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Abstract

We give an interpretation of Hirota relations for 7-functions of hierarchies of integrable equations in
terms of intertwining operators. This gives possibility to generalize the relations to the case of finite-
dimensional Lie algebras and quantized universal enveloping algebras. An example of Uy(sl2) is presented.

1 Motivations. 7-function and matrix elements.

One of the most popular languages for algebraic study of nonlinear integrable equations is the language

of 7-function. Usually 7-function is connected with initial variable v via some logarithmic derivatives and

can be treated as a point of infinite-dimensional grassmanian or of other homogeneous space for certain
8% log T

infinite-dimensional group G. For instance, for KP hierarchy v = =55+ and 7 is a point of GL -orbit

X of highest weight vector vy in basic representation Ag of GL in semiinfinite forms. The coordinates on
X are given by boson-fermion correspondence and the equations of motion in Hirota bilinear form could be
obtained by Kac-Wakimoto construction [@], @] from quadratic Plucker-type equations of the orbit X.
These equations are

MrRT=c-7QT

where ) is an operator commuting with ¢ ® g, g € G , ¢ is a constant which one can compute acting by 2
on tensor product of highest weight vectors:

Qug @ vy = ¢+ vy ® vy

For KP hierarchy Q = ZjeZ Y; ® ¢}, where ¢; and ¢} are free fermions. For hierarchies arising from
level one irreducible representations of a Kac-Moody algebra g an element € is divided Casimir operator,
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representing Killing form for g:
Q= Z e el
Equivalently, 7-function for KP hierarchy can be defined as a matrix element ]
T9(x1,29,...) =< v | @ g | vy > (1.1)

where g € GLo and
H(@) — exp Z:z:kak

is a flow defined by commutative subalgebra {ax,k > 1} of Lie algebra gl

ag = Z Q/Jjw;Jrk

JEZ

or by a commutative part of appropriate Heisenberg subalgebra for a Kac—-Moody algebra g.
In these notations the basic relation which produces Hirota equations after the expansion over the
diagonal is again the main property of €2

Qg®g=9® 92 (1.2)

For instance, in KP case we have due to (@)

Z < | eT@qpig vy >< vy | eH@)w;g | vo >=
JEZ

=Y <u ["Pgy; v >< vy | e Dgys v >=0 (1.3)
JEZ
where < vy, | is a left vacuum of charge k:

< =< v |GV, k>0,

<Uk|=<U0|1/1—1"'1/1—k7 k<07

and, moving fermions t; and ¢} to the left in LHS of (@) we get desired functional relation in Hirota form

Z S;(27)S41( ) T @ +)T9(T—7) =0 (1.4)
JEZ
where 8y Oy 28y2, ... and S; are Schur polynomials.

2 Hirota relations and Intertwining operators

We can see that the procedure of getting the bilinear equations for 7-function could be broken into two steps:

(i) To find some (commutative) algebra which bosonize the representation;

(#) To find bilinear relations for matrix elements of representation.

We could also have 7-functions for different representations of the same G. If we want to have corre-
sponding 7-functions being connected by a system of equations we should impose that all the representations
involved could be bosonized by the same commutative algebra.

There is a general simple procedure of getting bilinear relations on matrix elements. Let us denote the
matrix element < ugv > of g in representation V' by 77

9, =< ugu >, veV, ueV* geG (2.1)



Let now Vi, V4, V3, Vi be representations of G, v; € V;, u; € V;* be some fixed vectorsand I' = >, 't @'
be an intertwining operator

r:hev-kel, (2.2)

that is,
PA(z) = A(z)T (2.3)

where A is comultiplication in G. Then we have, since A(g) = g ® g for g € G and by (R.3), the following

Proposition 2.1

g g —
Tu3 Fll ,U1 Tu41_‘? ,V2 -

79 79 (2.4)

1 2
u3,Fi V1 7J,4,Fi V2

We should also keep bosonization picture for a tensor I' if it is constructed from some ”local” data. There
is a description of such a construction.

Let us fix some ”vector” representation W of Lie algebra g. It is the first fundamental representation
of g for finite-dimensional simple g; vector representation for gl,, and evaluation representation for affine
algebra g, constructed by affinization of the first fundamental representation of g.

