arXiv:2212.11995v1 [math.RT] 22 Dec 2022

BETHE SUBALGEBRAS IN YANGIANS AND

KIRILLOV-RESHETIKHIN CRYSTALS

VASILY KRYLOV, INNA MASHANOVA-GOLIKOVA, AND LEONID RYBNIKOV

Abstract. Let g be a complex simple finite dimensional Lie algebra and G be the adjoint Lie group with the Lie algebra g. To every C ∈ G one can associate a commutative subalgebra B(C) in the Yangian Y (g), which is responsible for the integrals of the (generalized) XXX Heisenberg magnet chain. Using the approach of [HKRW], we construct a natural structure of affine crystals on spectra of B(C) in Kirillov-Reshetikhin Y (g)-modules in type A. We conjecture that such a construction exists for arbitrary g and gives Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystals. Our main technical tool is the degeneration of Bethe subalgebras in the Yangian to commutative subalgebras A^u_χ in the universal enveloping of the current Lie algebra, U(g[t]), which depend on the parameter χ from the Lie algebra g (and are of independent interest). We show that these subalgebras come from the Feigin-Frenkel center on the critical level as described by Feigin, Frenkel and Toledano Laredo in [FFT]. This allows to prove that our affine crystals in type A are indeed Kirillov-Reshetikhin by reducing to the crystal structure on the spectra of inhomogeneous Gaudin model which is already known ([HKRW]).

Contents

1. Introduction 2 1.1. g-crystals and Gaudin subalgebras 2 1.2. Bethe subalgebras 4 1.3. Gaudin subalgebras as limits of Bethe subalgebras 4 1.4. Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystals and Bethe subalgebras in type A 5 1.5. Main results and structure of the paper 6 1.6. Notation 7 1.7. Acknowledgements 7 2. Rees construction and various limits 7 2.1. Limits of families of subspaces of a fixed vector space 7 2.2. Rees construction and limits 9 3. Universal inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebras: definitions 11 3.1. Three filtrations on S^•(g[t]), U(g[t]) 11 3.2. Feigin-Frenkel center and its classical version 12 3.3. Inhomogeneous universal Gaudin subalgebra A^u_χ 13 3.4. Classical version of the inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebra 14 4. Inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebras and conformal blocks 15 5. The size of A^u_χ, A^u_χ 18 6. Universal inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebras as centralizers 22 1

7. Yangian 25 7.1. Definition of the Yangian 25 7.2. RT T realization of Yangian 26 7.3. Two filtrations on the Yangian 27 7.4. Filtrations on gr_1 Y (g), gr_2 Y (g) and the associated bigraded algebra 27 7.5. Representation theory of Y (g) 29 8. Bethe subalgebras and their degenerations 30 8.1. Bethe subalgebras in Yangian 30 8.2. Limits of Bethe subalgebras 30 9. Crystals: main properties and examples 36 9.1. Definitions of sl_n, ŝl_n-crystals 36 9.2. Tensor products of crystals 37 9.3. Examples of sl_n-crystals 37 9.4. Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystals 38 10. Yangians in type A 41 10.1. Yangians of gl_n, sl_n, Bethe and Gaudin subalgebras 41 10.2. The evaluation homomorphisms for Y (gl_n), U(gl_n[t]) 42 11. Manin matrices and generators of Ã^u_χ, Ã_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) 44 12. Alcoves 47 13. Limits to the affine wall 48 14. Simplicity of spectra of B(X) on a tensor product of KR modules 51 15. Further properties of the two-parametric family B_ϵ(exp(ϵ(χ_0 + εχ))) 52 16. Crystal structure on E_C (λ) 56 17. Identification of E_C (λ) with tensor product of KR crystals 58 Appendix A. Notation 61 A.1. Lie groups, Lie algebras, roots, weights, representations 61 A.2. General algebra and geometry 62 A.3. Specific elements and operators 62 A.4. Conformal blocks 62 A.5. Commutative subalgebras 63 A.6. Chambers and alcoves 63 A.7. Yangians 63 A.8. Crystals 64 References 64

1. Introduction

1.1. g-crystals and Gaudin subalgebras. Let g be a simple finite dimensional Lie algebra over C . Kashiwara g-crystals are combinatorial objects which model bases of representations of g. Namely, a g-crystal B is a set equipped with operators e_i, f_i : B → B ∪ {0} attached to every simple root α_i of g, together with the weight function wt, satisfying certain conditions (see Section 9 for details). In particular, attached to each irreducible finite dimensional representation V_λ of g, we have a connected crystal B_λ. Given two g-crystals B, B^′, one can form their tensor product B⊗B^′. Crystals B_λ (more generally B_{λ1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ B_{λk} ) can be constructed with the help of so-called inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebras of U(g)^{⊗k} (see [HKRW] for details). Let us recall the latter and also recall the results of [HKRW] that are important for us.

Let h ⊂ g be a Cartan subalgebra. To every χ ∈ h and distinct z_1, . . . , z_k ∈ C one can associate a commutative subalgebra A_χ(z) = A_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) ⊂ U(g)^{⊗k} (so-called inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebra of U(g)^{⊗k}, see, for example, [HKRW, Section 9] and references therein). For χ ∈ h^{reg}, the algebra A_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) is a maximal commutative subalgebra of U(g)^{⊗k} and h ⊂ A_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k). These commutative subalgebras describe the quantum integrable spin chain called Gaudin magnet, see [ER, FFR, FFT].

Let λ_1, . . . , λ_k be dominant weights of g. We have the natural action A_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) ↷ V_{λ1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{λk} , where V_{λi} is the irreducible representation of g, corresponding to the dominant weight λ_i.

The following proposition holds by [HKRW].

Proposition 1.1. For every dominant λ_1, . . . , λ_k and χ ∈ h^{reg}_R , z_1, . . . , z_k ∈ R, the action of A_χ(z) on the tensor product V_{λ1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{λk} has a simple spectrum.

Let us denote by E_χ(λ) the set of eigenlines of A_χ(z), acting on V := V_{λ1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{λk} . Our goal for now is to describe the natural crystal structure on E_χ(λ) (following [HKRW]).

To every positive root α of g we can associate the corresponding wall H_α := {x ∈ h_R, ⟨α, x⟩ = 0} ⊂ h_R. Walls H_α separate h_R into (closed) chambers O_w parametrized by the elements w of the Weyl group W of g. We set O^{reg}_w := O_w ∩ h^{reg} (O^{reg}_w is the interior of O_w). Recall that χ ∈ h^{reg}_R and our goal is to describe the crystal structure on the set E_χ(λ). For the simplicity of notation, we assume that χ ∈ O_1. Recall that O_1 = {x ∈ h_R, ⟨α_i, x⟩ ⩾ 0} ⊂ h_R. Recall that h ⊂ A_χ(z), so every eigenline for A_χ(z) must be an h-eigenline of some weight μ. Thus, for L ∈ E_χ(λ), we can define wt(L) = μ if L has h-weight μ.

Let us now define the crystal operators e_j , f_j for E_χ(λ). Pick an element χ_0 ∈ H_{αi} , lying in the interior of H_{αi} ∩ O_1. Then the algebra A_{(χ0,χ)} := lim_{ϵ→0} A_{χ0+ϵχ}(z) (see Section 2 for the discussion of limits of families of subalgebras) is generated by A_{χ0} (z) and the element Δ^k(h_{αi} ) ∈ U(g)^{⊗k} (same argument as in the proof of [HKRW, Lemma 10.9] works), where Δ: U(g) → U(g)^{⊗k} is the (iterated) comultiplication homomorphism and h_{αi} ∈ h is the coroot, corresponding to α_i. We can decompose V = V_{λ1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{λk} as A_{χ0} (z)-module in the direct sum of weight spaces V = ⨁ η : A_{χ0} (z)→C V

η. Since the action of A_{(χ0,χ)}(z) on V has a simple spectrum (see [HKRW, Section 11.1]), it follows that the action h_{αi} ↷ V^η has a simple spectrum i.e. V^η = ⨁ i∈Z V^η_i with V^η_i being one-dimensional.

Recall also that the set {V^η_i } of eigenlines of A_{(χ0,χ)}(z) on V canonically identifies with E_χ(λ). We define e_i(V^η_i ) := V^η_{i+1}, f_i(V^η_i ) := V^η_{i−1}.

This allows to define the g-crystal structure on the set E_χ(λ) of eigenlines of A_χ(z), acting on V_{λ1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{λk} . Let us describe the crystal E_χ(λ). We start from the case k = 1 i.e. λ = λ_1 = λ. The following theorem is [HKRW, Theorem 12.3].

Theorem 1.2. For every dominant λ and regular χ ∈ O_1, there is an isomorphism of g-crystals E_χ(λ) ≃ B_λ.

One can generalize Theorem 1.2 to the case of arbitrary k-tuples of dominant weights λ_1, . . . , λ_k. The following theorem follows from the results of [HKRW].

Theorem 1.3. For z_1 < . . . < z_k and regular χ ∈ O_1, we have a canonical isomorphism of g-crystals E_χ(λ) ≃ E_χ(λ_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ E_χ(λ_k) so we obtain the isomorphism of g-crystals E_χ(λ) ≃ B_{λ1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ B_{λk} . Remark 1.4. This relation between Bethe ansatz in the Gaudin spin chain and crystal bases was first noticed by Varchenko in [Va], for the case g = sl_2.

1.2. Bethe subalgebras. Gaudin magnet is known to be a degenerate version of the XXX Heisenberg spin chain, whose integrals come from Bethe subalgebras in the Yangian Y (g), a certain Hopf algebra deformation of the universal enveloping algebra U(g[t]) (see Section 7 for the definition of Y (g)). Let G be the adjoint group with Lie algebra g. To every C ∈ G one can associate the Bethe subalgebra B(C) ⊂ Y (g) that is a commutative subalgebra of the Yangian (see Section 8 for details).

Motivated by the classical results of Kirillov and Reshetikhin on the combinatorial description of asymptotics of solutions to Bethe ansatz equations for the XXX Heisenberg chain [KR], we aim to formulate and prove a statement similar to Theorem 1.3 with Gaudin subalgebras being replaced by Bethe subalgebras in Yangian and g-crystals by Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystals (i.e. certain finite ĝ-crystals). For this, we first relate Bethe subalgebras and Gaudin subalgebras for arbitrary simple g (see Theorem 8.12). We then restrict to type A and (using Theorem 8.12) prove the precise statement similar to Theorem 1.3 (see Theorem 1.6 below). It would be very interesting to generalize our results to the case of arbitrary simple Lie algebra g.

1.3. Gaudin subalgebras as limits of Bethe subalgebras. In this section we describe the precise relation between Bethe subalgebras in Yangians and (universal) inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebras of U(g[t]).

Recall that A_χ(z) is a subalgebra of U(g)^{⊗k}. It turns out that A_{−χ}(z) can be realized as ev_z(A^u_χ), where ev_z : U(g[t]) → U(g)^{⊗k} is the evaluation homomorphism (at the points z_1, . . . , z_k) and A^u_χ ⊂ U(g[t]) is a certain subalgebra of U(g[t]), which we call the inhomogeneous universal Gaudin subalgebra. The algebra A^u_χ is defined as the image of the Feigin-Frenkel center Z in the quantum Hamiltonian reduction U(ĝ)_{−1/2}///_χt^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]] (see Section 3.3 for details).

It turns out that the algebra A^u_χ is the limit of Bethe subalgebras in the following sense. Consider the family B(exp(ϵχ)) ⊂ Y (g), ϵ ∈ C^× . Recall that Y (g) is equipped with a filtration F_2 such that gr_2 Y (g) ≃ U(g[t]) (see Section 7.3 for the discussion of filtrations on Y (g)). We can pass to the Rees algebra Y_ℏ(g), corresponding to the filtration above (Y_ℏ(g) is nothing else but the well-known homogeneous version of the Yangian Y (g)). Then, for every ϵ as above, we obtain the algebra Y_ϵ(g) := Y_ℏ(g)/(ℏ − ϵ). For ϵ ∈ C^× , we have the natural isomorphism Y (g)^∼−→ Y_ϵ(g) and denote by B_ϵ(exp(ϵχ)) ⊂ Y_ϵ(g) the image of B(exp(ϵχ)). The following Theorem gives a precise relation between Bethe subalgebras in Y (g) and universal inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebras of U(g[t]).

Theorem 1.5. We have lim_{ϵ→0} B_ϵ(exp(ϵχ)) = A^u_χ.

1.4. Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystals and Bethe subalgebras in type A. In this section we assume that G = PGL_n so g = sl_n (we identify it with the quotient of gl_n by the center). We denote by h ⊂ sl_n the (classes of) diagonal matrices. Recall that to every C ∈ G one can associate the Bethe subalgebra B(C) ⊂ Y (g). Recall also that (since g is of type A) we have the evaluation homomorphism ev_z : Y (g) → U(g)^{⊗k} that depends on the collection of points z_1, . . . , z_k ∈ C .

Let λ_1, . . . , λ_k be a collection of dominant weights of g. The algebra B(C) acts on V_{λ1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{λk} via the homomorphism ev_z, the corresponding B(C)-module will be denoted by V_{λ1} (z_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{λk} (z_k). Assume that C is a regular element of the maximal compact subtorus S ⊂ PGL_n, consisting of (classes of) unitary diagonal matrices. By the results of [IMR] (see Section 14), for generic z_1, . . . , z_k in the appropriate shifts of iR and λ_i = a_iϖ_{bi} being multiples of fundamental weights, the action of B(C) on V_{a1ϖb1} (z_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{ak ϖbk} (z_k) has a simple spectrum. We denote by E_C (λ) the set of eigenlines of B(C), acting on V_{a1ϖb1} (z_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{ak ϖbk} (z_k).

Consider the covering map exp: h_R → S, χ → exp(2πiχ). As for the Gaudin case (see Section 1.1), S is separated by walls (that are root subtori of S). Preimages of walls in S under the covering map exp induce the decomposition of h_R into alcoves parametrized by the affine Weyl group, corresponding to g (see Section 12 for details). Using the same approach as we described in Section 1.1 (for the Gaudin case) i.e. passing to limits lim_{−→} B(C) as C → C_0 being generic element of the appropriate (affine) wall (see Section 13), we can endow E_C (λ) with a ĝ-crystal structure (see Section 16 for details).

The following theorem holds and should be considered as an analog of Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 1.6. (a) For every dominant λ that is a multiple of a fundamental weight there is an isomorphism of ĝ-crystals E_C (λ) ≃ B_λ, where B_λ is the Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystal, corresponding to λ.

(b) For a collection λ_1, . . . , λ_k of dominant weights such that every λ_i is a multiple of a fundamental weight and z_i are as above with Im z_1 ≫ Im z_2 ≫ . . . ≫ Im z_k, we have a canonical isomorphism

E_C (λ) ≃ E_C (λ_1) ⊗ E_C (λ_2) . . . ⊗ E_C (λ_k), so we have the isomorphism of ĝ-crystals

E_C (λ) ≃ B_{λ1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ B_{λk} .

1.5. Main results and structure of the paper. The paper can be divided into two parts. The first part consists of Sections 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, where the universal inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebras A^u_χ ⊂ U(g[t]) are defined, studied and realized as limits of Bethe subalgebras, in this part g is an arbitrary simple Lie algebra. Second part consists of Sections 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17. It illustrates one possible application of the results of the first part and is actually the main motivation for us. In this part we assume that g = sl_n. We discuss the action of Bethe subalgebras B(C) ⊂ Y (sl_n) on the tensor products V_{λ1} ⊗. . .⊗V_{λk} of irreducible representations V_{λj} of sl_n. The action arises from the so-called evaluation homomorphism ev_z : Y (g) → U(g)^{⊗k}, which depends on z_1, . . . , z_k ∈ C . The action B(C) ↷ V_{λ1} (z_1)⊗. . . ⊗V_{λk} (z_k) has a simple spectrum under certain conditions on z, λ and C (for the proof of this statement we refer to [IMR]). We denote by E_C (λ) the set of eigenlines for the action B(C) ↷ V_{λ1} (z_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{λk} (z_k). Using the similar approach as in [HKRW], we define on E_C (λ) the structure of the ŝl_n-crystal and identify it with the tensor product of Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystals, corresponding to representations V_{λj} (see Theorem 17.4).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we discuss various notions of limits of families of algebras (or more generally vector spaces) and recall the Rees construction. In Section 3 we recall various realizations of Gaudin subalgebras and their classical analogs, we then define the universal inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebra A^u_χ ⊂ U(g[t]) and its classical analogue A^u_χ ⊂ S^•(g[t]). In Section 4 we consider the image of the algebra A^u_χ under the evaluation homomorphism ev_{z1,...,zk} : U(g[t]) → U(g)^{⊗k} and identify it with the so-called inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebra of U(g)^{⊗k} (see Proposition 4.10). In Section 5 we compute the Poincaré series of algebras A^u_χ, A^u_χ (see Propositions 5.7, 5.8). In Section 6 we realize A^u_χ, A^u_χ as centralizers of certain quadratic elements Ω̃_χ ∈ A^u_χ, Ω_χ ∈ A^u_χ (see Proposition 6.6), this is a generalization of the similar result for χ = 0 (see [IR3, Theorem 5.1]). In Section 7 we recall the definition of the Yangian Y (g), corresponding to g and discuss its RT T -realization. We also discuss various filtrations on the Yangian and recall the description of the associated graded and bigraded algebras. In the end of Section 7 we recall some facts from the representation theory of Y (g). In Section 8 we recall the definition of Bethe subalgebras B(C) ⊂ Y (g). The main result of this section is the realization of the universal inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebra A^u_χ as an explicit limit of certain Bethe subalgebras (see Theorem 8.12). In Section 9 we recall the notion of sl_n, ŝl_n-crystals and Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystals. The main result of this section is Proposition 9.14 (that is certainly well-known to experts). Section 10 recalls some properties of Yangians Y (sl_n), Y (gl_n), Bethe and Gaudin subalgebras, evaluation homomorphisms. In Section 11 we study generators of the universal inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebras Ãu_χ ⊂ U(gl_n[t]) (see Proposition 11.5). As a corollary, we obtain generators of the

inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebras Ã_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) ⊂ U(gl_n)^{⊗k} (see Corollary 11.7 and Proposition 11.8). In Section 12 we recall affine and extended affine Weyl groups of type A, alcoves and (affine) walls. In Section 13 we study limits of Bethe and Gaudin subalgebras to generic points of a wall. In Section 14 we formulate the results of [IMR] that give a criterion for the action of Bethe subalgebras on the tensor product V_{λ1} (z_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{λk} (z_k) to have a simple spectrum. In Section 15 we study the image in End(V_{λ1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{λk} ) of a certain two-parametric family. In Section 16 we define the structure of ŝl_n-crystal on the set E_C (λ) of eigenlines of B(C) ↷ V_{λ1} (z_1)⊗. . . ⊗V_{λk} (z_k). In Section 17 we prove that the crystal E_C (λ) is isomorphic to the tensor product B_{λ1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ B_{λk} of Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystals.

1.6. Notation. A complete list of notation may be found in Appendix A.

1.7. Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Roman Bezrukavnikov, Alexei Ilin, Joel Kamnitzer, Vitaly Tarasov and Curtis Wendlandt for useful discussions. L.R. and V. K. were partially supported by the Foundation for the Advancement of Theoretical Physics and Mathematics “BASIS”. The significant part of the work was accomplished during L.R.’s stay at the Institut des Hautes Études Scientifiques (IHES). L.R. would like to thank IHES and especially Maxim Kontsevich for the hospitality.

2. Rees construction and various limits

2.1. Limits of families of subspaces of a fixed vector space. In this section we define limits of families of subspaces of a filtered vector space and discuss some properties of this construction that will be useful later. Let U be a vector space over C equipped with an increasing Z_{⩾0}-filtration Q^•U by finite dimensional vector subspaces. Let Z be either a formal disc D = Spec C [[t]] (more generally Spec R, where R is a discrete valuation ring) or an affine line A^1 and let Z̊ be either D̊ = Spec C ((t)) or A^1 \ {0}. By a point ϵ of Z we will mean a k-point of Z, where k = C for Z = A^1 and k is either C or C ((t)) for Z = D (C or Frac R for Z = Spec R). An algebraic family of subspaces H_ϵ ⊂ U ⊗ k, ϵ ∈ Z is a collection of compatible morphisms f̊_i : Z̊ → Gr(d(i), Q^iU), i ∈ Z_{⩾0} i.e. a collection of morphisms f̊_i as above such that for every ϵ ∈ Z and i ⩽ j we have Q^jH_ϵ ∩ (Q^iU ⊗ k) = Q^iH_ϵ, where Q^j H_ϵ = f̊_j(ϵ), Q^iH_ϵ = f̊_i(ϵ).

Remark 2.1. In other words, we are given an algebraic family of subspaces H_ϵ ⊂ U ⊗ k, ϵ ≠ 0 such that d(i) = dim_k(H_ϵ ∩ Q^iU) does not depend on ϵ.

Since Gr(d(i), Q^iU) is a proper variety, we can uniquely extend each f̊_i to the map f_i : Z → Gr(d(i), Q^iU) and define lim_{ϵ→0} H_ϵ as ⋃ i f_i(0) ⊂ U. We also set lim_{ϵ→0} Q^iH_ϵ := f_i(0).

Lemma 2.2. Pick a ∈ lim_{ϵ→0} Q^iH_ϵ. There exists an algebraic morphism ã: Z → Q^iU such that ã(ϵ) ∈ H_ϵ for ϵ ≠ 0 and ã(0) = a.

Proof. Recall that we have a morphism f_i : Z → Gr(d(i), Q^iU), which sends ϵ ∈ Z to Q^iH_ϵ and sends 0 to lim_{ϵ→0} Q^iH_ϵ. Let V be the tautological vector bundle on

Gr(d(i), Q^iU). Consider the pull-back f^∗_i V, it is a vector bundle on Z. Note that every vector bundle on Z is trivial. Note also that a can be considered as an element of the fiber of f^∗_i V over a point 0 ∈ Z. Vector bundle f^∗_i V is trivial so there exists a section ã: Z → f^∗_i V such that ã(0) = a. Note that we have a natural embedding of f^∗_i V into the trivial vector bundle Z × Q^iU → Z. In other words, one can consider a section ã(ϵ) as a map ã: Z → Q^iU such that ã(ϵ) ∈ Q^iH_ϵ for every ϵ ≠ 0 and ã(0) = a. □ Lemma 2.3. Let ã: Z → Q^iU be an algebraic morphism such that ã(ϵ) ∈ H_ϵ for ϵ ≠ 0 then ã(0) ∈ lim_{ϵ→0} Q^iH_ϵ.

Proof. Since 0 ∈ lim_{ϵ→0} Q^iH_ϵ we can assume that ã(0) ≠ 0. Let e_1, . . . , e_{d(i)−1} be any subset of lim_{ϵ→0} Q^iH_ϵ such that {ã(0), e_1, . . . , e_{d(i)−1}} are linearly independent. By Lemma 2.2, we can find morphisms ẽ_i : Z → Q^iU such that ẽ_i(ϵ) ∈ H_ϵ for ϵ ≠ 0 and ẽ_i(0) = e_i. Note that there exists a Zariski open neighbourhood of zero 0 ∈ W ⊂ Z such that the morphism ã ∧ ẽ_1 ∧ . . . ∧ ẽ_{d(i)−1} : W → Λ^{d(i)}Q^iU maps to Λ^{d(i)}Q^iU \ {0} (i.e. for ϵ ∈ W elements of the set {ã(ϵ), ẽ_1(ϵ), . . . , ẽ_{d(i)−1}(ϵ)} are linearly independent). Since dim Q^iH_ϵ = d(i) and {ã(ϵ), ẽ_1(ϵ), . . . , ẽ_{d(i)−1}(ϵ)} ⊂ Q^iH_ϵ it follows that the elements {ã(ϵ), ẽ_1(ϵ), . . . , ẽ_{d(i)−1}(ϵ)} form a basis of Q^iH_ϵ. Recall that we have a closed embedding Gr(d(i), Q^iU) ⊂ P(Λ^{d(i)}Q^iU) and we can consider Q^iH_ϵ ∈ Gr(d(i), Q^iU) as [ã(ϵ) ∧ ẽ_1(ϵ) ∧ . . . ∧ ẽ_{d(i)−1}(ϵ)] ∈ P(Λ^{d(i)}Q^iU). Consider the algebraic morphism [ã ∧ ẽ_1 ∧ . . . ∧ ẽ_{d(i)−1}]: W → P(Λ^{d(i)}Q^iU), its value at ϵ ≠ 0 is H_ϵ and the value at ϵ = 0 is [ã(0) ∧ e_1 ∧ . . . ∧ e_{d(i)−1}]. We conclude that lim_{ϵ→0} Q^iH_ϵ = [ã(0) ∧ e_1 ∧ . . . ∧ e_{d(i)−1}] so ã(0) ∈ lim_{ϵ→0} Q^iH_ϵ. □

Corollary 2.4. The limit lim_{ϵ→0} Q^iH_ϵ can be described as follows: it consists of elements a ∈ Q^iU such that there exists a morphism ã: Z → Q^iU such that ã(ϵ) ∈ H_ϵ for ϵ ≠ 0 and ã(0) = a.

Proof. Follows from Lemmas 2.2, 2.3. □ To every k-vector subspace W ⊂ U ⊗ k we can associate its dimension with respect to the filtration Q^•:

dim_Q W := ∑ i⩾0 dim_k ( W ∩ (Q^iU ⊗ k) W ∩ (Q^{i−1}U ⊗ k) ) q^i ∈ Z[q]. For two series a(q) = ∑ i⩾0 a_iq^i, b(q) = ∑ i⩾0 b_iq^i ∈ Z[q] we say that a(q) ⩾ b(q) if ∑_n i=0 a_i ⩾ ∑_n i=0 b_i for every n ∈ Z_{⩾0}.

Lemma 2.5. (1) We have dim_Q H_ϵ ⩽ dim_Q(lim_{ϵ→0} H_ϵ).

(2) If the filtration Q^iU was induced by some grading with respect to which H_ϵ are graded then we have dim_Q H_ϵ = dim_Q(lim_{ϵ→0} H_ϵ).

Proof. Follows from the definitions. □ Remark 2.6. Note that it is not true in general that dim_Q H_ϵ = dim_Q(lim_{ϵ→0} H_ϵ). Indeed, take, for example, U = C [x] with the filtration by the degree of the polynomial and let H_ϵ ⊂ C [x] be the subalgebra generated by ϵx^2 + x. Then lim_{ϵ→0} H_ϵ = C [x], its dimension is strictly greater than the dimension of H_1 = C [x + x^2].

Lemma 2.7. (1) If U has an algebra structure such that Q^iU · Q^jU ⊂ Q^{i+j}U and H_ϵ ⊂ U ⊗ k are subalgebras then lim_{ϵ→0} H_ϵ is a subalgebra of U. Moreover, if H_ϵ are commutative then lim_{ϵ→0} H_ϵ is commutative.

(2) If U is itself commutative and equipped with a Poisson bracket { , } such that H_ϵ ⊂ U are Poisson commutative subalgebras then lim_{ϵ→0} H_ϵ is Poisson commutative.

Proof. Let us prove part (1). Pick two elements a_1 ∈ lim_{ϵ→0} Q^iH_ϵ, a_2 ∈ lim_{ϵ→0} Q^jH_ϵ. By

Lemma 2.2 we can find morphisms ã_1 : Z → Q^iU, ã_2 : Z → Q^jU such that ã_i(ϵ) ∈ H_ϵ for ϵ ≠ 0 and ã_i(0) = a_i. Consider the morphism ã_1ã_2 : Z → Q^{i+j}U and note that ã_1(ϵ)ã_2(ϵ) ∈ H_ϵ for ϵ ≠ 0 (use that H_ϵ ⊂ U ⊗ k is a subalgebra). It follows from Lemma 2.3 that a_1a_2 ∈ lim_{ϵ→0} Q^{i+j}H_ϵ. Assume now that H_ϵ are commutative.

The composition [ã_1, ã_2]: Z → Q^iU × Q^jU → U is clearly continuous. Note that [ã_1(ϵ), ã_2(ϵ)] = 0 for ϵ ≠ 0 so we must have [ã_1(0), ã_2(0)] = 0.

To prove part (2) consider two elements a_1 ∈ lim_{ϵ→0} Q^iH_ϵ, a_2 ∈ lim_{ϵ→0} Q^jH_ϵ. By

Lemma 2.2 we can find ã_1 : Z → Q^iU, ã_2 : Z → Q^jU such that ã_i(ϵ) ∈ H_ϵ for ϵ ≠ 0 and ã_i(0) = a_i. The composition Z → Q^iU × Q^jU → U is clearly continuous. Note now that {ã_1(ϵ), ã_2(ϵ)} = 0 for ϵ ≠ 0 so we must have {ã_1(0), ã_2(0)} = 0. □

2.1.1. “Continuous” version of Corollary 2.4. In this section we formulate a lemma that should be considered as a “continuous” analog of Corollary 2.4 above. The results of this section will be used in Sections 13, 15 of the text.

