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A NEW APPROACH TO
KAZHDAN-LUSZTIG THEORY OF TYPE B
VIA QUANTUM SYMMETRIC PAIRS

HUANCHEN BAO AND WEIQIANG WANG

ABSTRACT. We show that Hecke algebra of type B and a coideal subalgebra
of the type A quantum group satisfy a double centralizer property, generaliz-
ing the Schur-Jimbo duality in type A. The quantum group of type A and its
coideal subalgebra form a quantum symmetric pair. A new theory of canoni-
cal bases arising from quantum symmetric pairs is initiated. It is then applied
to formulate and establish for the first time a Kazhdan-Lusztig theory for the
BGG category O of the ortho-symplectic Lie superalgebras osp(2m + 1|2n). In
particular, our approach provides a new formulation of the Kazhdan-Lusztig
theory for Lie algebras of type B/C.

Résumé: On démontre que les algebres de Hecke de type B et des coideaux
du groupes quantiques de type A satisfont une propriété de double centralisa-
teur qui généralise la dualité de Schur-Jimbo en type A. Le groupe quantique
de type A et son coidéal forment une paire symétrique quantique. Une nou-
velle théorie de bases canonique associée aux paires symétriques quantiques
est développée. Elle est appliquée pour formuler et établir une théorie a la
Kazhdan-Lusztig pour la catégorie O de BGG de la super-algebre de Lie ortho-
symplectique (2m + 1|2n). Notre approche donne en particulier une nouvelle
formulation de la théorie de Kazhdan-Lusztig pour les algebres de Lie de type
B/C.
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Introduction

1. BACKGROUND

A milestone in representation theory was the Kazhdan-Lusztig (KL) theory
initiated in [KL] (and completed in [BB, BK]), which offered a powerful solution
to the difficult problem of determining the irreducible characters in the BGG
category O of a semisimple Lie algebra g. The Hecke algebra Hy, associated to
the Weyl group W of g plays a central role in the KL formulation, which can be
paraphrased as follows: the simple modules of the principal block in O correspond
to the Kazhdan-Lusztig basis of Hy, while the Verma modules correspond to the
standard basis of Hy,. The characters of the simple modules in singular blocks are
then determined from those in the principal block via translation functors [Sol],
and the characters of tilting modules were subsequently determined in [So2].

Though the classification of finite-dimensional simple Lie superalgebras over C
was achieved in 1970’s by [Kac|, the study of representation theory such as the
BGG category O for a Lie superalgebra turns out to be very challenging and the
progress has been made only in recent years. One fundamental reason is that the
Weyl group (of the even part) of a Lie superalgebra alone is not sufficient to control
the linkage principle in O, and hence the corresponding Hecke algebra cannot play
the same crucial role as in the classical Kazhdan-Lusztig theory. Among all basic
Lie superalgebras, the infinite series gl(m|n) and osp(m|2n) are arguably the most
fundamental ones. Since these Lie superalgebras specialize to Lie algebras when
one of the parameters m or n is zero, any possible (conjectural) approach on the
irreducible character problem in the BGG category of such a Lie superalgebra has
to first provide a new formulation for a classical Lie algebra in which the Hecke
algebra does not feature directly.

Brundan [Brl] in 2003 formulated a conjecture on the irreducible and tilting
characters for the BGG category O for the general linear Lie superalgebra gl(m|n),
using Lusztig’s canonical basis. In this case, fortunately Schur-Jimbo duality [Jim]
between a Drinfeld-Jimbo quantum group U and a Hecke algebra of type A enables
one to reformulate the KL theory of type A in terms of Lusztig’s canonical basis
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on some Fock space V¥ where V is the natural representation of U. Brundan’s
formulation for gl(m|n) makes a crucial use of the Fock space V¥ @ W where
W denotes the restricted dual to V. The longstanding conjecture of Brundan was
settled in [CLW2], where a super duality approach developed earlier [CW1, CL]
(cf. [CW2, Chapter 6]) plays a key role. (For a more recent and different proof
of Brundan’s conjecture see Brundan, Losev, and Webster [BLW].)

Finding a general formulation for a Kazhdan-Lusztig theory for the BGG cat-
egory O of the ortho-symplectic Lie superalgebras is one of the most intriguing
open problems in super representation theory. There was no conjecture available
in the literature, and the reason should have become clear as we explain above:
no alternative approach to KL theory of type BC'D had been discovered without
using Hecke algebras directly.

A super duality approach was developed in [CLW1] which solves the irreducible
character problem for some distinguished parabolic BGG categories of the osp Lie
superalgebras. This approach was not sufficient to attack the problem in the full
BGG category for osp, and a Brundan-type formulation was not available. There
has been a completely different approach developed by Gruson and Seganova [GS]
toward the finite-dimensional irreducible characters for the osp Lie superalgebras.
One of the implications of the super duality which is important to us though is that
the linkage for the distinguished parabolic categories of 0sp(2m + 1]2n)-modules
is controlled by Hecke algebra of type B.,, and so one hopes that it remains to be
so for the full BGG category of osp(2m + 1|2n)-modules.

2. THE GoOAL

The goal of this paper is to give a complete and conceptual solution to problem
on irreducible characters in the BGG category O of modules of integer and half-
integer weights for the ortho-symplectic Lie superalgebras osp(2m + 1|2n) of type
B(m,n). The case of Lie superalgebra osp(2m|2n) is treated in [Bao]. In partic-
ular, the non-super specialization of our work amounts to a new formulation to
Kazhdan-Lusztig theory of Lie algebras of classical type in which Hecke algebras
are not used directly.

To achieve the goal, we are led to initiate in Part 1 a new theory of quasi-R-
matrix and new canonical basis (called -canonical basis) arising from gquantum
symmetric pairs (U, U"). We show that the coideal subalgebra U of U and the
Hecke algebra of type B,, form double centralizers on V¥, generalizing the Schur-
Jimbo duality. A new formulation of the KL theory for Lie algebras of type B is
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then made possible by such a new duality. Part 1 (which consists of Chapters 1-6)
has nothing to do with Lie superalgebras and should be of independent interest.

We develop in Part 2 an infinite-rank version of the constructions in Part 1,
and then relate the 2-canonical basis to the BGG category Oy, of osp(2m + 1|2n)-
modules of (half-)integer weights relative to a Borel subalgebra whose type is
specified by a 0™1™-sequence b. In this approach, the role of Kazhdan-Lusztig
basis is played by the (dual) ¢-canonical basis for a suitable completion of the
Umodule T? associated to b; Here TP is a tensor space which is a variant of
vemn @ wen,

3. AN OVERVIEW OF PART 1

Our starting point is actually natural and simple. The generalization of Schur
duality beyond type A in the literature is not suitable to our goal, since it replaces
the Lie algebra/group of type A by its classical counterpart and modifies the
symmetric group to become a Brauer algebra (or a quantum version of such).
For our purpose, as we look for a substitute for KL theory where the Hecke
algebras have played a key role, we ask for some quantum group like object with
a coproduct (not Schur type algebra) which centralizes the Hecke algebra of type
B,, when acting on V®". We recognized such a quantum group like object as a
coideal subalgebra of the quantum group U, a quantum version of the enveloping
algebra of the subalgebra of s[(V) fixed by some involution, which forms a quantum
symmetric pair with U.

Note that the formulation of Part 1 is in the setting that V is finite-dimensional,
while it is most natural to set V to be infinite-dimensional when making connection
with category O in Part 2.

The structure theory of quantum symmetric pairs was systematically developed
by Letzter and then Kolb (see [Le|, [Ko] and the references therein). Though our
coideal subalgebra can be identified with some particular examples in literature
by an explicit (anti-)isomorphism, the particular form of our presentation and
its embedding into U are different and new. The coideal subalgebra in our pre-
sentation manifestly admits a bar involution, and the specialization at ¢ = 1 of
our presentation has a natural interpretation in terms of translation functors in
category O. Depending on whether the dimension of V is even or odd, we de-
note the (right) coideal subalgebra by U* or U/, respectively. The two cases are
similar but also have quite some differences, and the case of U" is more challeng-
ing as it contains an unconventional generator which we denote by ¢ (besides the
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Chevalley-like generators e,, and f,.). We mainly restrict our discussion to U*
(and so dimV is even) below.

Recall that the coproduct A : U — U ® U is not compatible with the bar
involution ¢ on U and ¥ ® ¥ on U ® U, and Lusztig’s quasi-R-matrix © is
designed to intertwine A and A, where A(u) = (¢ ® ¥)A(¢(u)), for u € U.
Lusztig’s construction of © is a variant of Drinfeld’s construction of universal
R-matrix [Dr|, and it takes great advantage of the triangular decomposition and
a natural bilinear form of U. The bar involution on V®™ was then constructed
by means of the quasi-R-matrix ©. Inspired by the type A reformulation of KL
theory (cf., e.g., [VV, Brl, CLW2]), as an alternative of the Kazhdan-Lusztig
theory without using Hecke algebras we ask for a canonical basis theory arising
from quantum symmetric pairs.

The embedding 2 : U* — U which makes U* a coideal subalgebra of U does
not commute with the bar involution ¢, on U* and 1 on U. We have a coproduct
of the coideal form A : U* — U'® U. Define A : U* — U'® U by A(u) =
(1, ® Y)A(2h,(u)), for all u € U*. Note that the A here is not a restriction of
Lusztig’s A. Toward our goal, in place of Lusztig’s quasi-R-matrix for U one
would need a quasi-R-matrix ©* which intertwines A and A for U*. The problem
here is that U* does not have any obvious triangular decomposition or bilinear
form as for U.

Our key strategy is to ask first for some suitable intertwiner T which intertwines
1 and 7: U" — U, where

1(u) == (u(¢h (), forue U

Note the remarkable analogy with a key property of Lusztig’s ©. We succeed in
constructing such an intertwiner Y in some completion of the negative half U™ of
U and show that it is unique up to a scalar multiple (see Theorem 2.10). Then
by combining T with Lusztig’s © we are able to construct the quasi-R-matrix ©°,
which lies in some completion of U* ® U~. The crucial properties

TY =1, 00 =1

hold. The intertwiner T can also be applied to turn an involutive U-module into
an ¢-involutive U’-module (see Proposition 3.10, Definitions 1.7 and 3.9).

It turns out to be a subtle problem to show that T lies in (a completion of) the
integral A-form U, where A = Z[q, ¢']. We are led to study the simple lowest
weight U-modules “L(A) for A € A regarded as U-modules. By a detailed study
on the behavior of the generator ¢ in U* in the rank one case, we show that T pre-
serves the A-form “L,4(\) for all A € A1, and this eventually allows us to establish
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the integrality of T (see Theorem 4.18). We then construct the z2-canonical basis
of “L(A) which is t,-invariant and admits a triangular decomposition with respect
to Lusztig’s canonical basis on “L(\) with coefficients in Z[q] (see Theorem 4.20).
Consequently, we construct in Theorem 4.26 an i-canonical basis for any tensor
product of several finite-dimensional simple U-modules, which differs from and is
related to Lusztig’s canonical basis on the same tensor product.

Generalizing the Schur-Jimbo duality in type A, we show that the action of
the coideal algebra U® and Hecke algebra Hp  on V™ form double centralizers,
where V is the natural representation of U (see Theorem 5.4). With T and ©" at
hand, we are able to construct a bar involution v, on the (U, Hp,_ )-bimodule V®™
which is compatible with the bar involutions on U* and Hpg, (see Theorem 5.8).
In particular, the 2-canonical basis on the involutive U*-module (V™ 1),) alone
is sufficient to reformulate the KL theory of type B.

4. AN OVERVIEW OF PART 2

Part 2 is very close to [CLW2] in spirit, where the category O of gl(m|n)-modules
was addressed. In this part, we take the Q(q)-space V to be the direct limit as
r — oo of the 2r-dimensional ones considered in Part 1. Also let U and U* be
the corresponding infinite-rank limits of their finite-rank counterparts in Part 1.

For an 0™1™-sequence b (which consists of m zeros and n ones), we define a
tensor space TP using m copies of V and n copies of W with the tensor order
prescribed by b (with 0 corresponds to V); for instance, associated to b% =
(0,...,0,1,...,1), we have TP" = V&™ @ We". Such a tensor space (called Fock
space) was an essential ingredient in the formulation of Kazhdan-Lusztig-type
conjecture for gl(m|n) and its generalizations [Brl, Ku, CLW2]. In this approach,
TP at ¢ = 1 (denoted by T®) is identified with the Grothendieck group of the BGG
category of gl(m|n)-modules (relative to a Borel subalgebra of type b), and the
(dual) canonical bases of the U-module TP play the role of Kazhdan-Lusztig basis
which solves the irreducible and tilting character problem in the BGG category
for gl(m|n).

Now with the intertwiner T and the quasi-R-matrix ©" for the quantum sym-
metric pair (U, U") at disposal, we are able to construct the s-canonical and dual
1-canonical bases for TP (or rather in its suitable completion with respective to
a Bruhat ordering); see Theorem 9.9. In the finite-rank setting, this was already
proved in Part 1. Nevertheless, the infinite-rank setting requires much care and
extra work to deal with suitable completions, similar to [CLW2] (see also [Brl}).
A simple but crucial fact is that the partial ordering for TP used in [CLW2] is
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coarser than the one used in this paper and this allows various constructions in
loc. cit. to carry over to the current setting. We will ignore the completion issue
completely in the remainder of the Introduction.

Our main theorem (Theorem 11.13), which will be referred to as (b-KL) here,
states that there exists an isomorphism between the Grothendieck group of the
BGG category O of osp(2m + 1|2n)-modules of integer weights (relative to a
Borel subalgebra of type b) and T®, which sends the Verma, simple, and tilting
modules to the standard monomial, dual ¢-canonical, and :-canonical bases (at
q = 1), respectively. In other words, the entries of the transition matrix between
(dual) ¢-canonical basis and monomial basis play the role of Kazhdan-Lusztig
polynomials in our category Oy,

Granting the existence of the (dual) 2-canonical bases of TP, the overall strategy
of a proof of (b-KL) follows the one employed in [CLW2] in establishing Brun-
dan’s Kazhdan-Lusztig-type conjecture, which is done by induction on n with the
base case solved by the classical Kazhdan-Lusztig theory of type B [KL, BB, BK]
(as reformulated above in terms of the +-involutive U~module V¥™). There are
two main steps in the proof. First, we need (an easy generalization of) the su-
per duality developed in [CLW1] for osp, which is an equivalence of parabolic
categories of 0sp(2m + 1|2n + oo)-modules and osp(2m + 1|2n|oo)-modules. We
establish the corresponding combinatorial super duality which states that there
is an U'-isomorphism between TP ® AV and TP @ AW, which matches the
corresponding standard monomial, ¢-canonical, and dual -canonical bases. The
super duality is used to establish the b-KL for one distinguished 0™1"-sequence.