Let

Py VAW =V, and UV V5 WRV,

be intertwining operators (that is YWz = A(z)¥W, 2@y = @y A(z)). We call them, as in [DJ], vertex
operators.
Then their composition

I'= (@ ®id)(ide V") VieVy =V, eV, (2.5)

is an intertwining operator. Here Vi, Vi, V,,, V), are representations of g with highest weights A, X', p, o'
We can introduce the components of intertwining operators ®y; and ¥W+* | where w; is a basis of W
as follows:
(I)WJ'(’U) = (I)W(’U ® wi),

oW (v) = Z w; @ W (v).

Then I' = Zz (I)WJ' ® Ui,

Example 1. Let W be a vector representation of gls, €; j(w;) = w; (W could be realized in a space of
free fermions 1)), Ay be a representation of gl in semiinfinite forms of charge k. Let

Py AL @W — Mgy, WAL s WA

be corresponding vertex operators. Their components ®y; and UW+¢ are known as operations of insertion

and of removing a fermion ;. If we apply tensor I' | constructed by the relation (@) to a tensor product
Ay ® Ag:
T:ARAg—> AT A

then the equations B4 turn to be Hirota relations (L4) for KP hierarchy if we put, according to ([L.J),
uz =< vy | 1@ wy =< vy | @ v = vy =| vy >. Moreover, following [@], [, we can input an
evolution of 7 by "negative” times y; and define 74(Z,7) as

7T, u) =< vy | eH(E)geH/(a) | vy >

where H'(W) = >y o1 ukG_k, a—k = 3 ez ¥j9;_, and vy is a vacuum of charge n.
Then the equation ([L4) for
I: An (24 Am — An+1 (24 Am,1

turns to Hirota relations

JEZ



S S anmms1 (~20)85(8,)7 4 (7 + T, T+ T)T_ (T~ 5.0 D) (2.6)

JEZ

Technically for deriving (E) one needs only the commutation relations of vertex operators ®y and
Iz
e

UW with evolution operators
If we put

U(z) = Z Dy,

i€Z
then these relations are standard ones [DJI)):

H@P(z) = eZ"Zl wn (z)eH@)

U (2)ef@ = e2onz1 T HE) g ()

)

n+1

U(2) [ vp >= 2" ) o, >,

T (2) | v >= 2T ) [0,y >,

J)= Y ant

n>1

where

%) and e’ @ and the action of Py, and YW on highest weight vectors.

\IJ*(Z) — Z \IJW,izfi
i€z
A @g(2) = eZ"Zlu"zw\I/(z)eH,(ﬂ),

U*(2)ef! (™ = e2nz1 un s H @) g ()

< | U(2) = 2" < v, | e,

AN
i~
3
S
*
—~
I\
~
Il

2D gy ] )

For KdV and NLS hierarchies one should use level one irreducible representations Ay and A; of sAlg
bosonized via correspondingly principal and homogenious Heisenberg subalgebras, and with ”vector” repre-
sentation W, being two-dimensional evaluation representation (in principal or homogeneous gradation),

I = f%@wﬂ(z) ® TWa(z). (2.7)

where ¢ = + is an index of two-dimensional representation W, of sAlg.

We should like to point out that in the case of affine algebra g vertex operators @y and ¥W are actually
intertwining operators for algebra g’ where the full algebra g is obtained by adding grading element d to g’.
The integral in (.7) arise since T' should be intertwining operator for the full algebra g.

Example 2. Using the technique of vertex operators we can describe Hirota presentation of finite-

dimensional Toda lattice.
Let, for instance, g = A,; wi, ..

.,wy, be fundamental representations of A,,, and

T9(F, 1) =< v, | A @ g @ |4, >

where v, is a highest weight vector of wy,

H(:E) = Zxklk,
k=1

n+l—k

I, = g €4 itks

i=1

H/(u) = Zuklfk,
k=1

n+l—k

I = E €itk,is

=1

ek € sl(n+ 1) are matrix units, W = wy. If we use vertex operators

U wp — wi @ We—1

Dy, W QW = Wet1,

and, just as in example 1, introduce I' : wg ® wy, = wrt+1 ® wy—1 then we get the relations for 7, T, Th41
and 7,,_; analogous to (-§) (actually, higher times in (P.6) should be freezed in appropriate way).