Let W be a finite dimensional vector space over C and d ∈ Z_{⩾1}. Let (P_n)_{n∈Z⩾1} be a sequence of points of Gr(d, W ) (considered as a smooth manifold) and assume that the limit lim_{n→∞} P_n exists and is equal to some vector space P ∈ Gr(d, W ).

Lemma 2.8. Vector space P can be described as follows: it consists of elements a ∈ W such that there exists a sequence a_n ∈ P_n with lim_{n→∞} a_n = a.

Proof. Let us show that if a_n ∈ P_n and lim_{n→∞} a_n = a then a ∈ P . Consider the natural

embedding Gr(d, W ) → P(Λ^dW ). Consider the tautological line bundle O_{P(Λ}d_{W )}(−1). It can be trivialized in some neighbourhood of P so we can lift P_n, P to some elements α_n, α ∈ Λ^dW such that lim_{n→∞} α_n = α. It follows that lim_{n→∞} α_n ∧ a_n = α ∧ a. Note now that α_n ∧ a_n = 0 so α ∧ a = 0, hence, a ∈ P .

Let us show that if a ∈ P then one can find a sequence a_n ∈ P_n such that lim_{n→∞} a_n = a. Consider liftings α_n, α as above. Note that a ∈ P so there exists a functional ξ ∈ (W^{⊗(d−1)})^∗ such that ∂_ξ(α) = a. Set a_n := ∂_ξ(α_n). It follows from the definitions that a_n ∈ P_n and lim_{n→∞} a_n = a. □

2.2. Rees construction and limits. In this section we recall the classical Rees construction and discuss its compatibility with taking limits. Let A be an algebra equipped with an increasing Z_{⩾0}-filtration by C -vector spaces

0 = F^{−1}A ⊂ F^0A ⊂ F^1A ⊂ . . .

such that F^iA · F^jA ⊂ F^{i+j}A for i, j ∈ Z_{⩾0} and 1 ∈ F^0A. Consider the following C [ℏ] subalgebra of A[ℏ] Rees(A) := ⨁ i⩾0 ℏ^iF^iA. For ϵ ∈ C we set A_ϵ := Rees(A)/(ℏ − ϵ). More generally, for every k-point ϵ ∈ A^1 we define A_ϵ as A ⊗_{C [ℏ]} k. We have a canonical isomorphism of C [ℏ^{±1} ]-algebras: Rees(A) ⊗_{C [ℏ]} C [ℏ^{±1} ]^∼−→ A[ℏ^{±1}], (ℏ^ia) ⊗ ℏ^l → ℏ^{l+i}a, where i ∈ Z_{⩾0}, l ∈ Z and a ∈ F^iA.

For ϵ ≠ 0 we obtain an isomorphism A_ϵ^∼−→ A_1^∼−→ A, [ℏ^ia] → [ϵ^iℏ^ia] → ϵ^ia. Assume now that the algebra A is equipped with some filtration by C -vector spaces

0 = L^{−1}A ⊂ L^0A ⊂ L^1A ⊂ . . .

such that dim L^jA < ∞ for every j ∈ Z_{⩾0}.

We can define a filtration L^• on Rees(A) in the following way: L^jRees(A) = ⨁ i⩾0 ℏ^i(F^iA ∩ L^jA). Note that L^jRees(A) is a C [ℏ]-submodule of Rees(A) so the filtration L^jRees(A) induces a filtration on every A_ϵ. Note also that L^j Rees(A) is a finitely generated C [ℏ] module: indeed, L^jRees(A) is a submodule of the C [ℏ]-module ⨁ i⩾0 ℏ^iL^jA that is free over C [ℏ] with any basis of L^jA as the set of generators. Using that C [ℏ] is Noetherian, we conclude that L^jRees(A) is finitely generated.

It follows that dim L^iA_ϵ < ∞ for every i ∈ Z_{⩾0}. Recall that for every k-point ϵ of A^1 and every vector subspace B_ϵ ⊂ A_ϵ, we can define the dimension dim_L B_ϵ ∈ Z[q] as

dim_L B_ϵ := ∑ i⩾0 dim_k ( L^iA_ϵ ∩ B_ϵ L^{i−1}A_ϵ ∩ B_ϵ ) q^i ∈ Z[q]. Recall that L^iRees(A) is a finitely generated C [ℏ]-module i.e. a coherent sheaf on A^1 .

Note also that L^iRees(A) is torsion free finitely generated, hence, is free. We denote by (L^iRees(A))^∨ the C [ℏ]-module Hom_{C [ℏ]} (L^iRees(A), C [ℏ]). Consider the spectrum of the relative symmetric power Spec(S^•_{C [ℏ]} ((L^iRees(A)))^∨) and denote it by L^iA_A 1 . Note that we have a natural map L^iA_A 1 → A^1 that is a vector bundle with fiber over ϵ ∈ A^1 being equal to A_ϵ.

Recall that we have a vector bundle L^iA_A 1 → A^1 with fiber over ϵ ∈ A^1 being L^iA_ϵ. Consider the relative Grassmannian Gr_A 1 (d(i), L^iA_A 1 ) → A^1 , its fiber over ϵ ∈ A^1 is Gr(d(i), L^iA_ϵ). Let Z be a scheme as in Section 2.1 and let us fix a morphism Z → A^1 . We denote by L^iA_Z → Z, Gr_Z (d(i), L^iA_Z ) → Z pull backs to Z of the corresponding A^1 -schemes.

Let us fix an algebraic family B_ϵ ⊂ A_ϵ for ϵ ≠ 0 such that d(i) = dim(B_ϵ ∩ L^iA_ϵ) does not depend on ϵ. In other words, consider a collection of compatible morphisms f̊_i : Z̊ → Gr_Z (d(i), LiA_Z ), then LiB_ϵ = f̊(ϵ) and B_ϵ = ∪_{i⩾0}LiB_ϵ. By the valuative criterion of properness (applied to Gr(d(i), L^iA_Z ), Z̊ considered as schemes over Z) this section extends uniquely to the section f : Z → Gr_Z (d(i), L^iA_Z ). We define lim_{ϵ→0} L^iB_ϵ as f(0) ⊂ A_0. We set lim_{ϵ→0} B_ϵ := ⋃ i⩾0 lim_{ϵ→0} L^iB_ϵ.

Vector bundle L^iA_A 1 → A^1 is trivial so the following lemma can be proved in the same way as Lemmas 2.2, 2.3.

Lemma 2.9. The limit lim_{ϵ→0} L^iB_ϵ can be described as follows. Element a ∈ L^iA_0 lies in the limit lim_{ϵ→0} L^iB_ϵ if and only if there exists a section ã: Z → L^iA_Z of the vector bundle L^iA_Z → Z such that ã(ϵ) ∈ L^iA_ϵ for ϵ ≠ 0 and ã(0) = a.

Lemma 2.10. We have dim_L B_1 ⩽ dim_L(lim_{ϵ→0}B_ϵ).

Proof. Follows from the definitions. □

3. Universal inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebras: definitions

3.1. Three filtrations on S^•(g[t]), U(g[t]). Let g be a finite-dimensional simple Lie algebra. Let ( , ) be the Killing form on g. We fix an orthonormal basis {x_a}|_{a=1,...,dim g} of g. Set g((t^{−1})) := g ⊗ C ((t^{−1} )). For an element x ∈ g and n ∈ Z, we set x[n] := x⊗t^n ∈ g((t^{−1})). We define a Lie algebra structure on g((t^{−1})) as follows: [x[n], y[m]] := [x, y][n + m], x, y ∈ g, n, m ∈ Z. Set g[t] := g ⊗ C [t], t^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]] := g ⊗ t^{−1}C [[t^{−1} ]]. The natural decomposition g((t^{−1})) = g[t] ⊕ t^{−1}g((t^{−1})) is the decomposition of Lie subalgebras.

Let us discuss filtrations on S^•(g[t]), U(g[t]) that we will use. We have the P BW - filtration on U(g[t]) defined by putting deg_{P BW} x[n] = 1.

Note that the associated graded gr_{P BW} U(g[t]) is isomorphic to the Z_{⩾0}-graded algebra S^•(g[t]) = ⨁ p⩾0 S^p(g[t]). Grading on S^•(g[t]) induces the filtration that we will also call the P BW -filtration on S^•(g[t]). We will denote by gr_{P BW} the associated graded with respect to the P BW -filtrations on U(g[t]), S^•(g[t]). We also have filtrations F_1 on U(g[t]), S^•(g[t]) defined by putting deg_1 x[n] = n + 1.

We will denote by gr_1 the associated graded with respect to these filtrations. Finally, we have filtrations F_2 on U(g[t]), S^•(g[t]) defined by putting deg_2 x[n] = n.

We will denote by gr_2 the associated graded with respect to these filtrations.

Note that we have dim F^i_1S^•(g[t]), dim F^i_1U(g[t]) < ∞ for every i ∈ Z_{⩾0}. So, as in Section 2, for any vector subspace W of S^•(g[t]) or of U(g[t]) we can define

dim_{F1} W = ∑ i⩾0 (dim F^i_1W )q^i ∈ Z[q], (3.1) where F^•_1 W is the induced filtration on W .

3.2. Feigin-Frenkel center and its classical version. In this section we recall the Feigin-Frenkel center Z that is the center of a certain completion of the universal enveloping algebra of the affine Lie algebra ĝ at the critical level. We also recall the description of the associated graded gr_{P BW} Z. The results of this sections follow from [BD, FFR, FR, ER].

Recall that

ĝ = g((t^{−1})) ⊕ C K, [x[n] + bK, y[m] + cK] = [x, y][n + m] + n(x, y)δ_{n+m,0}K (3.2)

is the affine Kac-Moody algebra, the central extension of the loop Lie algebra g((t^{−1})). Define the completion ~U(ĝ) of U(ĝ) as the inverse limit of U(ĝ)/U(ĝ)(t^{−n}g[[t^{−1}]]), n > 1 and set ~U(ĝ)_{−1/2} := ~U(ĝ)/(K + 1/2).

Algebra ~U(ĝ)_{−1/2} is equipped with the P BW filtration. The associated graded gr_{P BW} ~U(ĝ)_{−1/2} is isomorphic to the completion:

~S^•(g((t^{−1}))) := lim_{←−} S^•(g((t^{−1})))/S^•(g((t^{−1})))(t^{−n}g[[t^{−1}]]).

Let Z be the center of ~U(ĝ)_{−1/2}. Note that Z contains the following quadratic elements:

S^{(r)}_1 = ∑ a, p+q=r x_a[p]x_a[q] ∈ Z ⊂ ~U(ĝ)_{−1/2}, r ∈ Z.

It is known that there are elements S^{(r)}_1 , . . . , S^{(r)}_{rk g} ∈ Z, r ∈ Z, such that the image of Z in every U(ĝ)_{−1/2}/U(ĝ)_{−1/2}(t^{−n}g[[t^{−1}]]) is generated by the images of these elements.

There are no simple explicit formulas for the elements S^{(r)}_i for i > 1, but one can describe gr_{P BW} S^{(r)}_i ∈ ~S^•(g((t^{−1}))) explicitly. To do this, let us first describe the associated graded Z := gr_{P BW} Z that is a Poisson-commutative subalgebra in the completion ~S^•(g((t^{−1}))).

To an element x ∈ g we can associate the following infinite sum

x(z) := ∑ r∈Z x[r]z^{−r}

that we consider as an element of ∏ r∈Z ~S(g((t−1)))zr . We can uniquely extend the map x → x(z) to the homomorphism of algebras

S^•(g) → ∏ r∈Z ~S(g((t^{−1})))z^r, f → f(z).

We can then decompose f(z) = ∑ r∈Z f^{(r)}z^{−r}. Let {Φ_i ∈ S^•(g)^g}_{i=1,...,rk g} be free homogeneous generators of the commutative algebra S^•(g)^g (i.e. S^•(g)^g = C [Φ_i | i = 1, . . . , rk g]).

Proposition 3.1. For n ∈ Z_{⩾0} let π_n be the natural surjection from ~S^•(g((t^{−1}))) to S^•(g((t^{−1})))/S^•(g((t^{−1})))(t^{−n}g[[t^{−1}]]). The algebra π_n(Z) is generated by the set

{π_n(Φ^{(r)}_i ) | r ∈ Z, 1 ⩽ i ⩽ rk g, Φ_i ∈ S^•(g)^g}

so the subalgebra of Z generated by Φ^{(r)}_i is dense. We have gr_{P BW} S^{(r)}_i = Φ^{(r)}_i .

Recall that we have a Casimir element ∑ a x^2_a ∈ S^2(g)^g ⊂ S^•(g)^g that is nothing else but Φ_1. We conclude that the algebra Z contains the elements

Φ^{(r)}_1 = ∑ a, p+q=r x_a[p]x_a[q], r ∈ Z.

3.3. Inhomogeneous universal Gaudin subalgebra A^u_χ. Using the center Z, one can define certain commutative subalgebras of the algebra U(g[t]). We regard the Lie algebra g[t] as a “half” of the corresponding affine Kac-Moody algebra ĝ.

Pick χ ∈ g. Note that χ defines a character of the Lie algebra t^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]] =: ĝ_− that sends x[n] to (χ, x)δ_{−1,n}. We will denote this character by the same letter χ and will sometimes denote the pairing (χ, x) by χ(x).

The image of the natural homomorphism from Z to the quantum Hamiltonian reduction

U(ĝ)_{−1/2}///_χt^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]] := ( U(ĝ)_{−1/2}/U(ĝ)_{−1/2}{u − χ(u) | u ∈ t^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]]}

)_t−1_{g[[t}−1_{]]}

(3.3) is a commutative subalgebra there.

Using the decomposition ĝ = g[t] ⊕ t^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]] ⊕ C K and the P BW decomposition, we obtain the embedding of the quantum Hamiltonian reduction algebra (3.3) into the algebra U(g[t]). The image of Z can be regarded as a commutative subalgebra A^u_χ ⊂ U(g[t]), which we call the inhomogeneous universal Gaudin subalgebra of U(g[t]).

Recall the quadratic elements S^{(r)}_1 = ∑ a, p+q=r xa[p]xa[q] that lie in Z. We conclude

that the algebra A^u_χ contains elements

ω̃_χ = 1 2 ∑ a x^2_a + χ[1], Ω̃_χ = ∑ a x_ax_a[1] + χ[2].

Remark 3.2. To see that A^u_χ contains ω̃_χ, Ω̃_χ we just note that the image of S^{(0)}_1 is ∑ a x^2_a + ∑ a 2x_a[1]x_a[−1] = ∑ a x^2_a + 2χ(x_a)x_a = 2ω̃_χ.

The image of S^{(1)}_1 is ∑ a 2x_ax_a[1] + ∑ a 2x_a[−1]x_a[2] = ∑ a 2x_ax_a[1] + 2χ(x_a)x_a[2] = 2Ω̃_χ.

Lemma 3.3. We have A^u_χ ⊂ U(g[t])^{zg(χ)}.

Proof. Pick z ∈ Z and x ∈ z_g(χ). Note that [z, x] = 0 considered as elements of the completion ~U(ĝ)_{−1/2}. We claim that

[x, t^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]]] ⊂ ~U(ĝ)_{−1/2}{u − χ(u) | u ∈ t^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]]}. (3.4)

Indeed, if we pick an element y = y_1[−1] + y_2[−2] + . . . ∈ t^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]] then we have [x, y] = [x, y_1][−1] + [x, y_2][−2] + . . .. It remains to note that (χ, [x, y_1]) = ([χ, x], y_1) = 0 so (3.4) indeed holds. It follows that the class of x in U(ĝ)_{−1/2}/U(ĝ)_{−1/2}{u − χ(u) | u ∈ t^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]]} defines an element of the quantum Hamiltonian reduction U(ĝ)_{−1/2}///_χt^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]]. Now the claim follows from the equality [z, x] = 0 above. □

3.4. Classical version of the inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebra. Let us introduce the classical version A^u_χ of the algebra A^u_χ that will be a Poisson commutative subalgebra of S^•(g[t]). We relate A^u_χ, A^u_χ in the Proposition 6.5.

Recall the Poisson-commutative subalgebra Z ⊂ ~S^•(g((t^{−1}))). We can consider the Hamiltonian reduction ( S^•(g((t^{−1})))/S^•(g((t^{−1}))){u − χ(u) | u ∈ t^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]]}

)_t−1_{g[[t}−1_{]]}

. (3.5)

Again, using the decomposition g((t^{−1})) = g[t] ⊕ t^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]], we can embed the Hamiltonian reduction (3.5) in S^•(g[t]). We denote by A^u_χ the image of Z. In the same way as in Lemma 3.3 we see that A^u_χ ⊂ S^•(g[t])^{zg(χ)}.

One can describe explicitly the algebra A^u_0 , the classical Gaudin subalgebra. It is freely generated by all Fourier components of C [[t^{−1} ]]-valued functions Φ_l(x(t)) on t^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]] = Spec S^•(g[t]) for all free homogeneous generators Φ_l of the algebra of adjoint invariants S^•(g)^g. Consider the derivation D of S^•(g[t]) given by D(x[n − 1]) = nx[n]. Recall that Φ_l, l = 1, . . . , rk g, are free generators of S(g[0])^g ⊂ S^•(g[t]).

Proposition 3.4. ([IR3, Proposition 4.6]) Classical universal Gaudin subalgebra A^u_0 ⊂ S^•(g[t])^g is the subalgebra freely generated by all D^kΦ_l, k ⩾ 0, l = 1, . . . , rk g.

Recall that the element Φ^{(r)}_1 = ∑ a, p+q=r xa[p]xa[q] lies in Z. We see that for r < −2,

the image of Φ^{(r)}_1 in S^•(g[t]) is equal to zero. The image of Φ^{(−2)}_1 is ∑ a χ(x_a)^2 = (χ, χ).

The image of Φ^{(−1)}_1 is ∑ a χ(x_a)x_a[0] = χ[0]. The image of Φ^{(0)}_1 is ∑ a x_a[0]^2 + ∑ a 2x_a[−1]x_a[1] = ∑ a x_a[0]^2 + ∑ a 2χ(x_a)x_a[1] = ∑ a x_a[0]^2 + 2χ[1].

The image of Φ^{(1)}_1 is ∑ a 2x_a[0]x_a[1] + ∑ a 2x_a[−1]x_a[2] = ∑ a 2x_a[0]x_a[1] + ∑ a 2χ(x_a)x_a[2] = = ∑ a 2x_a[0]x_a[1] + 2χ[2].

We then set ω_χ := 1 2 ∑ a x_a[0]^2 + χ[1] ∈ A^u_χ,

Ω_χ := ∑ a x_a[0]x_a[1] + χ[2] ∈ A^u_χ.

4. Inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebras and conformal blocks

Recall that we have constructed a commutative subalgebra A^u_χ ⊂ U(g[t]). Note also that for every k-tuple of (distinct) points z_1, . . . , z_k ∈ C we can consider the evaluation homomorphism ev_{z1,...,zk} : U(g[t]) → U(g)^{⊗k} and define the commutative algebra A_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) := ev_{z1,...,zk} (A^u_{−χ}) that is a subalgebra of U(g)^{⊗k}.

Warning 4.1. Note that A_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) is the image of A^u_{−χ}, not of A^u_χ.

The goal of this section is to show that the algebra A_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) is the so-called inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebra defined in [R2], [FFT], see also [HKRW, Section 9]. Let us start from the definition of the inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebra.

Consider the affine Lie algebra ĝ^′ := g((t)) ⊕ C K and consider the quantum Hamiltonian reduction

U(ĝ^′)_{−1/2}///_0 g[[t]] := (U(ĝ^′)_{−1/2}/U(ĝ^′)_{−1/2}g[[t]])^{g[[t]]}. (4.1)

Using the decomposition g((t)) = g[[t]] ⊕ t^{−1}g[t^{−1}], we can embed the Hamiltonian reduction (4.1) in the universal enveloping algebra U(t^{−1}g[t^{−1}]). Let A^′ ⊂ U(t^{−1}g[t^{−1}]) be the image of this embedding, A^′ is a commutative subalgebra of U(t^{−1}g[t^{−1}]).

Remark 4.2. It follows from [FF], [FR] that the center Z maps onto the Hamiltonian reduction (4.1) so there is no need to mention Z in the definition of the algebra A^′.

Note now that for nonzero z_i we can consider the evaluation homomorphism

U(t^{−1}g[t^{−1}])^{ev} ′ z1,...,zk −−−−−−→ U(g)^{⊗k}. We also have the “evaluation at the infinity” homomorphism ev^′_∞ : U(t^{−1}g[t^{−1}]) → S^•(g) that is induced by the homomorphism t^{−1}g[t] → g that extracts the coefficient in front of t^{−1}. We obtain the homomorphism ev^′_{z1,...,zk,∞} := ev^′_{z1,...,zk} ⊗ ev^′_∞ : U(t^{−1}g[t^{−1}]) → U(g)^{⊗k} ⊗ S^•(g). Recall that we are given χ ∈ g that defines the evaluation at χ homomorphism S^•(g) → C (after the identification g ≃ g^∗ via the g-invariant bilinear form ( , )). We obtain the composite map to be denoted ev^′_{z1,...,zk,χ} : U(t^{−1}g[t^{−1}]) → U(g)^{⊗k} ⊗ S^•(g) → U(g)^{⊗k}. Let A^′_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) be the image of A^′ under the homomorphism ev^′_{w−z1,...,w−zk,χ}(A^′), w ∈ C \ {z_1, . . . , z_k}. Remark 4.3. Note that A^′_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) = ev_{z1,...,zk,−χ}(A^′).

Our goal is to show that

A_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) = A^′_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k). (4.2)

Assume that we are given some g-modules M_1, . . . , M_k. Then the algebras A_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k), A^′_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) ⊂ U(g)^{⊗k} act naturally on the tensor product M_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ M_k and their images in End(M_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ M_k) are commutative subalgebras that we denote by A_χ(M_1, . . . , M_k), A^′_χ(M_1, . . . , M_k) respectively. To see that A_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) = A^′_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) it is enough to show that

A_χ(M_1, . . . , M_k) = A^′_χ(M_1, . . . , M_k) (4.3)

for every M_1, . . . , M_k. To prove (4.3) we will recall the general approach that is used to construct commutative subalgebras of such sort (approach via conformal blocks) and will identify both A_χ(M_1, . . . , M_k) and A^′_χ(M_1, . . . , M_k) with a well-known commutative subalgebra of End(M_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ M_k) (see Proposition 4.10).

We start with some general recollections about conformal blocks (following [FFR], [FFT] and [FF]). Recall that we fix distinct points z_1, . . . , z_k ∈ P^1. In the neighbourhood of each point we have a local coordinate t − z_i. Set g̃(z_i) := g((t − z_i)) and let ĝ(z_i) = g̃(z_i) ⊕ C K_i be the one-dimensional central extension of g̃(z_i) (see (3.2)). We set g̃(z) := ⨁_k i=1 g̃(z_i) and denote by ĝ(z) the one-dimensional central extension of g̃(z) that is ( ⨁_k i=1 ĝ(z_i) ) /(K_i − K_j | i ≠ j). Let K ∈ ĝ(z) be the central element (class of any K_i).

Let M_1, . . . , M_k be any g-modules. We consider M_i as a module over g[[t − z_i]] ⊕ C K, where (t − z_i)g[[t − u_i]] acts trivially, K acts via the multiplication by −1/2 and g acts via its given action on M_i. Consider also the induced modules M_{zi} := Ind^{ĝ(zi)}_{g[[t−zi]]⊕C K} M_i. For z ∈ P^1 we set V_{0,z} := Ind^{ĝ(z)}_{g[[t−z]]⊕C K} C .

Remark 4.4. Note that V_{0,z} is nothing else than M_z for M = C , the trivial g-module.

Consider the tensor product M_{z1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ M_{zk} . Let g_z be the Lie algebra of regular functions on P^1 \ {z_1, . . . , z_k}. We have an embedding g_z ⊂ ĝ(z) and denote by H(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} ) the space of coinvariants

H(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} ) := (M_{z1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ M_{zk} )/g_z .

The following proposition is standard.

Proposition 4.5. The embedding M_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ M_k ⊂ M_{z1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ M_{zk} induces the isomorphism (M_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ M_k)/g^∼−→ H(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} ).

Corollary 4.6. Pick z ∈ P^1 \ {z_1, . . . , z_k}. The embedding M_{z1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ M_{zk} ⊂ M_{z1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ M_{zk} ⊗ V_{0,z} induces the isomorphism H(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} )^∼−→ H(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} , V_{0,z} ).

We now define the commutative subalgebra

A(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} ) ⊂ End((M_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ M_k)/g)

as follows. We consider the natural action of Z^{⊗k} on H(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} ) ≃ (M_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ M_k)/g and denote by A(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} ) the image of Z^{⊗k} in End((M_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ M_k)/g).

Proposition 4.7. Consider any nonempty subset {i_1, . . . , i_l} ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , k}, l ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k} and consider the image of the natural homomorphism

1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ 1 ⊗ Z_{i1} ⊗ 1 . . . ⊗ 1 ⊗ Z_{i2} ⊗ 1 . . . ⊗ 1 ⊗ Z_{il} ⊗ 1 . . . ⊗ 1 → End(H(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} )).

This image coincides with A(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} ). In particular, the algebra A(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} ) coincides with the image of the natural homomorphism 1 ⊗ 1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ 1 k ⊗Z → End(H(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} , V_{0,z} ))

and does not depend on the point z ∈ P^1 \ {z_1, . . . , z_k}.

Proof. Set D̊ := Spec C ((t)), for z ∈ P^1 we set D̊_z := Spec C ((t − z)) i.e. D̊_z is the punctured formal neighbourhood of z ∈ P^1. Let X be a smooth curve or D̊_z. Let Op(X) be the moduli space of G^∨-opers (see, for example, [FR3, Section 4.2] for the definition), here G^∨ is the Langlands dual group to G. Recall now that by [FF], [FR2] (see also [FR3]) we have the natural identification Z ≃ O(Op(D̊)) which induces the identification Z^{⊗k} ≃ O(Op(D̊_{z1} ) × . . . × Op(D̊_{zk} )). We have the homomorphism

O(Op(D̊_{z1} ) × . . . × Op(D̊_{zk} )) → O(Op(P^1 \ {z_1, . . . , z_k})) (4.4)

induced by the natural (restriction) morphisms Op(P^1 \ {z_1, . . . , z_k}) → Op(D̊_{zi} ), i = 1, . . . , k. It follows from the definitions (see the proof of [FFT, Theorem 5.7] for details) that the action of Z^{⊗k} on H(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} ) factors through (4.4). It remains to note that for every i = 1, . . . , k, the homomorphism O(Op(D̊_{zi} )) → O(Op(P^1 \ {z_1, . . . , z_k})) is surjective (since the corresponding morphism Op(P^1 \ {z_1, . . . , z_k}) → Op(D̊_{zi} ) is a closed embedding). □ Let C_χ be the one-dimensional module over t^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]] ⊕ C K, where t^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]] acts via the character χ and K acts via −1/2. Consider the following module: I_{χ,∞} = Ind^ĝ_{t−1g[[t−1]]⊕C K} C_χ = Ind^ĝ_{[[t−1]]⊕C K} I_χ, where I_χ = Ind^{g[[t−1]]⊕C K}_{t−1g[[t−1]]⊕C K} C_χ .

Remark 4.8. Note that we can realize I_{χ,∞} as M_z for an appropriate choice of a gmodule M and a point z ∈ P^1. Indeed, taking M = I_χ and z = ∞ ∈ P^1, we see that I_{χ,∞} = M_∞ .

Lemma 4.9. Assume that {z_1, . . . , z_k} ⊂ A^1 = P^1 \ {∞}. The natural embedding M_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ M_k ⊂ M_{z1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ M_{zk} ⊗ I_{χ,∞} induces the isomorphism M_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ M_k^∼−→ H(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} , I_{χ,∞}). Proof. Follows from Proposition 4.5 using that I_χ is isomorphic to U(g) as a g-module. □ Proposition 4.10. We have

A_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) = A(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} , I_{−χ,∞}) = A^′_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k).

In particular, A_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) = A^′_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k).

