfand-Tsetlin bases B (5) = BiNVA(B), i € {1, 2}
and the dual canonical basis By(5) := By N Vi(B) as follows (with the convention
that m = m, g = dim V,(9)).

(3.29) Bi(B) = {b,bh, ..., 00}, Ba(B) = {b1, b2, ..., b},
where b (for k = 1,2,...,m, i € {1,2}) is the only element of Bi(3) such that
07 (bl) = d; +k—1; and by, is the only element of By(3) such that ¢ (by) = dy +k—1.
Lemma 3.50. The above labeling satisfies for all £ € [1,m]:

by € Span{bi,... b}, b7 € Span{by,_¢i1,...,bm} .

Proof. Indeed, by definition, b} € K erFld A Vi(B). But according to the basic
property of By, the vectors by, bo, ..., b, form a basis in KerFld1 N Vi(68). This
proves the first inclusion. To prove the second, it suffices to show that for d = ¢; (b?)
the intersection Ker F& N Vy(B) is spanned by {bpm_¢i1, .-, by }. That is, we have
to show that ¢; (b)) > £5 (by) if and only if & + ¢ > m + 1.

It is easy to see that for by € V,\(5), we have

(330> bk = b(M17M27M12,m21) ’
where m; = (B2 — Xo)y, ma = (A2 — B2)4, Mu2 = A\ — B — k —di (A, ) + 1,
mo1 = )\1 — 51 — myp — Mig. Therefore,

Uy (bg) =mo+mig =X — o=k —dy (N, B) + 1+ (Na = Ba)r =da (N, B) +m —k
because m =1+ A\ — (/1 — A2)+ — (O3 — A2)4 — max(Ag, fBa). Therefore, 5 (by) =
dy (N, B) +m —k and the inequality £ (b2) > ¢; (by) is equivalent to dy (X, 8)+£—1 >
dy (N, B)+m —k,ie., k+¢>m+ 1. This proves the second inclusion. The lemma
is proved. O

The above result implies that b} is proportional to b; and b? is proportional to b,,.
In what follows we set b = b; and b? = b, for each 8 such that dj (A, 3) = 0. It
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is easy to see that this setting agrees with the definition (3I9) of both B} and B3,
and, moreover, determines them uniquely.

The following result which completely describes the expansion of Gelfand-Tsetlin
bases along the dual canonical basis of V) () will finish the proof of Theorem [B.42]

Proposition 3.51. The bases B' := B}(3), B* := B3(B), and B := B\(8) labeled by
(329) satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem[3.73. More precisely,

l l
(3.31) b= Chebr 07 = Chibmirn
k=1 k=1

where all the coefficients ci,, ¢z, belong to Clg,q~ ]\ {0} and satisfy the recursion
(332 deg(cl.) — dea(ch 1) = B — Aol +2(0— k) + 1
foralll <k <{<m,ie€{l,2}.

Proof. First, the triangularity (B3] follows from Lemma B350, Furthermore, we
will establish some symmetries which take Gelfand-Tsetlin bases into each other and
preserve the dual canonical basis. The following well-known fact is a particular case
of a more general result (see e.g., [§]).

Lemma 3.52. For each A = (A > Ay > A\3) we have:
(a) There is a unique (up to a scalar multiple) linear isomorphism ¥y : Vy — Vi,
where \* = (—=\3, — Ao, — A1) such that

UA(Ei(v)) = Fi(a()), ¥a(Fi(v)) = Ei(¢a(v)), ¥a(Kp(v)) = K_5(¢a(v))

for any i€ {1,2}, veVy, B €Z>.
(b) there is a unique (up to a scalar multiple) isomorphism ny : V\ — V) such that

M(Ei(v)) = Fsi(na(0), m(Fi(v)) = Es—i(na(v)), ma(Ks(v)) = Kgor (2 (v))

forany i€ {1,2},veVy, B e Z?, where (B1, B2, B3)P = (B3, Ba, B1)-
(c) hxony =m0 y-.

