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CENTER AND UNIVERSAL R-MATRIX
FOR
QUANTIZED BORCHERDS SUPERALGEBRAS

JIN HONG

ABSTRACT. We construct a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form on quan-
tized enveloping algebras associated to Borcherds superalgebras. With this,
we study its center and its universal R-matrix.

1. INTRODUCTION

Quantized enveloping algebras for Kac-Moody algebras were introduced inde-
pendently by Drinfel’d([f]) and Jimbo([[L(]) in their studies of the Yang-Baxter
equation. The Kac-Moody algebras were generalized([ff]) by Borcherds to accom-
modate for his study of the monstrous moonshine([ff]). And quantized version of
the enveloping algebras for Borcherds algebras([@]) was soon studied. There are
also superalgebra versions of these algebras([P]). We shall study the structure of
the center and find the R-matrix for the quantized Borcherds superalgebras.

Much work has been done on the center of quantized enveloping algebras for finite
dimensional semisimple Lie algebras([fl,fl, [, [ B1]), and there are Kac-Moody ([H])
and Borcherds([[L3]) versions also. We will mainly follow [RI] and [LF] to find the
center for quantized Borcherds superalgebras.

As for the universal R-matrix, the quantum double construction by Drinfel’d([f])
gives its existence for any Hopf algebra satisfying some conditions. Even though
there is a quantum double construction for Z,-graded Hopf algebras([{]), we do not
use it in this paper. Instead, we explicitly construct a universal R-matrix and show
that it satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section ﬁ, we define the quantized Borcherds
superalgebras and give it a Hopf algebra structure. The triangular decomposition
will also be mentioned. In Section , the character formula for highest weight rep-
resentations will be given and we prove a lemma that will be used in later sections.
The next section is devoted to providing the quantized Borcherds superalgebras
with a bilinear form and proving its nondegeneracy. In Section E, we define the
Harish-Chandra homomorphism, show its injectivity, and prove some properties
concerning its image. Information on the center of the quantized Borcherds su-
peralgebra will be obtained in Section E The last section will give the universal
R-matrix and show that it satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation.

2. QUANTUM DEFORMATION OF BORCHERDS SUPERALGEBRAS

In this section, we define the quantized Borcherds superalgebras and give it a
Hopf algebra structure.
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Let I be a countable index set. A matrix A = (a; ;) jer with entries in the real
numbers is a Borcherds-Cartan matrix if

ea;j;=2ora;; <O0foralliel,
® a;; SOIfl;’é] and ;5 € Zifai,i=2,
e a;; = 0if and only if a;; = 0.

If there exists a diagonal matrix D = diag(s;|i € I,s; > 0) such that DA is
symmetric, then A is said to be symmetrizable. If a symmetrizable Borcherds-
Cartan matrix A further satisfies the constraints,

® a;; < Z7
® a;; € 27,
® 3 € Z>07

for all 7, j € I, then it is said to be integral.

A complex matrix C = (6; ;)i jer is a coloring matriz if 0; ;j0;; = 1 for all i, j € I.
Necessarily, 6; ; = +1 and we say i is even when 6, ; = 1, odd when 6, ;, = —1. A
Borcherds-Cartan matrix A is colored by C' if for every i € I such that a; ; = 2 and
;s = —1 we have a; ; € 27Z for all j € I.

Throughout this paper, we shall assume that A is a symmetrizable integral
Borcherds-Cartan matrix which is colored by a coloring matrix C'.

Let I'® = {i € Ila;; = 2} and I'™ = {i € I|a;; < 0}. Also let m = (m;li € I)
be a collection of positive integers such that m; = 1 for all ¢ € I*®. We call m the
charge of the Borcherds-Cartan matrix A.

For a symmetrizable integral Borcherds-Cartan matrix A, which is colored by a
coloring matrix C, we denote by g(A,m,C) the Borcherds superalgebra of charge
m. (See [[.)

We set PY = (P,c; Zhi) © (@,c; Zd;) and let h = C ®z PY be the complex
vector space with basis {h;,d;|i € I'}. For ¢ € I, we define a; in the dual space
h* of h by setting «a;(h;) = a;; and o;(d;) = 6;;. Since A is assumed to be
symmetrizable, there exists a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form ( | ) on b
given by (s;hi|h) = «;(h) and (d;|d;) =0 fori,j €I, h€bh.

The free abelian group Q = @, Za; generated by the o; (i € I) is called the
root lattice associated to A. Let QT =", ; Z>oa; and Q= = —QT. The coloring
matrix C' = (6; ;) gives rise to a complex valued mapping 6 : Q x @ — C*
satisfying

° G(Ozi,Oéj) = HZ-J-,
e O, B+7) = 0(a, B)0(c, ),
e O(a+B,7) =0(c, 7)0(8,7),
for all o, 8,7 € Q.
We define the binomial coefficients by:

91-",111?—(1;" _ G m _ {m}qi!
{n}q, = Brigia T {n}q!= tl;ll{t}q“ and {n}q = Tntg,Hm—nlg D
where {0},,! =1 and ¢; = ¢*.
We let & = q; — q[l and K; = ¢%h.

Definition 2.1 ([ff]). Suppose g = g(4,m,C) is the Borcherds superalgebra of
charge m determined by the symmetrizable integral Borcherds-Cartan matrix A
which is colored by a coloring matrix C. Let ¢ be an indeterminate. Then the
quantized Borcherds superalgebra Ug(g) associated to g is the associative algebra
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over C(q) with 1, generated by the elements ¢" (h € PV), eix, fir (i € I,k =
1,2,---,m;) with the defining relations:

(R1) ¢° =1, ¢"¢" = ¢"*"" for h,n € PV,
(R2) qe;xq™" = qo”(h)ei)k forhePV,icel, k=1,2,---,m;,
(R?’) thi,kq_h = q_ai(h)fi,k for h S P\/7 1€ Ia k= 17 27 s, Ty,
(R4) e fin —Ojifjaein = 6ij0nid (K — K 1),
fori,jel, k=1,2,---,m;,l=1,2,--- ,my,
1—a¢d
non an(n—1)/2 a;,; 1011" n_
(R5) 50 (=107, 07" {0 e esael = 0
ifa“- =2and i }é_],
17(11'
7 non an(n—1)/2 a;, 1a1~—n n
(R6) 52 (=107, 07" {0 ™ e = 0

if a;; =2 and 7 # j,
(R7) ei,keﬂ — 91')]‘6]‘7161')1C =0 if am = 0,
(R8) finfin—0ijfijafin =0 ifa;; =0.

Proposition 2.2 ([f). The algebra U,(g) has a Hopf algebra structure with co-
multiplication A, counit €, and antipode S defined by:

(2.1) Ald") =¢"®q",
(2.2) Aleir) =€ @1+ K; ® e,
(2.3) Alfir) = fir @ K7 +10 fin,
(2:4) e(q") =1,
2.5 a(eiyk) =0,
a(fi,k) = 05
(2.7) S(d") =q",
(2.8) S(ei,k) = —K;lei)k,
(2.9) S(fir) = —finki,

forhePV,icl, k=1,2,---,m,.