The second step is a comparison of (b-KL) and (b’-KL) for adjacent sequences
b and b’ (here “adjacent” means differing exactly by an adjacent pair 01). Let
us assume for simplicity that the first entries of b and b’ are both 0 here (see
Remarks 10.4 and 11.15 for the removal of this assumption), as this is sufficient in
solving the irreducible and tilting character problems for osp(2m+ 1|2n)-modules.
Thanks to the coideal property of U*, the iterated coproduct for U* has images in
U'®@U®...®U. Therefore the comparison of (b-KL) and (b’-KL) for adjacent
b and b’ can be carried out exactly as in the type A setting [CLW2] since the
exchange of the adjacent 0 and 1 does not affect the first tensor factor and hence
will not use U*. The upshot is that the validity of the statement (b-KL) for one
0™1™-sequence implies the validity for an arbitrary 0™1™-sequence.

The infinite-rank version of the other quantum symmetric pairs (U, U’) and
its j-canonical basis theory is used to solve a variant of the BGG category O of
osp(2m + 1]2n)-modules, now of half-integer weights; see Chapter 12.
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5. SOME FUTURE WORKS

This work will serve as a new starting point in several (closely related) direc-
tions.

The constructions of this paper is adapted in [Bao| to provide the irreducible
character formula in the BGG category O for Lie superalgebras osp(2m|2n), set-
tling another longstanding open problem in Lie superalgebras since 1970s.

Recall the Schur-Jimbo duality has a natural geometric realization in terms of
partial flag varieties of type A due to Grojnowski and Lusztig. It is natural to
ask for a geometric interpretation of the type B duality as well as -canonical
basis developed algebraically and categorically in this paper. This turns out to
have a classical answer in [BKLW], which settles another old open problem of
understanding the quantum algebra arising from partial flag varieties of classical
type. (This generalizes the classic work of Beilinson, Lusztig, and MacPherson
[BLM] for type A.)

While we have developed adequately a theory for ¢-canonical basis for quantum
symmetric pairs to solve the irreducible character problem in the category Oy,
a full fledged theory of canonical basis for quantum symmetric pairs remains
to be developed. The quantum symmetric pairs (U, U") and (U, U’) are just
two examples of general quantum symmetric pairs of finite or more generally
Kac-Moody type (see [Le, Ko]). The general quantum symmetric pairs afford
presentations similar to the ones given in this paper which admit a natural bar
involution. A theory of ¢-canonical bases for the general quantum symmetric pairs
will be pursued in a separate publication [BW]. While several key steps developed
in this paper will be generalized suitably, further new ideas are also needed.

One influential and persuasive philosophy in the last two decades, supported by
the quiver variety construction of Nakajima and reinforced by the categorification
program of Chuang, Rouquier, Khovanov and Lauda, is that various constructions
in general settings are of “type A” locally. A general philosophical message of
this paper and [BKLW] is that there exists a whole range of new yet classical
1-constructions, algebraic, geometric and categorical, which are of “type A with
involution”.

The most significant quantum symmetric pairs beyond U* and U7 in our view
would be the ones associated to the quantum group of affine type A, whose -
canonical basis theory is expected to be closely related to the irreducible character
problem in modular representation theory of algebraic groups or quantum groups
of classical types.
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The geometric aspects of the finite or affine coideal algebras and ¢-icanonical
bases will be developed by Yigiang Li and his collaborators. A KLR type -
categorification will be addressed elsewhere.

6. ORGANIZATION

The paper is divided into two parts. Part 1, which consists of Chapters 1-6,
provides various foundational constructions on quantum symmetric pairs, where
dimV is assumed to be finite. Part 2, which consists of Chapters 7-12, extends
the i-canonical basis and dual 2-canonical basis to the setting where V is infinite-
dimensional and uses this to solve the irreducible and tilting character problems
of category O for Lie superalgebra osp(2m + 1|2n).

In the preliminary Chapter 1, we review various basic constructions for quantum
group U. We also introduce the involution # on the root system and integral
weight lattice of U and a “weight lattice” Ay which will be used in quantum
symmetric pairs.

In Chapter 2, we introduce the right coideal subalgebra U* of U and an algebra
embedding ¢ : U* — U. The algebra U" is endowed with a natural bar invoAlution.
Then we construct an intertwiner T = > i T, which lies in a completion U™, for
the two bar involutions on U* and U under ¢, and show it is unique once we fix the
normalization Ty = 1. We prove that YT = 1. Note the remarkable similarity of
T with Lusztig’s quasi-R-matrix for quantum groups. The intertwiner Y is used to
construct a U-module isomorphism T on any finite-dimensional U-module, which
should be viewed as an analogue of R-matrix on the tensor product of U-modules.

In Chapter 3, we define ©" for U’, which will play an analogous role as Lusztig’s
quasi-R-matrix for U on tensor product modules. Our first definition of ©* is
simply obtained by combining the intertwiner T and ©. More detailed analysis
is required to show that (a normalized version of) ©° lies in a completion of
U' @ U~. We prove that ©'0* = 1. Then we use T to construct an zinvolutive
module structure on an involutive U-module, and then use ©" to construct an
involution on a tensor product of a U’-module with a U-module.

In Chapter 4, we first study the rank one case of U and U’ in detail, which
turns out to be nontrivial. In the rank one setting, we easily show that T is
integral and then construct the 2-canonical bases for simple U-modules “L(s) for
s > 0. We formulate a U-homomorphism from “L(s + 2) to “L(s) and use it to
study the relation of +-canonical bases on “ L(s + 2) and “L(s), which surprisingly
depends on the parity of s. This allows us to establish the ¢-canonical basis for
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U’ in two parities, which is shown to afford integrality and should be regarded as
“divided powers” of the generator t.

Then we apply the rank one results to study the general higher rank case. We
show that the intertwiner T is integral and hence the bar involution 1, on the
simple U-module “L(\) preserves its A-form. Then we construct the ¢-canonical
basis for “L(\) for A € AT,

In Chapter 5, we recall Schur-Jimbo duality between quantum group U and
Hecke algebra of type A. Then we establish a commuting action of U* and Hecke
algebra Hp_ of type B on V¥ and show that they form double centralizers. Just
as Jimbo showed that the generators of Hecke algebra of type A are realized by R-
matrices, we show that the extra generator of Hecke algebra of type B is realized
via the U’-homomorphism T introduced in Chapter 2. We then show the existence
of a bar involution on V®” which is compatible with the bar involutions on U*
and Hp, . This allows a reformulation of Kazhdan-Lusztig theory for Lie algebras
of type B/C via the involutive Umodule V®™ (without referring directly to the
Hecke algebra).

In Chapter 6, we consider the other quantum symmetric pair (U, U?) with U
of type As,, so its natural representation V is odd-dimensional. We formulate the
counterparts of the main results from Chapter 2 through Chapter 5 where U was
of type As.11 and dimV was even. The proofs are similar and often simpler for
U’ since it does not contain a generator ¢t as U* does, and hence will be omitted
almost entirely.

In Part 2, which consists of Chapters 7-12, we switch to infinite-dimensional V
and infinite-rank quantum symmetric pair (U, U").

In the preliminary Chapter 7, we set up variants of BGG categories of the
ortho-symplectic Lie superalgebras, allowing possibly infinite-rank and/or para-
bolic versions.

In Chapter 8, we formulate precisely the infinite-rank limit of various construc-
tions in Part 1, such as V, U, U’ T, 4,, and so on. We transport the Bruhat
ordering from the BGG category Oy, for osp(2m + 1|2n) to the Fock space TP
by noting a canonical bijection of the indexing sets. We formulate the ¢-wedge
versions of the Fock spaces, which correspond to parabolic versions of the BGG
categories.

In Chapter 9, we construct the s-canonical bases and dual s-canonical bases in
various completed Fock spaces, where the earlier detailed work on completion of
Fock spaces in [CLW2]| plays a fundamental role.
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In Chapter 10, we are able to compare (dual) 2-canonical bases in three different
settings: a tensor space versus its (partially) wedge subspace, a Fock space versus
an adjacent one, and a Fock space with a tensoring factor A®V versus another
with AW,

In Chapter 11, we show that the coideal subalgebra U* at ¢ = 1 is realized
by translation functors in the BGG categories. This underlies the importance
of the coideal subalgebra U*. Then we put all the results in earlier chapters of
Part 2 together to prove the main theorem which solves the irreducible and tilting
character problem for osp(2m + 1|2n)-modules of integer weights.

The last Chapter 12 deals with a variant of the BGG category of osp(2m +
1/2n)-modules with half-integer weights. The Kazhdan-Lusztig theory of this half-
integer variant is formulated and solved by the quantum symmetric pair (U, U?),
an infinite-rank version of the ones formulated in the last chapter of Part 1.

Convention and notation. We shall denote by N the set of nonnegative integers,
and by Z-( the set of positive integers. In Part 1, where dimV = 2r + 2 (except
in Chapter 6 where dimV = 2r 4+ 1), r is fixed and so will not show up in most
of the notations (such as V, U, U", T, ¢, and so on). In Part 2 (more precisely
in Chapter 8-9), subscripts and superscripts are added to the notation used in

Part 1 to indicate the dependence on r (e.g., V., U4y, U, T, wz(r) and so on).
In this way we shall consider V as a direct limit lim V.., and various constructions
including the intertwiner Y as well as the bar involution 1), arise as limits of their
counterparts in Part 1.

Acknowledgement. This research is partially supported by WW’s NSF grants
DMS-1101268 and DMS-1405131. We are indebted to Shun-Jen Cheng for his gen-
erous helps in many ways and thank Institute of Mathematics, Academia Sinica,
Taipei for providing an excellent working environment and support, where part
of this project was carried out.

Notes added. This final version of our paper is not much different from the
version originally posted in arXiv:1310.0103.

In the preprint [ES] Ehrig and Stroppel simultaneously and independently dis-
covered connections between the coideal algebras and category O of type D. They
also independently obtained the bar-invariant presentations of the coideal alge-
bras.

In the preprint [BaKo| Balagovic and Kolb have generalized our construction
of the intertwiner in this paper for general quantum symmetric pairs (this gener-
alization has overlap with our forthcoming paper [BW], where it is used toward
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a general construction of +-canonical bases.) Balagovic and Kolb have showed
that the notion of intertwiner leads to solutions to the reflection equation, just as
Drinfeld’s universal R-matrix provides solutions to Yang-Baxter equation.
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Part 1. Quantum symmetric pairs



CHAPTER 1

Preliminaries on quantum groups

In this preliminary chapter, we review some basic definitions and constructions
on quantum groups from Lusztig’s book, including the braid group action, canon-
ical basis and quasi-R-matrix. We also introduce the involution # and the lattice
Ay which will be used in quantum symmetric pairs.

1. THE INVOLUTION 6 AND THE LATTICE Ay

Let ¢ be an indeterminate. For r € N, we define the following index sets:
Ly ={i€Z|-—r<i<r}

1 1.1

ng:{i€Z+§|—’f’<'é<’f’}. ( )

Set k = 2r+1 or 2r, and we use the shorthand notation I = I}, in the remainder
of Chapter 1. Let
be the simple system of type A, and let ® be the associated root system. Denote

by
A= Z (Zq_% + ZSH_%)
il
the integral weight lattice, and denote by (-, -) the standard bilinear pairing on A
such that (g4,&p) = 0qp for all a,b. For any pn = . ¢;a; € NII, set ht(p) =), ;.
Let # be the involution of the weight lattice A such that

9(52-_%) = —€_y1, foralliel

We shall also write A\? = 8(\), for A € A. The involution 6 preserves the bilinear
form (-, -) on the weight lattice A and induces an automorphism on the root system
® such that of = a_; for all i € .
Denote by A = {u € A | u¢ = u} the subgroup of #-fixed points in A. It is
easy to see that the quotient group
Ag:=A/A’ (1.2)
17
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is a lattice. For € A, denote by 7z the image of iz under the quotient map. There
is a well-defined bilinear pairing Z[a; — a_;ict X Ag — Z, such that (3, a;(o; —
i), i) == Y g @i(o; — a_y, p) for any fi € Ap with any preimage p € A.

2. THE ALGEBRAS 'f, f AND U

Consider a free Q(q)-algebra 'f generated by F,, for ¢ € I associated with the
Cartan datum of type (I, (+,-)) [Lu2]. As a Q(g)-vector space, 'f has a direct sum

decomposition as
f= @ T

peNIIT

where F,, has weight «; for all ¢ € . For any = € 'f,,, we set |z| = p.
For each i € I, we define r;, ;7 to be the unique Q(q)-linear maps on 'f such
that

ri(1) =0, 71i(Fa) =0y, rilaa’)=ar(a)+q " r(z)r,
ir(1) =0, r(Fy,) =0y, r(za’)= ¢z (2’ 4 ir(x)a,

(1.3)

for all x € 'f, and 2’ € 'f,;. The following lemma is well known (see [Lu2] and
[Jan, Section 10.1]).

Lemma 1.1. The Q(q)-linear map r; and ;v commute; that is, r; ;v = ;rr; for
alli, j el

Proposition 1.2. [Lu2| There is a unique symmetric bilinear form (-,-) on 'f
which satisfies that, for all x,2' €'f,

(1> (lluvliy) ::5U(1 _'q_2>_1;
(2> (lilﬁrvay> = (lilivl?&i)(a% iT(Q%)),
(3> (xl?&wzrq ::(flu,fi”)(x,TiCEQ).
Let I be the radical of the bilinear form (-, -) on ‘f. It is known in [Lu2] that I
is generated by the quantum Serre relators S;;, for 7 # j € I, where

o JEGE + Fog b = (a4 a7 Fo o Fas if [i —j| = 1; (1.4)
Y| FayFay — FuoyFa, if i — j| > 1. '

Let f ='f/1. By [Lu2], we have
r¢(Sij) = or(Si;) =0, Vi, 5 €1 (i # j). (1.5)

Hence 7, and ¢r descend to well-defined Q(g)-linear maps on f.
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We introduce the divided power F\” = Fg /la)!, where a > 0, [a] = (¢° —
a4 /(qg—q ') and [a]! = [1][2]--[a]. Let A = Z[q,q7']. Let f4 be the A-
subalgebra of f generated by Fo(f) for various @ > 0 and i € I.

The quantum group U = U,(sl(k + 1)) is defined to be the associative Q(q)-
algebra generated by F,,, Fy,, K, K, 1 i €1, subject to the following relations
fori, j el

Ko K'=K,'K,, =1,

KaiKaj - KajKa7;7
KaiEOéjK_il = q(ai7aj)Eaja

67

Ko Fo, K = ¢ "9 F,

«

K., — K}

EaiFaj - Faani - 572,]' q— q_l )
E2 Eo, + Ey,E2 = (¢4 ¢ ")Eu,Eq, Ea,, if i — j| =1,
EoE,, = Eq,E,,, if i — j| > 1,
F2F, +Fy,F. =(q+q ")F.,Fa,F., if i — j| =1,
Fo Py, = Fo, Fy,, if i — j| > 1.