3 Noncommutative variant

The basic relation (@) on matrix elements of representations could be rewritten as well for matrix elements
of quantum deformation U,(g) of enveloping algebra U(g), or, more generally, for matrix elements of repre-
sentations of a Hopf algebra A. For this we should treat matrix elements as elements of dual Hopf algebra
A* (A* = Fungy(G) if A=1U,(g)).

Let us introduce some notations.

Let A be a Hopf algebra, A* be a dual Hopf algebra and {, } : A* ® A — C be canonical Hopf pairing.
Let V' be a representation of algebra A, v € V,u € V*. Define an element 7, , by the relation

{rup,a} =<ulz|v>  2€A (3.1)

Let now Vi, Va, V3, Vi be representations of A, v; € V;, u; € V;* be some fixed vectors and I' = >, T} ® I'?
be an intertwining operator

r'vievh =V, (3.2)
that is,
IF'A(z) = A(z)T (3.3)
Proposition 3.1
ZTu3F%,vlTu4F?,v2 = ZTu3,F%vlTu4,F?v2 (34)

Proof. We should prove that {LHS of (24), 2} = {RHS of (p-4),z} for any = € A. Let us remind that
for a Hopf pairing {, } we have, in particular {ab,c} = {a®b, A(c)} , or using the notation A(c) = ¢ @),
{ab,c} = {a, eV} (b, <@},

We have
Z{Tuglg,'ul Tu4F?,v2aI} = Z{Tu3fi,v1 02y Tu4l‘f,v27 A(I)} =
[ [

=" <usl} [ 2M vy ><wal? [2®) | vy >=< uz @il | A(2) |01 @ vp >=

K2

=<uz@ug | A(2)l' | v1 ® vg >= Z <ug |2 | Thop ><uy | 2@ | T20y >=

K2

= Z{Tug,l‘%vl 02y Tu4,Ffv27 A(I)} = Z{Tu3,f‘}v17—u4,1‘fv27$}'
] 4

2

Let now g : A* —EndY be a representation of an algebra A*. Let us denote by 77
9Tu,v €EEndY. We have immediately the following generalization of Proposition .

an operator

,U

Corollary 3.1 In the setting of Theorem @ we have an equality

ZT33F37U1T54F?,U2 = ZT337F3U1T54,F?U2 (3'5)
In classical limit ¢ = 1 the Hopf pairing {, } : Fun(G) ® U(g) — C is given by the relation
{f,z} = Lyf(e) for f(a) € Fun(G), a€G. (3.6

)
where L, is rightinvariant differential operator on G corresponding to element 2 € U(g). Comparing (@)
with (B.1]) we see that 7, can be identified with the following function of a € G: 7,, =< u|a|v>.A
representation g of algebra Fun(@) is an evaluation of a function in a point g € G, that is

T = Tuw(g) =<u|glv>.



Therefore, the classical limit of (B.5) coincides with (P.4).
We have the same construction of tensor I' via vertex operators in noncommutative case:
for
Py VA eW =V, and ViV > WeV,

w

being intertwining operators (that is 2@y = @ A(z) and Wz = A(z)¥" we have

['=(@w@id)(id V") : VieVy =V, @V,.

Here V), Vi, V,,, V,y are representations of A; for A = U,y(g) they are highest weight representations. Note
that it is important now that U creates W to the left and ®y annihilate W from the right, that is, Oy
is type I vertex operator and " is type II vertex operator in terminology of ], [@]

Alternatively, we can use dual vertex operators

OV V=V, W and Ty WV = Vi

Then
['=(id®¥w)(®V ®@id): VA@Vy =V, @V,

is again an intertwining operator constructed from type I and type II intertwining operators. The two
presentations of vertex operators and of tensor I' are actually equivalent to replacement of W by W*° where
S is an antipode in A4 due to canonical isomorphisms of the components of vertex operators [@]:

Wit — (I)W*S/,i V= VM?