We denote by U° the subalgebra of U = U,(g) generated by ¢" for h € PV
and U* (respectively, U~) the subalgebra of U generated by the elements e;
(respectively, f; x) fori € I, k=1,2,--- ,m;. We also denote by U= (respectively,
U=%) the subalgebra of U generated by the elements ¢" and e; ;. (respectively, f; 1)
forhe PV,iel, k=1,2,---,m;. Foreach 8 € Q, let
(2.10) Us={xeU|q"xqg"=¢" Mz forall h e PV}.

We similarly define U, UZ3, and U] for 8 € QF. We then have:

Proposition 2.3 ([f]).
(a) U2U-@U°®UT.
(b) U° = @y,epv Ca".
() U* = ®ﬂ6Q+ Uitﬁ'
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(d) (R5) and (R7) (respectively, (R6) and (R8)) are the fundamental relations
for U™ (respectively, U™).

We give QF a partial ordering by setting A > p if and only if A — p € Q*. We
will also use the notation K, = [[ K[ for vy = n;o; € Q.

3. REPRESENTATIONS OF Uqy(g)

For ¢ € I define the C-linear functionals A; € h* by:

(3.1) Ai(hj) =65, Ai(dj) =0, for all j € I.
Define the lattices:
(3.2) P={xeb*|\(h;),\d;) € Z,Vi € I},
(3.3) P=(Pza)o (EPznr).

i€l iel

P is called the weight lattice of g. An element A\ € P is said to be a dominant
integral weight if

(34) )\(hl) S ZZO for all ¢ € I™®,
(3.5) A(hi) € 2Z>¢ for all i € ' N 1°99,

where 7°94 denotes the set of ¢ € I such that 0;i = —1. Let P1 denote the set of
all dominant integral weights.

Set h* = C @z P. Then the nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form on b gives
an isomorphism between h and h* hence also induces a bilinear form on h*. We
may extend this bilinear form to a symmetric bilinear form on h*. We extend it so
that it satisfies (A\|a;) = A(s;hi) and (A|A;) = A(sid;) for every A € h*. Write ALy
if (\|lp) =0.

For each ¢ € I such that a;; # 0, we define the simple reflection r; € GL(H*) on
b* by

(3.6) ri(\) = A— 2

@i i
The subgroup W of GL(h*) generated by r; (i € I™®) is called the Weyl group of
g(A,m,C). We denote by [ : W — Z>¢ the natural length function.

Let R be the family of all imaginary simple roots, each root occurring as many
times as its multiplicity, i.e. m; times for o;. For A € PT, define R(\) to be the
set of all = 37" i, + 35, liy Biy, € QF, where oy, (vesp. (3, ) are distinct even
(resp. odd) roots in R, satisfying
ai; LA, Bi, LA for all j, k,

Oél'j J—ﬂlk for all j, k,

ai; Loy, , Bi; LB;, for j #k,

B LBiy, i 1y, > 2.

In particular, 0 € R()\). Suppose p € h* satisfies p(h;) = %am for all ¢ € I.

Proposition 3.1 ([[6,[17]). Let A € P*. Denote by M?()\) the Verma module for
Uy(g) with highest weight A and let VI(X) be the irreducible highest weight module
over Uy(g) with highest weight X. Then,

e

[Toco- (1 — 0, a)ex)b(ee)dimga

(3.7) chMI()\) =

= Z (dim U__B)efﬁ,
BEQT
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_ 1) (w)+ht(p) gw(A+p—p)—p
ZwEW,uER()\)( 1) €

. h V() = -
(3 8) chV ()\) Ha@p* (1 _ 9(04, 04)60‘)‘9(0‘70‘) dim g,

In this formula, ®~ s the set of all negative roots.
The following is a Corollary to this proposition.

Lemma 3.2. Let v = Y, ;nia; € QF. Suppose X € PT, A(h;) > 0 for all
i € I'™ and A(h;) > n; for all i € I". Then we have a linear isomorphism
U—, = VUA)r—y given by u — uvy.

Proof. UZ, — M%(\)x— is surjective, so U_ — VI(\)\—, is also surjective.

Hence it suffices to show dimUZ, = dim V?(A)x—. Since (a;|A) = A(s;hi) =

s;\(h;) > 0 for all i € I'™ no nonempty subset F of R satisfies F' L\, and so
Zwew(_l)l(w)ew(wrp)w

[Toca- (1 —0(a, a)ex)f(ee) dimga

(3.10) = (Y (- ®erttDmr) (3 (dim UZg)e )

weW BeQt

(3.9) chVI(N) =

Therefore, it suffices to show that if w(A+ p) —p— 8 = XA — v for some w € W,
B€QT, then w=1.

We will show that if w # 1, then v +w(A+p) — (A +p) € QT by using induction
on the length of w.
If w=r; (i € I"), then

Y+ riAtp) = (A+p)
=v+A+p—(A(hi) + p(hi))a; — (A + p)
=7 —A(hi) + Doy € Q7.

If w=w'r; (i € 1) with l(w) = l(w') 4+ 1, then

v+ wAp) — (A+p)
=v4+w'riA+p)—A+p)
=5+ w' A+ p— (M) + p(hi))as) — (A + p)
=(v+w A +p)—A+p) — Ahi) + Dw'ei ¢ Q7.

This completes the proof. O

4. THE BILINEAR FORM ON Uy(g)

4.1. The bilinear form on U2 x U<, In this section, we define a bilinear form
on UZ% x U= which is nondegenerate when restricted to U; xUZg, BeqQt.

For ¢ € (Ug)*, v € (U,)*, v € Ug, and y € U,, we define (¢ @ ¥)(z @ y) =
0(—, B)o(x)Y(y). With this, and the Hopf algebra structure on Uy (g), we can give
an algebra structure to o+ (UZ)* by setting (¢1¢2)(z) = (¢1 @ ¢2)(A(x)) for
$1,02 € Poeo+ (UZ0)" and 2 € UZ0. For he PV andi €I, k=1,2,-+- ,m;, we

(e
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«

define the linear functionals ¢n, vk € e+ (U=2)* by

(4.1) on(xqd") =e(@)g M) (e U, W e PY),
(4.2) bi(zg") =0 (xeUs,BeQ\{a}),
(4.3) bik(einq") = Ok

Proposition 4.1. There exists an algebra homomorphism

(4.4) ¢:U="— P U=
aeQ™t

given by

(4.5) (") = on (h € PY),

1
_5%”“ (iel,k=1,2,---,m;).

Proof. By Proposition .3, we have only to check that the relations (R1), (R3),
(R6), and (R8) are preserved under the map (. Other cases being easy, we just
sketch the (R6) part.

(n)

Define e;)) = ef') /{n}q,!. We may check by induction on n that

= ¥ arente )
s+t=n

(4.6) C(fir) =

This show

((A ® 1) ° A Z qrs+st+tr T)Kert ® Eslth ® e(t)
r+s+t=n

We again use induction to prove

n(n—1)
Qk(ez(’j?) = (0i,iq:) " 2

With this, it is possible to show

m ’ o4 N —n n
1/) 1/}] lwz k( )€j7lez(')]€)) o 29?195] l { o }Qi{ﬁ}qi,

with the summation over nonnegative integers «, 3,7, such that a + 5 = N — m,
y+d=m,a+vy=N—n,and f+ § =n and where

:ﬂ”y—l—(N—n)n—F%(N—n)(N—n—l)—l—%n(n—l),
=B—-v+({N—-n)—n,

1 1
§(N —n)(N—-n—-1)+ §n(n— 1).

