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This work deals with differential calculi over quadratic algebras which arise in quantum
theory of bounded symmetric domains [35]. We prove that the dimensions of homogeneous
components for graded vector spaces of k-forms coincide with their classical values. In a
special case this result is well known [31, p. 296].

The quadratic algebras in question constitute g-analogues for polynomial algebras on
prehomogeneous vector spaces of a special class [34]. This allows one to prove that the
dual de Rham complex is isomorphic to a quantum analogue of the generalized Bernstein-
Gelfand-Gelfand resolution [25].
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1 The U,g-module algebra C[p~],

.....

.....

a;; = a;;(H;). The maximal root of g is given by a linear combination of its simple roots

l
anozj, n; < Zy. (11)
=1

Fix a simple root oy, which is present in the above sum with coefficient 1: n;, = 1. The
tables in [3] allow one to distinguish easily all such simple roots.
Let Hy be the linear combination of Hy, Hs, ..., H; determined by

27 J:lo

a;(Ho) = {O P4l

Introduce the notation p~, €& p* for the eigenspaces of ady, which correspond to the
eigenvalues —2, 0, 2, respectively. Thus we get a decomposition
g=p @tep’

in which p* are commutative Lie algebras. They are called prehomogeneous vector spaces
of commutative parabolic type [34].
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We are interested in a quantum analogue for the algebra of differential forms with
polynomial coefficients on the vector space p~.

Let Q be the root lattice, P the weight lattice, and s = card(P/Q). Assume C(g5),
the rational functions in the indeterminate q%, to be the ground field. All the algebras
under consideration are supposed to be unital.

Consider the Drinfeld-Jimbo quantum universal enveloping algebra U,g. It is deter-

.....

is a Hopf algebra with comultiplication
A(Kiil):Kiil(X)Kiil, ANE)=E®1+K;,®E;, A(E)IE@KZ-_l-l-l@Fi-

As in [35], we begin the construction with producing a U,g-module algebra C[p~],,
which is a quantum analogue for the polynomial algebra on p~. Let {d;};=1 2 . be coprime
numbers which make symmetric the Cartan matrix (d;a;; = djaj;), and set g; = q%. All
the U,g-modules we deal with are weight modules:

V:@V,\, V)\:{UEV‘K;jU:q;:AjU,j:1,2,...,l}.

ezt

This allows one to introduce the linear operators {H,};—12 ;, (hence also Hy) via
setting
Hilyv, = \j, e Z,

and to equip V with a gradation

V= @V[r], Vir] ={v e V| Hyv = 2rv}.

In what follows all the U,g-modules we deal with are equipped with this gradation; by
definition we set V* = @, V[r]* in the category of graded vector spaces.

We need generalized Verma modules N(q*,\). Let U,q™ be the Hopf subalgebra
generated by {K', E;, Fi}im, U{K', B} and Py = ZY' x Z x Zi7P° — P, X €
P,. Consider the simple finite dimensional U,q*-module L(q™, \) with highest weight
A, together with the induced Uyg-module N(q™,\) = Uyg @y, q+ L(qF, A). It is easy to
demonstrate (see [26]) that N (g™, ) admits a description in terms of a generator v(q™, \)
and defining relations

Ew(qh,\) =0, K o(q™,\) = ¢™iv(gh, N, i=1,2,...,1,
F')\j+lv(q+7)‘) = Ov j % ZO’

J
Let U,g°? be the Hopf algebra which differs from U,g by replacement of the comulti-
plication with the opposite one. The morphism

Do N(g",0) = N@",0)®@N(@",0),  Lg:v(g",0)—v(q",0)@v(q",0)

in the tensor category of U,g°-modules equips the generalized Verma module N(q*,0)

with a structure of U,g°P-module coalgebra. The dual graded vector space C[p~], is a
U,g-module algebra which constitutes a q-analogue for the polynomial algebra on p~.

It can be proved that C[p~], is a quadratic algebra, see Proposition 4.7. One should
note that the works of Joseph and his team (see, e.g., [20]) deal with a more general class
of U,g-module algebras.



2 Covariant differential calculi

In the classical case ¢ = 1 the linear map adjoint to a morphism of generalized Verma
modules appears to be a covariant differential operator on p~ [12]. We follow [35] in using
duality in the quantum case to produce a first order differential calculus over C[p~],.
Recall the definitions [23].

Let F' be an algebra. A first order differential calculus over F' is an F-bimodule M,
together with a linear map d : F' — M such that

1. for all fi, fo € F
d(fi- f2) = df1 - fa+ f1 - dfz; (2.1)

2. M is a linear span of the vectors f; - dfs - f3 with fi, fo, f3 € F.

Let A be a Hopf algebra and F' an A-module algebra. A first order differential calculus
(M,d) over F' is called covariant if M is an A-module F-bimodule and d is a morphism
of A-modules.

We are about to produce a first order differential calculus over C[p~],. Given any
A € P, the generalized Verma module N(q*, A) is a U,g°®®-module N(q", 0)-bicomodule:

N(@"A) = N@",00@ N ), @A) =@, 0)®@v(gh,N),
N(@",A) = N@" )@ N(@",0), oA =@\ @v(qh,0).

Hence the dual graded vector space is a U,g-module C[p~],-bimodule. In particular,
AP = Nt —a,)*

is a U,g-module C[p~|,-module. It is a g-analogue for the space of 1-forms with polynomial
coefficients.
We call a differential the linear operator dual to a morphism of generalized Verma

modules
N(q+’ _alo) - N(q+a 0)7 'U(C|+, _alo) = Eov(q+> 0)

Our definitions imply (2.1), together with the claim that the differential d : C[p~], —
A'(p™), is a morphism of U,g-modules. It is demonstrated in the sequel that A'(p~), is

a linear span of {f1 - dfs - f3| f1, fa, f5 € Clp~ ], }-

Consider a graded algebra Q@ = € ; along with a linear degree 1 map d : Q — Q.
1€2L4

The pair (£, d) is called a differential graded algebra if d*> = 0 and
dw' - w") =dw "+ (=1)"W - du”, W' e N, W e (2.2)

A differential calculus over an algebra F' is a differential graded algebra (2, d) such
that ¢ = F and 2 is generated by Qg & d€Q.

Suppose that a first order differential calculus (M, d) over F', is given. By a definition,
the associated universal differential calculus (™, d"™") over this algebra should have
the following properties:

1L = M,
2. ™| = d;



3. given any differential calculus (€', d') over F' which satisfy the above two properties
(Q) = M, d|r = d), there exists a homomorphism of differential graded algebras
Quuiv — ) which is the identity when restricted to Q§™V ¢ Quniv,

Consider a Hopf algebra A and an A-module algebra F. A differential calculus (2, d) is
said to be covariant if €2 is an A-module algebra and d an endomorphism of the A-module
Q. Tt is known [23, p. 463 — 464] that the universal differential calculus exists, is unique
up to isomorphism; it is covariant if the original first order differential calculus is.

REMARK. The covariance notion we use here is more general than that in [23] where
it is implicit that all the U,g-modules in question are U,g-finite. This difference does not
affect the proof of covariance for the universal enveloping differential calculus expounded
in [23, p. 464].

In what follows we obtain a series of results on the universal differential calculus
(A(p™),, d) associated to the first order differential calculus (A'(p~),, d). In particular, it
is demonstrated that the dimensions of homogeneous components for weight U,g-modules
A (p™), are the same as in the classical case ¢ = 1.

3 PBW-bases and a universal R-matrix

Recall the standard notation and well-known results.

Let b, nt, n~ be the Lie subalgebras of g generated by {H;}i—12,. 1, {Ei}tiz12..4, and
{F;}iz12.1, respectively. In a similar way, let U,h, Un™, Un~ be the subalgebras of U,g
generated by {KF'}i_10 4, {E:}iz12.. 1, and {F;};—1 2.4, respectively. The linear maps

Un~ @Ub @ Un™ — Uyg, u @u' @ut = umulut,
Un™ @Ub @ Un~ — Uyg, ut @u' @u” > utuluT

are isomorphisms of vector spaces [18, p. 66].

We are about to construct bases for the vector spaces U,h, U,n*, together with the
associated bases for U,g, similar to Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt bases. Obviously, the elements
Kf1K§2 e Kljl, with 71, 72,...,51 € Z, form a basis of U,h. What remains is to produce
bases of Un™, Umn~.

Obviously,

b* — C., A= (A(H), AHy), ..., \(H)).