Clearly, in terms of the labeling ([3:29)), ¥, (b}) = bi for i € {1,2} for all k € [1,m)]
and (b)) = b2, na(b2) = by for all k € [1,m].

The results of [§] imply that the symmetries 1 and 7, preserve the dual canonical
basis: ¥ (Br(5)) = Byx(—p) and n\(Bx(8)) = Ba(5?). We can refine this fact as
follows.

Lemma 3.53. We have for k=1,2,...,m:
(a) Y(by) = by for k=1,2,...,m.
(b) nx(bx) = b1k

Proof. Prove (a). Using the fact that ¢ (¢ (v)) = €] (v) and d (A, B) = dy (A, =),
we see that €7 (¥a(br)) = di (A, =) + k — 1 = {1 (b). Therefore, 1, (bg) = bg.
Part (b) follows follows directly from Lemma [3.50. O

Using the symmetry v, we see that it suffices to prove Proposition B.51] only in
the case when Ay < 5. On the other hand, using the symmetry 7, and the property
([3.38) for i = 1 we see that we see that the coefficients ¢z, also satisfy (3.35)).
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Therefore, all we have to prove is that in the case when [y > Ay all the coefficients
of the first expansion ([3.31]) satisfy the property (8.38) with i = 1. In order to achieve
this goal, it is convenient to re-label the bases B} (3) and B, (3) as follows.

(3.33) by = b} bei=by g 41

l—dy +1°

for ¢ =dy,dy +1,..., Dy, where di =d; ( ,B) = (1 — o)y and Dy = D (N, ) =

— By — (B3 — )\2)+, denote also ¢y 1= Ck—d;+1,e—d;+1'

Then in terms of the this re-labeling it suffices to prove that if By > Ao, then:

¢
(3.34) by = Z Crebr
k=dy
for all £ € [dy, D], where each ¢ = &, € Clg,¢~*]\ {0} and
(3.35) deg (& ) — deg(&y_1,) = o — Ao +2(0 — k) + 1.

for all di (A, 8) < k <€ < Dy (M 5).
Furthermore, we need the following reformulation of Lemma B3.48]

Lemma 3.54. Let 8’ € Z? be such that Ay < 85— 1. Then the action of the operator
E, : VA(B') = Va(B' + aq) relative to the bases Br(8') and By(5' + 1) is given by
(3.36) Ex(by) = (B, = B1 + k)gbisa + (Ao — B + k) by
for ke [dy (X, B), Dy (N, )] (where b, = 0 in Vy(8' + aq) if k= B — Xa).
Proof. First of all (in the notation of Lemma[3.48)) we have my = 0 and m; = 55—,
because m; —mg = 5 — Ay > 0 and mymy = 0.

Therefore, we can rewrite ([B.27) as follows:

El(b(m1,07m12,m21> = (ml + m21>qb(m1—170,m127m21) + (m21)qb(m1—1,07m12+1,m21—1)

Then, after ”translating” the equation by, = by, in Vi(8') (based on (Z30)) into

b(ﬁé_)\z’o’)\l_Bé_kv)ﬂ_ﬁi-i-k‘) — bk: ,
we immediately obtain (3.36). The lemma is proved. O

We proceed by induction in 3 with respect to the following partial order on Z?3:
B> pif B ="+ nay for some n > 0. The base of induction consists of all those [
which satisfy: V)(5) # 0 but V(8 — a1) = 0. It is easy to see that for such g one
has dim V,(8) = 1 and By > Ay and, therefore, we have nothing to prove. Now we
assume that both weight spaces V) () and V(8 — 1) are non-zero and [y > \s.