U= Wyps Vi = Vi

Here the dual bases {w;} and {w’} of W and W* are used; S’ is an inverse to S.
The defining commutation relations

oWV = A(z)d", 2@y = Py A(z), (3.7)

W = A(z)o", Uy = UywA(x), (3.8)

could be rewritten also in terms of the components of the vertex operators (compare with [@]) We
summarize them in the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2 The components of vertex operators satisfy the relations

Sz W)Wz — Zp )W, S/ (@) gWig) = Zp oW,

J

( (I)WVS’/ Zpl (I)Wja 1)\I/W S sz \IJWJ

Here pz is a matriz for the action of x € A in W:

Tw; = Z Pl (z)w;
J

If the Hopf algebra A is quasitriangular, then the components of the vertex operators satisfy also the
commutation relations of Zamolodchikov—Faddev algebra [Z7], [[], [[M]. We do not use them here.

Let now A be a quantized universal algebra U,(g). In this case an R-matrix gives one more example of
tensor I'. Let us look to the basic equation (E) in this particular case. Let v; be a basis of a representation
V of U,(g), ui be a basis of a representation U, < v;,v! >=< u;,u? >=§; j, and R: VU —-U®V be an
intertwining operator,

vl®uj ZR g @ Uy



. Denote T/ = Tod wis T = Twi s 1 = {17}, T' = {T"7}. Then the equation (B.4) means that

abkarl _ pklarcad
R VTET Yy = R 17T
which is a traditional equation [FRT]] for matrix elements
RIVT'y = T'3TyR, R = PR. (3.9)

Unfortunately, an R-matrix does not fit for deducing quantum Hirota-type equations; it is not built from
local blocks and we cannot present in general a bosonized form for R.

We would like to mention that the equations @) with T" being constructed from vertex operators for
a fixed vector representation W give an alternative to (B.9) description of an algebra Fun,(G) of matrix
elements: there are no RTT-relations and we never permute matrices T" and T’, but, unlike to (@), where
two representations of U,(g) V and U are involved, we have four representations V; which participate an
equation @) One may ask whether these equations describe completely an algebra Fun,(G). Moreover,
there are two variants of the question.

First, we can consider matrix elements of all integrable representations of U,(g) with all the equations
(@) built from vertex operators ®"V, @y, UW and Wy for a given W. On the other hand, we may restrict
ourselves by matrix elements of fundamental representations and by vertex operators whose components act
between them. In the case of g = A,, one can show that both algebras are isomorphic to Fung(G). It will
be interesting to find a proof of analogous statement in general case.

4 An example of U,(sly): ¢-diference Liouville equation

Here we present a toy example of Uy (sl2) [GKLMM]. An evolution in a representation of arbitrary spin j in
this case can be defined via ¢g-exponents of generators of U,(sl2). As a consequence of basic equations (@)
we get noncommutative g-difference analog of Liouville equation and its generalization to arbitrary spin j.
Another approach is deveped in [@]

Let us fix the notations. We use the following description of Ug(slz):

ko — k-1
ka€ta = qi2e:|:aka7 [60”670(] = 7:)‘1, ko = q",
q—q
Aleq) =ea @1+ k' @ e, Ale_g)=1®e_q+e_q ® kg,

n

exp,(x)=1+ax+...+ — +...
! (n)q!
where
qn_l qn_q—n
(n)g = 1 and [n]y = PRy

For a representation V; of spin j we define 7;(¢, s) € Fungy(G) as
Tj(t,8) = T<jlexp 2 (tea)sexp, -2 (se—a)lj>-
Equivalently, the Hopf pairing of 7;(¢, s) with = € U,(g) is given by the relation
{7j(t,5), 2} =<j|expp(tea) | = |exp,-2(se_a)|j>

where | j > is a highest weight vector, k, | j >= ¢* | j >. We denote by wy and w_ the standard
basis of two-dimensional representation W of U,(sl2): eqw—_ = wy, e_qwy = w_ and by @4 and U+ the
corresponding components of vertex operators ®y and UW:

Sy V=V, L e 7
We can substitute exp.(teq) or exp,—»(se_q) instead of = into defining relations

2Py = Dy A(x), W= A(z)T"W.