The set of fundamental weights {@; };—1 2., forms the standard basis in C! and the simple
roots are given by o; = Zizl a;jw;,. We choose a non-degenerate invariant form in g so
that
(ozi,ozj):diaij, i,j:1,2,...,l.

In this setting, (w,-, Oéj) = dz(;z]

The decomposition g = n~ & h ® nt determines an associated decomposition ® =
O U P~ for the set of roots of g.

The Weyl group W is generated by simple reflections

SZ)\’—))\—)\(HZ)OQ, i:1,2,...,l
in h*. W is a Coxeter group with defining relations

st =1, (sis;)™7 =1, i # 7.



Choose a reduced expression
Wo = Si1SixSig - - - Siyg (31)

of the longest element wy of W. It determines an associated linear order relation on ®*

51 = Oy, 62 = Sil(aiz), ceey ﬁM :Si18i2...SiM71(aiM). (32)

To obtain g-analogues for the root vectors Eg,, Eg,, . .., Eg,, associated to those roots, we
elaborate the automorphisms 74,75, ..., T; of the algebra U,g introduced by G. Lusztig.
Their action on the generators is given by

Ti(K;) = KK, ™,
T(E) = -FEK., T/(F)=-KE,

_ (_1)8%—7‘ s r . .
Ti(E;) = Z WEZ LB, i F (3.3)
rs=—a;; qi qi
T,(F;) = Z ﬂFT’F.F.S i
Y sl !l g
rs=—az; qi qi
" —q"

Here [n]q! = [1]¢[2]¢- - - [n]q, [n]q =
weight subspaces: T;(Uy9)x = (Ug9)s,00), with

7

—— It follows from (3.3) that T; permute the

Ugor = {€ € Ug | KiK' =q¢}, A= (M, o, N) €2

It was demonstrated by Lusztig that these automorphisms satisfy the braid relations:

—_—
mij mij

(the number of multipliers in each hand side is m;;).
Define ‘g-analogues of root vectors’ by

Ti1TizTi3 - 'Tikq(Eik% k> 2
Eﬁk =

Eila kf — ]_ ’
F. — TllleTls e Ekfl(ﬂk)’ k>2 '
%) B k=1
The following result is also due to Lusztig.
Proposition 3.1 The monomials
ERER EP. jija,. . ju € Ly, (3.4)
form a basis in Un™, and the monomials
FRMEMF e ju € Loy, (3.5)

form a basis in Umn~.



We present here commutation relations obtained by Levendorski [4, p,261].

Proposition 3.2 1. Foralli <j

EpEg — q¥PEy By = > Cl(q) - E™, (3.6)
mEZiw

Fy Py, —q PP Fy Fy = Y Cillq)- F™, (3.7)
mEZiw

. MM —
with m = (my,my, ... may), E™ = EJVER L EJY, ™ = FMESY

By~ Bum-1

The coefficients C},(q), Ci.(q) could be non-zero only whenmy =mg = ... =m; =0
andmj:mj+1:...:mM:0.

2. Cl.(q), Cr(q) € Qq), and these functions have no poles in (0, 1].
Corollary 3.3 The algebra U,g is a domain.
Corollary 3.4 The monomials
EMEMEL e € Ly,
form a basis in Un™, and the monomials

FéiFéjFéﬁ? jlana-'-jM€Z+,

form a basis in Umn~.

Introduce the Hopf algebras U,b", U,b™ generated by {KF' E;}i—10..; and

g Ligunny

{Kfl,FZ-}Z-:LZm,l, respectively. The U,g-modules we consider in this work are weight
and U,b"-finite: dim(U,b" - v) < oo for each vector v.
The naive permutation of tensor multiples

oyryn 74 (%9 V"=V ® V/, oy iy v’ X v =0 (%9 v

in general fails to be a morphism of U,g-modules. Drinfeld introduced a notion of universal
R-matrix and applied it to define linear maps RV/,VH Ve V"= V"® V' that work as
permutations oy y» in the theory of U,g-modules: Rvgvu is invertible and appears to be
a morphism of U,g-modules.

Proposition 3.5 Let V', V", W', W" be weight U,b*-finite U,g-modules and ' : V' —
W', f" V" — W" morphisms of U,g-modules.

1. The linear map RV/,VH is invertible and appears to be a morphism of U,g-modules.
2. (f"@ f') - Ryryn = Ry - (f' @ 7).

Proposition 3.6 Let V, V', V" be weight U,b™ -finite U,g-modules.
1. Ryigyny = (Ryry ®@idyr) (idv @Ryny),

2. Ryyrgyr = (idy @Ry,yr) (Ryyr @ idyn),



3. RV,(C - R(QV - ldv

Recall an explicit form for Rv',v”- We are about to use g-analogues for the root vectors
Eﬁz" ng, 1= 1,2,...,M. Let

equ(t):Z<H1_q]>t7 qﬁzqz ; Beq)+

i=0 \j=1

Consider the product

R=[] expp (45" —a5) Bs® Fs) a7, (3.8)

ped+

with o € h ® h being given by
A =A@ o), Apeb,

and the multiples being written in decreasing order of indices of the roots [:
expgz (45, = dsu) Eon ® Fayy) - -expgz (a5, — 08,) By ® Fo,) g7

Proposition 3.7 ([22],[27]) Let V', V" be weight U,b™ -finite U,g-modules and Ry yn :
V'@V" = V' '®@V" a linear map determined by the right hand side of (3.8). Then

RVI7V// = 0"//7‘/// . va’vu, (39)
Notice that Lol
k k

th = 3.10

D (3.10)

Turn to a background on Verma modules and finite dimensional weight U,g-modules
(these are called type 1 U,g-modules). Recall that

l l
Pz, P27, Q=Zu  Qi=PZias
i=1 =1

Let A\ € P. Just as in the classical case ¢ = 1, the Verma module M (\) admits a
description in terms of its generator v(A) and the defining relations

Ev(A\) =0, Ko\ =¢to), i=12,...,1L (3.11)
The weight vectors
vy(N) = FPMEM FR(N), T = (1 s i) € 22 (3.12)

form a basis of the vector space M(A). Hence M(A) is a weight U,g-module with the
dimensions of weight subspaces being just as in the classical case ¢ = 1.

The Verma module M(\) possesses a largest proper submodule K ()\); obviously, the
quotient module L(A) = M(X)/K()) is simple.

L(}) is finite dimensional if and only if A € P,. In this case K(\) is the only proper
finite dimensional submodule, and L(\) admits a description in terms of its generator v(\),
the relations (3.11), together with the additional relations F ™ 'o(A\) =0,i=1,2,...,1.

The simple weight U,g-modules L()), A € Py, are pairwise non-isomorphic, and every
simple weight finite dimensional U,g-module is isomorphic to one of those.

7



Proposition 3.8 (cf. p. 76 — 77 of [18]) Given any non-zero vector £ € U,g, there
exists A € Py N Q such that EL(X) # 0.

Proposition 3.9 (p. 81 of [18]) The family of weights for L(\) and their multiplicities
remain intact under passage from Ug to U,g, that is from the classical case to the quantum
case.

Proposition 3.10 (p. 82 of [18]) Every weight finite dimensional U,g-module is
semisimple.

It follows from these results that

L) ®L(p)~ > ,Lv)  forall \,u€ Py,

vePy

and the multiplicities c§, of L(r) in L(A) ® L(u) are the same as those in the classical
case ¢ = 1.

Let P, be the projection in L(A) ® L(u) onto the isotypic component which is the
multiple of L(v), parallel to the sum of the rest of isotypic components.

Proposition 3.11 (p. 39 of [8]) For all \,u € Py

RL(M),L(A)RL()\),L(M) — @ q(A,A+2P)+(M7M+2p)—(V,I/+2p)P)r\/u‘ (313)

veEP,

Below we sketch a standard method to reduce some problems related to U,g-modules
to problems of the classical theory of Ug-modules.