G v, - LTS,

C'=af+~v0+2By+ (B+7)aij; +

Noting
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we can calculate

17(11']
y non an(n— 1- A 5 a; j—mn m
(X oo plie ) esnel)
qi

n
n=0

_ z > 667, ?{ }{N 5 m}{?}

with the second summation over nonnegative integers satisfying the same conditions
as before and where

A %N(N— 1) + mB + %ﬂ(ﬂ 1)+ %5(5_ 1),
B=N—m,
C= (m—mN+%N(N—1))+(m+1—N)[3+(m—1)5.
This can be written as a product of two sums which simplifies to zero. O
Define a bilinear form ( | ) : U2 x US? — C(q) by
(4.7) (zly) =CW)(@)  (zeU=%yeU=’).

For n € Zsg, we denote by A, : U — U®™*TD  the algebra homomorphism
defined by A; = A, A, = (A®1)oA,_1, and we write

(4.8) An(x) = 20) ®1) @+ DT(n).
(z)n

For homogeneous elements z; € Uﬂzio, Yi € U_S% (1 = 1,2), we define (z; ®
Z2|y1 ® y2) = (B2, —1)(z1|y1)(z2]y2) and extend it by linearity. For = € Ug,

€ U,, we will write 6(z,y) to mean 6(5,7) and define P: U@ U — U ®@ U by
Pz ®y) =0(z,y)y ® x on homogeneous elements and extend it by linearity.

Proposition 4.2. The bilinear form (| ) on UZ® x USY defined by ([L7) satisfies:

(4.9) (zly1y2) = (A(@)[y1 ® y2) (z € U0 y1,y2 € USY),
(4.10) (r172|y) = (P(21 @ 22)|A(y)) (21,22 € U=,y € USY),
(4.11) (q"1g"") = g~ *I") (h,1i' € PY),

(4.12) (¢"|fix) =0,

(4.13) (eiklg") =0,

@) (enlfi) =~ b

fori,jel, k=1,2,--- ,m,;.
Moreover, the bilinear form on UZ% x US0 satisfying the above equations is unique.

Proof. Everything including uniqueness is straightforward except for (J.10). It is
proved by induction. Here we just show the induction part. We suppress the
summation signs for simplicity. Assume (z'z?|y®) = 0(z!, 2?)(2? @ 2!|A(y?)) for
i =1,2. Then,
(«'2ly'y?) = C(y" )¢ (y*) (z'2?)
=y e’ )(330)@33(1 ) (z %0)®33%1)))
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(y") ® C(y*)(O(2(rys 200y 2 {0)2T0) © T (1)
%0))9@ xo)) (y 755(0))(55(0 0)|y
(z 0)756%1))9( (0)» T )9(95%0)795(1))9(%(0) x(O))e(‘r%lwx%l))
 (20) @ 2(0) |y<o> Dyl (@ @ 2 ¥ © vy
= 0 Z(0) %1))9(95%0)7x%l))a(x%())vxﬁl))

(x(o |y%0)) $%0)|y(11))($%1)|y(20))($%1)|y(21))
0(yi1y: ¥io)) (Al © i) (A=) |y @ viy)
= 0(y1) ¥(0)) 0 W0y Wioy #) (@ @ 2 lyloy i) @ yinyyin)
0z, 2%)(z” @ 2 |(y(o) @ Y1) - (W(o) @ Y1)
= 0(z", 2%) (2 @ 2| A(y'y?)).

This completes the proof. [l

Lemma 4.3.

(a) (S(2)[S(y)) = (2y)

(b) (xq"lyg" ) =~ """ (aly) (h,W € PV.x e UT,yeU™).

(c) (UFIUZ,) =0 ify# 5.
Proof. To prove (a), we set ( | )’ = (S()]|S()) and show ( | )’ satisfies conditions
of Proposition {£.4. The remaining two are easy. (|

Lemma 4.4. For x € U2°, y € US", that are homogeneous, we have

(4.15) 0@, y)yr = Y Ouylz)S¥©0)) (e lve)zwyw
()2,(y)2
and
(4.16) 2y =Y 0(x1), Y1) Oy ((0)[¥(0)) (2 (2) S (W) )y 1)
(%)2,(y)2

with Ozy = 0(x(1),Y(0))0(2(2), ¥(0))0(%(2), y(1))-
Proof. By substituting ([.17) into the right hand side of (f.1f), we can show that
(ETH) implies (L19).

To prove (§.17), we use induction on y and reduce the problem to showing this

true for y = ¢" and y = fi 1. The case y = ¢" is easy. The case y = f; ; turns out
to be equivalent to showing

0z, fin) finz =) {($(1)|fi,k)$(o>

()
(4.17) +0(zqy, fir) (@) | K Do) fik
= 0wy, Fi) @) i) K 2
which is proved by induction on the length of z. O

Lemma 4.5. Let € QT \ {0} andy € U~ If eipy = 0(ai, —B)yei for all
iel, k=1,2,--- ,m;, then y =0.
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Proof. Choose A\ € P satisfying the assumptions of Lemma @ Since e; 1 (y-va) =
0o, —B)y(eir-va)=0foralli eI, k=1,2,--- ,m;, and wt(y - vx) = A — 8 < A,
y - vy generates a proper submodule of VI(\). Hence y - vy = 0. Lemma B.3 now
says y = 0. O

Theorem 4.6. For 3 € QV, the bilinear form (| ) : U=% x USY — C(q) defined
by (I7) is nondegenerate when restricted to UI;' x UZg.

Proof. Since dim U [;r = dim UZ, nondegeneracy on one side implies the nondegen-
eracy on the other side. So we will just prove the statement

(4.18) if yeUZ; and (U5L|y) =0 then y=0.

We use induction on f.

The case =0 or «; is easy.

Assume (1) is true for all v < 8 with 8 € QT \ ({0} U {a;}ier). Recall the
notation K, = qxierisihi for Y =Y icr Mici € Q. By definition of A, we see that

(4.19) Ay = > w(eK.,) gy, eV 0l ,
0<~<B

with yo = 1®y and ys =y® 1. Fix 0 <y < S. ForabnyueUlg'_V and v € U, we
have

(4.20) (v®u|y7) = (v®u|y7(1®K_7))

(4.21) = (v @ u|A(y))

(4.22) =0(v,6—7)(uwly) by ({.1d)
(4.23) =0.

Hence (U;L ®U ;77|yv) = 0. This implies y, = 0 by our induction hypothesis.
Therefore A(y) =y ® K_5 +1®y. We apply Lemma [£.4] to

(4.24) Ag(ein) =€ @11+ K;®e; @1+ K, @K, ®e;

(4.25) A(y) =y K 30K 5+10yeK s+1010y

and get

(4.26) 0o, —B)yeir = e xy forall el

Hence y = 0 by Lemma @ (|

4.2. The Killing form. Recall from Proposition P.3that U =~ Ut @U°@S(U~) =
U-®U°®S(UT). Using the bilinear form defined in the previous section, we define
a new bilinear form

(|):UxU— C(g?)
by setting,
(4.27) (214" S(y1)|y2a" S(22)) = (1lya)(walyr)a™"1"2)/20(y1, y2)0(y1, 22)

for homogeneous z; € U, y; € U™, h; € PV and extending by linearity.