Let UT, U? and U~ be the Q(g)-subalgebra of U generated by E,,, K5, and
F,, respectively, for i € I. Following [Lu2|, we can identify f = U~ by matching
the generators in the same notation. This identification induces a bilinear form
(+,-) on U™ and Q(g)-linear maps r;, ;7 (¢ € I) on U~. Under this identification,
we let UZ,, be the image of f,, and let U}, be the image of 4. The following Serre
relation holds in U™:

S;; =0,  Vi,jel(i# 7). (1.6)
Similarly we have f = U™ by identifying each generator F,, with E,,. Similarly

we let U} denote the image of f4 under this isomorphism, which is generated by
all divided powers B\ = ES /la]l.

Proposition 1.3. (1) There is an involution w on the Q(q)-algebra U such
that w(E,,) = F,,, w(F,,) = Eq,, and w(K,,) = K;! for alli € 1.
(2) There is an anti-linear (q — q=*) bar involution of the Q-algebra U such
that E,, = E,,, Fo, = F,,, and Ko, = K for all i € L.
(Sometimes we denote the bar involution on U by 1.)
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Recall that U is a Hopf algebra with a coproduct
AU—UxU,

A(Ee) =1® Eo, + Eo, @ K(;-lu
i (1.7)
A(F,,) =Fo, @1+ K,, ® Fy,,

i

A(Ko,) = Ko, ® Ko,

The coproduct A here (which is chosen to be convenient for the connection with
category O) differs from the one used in [Lu2]; this results to a switching between
positive and negative parts of U for quasi-R-matrix, and between highest and
lowest weight modules. There is a unique Q(q)-algebra homomorphism € : U —
Q(q), called counit, such that €¢(E,,) =0, €(F,,) =0, and €(K,,) = 1.

3. BRAID GROUP ACTION AND CANONICAL BASIS

Let W := W4, = S41 be the Weyl group of type Aj. Recall [Lu2] for each o
and each finite-dimensional U-module M, a linear operator 7,, on M is defined
by, for A € A and m € M,,

a,b,c>0;—a+b—c=(\,0;)
These T,,,’s induce automorphisms of U, denoted by T}, as well, such that
Ty, (um) = Ty, (u)T,,(m), for all w € U,m € M.

As automorphisms on U and as Q(g)-linear isomorphisms on M, the T, s satisfy
the braid group relation ([Lu2, Theorem 39.4.3]):

T2, To; = To,Ta,, if |1 — j| > 1,
ToTo,To, = To,To, Te;, if i —j] =1,
Hence for each w € W, T, can be defined independent of the choices of reduced
expressions of w. (The Ty, here is consistent with i, in [Jan], and it is T}, in
[Lu2]).

Denote by £(-) the length function of W, and let wqy be the longest element of
w.

Lemma 1.4. The following identities hold for i € I:
Two(Ka ) = Ko_z}ﬂ Two(Ea ) = _Faﬂ-Kafiu Two(Fa z) = _Ko_zilEC‘li'

i i
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Proof. The identity T, (K,,) = K, is clear (see [Lu2] or [Jan]).
Let us show that T,,,(EFs,) = —Fa_,K,_,, for any given i € I. Indeed, we can
always write wg = ws; with {(w) = ¢(wy) — 1. Then we have T,,, = T,,T5,, and

Tuwo(Ea,) = Tu(Ts,(Ey,)) = Tu(—Fo, Ko,) = =Tuw(Fa, ) Ka_, = —Fa_ Ka_,,
where the last identity used w(—a;) = wo(a;) = —a—; and [Jan, Proposition 8.20).
The identity Ty, (Fa_,) = —K;'E,, can be similarly proved. O
Let

A+ = {)\ e A | 2(ai,)\)/(ai,ai) € N,VZ € H}
be the set of dominant weights. Note that x4 € AT if and only if u? € A*, since
the bilinear pairing (+,-) on A is invariant under 6 : A — A.

Let M(A) be the Verma module of U with highest weight A € A and with a
highest weight vector denoted by 1 or n,. We define a U-module “M()), which
has the same underlying vector space as M (\) but with the action twisted by the
involution w given in Proposition 1.3. When considering 7 as a vector in “M(\),
we shall denote it by £ or £&_,. The Verma module M (\) associated to dominant
A € AT has a unique finite-dimensional simple quotient U-module, denoted by
L(\). Similarly we define the U-module “L(\). For A € A*, we let Ly(\) = Uy n
and “L,4(A\) = U%€ be the A-submodules of L(\) and “L()), respectively.

In [Lul, Lu2] and [Ka], the canonical basis B of f4 is constructed. Recall that
we can identify f with both U~ and U*. For any element b € B, when considered
as an element in U~ or U™, we shall denote it by b~ or b, respectively. In [Lu2],
subsets B()\) of B is also constructed for each A € A™, such that {b=n\ | b €
B()\)} gives the canonical basis of Ls(\). Similarly {bT¢_, | b € B(\)} gives the
canonical basis of “L(\). By [Lu2, Proposition 21.1.2], we can identify “L(\) with
L(XN) = L(—wg\) such that the set {bT¢_y | b € B()\)} is identified with the set
{b7nye | b€ BN} = {bn_wor | b € B(—woA)}. We shall identify “L(\) with
L(X\?) in this way throughout this paper.

4. QUASI-R-MATRIX O

Proposition 1.5. [Lu2, Theorem 4.1.2] There exists a unique family of elements
O, n U:[ @ UZ, with p € NII, such that ©g = 1® 1 and the following identities
hold for all p and all i:

(1® Fa,)Ou + (Fa, ® K. )00, = 0,(1® Ey,) + Oy, (Ea, ® Ka,),

(Fo, ® 1)0, + (Ko, ® Fo)Oua, = Ou(Fa, ©®1) + 0,4, (K, ® F,,),
(Kai ® Kai)@u = @u(Kai ® Kai)-
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Remark 1.6. We adopt the convention in this paper that ©, lies in Ut @ U~ due
to our different choice of the coproduct A from [Lu2]. (In contrast the ©, in [Lu2]
lies in U~ ® UT.) The convention here is adopted in order to be more compatible
with the application to category O in Part 2.

Lusztig’s quasi-R-matrix for U is defined to be
O:=> 0, (1.8)
HeENIT

For any finite-dimensional U-modules M and M’, the action of © on M ® M’ is
well defined. Proposition 1.5 implies that

A(u)O(m @m') = OA(u)(m @ m'), (1.9)
for all m € M, m' € M’, and u € U. By [Lu2, Corollary 4.1.3], we have
OO(mem')=mem/, forallme M and m' € M'. (1.10)
In [Lu2, 32.1.5], a U-module isomorphism
R = Ropasr : M @M — M@ M

is constructed. As an operator, R can be written as R = Qo go P where g: M ®
M’ — M ® M is the map g(m®m’) = ¢Mmem’ for all m € My, m' € M, and
P: MM — M®M'is a Q(q)-linear isomorphism such that P(m®@m') = m’@m.

Definition 1.7. A U-module M equipped with an anti-linear involution 1 is
called involutive if

w(um) = P(u)p(m), Yu € U,m e M.

Given two involutive U-modules (M, 1) and (M, 1)), following Lusztig we
define a map ¢ on M; ® My by

(m@m') = 0(¢1(m) ® e(m)). (1.11)

By Proposition 1.5, we have ¢(u(m ® m')) = ¥ (u)(m @ m’) for all u € U, and
the identity (1.10) implies that the map v on M; ® M, is an anti-linear involution.
This proves the following result of Lusztig (though the terminology of involutive
modules is new here).

Proposition 1.8. [Lu2, 27.3.1] Given two involutive U-modules (M,11) and
(My,19), (M7 ® M, ) is an involutive U-module with ¢ given in (1.11).
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It follows by induction that M; ® - - - ® M, is naturally an involutive U-module
for given involutive U-modules My, ..., My; see [Lu2, 27.3.6].

As in [Lu2|, there is a unique anti-linear involution ¢ on “L(\) such that
Y(ug) = P(u)é for all w € U. Similarly there is a unique anti-linear involu-
tion ¥ on L(A) such that ¢)(un) = 1 (u)n for all w € U. Therefore “L(\) and L(\)
are both involutive U-modules.



CHAPTER 2

Intertwiner for a quantum symmetric pair

In Chapters 2-5, we will formulate and study in depth the quantum symmetric
pair (U, U") for U of type Ay with k& = 2r 4+ 1 being an odd integer. In these
chapters, we shall use the shorthand notation

H:H2T+1:{—7’,...,—1,0,1,...,7’}
as given in (1.1), and set
I':=Z.onI={1,...,7}. (2.1)

In this chapter, we will introduce the right coideal subalgebra U* of U and
an algebra embedding ¢ : U" — U. Then we construct an intertwiner Y for the
two bar involutions on U’ and U under 2, and use it to construct a U’~-module
isomorphism T on any finite-dimensional U-module.

1. DEFINITION OF THE ALGEBRA U*

The algebra U* = U’ is defined to be the associative algebra over Q(q) gener-
ated by eq,, fa,, ka,, k3! (i €1') , and t, subject to the following relations for i,
jeln

kaiky! =k ko, = 1,

kai kaj = kaj kaia

(ai_a*ivaj)

-1 __
kasea; ko, = q Ca
-1  —(aj—a_j,a;
kaifajkai _q (Z ! J)faj7
-1 __
hagth! = t,
-1
ke ke
eai.foej_fajeai — Uig q_q_l 9
€2 eo. tea et = (q+q " )eatac if i —jl=1
o Co ooy T q q Q; ZQ -0 j - I
€0;€a; = €a;€ays if |’l —]| > 1,

24
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(i-.faj +f0!j si:(q_‘_q_l)faifajfa“ 1f |Z_]|:1’
faifaj:fajfai7 if |Z_j‘ >17
€a;t = tey,, ifi>1,

ex t+tes = (q+q ea tea,,
260, + e t? = (q+ g Ditea,t + eq,,
fait:tfau ifi >1,
ilt _'_ tfgl = (q _'_ q_1>fa1tfal7
£ for + faut® = (@ 4+ ¢ )t fart + far-

We introduce the divided powers el = e%/ [a]!, F = fay [a]! for a > 0,7 € T".

Lemma 2.1. (1) The Q(q)-algebra U* has an involution w, such that w,(ka,) =
kL wi(ea,) = fai wi(for) = €a,, and w,(t) =t for all i € T".
(2) The Q(q)-algebra U* has an anti-involution T, such that 7,(ea,) = €a;, Ti(fa;) =
for,Tu(t) = t, and 7,(ko,) = k3! for alli e T",
(3) The Q-algebra U* has an anti-linear (q — q~*) bar involution such that
Koy = k3, €y = €ays fo, = fas, and T =1 for all i € I".
(Sometimes we denote the bar involution on U" by 1),.)

Proof. Follows by a direct computation from the definitions. OJ

2. QUANTUM SYMMETRIC PAIR (U, U")

The Dynkin diagram of type As..1 together with the involution 6 can be de-
picted as follows:

0
A : . o o o °
2r+l o, a_, ap a,

A general theory of quantum symmetric pairs via the notion of coideal subal-
gebras was developed systematically by Letzter [Le] (also see [KP, Ko]). As the
properties in Propositions 2.2 and 2.5 below indicate, the algebra U* is a (right)
coideal subalgebra of U and that (U, U”) forms a quantum symmetric pair.
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Proposition 2.2. There is an injective Q(q)-algebra homomorphism 1 : U — U
which sends

ko, = Ko, K,
€a; V> Eu, + K'F,_,,
foi 7 Fo, K" + E,_,
t = Eoo + qFo K + K
for all i € T".

Proof. This proposition is a variant of a general property for quantum symmetric
pairs which can be found in [Le, Theorem 7.1]. Hence we will not repeat the
proof, except noting how to covert the result therein to the form used here.
It follows from a direct computation that 2 is a homomorphism of Q(q)-algebras.
We shall compare ¢ with the embedding in [KP, Proposition 4.1] (as modified by

[KP, Remark 4.2]), which is a version of [Le, Theorem 7.1]. Set U¢ = C(q2) ®q(q)
U. Recall from [KP, §4] a Q(q)-subalgebra U; () of Uc with a generating set &

consisting of Fiy — K, Eo, + q_%Ka_Ol, Ko, K;' F, . —K;' FE,. F, —E, K.,
for all 0 # 4 e I".
Claim. The algebras C(q%)@)@(q)z(Ul) and C(q%)®Q(q)Ué({?) are anti-isomorphic.
Consider the C(q%)—algebra anti-automorphism « : Uz — Ug such that
E, v v—1F, ., F, +~ —/—1E, ,, K, — K,_,,
for all 0 # i € 1, and
Eouy > V—1q2F,,, Foy > —V—1q 2Eay, Koy — Ka,.
A direct computation shows that x sends
Ko K" — Ko K.
Eo +KJ'F, ,—V-1(F, ,— K;' E.,),
Fo K+ By, = V-1(F,, — Ea_K]"),
Bog + qFan K2' + K /=17 (Foy — K2 By + ¢ 2 K2)).
Hence, k restricts to an algebra anti-isomorphism between C(q%) ®q(q) ¢(U") and

C(q2) ®q(q) Uy (£), whence the claim.
We observe that [KP, Proposition 4.1] provides a presentation of the algebra
U, (€) with the generating set & and a bunch of relations, which correspond under
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K exactly to (the images of) the deﬁning relations of U’. In other words, the
composition C(g2?) Rg(g) U — C(q?) Ro(q 1(U") C(q?) ®q(q) Uy (£) is an anti-
isomorphism. Hence 2 : UZ — U must be an embedding. 0

Remark 2.3. Note that the coproduct for U used in [KP] follows Lusztig [Lu2]
and hence differs from the one used in this paper; this leads to somewhat different
presentations of the quantum symmetric pairs. Our choices are determined by the
application we have in mind: the (U, Hp, )-duality in Chapter 5 and the transla-
tion functors for category O in Part 2. One crucial advantage of our presentation
is the existence of a natural bar involution as given in Lemma 2.1(3).

Any U-module M can be naturally regarded as a U’-module via the embedding
1.

Remark 2.4. The bar involution on U* and the bar involution on U are not com-
patible through 1, i.e., o(u) # (@) for v € U* in general. For example,

1(€q,) = Z(eai>:Eai+K_-1Fa7i7
1eq,) = Ea, + Fo_ K V=F,, +F, K,

Note that E,,(K;'F, ) = ¢*(K;'F._,)E,, for all 0 # i € I. Using the quan-
tum binomial formula [Lu2, 1.3.5], we have, for all i € I, a € N,

el) =) ¢ “IFD KB, (2.2)
j=0

W) =Y ¢ “IFEOK I ESD. (2.3)
j=0

Proposition 2.5. The coproduct A : U — U ® U restricts via the embedding 1
to a Q(q)-algebra homomorphism A : U — U* ® U such that, for all i € ',

A(ky,) = ko, @ Ko, K3,
Ales,) =1®@ By, +e0, ® K ' + k) @ KJ'F,
A(fa,) = ko, ® Fo K' 4 fo, @K' + 19 By,
A =t @ K, +1® qFo K, +1® Ey,.