The principal observation here is that many properties of U,g-modules could be
formulated and proved in terms of their distinguished submodules over the ring A =
Q[q"/*,q~'/*] of Laurent polynomials in the indeterminate ¢'/* with rational coefficients.
K;— Kt

4 —q;
i=1,2,...,0. It is known from [5] that a list of defining relations between these genera-
tors could be derived from the standard list of relations for U,g via replacing therein the

K;— K;*
relation E;F; — F;E; = 0;;———— with E;F; — F;E; = ;;h; and adding the relation
qi — g;

In fact, consider the A-subalgebra Uy in U,g generated by K B, F, h; =

Y

(¢ —g Hh =K —K7', i=12..,L

Certainly, the A-subalgebra U, inherits a structure of Hopf algebra.
Consider the homomorphisms j : Uy — Ug, i : Ug — U,g given by

KT =1, j(B)=E, j(F)=F, jh)=H, i=12...1
K — K
(K =K, i(B)=FE, i(F)=F, ih)=—7=%C  i=12..,L
qi — g;
The first homomorphism allows one to elaborate the classical theory of Ug-modules
in studying Ug-modules, and the second one makes it possible to transfer the results on
U4-modules onto U,g-modules.



4 Generators and defining relations for the algebra C[p~],

The main results of this Section have been obtained by Heckenberger and Kolb in [14].

The auxiliary statements present in the Section are new and will be used in the sequel.
Start with well known properties of the Weyl group W. Let S = {1,2,...,1} \ {lo}

and Wg C W be the subgroup generated by simple reflections s;, i € S. Moreover, define

WS = {we W|l(vw) > l(w) for all v € W5 }.

It was demonstrated by Kostant [24] that any element w € W can be decomposed uniquely
in the form w = ws-w® where ws € Ws, w® € W* and l(w) = [(wg)+1(w®). In particular,
one has such decomposition for the longest element wqy of the Weyl group W:

Wy = Wogs - wE, l(wo) = l(wog) + l(wﬁ).

In the above setting, wys is the longest element of the subgroup Ws. Fix reduced
expressions
S
Wo,s = Si;Sig -~ - SZ'M,, Wy = SiA{’+1Si1v1’+2 <o Sipye (41)
Their concatenation wy = s;, sy, - .. 5;,, constitutes a reduced expression for wy.
Use it to produce a basis in U,g. The algebra U,g is a free right U,q"-module with a
basis

JM M -1 VJVIAR) S . M—M'
FﬁM/FBIVI—l T By’ (Jags =1 - ) € Ziy :

Thus one has

Proposition 4.1 Let A € P, and {vy,va, ..., 04} be a basis of the vector space L(q™, \).
Then the homogeneous elements

FIMpivet paeg, i e 7 ie{1,2,....d}, (4.2)

By~ Bym—1 T By
form a basis of the graded vector space N(q*, \).

The homogeneity of the elements (4.2) follows from the fact that Fj are weight vectors
of the U,g-module U,g, whose weights are just as in the classical case.
Let Uzt C U,g be the Hopf subalgebra generated by {E;, F; }iz, U {K]:-tl}jzlg _____ I

Corollary 4.2 The homogeneous components of the graded vector space N(q*,\) are
finite dimensional weight U €-modules. The multiplicities of weights for these U,€-modules
and their dimensions are the same as in the classical case ¢ = 1.

The algebra C[p~], is a domain, and the homogeneous component C[p~],; generates
Clp~],. see [14]. We are about to find relations between these generators.
The definition of multiplication

m: Clp~]; = Clp7],, m: fi® fa= fif
implies the relation

WP = mRC[p*}q,C[p’}q((p ® ¢)7 ®, ¢ € (C[p_]q’ (43)

to be treated as commutativity for C[p~], in the braided tensor category of weight U,b~-
finite U,g-modules [32].



Let £ be the kernel of the linear map

Clp7lg1 ®Clp g1 — Clp g2, PRY = P — mRC[P’]mC[P’]q(SO ® ).

In the classical limit case ¢ = 1 this appears to be the subspace of all the antisymmetric
tensors.

Let U,tss C U,g be the Hopf subalgebra generated by { K jil, E;, Fj} iz, 1t follows from
(4.3) that mL = 0. To be rephrased, the elements of £ constitute quadratic relations.
We are about to provide a description of this subspace in terms of the morphism of U, ¢-
modules Repp-1,,,cip-1on : CP 16,1 ®Cp7]g1 = Clp~]4,1®C[p~],,1 determined by the action
of the universal R-matrix of the Hopf algebra U, and a subsequent ‘naive’ permutation
of tensor multiples.

We are going to arrange multiple passages from the classical case to the quantum case.
It is convenient to replace temporarily the ground field (C(q%) with the field of complex
numbers, assuming instead that ¢ € (0,1). Such ¢ are not roots of unity.

Proposition 4.3 There exists a unique negative eigenvalue of the linear map

dimp~ (dimp~ — 1)

5 )

Proof. As Clp7|s1 generates the algebra Clp~|, and dimC[p7],. =

dimp~(dimp~ + 1)
2

e 4
Rejp,1,Clp1g1- This eigenvalue is —q™@o-10) - and its multiplicity is

, one deduces that

dimp~(dimp~ — 1)

] <
dim £ < 5

Hence the desired statement is a consequence of the following Lemmas.

Lemma 4.4 L contains all the eigenvectors of EC[pf}q,l,C[pf]q,l with negative eigenvalues.

Lemma 4.5 The dimension of the eigenspace of EC[pf}q,l,C[pf]q,l with the eigenvalue
dimp~(dimp~ — 1)
5 )

_ Proof of Lemma 4.4. Let L be the spectral subspace of the linear map
Refp-1,1,¢1p-),. associated to the negative semiaxis (—oo,0). Obviously, £ and L’ are
U,t-submodules, so it suffices to prove that £ D £’. In the classical case ¢ = 1 the mul-
tiplicities of simple weight U¢-modules in (p~)* ® (p~)* do not exceed 1 since the weight
subspaces of the Ut-module p~ are one dimensional [37]. Thus by Proposition 3.9, these
multiplicities are just 1 in the quantum case as well. Hence the subspaces £ and L' are
determined by the respective Ug€-spectra, i.e. the sets of highest weights of their simple
U,t-submodules.

In the case ¢ = 1 those sets of highest weights coincide. What remains now is to trace
their dependence on ¢ € (0, 1]. It follows from (3.13) that the spectrum of R, .clp-],.
is on the real axis and does not contain 0. Thus the analytic dependence of the spectral
projection associated to the negative semiaxis follows from the analytic dependence of
R(C[p*}th((:[p*]q,l itself.

Now track the dependence on ¢ of the operators

4
—q@o-Ho) s at least

B, Fy, j#l, H, i=12,...]1,

10



acting in £, and the operator é«:[pf}q,l,qpf]q,l- For that, choose the basis of weight vectors
in C[p~], dual to that described in Proposition 4.1. This way we get also bases in C[p~], 1,
Clp7]g1 ®Clp~]g1, Clp~ g2 The desired statement £ O L’ follows from the fact that the

matrix elements of the operators m and Repp-1, , c[p-1,. With respect to the above bases
depend analytically on ¢ € (0, 1]. O

Proof of Lemma 4.5. Consider the subspace
L= {a € N(q", —Qy,)-1 ® N(q™, —Qyy) 1 RN(q+,—alo),N(q+,—alo)a = —a} . (4.4)

It suffices to prove the inequality

dim £ >

dimp~(dimp~ — 1)
5 . (4.5)

In fact, the restriction R of the linear map RN(q+,—ocz0)7N(q+,—oczo) onto the subspace
N(gt, —ay,)-1 ® N(qF, —ay,)_1 differs from émpf}q,l,upf]q,l only by the scalar multiple

4
q¢ @oHo) (while comparing the universal R-matrices for the Hopf algebras U,g and U,
we use the reduced expression for wy € W as above).
In order to prove (4.5), consider morphisms of U,g-modules

N(q+>wp - p) — N(q+> _alo) ® N(q+, _alo)> (S WS & l(w) = 2a

and the images of homogeneous components N(q*,w™!p — p)_p. It suffices to prove
that the sum of images has dimension dimp~(dimp~ — 1)/2, and the linear map
RN(q+,—azo),N(q+7—azO) when restricted onto each of those is —1.

We are about to elaborate the following result of Kostant [24, p. 359 — 360], [33, p.
348] with r = 2.

Lemma 4.6 Consider the Ut-module (p~), r = 1,2,...,dimp~. [ts isotypic compo-
nents are simple Ut-modules whose weight subspaces are one dimensional, and the set of
weights is

{wp—p}we WS &l(w)=r}.