Note that if by , € VA(8 — ay) and £ > () — \2)4, then b} = E1(b;_,). Therefore,
applying B30) to (B:34) with 5 — a; and ¢ — 1, we obtain an expansion in V) (5):

ché VEr(by) = ché 1(52 B+ k)1 + (A2 — By + k)q bk)

k<t k<t

where 8" = (61 — 1,52+ 1, 83) = 5 — . This implies that
Gy =y a(Be— Bt k4 1)y + gy (Mo — Bi+ k +1),
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with the convention that cfje = 0 for k = ¢+ 1. In particular, this proves that each

cg,z is a Laurent polynomial in q. Then the inductive hypothesis ([8.35]) taken for S’

and ¢ — 1 implies that for k < ¢ the the degree of the second summand minus the
degree of the first summand equals 2(¢ — k) — 1 > 0. Therefore,

~B’ .
— 1 f
deg(&fz) _ deg(fg%_l) + X =P+ Ek+ 1 k</t '
’ deg(¢)_1p 1) +Ba—Bi+L+1 ifk=1{
This implies that for k£ < ¢ we have
deg(&f,z) - deg(éf_u) = deg(5£:6—1> +Xo—fi+k+1- (deg(éfl—u—l) + Ay — f1+ k)
=1+ deg(¢y,_,) —deg(&]_,, ) =2 — Xo +2({ — k) + 1
by the same inductive hypothesis. Similarly, for £k = ¢ we have

deg(é?,z) - deg(é?_u) = deg(éflw_l) + 02— Pi+Ll+1— (deg(éfil,f—l) + X — 1+ 1)

- )\2 - 52 + 1 .
This finishes the induction. The recursion (3.38) is proved. Therefore, the recur-
sion ([3.32) with ¢ = 1 and $; > ), is proved. Proposition B.51]is proved. O
Therefore, Theorem [3.42] is proved. O

Now we will finish the proof of Theorem [3.40

Lemma 3.55. Under the identification (Va, @ Vs, ® V3,)* = VA(B) (in the notation
of (211)) we have for X, € Z3,, and ¢ € {—,+}:

((Va, o= Va,) @ Vi, )* = Span{BA(8)°}, (Va, ® (Va, o V)" = Span{B3(8)°} .

Proof. In the notation (ZG) each subspace (Jj' 5 ® Vi,)* (resp. (V, ® J5! 5.)*) is

spanned by all those bf, ,, € VA(B) (resp. 7, ) € VA(B)) which satisfy uz = m.

Using the definition (3.10):
Vi o: Vi = D Jils Vi - Ve = D i

me27, me2Z+1
and Lemma from Appendix, we finish the proof of Lemma [3.55] O

Furthermore, using Theorem B.42] Lemma B.55 and (3.20) with S = Bi(B)°,

S" = B3(B)¢, we obtain
dim(V, o Vg, 8 V)" = Gr0 - max(0, [BA(B)°| + [B3(B)°] — dim VA(3))
= Oxg,0 - max(0, [By(B)7] — [B(B) 7))

Now define a bijection Sy : B — B3 by b%u,u) > b%u’,u’)’ where
Py = A —min(py, v—pig), py = min( g, gy +po—v) — iz, V' = M4+Xo+X3— i1 — plo— pi3
Clearly, the inverse of Sy is given by the same formula and Sy\(B}(8)°) = B3(B)° ,
where § = - (—1)min(A282) - Therefore, if min(\y, £2) is odd then |Bi(3)¢| = |B2(B) ¢

and (Vs e. Vs, 8. V3,)* =0 for € € {—, +}. Now assume that min(\y, 52) is even, in
particular, | B (8)¢] = |B2(B)?] for € € {—,+}, and A3 = 0. Therefore,

dim(Vj, o Vj, o Vs,)* = max(0, B ()] — [BA(8) ™) -
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It is easy to see that |Bi(B8)°| = {m € Z : ¢(\,8) < m < d(\ B),(—=1)™ = &},
where
C()\a ﬁ) = maX(O> )\2 - 53)7 d()\a ﬁ) = min()\2> 52) - maX(Oa )‘2 - 51) :
Therefore, dim(Vs,0.Vs,0.Vs,) = 1if and only if (—1)max(@A2=Fs) — (_1)max(0A2=Fs) —
e, and dim(Vp, e, V3, e V3, )* = 0 otherwise. Theorem .40 is proved. O
To finish the proof of Theorem note that in the notation of Theorem [3.40}