Proof. Recall that the algebra A^u_χ is the image of Z in the quantum Hamiltonian reduction (3.3) and the latter identifies naturally with End_ĝ(I_{−χ,∞}) ⊂ End_{g[t]}(I_{−χ,∞}) =

U(g[t])^{opp}. Pick X ∈ U(g[t]) and let us denote by X_{zi} ∈ U(g[[t − z_i]]) the corresponding element of U(g[[t − z_i]]). Note that for every v_i ∈ M_{zi} , v_∞ ∈ I_{−χ,∞} the following equality holds in H(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} , I_{−χ,∞}): [(^k⨂ i=1 v_i ) ⊗ X(v_∞) + k∑ i=1 v_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ v_{i−1} ⊗ X_{zi} (v_i) ⊗ v_{i+1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ v_k ⊗ v_∞ ] = 0. (4.5)

Now, taking v_i ∈ M_i ⊂ M_{zi} , we see that X_{zi} (v_i) = X(z_i)v_i so we conclude that k∑ i=1 v_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ v_{i−1} ⊗ X_{zi} (v_i) ⊗ v_{i+1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ v_k = ev_{z1,...,zk} (X)(v_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ v_k). (4.6) Equations (4.5), (4.6) imply that in H(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} , I_{−χ,∞}) we have [ ev_{z1,...,zk} (X)(v_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ v_k) ⊗ v_∞ ] = − [(^k⨂ i=1 v_i ) ⊗ X(v_∞) ]

and the equality A_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) = A(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} , I_{−χ,∞}) then follows.

Let us now prove the equality A^′_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) = A(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} , I_{−χ,∞}). Recall that by Proposition 4.7 the algebra A(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} , I_{−χ,∞}) coincides with the image of 1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ 1 ⊗ Z in End(H(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} , I_{−χ,∞}, V_{0,z} )). Directly from the definitions (c.f. [FFT, Sections 2.7, 2.8]) it then follows that the image of 1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ 1 k+1 ⊗Z in

End(H(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} , I_{−χ,∞}, V_{0,z} )) is exactly A^′_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k). □

Remark 4.11. In type A the equality A_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) = A^′_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) can be deduced from the explicit description of the generating functions for the generators of the algebras A_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k), A^′_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) (see Section 11, Corollary 11.7 and [CM, Theorem 3.1]).

5. The size of A^u_χ, A^u_χ

The goal of this section is to compute dimensions of A^u_χ, A^u_χ with respect to the filtration F_1 (see Section 3.1). To do this, we first describe the associated graded subalgebras gr_{P BW} A^u_χ, gr_{P BW} A^u_χ ⊂ S^•(g[t]). It turns out that both of them are isomorphic to the tensor product A^u_0 ⊗_S•_{(g)}g A_χ (see Proposition 5.5), where A_χ ⊂ S^•(g) is the subalgebra of S^•(g) generated by^{∂kΦl}_{∂kχ} , l = 1, . . . , rk g, k ⩾ 0.

Remark 5.1. Algebra A_χ is called the shift of argument subalgebra (or Mishchenko- Fomenko subalgebra). It can be considered as a classical version of the algebra A_χ(z) defined in Section 4.

We then recall the dimensions (see (3.1)) of A^u_0 , A_χ and obtain the desired formula for the dimension of A^u_χ, A^u_χ. Moreover, we conclude that dim_{F1} A^u_χ = dim_{F1} A^u_0 (z_g(χ)), where A^u_0 (z_g(χ)) is the universal (classical) Gaudin subalgebra of S^•(z_g(χ)) (see [IR3, Remark in Section 4.7]). This equality will be important in the next section.

Set z_g(χ)^{der} := [z_g(χ), z_g(χ)]. Let χ_1 be a regular Cartan element of z_g(χ)^{der}. Let A_{(χ,χ1)} be the subalgebra of S^•(g) generated by A_χ, A_{χ1} (z_g(χ)). According to [Shu, Tar], the following holds.

Proposition 5.2. (a) The subalgebra A_{(χ,χ1)} ⊂ S^•(g) is a free polynomial algebra with 1 2 (dim g + rk g) generators. The set of generators is the union of standard generators of A_{χ1} (z_g(χ)) and ∂^k_χ(Φ_i) with k = 1, . . . , d^′_i for some d^′_i ⩽ d_i.

(b) The subalgebra A_{(χ,χ1)} ⊂ S^•(g) is maximal Poisson-commutative and is equal to the limit lim_{ϵ→0} A_{χ+ϵχ1} , where the limit is taken with respect to the filtration on S^•(g) by the degree.

Proposition 5.3. For χ ∈ g, the Poisson subalgebra A_χ ⊂ S^•(g) is maximal Poissoncommutative in S^•(g)^{zg(χ)}.

Proof. This follows from [HKRW, Corollary 9.9]. We give a sketch of the argument. Let χ_1 be a regular element of z_g(χ). Recall the subalgebra A_{(χ,χ1)} ⊂ S^•(g) generated by A_χ and A_{χ1} (z_g(χ)) ⊂ S^•(z_g(χ)).

Pick an element x ∈ S^•(g)^{zg(χ)} that commutes with A_χ. Since x is z_g(χ)-invariant it follows that x commutes with A_{χ1} (z_g(χ)) so it commutes with A_{(χ,χ1)}, hence, lies in A_{(χ,χ1)} (use part (b) of Proposition 5.2). Recall now that by the result of Knop from [Kno] we have S^•(g)^{zg(χ)} · S^•(z_g(χ)) = S^•(g)^{zg(χ)} ⊗_{S•(zg(χ))}z_g (χ) S^•(z_g(χ)) so A_{(χ,χ1)} = A_χ · A_{χ1} (z_g(χ)) = A_χ ⊗_{S•(zg(χ))}z_g(χ) A_{χ1} (z_g(χ)).

It now follows from the fact that A_{χ,χ1} is freely generated by the standard generators of A_{χ1} (z_g(χ)) together with some ∂^k_χΦ_l ∈ A_χ (see Proposition 5.2) that S^•(g)^{zg(χ)} ∩ A_{(χ,χ1)} = A_χ. We conclude that x ∈ S^•(g)^{zg(χ)} ∩ A_{(χ,χ1)} = A_χ as desired. □ Proposition 5.4. Consider the subalgebras S^•(g[t])^g, S^•(g) ⊂ S^•(g[t]). We have S^•(g[t])^g · S^•(g) = S^•(g[t])^g ⊗_S•_{(g)}g S^•(g) = Z_S•_{(g[t])}(S^•(g)^g).

Proof. Follows from [IR3, Lemma 6.9]. □ Proposition 5.5. The algebras gr_{P BW} A^u_χ, gr_{P BW} A^u_χ ⊂ S^•(g[t]) are both equal to the subalgebra of S^•(g[t])^{zg(χ)} generated by A^u_0 ⊂ S^•(g[t])^g and A_χ ⊂ S^•(g)^{zg(χ)}. Moreover, this algebra coincides with the tensor product A^u_0 ⊗_S•_{(g)}g A_χ and is a maximal Poissoncommutative subalgebra of S^•(g[t])^{zg(χ)}.

Proof. Let us show that S^•(g)^g ⊂ gr_{P BW} A^u_χ ∩ gr_{P BW} A^u_χ. Note that for every X = x_1 . . . x_l ∈ S^•(g) we can write X^{(0)} = x_1[0] . . . x_l[0] + other terms.

The image of X^{(0)} in the Hamiltonian reduction (3.5) inside S^•(g[t]) is equal to X + lower degree terms so the image of X^{(0)} in gr_{P BW} S^•(g[t]) is X. We conclude that S^•(g)^g ⊂ gr_{P BW} A^u_χ. In the same way we show that S^•(g)^g ⊂ gr_{P BW} A^u_χ.

Let us now show that the algebra generated by A^u_0 and A_χ is contained in gr_{P BW} A^u_χ∩ gr_{P BW} A^u_χ. To see that A^u_0 lies in both gr_{P BW} A^u_χ, gr_{P BW} A^u_χ recall (see Proposition 3.4) that A^u_0 is generated by the elements D^rΦ, Φ ∈ S^•(g)^g, r ∈ Z_{⩾0} and we already know that S^•(g)^g ⊂ gr_{P BW} A^u_χ ∩ gr_{P BW} A^u_χ. Note now that if X = x_1 . . . x_l ∈ S^•(g) then we can write X^{(r)} = ∑ j_1,...,j_l⩾0, j_1+...+j_l=r x_1[j_1] . . . x_l[j_l] + other terms.

The image of X^{(r)} in S^•(g[t]) is equal to 1 r! D^rX + lower degree terms.

We conclude that the image of r!X in gr_{P BW} S^•(g[t]) is exactly D^rX. It follows that A^u_0 ⊂ gr_{P BW} A^u_χ. In the same way we see that A^u_0 ⊂ gr_{P BW} A^u_χ.

To see that A_χ lies in gr_{P BW} A^u_χ ∩gr_{P BW} A^u_χ recall that A_χ is generated by ∂^r_χΦ, Φ ∈ S^•(g)^g. Note that if X := x_1 . . . x_k ∈ S^•(g) then we can write

X^{(−r)} = ∑ 1⩽i_1<...<i_r⩽l x_1[0] . . . x_{i1−1}[0]x_{i1} [−1]x_{i1 +1}[0] . . . x_{ir −1}[0]x_{ir} [−1]x_{ir +1}[0] . . . x_l[0]+

+ other terms.

The image of X^{(−r)} in S^•(g[t]) is equal to 1 r! ∂^r_χX + lower degree terms.

We conclude that the class of the image of r!X^{(−r)} in gr_{P BW} S^•(g[t]) is exactly ∂^r_χX. This observation finishes the proof of the fact that A_χ ⊂ gr_{P BW} A^u_χ. In the same way we show that A_χ ⊂ gr_{P BW} A^u_χ

Let us now describe the subalgebra of S^•(g[t])^{zg(χ)} generated by A^u_0 , A_χ. Note that A^u_0 ⊂ S^•(g[t])^g, A_χ ⊂ S^•(g) and by Proposition 5.4 we have S^•(g[t])^g · S^•(g) = S^•(g[t])^g ⊗_S•_{(g)}g S^•(g) = Z_S•_{(g[t])}(S^•(g)^g).

We conclude that

A^u_0 · A_χ = A^u_0 ⊗_S•_{(g)}g A_χ ⊂ S^•(g[t])^g ⊗_S•_{(g)}g S^•(g)^{zg(χ)} = = S^•(g[t])^g · S^•(g)^{zg(χ)} = Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g(χ) (S^•(g)^g) ⊂ S^•(g[t])^{zg(χ)}.

It then follows from [IR3, Corollary 4.10] and Proposition 5.3 that A^u_0 ·A_χ is the maximal Poisson-commutative subalgebra of S^•(g[t])^g · S^•(g)^{zg(χ)}.

Note also that if x ∈ S^•(g[t])^{zg(χ)} commutes with A^u_0 · A_χ then (since S^•(g)^g ⊂ A^u_0 ∩ A_χ) we must have x ∈ z_{S•(g[t])}z_g (χ) (S^•(g)^g) = S^•(g[t])^g ⊗_S•_{(g)}g S^•(g)^{zg(χ)}. Recall that A^u_0 · A_χ ⊂ S^•(g[t])^g · S^•(g)^{zg(χ)} is maximal Poisson-commutative so we conclude that x ∈ A^u_0 · A_χ. We have shown that A^u_0 · A_χ ⊂ S^•(g[t])^{zg(χ)} is maximal Poissoncommutative.

Recall now that A^u_0 · A_χ is contained in both gr_{P BW} A^u_χ, gr_{P BW} A^u_χ so from the maximality of A^u_0 · A_χ and commutativity of gr_{P BW} A^u_χ, gr_{P BW} A^u_χ we conclude that

gr_{P BW} A^u_χ = A^u_0 · A_χ = gr_{P BW} A^u_χ. □ Corollary 5.6. Subalgebras A^u_χ ⊂ U(g[t])^{zg(χ)}, A^u_χ ⊂ S^•(g[t])^{zg(χ)}

are maximal (resp., maximal Poisson) commutative. In particular, A^u_χ ⊂ S^•(g[t])^{zg(χ)} is algebraically closed.

Proof. Follows from Proposition 5.5 which claims that the associated graded gr_{P BW} A^u_χ = gr_{P BW} A^u_χ is maximal. □

Let us now recall the dimensions of the algebras A^u_0 , A_χ. Let d_i, i = 1, . . . , rk g be the degree of Φ_i and let p_i, i = 1, . . . , rk z_g(χ)^{der} be the degrees of the generators of the algebra S^•(z_g(χ)^{der})^{zg(χ)der} .

Proposition 5.7. We have

dim_{F1} A^u_0 =

rk g∏

i=1 ∞∏ l=d_i 1 1 − q^l , dim_{P BW} A_χ =

∏_{rk zg(χ)}der i=1 ∏_{pi−1} l=1 (1 − q^l) ∏_{rk g} i=1 ∏_{di} l=1(1 − q^l) . Proof. The claim about the dimension of the algebra A^u_0 follows from the fact that A^u_0 is freely generated by D^rΦ_i, r ⩾ 0 (see Proposition 3.4).

Let us now compute the dimension of A_χ. Recall that by part (b) of Proposition 5.2 we have A_{(χ,χ1)} = lim_{ϵ→0} A_{χ+ϵχ1} . Since χ + ϵχ_1 ∈ g is regular and A_{χ+ϵχ1} ⊂ S^•(g) are graded with respect to the grading by the degree (that induces the filtration that we use to define the limit) we conclude from Lemma 2.5 that

dim_{P BW} A_{(χ,χ1)} =

rk g∏

i=1 d_i∏

l=1 1 1 − q^l . It now follows from part (a) of Proposition 5.2 that

dim_{P BW} A_χ ·

rk z_g(χ)^{der} ∏ i=1 p_i−1∏

l=1 1 1 − q^l = dim_{P BW} A_{(χ,χ1)} =

rk g∏

i=1 d_i∏

l=1 1 1 − q^l . We conclude that

dim_{P BW} A_χ =

∏_{rk g} i=1 ∏_{di} l=1 1 1−q^l ∏_{rk zg(χ)}der i=1 ∏_{pi−1} l=1 1 1−q^l . □ We are now ready to compute the dimension of the algebras A^u_χ, A^u_χ.

Proposition 5.8. We have

dim_{F1} A^u_χ = dim_{F1} A^u_χ =

rk z_g(χ)^{der} ∏ i=1 ∞∏ l=p_i 1 1 − q^l · ∞∏ l=1 1 (1 − q^l)^{rk zg(χ)−rk zg(χ)der} . Proof. Since gr_{P BW} A^u_χ = gr_{P BW} A^u_χ = A^u_0 ⊗_S•_{(g)}g A_χ and dim_{F1} A^u_0 =

rk g∏

i=1 ∞∏ l=d_i 1 1 − q^l , dim_{P BW} A_χ =

∏_{rk g} i=1 ∏_{di} l=1 1 1−q^l ∏_{rk zg(χ)}der i=1 ∏_{pi−1} l=1 1 1−q^l , dim_{P BW} S^•(g)^g =

rk g∏

i=1 1 1 − q^{di} it follows that

dim_{F1} A^u_χ =

∏_{rk g} i=1 ∏_∞ l=d_i+1 1 1−q^l · ∏_{rk g} i=1 ∏_{di} l=1 1 1−q^l ∏_{rk zg(χ)}der i=1 ∏_{pi−1} l=1 1 1−q^l =

= ∏_∞ l=1 1 (1−q^l)^{rk g}

∏_{rk zg(χ)}der i=1 ∏_{pi−1} l=1 1 1−q^l = rk z_g(χ)^{der} ∏ i=1 ∞∏ l=p_i 1 1 − q^l · ∞∏ l=1 1 (1 − q^l)^{rk zg(χ)−rk zg(χ)der} . □ Corollary 5.9. We have dim_{F1} A^u_χ = dim_{F1} A^u_0 (z_g(χ)). Proof. We have

dim_{F1} A^u_χ = ∏_∞ l=1 1 (1−q^l)^{rk g}

∏_{rk zg(χ)}der i=1 ∏_{pi−1} l=1 1 1−q^l =

= rk z_g(χ)^{der} ∏ i=1 ∞∏ l=p_i 1 1 − q^l · ∞∏ l=1 1 (1 − q^l)^{rk zg(χ)−rk zg(χ)der}

= dim_{F1} A^u_0 (z_g(χ)). □ 6. Universal inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebras as centralizers It follows from [IR3] that for χ = 0 we have A^u_0 = Z_S•_{(g[t])}g (Ω_0), A^u_0 = Z_{U(g[t])}g (Ω̃_0).

The main goal of this section is to prove that the same equalities hold for A^u_χ, A^u_χ i.e. that A^u_χ = Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω_χ), A^u_χ = Z_{U(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω̃_χ).

Lemma 6.1. For every m > 0 we have Z_S•_{(g[t])}(χ[m]) = S^•(z_g(χ)[t]). Proof. Same proof as of [R, Lemma 4]. □ Proposition 6.2. We have A^u_χ = Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω_χ).

Proof. Consider the family Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω_{κχ}), κ ∈ C^× . Note that

Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω_{κχ}) ≃ Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g (χ) (Ω_χ)

via the Poisson automorphism of S^•(g[t]) given by the map x[n] → κ^nx[n]. It follows that we can consider the limit lim_{κ→∞} Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω_{κχ}).

Pick an element a_0 ∈ lim_{κ→∞} Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω_{κχ}).

Note that a_0 ∈ F^i_1S^•(g[t]) for some i ⩾ 0. Recall that we have a map f : A^1 → Gr(d(i), F^i_1 S^•(g[t])) that sends ϵ ∈ A^1 to F^i_1S^•(g[t])) ∩ Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g(χ) (ϵΩ_0 + χ[2]) and sends 0 to lim_{κ→∞} (F^i_1S^•(g[t]) ∩ Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω_{κχ})). It follows from Lemma 2.2 that there exists a morphism a: A^1 → F^i_1S^•(g[t])) such that a(ϵ) ∈ Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g (χ) (ϵΩ_0 + χ[2]) for every ϵ ∈ A^1 \ {0} and a(0) = a_0. Then we can write a(ϵ) = a_0 + ϵa_1 + ϵ^2a_2 + . . . with a_i ∈ F^i_1S^•(g[t]).

We have {ϵΩ_0 + χ[2], a} = 0 so {χ[2], a_0} = 0, {Ω_0, a_0} + {χ[2], a_1} = 0.

From {χ[2], a_0} = 0 we conclude by Lemma 6.1 that a_0 ∈ S^•(z_g(χ)[t]). (6.1) Pick a basis of g, consisting of root vectors and consider the corresponding decomposition g = z_g(χ)⊕m. It induces the decomposition S^•(g[t]) = S^•(z_g(χ)[t])⊕S^•(g[t])m[t]. Let π : S^•(g[t]) ↠ S^•(z_g(χ)[t]) be the projection. Note that {χ[2], S^•(z_g(χ)[t])} = 0, {χ[2], S^•(g[t])m[t]} ⊂ S^•(g[t])m[t] so it is clear that π({χ[2], a_1}) = 0. It is also clear (use (6.1)) that we have π({Ω_0, a_0}) = {Ω_0(z_g(χ)), a_0}, where Ω_0(z_g(χ)) is the element Ω_0 for z_g(χ).

We conclude that {Ω_0(z_g(χ)), a_0} = 0. We also know that a_0 ∈ S^•(z_g(χ)[t])^{zg (χ)}. It follows that lim_{κ→∞} Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω_{κχ}) ⊂ Z_{S•(zg(χ)[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω_0(z_g(χ))) = A^u_0 (z_g(χ)),

where the last equality follows from [IR3, Proposition 4.9]. It remains to note that A^u_χ ⊂ Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω_χ), so

dim_{F1} A^u_χ ⩽ dim_{F1} Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g (χ) (Ω_χ) ⩽ dim_{F1} ( lim_{κ→∞} Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω_{κχ}) ) ⩽ dim_{F1} A^u_0 (z_g(χ)). (6.2) Recall that dim_{F1} A^u_χ = dim_{F1} A^u_0 (z_g(χ)) by Corollary 5.9 so the inequalities in (6.2) are actually equalities and we must have A^u_χ = Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω_χ) as desired. □

Remark 6.3. It follows from the proof of Proposition 6.2 that we have lim_{κ→∞} A^u_{κχ} = A^u_0 (z_g(χ)).

Remark 6.4. Note that for regular χ we also have A^u_χ = Z_S•_{(g[t])}(ω_χ). Indeed, we have the filtration F_2 on S^•(g[t]) with deg_2 x[m] = m. Note that gr_2(ω_χ) = gr_2(χ[1]]) so we conclude that gr_2(Z_S•_{(g[t])}(ω_χ)) ⊂ Z_S•_{(g[t])}(χ[1]) = S^•(h[t]) (see Lemma 6.1). It follows that dim_{F1} Z_S•_{(g[t])}(ω_χ) ⩽ dim_{F1} S^•(h[t]). Recall also that A^u_χ ⊂ Z_S•_{(g[t])}(ω_χ) and dim_{F1} A^u_χ = dim_{F1} S^•(h[t]). We conclude that A^u_χ = Z_S•_{(g[t])}(ω_χ).

So we have shown that the algebra A^u_χ coincides with the centralizer Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω_χ). Let us now quantize this statement i.e. prove that A^u_χ = Z_{U(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω̃_χ).

We first relate the algebras A^u_χ, A^u_χ. Recall that the P BW -filtration on U(g[t]) and consider the Rees family U_ϵ(g[t]), ϵ ∈ C as in Section 2.2. Note that U_ϵ(g[t]) ≃ U(g[t]) for ϵ ≠ 0 and U_0(g[t]) = S^•(g[t]). For ϵ ≠ 0 we pick the natural isomorphisms φ_ϵ : U(g[t])^∼−→ U_ϵ(g[t]) that send an element a of degree r to [ϵ^{−r}ℏ^ra]. Note that these isomorphisms are g-equivariant.

Recall that the algebra U(g[t]) is graded with the grading deg_2 x[n] = n. Note that this grading induces the grading on Rees(U(g[t])) (deg_2 ℏx[n] = n) such that C [ℏ] ⊂ U_ϵ(g[t]) lies in the zero graded component. Thus, we obtain the grading on every U_ϵ(g[t]). We can consider the automorphism d_ϵ : U_ϵ(g[t])^∼−→ U_ϵ(g[t]) that sends a such that deg_2 a = i to ϵ^{−i}a. The automorphism d_ϵ is g-equivariant. We obtain the composition d_ϵ ∘ φ_ϵ : U(g[t])^∼−→ U_ϵ(g[t]).

Set φ̃_ϵ := d_ϵ ∘ φ_ϵ. For ϵ ≠ 0 we can embed A^u_χ ⊂ U_ϵ(g[t]) via φ̃_ϵ.

Proposition 6.5. After the embedding φ̃_ϵ : A^u_χ ⊂ U_ϵ(g[t]), we have lim_{ϵ→0} A^u_χ = A^u_χ.

Proof. Let us check that Ω_χ ∈ lim_{ϵ→0} A^u_χ. Recall that Ω̃_χ ∈ A^u_χ (see Remark 3.2). After the identification φ̃_ϵ this element becomes Ω̃_{χ,ϵ} = ∑ a ℏ^2ϵ^{−3}x_ax_a[1] + ϵ^{−3}ℏχ[2]

and the limit of ϵ^3Ω̃_{χ,ϵ} as ϵ → 0 is exactly Ω_χ.

We conclude (use Lemma 2.9) that lim_{ϵ→0} A^u_χ ⊂ Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω_χ) = A^u_χ, where the last equality holds by Proposition 6.2. Since the dimension of lim_{ϵ→0} A^u_χ is at least dim_{F1} A^u_χ (Lemma 2.10) and by Proposition 5.5 we have dim_{F1} A^u_χ = dim_{F1} A^u_χ we conclude that lim_{ϵ→0} A^u_χ = A^u_χ. □

Proposition 6.6. We have A^u_χ = Z_{U(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω̃_χ).

Proof. Since the element ϵ^3Ω̃_{χ,ϵ} = ϵ^3φ̃_ϵ(Ω̃_χ) goes to Ω_χ as ϵ goes to zero we conclude that lim_{ϵ→0} Z_{Uϵ(g[t])}z_g (χ) (Ω̃_{χ,ϵ}) ⊂ Z_{S•(g[t])}z_g (χ) (Ω_χ) = A^u_χ.

Note now that since A^u_χ ⊂ Z_{U(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω̃_χ) and passing to limit may only increase the dimension then

dim_{F1} A^u_χ ⩽ dim_{F1} Z_{U(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω̃_χ) ⩽ dim_{F1} lim_{ϵ→0} Z_{Uϵ(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω̃_{χ,ϵ}) ⩽ dim_{F1} A^u_χ. (6.3) Since by Proposition 5.5 we have dim_{F1} A^u_χ = dim_{F1} A^u_χ we conclude that inequalities in (6.3) are equalities so A^u_χ = Z_{U(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω̃_χ). □ Remark 6.7. Note that for regular χ we also have A^u_χ = Z_{U(g[t])}(ω̃_χ). The proof is the same as the one of Proposition 6.6, the only difference is that we use Remark 6.4 instead of Proposition 6.2. 7. Yangian Recall that g is a simple Lie algebra.

7.1. Definition of the Yangian.

Definition 7.1. Yangian Y (g) is the associative C -algebra generated by {x, J(x) | x ∈ g} subject to the following relations: xy − yx = [x, y], J([x, y]) = [J(x), y], J(cx + dy) = cJ(x) + dJ(y), [J(x), [J(y), z]] = [x, [J(y), J(z)]] = ∑ a_1 ,a_2,a_3

([x, x_{a1} ], [[y, x_{a2} ], [z, x_{a3} ]]){x_{a1} , x_{a2} , x_{a3} }, [[J(x), J(y)], [z, J(w)]] + [[J(z), J(w)], [x, J(y)]] = = ∑ a_1 ,a_2,a_3

(([x, x_{a1} ], [[y, x_{a2} ], [[z, w], x_{a3} ]])+([z, x_{a1} ], [[w, x_{a2} ], [[x, y]x_{a3} ]])){x_{a1} , x_{a2} , J(x_{a3} )}

for all x, y, z, w ∈ g, c, d ∈ C . Here {x_a}|_{a=1,...,dim g} is an orthonormal basis and {x_1, x_2, x_3} := 1 24 ∑ σ∈S_3 x_{σ(1)}x_{σ(2)}x_{σ(3)}

for all x_1, x_2, x_3 ∈ Y (g).

By [D, Theorem 2] Yangian Y (g) is a Hopf algebra. It follows from [D, Theorem 3] that there is a unique formal series R(u) = 1 + ∞∑ k=1 R_ku^{−k} ∈ (Y (g) ⊗ Y (g))[[u^{−1}]]

satisfying (id ⊗Δ)R(u) = R_{12}(u)R_{13}(u), τ_{0,u}Δ^{opp}(x) = R(u)^{−1}(τ_{0,u}Δ(x))R(u) for all x ∈ Y (g), where τ_{0,u} is the automorphism of Y (g)[[u]] given by x → x, J(x) → J(x) + ux for all x ∈ g. We have

R(u) = 1 + 2ω^′u^{−1} + ( ∑ a (J(x_a) ⊗ x_a − x_a ⊗ J(x_a)) + 2(ω^′)^2 ) u^{−2} + O(u^{−3}),

where ω^′ =^1_2 ∑ a x_a ⊗ x_a. See [D] and [W, Section 3] for details. We will call R(u) the universal R-matrix.

7.2. RT T realization of Yangian. Let ρ: Y (g) → End(V ) be a finite dimensional representation of Y (g) that is not a direct sum of trivial representations w.r.t. g ⊂ Y (g). We fix a basis e_1, . . . , e_{dim V} of V . Let R(u − v) := (ρ ⊗ ρ)(R(u − v)) be the image of the universal R-matrix in End(V )^{⊗2}. Using this data, we define the RT T -realization Y_V (g) of Y (g) as follows.

Definition 7.2. The Yangian Y_V (g) is a unital associative algebra generated by the elements t^{(r)}_{ij} , 1 ⩽ i, j ⩽ dim V ; r ⩾ 1 with the defining relations

R(u − v)T_1(u)T_2(v) = T_2(v)T_1(u)R(u − v) ∈ End(V )^{⊗2} ⊗ Y_V (g)[[u^{−1}, v^{−1}]],

η^2(T (u)) = T (u + 1 2 c_g),

where η(T (u)) = T (u)^{−1} is the antipode map and c_g is the value of the Casimir element ∑ a x^2_a of g on the adjoint representation. Here T (u) = [t_{ij}(u)]_{i,j=1,...,dim V} ∈ End V ⊗ Y_V (g), t_{ij}(u) = δ_{ij} + ∑ r⩾1 t^{(r)}_{ij} u^{−r} and T_1(u) (resp. T_2(u)) is the image of T (u) in the first (resp. second) copy of End V . Theorem 7.3. ([W, Theorem 6.2]) The assignment T (u) → (ρ ⊗ 1)R(−u) extends to an isomorphism of algebras Φ: Y_V (g)^∼−→ Y (g).