A similar result is also valid for ¢ € (0,1), as the multiplicities in decompositions
of tensor products remain intact under passage from the classical case ¢ = 1 to the
quantum case [18]. This implies the desired estimate for dimension of the sum of ho-
mogeneous components N(q™,wp — p)_o. What remains is to show that the linear map
RN(q+,—oczo), N(qt,—ary) when restricted to an image of any morphism of U,g-modules

N(q+>wp - p) — N(q+> _alo) ® N(q+, _alo)> w e WS & l(w) = 2a

is —1. It suffices to prove that it is +1 since it follows from continuity in ¢ that we are
still inside the spectral subspace associated to the non-negative part of the spectrum.

Take a closer look at (3.13). It follows from the proof of this relation expounded in 8,
p. 239] that the linear map RN(qu,u),N(qu,)\)RN(q+,>\),N(q+,u) when restricted to an image of
a morphism N(q*,v) = N(q",\) ® N(q", i) is just the scalar multiple

(ot14-20)+(NA+2p) — (v, +2p) (ptpsptp)+(A+p, +p)—(v+p,0+p)—(p,p)

q =q .

Substitute to the right hand side A = p = —oy,, v = wp — p to get 1, as the weights
—ay, = p, ¥+ p, p are in the same W-orbit, hence have the same length.

The proof of Proposition 4.3 is finished. 0
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Proposition 4.7 C[p~], is a quadratic algebra with the space of generators C[p~],1 and
the space of relations L.

Proof. Consider the quadratic algebra
F=T(Clp]g1)/(£)

whose space of generators is C[p~],; and the space of relations is £. The natural homo-
morphism of graded algebras J: F — Clp~], is onto since Clp~],1 generates C[p~],.
The injectivity of J is due to the fact that the dimensions of the graded components are

the same:
) _ j+dimp~ —1 . J+dimp~ —1
dim Clp~], ( dimp- — 1 ), dim F ( dimp- — 1 (4.6)

The first equality in (4.6) is deducible via the monomial basis (4.2) in N(q,0), and the
second equality is due to the monomial basis in F', to be described as follows.

Just as in the classical case ¢ = 1, the weights of the U t-module C[p~],1 are of the
form —ay, — > m;«;, and all the weight subspaces are one dimensional. Introduce a linear

i#lo
order relation on the set of weights of this U,£-module corresponding to the lexicographical
order on the set of strings (—ny, —ng, -+, —ny—1, —1, —=Myy41, - - , —1y) made up of the
decomposition coefficients in simple roots. Choose a basis {z1, 22, - - , Zaimp- } Oof weight

vectors in C[p~],1 dual to the monomial basis in N(q*,0)_;, and impose an order on its
elements corresponding to growing weights. In view of (3.8), it is easy to prove that the
tensors . _
2 @ zj +q FsHs Z Rf]mzk ® Zm, P> 7,
k<m
form a non-commutative Grobner basis, hence

J1 .32 .33 Jdimp—

J1<j2<...< jdimp*} (4.7)
form a basis of F' [1]. O

REMARK 4.8 In the basis (4.7), the action of generators F;, Fj, K:*! is given by matrices
whose elements belong to the field of rational functions Q(¢) and have no poles at ¢ €

(0,1]. This follows from the definitions and Proposition 3.2.

5 A first order differential calculus

A CJp~],-bimodule A'(p~), of 1-forms on the quantum vector space p~ has been intro-
duced in Section 2, together with a differential d : C[p~], — A'(p7),. This Section
presents a description of A'(p™), in terms of generators and relations which implies, in
particular, that A'(p™), is a linear span of the set { fidfafs| f1, fo, f3 € C[p~],}-

Take a look at the problem in a more general context. We are about to introduce
quantum analogues of fiberwise linear functions on spaces of holomorphic vector bundles.
In the case of a tangent bundle for p~, one gets 1-forms this way.

Let A € P,. Consider the following morphisms

Al_i;ft,)\ :N(q+7 )‘) - N(q+70) ® N(q+7 )‘)7
A:i_ght,)\ :N(q+7 )‘) — N(q+7 )‘) ® N(q+7 O)
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in the category of U,g®P-modules, defined by their action on the generators:

A 0@, A) = o(a",0) @ v(gh, A),
Afgen 0@, 0) = v(@h, \) @ (g, 0).
The following relations are immediate consequences of the definitions:
(id ®A1Jgft,,\)A1tft,,\ = (AT ® id)Angft,,\a
(Afgr @IDAL L = (dOAT) AL
(5+ ® id)Afgft,,\ = (id ®6+>A:i_ght,)\ = id,
(id ®A:i_ght,)\)A1tft,)\ = (Altft,,\ ® id)A:i_ght,)\‘

A~ /N I/~
o ov v
N
N N N NS

In particular, the latest relation follows from

(1d ®A:i_ght,)\)A1—gft,)\U(q+v >‘) = U(C|+, O) ® U(C|+, >‘) ® U(q+7 O),
(Afgft,,\ ® id)A;Eght,AU(q+> A) = v(@",0)@v(g", ) @uv(qh,0).
Consider the category of graded vector spaces and the dual to N(q™, X) space I'(p~, \),

in this category. Equip this space with a structure of U,g-module, together with left and
right actions of C[p~],

def * def *
Mieitr = (Digen)™s Mrightr = (Dfgnen)”™
The relations (5.1) — (5.4) imply the following statement.

Proposition 5.1 For any A € P, the graded vector space I'(p~, \), is a U,g-module
Clp~]4-bimodule.

Let N(q™%, A)nighest be the highest homogeneous component of the graded vector space
N(q™, ) and Pighest the projection in N(q*, A) onto the subspace N(q", A)pighest parallel
to the sum of the rest of homogeneous components.

Lemma 5.2 The linear maps (id @ Puighest) Ao x © V(@A) = N(at,0)@N (47, Mnighest,
(Phighest @ Id)AL 13 N(@T,A) = N(aF, Muighest @ N(q7,0) are injective.

Proof. Elaborate the same notation as in the statement of Proposition 4.1. In-
jectivity of the linear maps in question follows from that Proposition, the isomorphism

N(@T, Mhighest = L(q™, A), and the fact that for any weight vector v € N(q™, A)nighest OnE
has

(id ®Phighost)A1tft,x\ (Fgf\ijM*l .. FjM'“v) = const’ - FéﬁFjM’l . FjM/HU(CIJr, 0) ® v,

Bym—1 : BM/Jr1 Bm—1 : BM’+1
: + g -1 Inrrgr, " M pIM-—1 Il 1, (A
(PhlghCSt ® 1d>Ar1ght,)\ <FBIJ\ZFBM71 P FBM’+1U) — COIlSt - U ® FBJI\ZFBMfl “ e FB}\/[/+1/U(q ’0)7

with the scalar multiples const’, const” being non-zero. O

Proposition 5.3 1. The bimodule I'(p~, X), over Clp~|, is a free left and a free right
Clp~]4-module.
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2. With T'(p™, X)g1owest being the lowest homogeneous component of I'(p~, A),, one has
the following isomorphisms of U -modules:

C[p_]q ® P(p_a )\)q,lowest i F(P_, )\)q7 f RV +— fU, (55)
L(p™, A gaowest @ Clp7]y = T(p7, Ny, v® fruf (5.6)

Proof. The first claim follows from the second one. The morphisms of U ¢-modules
(5.5), (5.6) are morphisms of graded vector spaces. Proposition 4.1 implies by duality
that dimensions of the related homogeneous components are finite and equal. Thus (5.5),
(5.6) are one-to-one because they are onto, which is in turn due to Lemma 5.3. O

Of course, I'(p~, A), is not a free C[p~],-bimodule. We are about to find relations
between the generators from I'(p~, A) 1owest- Since I'(p~, A), is a lowest weight U,g-module,
one has a well defined morphism of U,g-modules

ROJ = RC[P’}qT(P’,)\)q : C[p_]q ® F(p_, )‘)q - F(p_, )‘)q ® C[p_]tr

Proposition 5.4 1. Mie x = Maight,x * Lo x, Mright,n = Meft,u * Lp0-

2. RO,)\ : C[p_]q,l & F(P_a A)q,lowest — F(P_a A)q,lowost & C[p_]q,l-

Proof. The first claim in 1) is accessible via passage to adjoint operators. In fact, it
is equivalent to coincidence of the morphisms of U,g“P-modules:

(ROA)* Aji_ght)\ = Altft,x (5-7)

In turn, (5.7) follows from the fact that the vector v(q*, A) generates the U,g°°P-module
N(q™,\), together with the relations

A1—rii_ght,)\v(q-i_a )‘) = U(q+? )‘) ® ’U(C|+, O)a Al—zft,)\v(q-i_? )‘) = U(q+a O) ® ’U(C|+, )\)7
Ry (@, ) @v(q*,0) = v(q*,0) @ v(q*, ).