The elements exp, (teq) and equfz(se,a) satisfy the following factorization properties with respect to
comultiplication
A(exp,z(tea)) = exp, (th' ® eq) exp,z(teq ® 1), (4.1)

Aerpy-—2(se—a)) = exp,—2(1 ® se_q)exp,—2(se_a @ kq). (4.2)
The relations ([£1) and (-3) follow from the addition theorem for g-exponents:
exp, (v +y) = exp, T exp, y if yr = qzy.
As a result we get the following commutation relations of &4 and U+ with exp,z2(teq) and exp,—2(se_q):
exp,z (tea) Py = Py expe(teq) (4.3)

exp 2 (teq )P = (o kP + D) exp,z(tea),
exp, 2 (teq)¥UT =0t exp,z(qteq) — qt¥™ exp,. (g teq),

expz(teqa)¥™ = U™ exp,q (¢ teq),

(
(
(
P exp,-2(se_a) =exp,2(q " se_q)Py — exp,-2(gse_a)q sP_ (
O_exp,-2(se_q) = exp,-2(gse_a)P_, (

UF exp,-2(se_o) = exp,—2(se_o) 07, (

U exp,-2(se_q) = exp,z2(se_o) (U™ + ska ). (4.10

The relations ([£3)-(f.1d) can be also deduced from Proposition B.J.
We can use for instance @+ : V;_q1/5 — Vj and UF : Vi ;5 — Vj» and substitute ([£.3)-(.10) into basic

equation (B.4) for
P:(I)+®\I]++(I)_®\I]_ : ‘/}*1/2®‘/j/*1/2 —>V7®V]/

Taking into account that

g2t
O g =1/2>=17> @ |j=1/2>=T5g—eali>,
a
UH|j—1/25= e o[>, W |j-1/25=]] >,
[25]q
<jley=<j-1/2], <jle-=<j|¥" =0, <jlOT=<j—1/2]
and .,
exp,—2(se_a)e_o = ol )equfz (s€—a)s
€a €Xpy2(tea) = 8§q2) exp,-2(teq)
where

(¢ =1z
we get from (B.4) the following Hirota identities:

8‘7511’2) - qujag(ﬁq”)
25']q (2714

aﬂ(clf )875117 )
(27]¢ [25']q

+ (¥ TH Ty — %)

) Tj (uv ‘T)Tj' (1}, y) =

= —q Pu)rj 12w, g 2)T 1 y2(q 0, y) (4.12)
We can use g-difference analog of Taylor formula

(a) z — o)z — aa) 9>
1) = @) + (@~ a) () + Em DI Iy




(x — a) P (x — qn_la) a(q)n
(n)g! ox"
and expand both sides of equation ({l.12)) in a series

Y Pamu)y—a)y—q ) (y—q V) o —u)v—q ) (v—q D) (414)
k,1>0

a)+...+ (4.13)

where 2/ = ¢, v’ = ug® for certain constants o and S predicted by the form of the equation and get as a
result a hierarchy of bilinear ¢-difference equations

PkJ (CL‘, u) =0

For instance, in a particular case j = j' = % an equation () looks like

(a0 = 097 + (y = q2)o 0 713w 2)71 2 (0, y) = v —u (4.15)

Here we fix the normalization 79 = 1.
By definition, an equation () has a solution

T1/2(u, ) = a + bu + cx + dux
where @ = 7| |45, b= Ty |5, €= Tc_||4>, d = T<_||—>. According to @) the matrix
a b
=t 4)
generates an algebra Fun,(SLy) and satisfy the relations [FRT]]
ab=q 'ba, ac=q ‘ca, bd=q tdb, cd=q 'dc, bc=ch,

ad — ¢ 'be = da — gbc = 1 (4.16)

Note that the relation ([L.15) gives only half of the relations ([.1§). The rest of them one can deduce from
the equation @) for vertex operators <I>€EV Vi = Visi2, WV — Vii_iye, =3 =1/2.