Vi Vie. V= EPVi,
A

where the summation is over all A = (A; > Ay > 0) such that: A\ + Ay = 3¢ and
(=1)* = (=1)*2=9+ = . Therefore, Theorem is proved. O

4. APPENDIX: QUANTUM MATRICES

The algebra C,[Mayo| of quantum 2 x 2-matrices is the Q)(¢)-algebra generated by
a, b, ¢, d subject to the relations

ca = qac, ba = qab, dc = qcd, db = qbd, cb = bc, da —ad = (q — g~ ")bc .

Let C,[Maxyx] is the algebra of quantum m x n-matrices, i.e., the @Q(q)-algebra
generated by z;;, 1 <@ <d, 1 < j <k with the following defining relations: for each
1 <i< i <d1<j<j <k the subalgebra of C,[M,,«,] generated by the four
elements a = x; ;,b = x; j,c = xy j,d = xy j is isomorphic to C,[Mays].

The algebra C,[ M| is graded by Z¢ < Z% , via deg(x;;) = el +e;, where €], ..., €
(resp. ey,...,ex) is the standard basis in Z? (resp. in Z¥). That is,

(Cq[Mka] = @ (Cq[dek]wi )
(«,;a)ezgo ngo
where C,[Mgxk]q:s the set of all x € Cj[Mgxy| such that deg(x) = (7v;6).
There is a natural action of U,(gl4(C) x gl;(C)) on C,[Mxy| via

E{/(SCZJ) = 5i,i/$z‘+1,j7 Fz'/'(xi,j) = 52‘-1,@/1’@'—1,;'7 Kf\(fb’zg) = q_/\i * Tij

for i =1,2,...,d—1, A€ Z4;
Ej(xij) = 0y j-12ij-1, Fyaig) = 05241, Ku(wij) = ¢

fori, @' =1,2,...,d—1,5,7'=1,2,...,k—1, A € Z%; and u(zy) = m(A(u)(z®y))
for any u € U,(9l4(C) x glx(C)) and x,y € C,[Myx)|, where m is the multiplication
Cy[Maxi] @ Cq[Maxk] = Cq[ Masi].

This definition implies that K\ K, (x) = g~ . g for x € Cy[Myxk),.s and

Ej(zy) = Ej(x)K_o,(y) + 2E;(y), Fj(zy) = Fj(x)y + Ko,z Fj(y)

for j=1,2,... k—1.

Simple objects of O for U, (gl4(C) x gl(C)) are labeled by pairs (A; i), where A is a
dominant integral U, (gls(C))-weight and p is a dominant integral U, (gl (C))-weight.

Each irreducible U,(gl4(C) % gl (C))-module of the highest weight (\; y) is isomorphic
to VY ®V,,, where V] is an irreducible U, (gls(C) x gl(C))-module trivially extended
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from that for U, (gl4(C)), and V,, is an irreducible U,(gl4(C) x gl;(C))-module trivially
extended from that for U,(glx(C)).
The decomposition of C,[Mgxy] into simple submodules is given by the following

Proposition 4.1. [21, Theorem 1.1] If d < k, then for any n > 0 one has an
isomorphism of U,(gla(C) x gli(C))-modules:

(4.1) Cy[Maxiln = @2V) @ Vi

where the summation is over all d—tuplfzs of integers A = (A > Ay > -+ > Ay > 0)

such that \y +Xo+---+ Ag=mn; and \ € Z’;O stands for the \ extended with k — d
2€708.

Recall that the braided tensor product A ®z B of algebras A and B in Oy, ¢ is
defined as follows:
As a U,(g)-module, A ®r B = A ® B, and the multiplication is twisted by R:

(a®b)-(d @b)=aR(b®ad)b

for any a,a’ € A, b,/ € B. Associativity follows from that R is a braiding.
The following result is an extension of [2I, Theorem 1.1].