The second claim in 1) can be proved in a similar way. The second statement of the
Proposition is due to the fact that Ry, is a morphism of U,g-modules, hence it commutes
with the linear map Hy® 1 + 1 ® H,. O

Corollary 5.5 Let {z;} be a basis of the finite dimensional vector space C[p~],1 and {v;}
a basis of the finite dimensional vector space L(p~, N)glowest- Lhere exists a unique matriz
(RE™(N)) such that
Roa(zi ®7;) = Z R (N Yk ® 2, (5.8)
k,m

with i,m € {1,2,...,dimC[p~|,1}, 7,k €{1,2,...,dimT(p™, A\)g1owest }-

REMARK 5.6 Finding out the functions Rf]m()\) seems to be an intricate problem, as
their definition involves actions of the universal R-matrix in tensor products of infinite
dimensional U,g-modules. We are about to demonstrate that actually this does not make
a problem. Just as in Section 4, consider the Hopf subalgebra U,ts, C U,g generated by
K E;, F; with i # lp. The action of the universal R-matrix of the Hopf algebra U,g on
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vectors from Clp~],1 @ I'(p~, A)g1owest differs from the action of the universal R-matrix of
the Hopf algebra U, only by a multiplier
A @)

const = qlflo o) (5.9)

To prove (5.9), it suffices to use (3.8), the reduced expression of wy as in Section 4, and

the relations

(O‘lmwlo)(wloa )‘)
(ahoaano)

(al()7 )\) = (alo|hﬂﬁ7 )\|l]ﬁf) + 5 (alo,wlo) = dl()7

which allows one to compare the Cartan multipliers ¢~

The next statement follows from Propositions 5.4, 5.5.

generates the C[p~],-bimodule

----- q,lowest ?

I'(p~, N, and
2= Y REMO) Yezm (5.10)
k,m

are defining relations.

Corollary 5.8 For alli,j € {1,2,...,dimp~} one has
dim p~
zidz; = Z Rfjm dzp2m (5.11)
k,m=1
with Rf]m = Rf]m(—alo), and this constitutes a defining list of relations between the gen-
erators of the Clp~],-bimodule A*(p™),.

6 Universal enveloping differential calculus

It has been mentioned in Section 2 that every first order differential calculus determines
a universal differential calculus over the algebra F'. Here are some examples.

EXAMPLE 6.1 (No relations.) Consider a vector space V' and produce a differential cal-
culus over its tensor algebra T'(V'). Choose a vector space V' isomorphic to V', together
with an isomorphism d : V' — V’. Equip the tensor algebra ' = T(V & V') with a
gradation as follows:

deg(v) =0, veV; deg(v') =1, v eV
Obviously, @' = @ ), with Q) = {t € V| degt = j}. Define a linear operator d’ in ¢’

JELy
recursively: d'l =0,
dv=dv, veV; dv' =0, eV,
dvat)=dv@t+v®dt, veV, te,
d(W'et)=—v @dt, VeV ted.
The pair (€}, d'|q;) is a first order differential calculus over the tensor algebra T'(V), and
the pair (', d’) is its universal enveloping differential calculus.
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EXAMPLE 6.2 (Relations between coordinates are imposed.) Consider the two-sided ideal
Jo = @(Jo N V) of the tensor algebra T(V) = @ V. We are about to produce a

§>2 JEL+
differential calculus over the algebra F' = T'(V))/.Jy. Let Jr be the two-sided ideal of €
generated by Jy and d'Jy. The algebra Q" = '/ Jp inherits the gradation: Q" = @ QF.
JELy

Obviously, V < F. As d'Jp C Jp, the differential d’ transfers onto Qf = Q' /Jp. Thus
we get a linear map dp and a differential calculus (QF,d") over the algebra F = QF. Tt
is the universal enveloping differential calculus, given the first order differential calculus
(QF d¥|r), and is well known in the quantum group theory [23, p. 462].

ExXAMPLE 6.3 (Relations between coordinates and differentials are imposed.)

We have described above the free first order differential calculus over the algebra
F =T(V)/Jp. Turn to a more realistic example via introducing R-matrix commutation
relations between the elements v € V and v € V’. Consider an invertible linear map
R:V@V' = V' ®V. Let J; be the subbimodule of the F-bimodule Qf generated by

{ov/ —vvjvev =R ), veV, v eV'}cal (6.1)

Factorization of (", d¥|r) by J; leads to a first order differential calculus over F. To
obtain the associated universal enveloping differential calculus, consider the homogeneous
two-sided ideal Jy; of QF generated by J;, d¥'J;, and divide out Q by Jy. It is possible
to transfer the differential onto Q' /.Jy, since d¥"Jy, C Jyy.

Sections 5, 2 provide a first order differential calculus (A'(p~),,d) over the algebra
Clp~],, together with the associated universal differential calculus (A(p~),, d).

It is easy to obtain its description in terms of generators and relations, in view of the
results of Section 5 and Example 6.3. For that, it suffices to complete the list of relations
for the C[p~],-bimodule A*(p~), with those deducible from (5.11) by differentiation which
applies the Leibnitz rule:

dim p~
dzi Ndzj = — Z Rf]m dzi, N\ dzp,. (6.2)
k,m=1
dimp~

Prove that A7(p™), is a free left C[p~],-module of rank < j ) and a free right

dimp~
C[p~],-module of rank ( ‘p ), just as in the classical case ¢ = 1.
J
Note that the linear span of j-forms with constant coefficients
dZil A dZiz VANPIRAN dZij, 11,09, . .. ,ij c {1,2, .. ,dlmp_}

is a Uzt-module. For it, the notation A/(p~)¢"* will be used.

Proposition 6.4 There exist isomorphisms of Ugt-modules

Clplg® M (p7)em 5 NM(p7),, feOwr fu, (6.3)
NPt @ Clp7], S AM(p), we f s wf. (6.4)

q
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Proof. It suffices to use Proposition 5.4 and the definition of A(p~),. O

Turn to a computation of dim A7 (p~)5™".

Lemma 6.5 The dimension of the vector space A*(p~)™" does not exceed its value in
the classical case g = 1:

dimp~ (dimp~ — 1)

> (6.5)

dlm A2 (p—)gonst S

Proof. While deducing (6.5), we may replace the ground field C(q%) with the ground
field C assuming g € (0, 1) to be transcendental. Consider the linear map

dim p~
R:dz®@dzy e Y REdz @ dz,

k,m=1

in A'(p7)e™" @ Al(p7)e™*. One has a natural isomorphism

A2(p—)zonst o {’U c Al(p—)zonst ® Al(p—);onst ‘ Ry = —U} )

It is easy to demonstrate that all the eigenvalues of this linear map are real and non-
zero. A proof reduces to replacement of the universal R-matrix of the Hopf algebra U,g by
the universal R-matrix of the Hopf algebra U, ty, with a subsequent application of (3.13).
One may assume a basis {z;} of the vector space C[p~],1 to be chosen as in Section 4.
Under that choice, the functions Rfjm in the indeterminate ¢ are analytic on the half-
interval (0, 1], hence are continuous for 0 < ¢ < 1. Thus for all ¢ € (0, 1] the number of

dimp~ (dimp~ — 1) Hence

negative eigenvalues of R according to their multiplicities is
the dimension of the eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalue —1 does not exceed
dimp~ (dimp~ — 1)

5 . O

The converse inequality to (6.5) will be established as soon as —1 is proved to be
dimp~ (dimp~ — 1)

an eigenvalue of R with multiplicity at least . It suffices to get such

estimate for the adjoint linear map. The latter may be identified to the restriction of
R_q),,~ay, onto the tensor product of highest homogeneous components N(q", —ay,)_1 ®
N(gq*, —ay,)—1. The desired inequality follows from (4.5). Thus we have proved

const

o is at least its value for g = 1:

Lemma 6.6 The dimension of the vector space A*(p™)

dim A2(p—)20nst > dlmp_(d12mp_ - 1) (66)
Turn to higher order differential forms.
Lemma 6.7 Forallj >3
dil’IlAj(p_)ZonSt < (dlrjp ) (67)
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Proof. Consider the basis of weight vectors {zi, 22, ..., Zqimp-} Of the U t-module
Clp~]41 formed in the final part of Section 4. Impose the lexicographic order relation on
U,t with respect to this basis is given by a triangular matrix with positive entries on the
principal diagonal (see (3.8)). Thus only the terms dz, ® dz,, with k& < m contribute to
the right hand side of

dim p~
dz@dzj = — Y RNz @dz,, 0>, (6.8)

k,m=1
and every element of A/ (p7)o™" belongs to the linear span of

dZil/\dZi2/\"'/\dZij, 1§11<12<<zjgd1mp_ O

A proof of the next Lemma reproduces that of a similar result from the work by I.
Heckenberger and S. Kolb on de Rham complex [13].