Recall that we have a basis e_1, . . . , e_{dim V} of V . We denote by E_{ij} |_{1⩽i,j⩽dim V} ∈ End(V ) the corresponding matrix units. We define F_{ij} ∈ End(V ) by the following identity ∑ ij E_{ij} ⊗ F_{ij} = −(ρ ⊗ 1) ( ∑ a x_a ⊗ x_a ) . Proposition 7.4. ([W, Corollary 6.3]) The map Φ^{−1} sends generators {F_{ij} , J(F_{ij} )} of Y (g) to

F_{ij} → t^{(1)}_{ij} , J(F_{ij} ) → t^{(2)}_{ij} − 1 2 dim V∑

a=1 t^{(1)}_{ia} t^{(1)}_{aj} + dim V∑

p,l=1 b^{(ij)}_{pl} t^{(1)}_{pl} ,

where b^{ij}_{pl} are certain scalars.

Remark 7.5. Note that for g = sl_n and V = C^n (the standard representation of g), we have F_{ij} = −E_{ji}.

7.3. Two filtrations on the Yangian. The first filtration F_1 on Y_V (g) is determined by putting deg_1 t^{(r)}_{ij} = r. More precisely, the r-th filtered component F^{(r)}_1 Y_V (g) is the linear span of all monomials t^{(r1)}_{i1j1} · . . . · t^{(rm)}_{imjm} with r_1 + . . . + r_m ⩽ r. It follows from Proposition 7.4 that after the identification Y (g) = Y_V (g) we have deg_1 x = 1, deg_1 J(x) = 2 for every nonzero x ∈ g. By gr_1 we denote the operation of taking associated graded algebra with respect to F_1. For x ∈ Y (g) we denote by gr_1 x the class of x in in F^{(i)}_1 Y (g)/F^{(i−1)}_1 Y (g) ⊂ gr_2 Y (g), where i is the minimal such that x ∈ F^{(i)}_1 Y (g).

Let G[[t^{−1}]] be the group of C [[t^{−1} ]]-points of G i.e. g ∈ G[[t^{−1}]] is a morphism g : Spec C [[t^{−1} ]] → G. For g ∈ G[[t^{−1}]], we denote by ev_g : C [G] → C [[t^{−1} ]] the corresponding homomorphism of algebras. We have the evaluation at infinity homomorphism G[[t^{−1}]] → G and denote by G_1[[t^{−1}]] its kernel. To any f ∈ C [G] one can assign the function f̃ : G_1[[t^{−1}]] → C [[t^{−1} ]], f̃ = ∑ r⩾0 f^{(r)}t^{−r} given by f̃(g) := ev_g(f), g ∈ G_1[[t^{−1}]].

The C^× -action on G_1[[t^{−1}]] by dilations of the variable t determines a grading on C (G_1 [[t^{−1}]]) such that deg f^{(r)} = r for any f ∈ C [G].

Proposition 7.6. [IR2, Proposition 2.24]) There is an isomorphism of graded algebras gr_1 Y_V (g) ≃ O(G_1[[t^{−1}]]), such that gr_1 t^{(r)}_{ij} = Δ^{(r)}_{ij} , where Δ_{ij} ∈ C [G] are the matrix coefficients of the representation V .

The second filtration F_2 on Y_V (g) is determined by putting deg t^{(r)}_{ij} = r − 1 i.e. the r-th filtered component F^{(r)}_2 Y_V (g) is the linear span of all monomials t^{(r1)}_{i1j1} · . . . · t^{(rm)}_{imjm} with r_1 + . . . + r_m ⩽ r + m. It follows from Proposition 7.4 that after the identification Y (g) = Y_V (g) the filtration F_2 can by described as follows: we have deg_2 x = 0, deg_2 J(x) = 1 for every nonzero x ∈ g. By gr_2 we denote the operation of taking associated graded algebra with respect to F_2. For x ∈ Y (g) we denote by gr_2 x the class of x in F^{(i)}_2 Y (g)/F^{(i−1)}_2 Y (g) ⊂ gr_2 Y (g), where i is the minimal such that x ∈ F^{(i)}_2 Y (g).

Proposition 7.7. ([W, Theorem 6.5]) gr_2 Y_V (g) ≃ U(g[t]), where the grading is given by the C^× -action dilating t. Moreover, we have t^{r−1}g ⊂ span{t^{(r)}_{ij} }/F^{(r−2)}_2 Y_V (g).

7.4. Filtrations on gr_1 Y (g), gr_2 Y (g) and the associated bigraded algebra. We follow [IR3, Sections 2.7, 2.13]. The filtration F_1 on Y (g) produces a filtration on U(g[t]) = gr_2 Y (g) which we denote by the same letter F_1. The filtration F_2 on Y (g) produces the filtration on C [G[[t^{−1} ]]_1] = gr_1 Y (g). The goal of this section is to describe these filtrations explicitly and also describe the corresponding associated bigraded algebra bigr Y (g) (see (7.1) below).

7.4.1. Algebras with multiple filtrations. We begin with some general facts about algebras with multiple filtrations. For any algebra A endowed with two filtrations F_1, F_2 one can define the associated bigraded algebra of A as

bigr A := ⨁ i,j (F^{(i)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j)}_2 A)/((F^{(i−1)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j)}_2 A) + (F^{(i)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j−1)}_2 A)). (7.1)

Algebra bigr A is naturally bigraded. For x ∈ F^{(i)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j)}_2 A let bigr^{(i,j)}(x) ∈ bigr A be the class of x in F^{(i)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j)}_2 A/(F^{(i−1)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j)}_2 A + F^{(i)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j−1)}_2 A). Note that bigr^{(i,j)}(x) has bidegree (i, j).

Warning 7.8. Note that bigr^{(i,j)}(x) may be zero.

We have canonical identifications (see [IR3, Lemma 2.8]) gr_2 gr_1 A ≃ bigr A ≃ gr_1 gr_2 A so it makes sense to compare elements gr_{21} x := gr_2 gr_1 x, gr_{12} x := gr_1 gr_2 x. The following Lemma describes necessary and sufficient conditions on x ∈ A for the equality gr_{21} x = gr_{12} x to be true.

Lemma 7.9. (a) Pick x ∈ A, i, j such that x ∈ F^{(i)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j)}_2 A.

The following are equivalent:

(i) We have x /∈ (F^{(i−1)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j)}_2 A) + (F^{(i)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j−1)}_2 A), (ii) gr_{21} x has bidegree (i, j), (iii) gr_{21} x = bigr^{(i,j)} x, (iv) gr_{12} x has bidegree (i, j), (v) gr_{12} x = bigr^{(i,j)} x, (vi) gr_{21} x = bigr^{(i,j)} x = gr_{12} x.

(b) Pick x ∈ A then gr_{21} x = gr_{12} x if and only if there exist i, j such that x ∈ F^{(i)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j)}_2 A and one of six (equivalent) conditions (i)-(vi) holds. Proof. Let us prove part (a). Let us first of all show that

bigr^{(i,j)} x = gr_{21} x if and only if x /∈ (F^{(i)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j−1)}_2 A) + F^{(i−1)}_1 A. (7.2) Assume that x /∈ (F^{(i)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j−1)}_2 A) + F^{(i−1)}_1 A. Note that by our assumptions we have x ∈ F^{(i)}_1 A \ F^{(i−1)}_1 A so gr_1 x is equal to the class of x in F^{(i)}_1 A/F^{(i−1)}_1 A. We need to show that gr_1 x ∈ (F^{(i)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j)}_2 A)/(F^{(i−1)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j)}_2 A), (7.3) gr_1 x /∈ (F^{(i)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j−1)}_2 A)/(F^{(i−1)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j−1)}_2 A). (7.4) Equation (7.3) holds since x ∈ F^{(i)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j)}_2 A, (7.4) holds since x /∈ (F^{(i)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j−1)}_2 A) + F^{(i−1)}_1 A.

Assume that bigr^{(i,j)} x = gr_{21} x. It follows that (7.4) holds so x /∈ (F^{(i)}_1 A∩F^{(j−1)}_2 A)+ F^{(i−1)}_1 A as desired.

Same observation shows that

bigr^{(i,j)} x = gr_{12} x if and only if x /∈ (F^{(i−1)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j)}_2 A) + F^{(j−1)}_2 A. (7.5)

Note now that x ∈ F^{(i)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j)}_2 A implies that

x /∈ (F^{(i−1)}_1 A∩F^{(j)}_2 A)+(F^{(i)}_1 A∩F^{(j−1)}_2 A) if and only if x /∈ (F^{(i)}_1 A∩F^{(j−1)}_2 A)+F^{(i−1)}_1 A and x /∈ (F^{(i−1)}_1 A∩F^{(j)}_2 A)+(F^{(i)}_1 A∩F^{(j−1)}_2 A) if and only if x /∈ (F^{(i−1)}_1 A∩F^{(j)}_2 A)+F^{(j−1)}_2 A. We conclude that (i) ⇔ (iii) ⇔ (v) ⇔ (vi). It is also clear that (ii) ⇔ (iii), (iv) ⇔ (v).

Let us now prove part (b). We only need to show that if gr_{21} x = gr_{12} x has some bidegree (i, j) then x ∈ F^{(i)}_1 A ∩ F^{(j)}_2 A. Indeed, since gr_1 x has degree i (w.r.t. the grading on gr_1 A induced by F_1) we must have x ∈ F^{(i)}_1 A and similarly since gr_2 x has degree j we must have x ∈ F^{(j)}_2 A. □ Warning 7.10. Note that it is not true in general that gr_{21} x = gr_{12} x for every x ∈ A. Take, for example, A = C [a, b] and define filtrations as follows: deg_{F1} (a) = 1, deg_{F1} (b) = 0, deg_{F2} (a) = 0, deg_{F2} (b) = 1.

Take x = a + b then gr_{21}(x) = a ≠ b = gr_{12}(x).

7.4.2. Case of the Yangian. Let us now return to the case A = Y (g). Recall that gr_1 Y (g) = C [G[[t^{−1} ]]_1], gr_2 Y (g) = U(g[t]). Let us describe the induced filtrations on C [G[[t^{−1} ]]_1], U(g[t]) and the associated bigraded algebra gr_{21} Y (g) ≃ bigr Y (g) ≃ gr_{12} Y (g).

Pick an identification exp: t^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]]^∼−→ G_1[[t^{−1}]] and identify C [t^{−1} g[[t^{−1}]]] ≃ S^•(g[t]) via the pairing given by (x(t), y(t)) := Res_{t=0}(x(t), y(t)), x(t) ∈ g[t], y(t) ∈ t^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]].

The following proposition holds by [IR3, proof of Proposition 2.12, Section 2.13].

Proposition 7.11. (a) After an identification gr_1 Y (g) ≃ C [G_1 [[t^{−1}]]] ≃ S^•(g[t]) above the grading on S^•(g[t]) is given by deg_1 x[n − 1] = n and the filtration F_2 is given by deg_2 x[n − 1] = n.

(b) The grading on gr_2 Y (g) ≃ U(g[t]) is given by deg_2 x[n − 1] = n − 1 and the filtration F_1 is given by deg_1 x[n − 1] = n.

(c) We have a bigraded algebra isomorphism bigr Y (g) ≃ S^•(g[t]), where the bigrading on S^•(g[t]) is given by deg_1 x[n − 1] = n, deg_2 x[n − 1] = n − 1.

7.5. Representation theory of Y (g). By [CP, Section 12] to every dominant λ we can associate an irreducible finite dimensional representation of Y (g) to be denoted V (λ, 0), ρ: Y (g) → End V (λ, 0). As a g-module we have V (λ, 0) = V_λ ⊕ ⨁ μ<λ V^{⊕lμ}_μ . Moreover, if λ is minuscule then V (λ, 0) = V_λ and J(x) acts on V (λ, 0) by zero for every x ∈ g.

Remark 7.12. If g is of type A then V (λ, 0) = V_λ for every dominant λ. The reason for this is the existence of so-called evaluation homomorphism Y (g) → U(g) (which exists only in type A), see Section 10.2.

8. Bethe subalgebras and their degenerations

8.1. Bethe subalgebras in Yangian. Let ρ_i : Y (g) → End V (ϖ_i, 0) be the i-th fundamental representation of Y (g). Let V be the direct sum of V (ϖ_i, 0). Let T^i(u) be the submatrix of T (u)-matrix, corresponding to the i-th fundamental representation V (ϖ_i, 0). Let G̃ be the corresponding to g connected simply-connected group and let G be the adjoint group with Lie algebra g. The action of g ⊂ Y (g) integrates to the action G̃ ↷ V (ϖ_i, 0). We denote the corresponding map G̃ → End V (ϖ_i, 0) by ρ_i.

Definition 8.1. Let C ∈ G̃. Bethe subalgebra B(C) ⊂ Y_V (g) is the subalgebra generated by all coefficients of the following series with the coefficients in Y_V (g) τ_i(u, C) := tr_{V (ϖi,0)} ρ_i(C)T^i(u), 1 ⩽ i ⩽ n. Remark 8.2. In fact, B(C) depends only on the class of C in G = G̃/Z(G̃) so from now on we assume that C ∈ G.

It is easy to see that B(C) ⊂ Y_V (g)^{zg(C)}. Let T ⊂ G be a maximal torus.

Proposition 8.3. ([NO], [I], [IR2], [IR3])

(1) Bethe subalgebra B(C) is commutative for any C ∈ G.

(2) B(C) is a maximal commutative subalgebra of Y_V (g) for C in the regular part of T .

(3) B(C) is a maximal commutative subalgebra of Y_V (g)^{zg(C)} for C ∈ T . (4) For C ∈ T we have gr_2 B(C) = A^u_0 (z_g(C)) so, in particular, we have dim_{F1} B(C) = dim_{F1} A^u_0 (z_g(χ)).

8.2. Limits of Bethe subalgebras. Recall now the filtration F^•_2 on Y (g). We can consider the corresponding Rees algebra (see Section 2.2) Rees(Y (g)) = Y_ℏ(g). For every ϵ ∈ C we obtain the algebra Y_ϵ(g) := Y_ℏ(g)/(ℏ − ϵ). Recall also that for ϵ ≠ 0 we have the identification Y_ϵ(g)^∼−→ Y (g), [ℏ^ia] → ϵ^ia. (8.1) We denote the inverse to (8.1) by ψ_ϵ. Pick now an element χ ∈ h and consider the element C := exp(ϵχ) ∈ T . We can consider the corresponding Bethe subalgebra B(exp(ϵχ)) ⊂ Y (g). Let us now denote by B_ϵ(C) = B_ϵ(exp(ϵχ)) the subalgebra ψ_ϵ(B(exp(ϵχ))) ⊂ Y_ϵ(g). We obtain the (formal) algebraic family B_ϵ(C) of subalgebras in Y_ϵ(g).

Remark 8.4. Note that B_ϵ(exp(ϵχ)) can be considered as an algebraic family over Spec C [[ℏ]] or as a complex analytic family over C .

Using the filtration F^•_1 , we can then define the limit lim_{ϵ→0} B_ϵ(C) (see Section 2.2) that will be a commutative subalgebra of Y_0(g) = gr_2 Y (g) = U(g[t]).

The goal of this section is to prove that lim_{ϵ→0} B_ϵ(C) = A^u_χ. The strategy is the

following. Recall that by Proposition 6.6 we have A^u_χ = Z_{U(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω̃_χ). We prove in Proposition 8.9 that Ω̃_χ ∈ lim_{ϵ→0} B_ϵ(C), concluding that lim_{ϵ→0} B_ϵ(C) ⊂ Z_{U(g[t])}z_g(χ) (Ω̃_χ) = A^u_χ. Then the comparison of the dimensions finishes the proof.

Let α_j , j = 1, . . . , rk g be simple roots of g and recall that ϖ_j, j = 1, . . . , rk g are fundamental weights. We also denote by h_j ∈ h the element, corresponding to the simple root α_j ∈ h^∗ via the identification h^{∗ ∼}−→ h induced by the invariant scalar product ( , ). Similarly, t_{ϖj} ∈ h is the element, corresponding to ϖ_j ∈ h^∗. For every positive root α ∈ Δ_+ we denote by x^±_α ∈ g_{±α} elements of g_{±α} such that (x^+_α , x^−_α ) = 1. We have

R^{(2)} = ∑ α∈Δ_+ (J(x^±_α ) ⊗ x^∓_α − x^±_α ⊗ J(x^∓_α )) +

rk g∑

j=1 2 (α_j , α_j )

(J(h_j ) ⊗ t_{ϖj} − h_j ⊗ J(t_{ϖj} )) + 2ω^{′2},

(8.2) where

ω^′ = ∑ α∈Δ^+ 1 2 x^±_α ⊗ x^∓_α +

rk g∑

j=1 1 (α_j , α_j ) h_j ⊗ t_{ϖj} . Proposition 8.5. The element ω̃_χ lies in the limit algebra lim_{ϵ→0} B_ϵ(exp(ϵχ)).

Proof. Let V be a finite dimensional representation of Y (g) that is not a direct sum of trivial g modules. Let ( , )_V be the corresponding invariant form and let c_V ∈ C^× be such that ( , )_V = c_V ( , ).

Pick an identification exp: t^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]]^∼−→ G_1[[t^{−1}]]. Then (using Proposition 7.6) we obtain an isomorphism gr_1 Y (g) ≃ C [t^{−1} g[[t^{−1}]]], which sends gr_1(tr_V ρ(C))T to the function on t^{−1}g[[t^{−1}]] given by g(t^{−1}) → tr_V ρ(C) exp g(t^{−1}), where g(t^{−1}) = a_1t^{−1} + a_2t^{−2} + . . ., a_i ∈ g. We start from couple Lemmas.

Lemma 8.6. We have tr_V T^{(2)} ∈ F^{(0)}_2 Y (g) and gr_2(tr_V T^{(2)}) = c_V ω̃_0 + b for some b ∈ C . Proof. Assume for the sake of contradiction that tr_V T^{(2)} /∈ F^{(0)}_2 Y (g). It follows from the definitions that tr_V T^{(2)} ∈ F^{(2)}_1 Y (g) ∩ F^{(1)}_2 Y (g). We claim that the condition (i) of Lemma 7.9 holds for x = tr_V T^{(2)} and (i, j) = (2, 1). Indeed, note that F^{(1)}_1 Y (g) ⊂ F^{(0)}_2 Y (g) so (F^{(1)}_1 Y (g)∩F^{(1)}_2 Y (g))+(F^{(2)}_1 Y (g)∩F^{(0)}_2 Y (g)) ⊂ F^{(0)}_2 Y (g) and tr_V T^{(2)} /∈ F^{(0)}_2 Y (g) by our assumption. It follows from Lemma 7.9 that gr_{21}(tr_V T^{(2)}) = bigr^{(2,1)}(tr_V T^{(2)}) has bidegree (2, 1). Note also that gr_1(tr_V T^{(2)}) is the function g → 1 2 (a_1, a_1)_V

that has degree 0 < 1 w.r.t. the second filtration on C [t^{−1} g[[t^{−1}]]] ≃ S^•(g[t]) (use Proposition 7.11). Contradiction finishes the proof.

Let us now prove that gr_2(tr_V T^{(2)}) = c_V ω̃_0 + b for some b ∈ C . Note that tr_V T^{(2)} is g-invariant and lies in F^{(2)}_1 Y (g) ∩ F^{(0)}_2 Y (g) so its class in gr_2 Y (g) = U(g[t]) must be a g-invariant element of U(g) that has degree at most two w.r.t. the P BW -filtration on U(g). It follows that gr_2(tr_V T^{(2)}) = aω̃_0 + b, a, b ∈ C .

It remains to check that a = c_V . Let us first of all prove that gr_{21}(tr_V T^{(2)}) = bigr(tr_V T^{(2)}) = gr_{12}(tr_V T^{(2)}). (8.3)

To see that, we apply Lemma 7.9 (for i = 2, j = 0): we have tr_V T^{(2)} ∈ F^{(2)}_1 Y (g) ∩ F^{(0)}_2 Y (g), note also that gr_1 tr_V T^{(2)} is (g →^1_2 (a_1, a_1)_V ) so (using Proposition 7.11) gr_{21} tr_V T^{(2)} = c_V ω_0 has bidegree (2, 1). We conclude that (8.3) holds. It remains to note that

aω_0 = gr_1(aω̃_0 + b) = gr_{12} tr_V T^{(2)} = gr_{21} tr_V T^{(2)} = gr_2(x → 1 2 (a_1, a_1)_V ) = c_V ω_0

so a = c_V as desired. □ Lemma 8.7. Assume that χ ≠ 0.

(a) We have tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(2)} ∈ F^{(2)}_1 Y (g) ∩ F^{(1)}_2 Y (g) and tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(2)} /∈ F^{(0)}_2 Y (g). (b) We have gr_2

(_1 c_V trV ρ(χ)T (2) ) = χ[1].

Proof. It follows from the definitions that tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(2)} ∈ F^{(2)}_1 Y (g) ∩ F^{(1)}_2 Y (g). Let us now check that tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(2)} /∈ F^{(0)}_2 Y (g). Assume for the sake of contradiction that tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(2)} ∈ F^{(0)}_2 Y (g). It follows that the degree of gr_1(tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(3)}) w.r.t. the second filtration on C [t^{−1} g[[t^{−1}]]] = S^•(g[t]) is at most zero. This contradicts to the fact that gr_1(tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(2)}) is x → 1 2 (a_1, a_1)_V + (χ, a_2)_V ,

which has degree one with respect to the second filtration (use that χ ≠ 0).

Let us now decompose χ =

∑_{rk g} j=1 2(χ,α_j ) (α_j ,α_j ) tϖ^j and consider the element

x :=

rk g∑

j=1 2(χ, α_j ) (α_j , α_j ) J(t_{ϖj} ) ∈ Y (g), which lies in F^{(2)}_1 Y (g)∩F^{(1)}_2 Y (g). It is clear that gr_2(x) = χ[1]. Note now that x /∈ F^{(0)}_2 (since gr_2(x) = χ[1]). Recall also that tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(2)} /∈ F^{(0)}_2 . We conclude from Lemma 7.9 (using F^{(1)}_1 Y (g) ⊂ F^{(0)}_2 Y (g)) that gr_{21}(x) = bigr^{(2,1)}(x) = gr_{12}(x), gr_{21}(tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(2)}) = bigr^{(2,1)}(tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(2)}) = gr_{12}(tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(2)}).

Note also that

bigr ( 1 c_V tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(2)} ) = gr_{21} ( 1 c_V tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(2)} ) = χ[1] = gr_{12}(x) = bigr(x) so 1 c_V tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(2)} − x ∈ (F^{(1)}_1 Y (g) ∩ F^{(1)}_2 Y (g)) + (F^{(2)}_1 Y (g) ∩ F^{(0)}_2 Y (g)) ⊂ F^{(0)}_2 Y (g),

hence, gr_2 ( 1 c_V tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(2)} ) = gr_2(x) = χ[1]. □

We are now ready to prove Proposition 8.5.

We start from the case χ = 0. In this case we need to show that ω̃_0 ∈ gr_2 B(1). It follows from Lemma 8.6 that gr_2(tr_V T^{(2)}) = c_V ω̃_0 + b for some b ∈ C . It follows that

ω̃_0 = 1 c_V ( gr_2(tr_V T^{(2)}) − b ) ∈ gr_2 B(1).

Let us now deal with arbitrary χ ≠ 0. Consider the image of the element 1 c_V ( tr_V ρ_V (exp(ϵχ))T^{(2)} − b )

in B_ϵ(C). Let X(χ) be the coefficient in front of ϵ^0 = 1, which we consider as a function on χ with values in Y_0(g) = U(g[t]). It follows from Lemmas 8.6, 8.7 that we have ψ_ϵ ( 1 c_V ( tr_V ρ_V (exp(ϵχ))T^{(2)} − b )) = X(χ) + O(ϵ). We claim that X(χ) is exactly ω̃_χ. It follows from the above that X(0) = ω̃_0. Recall that terms in X(χ), depending on χ (i.e. X(χ) − X(0)), appear only from

ψ_ϵ(tr_V ρ_V (ϵχ + . . .)T^{(2)}).

Recall now that X(χ) is the coefficient in front of 1 so the only term in X(χ), depending on χ, comes from tr_V ρ_V (χ)T^{(2)} i.e. X(χ) − X(0) =^1_{cV} gr_2(tr_V ρ_V (χ)T^{(2)}). Recall that by Lemma 8.7 we have^1_{cV} gr_2(tr_V ρ_V (χ)T^{(2)}) = χ[1]. We conclude that

X(χ) = X(0) + χ[1] = ω̃_χ so ω̃_χ ∈ lim_{ϵ→0} B_ϵ(exp(ϵχ)). □

Remark 8.8. Note that for g, which has a minuscule representation (i.e. for g not of type E_8, G_2) it is easy to see that the element ω̃_χ lies in the limit, using the explicit formula (8.2) for R^{(2)}.

We also need to find an element Ω̃_χ = ∑ a x_ax_a[1] + χ[2]

in the limit lim_{ϵ→0} B_ϵ(C).

Proposition 8.9. The element Ω̃_χ lies in the limit algebra lim_{ϵ→0} B_ϵ(exp(ϵχ)).

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 8.5. Recall that V is a finite dimensional representation of Y (g) that is not a direct sum of trivial g modules, ( , )_V is the corresponding invariant form and c_V ∈ C^× is such that ( , )_V = c_V ( , ). We start from couple Lemmas (c.f. Lemmas 8.6, 8.7 above).

Lemma 8.10. (a) We have tr_V T^{(3)} ∈ F^{(1)}_2 Y (g).

(b) We have gr_2(tr_V T^{(3)}) = c_V Ω̃_0.

Proof. Let us prove (a). Assume for the sake of contradiction that tr_V T^{(3)} /∈ F^{(1)}_2 Y (g). It follows from the definitions that tr_V T^{(3)} ∈ F^{(3)}_1 Y (g) ∩ F^{(2)}_2 Y (g). We claim that the condition (i) of Lemma 7.9 holds for x = tr_V T^{(3)} and (i, j) = (3, 2). Indeed, note that F^{(2)}_1 Y (g) ⊂ F^{(1)}_2 Y (g) so (F^{(2)}_1 Y (g)∩F^{(2)}_2 Y (g))+(F^{(3)}_1 Y (g)∩F^{(1)}_2 Y (g)) ⊂ F^{(1)}_2 Y (g) and tr_V T^{(3)} /∈ F^{(1)}_2 Y (g) by our assumption. It follows from Lemma 7.9 that gr_{21}(tr_V T^{(3)}) = bigr^{(3,2)}(tr_V T^{(3)}) = gr_{12}(tr_V T^{(3)}).

Note now that gr_1(tr_V T^{(3)}) is the function g → (a_1, a_2)_V + f(a_1), where f ∈ (S^3g)^g is some g-invariant function of degree 3. We see that gr_1(tr_V T^{(3)}) has degree 1 < 2 w.r.t. the second filtration on C [t^{−1} g[[t^{−1}]]]. Contradiction finishes the proof.

Let us now prove (b). Let us note that tr_V T^{(3)} ∈ F^{(3)}_1 Y (g) ∩ F^{(1)}_2 Y (g) and gr_{21} tr_V T^{(3)} = gr_2(g → ((a_1, a_2)_V + f(a_1))) = c_V Ω_0 has bidegree (3, 1). It follows from Lemma 7.9 that c_V Ω_0 = gr_{21} tr_V T^{(3)} = gr_{12} tr_V T^{(3)} so gr_1(gr_2 tr_V T^{(3)}) = c_V Ω_0. Note now that tr_V T^{(3)} is g-invariant so gr_2 tr_V T^{(3)} ∈ U(g[t])^g. Moreover, gr_2 tr_V T^{(3)} is homogeneous of degree 1 w.r.t. the grading on U(g[t]). There exists the unique graded lift of c_V Ω_0 to U(g[t])^g so gr_2 tr_V T^{(3)} = c_V Ω̃_0. □ Lemma 8.11. Assume that χ ≠ 0.

(a) We have tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(3)} ∈ F^{(3)}_1 Y (g) ∩ F^{(2)}_2 Y (g) and tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(3)} /∈ F^{(1)}_2 Y (g). (b) We have gr_2

(_1 c_V trV ρ(χ)T (3) ) = χ[2].

Proof. It follows from the definitions that tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(3)} ∈ F^{(3)}_1 Y (g) ∩ F^{(2)}_2 Y (g). Let us now check that tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(3)} /∈ F^{(1)}_2 Y (g). Assume for the sake of contradiction that tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(3)} ∈ F^{(1)}_2 Y (g). It follows that the degree of gr_1(tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(3)}) w.r.t. the second filtration on C [t^{−1} g[[t^{−1}]]] is at most one. This contradicts to the fact that gr_1(tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(3)}) is g → (χ, a_3)_V + (a_1, a_2)_V + f(a_1) that has degree two with respect to the second filtration (use Proposition 7.11).