10 JIN HONG

For homogeneous u,v € U, we define

(4.28) ad(u) -v = Z O(u(ry, v)uoyvS(ue))
(u)h

(4.29) v - é?i(u) = Z 0(v, u(0))S (uo)vu ().
(u)

It is easy to check that these define left and right actions of U on U.
The bilinear form on U defined above is invariant in that:

Proposition 4.7. For u,v,v' € U,
(4.30) (ad(u) - v|v') = (v|v’ - ad())0(u, v)0(u, ).

Proof. Tt suffices to check the formula for u = qh// (W' e PY), e, fin (i€ k=
1,2,---,my;) and for v = 2¢"S(y) and v = y'¢"' S(2') with = € U;, NS U[;r,,
yeUZ,y € U-, (8,8',7,7 € Q"). Since the case u = f; ;. is similar to the case
u = e; , we will omit the case u = f; 1.

(i) u=q¢""
The left hand side is

(ad(u) - v|o’) = (¢" vg ™" ') = ¢P= D (w]o'),
and the right hand side is

(wl' - ad(w)) = (vlg™"v'g"") = ¢ ().
Since (v|v’) # 0 only when 8 =+" and 8’ = 7, we are done.

(i) u=-e;x
Applying Lemma @, we obtain
ad(u) - v = e x2q"S(y) + 0(cv, B)q 1Pz K;q"S (e; 1y)
= ei,kths(y) + 9(041'7 ﬂ)q(allﬁ) Z {A — B + C}v

(v)2
where
A = (e kly0) (1S (y2)xKiq" S(y)),
B = ¢*' M (K;ly)) (1S (y(2)))weind" S (y1)),
C = 0(eir, y1)) (Kilyo)) (eir|S(y@)zd" S (y))-
and

v - ad(u) = —0(8 =+, ;)¢ e 1y K S ()
— (8, i)g Py g S (e )
= —9(8' — /', a;)g el § {A’ _ B+ c’}
(y')z

- 9([3/, Oéi)q(wl_ﬁ/lai)y/qh/S(ei,kﬂf/),
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where
A" = (eiky(o)) (LIS (y()yiy K g™ S (),
B =0(ai, ' — 7 )q" 1) g M (K ly(0)) (1S (y(2))y(ay 6" S (2 e r),
C" = 0(esk, y()) (Kily(o)) (€i kS (Y(a)))y(1yd" S(a).
There are only two cases to consider.
« 7 =B+aiandy =B,
e v =Fand vy=p +aq;.
Since the latter case is similar to the former, we will only check the first case.
Assume v/ = 8+ «a; and v = 3. Then, in order to have B # 0, we must have
Yoy Y2y € U and y) € U—.,. Similarly, A" # 0 implies ygo) € Ufgi, y£1) € U_Sg,
and yEQ) € U° In this case, we get yEl) = ¢1K; " for some §; € Uz Also
C’" # 0 implies yéo) € UY, yél) € U;g, and y22) € U_Sgi. In this case, we have
ygz) = géK;,ia for some 75 € UZ,.. We need to prepare one more fact. Using
Proposition @, we obtain the following formula.
(T12223]Y) = 29(!1015627963)9(961!102, Y))0(w1, 22)0(x1,y(1))
(¥)2
X (@3ly (o)) (@2|y)) (z1]y(2))
for any z; € UT (i =1,2,3) and y € U~. From this formula, we get

(@']y) = (@' Kily) = Y (Kily) (@' ly) (Lye);
(y)2

(weinly') =Y 0(x, ei0)0(x, y0)) €5k Y(0)) (@[52)) (LY (a)),
(¥')2
(eirzly’) = (es kv HlY)
= Z 9(61',1@,fﬂ)e(ei,myél))(Ki|yéo))($|y21))(€i,k|y22))-
(¥')2
Now, we obtain
(ad(u) - vv') = (e kzq"S(y)ly'q" S(a"))

— 0(cui, B)q“ D g™ M N (K ly(oy ) (wer k" S (yy) 1y " S ()
(¥)2

=0(y,+ = 8)g~ "M/
x { (eanaly’)(@/ly) = 0(ai, B)a 1P g™ 0 3 (Kilyoy) (werly ) lyn)

(¥)2
= 0(7, — B')g~ M)/
x Y (Kilyo) @y (@ly())

(¥)2,(y)2
% (Kilyloy)(esklylay) — 0, 5(0))a @) g™ P (esplyfo)
and
(o]t - ad(w)) = = (8" =~ a;)g 1)
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x 3 {(earlylo) @ SWlyh K" S@)
(U )2
00k Yy (Kily{o)) (ei.6 1S (u(ay)) (wa" S (1) lyfya™ S (")) |
=0(8" — ', 00)6(, 8 — B')g~ "1 2g 1)
xS {Be ks ylay) il ean K 3K o) (elyf) (2 ly)
(¥')2
~ (esklyfoy) (@l (@' [y)a ™ }
=0(8' — ', a;)0(v, B — B')g~ "M/
x> (Kilyo) (@ [y (@lyfy)
(¥)2,(y')2
% {0(eis Yy (il (eanlyfy) — a1 4™ P einlyfo) }-

Comparing these two, we get the desired formula. O

This proposition allows us to define a right U-module structure on some subal-
gebra of U*. Define ¢ : U — U™ by setting

(4.31) [C(w)](v) = (v]u)

for u,v € U. Here, the dual space on the right should be viewed as the set of linear
maps from U to C(¢2). For ¢(u) € ((U), x € U, define ((u) - = by,

[C(u) - z](v) = O(u, 2)0(v, 2)[¢(uw)](ad (z) - v).

Proposition [I.7] allows us to check ((u) -z = ((u - ;a(:z)) So this gives a right U-
module structure on ((U) and ¢ : U — ¢(U) becomes a U-module homomorphism.

Proposition 4.8. The bilinear form (| ) is nondegenerate. Hence, the map ( is
injective.

Proof. Let u € U__aUOS’(U;) with (v|u) =0 for all v € U;UOS’(U:ﬁ). It suffices to
show u = 0. For each v € Q* — {0}, choose a basis {u] }; of U. And let {v]}; be
a basis of UZ dual to {u]}; with respect to the nondegenerate bilinear form ( | ).
Notice that the elements u$g"S (vjﬁ ) with h € PV and i, j going over appropriate
indices, form a basis for U U OU:B. Similarly, the elements quh/S’ (u’lg ) form a basis
for U:aUOU;. Writing u= 3", ak,hJU,‘g‘qh/S’(uf) with ag,p,; € C(g), and using

(g S )vgd" S(w))) = 8:1050q~")/20(8, 0)6(8, B),

we arrive at,

Z ag g~ M2 =0
h'€PV

for each k, [, and h € PV. Now, each map h — q_(hW)/2 is a group homomorphism
from PV to the multiplicative group C(q%)x. Since q% is not a root of unity,
distinet A’ produces distinct homomorphisms. So, by Artin’s Theorem on linear
independence of characters, every ay ;= 0. We have u = 0 as claimed. O
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5. HARISH-CHANDRA HOMOMORPHISM

We denote the center of U by 3. For each ¢ € I with a;; # 0, define the simple
reflection r; € GL(h) by,

2

Qi

and let W = (r; | i € I, a;; # 0) C GL(bh). Let (UO)VT/ be the subspace of
U° consisting of the elements >, pv crq” (cn € C(g)) such that ¢, # 0 implies
w(h) € PY and ¢y = cp, for any w € w.