Lemma 6.8 Forall j >3

dim Aj(p—>zonst > (dllzlp ) (69)
Proof. If (6.9) holds for j = 3, it follows from the diamond lemma [1] that G is a
Grobner basis for a two-sided ideal I. In this context, the desired inequality holds also
for all 7 > 3. This means that we may restrict ourselves to the special case j = 3 while
proving Lemma 6.8.
We identify (p~)* to Al(p~)™* and introduce the notation (p~)*? for the subspace

q
of solutions of (6.8) in (p~)*®2. Tt follows from Lemmas 6.5 and 6.6 that

dim(p~)*®2 = dlmp_(d;mp_ i) (6.10)
Consider the subspaces Ly = (p7)**?®@ (p7)*, Ly = (p7)* @ (p~)*®? of the vector space

(p7)*®3, together with a complex of linear maps

0— Ll N L2 — Ll ) L2 i) (p_)*®3 — C[p_]qg, — O,
J v D vy U — Vg, vj € L; C (p~)*®3,

*®3

which is exact in all terms except, possibly, (p~)*®?. After computing the Euler charac-

teristic for this complex, we deduce that
Now use equalities (6.10), (4.6) to get

dim(Li N Ly) > n2(n —1) — n® + n(n+1)(n+2) _n(n—1)(n— 2)’

6 6
with n = dimp~ = dim(p~)*. From a description of the universal differential calculus as
in Example 6.1 one has
dim p-
dim A®(p™)&™ > dim(Ly N Ly) > ( m;p ) O

The following statement follows from the Lemmas proved in this Section.
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Proposition 6.9 The homogeneous components N (p~), of the differential graded algebra
A(p™), vanish for j > dimp~. Each of those is a free left and a free right C[p~],-module

of rank <d1rr;p‘) )

The following statement is well known in the classical case ¢ = 1 and can be proved
by reducing to that case.

Proposition 6.10 In A(p~), one has Kerd = Imd.
Proof. Consider the monomial bases (4.7) in C[p~], and

{dziy Ndziy N+ - Ndz |k €Zy, 1<i3<ip<...<i<dimp }

in A(p~)e™" introduced above. Use these bases, together with the isomorphism of vector
spaces A(p~), = Clp~] @ A(p™ )™ to get a monomial basis in A(p~),.

The matrix elements of d with respect to this basis are rational functions from Q(¢) and
have no poles in (0, 1], see (3.8) and Proposition 3.2. The relation d* = 0 at transcendental
q follows from the fact that it holds for ¢ = 1. Actually, equip the algebra A(p~), with
a gradation deg(z;) = deg(dz;) =1, j = 1,2,...,dimp~. Observe that d preserves the
homogeneity degree of differential forms, and the homogeneous components of A(p~), are
finite dimensional. What remains is to use the following well known statement.

Let A(g) be a matrix with entries from Q(g) which satisfies A(¢)> = 0. Then the
associated operator function satisfies dim Ker A(q) = dim Im A(q) on a Zariski open sub-
set. In fact, the function dim Ker A(q) — dimIm A(q) takes values in Z, and is upper
semicontinuous since both dim Ker A(¢) and — dim Im A(q) are upper semicontinuous. O

7 A BGG resolution of the trivial U,g-module

This Section expounds well known results [9, Section 4.5], [30]. Let A € Z!. The Verma
module M (\) with highest weight A is generated by the highest weight vector v(\) and
admits a description in terms of the following defining relations:

Ewv(\) =0, Ko\ = ¢Mo(N), i=1,2,...,1.

The affine action of the Weyl group W is introduced by w - A = w(A + p) — p, with p
being the half-sum of positive roots.

A non-zero vector v € M () is said to be singular if it is a weight vector and E;v = 0
for all © = 1,2,...,[. There exists a one-to-one correspondence between singular vectors
of weight p in M(A) and non-zero morphisms of Verma modules M () — M(X). Every
non-zero morphism of Verma modules is injective and dim Homy, (M (1), M (X)) < 1 since
a similar result is valid in the classical case ¢ = 1. Details of that argument can be found
in [9, Section 4.5].

The next claim is well known in the classical case ¢ = 1 [6] and is an easy consequence
of the definitions.

Lemma 7.1 (cf. [6, Proposition 7.1.15]) If A = (A1, Ay, ..., ) € R and \; € Z, for
some i € {1,2,...,1}, then the vector v; = F " 'w(X) € M()\) is a singular vector of
weight s; - \.

An application of this Lemma while reproducing the argument of [6] yields
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Proposition 7.2 ([6, Proposition 7.6.8]) For any w € W
dim Homy, (M (w - 0), M(0)) = 1.

In what follows we fix embeddings i,, : M(w - 0) < M(0), that is, singular vectors
which are images of v(w - 0) under i,,. We choose those singular vectors so that the
coefficients of their decomposition with respect to the basis

FéiFéjFéj\ZU(O)7 j17j27'--jM €Z+’

belong to the field Q(q) and have no poles at ¢ = 1. The formulas for singular vectors
of Verma modules have been obtained in [30, 10, 17] and in [7]; formulas for projections
onto subspaces of singular vectors with fixed weight have been obtained by Tolstoy [36].

It has been demonstrated in [9, Section 4.5], [30] that the BGG resolution of the trivial
Uyg-module C has the same form as in the classical case ¢ = 1:

B0 G -5 C—0,  CG= @ Mw-o). (7.1)
{weW|i(w)=5)

Here € : M(0) — C, € : v(0) — 1 is an obvious onto morphism of U,g-modules.

The construction of differentials d; elaborates a partial order relation on the Weyl
group W, the Bruhat order. Recall a definition [16].

Consider the oriented graph G whose vertexes are the elements of W and edges are
such ordered pairs w' — w” of vertexes that [(w”) = l(w') + 1, and w” = w's, with s,
being a reflection corresponding to a root v € ®. By definition, w’ < w” iff there exists a
path from w’ to w”. This partial order relation is called the Bruhat order.

The above order relation remains intact if one replaces in its definition w” = w’s, by
w"” = s w' [16, p. 119].

Also, if one replaces in the definition of the graph G the equality {(w”) = l(w') + 1 by
the inequality [(w”) > I(w’), one gets a different but equivalent definition of the Bruhat
order [16, p. 118, 122].

We present a description of the Bruhat order in terms of reduced expressions for
elements of the Weyl group W.

Proposition 7.3 ([16, p. 120]) Let
W = 5182 Si(w) (7.2)

be a reduced expression of an element w € W. The set {w' € W|w' < w & w' # w}

coincides to the set of elements produced by omitting some (possibly all) multiples in the
right hand side of (7.2):

w' = 8;,8i, " S, s 1<i(l) <i(2) <...<i(r) <l(w).

The next well known result provides a correspondence between the Bruhat order on
W and the standard order relation on the subset {w - 0| w € W} of the weight lattice
pP=7.

Lemma 7.4 (cf. [6], proposition 7.7.2) Letw € W, v € ®. Then
i) (syw)-0=w-0—ny, with n a non-zero integer;
i) if l(syw) > l(w), then (syw) -0 <w-0;
i) if l(syw) < l(w), then (syw)-0 > w - 0.

20



Impose morphisms of U,g-modules
by s+ M (w1 - 0) = M(ws - 0), wy,wy € W,

such that ¢y, 7w, w, = %, -

Existence and uniqueness of 4,, ., under the assumption 4, M (w; - 0) C iy, M (ws - 0)
are obvious. The inclusion holds iff w; > ws. This fact can be established in the same
way as in the classical case ¢ = 1: it suffices to reproduce proofs of Lemmas 7.6.10, 7.6.11
of [6], with a reference to Lemma 7.6.9 being replaced by a reference to the following
statement.

Lemma 7.5 1. For any i € {1,2,...,l}, u € Umn~ there exists such N € N that
FNu e Umn™ - F,.