Let us now decompose χ =

∑_{rk g} j=1 2(χ,α_j ) (α_j ,α_j ) tϖ^j and consider the element

x :=

rk g∑

j=1 2(χ, α_j ) (α_j , α_j )

[J(x^+_{αj} ), J(x^−_{αj} )]

that clearly lies in F^{(3)}_1 Y (g) ∩ F^{(2)}_2 Y (g) and gr_2(x) = χ[2]. Note now that x /∈ F^{(1)}_2 Y (g) (since gr_2(x) = χ[2]). Recall also that tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(3)} /∈ F^{(1)}_2 . We conclude from Lemma 7.9 (using F^{(2)}_1 Y (g) ⊂ F^{(1)}_2 Y (g)) that gr_{21}(x) = bigr^{(3,2)}(x) = gr_{12}(x), gr_{21}(tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(3)}) = bigr^{(3,2)}(tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(3)}) = gr_{12}(tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(3)}).

Note now that

bigr ( 1 c_V tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(3)} ) = gr_{21} ( 1 c_V tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(3)} ) = χ[2] = gr_{12}(x) = bigr(x) so 1 c_V tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(3)} − x ∈ (F^{(2)}_1 Y (g) ∩ F^{(2)}_2 Y (g)) + (F^{(3)}_1 Y (g) ∩ F^{(1)}_2 Y (g)) ⊂ F^{(1)}_2 Y (g), hence, gr_2 ( 1 c_V tr_V ρ(χ)T^{(3)} ) = gr_2(x) = χ[2]. □ We are now ready to prove Proposition 8.9. We start from the case χ = 0. Consider the element tr_V T^{(3)} ∈ B(1) and recall that by Lemma 8.10 (b) we have gr_2(tr_V T^{(3)}) = c_V Ω̃_0.

We conclude that Ω̃_0 = 1 c_V gr_2(tr_V T^{(3)}) ∈ gr_2 B(1).

Let us now deal with arbitrary χ. Consider the image of the element 1 c_V tr_V ρ_V (exp(ϵχ))T^{(3)}

in B_ϵ(C). Let X(χ) be the coefficient in front of ϵ^{−1}, which we consider as a function on χ with values in Y_0(g) = U(g). It follows from Lemmas 8.10, 8.11 that ψ_ϵ ( 1 c_V tr_V ρ_V (exp(ϵχ))T^{(3)} ) = X(χ)ϵ^{−1} + O(1).

We claim that X(χ) is exactly Ω̃_χ. It follows from the above that X(0) = Ω̃_0. Recall that terms in X(χ), depending on χ (i.e. X(χ) − X(0)) appear only from ψ_ϵ(tr_V ρ_V (ϵχ + . . .)T^{(3)}).

Recall now that X(χ) is the coefficient in front of ϵ^{−1} so the only term in X(χ), depending on χ comes from tr_V ρ_V (χ)T^{(3)} i.e. X(χ) − X(0) =^1_{cV} gr_2(tr_V ρ_V (χ)T^{(3)}). Recall that by Lemma 8.11 we have^1_{cV} gr_2(tr_V ρ_V (χ)T^{(3)}) = χ[2]. We conclude that X(χ) = X(0) + χ[2] = Ω̃_χ so Ω̃_χ ∈ lim_{ϵ→0} B_ϵ(exp(ϵχ)). □ Theorem 8.12. We have lim_{ϵ→0} B_ϵ(exp(ϵχ)) = A^u_χ.

Proof. We set C = C(ϵ) = exp(ϵχ). Recall that by Proposition 6.6 we have A^u_χ = Z_{U(g[t])}(Ω̃_χ). It follows from Proposition 8.9 that Ω̃_χ ∈ lim_{ϵ→0} B_ϵ(C). We conclude that lim_{ϵ→0} B_ϵ(C) ⊂ A^u_χ. It remains to note that by Lemma 2.10 dim_{F1} B(C) ⩽ dim_{F1} lim_{ϵ→0} B_ϵ(C) ⩽ dim_{F1} A^u_χ.

Using Corollary 5.9 and Proposition 8.3, we obtain dim_{F1} B(C) = dim_{F1} A^u_0 (z_g(χ)) = dim_{F1} A^u_χ and conclude that dim_{F1} lim_{ϵ→0} B_ϵ(C) = dim_{F1} A^u_χ so from lim_{ϵ→0} B_ϵ(C) ⊂ A^u_χ it follows that lim_{ϵ→0} B_ϵ(C) = A^u_χ. □

Remark 8.13. Note that in type A Theorem 8.12 can be deduced from the results of Section 11.

9. Crystals: main properties and examples From now on we assume that g = sl_n, G = PGL_n. Slightly abusing notation, we denote by h the subalgebra of diagonal matrices of gl_n and by h_0 ⊂ h we denote the subalgebra of traceless matrices. Let T ⊂ GL_n be the subgroup of diagonal matrices and let T_0 ⊂ T be the subgroup of matrices with determinant one. We also denote by T ⊂ PGL_n the subgroup of diagonal matrices.

In this section we introduce notions of sl_n, ŝl_n - crystals and discuss some of their properties.

9.1. Definitions of sl_n, ŝl_n-crystals. Let us discuss sl_n-crystals. We denote by P^∨ the weight lattice of sl_n.

Definition 9.1. A sl_n-crystal is a finite set B together with maps: e_i, f_i : B → B ∪ {0}, wt: B → P^∨, i = 1, 2, . . . n − 1, such that for each i = 1, 2, . . . , n − 1 we have:

(a) let b ∈ B. If e_i · b ∈ B for some i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n − 1}, then wt(e_i · b) = wt(b) + α^∨_i , if f_i · b ∈ B for some i = {1, 2, . . . , n − 1}, then wt(f_i · b) = wt(b) − α^∨_i , (b) for all b, b^′ ∈ B, e_i · b = b^′ if and only if b = f_i · b^′.

We use the identification {1, 2, . . . , n}^∼−→ Z/nZ, j → [j]. For [j] ∈ Z/nZ we denote by τ_{[j]} ∈ S_n the cyclic permutation which sends [i] to [i + j]. We denote by τ^∨_{[j]} the induced automorphism τ^∨_{[j]} : P^{∨ ∼}−→ P^∨.

Let us now define ŝl_n-crystals.

Definition 9.2. A ŝl_n-crystal is a finite set B together with maps e_{[i]}, f_{[i]} : B → B ∪ {0}, wt: B → P^∨, [i] ∈ Z/nZ, such that for every [j] ∈ Z/nZ the operators

e_i := e_{[i−j]}, f_i := f_{[i−j]}, B^{wt}−→ P^{∨ τ} ∨ [j] −−→ P^∨, i = 1, 2, . . . , n − 1 define the structure of sl_n-crystal on B that will be denoted by B^{[j]}.

Warning 9.3. Note that our definition of ŝl_n-crystal is not the standard one since we are assuming that the function wt maps to P^∨ that is a weight lattice of sl_n (not of the whole algebra ŝl_n), we are also considering only finite crystals.

9.2. Tensor products of crystals. Let us discuss tensor products of crystals. Given an ŝl_n-crystal B and [i] ∈ Z/nZ we can define maps φ^+_{[i]}, φ^−_{[i]} : B → Z ∪ {∞} as follows:

φ^+_{[i]}(b) = max { m ∈ N | (e_{[i]})^m(b) ≠ 0 } , φ^−_{[i]}(b) = max { m ∈ N | (f_{[i]})^m(b) ≠ 0 } . Given two integrable ŝl_n-crystals B, B^′ one can define an ŝl_n-crystal structure on the set B × B^′ as follows:

wt(b × b^′) = wt(b) + wt(b^′)

e_{[i]} ·(b × b^′) = { (e_{[i]} ·b) × b^′, if φ^+_{[i]}(b) > φ^−_{[i]}(b^′) b × (e_{[i]} ·b^′), otherwise,

(9.1)

f_{[i]} ·(b × b^′) = { (f_{[i]} ·b) × b^′, if φ^+_{[i]}(b) ⩾ φ^−_{[i]}(b^′) b × (f_{[i]} ·b^′), otherwise .

(9.2)

This crystal will be denoted by B ⊗ B^′.

9.3. Examples of sl_n-crystals. To every dominant weight λ of sl_n one can associate the crystal B_λ that should be considered as a “discrete model” of the representation V_λ (see [Ka], [Ka3] for details). Explicit description of B_λ was given in [KN], we recall the construction. Let A(λ) be the Young diagram, corresponding to λ i.e. if we decompose λ = ∑_p i=1 ϖ_{mi} with 1 ⩽ m_1 ⩽ . . . ⩽ m_p ⩽ n then A(λ) consists of p columns of lengths m_1, . . . , m_p. Let B_λ be the set of semi-standard tableaux of shape A(λ). Operators f_i work as follows. Read the entries of the tableau from bottom to top left to right, ignoring all numbers except i, i + 1. Replace i + 1 by ( and i by ), turn i, corresponding to the rightmost unmached ) by i + 1. Similarly, operators e_i work as follows. Read the entries of the tableau from bottom to top left to right, ignoring all numbers except i, i+1. Replace i+1 by ( and i by ), turn i+1, corresponding to the leftmost unmached ( by i.

Example 9.4. For λ = ω_l the crystal B_{ωl} can be described as follows. Note that the Young diagram A(ω_l) is a column of length l. It follows that the set B_{ωl} is in bijection with l-tuples of positive numbers (i_1, . . . , i_l) such that 1 ⩽ i_1 < . . . < i_l ⩽ n. Action of e_i on (i_1, . . . , i_l) replaces (if possible) i by i + 1 and sends (i_1, . . . , i_l) to zero otherwise. Action of f_i replaces (if possible) i by i − 1 and sends (i_1, . . . , i_l) to zero otherwise. The weight function wt sends (i_1, . . . , i_l) to the linear function h_0 ∋ (x_1, . . . , x_n) → x_{i1} + . . . + x_{il} .

Remark 9.5. Let us give another description of the crystal structure on B_λ. Consider the following embedding B_λ ⊂ B_{ϖm1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ B_{ϖmp} . Let a be a semi-standard Young tableau of shape A(λ). Let a_i be the i-th column with enumeration starting from the right. We send a to the element a_1 ⊗ a_2 . . . ⊗ a_p ∈ B_{ϖm1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ B_{ϖmp} . The crystal structure on B_λ is induced from the one on B_{ϖm1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ B_{ϖmp} (note that the crystal structure on B_{ϖl} is very simple, see Example 9.4 above).

Definition 9.6. sl_n-crystal is normal if it is isomorphic to the disjoint union of crystals B_λ.

9.4. Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystals. Let us describe the so-called Kirillov- Reshetikhin crystals. They are ŝl_n-crystals that will be most important for us (see Remark 9.7 for some motivation to restrict attention to these crystals). These ŝl_n-crystals correspond to representations V_{lϖr} and will be denoted B_{lϖr} . The existence of such crystals is proven in [KKMMNN] and the explicit construction is given in [Shi], [Kwo] and [Ku], see also [OSS].

In this section we prove that if B_λ can be extended to an ŝl_n-crystal B_λ such that B^{[1]}_λ is normal then λ = lϖ_r and such an extension is unique. One of the results of this paper is a “geometric” construction of such an extension (see Section 16). So the present paper gives an alternative approach to the existence (and uniqueness) of B_{lϖr} .

Remark 9.7. The (arguably) most important class of ŝl_n-crystals are the crystals that appear as crystal graphs of (finite dimensional) representations of U_q(ŝl_n). The following conjecture is due to Kashiwara (see [Shi2, Conjecture 4.5]): every connected affine crystal graph is isomorphic to the tensor product of Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystals.

We first describe the ŝl_n-crystals, corresponding to representations Λ^l(C^n ) = V_{ϖl} , S^l(C^n ) = V_{lϖ1} .

Warning 9.8. Note that it is not true in general that S^l(Λ^rC^n ) = V_{lϖr} . For example, for n = 4, l = r = 2, we have S^2(Λ^2C^4 ) = V_{2ϖ2} ⊕ C .

Example 9.9. The crystal B_{ϖl} can be defined as follows. Pick the standard basis {v_{[1]}, . . . , v_{[n]}} of C^n and denote by {v^∗_{[1]}, . . . , v^∗_{[n]}} ⊂ (C^n )^∗ the dual basis. Consider the vector space Λ^lC^n and its projectivization P(Λ^lC^n ). For a vector x ∈ Λ^lC^n we denote by [x] the corresponding element of P(Λ^lC^n ). We define

B_{ϖl} = {[v_{[i1]} ∧ v_{[i2]} . . . ∧ v_{[il]}], | 1 ⩽ i_1 < i_2 < . . . < i_l ⩽ n}.

The map e_{[i]} acts via E_{[i],[i+1]}, the map f_{[i]} acts via E_{[i+1],[i]}. The map wt sends [v_{[i1]} ∧ v_{[i2]} . . . ∧ v_{[il]}] to the restriction of v^∗_{[i1]} + . . . + v^∗_{[il]} to h_0 ⊂ C^n .

Example 9.10. The crystal B_{lϖ1} can be described as follows. Consider the vector space S^lC^n and its projectivization P(S^lC^n ), for a vector x ∈ S^lC^n we denote by [x] the corresponding element of P(S^lC^n ). We define

B_{lϖ1} = {[v^{p1}_{[i1]} . . . v^{pl}_{[ik]}] | 1 ⩽ i_1 < i_2 < . . . < i_l ⩽ n, p_1 + . . . + p_l = l}

The map e_{[i]} acts via E_{[i],[i+1]}, the map f_{[i]} acts via E_{[i+1],[i]}. The map wt sends [v^{p1}_{[i1]}v^{p2}_{[i2]} . . . v^{pl}_{[il]}] to the restriction of p_1v^∗_{[i1]} + . . . + p_lv^∗_{[il]} to h_0 ⊂ C^n .

9.4.1. Schützenberger involutions and the operator ϕ. We start from the following definition.

Definition 9.11. [HK] The Schützenberger involution ξ_{Bλ} : B_λ → B_λ is the unique map of sets which satisfies

e_i(ξ_{Bλ} (b)) = ξ_{Bλ} (e_{n−i}(b)),

f_i(ξ_{Bλ} (b)) = ξ_{Bλ} (f_{n−i}(b)), wt(ξ_{Bλ} (b)) = w_0(wt(b)).

Here w_0 ∈ S_n is the longest element and i ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}.

There is an explicit combinatorial construction of ξ_{Bλ} (see, for example, [LLT]). If B is a disjoint union of B_λ then we denote by ξ_B the corresponding involution of B. Following [HK, Section 2.2] let B be the crystal with underlining set {b | b ∈ B} and crystal structure

e_i ·b = f_{n−i} ·b, f_i ·b = e_{n−i} ·b, wt(b) = w_0(wt b).

It follows from the definitions that the involution ξ_B is the isomorphism of crystals ξ_B : B^∼−→ B. We set B^{(1)}_λ := (B_λ)|_{sln−1} . Let us describe the sl_{n−1}-crystal B^{(1)}_λ . It follows from the definitions that B^{(1)}_λ = B_λ as a set i.e. B^{(1)}_λ = {b^{(1)} | b ∈ B_λ} and the crystal structure is given by

e_i ·b^{(1)} = (e_{i+1} ·b)^{(1)}, f_i ·b^{(1)} = (f_{i+1} ·b)^{(1)}, wt(b^{(1)}) = τ_{[−1]}(wt(b)).

Note that the composition ξ_{Bλ} ∘ ξ_{(Bλ)|sln−1} induces the isomorphism

ξ_{Bλ} ∘ ξ_{(Bλ)|sln−1} : B^{(1)}_λ^∼−→ (B_λ)|_{sln−1}

and such an isomorphism is unique (since (B_λ)|_{sln−1} is isomorphic to the disjoint union of distinct irreducible sl_{n−1}-crystals). We conclude that the following lemma holds.

Lemma 9.12. There exists the unique bijection ϕ: B_λ^∼−→ B_λ such that (1) wt(ϕ(b)) = τ_{[1]}(wt(b)) (2) ϕ(e_i(b)) = e_{i+1}(ϕ(b)) and ϕ(f_i(b)) = f_{i+1}(ϕ(b)) for i = 1, . . . , n − 2. The bijection ϕ is given by ξ_{Bλ} ∘ ξ_{(Bλ)|sln−1} , where ξ_{(Bλ)|sln−1} is the Schützenberger involution of the sl_{n−1}-crystal (B_λ)|_{sln−1} .

9.4.2. Description of ϕ as a promotion operator. Let us now give a combinatorial description of the operator ϕ of Lemma 9.12. Let us define the so-called Schützenberger’s promotion operator pr : B_{lϖr}^∼−→ B_{lϖr} . Recall that A(lϖ_r) is the Young diagram that corresponds to lϖ_r. Starting from Young tableau a ∈ B_{lϖr} of shape A(lϖ_r), we denote by H the horizontal strip in A(lϖ_r) consisting of boxes of a with letter n. Tableau pr(a) is constructed as follows.

Step 1. We remove all the letters n in a.

Step 2. Slide the remaining subtableau to the southeast using the following procedure (Schützenberger’s jeu-de-taquin). Entering the cells of H from left to right we shift the entry above down, or the entry to the left right, whichever is bigger (if it is same, take the vertical move) and continue this until there are no entries above and to the left of the empty square.

Step 3. We fill in the vacated cells with zeros.

Step 4. Add one to each entry. The resulting tableau is pr(a).

It is easy to see that the operator pr(a) satisfies conditions (1), (2) of Lemma 9.12 so we must have ϕ = ξ_{Bλ} ∘ ξ_{(Bλ)|sln−1} = pr. Example 9.13. Let us consider the example l = r = 2, n = 4. We are dealing with the

set B_{2ϖ2} , consisting of Young tableaux of shape . Let us describe the operator pr = ϕ in this particular case. The set B_{2ϖ2} consists of tableaux: 1 1 2 2 , 1 1 2 3 , 1 1 2 4 , 1 1 3 3 , 1 1 3 4 , 1 1 4 4 , 1 2 2 3 , 1 2 2 4 , 1 2 3 3 , 1 2 3 4 , 1 2 4 4 , 1 3 2 4 , 1 3 3 4 , 1 3 4 4 , 2 2 3 3 , 2 2 3 4 , 2 2 4 4 , 2 3 3 4 , 2 3 4 4 , 3 3 4 4 .

Then pr acts on B_{2ϖ2} in the following way 1 1 2 2 → 2 2 3 3 → 3 3 4 4 → 1 1 4 4 → 1 1 2 2 , 1 1 2 3 → 2 2 3 4 → 1 3 3 4 → 1 2 4 4 → 1 1 2 3 , 1 1 2 4 → 1 2 2 3 → 2 3 3 4 → 1 3 4 4 → 1 1 2 4 , 1 1 3 4 → 1 2 2 4 → 1 2 3 3 → 2 3 4 4 → 1 1 3 4 , 1 1 3 3 → 2 2 4 4 → 1 1 3 3 , 1 2 3 4 → 1 3 2 4 → 1 2 3 4 .

9.4.3. Description of B_{lϖr} . Pick a dominant λ ∈ P^∨ and assume for a moment that there exists an ŝl_n-crystal B_λ such that B^{[0]}_λ ≃ B_λ and B^{[1]}_λ is normal (we will see that this can happen only for λ = lϖ_r and the existence of such crystal will be proven in Section 16). The goal of this section is to prove that B_λ is unique and can be described explicitly.

Proposition 9.14. Let B_λ be a ŝl_n-crystal such that B^{[0]} is isomorphic to B_λ and B^{[1]} is normal. Then λ = lϖ_r and the operators e_{[0]}, f_{[0]} are given by

e_{[0]} = (ξ_{Bλ} ∘ ξ_{(Bλ)|sln−1} )^{−1} ∘ e_1 ∘(ξ_{Bλ} ∘ ξ_{(Bλ)|sln−1} ) = pr^{−1} ∘ e_1 ∘ pr, (9.3)

f_{[0]} = (ξ_{Bλ} ∘ ξ_{(Bλ)|sln−1} )^{−1} ∘ f_1 ∘(ξ_{Bλ} ∘ ξ_{(Bλ)|sln−1} ) = pr^{−1} ∘ f_1 ∘ pr. (9.4)

Proof. Let us first of all note that since B^{[1]} is normal and has the same character as B_λ we must have B^{[1]} ≃ B_λ. Pick isomorphisms of sl_n-crystals B^{[0]} ≃ B_λ, B^{[1]} ≃ B_λ (note that these isomorphisms are unique). Composing one of them with the inverse of the other we obtain the bijection ϕ: B_λ^∼−→ B_λ that satisfies conditions (1), (2) of Lemma 9.12. It then follows from Lemma 9.12 that ϕ = ξ_{Bλ} ∘ ξ_{(Bλ)|sln−1} . In particular,

we see that the operator f_{[0]} is equal to pr^{−1} ∘ f_1 ∘pr. Note that pr^n : B_λ^∼−→ B_λ should be the automorphism of the crystal B_λ so we must have pr^n = id_{Bλ} , hence, λ = lϖ_r (see [ST] and [Kwo, Section 6.2]). It now follows from the construction of B_{lϖr} that B ≃ B_{lϖr} as ŝl_n-crystals. □

Remark 9.15. In Proposition 9.14 we prove that if B_{lϖr} can be extended to an ŝl_n-crystal then the extension is unique and operators e_{[0]}, f_{[0]} must be given by the formulas (9.3), (9.4) (compare with [Shi, Section 3]). It remains to check that the extension B_{lϖr} indeed exists. This will be proven in Section 16. Let us recall that the existence of B_{lϖr} is known and follows from [KKMMNN]. Our approach gives an alternative construction of B_{lϖr} .

10. Yangians in type A

10.1. Yangians of gl_n, sl_n, Bethe and Gaudin subalgebras. Let us return to Yangians. We first of all describe the Yangian Y (gl_n). It is generated by t^{(r)}_{ab} , 1 ⩽ a, b ⩽ n, r ⩾ 1 subject to relations

[t^{(r+1)}_{ab} , t^{(s)}_{cd} ] − [t^{(r)}_{ab} , t^{(s+1)}_{cd} ] = t^{(r)}_{cb} t^{(s)}_{ad} − t^{(s)}_{cb} t^{(r)}_{ad} ,

where t^{(0)}_{a,b} := δ_{a,b}. Yangian Y (sl_n) is the subalgebra of Y (gl_n), which is stable under all automorphisms of the form T (u) → f(u)T (u), where f(u) ∈ 1 + u^{−1}C [[u^{−1} ]]. It follows from [Mo, Theorem 1.8.2] that Y (gl_n) = Y (sl_n) ⊗ Z(Y (gl_n)), where Z(Y (gl_n)) is the center of Y (gl_n).

Let us also recall the description of Bethe subalgebras B̃(C) ⊂ Y (gl_n). The symmetric group S_n acts on Y (gl_n)[[u^{−1}]] ⊗ (End(C^n ))^{⊗n} by permuting the tensor factors. This action factors through the embedding S_n → (End(C^n ))^{⊗n}, hence, the group algebra C [S_n ] is a subalgebra of Y (gl_n)[[u^{−1}]] ⊗ (End(C^n ))^{⊗n}. Pick m ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n}. Let S_m be the subgroup of S_n permuting the first m tensor factors. Denote by A_m the antisymmetrizer

A_m := 1 m! ∑ σ∈S_m (−1)^σ σ ∈ C [S_m ] ⊂ Y (gl_n)[[u^{−1}]] ⊗ (End(C^n ))^{⊗n}.

Note that for every a ∈ {1, . . . , n} there is an embedding

i_a : Y (gl_n) ⊗ End(C^n ) → Y (gl_n) ⊗ (End(C^n ))^{⊗n}

which is identity on Y (gl_n) and embeds End(C^n ) as the a-th tensor factor in (End(C^n ))^{⊗n}. Suppose that C ∈ GL_n. For any a ∈ {1, . . . , n} denote by C_a the element i_a(1 ⊗ C) ∈ Y (gl_n)[[u^{−1}]] ⊗ (End(C^n ))^{⊗n}. For any a ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} introduce the series with coefficients in Y (gl_n) by

τ_a(u, C) := tr A_aC_1 . . . C_aT_1(u) . . . T_a(u − a + 1), (10.1)

where we take the trace over all a copies of End(C^n ). The algebra B̃(C) is the subalgebra of Y (gl_n) generated by all coefficients of the series τ_a(u, C).

Remark 10.1. The fact that this definition of B̃(C) coincides with the one given in Section 8 can be seen using that the irreducible representations of GL_n, corresponding to fundamental weights are wedge powers Λ^l(C^n ).

For C ∈ SL_n let B(C) ⊂ Y (sl_n) be the corresponding Bethe subalgebra. One can show (see [IMR]) that B̃(C) = B(C) ⊗ Z(Y (gl_n)), where Z(Y (gl_n)) is the center of Y (gl_n). It is easy to see that for a ∈ C^× we have B̃(aC) = B̃(C) and similarly if a^n = 1 then B(aC) = B(C). It follows that actually B̃(C), B(C) depend on C ∈ PGL_n.

Recall that h ⊂ gl_n is the subalgebra of diagonal matrices. Let us finally recall that to χ ∈ h one can associate the universal inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebra of U(gl_n[t]) to be denoted Ã^u_χ ⊂ U(gl_n[t]) (see Section 3.3). To the set of (distinct) points u_1, . . . , u_k ∈ C one can associate the inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebra of U(gl_n)^{⊗k} to be denoted by Ã_χ(u_1, . . . , u_k) (see Section 4). Recall that h_0 ⊂ h is the subalgebra of traceless matrices. We also consider the quotient h := h/C . Note now that the embedding h_0 ⊂ h induces the identification h_0^∼−→ h so to every χ ∈ h we can associate the corresponding subalgebras A^u_χ ⊂ U(sl_n[t]), A_χ(u_1, . . . , u_k) ⊂ U(sl_n)^{⊗k}.

We will use the following lemma.

Lemma 10.2. Pick χ ∈ h_0, s ∈ C^× , c ∈ C and z_1, . . . , z_k ∈ C . Then we have the equality A_{sχ}(z_1, . . . , z_k) = A_χ(sz_1 +c, . . . , sz_k +c). Same holds for the algebra Ã_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k). Proof. Follows from [R2, Proposition 3] (see also [HKRW, Lemma 9.2]). □

10.2. The evaluation homomorphisms for Y (gl_n), U(gl_n[t]). Let E = (E_{ab})_{a,b=1,...,n} ∈ End(C^n ) ⊗ U(gl_n) be the matrix with coefficients in U(gl_n), E_{ab} ∈ gl_n is a matrix with 1 on (a, b)-entry and zeroes on other entries. Recall that for every z ∈ C we have the evaluation morphism

ev_z : Y (g) → U(g), t^{(r)}_{ab} → z^{r−1}E_{ab}.

Recall that we can identify Y_0(gl_n) = gr_2 Y (gl_n) with U(gl_n[t]) by sending gr_2 Y (gl_n) ∋ [t^{(r)}_{ij} ] → E_{ij} [r − 1] ∈ U(gl_n[t]).

Warning 10.3. Note that this choice of the identification differs from the one in Proposition 7.4 by the automorphism of U(gl_n[t])^∼−→ U(gl_n[t]) induced by the Cartan involution gl_n^∼−→ gl_n given by x → −x^t.

Recall the identification Y_ϵ(gl_n)^∼−→ Y (gl_n), [ℏ^ma] → ϵ^ma. The composition Y_ϵ(gl_n)^∼−→ Y (gl_n)^{evz/ϵ}−−−→ U(gl_n) is given by [t^{(r)}_{ij} ℏ^{r−1}] → z^{r−1}E_{ij} . We denote this composition by ev_{ϵ;z} : Y_ϵ(gl_n) → U(gl_n).

One can show that lim_{ϵ→0} ev_{ϵ;z} : U(g[t]) → U(g) is the standard evaluation at z homomorphism ev_z : U(gl_n[t]) → U(gl_n) given by x[l] → z^lx (see Lemma 10.5 and Corollary 10.6 below).

More generally, we can define the evaluation homomorphism

ev_{(z1,...,zk)} : Y (g) → U(g)^{⊗k}, ev_{(z1,...,zk)} := (ev_{z1} × . . . × ev_{zk} ) ∘ Δ^k,

where Δ^k : Y (gl_n) → Y (gl_n)^{⊗k} is the composition (Δ ⊗ 1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ 1 k−1 ) ∘ . . . ∘ (Δ ⊗ 1) ∘ Δ

and Δ: Y (gl_n) → Y (gl_n) ⊗ Y (gl_n) is the standard comultiplication on Y (gl_n) given by Δ(T ) = T ⊗T , where T (u) = ( t_{ij}(u) ) ∈ End(C^n )⊗Y (g) and t_{ij} (u) = δ_{ij} + ∑ r⩾1 t^{(r)}_{ij} u^{−r}.