We define an algebra automorphism ¢ : U? — U by setting ¢(¢") = g P gh
for h € PV. The Harish-Chandra homomorphism & : 3 — U is the restriction to 3
of the map

U= U-@UeUt S8185 7o 4 1o,

For later use, we define the algebra homomorphism y, : U° — C(q) for each
A€ P by xa(g") = ¢*™.

Proposition 5.1.

(a) & is an algebra homomorphism.
(b) & is injective.

Proof. We will just prove [b]. Let z € 3 be such that &(z) = 0. Writing 2z =
ZBGQ+ zg with zg € U:ﬁUOU;, we see that zop = 0. Fix any 8 € Q7 minimal
with the property that 25 # 0. Also choose basis {y,}, and {zs}s of U4 and U;,
respectively. We may write 23 = Zns Yrly sTs for some u, 5 € UY. Then,

0=e;rz— 26, = E (€ik2y — 2€ik)
Y#B

+ Z(ei,kyr - 9(0(1', —5)%61‘,1@)%,5%
r,8

+ Zyr(e(aiu _ﬁ)ei,kur,sxs - ur,sxsei,k)
r,s

Recalling the minimality of 3, we see that only the second term on the right belongs
to U:(,Yiai)UOUj. So we have Er,s(eivky"' — (i, —B)yrei)ursts = 0. {zs}s was
chosen to be a basis, S0 €5 Y, Yrtir s = 0(ci, —3) Y, yre; xuy s for all i € I and s.

Let vy € V?(X) denote the highest weight vector. Set v = Y xx(Ur,s)yrva.
Then e; yv = 0(a;, —B) >, yreirursvx = 0 for all i € I, so the irreducibility of
V4()\) says v = 0. Choosing an appropriate A € PT, we may use Lemma and
say .. Xa(urs)yr = 0. Again, {y,}, was a basis, so xx(u,s) = 0 for all 7,s. By
choosing a suitable set of A\, we may show u, s = 0 for all r, s and we have zg = 0.
This contradicts the choice of zg. O

We now try to close in on the image of {&. For each J C {(i,k) | i € I,k =
1,2, ,m;}, let Uy = {ejk, fir,U® | (i,k) € J). We denote by 3, the center of
the algebra U; and by £ : 37 — U° the Harish-Chandra homomorphism for Uj.
Let Uj (respectively, U}') be the subalgebra of U; generated by e; , (respectively
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fix) with (4,k) € J, and set

(5.1) R} ={z e UT| (2|U}) = 0}= {z € UT| (2|U; U") = 0}
(5.2) R; ={yeU™| (Ujly) =0}={y e UT| (U°UJly) = 0}
(5.3) R;=R;UUT + U U°R}

The following may be proved as in .

Lemma 5.2.
(a) U=U; @ Ry,
(b) UsR,;U; C Ry,
(c) e®1®e)(Ry) =0.
Define U? = €, C(q)q", where the direct sum is over all h € PV satisfying,
o Oél(h,) S siamZ ifi e I°v,
° Oél(h,) S 251'&1'11'2 ifi € 7094 and a; }é 0.
Proposition 5.3.
(a) Im(¢) C (UN)™.
(b) Im(&) c UQ.
(c) Im(£) C Im(&y).
Proof. (a) Let z € 3. Let vy € M9(\) be the highest weight vector. Then, zvy =

Xx+p(&(2))va. Since z commutes with every element of U, z acts as xx1,(£(2)) on
every element of M9(\). Now, fix ¢ € I such that a;; # 0. We may calculate

S T R S T
Cikfi = 05 fixeik +9?flff_1—(’—WKi - ’7me1)-

k s N s k 57, 1 _ 97:7‘1(]7( i,4 1 _ ez,qu s
So that, for each A\ € P satisfying n()\) := -2-A(h;) € Z>o, we can check that

a;,i
fi",g’\)ﬂv)\ is a highest weight vector. Its weight is

2

A (aiA(hi)H)ai:A O+ p)(hi)y

=ri(A+p)—p.
The argument at the beginning of this proof applies to any highest weight vector
and we have,
Xa+p(8(2)) = Xri (349 (£(2))
under the condition -2-A(h;) € Z. Checking x,.(¢") = xu(rig"), for any p € b*,
the above may now be written as
Xatp(€(2) —1i€(2)) =0

for every A € P satisfying A(h;) € %*Z>¢. By choosing a suitable set of \, we may
show £(z) = r;&(2).

Let z = > 5.0+ 28 € 5 with 25 € U:ﬂUOUg. Set x = Y07 Zna; and
y=z—xz. Then z =z +y with € Uy;,1); and y € Ry(;,1);. Looking at

0=eirz — z€ik = (€ kT — Teik) + (iKY — Y€ik)

with Lemma, in mind, we see that x € 37(;,1);- By the results of Section @, all
of which may be obtained by direct calculation, we have,
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o 25 € (Ki,q" | a;(h) = 0) if i € I,

e 20 € (K2, ¢" | ai(h) =0) if i € I°9 and a;; # 0.
The result follows.

(c) For z € 3, write z = 2 4+ y with z € Uy and y € Ry. As in the proof for [b),
we may show z € 35. So we have, £(z) = £(z) + &(y) = &(z) = &y(x) € Im(&y). O

6. THE CENTER OF Uy(g)

6.1. Rank 1. In this section, we list the center for the case when the index set is
of size 1. All results may be obtained by direct calculation using induction after
choosing a suitable basis of U2 U~ @U@ UT.

If (7% 7§ O, 91'71' = 1, define

1 1 1
Ci:fi,lei,1+_( — K — , Kz_l)
& \1 — g=siaia 1 — gsiis

If (7% 75 0, 6‘1‘71' = —1, define

1 1_ SiQq,4 1_ —S8iQq,4 B
Ci = fiz,lelzJ + gfm(l T Zsmi,i K; — Tr Z—Si%i K; 1)61',1

1 1 1
S S S )
& { (14 g =) (14 qgeioni)? ™
If h € PY satisfy a;(h) # 0, define
1

1
o f P - higr _ go—1
Cin = finq'ei1 + =L (K; — K; ).

Proposition 6.1.
(a) If J={(:,1)} and a;; # 0,
then 37 = (C;,q" | h € PV, a;(h) = 0).
(b) If J={(i, 1)}, a;i =0, and 0;; = 1,
then 35 = (" | h € PV, a;(h) = 0) c U°.
(c) If J={(i,1)}, ;i =0, and 0;; = —1,
then 37 = (Cin, " | h,h' € PV, a;(h) # 0, a;(k') = 0).
6.2. Finite type. In this section, we give a structure theorem for the center of

U,(g) when the Borcherds-Cartan matrix is of finite type. We take the Borcherds-
Cartan matrix to be of finite type throughout this section. To simplify arguments,

we redefine
PY = zh,
i€l
= @on.
i€l
for this section. Notice that the bilinear form ( | ) is still nondegenerate on the

redefined b.
The irreducible highest weight module has a natural grading.