2. For anyi € {1,2,...,1}, u € Un~ there exists such N € N that uFN € F;-Umn~.

Proof. Start with proving the first claim. It suffices to prove it in the special case
u = F; with j € {1,2,...,l}, since F; generate U,n". Even more, one may assume
j # i. It follows from the defining relations between Fj, I} in U,g that Fil_a” F; is a linear
combination of Fl_aij_ijFf with 1 <k <1-—aq;. Set N =1—a;.

The second claim can be proved in a similar way. 0J

This Lemma means that the multiplicative subset FZ-Z+ of Un~ satisfy both the right
and the left Ore conditions.

The following result of [2] is crucial.

Lemma 7.6 Consider the oriented graph G introduced above.

1. Let w,2w" € W, w < w”, and l(w") = l(w) + 2. Then the number of such w' € W
that there exist edges w — w', w' — w", is either zero or two (in the latter case one
has a quadruple of elements of the Weyl groups W, called a square).

2. It is possible to associate to every edge w' — w a number e(w,w') = £1 in such a
way that the product of those numbers corresponding to edges of each square is —1.

A differential d; : C; — C}_; is defined by

dj| w0y = @ (W, W)y - (7.3)

{w' eW | w'—w}

Obviously, d; od;—1 = 0 for all j € N. Moreover, the submodule Ker e of the Verma
module M(0) is generated by Fyv(0), i = 1,2,...,1. Thus Imd, = Kere, and (7.3) is a
complex (extended by €) in the category of U,g-modules. Its exactness for transcendental
q follows from the result of Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand on exactness of a similar complex
in the classical case ¢ = 1. In fact, the weight subspaces of Verma modules are finite
dimensional, and in the bases introduced in Section 3 the matrix elements of the linear
maps d;|aw-0) belong to the field Q(q) of rational functions and have no poles at ¢ = 1.

Just as in the classical case ¢ = 1, (7.1) is a resolution of the trivial U,g-module in the
category O, the full subcategory of finitely generated weight U,b*-finite modules.
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REMARK 7.7 While producing a BGG resolution, a function on the set of edges of the
oriented graph G with values +1 such that product of its values on edges of each square
is —1, was used. It is easy to demonstrate via an argument similar to that of [33, p. 355,
356] that a function with such properties is essentially unique. More precisely, for any
two such functions e(wy, w), e(wy, w) one has

e(wi, w) = y(wy) " e(wy, w)y(w) (7.4)

with a function v : W — {41, —1}. In fact, for each w € W® k> 1, fix such w’ € W*=1
that w" — w and w = w's, for some simple root . Define a function (w) recursively:

e(w',w)

ey =1, y(w) =) (7.5)

e(w,w)
(7.4) can be proved by an induction argument in k& which uses the properties of e(wy, w),
e(wy,w) (Lemma 7.6 and Lemma 11.3 of [2]). It follows from (7.4) that BGG resolutions
corresponding to e(w, w') and e(w, w') are isomorphic in the category of complexes of U,g-
modules. One can use a family of linear maps i, : Ciy — Cj With g |ar(w0) = Y(w) idps(w.0)
as an isomorphism of complexes.

8 A generalized BGG resolution

The proofs of some results of this work do not use the assumption S = {1,2,...,1}\ {lo},
but those results hold for any subset S C {1,2,...,l} and the associated Hopf algebras
U,t, Uy,q™, alattice P, and generalized Verma modules N(q™, \), A € P, see [33]. Among
those results one should mention Proposition 4.1 and those of the present Section.

We are about to produce a resolution of the trivial module C in the category Og, the
full subcategory formed by U, ¢-finite U,g-modules of the category O. We follow the ideas
of [25], [33] where this problem has been solved in the classical case ¢ = 1.

Let A € P, and py be the canonical onto morphism of U,g-modules

pa: M(A) — N(qt, N, pa i v(A) =gt N).

Let \,u € P, and f : M()\) — M(u) be a non-zero morphism of U,g-modules. If

there exists a morphism of U,g-modules j?: N(q*t,\) = N(q*, n) such that fp,\ = puf,
it is unique and is called the standard morphism associated to f.

The following result is a g-analogue of [25, Proposition 3.1] and can be proved in the
same way as the result of Lepowsky referred to.

Proposition 8.1 Let A € P, p € Py, and f: M(\) — M(u) be a morphism of Verma
modules. If p,f # 0 then A € Py and there exists a standard morphism of generalized

Verma modules f : N(q+,\) = N(q*+, p).

The subset W® was used in Section 4, and the graph G with W as the set of vertexes
was an important subject of the previous Section. We are going to demonstrate that a
passage to generalized Verma modules (as well as to generalized BGG resolution) reduces
to replacement of that graph by its subgraph determined by the set of vertexes W5,

It is known from [25, p. 502] that w - u € P, for any u € Py and w € WS, Similarly
to (7.1), consider the complex of U,g-modules

()

0—>0;S(ws)—>...déc§>i>c§L><C—>o, (8.1)
0
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with € : N(q*,0) = C, e: v(q",0) — 1, being the obvious onto morphism,

CJS: @ N(q+,w'0),

{we WF | l(w)=5}

and w§ being the longest element in W®.
Define the differentials d; just as in (7.3):

dj|N(q+,w~0) = @ E(waw/)zw,w’a (82)

{w' e WS |w'— w}

where

w2 NG, w-0) = N(qH,w' - 0), g 0(qF, w-0) = purgiwv(w - 0).

The relation d; o d;+1 = 0 follows from a similar relation for (7.1), together with the
following statement whose proof is similar to that of [25, p. 503].

Lemma 8.2 Let w,w’ € W* and l(w) = l(w')+1. A non-zero morphism of U,g-modules
N(qt,w-0) — N(q+,w - 0) exists iff w' — w.

Exactness of (8.1) can be proved in the same way as that of (7.1) in Section 7, that
is, via referring to exactness of the generalized BGG resolution in the classical case ¢ = 1
(see [25, 33]).

It has been demonstrated in Section 5 that the dual to N(q*, ) graded vector space
is a graded U,g-module C[p~],-bimodule.

Pass in (8.1) to dual graded vector spaces and to adjoint linear maps to get a complex
of U,g-module C[p~],-bimodules

0 —> C — (CB)" 5 (c8) 2, . 0 (Cf(wg))* —0. (8.3)

Proposition 8.3 The complex of U,g-module C[p~],-bimodules (8.3) is ezact.

It should be noted that, while producing the complex of U,g-module C[p~],-bimodules
(8.3), a specific choice of the function e¢(w,w’) on the set of edges of the graph G has
been used implicitly. It follows from the observations of the previous Section that the
isomorphism class in the category of complexes of U,g-module C[p~],-bimodules does not
depend on this choice.

9 A de Rham complex

In this Section we turn back to the assumption S = {1,2,...,1} \ {lo}, with oy, being a
simple root whose coefficient in (1.1) is 1.
Proceed with studying the differential calculus (A(p~),, d) introduced in Section 6.
Start with the classical case ¢ = 1. Consider the complex of graded Ug-modules dual
to the de Rham complex

0—C— A% ) L Al(p) 2 . — AP (p7) — 0.
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This complex is known to be isomorphic to a generalized BGG resolution. (To prove
this, use the results of Rocha-Caridi [33, p. 364], Lemma 4.6, and the duality of the
relative Koszul complex and the de Rham complex of differential forms with polynomial
coefficients. This duality is well known and is discussed in the case of differential forms
with coefficients from the algebra of formal series at the origin in [2]).

Turn to quantum analogues. Consider the universal enveloping differential calculus
(A(p~)q, d) (see Section 6), linear maps d; = d|i-1(p-),, and the de Rham complex

0 — C — A%(p)y 5 Al(pr), <2 .. MR AdmE oy g0 (9.1)

Consider the complex in the category of graded U,g-modules which is dual to (9.1), and
prove that it is isomorphic to the complex (8.1).