Similarly, we obtain the map ev_{(ϵ;z1,...,zk)} : Y_ϵ(gl_n) → U(gl_n)^{⊗k} such that the limit lim_{ϵ→0} ev_{(ϵ;z1,...,zk)} is the standard evaluation at z_1, . . . , z_k homomorphism ev_{z1,...,zk} : U(gl_n[t]) → U(gl_n)^{⊗k} given by E_{ij} [r] → ∑_k a=1 E_{ij} [r]z^r_a (see Lemma 10.5 and Corollary 10.6 below).

Remark 10.4. Explicitly we have ev_{z1,...,zk} (T (u)) = ( 1 + E^{(1)} u − z_1 ) . . . ( 1 + E^{(k)} u − z_k ) , where E^{(i)} = id ⊗ . . . ⊗ id ⊗E ⊗ id ⊗ . . . ⊗ id (E on the i-th place). It follows that ev_{z1,...,zk} (t^{(r)}_{ij} ) = ∑ l_{a1} +...+l_{ap} +p=r E^{(a1 )}_{ij} z^{la1}_{a1} . . . E^{(ap )}_{ij} z^{lp}_{ap} . (10.2)

Pick distinct z_1, . . . , z_k ∈ C and d_1, . . . , d_k ∈ C .

Lemma 10.5. Let a(ϵ) ∈ Y_ϵ(gl_n), ϵ ∈ C be an algebraic family and set a := a(0). Then lim_{ϵ→0} ev_{(ϵ;z1+ϵd1,...,zk+ϵdk)}(a(ϵ)) exists and is equal to ev_z(a).

Proof. Recall that Y_ϵ(gl_n) is equal to the quotient Y_ℏ(gl_n)/(ℏ − ϵ). Let ã ∈ Y_ℏ(gl_n) be the element that corresponds to the family a(ϵ) i.e. [ã]_ϵ = a(ϵ), where [ã]_ϵ is the class of ã in Y_ϵ(gl_n). Note that a = [ã]_0. Recall now that Y_ℏ(gl_n) is a free C [ℏ]-module. Y (gl_n) is generated by different products of elements t^{(k)}_{mn} so Y_ℏ(gl_n) as a module over C [ℏ] is generated by the products of elements t^{(k)}_{mn}ℏ^{k−1}. We can then write ã as the linear combination of elements of the form ℏ^{l+r1+...+rp−p}t^{(r1)}_{i1j1} . . . t^{(rp)}_{ipjp} . Note that [ℏ^{l+r1+...+rp−p}t^{(r1)}_{i1j1} . . . t^{(rp)}_{ipjp} ]_ϵ = ϵ^l[ℏ^{r1+...+rp−p}t^{(r1)}_{i1j1} . . . t^{(rp)}_{ipjp} ]_ϵ and the map ev_{(ϵ;u1+ϵd1,...,uk+ϵdk)} sends it to the element ϵ^lev_{ϵ,u+ϵd}([ℏ^{r1−1}t^{(r1)}_{i1j1} ]_ϵ) . . . ev_{ϵ,u+ϵd}([ℏ^{rp−1}t^{(rp)}_{ipjp} ]_ϵ) that goes to zero under the limit ϵ → 0 if l > 0. So it remains to show that for every [ℏ^{r−1}t^{(r)}_{ij} ]_ϵ ∈ Y_ϵ(gl_n) lim_{ϵ→0} ev_{ϵ;u+ϵd}([ℏ^{r−1}t^{(r)}_{ij} ]_ϵ) = ev_u(E_{ij} [r − 1]).

Note that using (10.2) we have

ev_{ϵ;z+ϵd}([ℏ^{r−1}t^{(r)}_{ij} ]_ϵ) = ϵ^{r−1}ev_{z/ϵ+d}(t^{(r)}_{ij} ) = k∑ a=1 E^{(a)}_{ij} z^{r−1}_a + O(ϵ). This observation finishes the proof of the lemma since ev_z(E_{ij} [r −1]) = ∑_k a=1 E^{(a)}_{ij} z^{r−1}_a . □ Corollary 10.6. There exists a homomorphism of C [ℏ]-algebras ev_{(ℏ;z1+ℏd1,...,zk+ℏdk)} : Y_ℏ(gl_n) → U(gl_n)^{⊗k}[ℏ], which fiber over ℏ = ϵ ∈ C^× is ev_{(ϵ;z1+ϵd1,...,zk+ϵdk)} and the fiber over ℏ = 0 is ev_z.

Proof. Consider the natural embedding Y_ℏ(gl_n) ⊂ Y_ℏ ⊗_{C [ℏ]} C [ℏ^{±1} ]. Recal that we have the identification Y_ℏ ⊗_{C [ℏ]} C [ℏ^{±1} ]^∼−→ Y (gl_n)[ℏ^{±1}] given by (ℏ^ix) ⊗ ℏ^l → ℏ^{l+i}x. Consider the homomorphism ev_ℏ−1_{z1+d1,...,ℏ}−1_{zk+dk} : Y (gl_n)[ℏ^{±1}] → U(gl_n)^{⊗k}[ℏ^{±1}]. Composing this homomorphism with the embedding Y_ℏ(gl_n) ⊂ Y (gl_n)[ℏ^{±1}] we obtain the desired homomorphism (use Lemma 10.5 to see that this homomorphism satisfies the required properties) ev_{(ℏ;z1+ℏd1,...,zk+ℏdk)} : Y_ℏ(gl_n) → U(gl_n)^{⊗k}[ℏ]. □ 11. Manin matrices and generators of Ã^u_χ, Ã_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) In this section following [CM] and [Tal] we introduce certain generators of the algebras Ã^u_χ, Ã_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k), B̃(C), ev_{z1,...,zk} (B̃(C)). We start from a general definition. Let R be an algebra over complex numbers. Pick M ∈ End(C^n ) ⊗ R that we can consider as n × n matrix M = (M_{ij} ) with M_{ij} ∈ R. Definition 11.1. We say that M is a Manin matrix if ∀p, l, r, s = 1, . . . , n we have [M_{pl}, M_{rs}] = [M_{rl}, M_{ps}]. Given a matrix M ∈ End(C^n ) we define its column-determinant cdet M ∈ R by the following formula: cdet M := ∑ σ∈S_n (−1)^σ · M_{σ(1)1} . . . M_{σ(n)n}.

For i = 1, . . . , n we denote by M_i ∈ End(C^n )^{⊗n} ⊗ R the image of M under the embedding End(C^n ) ⊗ R → End(C^n )^{⊗n} ⊗ R given by End(C^n ) ⊗ R ∋ f ⊗ x → 1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ 1 ⊗ f_i ⊗ 1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ 1 ⊗ x ∈ End(C^n )^{⊗n} ⊗ R. Recall that A_n ∈ C [S_n ] ⊂ End(C^n )^{⊗n} is the antisymmetrizer normalized by the condition A^2_n = A_n. Explicitly, we have A_n =^1_{n!} ∑ σ∈S_n (−1) σ σ. Lemma 11.2. Let M ∈ End(C^n ) ⊗ R be a Manin matrix. Then tr A_nM_1 . . . M_n = cdet M.

Proof. We have tr A_nM_1 . . . M_n = 1 n! ∑ a,b∈S_n (−1)^{ab}M_{a(1)b(1)} . . . M_{a(n)b(n)}. It follows from [CF] that for every p ∈ S_n we have cdet(M) = ∑ σ∈S_n sgn(σ)M_{σ(p(1))p(1)} . . . M_{σ(p(n))p(n)}.

We conclude that n! cdet M = ∑ p,σ∈S_n sgn(σ)M_{σ(p(1))p(1)} . . . M_{σ(p(n))p(n)}.

Replacing σ ∘ p by a and σ by b we obtain that tr A_nM_1 . . . M_n = cdet M. □

Let us slightly modify generators of the algebra B̃(C). Recall that the algebra B̃(C) is generated by the elements τ_a(u, C) = tr A_aC_1 . . . C_aT_1(u) . . . T_a(u − a + 1), a = 1, . . . , n. Recall the antipode map η : Y (gl_n)^∼−→ Y (gl_n) induced by the map T (u) → T (u)^{−1}. Then by [NO, Section 1] the algebra η(B̃(C)) = B̃(C^{−1}) (see [IR, Lemma 6.5]) is generated by the elements tr A_nT_1(u) . . . T_k(u − k + 1)C_{k+1} . . . C_n.

It follows that the the algebra B̃(C) is generated by the elements tr A_nT_1(u) . . . T_a(u − a + 1)C^{−1}_{a+1} . . . C^{−1}_n , a = 1, . . . , n.

These generators can be written in a generating function tr A_n(e^{−∂u} T_1(u) − C^{−1}_1 ) . . . (e^{−∂u} T_n(u) − C^{−1}_n ).

Moreover, note that by [CF, Proposition 4] matrix e^{−∂u} T (u) − C^{−1} is Manin so we conclude from Lemma 11.2 that

tr A_n(e^{−∂u} T_1(u) − C^{−1}_1 ) . . . (e^{−∂u} T_n(u) − C^{−1}_n ) = cdet(e^{−∂u} T (u) − C^{−1}). Recall the matrix E ∈ End(C^n )⊗U(gl_n). Set E(u) := ∑ r⩾0 E[r]u^{−r−1} ∈ End(C^n )⊗ U(gl_n[t])[[u^{−1}]].

Lemma 11.3. We have [E_{ij} (u), E_{kl}(v)] = 1 u − v ( E_{il}(v)δ_{jk} − E_{il}(u)δ_{jk} − E_{kj}(v)δ_{li} + E_{kj} (u)δ_{li} )

i.e. E(u) is a Lax matrix of gl_n-Gaudin type (see [CF, Definition 5]). Proof. Follows from the relation [E_{ij} , E_{kl}] = E_{il}δ_{jk} − E_{kj}δ_{li},. □ Corollary 11.4. The matrix ∂_u − E(u) is a Manin matrix.

Proof. Follows from [CF, Proposition 2], compare with [CF, Equation (18)]. □ We are now ready to give an explicit description of the generators of the algebra Ã^u_χ.

The following proposition is essentially due to Talalaev ([Tal]).

Proposition 11.5. The subalgebra Ã^u_χ ⊂ U(gl_n[t]) is generated by the coefficients in front of u^r∂^l_u, l ∈ Z_{⩾0}, r ∈ Z_{⩽0} of cdet(E(u) − ∂_u + χ).

Proof. Recall that the generators of B̃(C) are the coefficients of cdet(e^{−∂u} T (u) − C^{−1}). Consider the family cdet ϵ^{−1}(e^{−ϵ∂u} T (u/ϵ) − exp(−ϵχ)) of elements of B̃(exp(ϵχ)). After the identification B̃(exp(ϵχ)) ≃ B̃_ϵ(exp(ϵχ)) the element cdet ϵ^{−1}(e^{−ϵ∂u} T (u/ϵ) − exp(−ϵχ)) becomes

cdet ϵ^{−1} ( e^{−ϵ∂u} ( 1 + ϵ ∑ r⩾1 [ℏ^{r−1}t^{(r)}_{ij} ]u^{−r} ) − exp(−ϵχ) ) ∈ B̃_ϵ(exp(ϵχ)).

We have e^{−ϵ∂u} ( 1 + ϵ ∑ r⩾1 [ℏ^{r−1}t^{(r)}_{ij} ]u^{−r} ) − exp(−ϵχ) = (1 − ϵ∂_u) ( 1 + ϵ ∑ r⩾1 [ℏ^{r−1}t^{(r)}_{ij} ]u^{−r} ) − 1 + ϵχ + O(ϵ^2) = = ϵ ( ∑ r⩾1 [ℏ^{r−1}t^{(r)}_{ij} ]u^{−r} − ∂_u + χ ) + O(ϵ^2).

It follows that lim_{ϵ→0} cdet ϵ^{−1}(e^{−ϵ∂u} T (u/ϵ) − exp(−ϵχ)) = cdet(E(u) − ∂_u + χ).

It remains to recall that by Theorem 8.12 we have Ã^u_χ = lim_{ϵ→0} B̃_ϵ(exp(ϵχ)). The fact that the coefficients of cdet(E(u)−∂_u +χ) generate Ã^u_χ follow from the similar statement for the classical limit Ã^u_χ ⊂ S^•(gl_n[t]) together with the fact that gr_{P BW} Ã^u_χ = gr_{P BW} Ã^u_χ. □ Remark 11.6. For χ = 0 the results of Proposition 11.5 should be compared with [CM, Theorem 3.1].

Let us now pick distinct points z_1, . . . , z_k ∈ C and recall the corresponding standard Lax matrix for the Gaudin system

L_z(u) := k∑ i=1 E^{(i)} u − z_i . Corollary 11.7. For every χ ∈ gl_n the algebra Ã_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) is generated by the coefficients in front of u^r∂^l_u of cdet(L(u) − ∂_u − χ).

Proof. Recall that A_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) = ev_{z1,...,zk} (A^u_{−χ}). Now the claim follows from the fact that ev_{z1,...,zk} (E(u)) = k∑ i=1 ∞∑ r=0 Ez^r_i u^{−r−1} = k∑ i=1 E^{(i)} u − z_i = L_z(u). □ Pick ξ ∈ h. Our goal for now is to introduce certain compatible families of generators of the algebras ev_{z/ε+d}B̃(exp(ϵχ)), Ã_χ(z).

Consider the following two-parametric family of differential operators, here ϵ, ε ∈ C^× cdet ϵ^{−1}(e^{−ϵ∂u} (1 + L_{z/ε+d}(u/ϵ)) − exp(−ϵχ)) = ∑ k⩾0 b_{k,ϵ,ε}(u)∂^k_u. Since e^{−∂u} u^r = u^{r−1}e^{−∂u} for every r ∈ Z it follows that b_{k,ϵ,ε}(u) are rational functions with poles at the points^ϵ_ε z_i + ϵj + ϵd_i, i, j = 1, . . . , k. Consider then the following elements r_{k,zi,l,ϵ,ε} := k∑ j=1 res_{u=} ϵ_{ε zi+ϵj+ϵdi} (u − z_i)^lb_{k,ϵ,ε}(u)du ∈ ev_{z/ε+d}(B̃(exp(ϵχ))), l = 0, . . . , k.

We can also decompose cdet(L_z(u) − ∂_u − ξ) = ∑ k⩾0 b^0_{k,z,ξ}(u)∂^k_u and consider the elements r^0_{k,zi,l,ξ} := res_{u=zi} (u − z_i)^lb^0_{k,z,ξ}(u)du, l = 0, . . . , k. The following proposition is an immediate consequence of the results above.

Proposition 11.8. The algebra ev_{z/ε+d}(B̃(exp(ϵχ))) is generated by elements r_{k,zi,l,ϵ,ε}. The algebra Ã_ξ(z) is generated by the elements r^0_{k,zi,l,ξ} Remark 11.9. Note that for every c ∈ C the elements r_{k,zi,l,ϵ,ε}, r^0_{k,zi,l,ξ} do not change under the simultaneous shift (z_1, . . . , z_k) → (z_1 + c, . . . , z_n + c) so in particular ev_{((z1/ε)+d1,...,(zk/ε)+dk)}(B̃(exp(ϵχ))) = ev_{((z1+c)/ε+d1,...,(zk+c)/ε+dk)}(B̃(exp(ϵχ))), Ã_ξ(z_1, . . . , z_n) = Ã_ξ(z_1 + c, . . . , z_k + c).

12. Alcoves Let S ⊂ T be the compact torus i.e. S := T ∩ U(n), where U(n) ⊂ GL_n is the group of unitary matrices. We denote by S the quotient S/U(1) ⊂ PGL_n, here U(1) ⊂ U(n) is the center. Recall the Cartan subalgebra h ⊂ gl_n consisting of diagonal matrices. We use the natural bijection {1, 2, . . . , n}^∼−→ Z/nZ, j → [j] to parametrize coordinates of h by elements of Z/nZ. We also recall the quotient h = h/{diag(a, . . . , a), a ∈ C } and the natural identification h_0^∼−→ h (here h_0 ⊂ h is the subalgebra of traceless diagonal matrices). Let h_R ⊂ h be the real points. We have a covering map exp: h_R → S, χ → exp(2πiχ) We denote by S^{reg} ⊂ S the subset of regular elements. Note that the preimage exp^{−1}(S \ S^{reg}) consists of the points (a_{[1]}, . . . , a_{[n]}) ∈ h_R such that a_{[i]} − a_{[j]} ∈ Z for some [i] ≠ [j]. For [i] ≠ [j] and k ∈ Z we set H^k_{[i],[j]} = {(a_{[1]}, . . . , a_{[n]}) ∈ h_R | a_{[i]} − a_{[j]} = k}.

We will call the hyperplanes H^k_{[i],[j]} ⊂ h_R the affine walls, and the connected components of the complement to the union of all H^k_{[i],[j]} the alcoves. Let Λ be the coweight lattice of gl_n. We have the natural identification Λ = Z^n. Set Λ := Λ/Z(1, 1, . . . , 1). Consider the standard action S_n ↷ Λ via the permutation of the basis elements. Note that we have the left action of S_n ⋉ Λ on h given by

(σ; m_1, . . . , m_n) · (a_1, . . . , a_n) = (a_σ−1_{(1)} + m_σ−1_{(1)}, . . . , a_σ−1_{(n)} + m_σ−1_{(n)}). Remark 12.1. Recall that we have (σ_1, λ_1) · (σ_2, λ_2) = (σ_1σ_2, σ^{−1}_2 (λ_1) + λ_2) for σ_1, σ_2 ∈ S_n, λ_1, λ_2 ∈ Λ.

We define the extended affine Weyl group as ^W^{ext} := S_n ⋉ Λ. The natural action of S_n ↷ h and the action of Λ ↷ h via translations induce the action ^W^{ext} ↷ h.

The coroot lattice Λ_r ⊂ Λ is generated by the vectors E_{ii} − E_{i+1i+1} ∈ h, i = 1, . . . , n − 1. Let Λ_r ⊂ Λ be the image of Λ_r in Λ. Note that [Λ : Λ_r] = n. The affine Weyl group ^W := S_n ⋉ Λ_r is an index n subgroup of the extended affine Weyl group ^W ext.

The ^W^{ext}-action on h_R preserves the affine walls, so it acts on the set alcoves. It is easy to see that the alcoves are fundamental domains for the action ^W ↷ h_R. By choosing the “base” alcove Q = {(a_{[1]}, . . . , a_{[n]}) ∈ h_R, | a_{[n]} + 1 ⩾ a_{[1]} ⩾ a_{[2]} ⩾ . . . ⩾ a_{[n]}}, we obtain a bijection between the alcoves and the elements of ^W and a surjective n : 1 map from ^W^{ext} to the set of alcoves. More precisely, to ŵ = (σ, m_{[1]}, . . . , m_{[n]}) ∈ Ŵ ext we associate

Q_ŵ := ŵQ =

= {(a_{[1]}, . . . , a_{[n]}) ∈ h_R | a_{σ([n])} − m_{[n]} + 1 ⩾ a_{σ([1])} − m_{[1]} ⩾ . . . ⩾ a_{σ([n])} − m_{[n]}}. (12.1)

Warning 12.2. Let us point out once again that the ^W^{ext}-action on the set of alcoves is not free, so it may happen that Q_ŵ = Q_ŵ′ for distinct ŵ, ŵ^′ ∈ ^W^{ext}. This will be important in the proof of Proposition 16.6.

The base alcove Q is separated by the walls

H^0_{[1],[2]}, . . . , H^0_{[n−1],[n]}, H^{−1}_{[n],[1]}

that we denote by H_1, H_2, . . . , H_n respectively. We denote by Q^{reg}_ŵ the interior of Q_ŵ. The alcove Q_ŵ is separated by the walls H^{m[1]−m[2]} σ([1]),σ([2]), . . . , H m_{[n−1]}−m_{[n]} σ([n−1]),σ([n]), H m_{[n]}−m_{[1]}−1 σ([n]),σ([1])

that we enumerate by numbers 1, 2, . . . , n and denote by H^ŵ_1 , . . . , H^ŵ_n . Note that H^ŵ_i = ŵ(H_i).

13. Limits to the affine wall In this section we describe the limits of different families of subalgebras depending on χ ∈ h to a generic point of an (affine) wall H^k_{[i],[j]}.

We pick ŵ ∈ ^W^{ext} and consider the corresponding alcove Q_ŵ (see (12.1)). Pick χ_0 ∈ Q_ŵ lying on some H^k_{[i],[j]} but not on any other affine wall (such χ_0 ∈ H^k_{[i],[j]} will be called subregular). Set C_0 := exp(2πiχ_0). Pick also χ ∈ Q^{reg}_ŵ and consider the following family C(ε) := C_0 exp(2πiεχ) = exp(2πi(χ_0 + εχ)), where ε ∈ C (one can also consider the formal version of this family). Set B(C_0, χ) := lim_{ε→0}B(C(ε)). Recall that we have the identification Y (g) ≃ Y_ϵ(g). We denote by B_ϵ(C_0, χ) the image of B(C_0, χ) in Y_ϵ(g). We also set A^u_{(χ0,χ)} := lim_{ε→0} A^u_{χ0+εχ}.

Remark 13.1. The algebra B(C_0, χ) is the limit subalgebra for the family {B(C), C ∈ T^{reg}}. It follows from [IR] that the space of all possible limit subalgebras is classified by the Deligne-Mumford space M_{0,n+2} of stable rational curves with n + 2 marked points.

We will use the following lemma in the proof of Proposition 13.3 below. Lemma 13.2. Pick C ∈ T^{reg} then h_0 ⊂ B(C) (we use the embedding U(g) ⊂ Y (g)). Proof. Recall the filtration F_2 on Y (g) (see Section 7.3). It follows from [IR3] that gr_2 B(C) = U(h_0[t]) ⊂ U(sl_n[t]) = gr_2 Y (g) so h_0 ⊂ gr_2 B(C). Note that deg_{F2} h_0 = 0 and the only element of degree −1 in Y (g) is zero. The claim follows. □ The following proposition should be compared with [IR3, Theorem B].

Proposition 13.3. We have

B(C_0, χ) = B(C_0) ⊗_{Z(U(zg(χ0)))} A_χ(z_g(χ_0)), A^u_{(χ0,χ)} = A^u_{χ0} ⊗_{Z(U(zg(χ0)))} A_χ(z_g(χ_0)). Moreover, the subalgebra B(C_0, χ) ⊂ Y (g) is generated by B(C_0) and the element h = h_{ij} = E_{ii} − E_{jj} ∈ U(g) ⊂ Y (g), the subalgebra A^u_{(χ0,χ)} ⊂ U(g[t]) is generated by A^u_{χ0} and the element h_{ij} ∈ U(g) ⊂ U(g[t]).

Proof. We have B(C_0) ⊂ lim_{ϵ→0}B(C(ϵ)) = B(C_0, χ). We claim that h_{ij} lies in the limit. Indeed, this follows from the fact that C = C(ϵ) is regular for ϵ ≠ 0 so by Lemma 13.2 we have h_0 ⊂ B(C(ϵ)). Note now that the derived subalgebra z_g(χ_0)^{der} of z_g(χ_0) is equal to Span_C (E_{ij} , h_{ij} , E_{ji}) ≃ sl_2 so the algebra A_χ(z_g(χ_0)) is equal to C [h_{ij} ] ⊗ Z(U(z_g(χ_0))) i.e. is (freely) generated by h_{ij} over the center Z(U(z_g(χ_0))). We conclude that B(C_0) ⊗_{Z(U(zg(χ0)))} A_χ(z_g(χ_0)) ⊂ B(C_0, χ). Note that Z(U(z_g(χ_0))) ⊂ B(C_0) ⊂ B(C_0, χ) so B(C_0, χ) is contained in the centralizer Z_{Y (g)}(Z(U(z_g(χ_0)))). It follows from [IR3, Lemma 6.14] that Z_{Y (g)}(Z(U(z_g(χ_0)))) = Y (g)^{zg(χ0)} ⊗_{Z(U(zg(χ0)))} U(z_g(χ_0)).

Algebra B(C_0) ⊗_{Z(U(zg(χ0)))} A_χ(z_g(χ_0)) is a maximal commutative subalgebra of Y (g)^{zg(χ0)} ⊗_{Z(U(zg(χ0)))} U(z_g(χ_0)) (compare with the proof of Proposition 5.3) so we must have the equality B(C_0) ⊗_{Z(U(zg(χ0)))} A_χ(z_g(χ_0)) = B(C_0, χ).

The proof for A^u_{(χ0,χ)} is similar. □

Recall that A^u_{(χ0,χ)} = A^u_{χ0} ⊗_{Z(U(zg(χ0)))} A_χ(z_g(χ_0)). We set A^u_{(χ0,χ)} := A^u_{χ0} ⊗_{Z(S}•_{(zg(χ0)))} A_χ(z_g(χ_0)) that can be considered as a classical limit of A^u_{(χ0,χ)}. Remark 13.4. In the same way as in the proof of Proposition 13.3 one can show that A^u_{(χ0,χ)} = lim_{ϵ→0} A^u_{χ0+ϵχ} and A^u_{(χ0,χ)} is generated by A^u_{χ0} and h.

Lemma 13.5. We have A^u_{(χ0,χ)} = Z_S•_{(g[t])}(Ω_{χ0} , h), A^u_{(χ0,χ)} = Z_{U(g[t])}(Ω̃_{χ0} , h).

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Proposition 6.2. Considering the family Z_S•_{(g[t])}(Ω_{κχ0} , h) and taking the limit κ → ∞ we conclude (as in the proof of Proposition 6.2) that lim_{κ→∞}Z_S•_{(g[t])}(Ω_{κχ0} , h) ⊂ Z_S•_{(zg(χ0))}(Ω_{zg(χ0)}, h).

It remains to show that A^u_{(χ0,χ)}(z_{g(χ0 )}) = Z_S•_{(zg(χ0))}(Ω_{zg(χ0)}, h). Note that z_g(χ_0) is a reductive Lie algebra with semisimple part being isomorphic to sl_2. Now the claim reduces to the sl_2-case when this is clear.

So we have shown that A^u_{(χ0,χ)} = Z_S•_{(g[t])}(Ω_{χ0} , h). The proof of the equality A^u_{(χ0,χ)} = Z_S•_{(g[t])}(Ω_{χ0} , h) follows from the equality A^u_{(χ0,χ)} = Z_{U(g[t])}(Ω̃_{χ0} , h) in the same way as in the proof of Proposition 6.6. □

Lemma 13.6. The two-parametric family B_ϵ(exp(ϵ(χ_0 + εχ))) depending on (ϵ, ε) ∈ (C^× )^2 extends to the continuous family on the whole C^2 by setting

(ϵ, 0) → B_ϵ(exp(ϵχ_0), χ), (0, ε) → A^u_{χ0+εχ}, (0, 0) → A^u_{(χ0,χ)}.

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 8.9 we consider the family

X_ϵ(χ_0+εχ) := ϵ c_V ψ_ϵ ( tr_V exp ρ_V (ϵ(χ_0+εχ))T^{(3)} ) ∈ B_ϵ(exp(ϵ(χ_0+εχ))), ϵ ∈ C^× , ε ∈ C . It follows from the proof of Proposition 8.9 that the family X_ϵ(χ_0 + εχ) extends to ϵ = 0 via X_0(χ_0 + εχ) = Ω̃_{χ0+εχ}. We conclude that every limit algebra to (0, ε) contains Ω̃_{χ0+εχ} (here ε may be equal to zero). Note also that h_{ij} ∈ B_ϵ(exp(ϵ(χ_0 +εχ))) so every limit algebra contains h_{ij} . It follows that every limit algebra to (0, ε) (ε ∈ C ) contains Ω̃_{χ0+εχ}, h_{ij} so is contained in the centralizer Z_{U(g[t])}(Ω̃_{χ0+εχ}, h_{ij} ) that is equal to A^u_{χ0+εχ} for ε ≠ 0 (see Proposition 6.6) and to A^u_{(χ0,χ)} for ε = 0 (see Lemma 13.5). From the dimension estimates (same as in the proof of Theorem 8.12) we conclude that every limit algebra to (0, ε) (ε ∈ C ) is A^u_{χ0+εχ} for ε ≠ 0 and A^u_{(χ0,χ)} for ε = 0. We also note that every limit algebra to (ϵ, 0) (ϵ ≠ 0) contains B_ϵ(exp(ϵχ_0)), h_{ij} , hence, by Proposition 13.3 and the maximality of B_ϵ(exp(ϵχ_0, χ)) (see [IR, Main Theorem of Section 1.2]) it must be equal to B_ϵ(exp(ϵχ_0, χ)).