An expansion () with o = 1, 8 = —1 gives a hierarchy of equations with the first three listed below
(for simplicity we write in these equations 7 instead of 7y ,5).

T(u,x) - 09 D7(g  u qz) = 99 7w, x) - (g u, gx), (4.17)
7(u, ) -83(5‘172)875‘172)7'((1_111, qr) — 83(5‘172)7'(11,96) . 6&‘172)T(q_1u, qr) =1 (4.18)
9.2 _ _
T(ux) -0 ) (g vy qar) — 8 Dr(u, ) - 0 r(q T u, g+

+ qzﬁéqﬁ)T(u,x) . ag(aqu)T(qflu, ¢ tr)=0 (4.19)

The first equation explaines the commutation rule of 7 and its derivative, the second equation is a g-analog of

Liouville equation and the third one should restrict a solution to a simple bilinear form on x . Differentiation

of the first equation enables one to rewrite (4.1§) and (}.19) in different forms; so we see that there is no
assymmetry in u,x, 7 and 97 in equations ({.1§) and (§.19).

In the classical limit ¢ = 1 7, , is commutative and the equation (.17) is trivial; the equation (.1§) is

TO2T — 0,0, = 1

which is Liouville equation in variable ¢, 7 = e?:

Gou = e?
and the equation (f.19)) restricts a solution 7 to a linear form of z.

Remarks. 1. Let us note once more that we treate 7-function as an element of algebra Fun,(G). In
representation g of Fung(G) Ty, turns to be an operator-valued function being a solution of corresponding
equations ({.14), (f.15), ({.17)(ft.19).

2. A general solution 7(u, x) of the equations ([.1J) is a generating function of matrix coeficients of matrix
elements of a representation of Uy(sls) of spin j. It could be obtained directly from the universal T-matrix
(see the next section).




5 The universal T-matrix and group-like elements

We can see that the ideology of intertwining operators allows one to write down a hierarchy of differential (or
g-difference) equations provided there is known common bosonization of fundamental representations and of
vertex operators @fv , @%,V, \IJYV and \IIZ'W, acting between them. The construction of such a bosonization is
the main problem for the case of U,(g).

However we can treate 7-function as certain generating function of matrix elements and work directly
with matrix elemens. We have then the basic relation @) defining the connection between matrix elements
of different representations. There is also a canonical way for producing matrix elements provided the
structure of representation is known. Let us restrict ourselves to a case of A = U,(g) where g is simple
finite-dimensional Lie algebra.

Let H=A® A* = Uy(g) ® Funy(G) and T is a canonical tensor of a Hopf pairing of A and A*:

T:Z(Ei@ei, {ei,ej}:5i7j.

T is usually called as universal T-matrix [FRT]], [@] The properties of Hopf pairing in terms of 7" mean
that

(A®id)T =TT, (5.1)
(id @ A)T = T*T*3, (5.2)
(S®id)T =T, (5.3)
(id® S)T =T . (5.4)

Let p : A — EndV be a representation of A = U,(g) in a space V with basis {v;}. Then matrix
elements < v? | (p ®id)T | v; > are, by definition of T , the elements 7, ,, of an algebra A* = Fun,(G):

Tyiw; =< v | (p®ld)T | Vg > .

Furtermore, for a representation g: A* = Fung(G) — EndU an operator Tfj . can be also expressed in
terms of T": ‘
T o =<V [ (p@g)T | v; > .

v7,v.

The universal T-matrix can be written in factorized form (see [FG] for U, (gl,) case):

— —
T = H eXPy- (v a(Y)ey ® 5y - qdiihi®hi H eXPy(rm) —a(Y)e—ny @ 5y (5.5)
YEAL YEAY

Here ey € Uy(b4) are Cartan-Weyl generators of Ugy(g) constructed for a fixed reduced decomposition of
the longest element wy of g-Weyl group or, equivalently, for a fixed normal ordering of a system of positive
roots Ay; a(y) are the constant coeffitients normalizing the relation

ey, 6] =

and d; ; is an inverse matrix to symmetrized Cartan matrix of g. U,(b4) are Borel subalgebras of U,(g).