Lemma 9.1 In the category of weight U,g-modules one has

(M p7)) ' @ N@hw-0), k=12 .dimp". (9.2)

{weWSs| I(w)=k}

Proof. Use the fact that this statement is valid for ¢ = 1. Choose weight monomial
bases in N(q*,w - 0), (A*(p~),)" just as this has been done before in Sections 4, 6. The
weights of vectors in this basis do not change under quantization. This allows one to use
Proposition 3.2, the results of Section 6, and the universal property of generalized Verma
modules to prove the existence of such morphisms of U,g-modules

J@: @ Naw-0) = (A¥pT),)"
{we WS | l(w)=k}

that, firstly, their matrix elements with respect to the chosen bases are rational functions
from Q(¢q) with no poles at ¢ = 1, and, secondly, the linear map Jx(q) is on-to-one for
g = 1. Since the homogeneous components of the U,g-modules in question are finite
dimensional, it follows that the morphism of U,g-modules Ji(q) is on-to-one. 0

Pass in (9.1) to dual graded vector spaces and adjoint linear maps to get the complex

O —
0—>C§(S)d“ﬂ>...i>0§i>og>éc_>0, (9.3)
Wo

with € being the obvious onto morphism, ¢; = d7, and

o= B Natw-0).

{we WS [i(w)=5}

Lemma 9.2 The morphisms of generalized Verma modules N(q*,w"-0) — N(q*,w”-0)
involved in (9.3) are standard.

Proof. The desired morphisms of U,g-modules M (w’-0) — M(w" - 0) are to be ob-
tained by a duality argument. First, introduce a U,g-module algebra A and an embedding
of U,g-module algebras A(p~), — A.

The Verma module M (0) with zero highest weight is a graded U,g®P-module coalgebra.
The dual graded U,g-module algebra C[n~], is a quantum analogue for the polynomial
algebra on the vector space n~. Set

A Cn7], Qcp-1, Alp™)q
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Equip A with a structure of U,g-module algebra and demonstrate that the linear map
A(p7), — A, w—1Qw, (9.4)

is an embedding of U,g-module algebras.

Use the notion of dyslectic module over a commutative algebra in a braided tensor
category, see the Appendix.

Let C~ be the full subcategory of weight U,b™-finite dimensional U,g-modules. This
is an Abelian braided tensor category. The algebra C[p~], is commutative in C~, and the
C[p~]4-bimodules A(p~), and C[n~], are dyslectic modules over C[p~],. By Proposition
A8, the category of dyslectic modules over C[p~], is an Abelian braided tensor category
whose tensor product is ®¢p-1,. This allows one to equip A = C[n~]; ®cpp-), A(p~)q with
a structure of U,g-module algebra

A®A—>A®C[pf}q/\—>/\

in a way which is standard in quantum group theory [29, p. 438]. In this setting A(p~), —
A and

dim p~
=B W s, V),

§=0

Prove that in the category of U,g-modules one has

N~ @  Muw-0) (9.5)
{weWws| l(w)=5}
In fact, in the category of weight U,h-modules one has
C[n_]q ®C[p’}q N(q+7 w - 0)* = (C[n_]q ® (N(q+7 w - 0)*>lowost7

with (N (g, w - 0)*)jowest being the lowest homogeneous component of the graded vector
space N(q",w - 0)*. Thus there exists the least weight among the weights of the U,g-
module C[n~]; ®¢pp-), N(q*,w - 0)*, and the associated eigenspace is one-dimensional.
The universal property of the Verma module M (w - 0) implies the existence of a non-zero
morphism of U,g-modules

M(w - 0) = (C[n7], ®cpp-y, N7, w-0)%)".

Such morphism is unique up to a scalar multiple. Use a duality argument to obtain a
morphism of U,g-modules

Cln ), @cpy, M (p7)g — @ M (w - 0)*. (9.6)
{w=te WS |l(w)=j}

It is one-to-one. In fact, this is true for ¢ = 1, and it suffices to prove the isomorphism of
the weight U,h-modules involved into (9.6). What remains is to use the isomorphism of
weight U h-modules

Cn7]y~ ME0)* ®Clp ],  M(w-0)* ~ M(E,0)* ® N(q*,w-0)*, (9.7)

with M(£,0) being the Verma module with zero highest weight over the algebra U,¢.
The isomorphisms (9.7) are derivable via Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt bases. Thus we get the
isomorphism (9.5).
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To complete the proof of the Lemma, extend the endomorphism d: A(p~), = A(p7),
of the U,g-module A(p~), up to an endomorphism dey : A — A of the U,g-module A.
Use a covariant first order differential calculus (M (—ay,)*, dp-) over the algebra C[n~|,,
which could be derived just as in Section 5 by a duality argument from the morphism of
U,g-modules
M(—ay,) — M(0), v(—ay,) — F,v(0).

The above isomorphism of U,g-module C[n~],-bimodules A' ~ M(—ay,)* is deter-
mined up to a scalar multiple, which can be chosen in such a way that the associated
operator d,- : Cn~], — A! satisfies

dy-p =dp,  peClp, (9.8)

We get the desired extension d. of d by setting

dexi(fw) = (dy- f)w + fdw

for all f € Cln7], C A, w € A(p™), C A. This extension is well defined due to the
universal property of tensor product in the category of C[p~],-bimodules, together with
the relation

(dp-(fp))w + frodw = (dy- f)pw + fd(pw),

with f € C[n~],, w € A(p7),, ¢ € C[p~],. This relation is an easy consequence of (9.8).
It follows from the definition that dey is @ morphism of U,g-modules whose restriction
onto A(p~), C A coincides with the differential d. O

Proposition 9.3 In the category of U,g-modules the complex (9.3) is isomorphic to a
generalized resolution of Berstein-Gelfand-Gelfand.

Proof. It follows from Lemmas 9.1, 9.2 that the complexes under comparison may
be treated as being formed by the same U,g-modules, and that their differentials have a

similar form
N
dj‘N(qu,w-O) = @ E(UJ, w )Zw,w’u

{w' e W8 | w'—w}

being different only in values of the scalar multiples e(w,w’). However, the argument of
Section 7 (see Remark 7.7) makes sure that a replacement of scalar multiples reduces to
a replacement of a complex of U,g-modules by an isomorphic complex. O

REMARK 9.4 1. I. Heckenberger and S. Kolb communicated us some preliminary notes.
Therein, the de Rham complex of [13], that is very similar to ours, realized as a dual
of a BGG resolution. Their methods are quite different, and the precise relation
between the two resulting de Rham complexes still remains to be investigated.

2. With some abuse of terminology, one can say that the main results of this work have
been obtained under the assumption of ¢ being transcendental. The recent bright
results of Heckenberger and Kolb [15] allow one to take a hope to extend our results
for all ¢ which are not roots of unity.
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Appendix. Algebras and modules in tensor categories

Consider the Abelian braided tensor category C—, a full subcategory of weight U,b~-finite
U,g-modules. The braiding va’\/é ViV, — Vo® V] is defined as usual in terms of the
universal R-matrix [19].

An algebra F' in the category C~ is said to be commutative in this category if m =
mRpp, with m : F ® F — F being the multiplication in F.

Consider a bimodule E over a commutative algebra F' in the category C~:

mleft:F®E—>E, mright:E®F—>E.
We follow [28] in calling it symmetric if myign = Mt REF-

EXAMPLE A.5 An algebra F' in the category C~ is a bimodule over any its subalgebra
F'. If F'is commutative in C~, this bimodule is symmetric.

Proposition A.6 ([32/, Remark 1.1) If Ey, Ey are symmetric bimodules over a commu-
tative algebra F' in the category C, then the bimodule Fy ®p Fs is also symmetric.

Proposition A.7 (/32], Remark 1.2) Let E be a left module myer, : F'®@ E — E over a
commutative algebra I in C~. The morphism Mmyighy = Muess Rer equips E with a structure
of symmetric bimodule over F in C~.

This means that every left module F over a commutative algebra F' in C~ is a sym-
metric bimodule over F'in C™.
A bimodule F over a commutative algebra F' in the category €~ is said to be dyslectic
if
Myight = Miet EF, Miete = Maight lFE-

Proposition A.8 (/32/, Proposition 2.4, Theorem 2.5) Let Ey, Ey be dyslectic bimodules
over a commutativealgebra F in the category C~ and j a canonical onto morphism FEy ®
E2 — El KRF Eg. Then

1. By ®p Fy is a dyslectic bimodule over F';

2. there exists a unique such morphism RElEZ : By ®p By — Ey ®p Ey in the category
C~ that RElEzj = jRE1E2-

This means that the category of dyslectic bimodules over a commutative algebra in
the category C~ is an Abelian braided tensor category.

Proofs of Propositions A.8 and A.7 have been obtained by Pareigis using methods of
category theory in a very wide generality. Note that modules over commutative algebras
in braided Abelian tensor categories are used in algebraic K-theory [28] and arise naturally
in conformal quantum field theory [21, 11].
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