To finish the proof we need to check that the family that we have constructed is indeed continuous. Let π be our two-parametric family and let π_i : C^2 → Gr(d_i, Q_i) be the corresponding maps to Grassmannians. We need to check that if we have some convergent sequence p_n → p on C^2 then the sequence of images π_i(p_n) converges to π_i(p). It is enough to show that every convergent subsequence of the sequence π_i(p_n) converges to π_i(p). Pick a convergent subsequence π_i(p_j(i)_n ) of the sequence π_i(p_n) and assume that it converges to some P_i. Pick a subsequence p_j(i) j (i+1) n of p_{jn} such that π_i(p_j(i) j (i+1) n ) converges to some P_{i+1}. Continuing in this way we obtain a

sequence of vector spaces (use Lemma 2.8) P_i ⊂ P_{i+1} ⊂ . . . such that P := ⋃ j⩾i P_i is a commutative algebra (use Lemma 2.8), its dimension can only jump. It now follows from the observations above together with Lemma 2.8 that the algebra P must be π(p). We conclude that P_i = π_i(p). □ Remark 13.7. Note that there is an alternative proof of Lemma 13.6 that uses explicit generators described in Section 11 (compare with the proof of Proposition 11.5). Note also that we are not claiming that the family constructed in Lemma 13.6 is holomorphic (this should be true but we do not need this).

Pick distinct points z_1, . . . , z_k ∈ C . We set A_{(χ0,χ)}(z) := lim_{ϵ→0} A_{χ0+ϵχ}(z) ⊂ U(g)^{⊗k}. Let us show that the algebra A_{(χ0,χ)}(z) is equal to ev_z(A^u_{(χ0,χ)}) (see Proposition 13.9 below). We start from the following lemma.

Lemma 13.8. We have A_{(χ0,χ)}(z) = A_{χ0} (z) ⊗_{Z(U(zgln (χ)))} A_χ(z_{gln} (χ_0)). The algebra A_{(χ0,χ)}(z) is generated by A_{χ0} (z) and the element Δ^k(h_{ij} ) = h^{(1)}_{ij} + . . . + h^{(k)}_{ij} . Proof. Same proof as of Proposition 13.3. □ Proposition 13.9. We have ev_z(A^u_{(χ0 ,χ)}) = A_{(−χ0,−χ)}(z).

Proof. Use Proposition 4.10 together with Proposition 13.3, Lemma 13.8 and the maximality of A_{(−χ0,−χ)}(z) ⊂ U(g)^{⊗k} (follows from the fact that A_{−χ0} ⊂ U(g)^{zg(χ0)} is maximal that was proved in [HKRW, Proposition 9.12]). □

14. Simplicity of spectra of B(X) on a tensor product of KR modules In this section we recall the main results of [IMR] that will be used later. Pick k ⩾ 1 and let V_{a1ϖb1} , . . . , V_{ak ϖbk} be irreducible polynomial representations of gl_n, corresponding to rectangular Young diagrams. Let z = (z_1, . . . , z_k) be a k-tuple of (distinct) complex numbers z_i ∈ C , later we will put some restrictions on Re(z_j ). We denote by V_{aj ϖj} (z_j ) the corresponding irreducible representations of Y (gl_n) (via ev_{zj} ). The representations V_{aj ϖj} (z_j ) are called Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules. Recall that to every C ∈ G, we can associate Bethe subalgebra B(C) ⊂ Y (sl_n) (see Section 10.1) so we obtain the action B(C) ↷ V_1(z_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k(z_k) (via (ev_{z1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ ev_{zk} ) ∘ Δ^k).

The following proposition was proved in [IMR].

Proposition 14.1. For C ∈ S and Re(z_j ) = −b_j − n + a_j the algebra B(C) acts on the tensor product V_{a1 ϖb1} (z_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{ak ϖbk} (z_k) via normal operators.

The following proposition holds by [IMR, Section 4.3].

Proposition 14.2. Fix distinct z_1, . . . , z_k ∈ C and d_1, . . . , d_k ∈ C . For almost every s ∈ C the action of B(X) on V_{a1ϖb1} (sz_1 + d_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{akϖbk} (sz_k + d_k) has a cyclic vector for X = C ∈ T^{reg} and X = (C_0, χ).

Remark 14.3. Proposition 14.2 remains true for any X ∈ M_{0,n+2}.

As a corollary of Proposition 14.1 and Proposition 14.2, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 14.4. Fix distinct z_1, . . . , z_k ∈ iR and let d_j := −b_j − n + a_j. Then the set of s ∈ R such that the action of B(X) on V_{a1 ϖb1} (sz_1 + d_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{akϖbk} (sz_k + d_k) does not have a simple spectrum for some X = C ∈ S^{reg} or X = (C_0, χ) is finite. Remark 14.5. In the Proposition 14.4 one can replace X by any X ∈ M_{0,n+2}.

From now on we fix distinct z_1, . . . , z_k ∈ iR. Using Proposition 14.4 we get Corollary 14.6. There exists a real number N ∈ R such that for every s ∈ R_{⩾N} and X ∈ S^{reg} or X = (C_0, χ) the action of B(X) on V_{a1 ϖb1} (sz_1 +d_1)⊗. . .⊗V_{akϖbk} (sz_k +d_k) has a simple spectrum.

15. Further properties of the two-parametric family B_ϵ(exp(ϵ(χ_0 + εχ))) In this section we construct certain families relating images in End(V_{λ1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{λk} ) of Bethe algebras and inhomogeneous Gaudin algebras. We consider T as a subset of h. Lemma 15.1. We have ev_z(B̃(C)) = Ã_C−1 .

Proof. Follows from [NO, Section 2], see also [IMR]. □ Proposition 15.2. For χ ∈ h^{reg}_0 we have lim_{ε→0} B_ε(exp(χ)) = U(h_0[t]).

Moreover, for Weil generic χ ∈ h^{reg}_0 (i.e. for χ in the complement to a certain countable union of Zariski closed subsets of h^{reg}_0 ) the two-parametric family B_ε(exp(ϵχ)) depending on ϵ, ε ∈ C^× extends to the continuous two-parametric family on the blowup Bl_{(0,0)} C^2 as follows (here ϵ ∈ C , ε, c ∈ C^× ): ((ϵ, 0), [1 : 0]) → U(h_0[t]), ((0, ε), [0 : 1]) → B_ε(1) · A_χ, ((0, 0), [c : 1]) → A^u_{cχ}, ((0, 0), [0 : 1]) → A^u_0 · A_χ.

Proof. It follows from Lemma 13.2 that h_0 ⊂ B(exp(ϵχ)). Since deg_2 h_0 = 0 we conclude that h_0 lies in every limit algebra of the family B_ε(exp(ϵχ)). Let us also note that according to [I] the algebra B(exp(ϵχ)) contains elements

σ_i(ϵ) := 2J(t_{ϖi} ) − ∑ α∈Δ_+ e^α(exp(ϵχ)) + 1 e^α(exp(ϵχ)) − 1

(α, α_i)x^+_α x^−_α .

We denote by σ_{i,ε}(ϵ) the corresponding elements of B_ε(exp(ϵχ)). We see that the the family σ_{i,ε}(ϵ) extends to Bl_{(0,0)} C^2 as follows:

((ϵ, 0), [1 : 0]) → 2t_{ϖi} [1], ((0, ε), [0 : 1]) → − ∑ α∈Δ_+ (α, α_i) (α, χ) x^+_α x^−_α ,

((0, 0), [c : 1]) → 2t_{ϖi} [1] − ∑ α∈Δ_+ (α, α_i) c(α, χ) x^+_α x^−_α ,

We conclude that every limit algebra at the point ((ϵ, 0), [1 : 0]), ϵ ∈ C contains h_0[1] so lies in Z_{U(g[t])}(h_0[1]) = U(h_0[t]), hence, coincides with U(h_0[t]) since dim_{F1} U(h_0[t]) = dim_{F1} B_ε(exp(ϵχ)). Similarly, every limit algebra at the point ((0, ε), [0 : 1]) clearly contains B(1) and also contains the linear combinations of elements ∑ α∈Δ_+ (α,α_i) (α,χ) xαx − α i.e. the quadratic part of A_χ (see [Vi]). Note also that the centralizer of U(g)^g in Y (g) is equal to Y (g)^g · U(g) = Y (g)^g ⊗_{U(g)}g U(g) (see [IR3, Lemma 6.14]). Since for Weil generic χ ∈ h^{reg}_0 the algebra A_χ is equal to the centralizer of its quadratic part (see [R3]) we then conclude that for Weil generic χ every limit algebra at the point ((0, ε), [0 : 1]) is contained in B_ε(1) · A_χ, hence, is equal to B_ε(1) · A_χ since dim_{F1} B_ε(exp(ϵχ)) = dim_{F1} (B_ε(1) · A_χ) (compare with the proof of [IR3, Theorem 6.13]). Similarly, every limit algebra at the point ((0, 0), [0 : 1]) contains the elements ∑ α∈Δ_+ (α,α_i) (α,χ) xαx − α and also the element ω̃_0 so coincides with A^u_0 · A_χ (here we use the maximality of A^u_0 ·

A_χ ⊂ U(g[t]) which follows from Proposition 5.5). Finally, every limit algebra at the point ((0, 0), [c : 1]) contains the element ω̃_{cχ} therefore is contained in the centralizer Z_{U(g[t])}(ω̃_{cχ}) that is equal to A^u_{cχ} by Remark 6.7. The argument as in the end of the proof of Lemma 13.6 finishes the proof. □ Remark 15.3. We expect that Proposition 15.2 is true for every χ ∈ h^{reg}_0 . To prove this it is enough to show that the algebra A_χ coincides with the centralizer of its quadratic part for every χ ∈ h^{reg}_0 . Note also that we are not claiming that the family constructed in Proposition 15.2 is holomorphic (this should be true but we do not need this for our purposes).

Corollary 15.4. For Weil generic χ ∈ ih^{reg}_{0,R} (i.e. for χ in the complement to a certain countable union of Zariski closed subsets in ih^{reg}_{0,R}) the two-parametric family B_ε(exp(ϵχ)) depending on ϵ, ε ∈ R^× extends to the two-parametric family on the blowup Bl_{(0,0)} R^2 as follows (here ϵ ∈ R, ε, c ∈ R^× ): ((ϵ, 0), [1 : 0]) → U(h_0[t]), ((0, ε), [0 : 1]) → B_ε(1) · A_χ, ((0, 0), [c : 1]) → A^u_{cχ}, ((0, 0), [0 : 1]) → A^u_0 · A_χ.

Let us now introduce the notation. Recall that we have Bl_{(0,0)} R^2 = {((a, b), [c : d]) ∈ R^2 × RP^1 | ad = bc}.

We consider Bl_{(0,0)} R^2 as a topological space (with the standard induced topology on it). We denote by Bl_{(0,0)}(R^2 \ ({0} × R^× )) the following topological space:

Bl_{(0,0)}(R^2 \ ({0} × R^× )) := {((a, b), [c : d]) ∈ (R^2 \ ({0} × R^× )) × RP^1 | ad = bc} Remark 15.5. Note that the topological space Bl_{(0,0)}(R^2 \({0}×R^× )) is not an algebraic variety (it is a constructible set).

We also consider the following subset of Bl_{(0,0)}(R^2 \ ({0} × R^× )):

Bl_{(0,0)}(R × [0, 1/N) \ ({0} × (0, 1/N)))) := = {((a, b), [c : d]) ∈ (R × [0, 1/N) \ ({0} × (0, 1/N))) × RP^1 | ad = bc}. (15.1) To simplify notation, we set K := R × [0, 1/N) \ ({0} × (0, 1/N)) and will denote the space (15.1) by Bl_{(0,0)} K.

We are now ready to prove the proposition that describes a partial compactification of the family Im(ev_{z/ε+d}B(exp(χ)) → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k)). Note that if representations V_1, . . . , V_k have no multiplicities for the action of h_0 then the proof of Proposition 15.6 below simplifies. Indeed, if this is the case then Im(U(h_0)^{⊗k} → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k)) is already the maximal commutative subalgebra of End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k) so the statement of Proposition 15.6 can be deduced from Corollary 15.4.

Proposition 15.6. For z_1, . . . , z_k ∈ iR and χ ∈ ih^{reg}_{0,R} we have (ε ∈ (0, 1/N))

lim_{ε→0} Im(ev_{z/ε+d}B(exp(χ)) → End(V_1 ⊗. . . ⊗V_k)) = Im(A^{⊗k}_{exp(−χ)} → End(V_1 ⊗. . . ⊗V_k)).

Moreover, for Weil generic χ ∈ ih_{0,R} the two-parametric family Im(ev_{z/ε+d}B(exp(ϵχ)) → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k)) depending on ϵ ∈ R^× , ε ∈ (0, 1/N) extends to the (continuous) two-parametric family on Bl_{(0,0)} K as follows (here c ∈ R^× , ϵ ∈ (0, 1/N)): ((ϵ, 0), [1 : 0]) → Im(A^{⊗k}_{exp(−ϵχ)} → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k)),

((0, 0), [1 : 0]) → Im(A^{⊗k}_χ → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k)), ((0, 0), [c : 1]) → Im(A_{−cχ}(z) → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k)), ((0, 0), [0 : 1]) → Im(A_0(z) · Δ^k(A_χ) → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k)).

Proof. Consider the topological space

Bl_{(0,0)}(R^2 \ (R^× × {0} ∪ {0} × R^× )) := = {((a, b), [c : d]) ∈ (R^2 \ (R^× × {0} ∪ {0} × R^× )) × RP^1 | ad = bc}. Let us first of all note that ev_{z/ε+d}B(exp(ϵχ)) = ev_{ε;z+εd}B_ε(exp(ϵχ)). Note also that by our assumptions on V_i the algebra Im(ev_{z/ε+d}B(exp(ϵχ)) → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k)) is maximal commutative subalgebra of End(V_1 ⊗ . . . V_k) of dimension dim(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k). Recall that the family B_ε(exp(ϵχ)) extends to Bl_{(0,0)}(R^2 ). We claim that the family of morphisms ev_{ε;z+εd} also extends to Bl_{(0,0)}(R^2 ) by ev_z. Indeed, note that ev_{ε;z+εd} does not depend on ϵ and B_ε(exp(ϵχ)) ⊂ Y_ε(g) so the claim easily follows from Lemma 10.5 (see Corollary 10.6). Note that the images of A_{−cχ}(z), (A_0(z) · Δ^k(A_χ)) in End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k) are maximal commutative subalgebras (follows from [HKRW, Corollary 11.9] using Lemma 10.2).

Taking the image in End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k) of the family considered in Corollary 15.4 and using that Bl_{(0,0)} R^2 is Noetherian (so the image of the whole family coincides with the image of a large enough filtration term of it) we conclude that the two-parametric family Im(ev_{z/ε+d}B(exp(ϵχ)) → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k)) depending on (ϵ, ε) ∈ (R^× )^2 extends to the two-parametric family on Bl_{(0,0)}(R^2 \ (R^× × {0} ∪ {0} × R^× )) \ {((0, 0), [1 : 0])} as follows (here c ∈ R^× , ϵ ∈ R): ((0, 0), [c : 1]) → Im(A_{−cχ}(z) → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k)), ((0, 0), [0 : 1]) → Im((A_0(z) · Δ^k(A_χ)) → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k).

It remains to show that this family extends to Bl_{(0,0)} K by setting ((ϵ, 0), [1 : 0]) → Im(A^{⊗k}_{exp(−ϵχ)} → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k)),

((0, 0), [1 : 0]) → Im(A^{⊗k}_χ → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k)).

Note that the images of algebras ev_{z/ε+d}(B(exp(ϵχ))), A^{⊗k}_{exp(−ϵχ)}, A^{⊗k}_χ , A_{−cχ}(z), (A_0(z) · Δ^k(A_χ)) in End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k) are maximal commutative so we can replace algebras above by the corresponding algebras for gl_n. Consider the following open subset U ⊂ Bl_{(0,0)} K:

U := {((ϵ, cϵ), [1 : c])} ⊂ Bl_{(0,0)} K.

Recall now the generators r_{k,zi,l,ϵ,ε} of the algebra ev_{z/ε+d}(B̃(exp(ϵχ))) (see Section 11). Recall also the generators r^0_{k,zi,l,ξ} of the algebra Ã_ξ(z_1, . . . , z_k), here χ ∈ h_0. Let us first of all note that the family r_{k,ui,l,ϵ,ε} extends continuously to the family on U \{((ϵ, 0), [1 : 0])} by setting ((0, cϵ), [1 : c]) → r^0_{k,zi,l,−c}−1_χ ∈ A_{−χ}(c^{−1}z_1, . . . , c^{−1}z_k). To see this, recall that ε = cϵ and note that we have the equality (compare with the proof of Proposition 11.5):

lim_{ϵ→0} ϵ^{−n} cdet(e^{−ϵ∂u} (1 + L_{z/ε+d}(u/ϵ)) − exp(−ϵχ)) = cdet(L_c−1_z(u) − ∂_u + χ). (15.2)

The equality (15.2) implies that lim_{ϵ→0} b_{k,l,ϵ,ε}(u) = b^0_{k,l,c−1z,−χ}(u), hence,

lim_{ϵ→0} r_{k,zi,l,ϵ,ε} = lim_{ϵ→0} k∑ j=1 res_{u=c}−1_{zi+ϵj+ϵdi} (u − z_i)^lb_{k,ϵ,ε}(u)du = = res_{u=c}−1_{zi} (u − z_i)^lb^0_{k,l,c}−1_{z,−χ} = r^0_{k,c}−1_{zi,l,−χ}. It remains to show that the families r_{k,zi,l,ϵ,ε} extend to the points ((ϵ, 0), [1 : 0]) and generate algebras Ã^{⊗k}_{exp(−ϵχ)}, Ã^{⊗k}_χ . Indeed, recall that the elements r_{k,zi,l,ϵ,ε} are sums of residues of the elements (u − z_i)^lb_{k,ϵ,ε} at the points c^{−1}z_i + ϵj + ϵd_i. Recall also that the generating function for b_{k,ϵ,ε} can be written in the following form:

ϵ^{−n} tr A_n(e^{−ϵ∂u} (1+L_{z/ε+d}(u))_1−exp(−ϵχ)_1) . . . (e^{−ϵ∂u} (1+L_{z/ε+d}(u))_n−exp(−ϵχ)_n) = = ϵ^{−n} ∑ a=0,...,n (−1)^{n−a} ( n a ) tr A_n(1+ ϵE^{(1)}_1 u − c^{−1}z_1 − ϵd_1

) . . . (1+ ϵE^{(1)}_a u − c^{−1}z_1 − ϵ(d_1 + a − 1) ) . . .

. . . (1+ ϵE^{(k)}_1 u − c^{−1}z_k − ϵd_k ) . . . (1+ ϵE^{(k)}_a u − c^{−1}z_k − ϵ(d_k + a − 1)

)(exp(ϵχ))_{a+1} . . . (exp(ϵχ))_ne^{−aϵ∂u} = ∑ k⩾0 b_{k,ϵ,ε}(u)∂^k_u . Since c^{−1} → ∞ and ϵ is clearly bounded we see that at the point ((ϵ, 0), [1 : 0]) the family r_{k,zi,l,ϵ,ε} converges to the same element as the family r^{(i)}_{1,zi,l,ϵ,ε} = 1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ 1 ⊗ r_{1,zi,l,ϵ,εi} ⊗ 1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ 1. So we can assume that k = 1 and then we are dealing with the

family ev_{zi/ε+di} (B̃(exp(ϵχ))) that by Lemma 15.1 is exactly Ã_{exp(−ϵχ)}. It remains to show that the limits as c → 0 of the elements r_{1,zi,l,ϵ,ε} generate Ã_{exp(−ϵχ)} for ϵ ≠ 0 and generate A_{−χ} as ϵ → 0. Indeed, directly from the definitions the elements r_{1,zi,l,ϵ,ε} do not depend on c, d_i (compare with Remark 11.9). Note also that as ϵ → 0 we have

lim_{ϵ→0} cdet ϵ^{−1}(e^{−ϵ∂u} (1 + L_0(u)) − exp(ϵχ)) = L_0(u) − ∂_u + χ.

This observation finishes the proof. □

Remark 15.7. We expect that for every χ ∈ h^{reg}_0 the family ev_{z/ε+d}B(exp(ϵχ)) extends to the blowup Bl_{(0,0)} C^2 by setting (here ϵ, ε, c ∈ C^× )

((ϵ, 0), [1 : 0]) → A^{⊗k}_{exp(−ϵχ)}, ((0, ε), [1 : 0]) → ev_{z/ε+d}(B(1)) · A_χ

((0, 0), [c : 1]) → A_{−cχ}(z), ((0, 0), [0 : 1]) → A_0(z) · Δ^k(A_χ), ((0, 0), [1 : 0]) → A^{⊗k}_χ . For example, it follows from our proof of Proposition 15.6 that for a fixed ϵ ∈ C^× we have lim_{ϵ→0} ev_{z/ε+d}(B(exp(ϵχ))) = A^{⊗k}_{exp(−ϵχ)}. It is also easy to show that lim_{ϵ→0} ev_{z/ε+d}B(exp(ϵχ)) ⊃ ev_{z/ε+d}(B(1)) · A_χ but the equality is not clear. We

expect that ev_{z/ε+d}(B(1)) · A_χ ⊂ U(g)^{⊗k} is the maximal commutative subalgebra and then the equality above will follow. Another problem with extending the family ev_{z/ε+d}B(exp(ϵχ)) to the blowup Bl_{(0,0)} C^2 is that we do not know Poincaré series of the algebras ev_{z/ε+d}B(exp(ϵχ)) so the method similar to the one used in the proof of Proposition 15.6 (see also the proof of [HKRW, Proposition 10.17]) cannot be applied.

16. Crystal structure on E_C (λ)

Let us now pick k ⩾ 1 and let V_1, . . . , V_k be irreducible polynomial representations of gl_n with highest weights λ_1, . . . , λ_k respectively. Let us also fix distinct z_1, . . . , z_k ∈ iR. We are not assuming that V_j correspond to rectangular Young diagrams here. For our purposes it is enough to assume that Corollary 14.6 holds for tensor products of V_j. More precisely, we assume the following.

Assumption 16.1. We assume that there exist d_1, . . . , d_k ∈ C and N ∈ R such that for every s ∈ R_{⩾N} , X ∈ S^{reg} or X = (C_0, χ) and 1 ⩽ m_1 < . . . < m_p ⩽ k the action of B(X) on V_{m1} (sz_{m1} + d_{m1} ) ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{mp} (sz_{mp} + d_{mp} ) has a simple spectrum.

Remark 16.2. By the results of Section 14 this assumption holds automatically for V_j , corresponding to rectangular Young diagrams. We will see in Remark 17.2 that this assumption actually implies that V_j correspond to rectangular Young diagrams.

Recall that we have fixed z_i, d_i. For simplicity, let us denote the representation V_1(sz_1 + d_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k(sz_k + d_k) of Y (g) by V (s), s ∈ R_{⩾N} . For X = C ∈ S^{reg} or X = (C_0, χ) let E_X (λ, s) be the set of eigenlines of B(X) acting on V (s). Note that the set R_{⩾N} is contractible so simply-connected, hence, E_X (λ, s) are canonically identified for all s ∈ R_{⩾N} and we denote this set simply by E_X (λ).

Our goal for now is to define on E_C (λ) the structure of ŝl_n-crystal (see Definition 9.2). We pick ŵ ∈ ^W^{ext} and consider the corresponding alcove Q_ŵ ⊃ Q^{reg}_ŵ . Taking χ ∈ Q^{reg}_ŵ such that C = exp(2πiχ) we define a crystal structure on E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ) as follows. Pick j = 1, . . . , n and consider the corresponding wall H^ŵ_j and pick a generic element χ_0 lying on the intersection of this wall with Q_ŵ. Set C := exp(2πiχ), C_0 := exp(2πiχ_0) and consider the algebra B(C_0, χ) acting on V (s). Note that we have the identification E_C (λ)^∼−→ E_{(C0 ,χ)}(λ). Recall that by Proposition 13.3 the algebra B(C_0, χ) is generated by B(C_0) together with the element h, corresponding to the wall H^ŵ_j . We can then decompose V (s) as B(C_0)-module in the direct sum of weight spaces V (s) = ⨁ η : B(C_0 )→C V (s)

η. The action of B(C_0, χ) on V (s) has a simple spectrum so the action h ↷ V (s)^η has a simple spectrum i.e. V (s)^η = ⨁ i∈Z V (s)^η_i with V (s)^η_i being one-dimensional. Moreover, note that h_0 ⊂ B(C_0, χ) so h_0 acts on each V (s)^η_i via some weight μ ∈ h^∗_0. Since V (s)^η_i is one-dimensional it can be considered as an element of E_C (λ) and we can define

e_{[j]}(V (s)^η_i ) := V (s)^η_{i+1}, f_{[j]}(V (s)^η_i ) := V (s)^η_{i−1}, wt(V (s)^η_i ) = μ, (16.1)

where e_{[j]}(V (s)^η_i ) := 0 if V (s)^η_{i+1} = 0, similarly, f_{[j]}(V (s)^η_i ) := 0 if V (s)^η_{i−1} = 0.

Let us now note that the definition of e_{[j]}, f_{[j]} does not depend on the choice of χ_0 because the subset of Q_{^w}, consisting of regular elements and subregular elements of H^{^w}_j is simply-connected (we also use the Main Theorem of [IR], where the parametrizing space of limits of Bethe algebras is described). We will denote by E^ŵ_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ) the set E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ) with a structure (16.1) defined as above.

Lemma 16.3. Pick σ ∈ S_n and (m_1, . . . , m_n), (m^′_1, . . . , m^′_n) ∈ Λ. Set ŵ = (σ; m_1, . . . , m_n), ŵ^′ = (σ; m^′_1, . . . , m^′_n). Pick also χ ∈ Q^{reg}_ŵ , χ^′ ∈ Q^{reg}_{ŵ′} . Then there is a bijection of sets E^{ŵ1}_{exp(2πiχ1)}(λ)^∼−→ E^{ŵ2}_{exp(2πiχ2)}(λ) that commutes with e_{[j]}, f_{[j]}, wt.

Proof. The map exp: h_R → S sends alcoves Q_ŵ, Q_ŵ′ to the same subset of S. The image of H^ŵ_j coincides with the image of H^{ŵ′}_j . The claim follows. □

Let E^{ŵ,fin}_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ) be the set E^ŵ_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ) together with operations e_{[j]}, f_{[j]}, j = 1, . . . , n − 1, wt (i.e. we forget e_{[n]}, f_{[n]}).

Proposition 16.4. Pick σ ∈ S_n. There is a canonical isomorphism E^{σ,fin}_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ)^∼−→ E_{−χ}(λ) compatible with e_j , f_j , wt.

Proof. Consider the family B_ϵ(exp(2πiϵχ)), ϵ ∈ (0, 1/N). Note that by Theorem 8.12 the limit of this family to ϵ = 0 is A^u_{2πiχ}. It follows from Lemma 10.5 and Corollary 10.6 that the family of homomorphisms ev_{ϵ;z1+ϵd1,...,zk+ϵdk} (ϵ ∈ R) extends to ϵ = 0 via ev_z. Taking the image of the family above in End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k), we obtain the family of commutative subalgebras of End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k). Every algebra of our family above acts on V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k with a simple spectrum (for ϵ ∈ (0, 1/N) this follows from the Assumption 16.1, for ϵ = 0 this follows from Proposition 4.10 together with [FFR], see also [HKRW, Secion 11]). Using Lemma 10.2, we obtain the identification of sets E^σ_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ)^∼−→ E_{−χ}(λ).

We now pick [j] = [1], . . . , [n−1] and our goal is to show that the operators e_{[i]}, f_{[i]}, wt are compatible with the identification above. To see that, we can consider the twoparametric family B_ϵ(exp(ϵ(χ_0 + εχ))), ϵ ∈ (0, 1/N), ε ∈ R^× that by Lemma 13.6 extends to a family depending on ϵ ∈ [0, 1/N), ε ∈ R as follows:

(ϵ, 0) → B_ϵ(exp(ϵχ_0), χ), (0, ε) → A^u_{χ0+εχ}, (0, 0) → A^u_{(χ0,χ)}.

Recall that the family of homomorphisms ev_{ϵ;z1+ϵd1,...,zk+ϵdk} (ϵ ∈ (0, 1/N)) extends to ϵ = 0 via ev_z so we can consider the image of the family above (with ϵ ∈ [0, 1/N), ε ∈ R) in End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k). Every algebra in the image acts on V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k with a simple spectrum: for (ε, ϵ) ∈ R × (0, 1/N) this follows from Assumption 16.1, for ϵ = 0 this follows from [HKRW, Section 11] together with Propositions 4.10, 13.9. The claim follows since every two paths on R × [0, 1/N) from (1, 1) to (0, 0) are homotopic. □ Remark 16.5. Recall that for x ∈ Y (g) we have ev_{(ϵ;z1+ϵd1,...,zr+ϵdr )}(ψ_ϵ(x)) = ev_{z1/ϵ+d1,...,zr/ϵ+dr} (x). We use this in the proof of Proposition 16.4.