Vi) = @ VINra-
aeQt

Define a map n € End(V?(X)) by setting n(v) = 0(a, a)v for v € VI(A)r_o. When
the Borcherds-Cartan matrix A is of finite type, it is known([[L]) that the irreducible
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highest weight module V' ()\) over g(A) is finite dimensional for A € P*. Since the
classical limit([f]) of VZ(\) is VI(\), V() is also of finite dimension when A € P+.
So we may define the supertrace for = € Uy(g) acting on VI(X) by

(6.1) str(z; VI(XN)) = tr(nox; VI(N)).
For homogeneous elements z,y € U, we can easily check

(6.2) str(zy) = 0(z, y) str(yx).

Lemma 6.2. u € 3 if and only if u - 561(:1:) =e(z)u for allxz € U.
Proof. Let u € 3. Then, u € Uy and

u- 5&(:1:) = Z S(x(0))ux (1)
(x)1

=u Z S(z0y)za) = e()u.
(x)

Conversely, if u - ;c/i(:zr) =e(z)uforallx € U,
g "ug" =u- é?i(:v) =e(")u=u.
So u € Uy and we have,
O=c(e;p)u="u- é?i(em) = —Ki_lei,ku + Ki_luem.
This shows e; yu = ue; . We may similarly show f; yu = uf; , and hence v € 3. O
For each A\ € PT, define f) € U* by
(6.3) (u) = str(uKQ_pl; V().

Let v : h — b* denote the isomorphism given by the nondegenerate symmetric
bilinear form ( | ). Define

~ 1
_ vy Za
Q=v(PY)= @ZSiaZ.
iel
Recall the map ¢ : U — U* defined in ([31).
Lemma 6.3. For A € P*, f\ € Im(¢) if and only if A € %@

Proof. From Proposition @, we see that the image of ( is the restricted dual of
Uq(g). So

m(¢) = (P U=y e (P Clax) @ (D UF))

seEQT neLQ BeEQT

under the identification U = U~ ® U° ® U*. The finite dimensionality of V4(\)
allows us to shows fy € Im((¢) if and only if A € %Q O

The next proposition gives elements of the center.

Proposition 6.4. For each A\ € P N %@, we have zy = ("1(f)) € 3.
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Proof. Recall from the theory of finite dimensional simple Lie algebras, that p may
be written as a half sum of positive roots. Since the simple roots for the super case
is identical to the non-super case, we have 2p € Q7 in either case. Hence, in the
notation given on page @, K>, is a well-defined element of U°. Using the fact that
Kgl:EKgp = S?(x) for any x € U and using the property of supertrace given by
(@), we have for any u € U,

(fx - 2)(u) = fa(ad(z) - u)f(u, )
= str(zouS(w1)K;,'s VIOA)0(z 1), w)0(u, 7)
(2
= Z str(uS(x(l))KQ_plx(o); Vq(/\))G(x(o) , x(l))
(z)
= str(uS(Z S(;v(o))x(l))Kz_pl; V()
(@)1
=¢(x) str(qupl; V(A))
= &(x)fa(u).
Thus fy - = &(x) fx. Recall from Proposition [L.§ that ¢ is injective, and notice
Sarr =) =G - ad(2),
This shows Q‘l(f,\)-éa(x) = e(x)¢"(f2). From Lemmal.3, we get (™' (f)) €3. O
We finally show that the above elements generate the whole center.

Theorem 6.5. Suppose that the Borcherds-Cartan matric A = (a; ;)i jer is inde-
composable and of finite type. Then, & : 5 — (U)W is an isomorphism.

Proof. Let us calculate £(2y). We extend the notation Kz introduced in page [ to
B € Q by setting K1, = q"i. We have the commutative diagram

U Uu*
5®id®51 1
UQ (UO)*

where the right vertical arrow is the restriction map and the lower horizontal arrow
is given by K, — x_,/2. Now, as maps on Uo,

Fr= 00 = A — p) dim(V(N),)g > x,,.
B
This shows,
(6.4) §(22) = D 0N = p, A — p) dim(V(A) ) K oy,
159N
for A\ e Pt N %@
Define P to be the set of elements w € b* such that u(h;) € Z if i € I is even
and pu(h;) € 2Z if i € I is odd. Notice P* C P. We can now write

UB: @ C(Q)Ku-

pe2PnQ
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Action of the Weyl groups W and W defined on h and h* are compatible with the
isomorphism v. By Proposition @, it suffices to show that the elements £(z)) with
AePtn %@ generate (U)W R

Set i = > cw K_wy for any p € Q. We know that the elements fi with
w € 2Pt N @ generate (U2)W. Let us use induction to show that each of them
belong to Im(¢). The element 0 € UL is given by £(z)) with A = 0. Choose any
A € 2P N Q. Then, iX e Pt N Q so that z1, is an element of the center.
Recall that Im(¢) is 1nvar1ant under the action of W (Proposition p.). Using
dim Vq(%/\)%)\ = 1, we may rewrite (f.4) as

21)\ )\—I—Zn#u,

with n,, € Z and Jy running over some set of weights of V9(3)). Since all <\,
induction hypothesis show that each fi belong to Im(¢). Hence A € Im(¢) and the
induction step is complete. O

6.3. Other Cases. Let 2;, 0;, and ©; denote the fact that a;; is respectively, 2,
0, and negative. We will sometimes add a £ to these to reflect the sign of 6; ;. So,
for example, 2; implies that ¢ is an odd real index. For ¢,j € I, let us say ©; is
connected directly to ®; if a; ; # 0, where ® can be any one of 2, 0, or ©. Here are
some results for the case when |J| = 2.

Lemma 6.6. Assume one of the following.

(a) J = {(3,1), (i,2)} with O,

(b) J ={(i,1),(j,1)} with 0} connected directly to 0;

(¢) J={(i,1),(5,1)} with 0; connected directly to 0;

(d) J={(i,1),(4,1)} with ©; connected directly to 0;

(e) J={(:,1),(4,1)} with 2; connected directly to O;

() J={@1),(J,1)} with ©; connected directly to ©;
Then, 35 C U°.

roof. (a) and [f) may be proved as in [@, Proposition 4.5]. And [e) may be proved
as in [, Proposition 4.6]. [c) is proved by explicit calculation.