Proposition 4.2. As a U,(gla(C))-module algebra, C,[Myxy]| is isomorphic to the
braided tensor k-th power of the g-polynomial algebra Sylxy,. .., x4 in the braided
monoidal category Oy, ¢ for Uy(gla(C)). More precisely, the correspondence:

(4.2) ;> 11l® Q00131

where x; occurs only in the j-th place, i =1,...,d, 7 =1,...,k, defines an isomor-
phism of algebras in Oy, ¢ for U,(gla(C)):

(43) Cq[Mka]f—\)/Cq[l'l, P ,l’d] ®R Cq[l’l, e ,l’d] ®R s ®R Cq[l’l, N ,l’d] .

Proof. Since both algebras are quadratic, it suffices to show that they have the
same quadratic relations. For each € C[z1, ..., 4] denote [z]; the k-tensor of the
form 1971 @ £ @ 19*77. In particular, the right hand side of (2) is [x;];. Also
for z,y € Cylxy,...,24) and for 1 < i < j < k denote by [z ® y|;; the tensor
197l @ r ® 19977 @ y ® 1977 and extend it by linearity: [>, 2® @ y®¥)]; =
>oile® @ y®ly;.

Clearly, [x;]x[:i]r = [xjzi|e = [qriz;le = qlzi]k[z;]k for any i < j and [2;]x[z;]r =
[R(x; ® x)|ke if k> £. Taking into account a well-known computation:

T X x; ifi1< j
(4.4) R(z; @ xj) =< qr; @ x4 ifi=j ,
:L’j®xz-+(q—q_1)xi®xj 1f’L>j
we obtain for k > /¢
(25 @ xi]or = [5]ewi]n ifi<y
[wilklrj]e = 4 [qz: @ zilor = qlzi]elz:e if i = j
[z @ 2 + (¢ — ¢ D2 @ wyleg = [vj)elzili + (@ — ¢ wilelagle >
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Therefore, the association z;; — [z;]; is a surjective homomorphism of algebras. The
fact that it is injective follows from that both algebras are flat, i.e., both algebras
are isomorphic to S(C(q)%) as graded vector spaces. O

According to Proposition [4.1l we have
(45) (Vﬁlwl Q- ® Vﬁkw1>>\ = V)\(ﬁ> :

for any 8 = (B1,...,5) € Z%,, where V,(B) is the weight space of the weight (3)
in the irreducible U,(glx(C))-module Vy in Oy, and each V,,,, = S"V,, is a simple
U,(9la(C))-module.

By definition, V},,,, ® V., decomposes into the sum of its isotypic components:

min(41,02)
(46) ‘/élwl ® ‘/52601 = @ JZL,ZQ )

m=0
where J7 ;. = Vi 16— mimo....0) a8 a Uy(gli(C))-module (with the convention that
Jit g, if m ¢ [0, min(ly, £2)]).

Lemma 4.3. Under the identification (4.5) we have for each i € [1,n — 1], § =
(ﬁh v 7Bk) c Zgo, and m Z 0:

(47) (Vﬁlwl Q- -® vﬁiflwl ® ng, Q- ® Vﬁkw1>>\ = Ezm(VA(B - mai) N KerFi) :

Bit+1

Proof. We will prove ([£.7) by induction in 8; > 0. If §; = 0, the statement is obvious
because Vo @ Vi, 1or = S0 5., = Vs and Viy(8) C KerF;.

Bit1
It is easy to see that under the identification @ Vi, ® Vigw, = Cy[Maxs], we
41,6220

have Ey(J5,,) = Jity1 4,1 for all £1, 6y, m > 0. Therefore, applying F; to (4.1) with
(51) SR 57, - 1a 62'4—1 + 1a SRR 51@)7 we obtain (IH) with (ﬁb s aﬁi? 572-1—1’ SR ﬁk) O
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