For [j] ∈ Z/nZ we denote by E^{ŵ,[j]}_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ) the set E^ŵ_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ) together with operations e_{[1]}, . . . , e_{[j−1]}, e_{[j+1]}, . . . , e_{[n]}, f_{[1]}, . . . , f_{[j−1]}, f_{[j+1]}, . . . , f_{[n]}, wt (we forget the action of e_{[j]}, f_{[j]}). Recall that τ_{[j]} ∈ S_n is an element that sends [i] to [i + j].

Proposition 16.6. For ŵ = (σ; m_1, . . . , m_n) we have an isomorphism E^{ŵ,[j]}_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ) ≃ E_{−τ[j](χ)}(λ), that identifies e_{[i]} with e_{i−j} and f_{[i]} with f_{i−j}.

Proof. We have ŵ = (σ; m_1, . . . , m_n). Recall that Q_ŵ consists of (a_{[1]}, . . . , a_{[n]}) such that a_{σ([n])} − m_{[n]} + 1 ⩾ a_{σ([1])} − m_{[1]} ⩾ . . . ⩾ a_{σ([n])} − m_{[n]}.

Consider the element ŵ^′ := ŵ·(τ_{[j]}, [0, . . . , 0, 1, . . . , 1 j ]) = (σ∘τ_{[j]}, m^′_1, . . . , m^′_n). Note that

Q_ŵ = Q_ŵ′ and H^ŵ_{[i]} = H^{ŵ′}_{[i−j]}. We obtain the identification E^ŵ_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ)^∼−→ E^{ŵ′}_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ) such that the action of e_{[l]}, f_{[l]} on E^ŵ_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ) corresponds to the action of e_{[l−j]}, f_{[l−j]} on E^{ŵ′}_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ). So we obtain the identification E^{ŵ,[j]}_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ)^∼−→ E^{ŵ′,fin}_{exp(2πiχ)}. It follows from Lemma 16.3 that we have an identification E^{ŵ′,fin}_{exp(2πiχ)}^∼−→ E^{σ∘τ[j],fin}_{exp(2πiτ[j](χ))}. Note now that by Proposition 16.4 there is an isomorphism of crystals E^{σ∘τ[j],fin}_{exp(2πiτ[j](χ))}(λ)^∼−→ E_{−τ[j](χ)}(λ). After composing the identifications above we conclude that we have an isomorphism E^{ŵ,[j]}_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ)^∼−→ E_{−τ[j](χ)}(λ) that sends e_{[i]} → e_{[i−j]}, f_{[i]} → f_{[i−j]}. □ Corollary 16.7. We have a canonical isomorphism E^{[j]}_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ) ≃ E_{−τ[j](χ)}(λ) that becomes an isomorphism of crystals if we identify e_{[i]} with e_{i−j} and f_{[i]} with f_{i−j}.

17. Identification of E_C (λ) with tensor product of KR crystals Pick χ ∈ Q_1, k ∈ Z_{⩾1}. Recall that λ = λ_1, . . . , λ_k is a collection of dominant weights (of gl_n), z_1, . . . , z_k ∈ iR and the Assumption 16.1 holds.

Proposition 17.1. Assume that k = 1. Then λ = lϖ_r and the crystal E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ) coincides with the Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystal B_λ, corresponding to the irreducible representation V_λ (see Section 9).

Proof. Follows from Proposition 9.14, Corollary 16.7 and [HKRW, Theorem 1.8]. □ Remark 17.2. Let us point out that Proposition 17.1, in particular, implies that if the Assumption 16.1 holds for V_1, . . . , V_k then each V_i is the irreducible representation, corresponding to a rectangular diagram.

Recall that in Section 9 the tensor product of ŝl_n-crystals was defined. The goal of the rest of the Section is to construct the isomorphism of crystals E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ)^∼−→ E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ_k) (see Proposition 17.3) and then to conclude (using Proposition 17.1) that we have an isomorphism E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ)^∼−→ B_{λ1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ B_{λk} (see Theorem 17.4). The similar claims for the sl_n-crystals E_χ(λ) follow from the results of [HKRW].

Proposition 17.3. For Im z_1 ≫ Im z_2 ≫ . . . ≫ Im z_k we have the canonical isomorphism of crystals

E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ)^∼−→ E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ_1) ⊗ E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ_2) ⊗ . . . ⊗ E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ_{k−1}) ⊗ E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ_k).

Proof. Let us construct an isomorphism of sets

E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ)^∼−→ E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ_k). Consider the family Im(ev_{(z/ε+d)}(B(exp(2πiχ))) → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k))

with z_l ∈ iR, ε ∈ (0,^1_N ) (see Assumption 16.1) and note that by Proposition 15.6 the limit as ε → 0 is Im(A^{⊗k}_{exp(−2πiχ)} → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k)) that is exactly Im(ev_{z1} (B(exp(2πiχ))) ⊗ . . . ⊗ ev_{zk} (B(exp(2πiχ))) → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . V_k)). Since the set of eigenlines of the action ev_{z1} (B(exp(2πiχ))) ⊗ . . . ⊗ ev_{zk} (B(exp(2πiχ))) is exactly E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ_k) we obtain the identification E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ)^∼−→ E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ E_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ_k). We claim that this identification is an isomorphism of crystals. To check this, it is enough to show that for every j = 1, . . . , n the identification above induces the isomorphism of crystals E^{[j]}_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ)^∼−→ E^{[j]}_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ E^{[j]}_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ_k). Consider the element ŵ_j := (τ_{[j]}; 0, . . . , 0, 1, . . . , 1 j ) ∈ Ŵ^{ext} and let us also fix an element

χ_j ∈ Q^{reg}_{τ[j]} . It follows from Lemma 16.3 and the proof of Proposition 16.6 that we have identifications E^{[j]}_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ)^∼−→ E^{ŵj ,fin}_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ)^∼−→ E^{τ[j],fin}_{exp(2πiχj )}(λ), E^{[j]}_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ_l)^∼−→ E^{ŵj ,fin}_{exp(2πiχ)}(λ_l)^∼−→ E^{τ[j],fin}_{exp(2πiχj )}(λ_l), l = 1, . . . , k that are compatible with the identifications above. Therefore it is enough to show that the bijection E^{τ[j],fin}

exp(2πiχ_j )(λ)

∼−→ E^{τ[j],fin}_{exp(2πiχj )}(λ_1) × . . . × E^{τ[j],fin}_{exp(2πiχj )}(λ_k) is an isomorphism of crystals (with the tensor product crystal structure on the right-hand side). By Proposition 16.4 we have the isomorphism of crystals E^{τ[j],fin}_{exp(2πiχj )}(λ_l)^∼−→ E_{−χj} (λ_l) given by the monodromy along the path connecting ϵ = 0 and ϵ = 1/2N in the family ϵ → Im(ev_{z/ϵ+d}(B(exp(2πiϵχ_j ))) → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k)), ϵ ∈ (0, 1/N), 0 → Im(A_{−χj} (2πi · z) → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k)) so we just need to check that the bijection

E^{τ[j],fin}

exp(2πiχ_j )(λ)

∼−→ E_{−χj} (λ_1) × . . . × E_{−χj} (λ_k) (17.1)

given by the composition of the product of monodromies above and the monodromy along the path connecting ε = 0 and ε = 1 of the family

ε → Im(ev_{z/ε+d}B(exp(2πiχ_j )) → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k)), ε ∈ R^× ,

0 → Im(A^{⊗k}_{exp(−2πiχj )} → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k))

is an isomorphism of crystals.

Consider the family Im(ev_{z/ε+d}(B(exp(2πiϵχ_j ))) → End(V_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k)), ϵ, ε ∈ R. We can assume that χ_j is Weil generic so it follows from Proposition 15.6 that this family extends to the family parametrized by Bl_{(0,0)} K. Our goal is to describe the path p: [0, 1] → Bl_{(0,0)} K that induces the isomorphism (17.1) and then replace it by a homotopy equivalent path inside Bl_{(0,0)} K.

We start from describing the path p: [0, 1] → Bl_{(0,0)} K. Note that p(0) = ((1, 1/2N), 2N : 1]), p(1) = ((0, 0), [1 : 0]). Recall that the isomorphism (17.1) is the composition of two isomorphisms: one is the isomorphism

E^{τ[j],fin}

exp(2πiχ_j )(λ)

∼−→ E^{τ[j],fin}_{exp(2πiχj )}(λ_1) × . . . × E^{τ[j],fin}_{exp(2πiχj )}(λ_k)

and the second one is the isomorphism

E^{τ[j],fin}

exp(2πiχ_j )(λ1) × . . . × E τ_{[j]},fin exp(2πiχ_j )(λk) ∼−→ E_{−χj} (λ_1) × . . . × E_{−χj} (λ_k). The first isomorphism is induced by the path p_1 : [0, 1] → Bl_{(0,0)} K given by c → ((^1_{2N} ,^{1−c}_{2N} ), [1 : 1 − c]) and the second isomorphism is induced by the path p_2 : [0, 1] → Bl_{(0,0)} K given by c → ((^{1−c}_{2N} , 0), [1 : 0]). So we get p = p_1 ∗ p_2 i.e. p is obtained by gluing p_1, p_2.

Consider now the following path q : [0, 1] → Bl_{(0,0)} K from ((0, 0), [1 : 0]) to ((1, 1), [1 : 1]). Path q will be the gluing of two different paths q_1, q_2, q = q_1 ∗ q_2. Path q_1 : [0, 1] → Bl_{(0,0)} K is given by c → ((0, 0), [1 : c]), path q_2 is given by c → ((^c_{2N} ,^c_{2N} ), [1 : 1]).

Consider the composition p ∗ q. Note that p ∗ q is a cycle and it is easy to see that this cycle is homotopic to zero: indeed, note that we have a family of continuous maps γ_t : Bl_{(0,0)} K → Bl_{(0,0)} K, ((a, b), [x : y]) → ((ta, tb), [x : y]) that retracts Bl_{(0,0)} K on RP^1 . The cycles γ_t(p ∗ q) are homotopic and γ_1(p ∗ q) = p ∗ q. It remains to note that γ_0(p ∗ q) is homotopic to zero.

We conclude that the isomorphism induced by p is equal to the isomorphism E^{τ[j],fin}_{exp(2πiχj )}(λ)^∼−→ E_{−χj} (λ_1) × . . . × E_{−χj} (λ_k) induced by q^{−1}. Note now that the isomorphism induced by q^{−1} = q^{−1}_2 ∗ q^{−1}_1 is the composition of the isomorphism E^{τ[j],fin}_{exp(2πiχj )}(λ)^∼−→ E_{−χj} (λ) induced by q^{−1}_1 and the isomorphism E_{−χj} (λ)^∼−→ E_{−χj} (λ_1) × . . . × E_{−χj} (λ_k) induced by q^{−1}_2 . It follows from Proposition 16.4 that the first isomorphism is the isomorphism of crystals, it follows from [HKRW] that the second isomorphism is the isomorphism of crystals, where the crystal structure on E_{−χj} (λ_1) × . . . × E_{−χj} (λ_k) is given by E_{−χj} (λ_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ E_{−χj} (λ_k).

□ We are now ready to prove the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 17.4. For C ∈ S^{reg} and Im z_1 ≫ Im z_2 ≫ . . . ≫ Im z_k, the crystal E_C (λ) coincides with the Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystal B_{λ1} ⊗ B_{λ2} ⊗ . . . ⊗ B_{λk} , corresponding to the tensor product of irreducible representations V_{λ1} ⊗ V_{λ2} ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{λk} .

Proof. Follows from Propositions 17.1, 17.3. □ Remark 17.5. We can regard E_C (λ) as a covering of the space S^{reg} ⊂ M_{0,n+2}. Following the analogy with [HKRW], we expect that the monodromy of this covering can be expressed in terms of the above affine crystal structure. Namely, for any proper subdiagram in the affine diagram ~A_{n−1} (i.e. for any proper subset in the set of affine simple roots), we can decompose our KR crystal into connected components with respect to the corresponding (finite-type) Levi subalgebra and apply the Schützenberger involution assigned to this Levi to each of the components. We expect that the monodromy group is generated by such Schützenberger involutions with respect to all A_r-type subdiagrams in the Dynkin diagram of ~A_{n−1}, see [IMR, Conjecture 7.1].

Appendix A. Notation

Here is a list of the notation used in the paper.

A.1. Lie groups, Lie algebras, roots, weights, representations.

• g, simple finite dimensional Lie algebra • G, adjoint Lie group with Lie algebra g • h, Cartan subalgebra of g • T , Cartan subgroup of G • ϖ_i, fundamental weight of g • Δ_+, positive roots of g • {α_i}_{i=1,...,rk g}, the set of simple roots of g • P^∨, weight lattice of sl_n • Λ, coweight lattice of gl_n • Λ = Λ/Z(1, . . . , 1) • Λ_r, the coroot lattice of gl_n • Λ_r, the image of Λ_r in Λ • h_0, subalgebra of traceless diagonal matrices • h^{reg}_0 , traceless diagonal matrices with distinct eigenvalues • T , diagonal matrices in PGL_n • T^{reg}, diagonal matrices in PGL_n with distinct eigenvalues • h, diagonal matrices modulo C • h^{reg}, regular diagonal matrices modulo C • S ⊂ U(n), compact subtorus of diagonal matrices • S^{reg} ⊂ S, regular elements of S • V_λ, irreducible finite dimensional representation of g, corresponding to λ

• V (s), the representation V_1(sz_1 + d_1) ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_k(sz_k + d_k) of Y (g) • z_g(χ), centralizer of χ ∈ g • ĝ, affine Lie algebra, corresponding to g

A.2. General algebra and geometry.

• dim_Q D for a filtration Q^• on a vector space U and D ⊂ U we have dim_Q D := ∑ i⩾0 dim (_{D∩QiU} D∩Q^{i−1}U ) q^i ∈ Z[q]. • Rees(A), Rees algebra of a filtered algebra A • If a ∈ R is an element of some algebra R then a^{(i)} = 1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ 1 ⊗ a_i ⊗ 1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ 1

• M_{0,n+2}, the Deligne-Mumford space of stable genus 0 curves with n + 2 marked points

A.3. Specific elements and operators.

• ω^′ =^1_2 ∑ α∈Δ^+ x ± α ⊗ x^∓_α + ∑_{rk g} j=1 1 (α_j ,α_j ) hj ⊗ tϖ^j ∈ Y (g) • ω_χ =^1_2 ∑ a x_a[0]^2 + χ[1] ∈ S^•(g[t]) • ω̃_χ =^1_2 ∑ a x_a[0]^2 + χ[1] ∈ U(g[t]) • Ω_χ = ∑ a x_a[0]x_a[1] + χ[2] ∈ S^•(g[t]) • Ω̃_χ = ∑ a x_a[0]x_a[1] + χ[2] ∈ U(g[t]) • Ω̃_{χ,ϵ} = ∑ a ℏ^2ϵ^{−3}x_ax_a[1] + ϵ^{−3}ℏχ[2] ∈ U_ϵ(g[t]) • τ_{[j]} : Z/nZ → Z/nZ, the permutation that sends [i] to [i + j] • ξ_B, Schützenberger involution of a normal sl_n-crystal B • pr, promotion operator • L_z = ∑_k i=1 E^{(i)} u−z_i • E ∈ End(C^n ) ⊗ U(gl_n) matrix (E_{ij} )_{i,j=1,...,n} • A_m =^1_{m!} ∑ σ∈S_m σ ⊂ End(C n )^{⊗n} • c_g, the scalar by which ∑ a x^2_a acts on g • (C_0, χ), the pair of C_0 = exp(2πiχ_0), χ ∈ Q^{reg}_ŵ , here χ_0 ∈ Q_ŵ is a subregular element

A.4. Conformal blocks.

• g̃(z) = g((t − z)) • g̃(z) = ⨁_k i=1 g̃(z_i) • ĝ(z), one-dimensional central extension of g(z) • ĝ(z), one-dimensional central extension of g̃(z) • g_z, rational g-valued functions on P^1 \ {z_1, . . . , z_k} • V_{0,z} , the induced module Ind^ĝ_{(z)⊕C K} C

• M_z , the induced module Ind^{ĝ(z)}_{g[[t]]⊕C K} M • H(M_{z1} , . . . , M_{zk} ), space of conformal blocks • D̊ = Spec C ((t)), D̊_z = Spec C ((t − z)) • Op(X), moduli space of G^∨-opers on X

A.5. Commutative subalgebras.

• A^u_χ, inhomogeneous universal Gaudin subalgebra of U(g[t]) • Ã^u_χ, inhomogeneous universal Gaudin subalgebra of U(gl_n[t]) • A^u_χ, classical inhomogeneous universal Gaudin subalgebra of S^•(g[t]) • Ã^u_χ, inhomogeneous universal Gaudin subalgebra of U(gl_n[t]) • A^u_{(χ0,χ)}, the limit lim_{ϵ→0} A^u_{χ0+ϵχ} • A^u_{(χ0,χ)}, the limit lim_{ϵ→0} A^u_{χ0+ϵχ} • B(C), Bethe subalgebra of Y (g), corresponding to C ∈ G • B̃(C), Bethe subalgebra of Y (gl_n), corresponding to C ∈ GL_n • A_χ(u_1, . . . , u_k), inhomogeneous Gaudin subalgebra of U(g)^{⊗k} • A_{(χ0,χ)}(u_1, . . . , u_k), the limit lim_{ϵ→0} A_{χ0+ϵχ}(u_1, . . . , u_k) • B(C_0, χ), the limit lim_{ϵ→0} B(C_0 exp(2πϵχ)) • A(M_1, . . . , M_k), commutative subalgebra of End(M_1 ⊗ . . . ⊗ M_k) defined via conformal blocks • Z, Poisson center of the completion ~S^•(g((t^{−1}))) • Z, center of the completion ~U(ĝ)_{−1/2}

A.6. Chambers and alcoves.

• W , Weyl group of g • O_w, closed chamber (w.r.t. W ), corresponding to w ∈ W • O_w, open chamber (w.r.t. W ), corresponding to w ∈ W • H_α, wall for the action W ↷ h • ^W , semidirect product S_n ⋉ Λ_r • ^W^{ext}, semidirect product S_n ⋉ Λ • Q_ŵ, closed alcove (w.r.t. ^W ), corresponding to ŵ ∈ ^W • Q^{reg}_ŵ , open alcove (w.r.t. ^W ), corresponding to ŵ ∈ ^W • H^k_{[i],[j]}, affine wall for the action ^W ↷ h

A.7. Yangians.

• Y (g), Yangian of g in Drinfeld’s realization • Y_V (g), Yangian of g in RT T = T T R realization • R, universal R-matrix for Y (g) • ev_{z1,...,zk} : Y (g) → U(g)^{⊗k}, ev_{u1,...,uk} : U(g[t]) → U(g)^{⊗k}, ev^′_{u1,...,uk} : U(t^{−1}g[t^{−1}]) → U(g)^{⊗k}, ev^′_∞ : U(t^{−1}g[t^{−1}]) → S^•(g), ev^′_{u1,...,uk,∞} : U(t^{−1}g[t^{−1}]) → U(g)^{⊗k} ⊗ S^•(g), ev^′_{u1,...,uk,χ} : U(t^{−1}g[t^{−1}]) → U(g)^{⊗k}, evaluation homomorphisms • Δ^k : Y (g) → Y (g)^{⊗k}, comultiplication homomorphism • η : Y (g) → Y (g), antipode • V (λ, 0), irreducible representation of Y (g), corresponding to dominant weight λ

A.8. Crystals.

• For a sl_n-crystal B, the Kashiwara operators e_i, f_i : B → B∪{0}, i = 1, . . . , n−1, wt: B → P^∨ • For a ŝl_n-crystal B, the Kashiwara operators e_{[i]}, f_{[i]} : B → B ∪ {0}, [i] ∈ Z/nZ, wt: B → P^∨.

• B_λ, the sl_n-crystal of the representation V_λ • B_{lϖr} , the Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystal of V_{lϖr} • E_C (λ), the set of eigenlines of B(C) ↷ V_{λ1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{λk} • E_χ(λ), the set of eigenlines of A_χ(z_1, . . . , z_k) ↷ V_{λ1} ⊗ . . . ⊗ V_{λk}

References

[BD] A. Beilinson, V. Drinfeld, Quantization of Hitchin’s integrable system and Hecke eigensheaves, preprint.

[CF] A. Chervov, G. Falqui, Manin matrices and Talalaev’s formula, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 41 (19) 194006 (2008).

[CM] A. Chervov, A. Molev, On higher order Sugawara operators, International Mathematics Research Notices, 2009 (9) (2009), 1612-1635.

[CP] V. Chari, A. Pressley, A guide to quantum groups, Cambridge university press, (1995). [D] V. Drinfeld, Hopf algebras and the quantum Yang-Baxter equation, Soviet Math. Dokl., 32 (1985), 254-258.

[ER] B. Enriquez, V. Rubtsov, Hitchin systems, higher Gaudin Hamiltonians and r-matrices, arXiv preprint math.alg-geom/9503010, (1995).

[FF] B. Feigin, E. Frenkel, Affine Kac–Moody algebras at the critical level and Gelfand-Dikii algebras, International Journal of Modern Physics A, 7 (supplement 01a) (1992), 197-215.

[FFR] B. Feigin, E. Frenkel, and N. Reshetikhin, Gaudin model, Bethe Ansatz and critical level, Communications in Mathematical Physics, 166 (1) (1994), 27-62.

[FFT] B. Feigin, E. Frenkel, V. Toledano Laredo, Gaudin Models with Irregular Singularities, Advances in Mathematics, 223 (3) (2010), 873-948 [FR] E. Frenkel, Lectures on Wakimoto modules, opers and the center at the critical level, arXiv preprint arXiv:math/0210029, (2002).

[FR2] E. Frenkel, Wakimoto modules, opers and the center at the critical level, Advances in Mathematics, 195 (2) (2005), 297-404.

[FR3] E. Frenkel, Langlands correspondence for loop groups, Cambridge University Press, 103 (2007). [Ha] R. Hartshorne, Algebraic geometry, Springer Science and Business Media, 52 (2013). [HK] A. Henriques, J. Kamnitzer, Crystals and coboundary categories, Duke Mathematical Journal, 132 (2) (2006), 191-216.

[HKRW] I. Halacheva, J. Kamnitzer, L. Rybnikov and A. Weekes, Crystals and monodromy of Bethe vectors, Duke Mathematical Journal, 169 (12) (2020), 2337-2419.

[I] A. Ilin, The Maximality of certain commutative subalgebras in Yangians, Functional Analysis and Its Applications, 53 (4) (2019), 309–312.

[IMR] A. Ilin, I. Mashanova, L. Rybnikov, Spectra of Bethe subalgebras of Y (gl_n) in tame representations, Letters in Mathematical Physics, 112 (5) (2022), 1-36.

[IR] A. Ilin, L. Rybnikov, Degeneration of Bethe subalgebras in the Yangian of gl_n, Letters in Mathematical Physics, 108 (4) (2018), 1083-1107.

[IR2] A. Ilin, L. Rybnikov, Bethe Subalgebras in Yangians and the Wonderful Compactification, Communications in Mathematical Physics, 372 (1) (2019), 343-366.

[IR3] A. Ilin, L. Rybnikov, On classical limits of Bethe subalgebras in Yangians, Transformation Groups, 26 (2) (2021), 537–564.

[Ka] M. Kashiwara, Crystalizing the q-analogue of universal enveloping algebras, Communications in Mathematical Physics, 133 (2) (1990), 249–260.

[Ka2] M. Kashiwara, Crystal bases of modified quantized enveloping algebra, Duke Mathematical Journal, 73 (2) (1994), 383-413.

[Ka3] M. Kashiwara, On crystal bases, Representations of groups (Banff, AB, 1994), CMS Conf. Proc., 16 (1995), 155-197.

[Kno] F. Knop, A Harish-Chandra homomorphism for reductive group actions, Annals of Mathematics, 140 (2) (1994), 253–288.

[KR] A. N. Kirillov, N. Reshetikhin, The Yangians, Bethe Ansatz and combinatorics, Letters in Mathematical Physics, 12 (3) (1986), 199-208.

[Ku] D. Kuz, Realization of affine type A Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystals via polytopes, Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series A, 120 (8) (2013), 2093-2117.

[Kwo] J.-H. Kwon, RSK correspondence and classically irreducible Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystals, Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series A, 120 (2) (2013), 433-452.

[KKMMNN] S. Kang, M. Kashiwara, K. Misra, T. Miwa, T. Nakashima, and A. Nakayashiki. Perfect crystals of quantum affine Lie algebras. Duke Mathematical Journal, 68 (3) (1992), 499-607.

[KN] M. Kashiwara, T. Nakashima, Crystal graphs for representations of the q-analogue of classical Lie algebras, Journal of algebra, 165 (2) (1994), 295-345.

[LLT] A. Lascoux, B. Leclerc, J.-Y. Thibon, Crystal graphs and q-analogues of weight multiplicities for the root system An, Letters in Mathematical Physics, 35 (4) (1995), 395-374.

[Mo] A. Molev, Y angians and Classical Lie Algebras, American Mathematical Soc., (2) (2007). [NO] M. Nazarov, G. Olshanski, Bethe Subalgebras in Twisted Yangians, Communications in mathematical physics, 178 (2) (1996), 483-506.

[OSS] M. Okado, A. Schilling, M. Shimozono, A tensor product theorem related to perfect crystals, Journal of Algebra, 267 (1) (2003), 212-245.

[R] L. Rybnikov, Uniqueness of higher Gaudin Hamiltonians, Reports on Mathematical Physics, 61 (2) (2008), 247-252.

[R2] L. Rybnikov, Argument shift method and Gaudin model (Russian), Funk. Analiz i Ego Pril. 40 (3) (2006), 30-43; translation in Functional Analysis and Its Applications, 40 (3) (2006), 188-199.

[R3] L. Rybnikov, Centralizers of certain quadratic elements in Poisson-Lie algebras and Argument Shift method, arXiv preprint arXiv:math/0608586, (2006).

[R4] L. Rybnikov, A proof of the Gaudin Bethe Ansatz conjecture, International Mathematics Research Notices, 2020 (22) (2020), 8766-8785.

[Shi] M. Shimozono, Affine type A crystal structure on tensor products of rectangles, Demazure characters, and nilpotent varieties, Journal of Algebraic Combinatorics, 15 (2) (2002), 151-187.

[Shi2] M. Shimozono, Crystals for dummies, Notes, (2005).

[Shu] V. Shuvalov, On limits of Mishchenko-Fomenko subalgebras in Poisson algebras of semisimple Lie algebras (Russian), Funk. Anal. i Pril. 36 (4) (2002) 55–64; translation in Functional Analysis and Its Applications, 36 (4) (2002), 298–305.

[ST] A. Schilling, P. Tingley, Demazure crystals, Kirillov-Reshetikhin crystals, and the energy function, arXiv preprint arXiv:1104.2359, (2011).

[Tal] D. Talalaev, Quantum Gaudin system (Russian), Funk. Anal. i Pril. 40(1) (2006), 86-91; translation Functional Analysis and Its Applications, 40 (1) (2006), 73-77.

[Tar] A.A. Tarasov, The maximality of some commutative subalgebras in Poisson algebras of semisimple Lie algebras (Russian), Uspekhi Mat. Nauk 57 (5) (2002), 165-166; translation in Russian Math. Surveys 57 (5) (2002) 1013-1014.

[Va] A.N. Varchenko, Asymptotic solutions to the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov equation and crystal base, Communications in mathematical physics, 171 (1) (1995), 99-137.

[Vi] E. Vinberg, On certain commutative subalgebras of universal enveloping algebra, Izv. Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat., 54 (1) (1990), 3-25.

[W] C. Wendlandt, The R-matrix presentation for the Yangian of a simple Lie algebra, Communications in Mathematical Physics, 363 (1) (2018), 289-332.

V. K.: Department of Mathematics Massachusetts Institute of Technology 77 Massachusetts Avenue, Cambridge, MA 02139, USA;

National Research University Higher School of Economics, Russian Federation Department of Mathematics, 6 Usacheva st., Moscow 119048;

Email address: krvas@mit.edu, kr-vas57@yandex.ru

I. M.-G.: Weizmann Institute of Science 234 Herzl Street, POB 26, Rehovot 7610001 Israel;

Email address: inna.mashanova@gmail.com

L. R.: Harvard University, Department of Mathematics, One Oxford Street, Cambridge, MA 02138, USA; On leave from HSE University, Moscow

Email address: lrybnikov@math.harvard.edu, leo.rybnikov@gmail.com