Let us prove and [(d) simultaneously. Let z € 3. Since it commutes with
g" for all h € PV, z =Y 25 with z5 € Us ® U’® U;, where the sum is over all
B € Z>oo;; ® Z>oa;. Let a be maximal among those 5 € Z>oa; @ Z>oa; for which
zs is nonzero and suppose a # 0. Let {z,,} and {y»} be any bases of (U} ), and
(U} )—a respectively. We can now write

z = ( Z CZ’“yAqhx#) + 2.
A, u,h

Recall Lemma [t.4 and notice

Ag(ein) =€ rRIR1I+K;®e; @1+ K, ® K; ® ek,
As(yy) = 1@ yx ® K_, + “other terms”.
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This shows that the only part of e; 2 — ze; ,, belonging to the direct sum component
U, UeUl,, is

a+toa;

( Z e "0, _a)ykei,kqhxu) - ( Z Cﬁ’ﬂy,\qh%ei,k)

A b A psh
A — s
= Z yrg" Z e (q M, o)ei i, — x#eiﬁk).
Ak o
Hence, for each h € PV and ),

ZCZ’“ (q_ai(h)t?(oz, Q)€ kT — :zr‘uel-ﬁk) =0,
"
and the same statement with ¢ replaced by j also holds. Now, eil = 0 is the only
relation in Uj for the case we are considering, so we may take an explicit set of
monomials in e; 1 and e; for the basis of U and using these, we can show that
the two equations cannot be simultaneously true. [l

Proposition 6.7. Assume that A is indecomposable. Suppose that every 0; s
connected directly to a 0; or a ©;. If there is a nonempty subset J of {(i,k) | i €
I,k=1,---,m;} such that 3; C U°, then 3 is contained in U°.

Proof. Let J = {i € I|(i,k) € J for some k}. For i € I, set
T,= & C

hePY i (h)=0

We then have 3 N U° = N;c;T; and similarly, 35 N U° = N;e 71;. It suffices to show
Im(§) C Nier T

We already have Im(¢) C Im(&;) C T; for every i € J. Also if 0], we have,
Im(§) C Im(&g(,1y3) € Ti by Proposition 6.0 [b) If 0;, the conditions on the
matrix shows we may use Lemma f.6 and say Im(¢) C T;.

We now show that if a;; # 0 and a;; # 0, then T; N (U)W C Tj. Let ¢ =
Yeng" € Ty (UYYW. We must have rjc = ¢ € Ty, so if ¢ # 0, then a;(h) = 0
and «;(r;h) = 0. But a;(rjh) = —%ajyioaj(h) so aj(h) = 0. We have c € T} as
wanted. ,

Fix any j € I — (JU{i | a;; = 0}). By the indecomposability of A, there
exists a finite sequence i = ig,i1,--- ,4, = j such that i € JU {i | a;; = 0},
ir € JU{i|a;; =0} for k> 1, and a;, ;,,, # 0 for all k. What we have found
above allows us to recursively show Im(§) C T;, and in particular, Im(§) Cc 7,. O

Proposition 6.8. Suppose there exists some finite J C I such that for every j € J,
a;; = 2 and for which the corresponding submatriz Ay = (a; ;)i jes is indecompos-
able and not of finite type. Then, 35 C U°.

Proof. By , Proposition 4.9], we have |W;| = oco. Let J' C J be such that
[Wy| = oo and [Wyn| < oo for all J” C J'. We may use Proposition p.7 if we
can show 3, C UY. Hence it suffices to show that if h € PV, |[W, (h)| < oo, then
a;(h) =0, for all ¢ € J'. Give partial order to h by setting h; > hs if and only if
hi—ha € (32, Z>ohi) + (3, Z>o0d;). Let h' € Wy (h) be maximal with respect to
this order. Then for each i € J', if a;(h') < 0, then A’ < r;1’, so a;(R') > 0 for all
i€ J'. Set Wy = {we W |w(h') =h'}. By [LJ, Proposition 3.12(a)], Wy, = W~
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with J” = {i € J | ay(h') = 0}. If J” C J', then |Wy (R)| = Wy /Wi| = oo
Hence we must have J” = J and o;(h') = 0 for all ¢ € J'. {h'} = Wy (h) =
Wy (h). So h="h and a;(h) =0 for all i € J'. O

Proposition 6.9. Let A be indecomposable, not of finite type, and a;; = 2 for all
i€l. Then, 3 CU°.

Proof. Suppose there exists some finite indecomposable submatrix which is not of
finite type. Then we may use Proposition @ and Proposition @ to obtain the
result.
If, to the contrary, every finite submatrix of A is of finite type, it must be one
of the following types :
e A, O—O—0O0—O--
A, —---0—O0—0O--

o Dy --

In all cases, with I naturally ordered, the matrix satisfies the following condition.

For each i € I, there exists some j > ¢ such that a; ; # 0, and a;x =0
for k> j.

Let ¢ =Y, eng" € Im(€) C (U°)W. Fix h € PV for which ¢, # 0. We aim to show
(W (h)| = oo if a;(h) # 0 for some j € I. We may assume that only finitely many
j € I satisfy oj(h) # 0. Let k € I be the maximal of those so that «;(h) = 0 for
all j > k and ay(h) # 0. Set ig = k, and using property (p.3), recursively choose
i, so that in+1 > i, and Qi i 11 7§ 0. Put h,o = h and hn+1 = Tinhn- Then, hn,
cannot form a closed orbit and [W (h)| = co. Hence Im(£) C Dhepv,a;(h)=0Cq"
and 3 C U°. |

We can now collect all results and state :

Theorem 6.10. Assume that the Borcherds-Cartan matric A = (a; ;)i jer s in-
decomposable and not of finite type. Suppose that every 0; is connected directly to
a 0; or a ©;. Except for the case when |I| = 1 with m; = 1, the center 3 belongs to
U°.
Proof. We apply Proposition @ to each possible case.

If |I| = 1, the conditions imply either a 0] or a ©; with m; > 2. These cases
may be handled by Proposition @ (b) and Lemma @ , respectively.

Now suppose |I| > 2. Proposition p.9 does away with the case when all a; ; = 2.
If it contains a O;L, we may again use Proposition Ell . If it contains a 0; but no
0;, we use Lemma b.d[(c][d). The only other case is covered by Lemma @ BIG)

O

7. THE UNIVERSAL R-MATRIX

In this section, we find the universal R-matrix for the quantum group Uy(g).
A Hopf superalgebra (a colored Hopf algebra) H together with an element R €
H ® H is called a quasi-triangular Hopf superalgebra if it satisfies:

(a) R is invertible,
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(b) R-A(a)=A'(a)-Rforallae H,

(c) (A®1)(R) = RizRas,

(d) 1®A)(R)=Ri3Ri2,
where A’ = P o A with P a colored twisting map, and where R;; is an element
of H ® H ® H such that the i'th and j'th components are given by R and the
remaining component is 1. The element R is called the universal R-matriz. It
satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation

(7.1) Ri2Ri3R23 = RasRizRoo.

A Hopf superalgebra H together with an element C' € H ® H and an algebra
homomorphism ¢ : H ® H — H ® H is called a pre-triangular Hopf superalgebra
if it satisfies:

(P1) C is invertible,

(P2) C-Ala) = (A’(a)) -CforallacH,
(P3) ‘1>23 0 ®13(C12) = Cha,

(P4) @190 ®y3(Ca3) = Cas,

(P5) ®a3(Ch3) - Coz = (A ® 1)(C),

(P6) ®12(C13) - C12 = (1@ A)(C).

Under some conditions, it is possible to show that a pre-triangular Hopf super-
algebra becomes a quasi-triangular Hopf superalgebra.