The elements s,y € AL satisfy the same commutation relatAions ase_ € Uy (Ab_),Athe elements s_-, 7y <
AL satisfy the same commutation relations as e, € Uy(by), q’“snY = q(o”’”)qu}“, q}“s_nY = q(o‘iﬁ)s_vq’”
and [sy,s_s] =0 for any 7,6 € Ay.

An expression (f.5) can be deduced from analogous expression for the universal R-matrix for Uy,(g)
[@]7 [@]7 [@]

To show this we consider the double D = D(U,(g)) of U,(g). The universal R-matrix for D belongs to
(Uy(g) ®1) ® (1 ®@ Funy(G)) where © denotes an opposite comultiplication and enjoys the properties:

A'(x)R = RA(x) (5.6)

(A®id)R = R¥®R*, (5.7)

10



(id® A)R = R¥®R'? (5.8)
(S®id)R=R1, (5.9)
(id2 S")R= R~ (5.10)
We are not interested here in the property @) and so have no need in commutation relations between
U,(g) and Fun)(G) inside D(Uqy(g)). In this setting we can identify U,(g) with (U,g®1) and Fung(G) with

(1® Funi(G)) returning to original comultiplication. Under these identifications the universal R-matrix for

DU, (g)) coincides with universal T-matrix T, the properties (5.7)-(b.10) correspond to (.1)-(F.4).
We reconstruct the universal R-matrix for D(U,(g)) from the universal R-matrix for U,(g) using the
isomorphisms of algebras

Fung(G) = Uy(b4) @y Ug(b-) (5.11)

where U,(by) are Borel subalgebras of U,(g) and U(h) is Cartan subalgebra.
Let Ry be the universal R-matrix for Uy(g). In the same notations it has a factorized form @], [@],

KT:

Ry =R K,
where

5
R= H exXp,- (v a(y)ey ® ey, K = ¢%iihi®hs, (5.12)
YEAL

The tensor Ry defines a pairing of Uy(b4) with Uy(b_).
We can rewrite its component R as

—
R= H eXPy- () a(y)ey @ 5y (5.13)
YEAY

where s, = e_, is dual to a(v)e, in Uy(b_). Analogously, (R!)~! is again the universal R-matrix for U,(g).
It looks like
(RQI) lR

where

R= H eXPyr.m) —a(Y)e—ny @ 5y
YEAL

with s_, = e, being dual to —a(y)e_ in Uy(b,).

The decomposition () and the fact, that U,(by) are Hopf subalgebras of U,(g) mean that we can
compose the pairing of U,(g) with Fun,(G) from Ry and (R')~! after proper factorization over U(h), in
other words,

T = RKR,

and we get the expression(@).
Since s+ and h; are supposed to commute with U, (g) we can treate T' as a product of g-exponents of
e+~ with parameters s4. and h;:

T(siv, H eXPy— (1) €45y - q dijhih; H €XPy(r.7) E—nyS—ry (5.14)
YEAY YEAL

The property (b.1]) applied to a representation p ® p’ of U,(g) ® U, (g) means that

P& P AT (55, h;) = p(T (52, hyj) @ p'T (555, hj).

It could be treated as ”group-like” property of T'. The property (@) means that

(Siyv hl) (Siyv h2) (Si'ya hg)
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for mutually commuting parameters {siv,ﬁ};}, {siwﬁ?}; where parameters {Siwﬁ?} satisfy the same
commutation relations as {si.,h}} and {s1.,,h3} by themselves. Analogously, the last property (F-4) means
that 77! (54, ﬁj) is group-like element for an opposite comultiplication A’.

This reformulation gives a hint to treate T in () as a g-analogue of a parametrization of Chevalley
group [E] It is possibble to try to follow the games which usually people play with Chevalley groups:

One can define this "group” as a group generated by g¢-exponents of simple root vectors. Such a
parametrization was presented in | in a pretty nice form. It is also possible to write down the defining

relations for the generators of this ”group”. The relations turn to be g-analogs of classical Chevalley relations.
First they appear in [KT], eq. (5.10)-(5.12) and then in [MV] in the context of universal T-matrix.
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