Similarly, the counit € of U induces a Q(q)-algebra homomorphism e : U — Q(q)
such that €(ey,) = €(fa,) =0, €(t) =1, and €(ky,) =1 for all i € T".

Proof. This follows from a direct computation. 0]
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Remark 2.6. Propositions 2.2 and 2.5 imply that U* (or rather «(U")) is a (right)
coideal subalgebra of U in the sense of [Le]. There exists a Q(q)-algebra embedding
1z, : U" — U which makes U* (or rather 11, (U")) a left coideal subalgebra of U; that
is, the coproduct A : U — U®U restricts via 17, to a Q(g)-algebra homomorphism
A :U"— U ® U". We will not use the left variant in this paper.

Remark 2.7. The pair (U, U") forms a quantum symmetric pair in the sense of [Le].
At the limit ¢ — 1, it reduces to a classical symmetric pair (sl(2r + 2),sl(2r +
2)"0); here wy is the involution on gl(2r 4+ 2) which sends E;; to E_; _; and
its restriction to sl(2r + 2) if we label the rows and columns of sl(2r 4+ 2) by
(—r—1/2,...,—1/2,1/2,....r +1/2}.

The following corollary follows immediately from the Hopf algebra structure of
U.

Corollary 2.8. Let m : U® U — U denote the multiplication map. Then we
have

me®1)A=2:U"— U.

The map A : U' — U'® U is clearly coassociative, i.e., we have (1 ® A)A =
(A®1)A:U" — U'® U ® U. This A will be called the coproduct of U, and
e : U — Q(q) will be called the counit of U’. The counit map e makes Q(q) a
U’-module. We shall call this the trivial representation of U".

Remark 2.9. The 1-dimensional space Q(q) can be realized as U'-modules in
different (non-isomorphic) ways. For example, we can consider the Q(q)-algebras
homomorphism ¢ : U* — Q(q), such that €(en,) = €(fa,) = 0, € (ko) = 1 for
all i € Z~o, and €(t) = x for any x € Q(q). We shall only consider the one
induced by € as the trivial representation of U’, which is compatible with the
trivial representation of U via 1.

3. THE INTERTWINER Y

Let U be the completion of the Q(q)-vector space U with respect to the follow-
ing descending sequence of subspaces U+U0(th(u > NU ) for N > 1. Then
we have the obvious embedding of U into U. We let U™ be the closure of U~
U and so U~ C U. By cont1nu1ty the Q(q)-algebra structure on U extends to a
Q(q)-algebra structure on U. The bar involution ~ on U extends by continuity

to an anti-linear involution on ﬁ, also denoted by ~. Recall the bar involutions
on U* and U are not compatible via the embedding ¢ : U* — U, by Remark 2.4.
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Theorem 2.10. There is a unique family of elements T, € UZ, for n € NII
such that T = Zu T, € U™ intertwines the bar involutions on U* and U wvia the
embedding v and Yo = 1; that is, T satisfies the following identity (in U):

(W)Y =7 o(u), for allu e U (2.4)
Moreover, T, = 0 unless u’ = pu.
Remark 2.11. Define 7 : U* — U, where 7(u) := ¢ (1(¢,(u))), for u € U". Then
the identity (2.4) can be equivalently reformulated as

v(u)Y =7 7(u), forallue U" (2.5)
This reformulation makes it more transparent to observe the remarkable analogy
with Lusztig’s ©; see (1.9).

Sometimes it could be confusing to use ~ to denote the two distinct bar involu-
tions on U and U". Recall that we set in Chapter 2 that ¢)(u) =@ for all u € U,
and set in Chapter 1 that ¢,(u) = w € U* for u € U". In the ¢-notation the
identities (2.4) and (2.5) read

WU, (u)T = T(e(u), o(u)T =T (u)), forallue U
Definition 2.12. The element T in Theorem 2.10 is called the intertwiner for
the quantum symmetric pair (U, U").

As we shall see, the intertwiner T leads to the construction of what we call
quasi-R-matrix for U*, which plays an analogous role as Lusztig’s quasi-R-matrix
for U. We shall prove later on that Y, € U} for all ;1; see Theorem 4.18.

The proof of Theorem 2.10 will be given in §4 below. Here we note immediately
a fundamental property of Y.

Corollary 2.13. We have T - T = 1.

Proof. Clearly T is invertible in U. Multiplying T~! on both sides of the iden-
tity (2.4) in Theorem 2.10, we have

T-h(@) = o(u)T7, Vu € U".
Applying ~ to the above identity and replacing @ by u, we have
T ) =@ ', VueU-.
Hence T ' (in place of T) satisfies the identity (2.4) as well. Thanks to the

uniqueness of T in Theorem 2.10, we must have Tl = T, whence the corollary.
O
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4. CONSTRUCTING Y

The goal here is to construct T and establish Theorem 2.10.

The set of all u € U* that satisfy the identity (2.4) is clearly a subalgebra of U".
Hence it suffices to consider the identity (2.4) when u is one of the generators e,,,
fais ka;, and ¢ in U’ that is, the following identities for all 4 € NIl and 0 # ¢ € I:

Ko, K'Y, =T,K, K},
Fain;—liTﬂ_ai_afi + Eafifrl/« = Tﬂ_ai_afiFaiKa—i + TuEaﬂ-a
qFao KojolTu—an + Ko_zol Tu—ao + an TH
= q_lTM—2ao FogKoy + TM—OéoKvozo + THEQO’

Using [Lu2, Proposition 3.1.6], we can rewrite the above identities in terms of
_;r and r_; as follows:

Ko, K'Y, — T, K K" =0, (2.6)

(" = q)ql@rrmoimed Y, o Fa + _(T,) =0, (2.7)

(¢! = q)g o= B Yy o+ 7i(T,) =0, (2.8)

(7" = g " (¢ Y 2ag Fog + Timay) + or(Tp) =0, (2.9)
(07" = )q @0 (g7 F T aag + Tyrao) +70(T,) = 0. (2.10)

Recall the non-degenerate bilinear form (-,-) on U~ in Section 2; see Proposi-
tion 1.2. The identities (2.7)-(2.10) can be shown to be equivalent to the following
identities (2.11)-(2.14):

(T/m Fo, ,2)=01-q ) 1q(a7i7u_a7i_ai)+l(Tu—ai—afia ri(2)), (2.11)
(T 2Fo ) =(1—q" ) lq(aﬂ’“_a%_ai)ﬂ(Tu—ai—afiv ir(2)), (2.12)
(T,ua Fa ) = (1 —q ) lq(aow_a())(Tu—Zaov TO(Z))
+ q(aO7M_QO)+1(TM—aO> Z), (2'13)
(T,uv ZFao) = (1 - q_2>_1q(a0”u_a0)(T,U«—20lo7 OT(Z))

+ gleor—eOtl(y ), (2.14)
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for all z € UZ,, v € NII, u € NII, and 0 # ¢ € [. For example, the equivalence
between (2.11) and (2.7) is shown as follows:

(27) A (—ir(Tu)a Z) = _(q_l - q)q(a7i7u_a7i_ai)(Tu—ai—afiFam Z) \V/Z,
& (Fo_i Fol) " (T, Fa_,2)
= _(q_l - q)q(aii’u_aii_ai)(Faw Fai)(Tﬂ_ai_a—i’ ’I“Z(Z)) vz,
< (2.11) V.

The remaining cases are similar.
Summarizing, we have established the following.

Lemma 2.14. (1) The validity of the identity (2.4) is equivalent to the valid-
ity of the identities (2.6) and (2.7)-(2.10).
(2) The validity of the identity (2.4) is equivalent to the validity of the identi-
ties (2.6) and (2.11)-(2.14).

Let 'f* (respectively, (U7)*) be the non-restricted dual of ‘f (respectively, of
U7). In light of Lemma 2.14(2), we define Y5 and T3 in 'f*, inductively on
weights, by the following formulas:

T7(1)=7TR(1) =1,
Ti(Fa_,2) = (1—q ) gl =0T (ri(2)),
Y1 (Fao2) = (1= a2 71 q T (ro(2)) + ¢ 0717 (2), (2.15)
Th(zFa) = (1—q %) gm0 (r(2)),
Th(2Fa) = (1= ¢ )@ (or(2)) + ¢ T (2),

for all € T and 2z € f, with v € NII. (The formulas (2.15) are presented here
only for the sake of latter reference as they also make sense in the case of U?.)

Note that since (o, a—;) = 0 for all i # 0, we can simplify the definition (2.15)
of T7 and T7% as follows:

Ty(1) = ThH(1) = 1.

0

Y5 (Fa_2) = (1—q %) g M5 (ri(2)),

17 (Faoz) (1= g ) gl o (ro(2)) + ¢ (2), (2.16)
Tr(zFa ) =(1—q¢ 2) Ll (r(2)),

Yi(2Fa) = (1= 7)) (or(2)) + ¢ F1T%(2),

for all € T and z € f, with v € NII.
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Lemma 2.15. For all x € 'f,, with u’ # p, we have
T} () = Tilx) = 0.

Proof. We will only prove that Y5 (z) = 0 for all z € 'f, with u? # pu, as the
proof for the identity Th(x) = 0 is the same. By definition of Y} (2.16), the
value of Y7 (z) for z € 'f,, is equal to (up to some scalar multiple) Y7 (z’) for some
z' €'f,, where i = — a; — a_; for some i; here we recall 6(o;) = a_;. Also by
definition (2.16), we have Y7 (F,,) = 0 for all i € I. Now the claim follows by an

induction on weights. 0
Lemma 2.16. We have T} = T5,.

Proof. We shall prove the identity 17 (z) = Y5 (z) for all homogeneous elements
z €'f, by induction on ht(|x]).

When ht(|z|) = 0 or 1, this is trivial by definition. Assume the identity holds
for all  with ht(|z|) < k, for & > 1. Let 2’ = F,_ 2"F, ; € f, 10 4o, With
ht(|2'|) = k+1 > 2. We can further assume that 0(v+a_;+ao_;) =v+ao_;+a_j,
since otherwise Y7 (z') = YTh(2') = 0 by Lemma 2.15. The proof is divided into
four cases (1)-(4).

(1) Assume that 4, j # 0. Then we have

T*L(LL’/) _ (1 . q_2)_1q(a7i7y+a7j)+1Tz(ri(x//Fa,j)) — L, + L27
where

Ll _ (1 . q—2)—1q(afi,u+a7j)+(ai,a7j)+1Tz(Ti(x//)Faij)’
Ly = (1 — ¢ %) g orte¥ls 0y ().

We also have
Yi(a) = (1 — g ) gty (r(F,_2") = Ry + R,
where

Rl — (1 . q—2>—1q(a,j,u+a,i)+(aj,a,i)+1T*R(Fa7i jT(I//)>,
Ry = (1 . q—2)—lq(a,j,u+a7¢)+15i7_jT*R(x//)'
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Applying the induction hypothesis to r;(2")F,_, and F,_, jr(2") gives us

—(1— q -2 2q(a i V—I—a,J)—}—(ai,a,j)—}—(a,j,V—ai)+2ﬂr* (j?”(’f’i(l'”>>>

( )"
(I—q)"

— (1 —q 2) 2 (a—_jvto_i)+(og,a_;)+(a—i,v—oj +2T
( )"

-2 _(a_;v)+(a_jv)+(a_i,a_; +2TL( ( (l’l ))’

)
ri(jr(z")))
)

q T
=(1—gq 2q(a iv)H(a—jv)+(a—jai) +2TE( i r(z"))).

Note that ;r(r;(z")) = ri(jr(2")) by Lemma 1.1 and ht(|;7(r;(z"))|) < ht(|2']).
By the induction hypothesis, Y75 (;r(ri(z”))) = YT5(r:(jr(«"))). Hence Ly = R;.

By the induction hypothesis, we also have Y7 (z") = T5(2”). When i = —j, we
have v = v, and hence

LS

2

(1 . q—2)—1q(067i7l/+067j)+1 —(1— q—2 -

Hence we have Ly, = R,.
Summarizing, we have Y7 (2') = L1 + Ly = Ry + Ry = T}(2') in this case.
(2) Assume that ¢ = 0 and j # 0. Then we have

(
= (1= ) DY (g (0 ) + g T (0, )
= (1= oo (¢ oo (a") Fa ) + ¢TI (0 F )
=(1- q_2)_1q(°‘°’”+°‘*j)+(°‘°’°‘*j)T*L(ro(:B”)Fafj) + q(ao vta ;) HT*L(Z’«“ Fa,j)
Applying the induction hypothesis to ro(2”)F,_, and 2" F,_;, we have
T30 Ea ) = (1= g7 00T (o),
Y7 (2" Fo ) = (1= ¢ 7)) g @700 ().
Hence we obtain
T 0) =(1 = 2) 2T (o (0”)
+ (1= g7%)gleomH e 002y (4 (o).
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From a similar computation we obtain
T*R(LU,) :(1 . q—2)—2q(o¢o,u)+(o¢,j,l/)—l—(oao,a,j)-l—lT*R(,rO(jr(x//))
+ (1 . q_2)_1q(o‘°’”)+(o"j’VH(QO’a’j)+2T}(jT(x")).
It follows by Lemma 1.1 that ro(;7(z")) = ;7(ro(z”). Then, by the induction
hypothesis on ro(;r(z")), jr(ro(z”), and jr(z"), we obtain Y7 (z') = T§(2') in this
case.
(3) Similar computation works for the case where j = 0,7 # 0 as in Case (2).
(4) At last, consider the case where i = j = 0.
1) = (1= g2 g DT (oo o)) + g0 0T (0 F)
= (1 —g7?) gleorraolteoco s (ry(2") )
(1= q72) tgleorteoTs (a7) 4 g0t ety (2 Fy,).
Applying the induction hypothesis to ro(z")F,, and 2" F,,, we have

Y5 (ro(2") Fay) = (1= ¢72) 71 q1%0" =005 (or(ro(a))) + ¢°0¥ =TT (ro(2”)),
Y5 (2" Fop) = (1= ¢72) g5 (or(2”)) 4 ¢+ ().
Hence we have
TL() = (1= g2) 2o oo ooy (1o a"))

1— —2\—1_(ao,v)+ (o, l/)—l—(ao,ao)—l—sz(ro(x//))

) q
— ¢ %) glorreoy (2)
—q 2) 1 (ao,v)+(c0, u)+(aovao)+1~f2(0r(gjﬂ))
(@o,v)+(a0,v)+(ao0,x0) +2Tz(x//)_

+(
+(1
+(1
+4q

Similarly we have

Th(e') = (1 - g2) 2geo Hen Heom Ty (g o (1))

1 _(ag,v)+(ao, u)+(a0,a0)+1T}<%(07,(x//))

+(1-q%)"q

+ (1= g% Hglorteol Ty ()
+ ( )"

+4q

—2\—1_(ao,v)+ (a0, V)+(a0,a0)+1TE(TO($//))

l—q q
(ao,v)+(ag,v)+(o,a0) +2T}}($//).