We set U8 = @7€Q+ﬁ$ﬁ Ut for each § € Q* and define the completion U of
U by:

(7.2) U= lim U/TU*7.
s
There is a natural embedding of U in U and there is a natural algebra structure on
U which extends that of U under this embedding.
The completion of U®™ is similarly defined. We will write U&U for the comple-

tion of U ® U.
Define an algebra automorphism & : U @ U — U ® U by

(7.3) ("¢ =q" 2"
(7.4) Plep@l)=epr®K;, P(1®ey) =K, ey,
(7.5) O(fir@l)=fir @K', ®1® firx)=K '@ fir

It can be shown that ® naturally extends to an algebra automorphism of U&U.
We denote by C € UE ® U4 the canonical element of the bilinear form ( [ ) :

Ug’ X U:ﬁ — C. Define

(7.6) C= Y 0(8.8)q" ") (K;' @ Ks)Cp € UST.
BEQT

Lemma 7.1.
(a) C-A(¢") =®(A'(¢")-C (hePY),
(b) (P23 0 ®13)(C12) = Ch2,
(€) (P12 0 P13)(Ca3) = Cos.

Proof. This is just straightforward calculation. O



22 JIN HONG

Lemma 7.2. Let 3 € QT.

(a) E’Y seQt O»Y(Kg R1(S®1)(Cs) = 08,0
Ne=s
(b) E’Y seQt (K»Y RS 1)(07)05 =03,0.
Y+6=8
(©) 0ii[1 @ eik,Cpia;] = Cplein © K1) — (ezk ® K;)Cs.
(d) H[fzk ®1,Cp1a;] = Cp(K; @ fik) — (K ® fik)Cp
)
)

k

() (A®1)(Cs) =, seq+a” M) (Ks @10 1)(C )13(05)23.
y+8=p8

() 1@ A)NCE) =3, seqr @ MM (1@ 1@ K _5)(Cy)13(C)iz
y+8=p8

Proof. Here we show the proof for @' only. Other cases may be proved in a similar
spirit.

The case 8 = 0 is trivial. So assume 8 € QT \{0}. The left hand side is contained
in U[;r ® U, so by Theorem [L.4 it suffices to show that the application of (-|w) ® 1

is zero for all w € UZ5. We may write

Aw)= > w(1e®Ks;) with v eU,;0U,

v,0€QT
Y+6=4

and

5 . 5 _ _
W = E wy ®wfsy’jn with  wy! € Uy, wfsy’jn eUZ,.

We may also fix basis {z}, and {y;}, of U} and U_
with respect to the bilinear form. Now,

()e)(Ls) = (o) @ 1)( S 007,227 KsS(2l) 0 475! )

v,0,7,8

= > 0], KsS(22))0(—,0) (K5 (27) © 27| A(w) )y y?

v,0,7,8

= > 00, (ks S(xd) w2 w1, K _s)ylyd

7,6,7,8,m

> 06,9 (D@l K o)w ) (S (KsSEhwi sl

v,0,m

> 06, (Y@ ws)w ) (Y@K S wh))wl)

v,0,m

> 00w K S (wg)

v,0,m

=7 whn Sl )

v,0,m

_, respectively, which are dual

=(Stomo(1®8)o0A)(w)

=e(w)
=0.

Hence the left hand side is zero when S # 0. O
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Proposition 7.3. Let

(7.7) C'= > 0(8,8)d" ") (1@ Ks)(S @ 1)(Cs) € UST.
BeEQT
Then CC' =C'C = 1.
Proof.
o' = (32 0nma™ I @ K,)C)
YEQT

(X2 06,00 (10 Ka)(S @ 1)(C))
JeQt

= > Y 0B, BT (K @ K)CL(1 @ Kp)(S ®1)(Cs)
BeQt y+o=p

v,8€Q"
= D 08,8 (K @ Kg) Y Cy(Ks®1)(S @ 1)(Cs)
BEQT y+6=8
v,8€Q"
We may now apply Lemma E The other part is done similarly. O
Proposition 7.4. We have
(7.8) C - Aleir) = ®(A'(eir)) - C,
(7.9) C - A(fir) = (A (fir)) - C.
Proof.
C-Aleik) = 2: 0(8, B)g "ol (K51 @ Kpgya,)Cpleir @ K
peQ™t
+ 3 0B, Bt (KL, @ Kp)Cs(1® ei)
BEQT
(A (ein) - C= D 0(8,8)g" ==K @ Kg)(1®eir)Cp
peQ+
+ D 008, )" M (KG @ Ko, ) (ein ® Ki)Cp
peQ+

C-Aleir) — ®(A'(esr)) - C

= > 08, B)g" o) (K5 @ Kpya,)
BeQT

'{Cb@@k®lﬁ4)—(&k®1QX%r—Waua0U®Wmmeﬂhﬁ
We apply Lemma to obtain the result. The other case is similar. [l

Proposition 7.5. We have

(7.10) P93(Ch3) - Coz = (A ® 1)(C),
(7.11) P12(C13) - Crz = (1@ A)(O).
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Proof.

Do3(Cl3) = Z 9(%7)(1(h”|h7)(K~y_1 ® Kv_l ® K5)(Cy)13
yeQ+t

(D25(C13))Cas = Y (8, B)g" ") (K" @ K @ Kp)
peQt

, Z g~ "h) (K5 ©1@1)(C)13(Cs)a3

v,6eQt
Y+6=p8

(Aa1)(C)= Y 08,8)¢" ") (K;' @ Ki' @ Kg)(A @ 1)(Cp)
seQt

The second case is done similarly. O

The Propositions tell us that U is almost a pre-triangular Hopf superalgebra.

Theorem 7.6. The statements (P1) and (P2) hold in URU and the relations

P NN

A weight module is P-weighted if all its weights belong to P. Notice (P|P) C Z.
This allows us to define 3 € End(V @ W) for any P-weighted U,(g)-modules V and
W by setting,

(712) 3(1} X w) = q(wt(’u)\wt(w))v R w

on homogeneous elements and extending by linearity. The map 3 is certainly in-
vertible. There is a natural action of U @ U on V ® W and as endomorphisms on
VeWw,
(7.13) Pla®b) =30(a®@b)o3!
forevery a@b e U®U.

Set R = 37'C. Then we finally have:

Theorem 7.7. Let V; (i = 1,2,3) be P-weighted Uy(g)-modules. As endomor-
phisms on Vi @ Vo ® V3, when it can be defined, R satisfies the Yang-Bazter equa-
tion ([.1]).

Proof. From (P5) and equation ([.13), we have

(7.14) 323C13355 Cos = (A ® 1)(0)

(7.15) R13Ros = 315 353 (A® 1)(C)

Applying P ® 1 to both sides of (P5) and working as above, we get
(7.16) RaosRis = 355355 (A" @ 1)(C).

The use of (P2) shows,

(7.17) RosRizRi2 = 3273131731((A/ ®1)(C))Ra2

(7.18) =353 (A 1)(@)E'Cel)

(7.19) =353 37 CenA®1)(C)
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Now, the 3;; commute with each other and (P3) with (7.13) says C12 commutes
with 373'355, so we may use ([T-1]) to write

(7.20) 35353 (37'C®1)(A®1)(C) = RiaRy3Ra3.
Putting things together, we have the result. O
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