Therefore T3 (2') = Th(2') in this case too by induction and by Lemma 1.1.
This completes the proof of Lemma 2.16. 0J
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We shall simply denote T3 = T%, by T* thanks to Lemma 2.16. Recall 'f/I =
U_, where I = <SZ]>

Lemma 2.17. We have Y*(I) = 0; hence we may regard Y* € (U™)*.

Proof. Recall r,(S;;) = xr(S;;) = 0, for all 4, j, k. Any element in I is a Q(q)-
linear combination of elements of the form

F, SiiFu . F, .
l

Qmy ny

QAmy,

So it suffices to prove T*(Fam1 B, SijFo,, - .Fanl) = 0, by induction on hA+1.

Recall the Serre relator S;;, for i # j € I, from (1.4). Let us verify that
T*(S;;) = 0, which is the base case of the induction. If |i — j| = 1, the weight
of S;; is —2a; — «a;, which is not f-invariant. If |¢ — j| > 1, the weight of S;;
is —a; — o, which is not -invariant unless ¢ = —j. In case of ¢ = —j, a quick
computation by definition (2.16) gives us that T*(S;;) = 0. In the remaining
cases, it follows by Lemma 2.15 that T*(S;;) = 0.

If h >0, by (2.16), (1.3) and (1.5) we have

Y*(Fn,, ...Fa, SiFa, ...Fs,)
my mp T Qng ny
Y (Fa, -+ Farny SiiFo, -+ Fa, )

:T*< i Fo o Fa SpFy L Fy )
Z ¢ m’l m;L, S J n’l n;,

+ 5_m1’OC/T*(Fam2 “ee Famh SijFanl ‘e Fanl ),
for some scalars ¢,y and . Similarly if [ > 0, we have

Y*(Fn,, ... Fo, SiFu, ...Fs,)
my mp )T Gng ny
:T*(_an(Fam ... F, SijFOénl ce Fa7ll71))

1T Omy,

_T ( Cm”””Fam’l’ e Famz” SijFan’l’ e Fan,, )

l//
+ 5—nl,OCHT* (F . F, SZ]Foc ... F, )

Qmq * Qmy, nq cTQng g

for some scalars ¢,,,,» and ¢’. In either case, we have b/ +1U' = h" +1" < h + 1.
Therefore by induction on h + [, Lemma 2.17 is proved. O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 2.10.

Proof of Theorem 2.10. We first prove the existence of T satisfying the identity
(2.4). Set T, = 0if u ¢ NII. Let B = {b} be a basis of U~ such that B, = BNU_,
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is a basis of UZ,. Let B* = {b"} be the dual basis of B with respect to the bilinear
pairing (-, -) in Section 2. Define T by

Y= T )= T,
beB m
As functions on U™, (Y,-) = T*. Clearly Y is in U~ and Ty = 1. Also T
satisfies the identities in (2.11)-(2.14) by the definition of Y*. For any x € U, it
follows by Lemma 2.15 that T3 (z) = Th(z) = 0 if ¢ # v. It follows that (2.6)
is satisfied. Therefore, by Lemma 2.14(2), T satisfies the desired identity (2.4) in
the theorem.

By Lemma 2.14(1) and the definition of Y, the identity (2.7) holds for Y, and
so _i7(Y,) is determined by T, with weight v < p. By [Lu2, Lemma 1.2.15], if
an element x € UZ, with v # 0 satisfies _;7(z) = 0 for all i« € I then z = 0.
Therefore, by induction on weight, the identity (2.7) together with Yo = 1 imply
the uniqueness of Y.

The T as constructed satisfies the additional property that Y, = 0 unless
1? = p, by Lemmas 2.15, 2.16 and 2.17. The theorem is proved. U

5. THE ISOMORPHISM T
Consider a function ¢ on A such that
C(p+ao) = —qC(p),
C(p+ i) = =g @memmted (), (2.17)
C(p+ o) = —qloomre D= (), e A, i e T

Noting that (a;, a—;) = 0 for all ¢ € I', we see that ¢ satisfying (2.17) is equivalent
to ¢ satisfying

e+ a0) = —qC(p),
(it ap) = —gloorted=eic(u), e A, 0#£i el

Such ( clearly exists. For any weight U-module M, define a Q(q)-linear map on
M

(2.18)

C: M — M,
Z(m) =((uw)m, Vm e M,.

Recall that wy is the longest element of W and T, is the associated braid group
element from Section 3.

(2.19)
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Theorem 2.18. For any finite-dimensional U-module M, the composition map

T:="Yo(oTy, : M —M
1s a U'-module isomorphism.

Proof. The map T is clearly a Q(g)-linear isomorphism. So it remains to verify
that T commutes with the action of U’; we shall check this on generators of U
by applying repeatedly Lemma 1.4.

Let m € My, and @ € I'. Then we have

T(ka,m) = Y 0 0 Ty, (1(ka,)) T, ()
=T 0C 0 Ty (Ko, K31 )Ty (m)
=T 0 (Ky K5t T (m)
= (Ko K" )Y 0 (o Ty (m)

= ko, T(m).

We also have

T(eaym)=To Z(Two (2(ea;)) T (M)
=To z(Two (Eai + Ko_zilFafi)Two (m))

=-To C(Kojil(KOéiFafi + Eai)Ka—iTwO(m))

= =T (¢(u — O‘—i))q(aiiw_(ai’u_aii)KaiFafiTwo (m))
T g, T )

@ T(Eoei + KaiFafi)C(M)TwO (m)

2 (Bo, + K Fa )T 0o Ty (m)
= e,,T(m).
The identity (a) above follows from the definition of { and the identity (b) follows
from the definition of Y.
By a similar computation we have T f,,(m) = fa,T(m).
For the generator ¢, we have
T(tm)=To Zo Towo (1()) Ty (M)
=To ZO Two (an + qFaoKo_gol + Kojol)Two (m)

=To C(_FaoKao - q_lEoeo + Kao)Two (m)
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= T(_qg(:u - aO)q_lFaoKao - q_lg(:u + O‘O)Eloco + C(M)Kao)Two(m)

(o) _
= T(q 1FaoKao + Eo, + Kao)C(U)Two(m)

D (B + qFag Ko+ K1Y 0 L 0 Ty ()

=tT(m).

Here the identity (c) follows from the definition of ¢ and identity (d) follows from
the definition of Y. Hence the theorem is proved. O



CHAPTER 3

Quasi-R-matrix for a quantum symmetric pair

In this chapter, we define a quasi-R-matrix ©* for U*, which will play an anal-
ogous role as Lusztig’s quasi-R-matrix for U. Our ©" is constructed from the
intertwiner T and ©.

1. DEFINITION OF ©*

Recall Lusztig’s quasi-R-matrix © from (1.8). It follows by Theorem 2.10 that
T is a well-defined operator on finite-dimensional U-modules. For any finite-
dimensional U-modules M and M’, the action of T on M ® M’ is also well
defined. So we shall use the formal notation T to denote the action of T on
M ® M'. Hence the operator

O :=T*0(Y 1) (3.1)

on M @ M’ is well defined. Note that ©° lies in (a completion of) U ® U. We
shall prove in Proposition 3.5 that it actually lies in (a completion of) U ® U.

Definition 3.1. The element ©" is called the quasi-R-matrix for the quantum
symmetric pair (U, U").

Recall that we set in Section 2 that ¥ (u) = @ for all u € U, and in Section 1
that v,(z) := T € U* for 2 € U*. We shall also set ¢(z) := 1(z) € U for 2 € U,

Define A : U' — U'® U by A(u) = (¥, ® ¥)A(,(u)), for all u € U. Recall
that the bar involution on U® is not compatible with the bar involution on U
through 2 (see Remark 2.4); in particular the A here does not coincide with the
restriction to U* of the map in the same notation A : U - U® U in [Lu2, 4.1.1].

Proposition 3.2. Let M and M' be finite-dimensional U-modules. As linear

operators on M @ M', we have A(u)©" = 0" A(u), for all u € U,
39
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Proof. For u € U*, we set A(u) = Y un) ® up) € U'® U. Then, for m € M,
m’ € M', we have

TO(Y ' ® )A@)(mem') =16 ZT Um) ® Up))(m@m')

@ TA@(DM) @) (T @ 1)(mem)
YreaGm)or—"e 1) me )
9 A@)T2O(T @ 1)(m @ m).

The identities (a) and (c¢) follow from Theorem 2.10 and the identity (b) follows
from (1.9). Note that the bar-notation above translates into the t-notation as
follows:

u =t (u), uay = hi(uw), Ty = Pluw), um) = P(u)), (@) = P ().
The proposition is proved O]

2. NORMALIZING ©*

Our next goal is to understand ©" in a precise sense as an element in a com-
pletion of U ® U~ instead of merely as well-defined operators on M @ M’ for
finite-dimensional U-modules M, M’.

Let B = {b} be a basis of U™ such that B, = BNUZ, is a basis of U, for
each pu. Let B* = {b*} be the basis of U~ dual to B with respect to the bilinear
form (-,-) in Section 2. For each N € N, define the Q(¢)-linear truncation map

tr<y :'f = 'f such that, for any iy,...,i; € L
F, ... F, if k <N,
t F, ...F, )= ‘1 * 3.2
ran(Fay - Fay ) {o, ith> N (3:2)
This induces a truncation map on U~ = 'f/I, also denoted by tr<y, since I is
homogeneous. Recalling © from (1.8), we denote
= 2. O
ht(pu)<N
Then we define
Ly =Y id®tren(A(T,)0n (T @ 1)), (3.3)

o
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which is actually a finite sum, and hence O,y € U® U™ and OL; = 1®1. Define
Ni=Oly =0y, = Y d'®bcUgU, (3.4)

b€ By ht(p)=N

where it is understood that ©L_; = 0. The following lemma is clear from weight
consideration.

Lemma 3.3. Let M and M’ be finite-dimensional U-modules. For all m € M
and m' € M', we have

©'(m®m') =0Ly(mem'), for N> 0.
Note that any finite-dimensional U-module is also a U-module.

Lemma 3.4. Let u € U be an element that acts as zero on all finite-dimensional
U-modules. Then u = 0.

Proof. 1t is well known that any element u € U that acts as zero on all finite-
dimensional U-modules has to be 0 (see [Lu2, Proposition 3.5.4]). Hence the
lemma follows by weight consideration. O

We have the following fundamental property of ©%.
Proposition 3.5. For any N € N, we have O € +(U") @ U~.

Proof. The identity in Proposition 3.2 for u being one of the generators k,,, e,
fa,, and t of U* can be rewritten as the following identities (valid for all N > 0):

(ka, ® Ko, K1 )0 (m @m') = Oy (ka, ® Ko, K3 ')(m @ m),

N+ (1 ® Eo_)Oly11)(m ©m)

((kai ® FaiK(;,li) 3\7 1 + (faz ® Ka Z)
(for ® Ka_) + ON(1® Ea_,))(m @ m),

= ( ZN—l(kai ® FaiKaf ) ZN

(k! @ KV F, )01 + (e, ® K NOY + (1 ® Ey,)Oy 1) (m @ m)

g

= (Oy_1(ka, ® Ko, ;) + O (ea, ® Ka,) + @N+1(1 ® Eq,))(m ® m'),

(1® qFa K ) )01 + (t® K, )0y + (1 @ Eoy)Oy,q)(m @ m')
= (Oy_1(1® ¢ ' FayKay) + Ot @ Kap) + O 1 (1 ® Eyp))(m @m'),

forall 0 #24¢ €', m € M and m' € M’', where M, M’ are finite-dimensional
U-modules. Write

Oy= Y ad'®becUaU,
bu€By,ht(n)=N
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where a,’s are fixed once B is chosen. Thanks to Lemma 3.4, the above four
identities for all M, M’ are equivalent to the following four identities:

Z Z(kai)a“ ® KaiKo_z,lin = Z CL“Z(]{JQZ.) ® bﬂKaiKoj,lﬂ (35>
bt (W= bt (U=

D wlka)a @ Fu K by + ) alfa)ad @ K by + Y a' @ E, b,

b o b bu

ht(p’)=N—1 ht(u/)=N ht(u)=N+1
(3.6)
= Y k) @b Fa K+ Y ai(fo) @by Ka  + Y a' @b,Ea,
7] by b
ht (4 )=N—1 ht (/) =N ht(u)=N+1

D ke @ KJUF b+ Y ilea)a @ Klby + Y ' @ Eyb,

bt b by
ht(/)=N-1 ht(u/)=N ht(u)=N+1
(3.7)
= Z a”ul(kai) ® bMIIKaiFOCfi + Z aull(eai) ® bM’KOéi + Z ' ® buEOm
7] by b
ht(p/)=N—1 ht(f):N ht(u)iNH

S @ @qFu Kb+ Y ) @Ky + ) a' @ Eg,b,
by

by by
ht(u’)=N—-1 ht(u/)=N ht(p)=N+1
(3.8)
= Y @b FaKoy+ Y ait) @by Ke,+ Y a" @b,
b .n by b
ht (4" )=N—1 ht (4 )=N Bt(i)=N+1

A straighforward rewriting of (3.6)-(3.8) involves the commutators [E,,,b,] for
various k € I, which can be expressed in terms of r and 7, by invoking [Lu2,
Proposition 3.1.6]. In this way, using the PBW theorem for U we rewrite the
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three identities (3.6)-(3.8) as the following six identities:

(O‘ i Mta— z)
Z Z(k‘az)a” X F b 7 +ZZ fOéz a“ (%9 b + 7—q Z at X T—i(bu) = 0,
b1 b, b
ht(ﬂ"sl:N—l ht(uu) ht(,u):uN-i-l
(3.9)
" (—ispta—i
> @ik @ by Fo, +Y " u(fa,) @ by PR — Z a" @ _ir(b,) =0,
b 1 b
ht(u”st N-1 ht(u’u):N h( ) EN+1
q(aivl"i'ai)
Z (]{7 )a“ ® F b " +Z ea CL'u ® b + ﬁ a“ ® Ti(b,u) = O,
b byt b
ht (" )=N—1 ht (4 ) =N Bt() =N +1
(3.10)
” q(aivu""ai)
Z at Z(l{?al) & b //Fa i —|—Z CL’u 60[1) X b + 7_(] a* X Z"f‘(bu) = O,
b byt b
ht(u")=N—1 ht (4 =N ht(1)=N+1
-1 q(a07l‘+a0)
Z " ® q Foobur + Z CLM ® by + m Z a ®ro(b,) =0,
b b b
ht(p/)=N-1 ht(u/)=N ht(1)=N+1
(3.11)
q(a07l‘+a0)
Z a“ (029 q b //F’o{0 + Z CL’u ® b + ﬁ Z at ) T(bﬂ> = 0.
b b b
ht(u)=N—-1 ht(p/)=N ht(u)iNH

So far we have the flexibility in choosing the dual bases B and B* of U~.
Now let us be more specific by fixing B* = {b*} to be a monomial basis of U~
which consists of monomials in the Chevalley generators F,,; for example, we can
take the U~ -variant of the basis {E((c))} in [Lul, pp.476] where Lusztig worked
with Ut. Let B = {b} be the dual basis of B* with respect to (-,-), and write
B, = BnNU_, = {b,} as before. Fix an arbitrary basis element b, € B, (with
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p # 0), with its dual basis element written as BZ = zF, ,, for some z € U~
and some i. We now apply 1 ® (x,-) to the identities (3.9), (3.10) and (3.11),
depending on whether ¢ is positive, zero or negative.

We will treat in detail the case when ¢ is positive, while the other cases are
similar. Applying 1 ® (x,-) to the identity (3.9) above, we have

Z Z(kai)au” ® (ZL’, Faibu”) + Z Z(fai)a'M, & (ZL’, bu’)

bMH bul
ht () =N—1 ht () =N

q(a*i 7M+a*i)

e ) @@ (b)) =0

' —q -
ht(p)=N+1

Since (z,7-(b,)) = (1 — ¢ ) (@ F,_,,b.) = (1 = ¢7%)9,, 5, We have
Z(kai)a“// (SL’, Faibﬂ”>

ht(p)=N-1
+ Z W fa)a (2, b)) — ql@orte=)=1g0 = 0, (3.12)
b=
By an easy induction on height based on (3.12) (where the base case is ©f = 1®1),
we conclude that a* € +(U") for all y; that is, ©% € «(U*) @ U~. O

By Proposition 3.5 we have :71(0%) € U'® U for each N. For any finite-
dimensional U-modules M and M’, the action of +~'(0Y;) coincides with the
action of ©% on M ® M.

As we only need to use ¢ '(0)) € U'® U rather than ©%, we shall
write ©); in place of 17!(0Y%) and regard 0% € U'® U from now on.

3. PROPERTIES OF ©°

Let (U* ® U™)" be the completion of the Q(g)-vector space U' @ U~ with
respect to the following descending sequence of subspaces

Hy =U'® ( Y us ) for N > 1.

ht(pu)>N

The Q(g)-algebra structure on U’ @ U~ extends by continuity to a Q(g)-algebra
structure on (U* ® U™)", and we have an embedding U'®@ U™ — (U* @ U~)".
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The actions of ) -, O% (which is well defined by Lemma 3.3) and of ©* co-
incide on any tensor product of finite-dimensional U-modules. From now on, we
may and shall identify

=) Oye(UaU), (3.13)
N>0
(or alternatively, one may regard this as a normalized definition of ©).
The following theorem is a generalization of Proposition 3.2.

Theorem 3.6. Let L be a finite-dimensional U'-module and M be a finite-dimensional
U-module. Then as linear operators on L ® M, we have

A(u)0' = 0'A(u), for all w € U".

Proof. By the identities (3.5)-(3.8) in the proof of Proposition 3.5, there exists
Ny > 0 (depending on L and M) such that for N > Ny we have

Au)OLy —OLyA(u) =0 on L® M, (3.14)

where u is one of the generators k,,, €,, fa;, and t of U’. We then note that, for
Uy, Ug € UZ,

A(U1U2)@Z§N - ("‘)ZSNA(Uﬂ,LQ)
=A(u1) (A(u2) 0%y — OL yA(uz)) (3.15)
+ (A(u1)OL y — OL v A(ur)) A(ug).

Then by an easy induction using (3.15), we conclude that (3.14) holds for all
u e U and N > Ny. The theorem now follows from (3.13). O

Proposition 3.7. We have ©'©* =1 (an identity in (U' @ U™)").

Proof. By construction, ©' =}~ O% (with ©f =1 ® 1) is clearly invertible in
(U@ U")". Write ‘0" = (©*)~L.
Multiplying ‘©" on both sides of the identity in Theorem 3.6, we have

'O'A(u) = A(u) '6?, Vu € U".
Applying ~ to the above identity and replacing @ by u, we have

'O A(u) = A(w) 0, Yu € U".
Hence '€ 'O (in place of '©") satisfies the same identity in Theorem 3.6 as well; note
that '©* € (U ® U~)" has constant term 1 ® 1.
By reexamining the proof of Proposition 3.5 and especially (3.12), we note
that the element ©* € (U* @ U™)" (with constant term 1 ® 1) satisfying the
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identity in Proposition 3.2 (and thus Theorem 2.10) is unique. Hence we must
have ©* = @_1, and equivalently, ©'0" = 1. O

Recall that m(e ® 1)A = ¢ from Corollary 2.8, where ¢ is the counit and m
denotes the multiplication in U.

Corollary 3.8. The intertwiner T can be recovered from the quasi-R-matriz ©
asm(e®1)(©) =T.

Proof. Applying m(e®1) to the identities (3.5)-(3.8), we obtain an identity in U:
@) (Do mlew1)(©) = (Y meo )©)))ilw),  (316)
N>0 N>0

for all u € U". The corollary now follows from (3.13), (3.16) and the uniqueness
of T in Theorem 2.10, as we have m(e ® 1)(0}) = 1. O

4. THE BAR MAP ON U’-MODULES

In this section we shall assume all the modules are finite dimensional. Recall
the bar map on U and on its modules is denoted by 1, and the bar map on U" is
also denoted by #,. It is also understood that ¢ (u) = ¥(2(u)) for u € U".

Definition 3.9. A U’-module M equipped with an anti-linear involution 1, is
called involutive (or 1-involutive to avoid possible ambiguity) if

wl(um) = ¢z(u)wz(m), Yu € Ul,m e M.

Proposition 3.10. Let M be an involutive U-module. Then M is an 1-involutive
U'-module with involution 1, == T o).

Proof. By Theorem 2.10, we have 1(1,(u))YT = YT (u), for all w € U’. By defini-
tion the action of ¥,(u) on M is the same as the action of +(¢,(u)) on M. Therefore
we have
u(um) = T (um) = Tip(u)ip(m) = o(ih(u)) T (m) = ¢, (u),(m),

for all w € U* and m € M.

It remains to verify that v, is an involution on M. Indeed, for m € M, we have

Ui(th(m)) = TY(TY(m)) = TTY(d(m)) = TTm = m,

where the last identity follows from Corollary 2.13. U

Corollary 3.11. As U'-modules, L(\) and “L(\) are 1-involutive, for A € AT.
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Remark 3.12. We can and will choose £_ € “L(\) to be ¢-invariant. It follows
that £_, is also ,-invariant, since ), = T and T lies in a completion of U™
with constant term 1. Because of this, it is more convenient to work with a lowest
weight vector instead of a highest weight vector in a finite-dimensional simple

U-module.

Recall the quasi-R-matrix ©° from (3.1). Given an involutive U*-module L and
an involutive U-module M, we define ¢, : L® M — L ® M by letting

(I @m) := 0" (Y,(1) @ P(m)), foralll € L,m € M. (3.17)

Proposition 3.13. Let L be an involutive U*-module and let M be an involutive
U-module. Then (L ® M,,) is an involutive U"-module.

Proof. For alll € L, m € M, u € U", using (3.17) twice we have

Yu(ul @ m)) = 0" (A(u)(1,(1) ® 1 (m)))
= A@)O" (Y, (1) @ ¢(m))
= 1, (u) Y, (I @ m).

The second equality in the above computation uses Theorem 3.6 and the first
equality holds since L and M are involutive modules.

It remains to verify that ¢, is an involution on L ® M. It is occasionally
convenient to use the bar-notation to denote the involution v, ® ¥ on U’ ® U
below. Indeed, for [ € L and m € M, using (3.17) twice we have

(b (l@m)) = 0'(¢, @ ¥).(0"(¥u(1) ® ¢(m)))
=00 (¥ () @’ (m)) =l®m,

where the last equality follows from Proposition 3.7 and the second equality holds
since L and M are involutive modules. 0

Remark 3.14. Given two involutive U-modules (M;,v,) and (Ma,1)s), the U-
module M; ® M, is involutive with the involution given by © o (¢4 ® 1), (see
[Lu2, 27.3.1] or Proposition 1.8). Now there are two natural ways to define an
anti-linear involution on the U’-module M; ® Ms:
(i) apply Proposition 3.10 to the involutive U-module (M; ® Ms, ©o (1)1 ®1)2));
(ii) apply Proposition 3.13 by regarding M; as an z-involutive U’-module with
involution T o ;.

One checks that the resulting involutions on the U’-module M; ® M, in two
different ways coincide.
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The following proposition implies that different bracketings on the tensor prod-
uct of several involutive U-modules give rise to the same v,. (Recall a simi-

lar property holds for Lusztig’s bar involution on tensor products of U-modules
[Lu2].)

Proposition 3.15. Let M, ..., M, be involutive U-modules with k > 2. We
have

Y (i ® - @mg) = O (Y (M @ - @ ) @ Y(Myri1 ® -+ @ my,)),
forany 1 <k <k.

Proof. Recall ©' = T20O(T~! @ 1). Unraveling the definition ¢, = Tv on M; ®
<o ® My, we have

O (Y, (m1 @+ @My ) @Y(Mpr1 @ -+ @my))
=TT '@ 1) (TY(m @ @my) @ UV(Mpy @ - @ my))
=10 (M @ - @mp) @UY(Mpy1 @ -+ @ my))
=T(m) @ - @My @ My g1 @ -+ - @ M)
=1, (M1 ® -+ - @ my).

The proposition follows. B



CHAPTER 4

The integrality of T and the :-canonical basis of “L(\)

In this chapter, we first construct the 2-canonical bases for simple U-modules
and then for the algebra U’ in the rank one case. Then we use the rank one results
to study the general higher hank case. We show that the intertwiner Y is integral
and construct the +-canonical basis for “L(\) for A € A™.

1. THE HOMOMORPHISM Ty ,

Though only the rank one case of the results in this section will be needed in
this paper, it is natural and causes no extra work to formulate in the full generality
below.

Lemma 4.1. Let A € AT. We have U'é_\ =“L()\) and U'ny = L(\).

Proof. We shall only prove U’¢_y = “L(\). The proof for the second identity is
similar and will be skipped.

We write { = £_5. Let h € “L(\),. We shall prove h € U’¢ by induction on
ht(p+A). When ht(u+ ) = 0, the claim is clear since A must be a scalar multiple
of . Thanks to UT¢ = “L(\), there exists y € U™ such that y¢ = h. Writing y as
a linear combination of PBW basis elements for UT and replacing E.,, Fq,, Eao_,
(for all i € ") by ¢, €q,, fa;, in such a linear combination, respectively, we obtain
an element u = u(y) € U'. Setting +(u) = y + z for z € U, we have ué = h + z¢£.
By construction, z¢ is a Q(g)-linear combination of elements in “L(\) of weight
lower than h. Hence by the induction hypothesis, we have 2§ € U, and so is
h =u& — z€. O

Recall from Section 3 that “L(\) for A € AT is identified with L(\?) = L(—wp)),
&y is the lowest weight vector of “L()\), and 7y is the highest weight vector of
L()\9).

Lemma 4.2. For A € A, there is an isomorphism of U'-modules

T:“L(N\) — “L(\) = L(\%)
49
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such that T(€x) = D pep) b My where gy € Q(q) and g1 = 1. Moreover, the
isomorphism T is uniquely determined by the image T(&)).

Proof. Recall the isomorphism T = Y o ( o T, : “L(\) — “L(\) of U-modules
from Theorem 2.18. The existence of T satisfying the lemma follows by fixing the
weight function ¢ such that T(£,) = nye+ terms in lower weights.

The uniqueness of such 7T follows from Lemma 4.1. O

The following proposition can be found in [Lu2, Chapter 25].

Proposition 4.3. Let A\, N € AT,

(1) There exists a unique homomorphism of U-modules
X = X\ wL()\ + )\/) — wL()\) &® wL()\/)

such that x(§-x—x) = {x @& n.

(2) Forbe BA+X), we have x(bE a-x) = 33, 4, F(b5b1,b2)bE 2@ b3 &,
summed over by € B(X) and by € B(X), with f(b;b1,b2) € Zlq]. If
bté_ x # 0, then f(b;1,b) = 1 and f(b;1,by) = 0 for any by # b. If
bté_x =0, then f(b;1,by) = 0 for any bs.

(3) There is a unique homomorphism of U-modules § = ) : L(A\) @ “L(\) —
Q(q), where Q(q) is the trivial representation of U, such that §(nx®E&_y) =
1. Moreover, for by, by € B(X), 0(bymy ®b3&_) is equal to 1 if by = by =1
and is in qZ[q] otherwise. In particular, §(bymyx @by &_\) = 0 if |by| # |ba].

Proposition 4.4. Let \,u € A™. There is a unique homomorphism of U'-modules
T “L(p’ + p+ ) — “L(\)

such that m#(f_ug_“_)\) =&y

Proof. The uniqueness of the map is clear, thanks to Lemma 4.1.

We shall prove the existence of 7y ,. Recall that any homomorphism of U-
modules is naturally a homomorphism of U’-modules. Note that “L(u’) =
L(—wop?) = L(p). Let my, be the composition of the following homomorphisms
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of Umodules:

CL(EO A+ 4 A) — L + 1) ® L) — s L) ® “L(p) ® “L(A)
lﬂ'@id@id
L) ®“L{p) ® “L(\)
lé@ld
“L(N)

where T is the map from Lemma 4.2. First, we have
(X @Id)X(Epo_pmn) =& ®Eu @ &
Then applying T ® id ® id, by Lemma 4.2 we have
(T id@id)(§_e © £ ® E-x)

= @@+ > gD &
1#£beB ()

Applying d ® 1 to the above identity, we conclude that
77-)\,/1(5_#0_#_)\) = €—A~

O

Lemma 4.5. Retain the notation in Proposition 4.4. The homomorphism
commutes with the involution 1,; that is, 7y 0, = VT .

Proof. In this proof, we write m = m,, { = g—u"—u—/\’ and & = £_\. Then
7(€) = ¢ by Proposition 4.4. An arbitrary element in “L(u? + pu + \) is of the
form u& for some u € U*, by Lemma 4.1. Since £ and &’ are both ,-invariant (see
Remark 3.12), we have

mih(u€) = mh,(u)(§) = ¥ (W) (§) = ¥, (w)€'.
On the other hand, we have

@Dzﬂ-(u&) = %(Uf/) = @D,(U)@D,(f/) = ¢2(u)€/

The lemma is proved. U
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2. THE 1-CANONICAL BASES AT RANK ONE

In this section we shall consider the rank 1 case of the algebra U’, i.e., U* =
Q(q)[t], the polynomial algebra in ¢. In order to simplify the notation, we shall
write

FE=FE,, F=F,, andK =K,,
for the generators of U = U,(sly). By Proposition 2.2, we have an algebra em-
bedding 2 : Q(q)[t] — U,(sly) such that +(t) = E+ ¢FK '+ K1

In the rank one case, AT can be canonically identified with N. The finite-
dimensional irreducible U-modules are of the form “L(s) of lowest weight —s,
with s € N. Recall [Lu2] the canonical basis of “L(s) consists of {E®¢_, |
0 < a < s}. We denote by “L(s) the Z[g]-submodule of “L(s) generated by
{E@¢ 10 < a< s} Alsodenote by “Ly(s) the A-submodule of “ L(s) generated
by {E@¢ ,]0<a<s}).

In the current rank one setting, we can write the intertwiner T = 3, . Ty,
with Ty = Tia, = ¥ for ¢, € Q(q), and ¢y = 1.

Lemma 4.6. We have T, € U, for k > 0.

Proof. Tt is equivalent to prove that ¢, € A = Z[q, ¢7!] for all k£ > 0. The equation
(2.4) for u =t implies that

GFK 'Y o+ K 'y 1+ EYy =q¢ 'Y oFK + Y1 K + T,E,

for all £k > 0. Solving this equation, we have the following recursive formula for
Ck:
cr= (=" — @) (¢ [k — cp_o +cr1), forall k> 1,

where ¢_; = 0 and ¢g = 1. Then it follows by induction on k that ¢, € A. O
One can show by the recursive relation in the above proof that
k k+1
T — qu(k—i-l) ( H(qm—l _ q1—2i)F(2k) i H(q2i—1 _ q1—2i)F(2k+1))‘ (4.1)
k>0 i=1 i=1

Proposition 4.7. Let s € N.
(1) The U'-module“ L(s) admits a unique Q(q)-basis B'(s) = {77 |0 < a < s}
which satisfies ,(TF) = T? and
T:=EYW¢  + > o B, (4.2)
a’'<a

where t;.,, € qZ[gq]. (We also set t; ,=1.)
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(2) B'(s) forms an A-basis for the A-lattice “Ly(s).
(3) B'(s) forms a Z|q]-basis for the Z[q|-lattice “L(s).

We call B'(s) the u-canonical basis of the U'-module “L(s).

Proof. Parts (2) and (3) follow immediately from (1) by noting (4.2).
It remains to prove (1). Since ¢, = Yo and Y(E@WE ) = E@W¢ . we have

Y(BWE) = T(EWe,) = B+ ph, B,
a'<a

for some scalars pj.,, € A. As ), is an involution, Part (1) follows by an application
of [Lu2, Lemma 24.2.1] to our setting. O

Lemma 4.8. Writez =2’ ifv—2' € ¢ “L(s) with s € N. The U'-homomorphism
T =151 :YL(s+2) = “L(s) from Proposition 4.4 satisfies that, for a >0,

E(a—l)g_m ZfS =a— 17
E@¢_ otherwise.

T(EWe_,_y) = {

Proof. Recall Proposition 4.4, Proposition 4.3, and 7 = (6 ® id)(T ® id ® id) (x ®
id)x. It is easy to compute the action of T on “L(1) = L(1) is given by

TE1)=E&a— (¢ —q)¢1 and T(BE,)=E .
For the map d ® id : L(1) ® “L(1) ® “L(s) — “L(s), it is easy to compute that
S(EEi®E1) =1, (61 ® B ) = —q,
and
61 ®&1) =0(EE 1 @ ES 1) =0.
For the map (x ® id)x : “L(s +2) — “L(1) ® “L(1) ® “ L(s), we have
(x ®id)x(E“E )
— Z q—ala2—a10«3—a2a3+0«1+3a1+3a2E(al)g_l ® E(a2)f_1 ® E(GS)f—s

a1 +taz+az=a
=1 ®Ea @B+ @ Be ® BTV,
+ q—a+2+sE£_1 ® 5—1 ® E(a—l)g_s + q2s—2a+4E£_1 ® Eé‘_l ® E(a—2)£_s'



54 HUANCHEN BAO AND WEIQIANG WANG
Then by applying T ® id ® id, we have
(T®id®@id)(y ® id)y(E@WE_,_,)
=B REGREYE, — (¢ - )1 ® L ® BWE,
1R @ FBE, @ E@YE
g (g ) @ BE_, @ E@ Ve,
bt @6 @ BO Ve 4@ @ B, @ B¢
At last, by applying 6 ® 1, we have
m(E®WE_ )
—E@¢_ 4040+ q (g7 = q)ECVe_ 10— @B RS ple-Dg
—E@Wg 4 gmotlitspla-le _ gmatdtspla-le 22045 pla=e
The lemma follows. [

We adopt the convention that 7)) =0 if s < a.

Proposition 4.9. The homomorphism 1 = ms1 @ “L(s +2) — “L(s) sends 1-
canonical basis elements to 1-canonical basis elements or zero. More precisely, we
have

T2 4, ifs=a—1;

T3, otherwise.

n(T) = {

Proof. By Proposition 4.7 and Lemma 4.8, the difference of the two sides of the
identity in the proposition lies in ¢“£(s) and hence is a gZ[g|-linear combination
of B*(s). Lemma 4.5 implies that such a difference is fixed by the anti-linear
involution v, and hence it must be zero. The proposition follows. O

Lemma 4.10. Let f(t) € U' = Q(q)[t] be nonzero. Then f(t)é_s # 0 for all
s >deg f.

Proof. We write £ = {_,. Write a = deg f, and f(t) = > i, ¢t with ¢, # 0.
Then +(f(t)) = c,E* + x, where z is a linear combination of elements in U with
weights lower than that of £*. It follows that

f)E =c B¢ +2E#0  for s > a,

since ¢, F*¢ # 0 and it cannot be canceled out by z£ for weight reason. O
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Proposition 4.11. There exists a unique Q(q)-basis {T° | a € N} of U* =
Q(q)[t] with deg T = a such that

T(;Jddg_s _ T;—17 Zf S = a’ - 17 (43)
17, otherwise,

for each s € 2N + 1. Moreover, we have T0dd = T4,

Proof. By going over carefully the proof of Lemma 4.1 in the rank one case, we
can prove the following refinement of Lemma 4.1:

(Q%)  Whenever s > a, there exists a unique element T,(s) € U* = Q(q)[t] of
degree a such that T,(s)_s =T7.

Let s > a and take [ > 0. Since 7, is a U-homomorphism with 7, ;({_(s121y) =
£_s (see Proposition 4.4), we have by Proposition 4.9

Ta(s + 2l)€—s = 7T571(Ta(8 + 2l)€—(s+2l))

@in

S (TEP) = T8 2 T (s)E .

Hence T,(s + 2l) = T,(s) for all I > 0 and s > a, thanks to the uniqueness of
T,(s) in (V%). Hence,

T4 = lim T,(1 + 21) € U
l—00

is well defined. It follows by Proposition 4.9 that T°4 satisfies (4.3).

We now show that T° is unique (for a given a). Let "T°¥ be another such
element satisfying (4.3). Then (7°% —'T°dd)¢ =0 for all s € 2N + 1. Tt follows
by Lemma 4.10 that 7244 = 7044,

Applying 1, to both sides of (4.3) and using Corollary 3.11, we conclude that
Todd satisfies (4.3) as well. Hence by the uniqueness we have 7244 = Todd, O

A similar argument gives us the following proposition.

Proposition 4.12. There exists a unique Q(q)-basis {7V | a € N} of U* =
Q(q)[t] with deg T = a such that

Tog = {Jv Ho=stl
T3, otherwise,

for each s € 2N. Moreover, we have T = T".
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Clearly we have Tgdd = T§¥ = 1. It is also easy to see that 724 and TV for
a > 1 are both of the form

a

— 4 ¢(t), where degg < a. (4.4)

[a]!

We have the following conjectural formula (which is not needed in this paper).

Conjecture 4.13. For a € N, we have
t(t —[—2a+42])(t — [-2a+4])---(t — [2a — 4])(t — [2a — 2])

Ty = 24! ’
qodd _ (t—[~2a))(t — [-2a+2]) - (t — [2a — 2])(t — [24])
2a+1 [2a+ 1]' )
Tev (t—1[-2a+1)(t —[-2a+3]) - (t — [2a — 3])(t — [2a — 1))
2a [2@]' 9
e t(t—[—2a+ 1))t = [-2a+3]) -+ (t — [2a — 3])(t — [2a — 1])
2a+1 [2a + 1]! )

3. INTEGRALITY AT RANK ONE

Lemma 4.14. Let s,] € N.
(1) There exists a unique homomorphism of U'-modules

T =m,YL(s+20) — L(I) ® “L(s +1)

such that T (§_s_o) =M Q& _s_y.
(2) m~ induces a homomorphism of A-modules

=m0 “La(s +20) — La(l) ® “La(s +1).

Proof. The uniqueness of such a homomorphism is clear, since U’{_;_o = “L(s+
20) by Lemma 4.1.
We let 7= = T~ !y be the composition of the U-homomorphisms

“L(s +20) S L) @“L(s + 1) =2 L(1) @ “L (s + 1),

where y is the U’-homomorphism from Proposition 4.3 and T = T o Z o Ty, 18
the U'-homomorphism from Theorem 2.18. As the automorphism 7,,, preserves
the A-forms, we can choose the weight function ¢ in (2.18) with suitable value
(1) € g% such that Tujolg_l(g_l) = ;. Tt follows by (2.18) that ¢ must be A-valued.
Then 7~ = Tty is the map satisfying (1) since x(£_,_2) =&, Q@& 4.
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By Proposition 4.3 x maps “L(s + 2) to La(l) ® “La(s +1). It is also well
known that T, is an automorphism of the A-form “L,(l). By Lemma 4.6, T~! =
T preserves the A-form “L4(l) as well. As a composition of all these maps,

= (T o(oT,,) 'Y preserves the A-forms, whence (2). O

The following lemma is a variant of Lemma 4.14 and can be proved in the same
way.
Lemma 4.15. Let s, € N.
(1) There exists a unique homomorphism of U'-modules
=) Y L(s +2l) — L(s +1) @ “L(1),

such that 7r+(§_s_21) = Nep1 R E_.
(2) 7 induces a homomorphism of A-modules

* wLA(S + 21) — LA(S + l) ®wLA(l)

Recall that a modified Q(g)-algebra U as well as its A-form U, are defined in
[Lu2, Chapter 23]. Any finite-dimensional unital U-module is naturally a weight
U-module, and vice versa (see [Lu2, 23.1.4]). In the rank one setting, U (or U,)
is generated by E,F and the idempotents 1, for s € Z. As U is naturally a
U-bimodule, 2(7°4)1, and 2(T)1, make sense as elements in Ul,, for ¢ € N
and s € Z.

Proposition 4.16. (1) We have o(To9N)1, € Uy, foralla €N, s € 27+ 1.
(2) We have o(T2¥)1s € Uy, for alla € N, s € 27.

Proof. (1). Let s € 2N + 1. Fix an arbitrary a € N. Recall Lusztig’s canonical
basis {60 _sb'} of Ul_g in [Lu2, Theorem 25.2.1]. We write

TOdd 1—s Zcbb/bo b
bb
for some scalars ¢, € Q(gq). Consider the map
“La(s+2l) — La(l) @“Ly(s+1)

in Lemma 4.14 for all [ > 0. We have ngdﬁ_s_gl € “Ly(s+2l) by Propositions 4.7
and 4.11. Therefore we have

Z(Tsdd)l—swl ®E& 1) = ded(m ®E& 1)
= W_(T;)ddg_s_gl) S LA(Z) ® wLA(S + l)
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Hence we have (in Lusztig’s notation [Lu2, Theorem 25.2.1])

> by (bOV ) 1ot = u(T )1 (m ® §smt) € La(l) @ “La(s +1).
(b,v")
Since this holds for a}l [ and (bOV'); 541 # 0 for I > 0, all ¢,y must belong to A.
Hence +(7°94)1_, € Uy.
By considering the map

* WLA(S + 2[) — LA(S + l) ®WLA(Z)

in Lemma 4.15 for all [ > 0, we can show that +(7°%)1, € Uy forse2N+1ina
similar way. This proves (1). The proof of (2) is similar and will be skipped. [

4. THE INTEGRALITY OF Y

Back to the general higher rank case, we are now ready to prove the following
crucial lemma with the help of Proposition 4.16.

Lemma 4.17. For each A € AT, we have T(“L4(\)) C“La(N).

Proof. We write & = £_,. We shall prove that Tx € “Ly(A) by induction on
the height ht(x + X), for an arbitrary weight vector x € “L()),. It suffices to
consider z of the form z = E&Zl)ng;) . Eﬁ{”g which is 1)-invariant.

The base case when ht(u + A) = 0 is clear, since z = £ and T¢ = &.

Denote 7/ = E&“j’E&“”g € “Ly(N\), and so z = Ec(yai)x’ The induction
step is divided into three cases depending on whether i; > 0, 7; < 0, or 7; = 0.
Recall that, for any v € U’ the actions of w and #(u) on “L,4 () are the same by
definition.

(1) Assume that i; > 0 (i.e., iy € I'). Replacing E(gf:) in the expression of z

by e((;g’, we introduce a new element 2" = egz)x’ which lies in “L4(\) thanks to

(2.2). Then y := 2" —x € “L4(A) is a linear combination of elements of weights
lower than the weight of x.
We shall consider ,(z”) in two ways. By Corollary 3.11, “L4(\) is -involutive.

. (a1) - . . _
Since eq,,” is P-invariant and ¢, = T, we have

%(I/) ¢2( (al ) (al ¢2( )—e W( )

It is well known (cf. [Lu2]) that 1 preserves “LA()\), and so ¥(x') € “La(N).
Since ¥ (x') has weight lower than x, we have T@b( ) € “L4(N) by the induction

hypothesis. Equation (2.2) implies that ¢,(2") = 6a11 Tw( "y e“La(A).
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On the other hand, we have

@D,(:L’”) = %(93) + ¢Z(y) = T¢($) + Tw(y) =Tz + Tw(y)'

Since ¥ (y) € “La(\) has weight lower than x, we have YT (y) € “L4(\) by the
induction hypothesis. Therefore we conclude that Tz = ¢,(z") =T (y) € “La(N).

(2) Assume that i1 < 0. In this case, replacing Eéf‘;) in the expression of x by
fé‘il)l instead, we consider a new element z” = fé’fll)x’ which also lies in “L4())
by (2.3). Then an argument parallel to (1) shows that Tz € “L4(A).

(3) Now consider the case where i, = 0. Set =} _, a;o;, — A. We decide

into two subcases (i)-(ii), depending on whether (ag, #) is odd or even.

1
expression of x by the element Tgldd defined in Proposition 4.11, we introduce a
new element z” = T2%2’, which belongs to “L4(A) by Proposition 4.16 (as we
can write ” = T2%1 (4, 5y2"). Thanks to (4.4), y := 2" —z € “Ly(A) is a linear
combination of elements of weights lower than z. Then similarly as in case (1),
we have

Subcase (i). Assume that (g, ) is an odd integer. Replacing EX) in the

i(2") = e (Tpta') = T4, (o) = T T (a').
As in (1), we have Y1 (2') € “L(A). Recall from Theorem 2.10 that T = T,

where Y, # 0 only if 4’ = u. Note that (g, ;1) must be an even integer if u% = p.
Hence (ayg, o+ f3) is always odd whenever p’ = p. Therefore by Proposition 4.16,
we have

a") = TETH() = 3 T2 s Tt (&) € “La(M).
wpl=p
Now by the induction hypothesis we have Y¢(y) € “Ly(A), and hence Tz =
i(z") = Tib(y) € “La(N).

Subcase (ii). Assume that (g, 3) is an even integer. In this subcase, we replace

E(gffi) by TsY. The rest of the argument is the same as Subcase (i) above.
This completes the induction and the proof of the lemma. O

Theorem 4.18. We have T, € U}, for all i € NIIL.

Proof. Recall Lusztig’s canonical basis B of f in Section 3 with B, = BN f,. We
write T, = > 7cp, b~ for some scalars ¢, € Q(g). By Lemma 4.17, we have

YTum= > by € La()), forall X e AT,

bEB,,
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For an arbitrarily fixed b € B, b™n\ # 0 for A large enough, and hence we must
have ¢, € A. Therefore T, € Uj. O
5. THE 1-CANONICAL BASIS OF A BASED U-MODULE

By Corollary 3.11, “L(\) for A € AT is an s-involutive U-module with involu-
tion ¢, = Y.
Lemma 4.19. The bar map 1, preserves the A-form “Ly(X), for A € A™.

Proof. Tt is well known (cf. [Lu2]) that ¢ preserves “L4(\). As“L () is preserved
by T by Lemma 4.17, it is also preserved by 1, = T1. ([

Define a partial ordering < on the set B(\) of canonical basis for A € AT as
follows:

by < by if the images of |by|, |be| are the same in Ay

4.
and [by| — [by| € NIL. (45)
(Recall that |b| denotes the weight of b as in §2).
For any b € B()\), we have
G (bTELN) = TROTEN) =TT = D b TE, (4.6)

Y eB(N)

where ppy € A by Theorem 4.18. Since T lies in a completion of U™ satisfying
Y, = 0 unless u’ = p (see Theorem 2.10), we have p,;, = 1 and pyy = 0 unless
b’ <b. As 1), is an involution, we can apply [Lu2, Lemma 24.2.1] to our setting
to establish the following theorem, which is a generalization of Proposition 4.7 in
the rank one case.

Theorem 4.20. Let A € A™.

(1) The U'-module “La(\) admits a unique basis
B'(\) = {T; | be B(\)}
which is ,~invariant and of the form
TbA = b+§_)\ + Ztab/bl+€_)\, fOT tg\;b’ € qZ[q]
b'<b

(2) B*(\) forms an A-basis for the A-lattice “La(\).
(3) B*(A) forms a Zlq]-basis for the Z|q]-lattice L (N).

Definition 4.21. B*()) is called the 2-canonical basis of the U’-module “L(\).
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Remark 4.22. The i-canonical basis B'(\) is not homogenous in terms of the
weight lattice A, though it is homogenous in terms of Ag.

Remark 4.23. Lusztig’s canonical basis B()\) is computable algorithmically. As T
is constructed recursively in §4, there is an algorithm to compute the structure
constants ppy in (4.6) and then tl’,\;b,.

Set tb)‘;b =1, and tl’,\;b, =0if b, ' € B(\) satisfy ' £ b.
Conjecture 4.24 (Positivity of t},,). We have tj, € N[g|, for b,b' € B()).

One can hope for similar positivity in the general setting of based U-modules
below.

Recall [Lu2, Chapter 27] has developed a theory of finite-dimensional based
U-modules (M, B) (for general quantum groups U of finite type). The basis B
generates a Z[q]-submodule M and an A-submodule 4M of M. Applying the
same argument for Theorem 4.20 above, we have established the following.

Theorem 4.25. Let (M, B) be a finite-dimensional based U-module.

(1) The U'-module M admits a unique basis (called 1-canonical basis) B* =
{T}, | b € B} which is ¢,-invariant and of the form

T, =b+ Z topt',  for tuy € qZ[q). (4.7)
YEB <b

(2) B* forms an A-basis for the A-lattice 4 M, and B forms a Z|q|-basis for
the Z[q|-lattice M.

Recall that a tensor product of finite-dimensional simple U-modules is a based
U-module by [Lu2, Theorem 27.3.2]. Theorem 4.25 implies now the following.

Theorem 4.26. Let \i,...,\. € AT. The tensor product of finite-dimensional
stimple U-modules “L(A\) ® ... ®“L(\,) admits a unique 1,-invariant basis of the
form (4.7) (called 1-canonical basis).

Remark 4.27. One can hope for a positivity similar to Conjecture 4.24 in the
above general setting of tensor product U-modules.



CHAPTER 5

The (U’, Hp )-duality and compatible bar involutions

In this chapter, we recall Schur-Jimbo duality between quantum group U and
Hecke algebra of type A. Then we establish a duality between U® and Hecke
algebra Hp  of type B acting on V™ and show the existence of a bar involution
on V¥ which is compatible with the bar involutions on U* and Hp, . This allows
a reformulation of Kazhdan-Lusztig theory for Lie algebras of type B/C' via the
involutive U-module V&,

1. SCHUR-JIMBO DUALITY

Recall the notation Iy, from (1.1), and we set

R 1 3 113 1
= L2r42 = { —7’—57---7—57—575757---77”4‘5}-
Let the Q(q)-vector space V := > _;Q(q)v, be the natural representation of U.
We shall call V the natural representation of U’ (by restriction) as well. For
m € Zxg, the tensor space V¥ is naturally a U-module (and a U-module) via
the coproduct A. The U-module V is involutive with 1 defined by

Y(vg) :=v,, forallael.

Then V™ is an involutive U-module and hence an e-involutive Umodule by
Proposition 3.10 and Remark 3.14.
We view f € I"™ as a function f: {1,...,m} — I. For any f € I, we define

My :=v51) @ -+ @ Vs(m)-

Then {My | f € I"™} forms a basis for V&,
Let Wp,, be the Coxeter groups of type B,, with simple reflections s;,0 < j <
m — 1, where the subgroup generated by s;, 1 < ¢ < m — 1 is isomorphic to

Wy, |, = 6,,. The group Wp, and its subgroup S, act naturally on /™ on the
62



QUANTUM SYMMETRIC PAIRS AND KAZHDAN-LUSZTIG THEORY 63

right as follows: for any f € I"™, 1 < ¢ < m, we have
fog [ fGE DG, >0,
T f) @) fm), i =0

Let Hp, be the Iwahori-Hecke algebra of type B,, over Q(q). It is generated
by Hy, Hy, Hs, ..., H,,_1, subject to the following relations,

(5.1)

(H; —q ") (H; +q) =0, for i >0,
H;H;WH; = Hiy HiHy for i >0,
HZH]:H]HZ, for |'l—]| >].,

HOH1HOH1 == HlHoHlH(].

Associated to o € Wp,, with a reduced expression o = s;, - - - 5;,, we define H, :=
H;, ---H;, . The bar involution on Hp,, is the unique anti-linear automorphism
defined by H, = H.',,g=¢ ', for all 0 € Wp,,.

There is a right action of the Hecke algebra Hp, on the Q(q)-vector space V™
as follows:

(¢ M, if a >0, f(a) = f(a+1);
My, if a >0, f(a) < fla+1);
MiH, =< My, + (¢t —q)My, ifa>0,f(a)> fla+1); (5.2)
My.,, if a =0, f(1) > 0;
(My.go + (¢ —q)My, ifa=0,f(1)<0.

One can alternatively set f(0) = 0, then we only need the first three cases above
without any condition on a.

Identified as the subalgebra generated by Hy, Hs, ..., H,,—1 of Hp, , the Hecke
algebra H 4, inherits a right action on V¥, Note that the bar involution on
Ha4,,, is just the restriction of the bar involution on Hp, .

Recall from Section 4 the operator R. We define the following operator on V™
foreach1 <i<m —1:

R =id ' @R@id" T VET — VE,
The following basic result was due to Jimbo.

Proposition 5.1. [Jim)]

(1) The action of R;" coincides with the action of H; on V™ for 1 < i <
m —1.
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(2) The actions of U and H,
form double centralizers.

on V& commute with each other, and they

m—1

2. THE (U",Hp,, )-DUALITY

Introduce the Q(g)-subspaces of V:

Vo = @ @((D(U—i—% - q_lvi-‘r%)?

0<i<r

VvV, = @ @(Q)(U—i—% + qu’—i—%)'
0<i<r
Lemma 5.2. The subspace V_ is a U'-submodule of V generated by U1 q_lv%
and V 1s a U'-submodule of V generated by v_
V=V_oV,.

1 + qui. Moreover, we have
2 2

Proof. Follows by a direct computation. 0
Now we fix the function ¢ in (2.18) with ((e_,_1) = 1 so that

1
2
C(erp1y) = (—q) 1, for 0 <i < 2r+41.

Let us compute the U~homomorphism T = T o ( o T}, (see Theorem 2.18) on
the U-module V; we remind that wy here is associated to U instead of Wp,  or
Wa, .

Lemma 5.3. The U'-isomorphism T~ on 'V acts as a scalar (—q)id on the sub-
module V_ and as ¢~ id on the submodule V..

Proof. First one computes that the action of T, on V is given by
T, ('U—r—%—l-i) = (_Q)%H_i”w%—ia for 0 <@ <2r+1.

Hence

C 0Ty (vy) = v4.5,, Tforallael. (5.3)
We have Yo, = —(¢~! —q) F,, from the proof of Theorem 2.10 in §4. Therefore,
using T =Y o ( o T}, we have

T v_y — ¢ vy) = —qlv_s — ¢ 'oy), (5.4)
T vos +quy) = ¢ (o1 +quy). (5.5)
The lemma now follows from Lemma 5.3 since T~! is a U%isomorphism. O]

We have the following generalization of Schur-Jimbo duality in Proposition 5.1.
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Theorem 5.4 ((U’, Hp, )-duality). (1) The action of T~' ® id™™ " coincides
with the action of Hy € Hp,, on VO™,
(2) The actions of U* and Hp,, on V™ commute with each other, and they
form double centralizers.

Proof. Part (1) follows from Lemma 5.3 and the action (5.2) of Hy € Hp, on
yem,

By Proposition 5.1, the actions of U* and H,,, , on V¥ commute with each
other. The action of U* on V¥™ comes from the iterated coproduct U* — U* ®
U®m=1 Since T-! : V — V is a U-homomorphism, we conclude that the actions
of T-'®id™ ! and U on V™ commute with each other. Hence by (1) the actions
of U* and Hp,, on V¥ commute with each other.

The double centralizer property is equivalent to a multiplicity-free decomposi-
tion of V™ as an U'® Hp, -module. The latter follows by the same multiplicity-
free decomposition claim at the specialization ¢ — 1, in which case U* specializes
to the enveloping algebra of sl(r + 1) @ gl(r + 1) and Hp,, to the group alge-
bra of Wg,,. Then V = V, @& V_ at ¢ = 1 becomes the natural module of
sl(r +1) @ gl(r + 1), on which sy € Wp,, acts as (idy,, —idy_). A multiplicity-
free decomposition of V¥™ at ¢ = 1 can be established by a standard method
with the simples parameterized by ordered pairs of partitions (\, ) such that
(N <r+1,4p) <r+1and [N+ |g =m. O

Remark 5.5. The homomorphism T (or T71) is not needed in Theorem 5.4(2),
as one can check directly that the action of Hy commutes with the action of U".
However, it is instructive to note that the action of H arises from T which plays
an analogous role as the R-matrix.

Remark 5.6. A version of the duality in Theorem 5.4 was given in [Gr|, where a
Schur-type algebra was in place of U* here. For the applications to BGG categories
in Part 2, it is essential for us to work with the “quantum group” U" equipped
with a coproduct.

3. BAR INVOLUTIONS AND DUALITY

Definition 5.7. An element f € I"™ is called anti-dominant (or 1-anti-dominant),
o< f(1) < f(2)<...< f(m).
Theorem 5.8. There exists an anti-linear bar involution 1, : V™ — VO™ which

is compatible with both the bar involution of Hpg, and the bar involution of U,
that is, for allv € Vo™, o € Wg, , and u € U, we have

¢Z(UUH0) = ¢2(u) %(U)FU- (5'6)
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Such a bar involution is unique by requiring 1,(My) = My for all 1-anti-dominant
f.

Proof. Applying the general construction in §4 to our setting, we have an -
involutive U’-module (V®™ 4),); in other words, we have constructed an anti-
linear involution 1, : V¥ — V®™ which is compatible with the bar involution of
U

As the Hp, -module V™ is a direct sum of permutation modules of the form
Hpg,, /H, for various Hecke subalgebras H;, there exists a unique anti-linear in-
volution on V¥ denoted by 1/, such that

(1) ¢¥/(My) = My, if f is r-anti-dominant;
(2) Y/(M,H,) = !(M,)H,, for all g € I"™ and 0 € Wpg,,.

To prove the compatibility of ¢, with the bar involution of Hp, , it suffices to
prove 1), satisfies the conditions (1)-(2) above; note that it suffices to consider o
in (2) to be the simple reflections.

By the construction in §4, the bar involution 1, : V®™ — V®™ is given by
Y, = T, where 1) : VO™ — VO™ ig g bar involution of type A. The following
compatibility of the bar involutions in the type A setting is well known (see, e.g.,
[Brl]) (Here we note that our s-anti-dominant condition is stronger than the type
A anti-dominant condition):

(1) (My) = My, if f is r-anti-dominant;
(2") v(MyH,) = M,H,, for any g € I™ and any H, € Hy,, ,.

The U-weight of My is wt(f) := > " | €5 € A. Define the U'-weight of My
wto(f) == Don  Ef(a) € Mg, which is the image of wt(f) in Ag = A/A? (here we
have denoted by g the image of £ in Ay). Defined the following partial ordering
=< on I™ (which is only used in this proof):

g=2f & wto(g) =wto(f) and wt(f) — wt(g) € NIL

Applying the intertwiner T = > LENTT T, from Theorem 2.10, we can write for
any f € I"™ that
T (M) = Z cgM,, for ¢, € Q(q).
gel™
Here the sum can be restricted to g with wto(g) = wto(f) (since T, = 0 unless
1Y = p by Theorem 2.10); hence we have wt(gf) — wt(g) € NII (since T, € U™).
Therefore we have

Y(My) = Mp+ ) c,M,, for ¢, € Q(g).

g=f



QUANTUM SYMMETRIC PAIRS AND KAZHDAN-LUSZTIG THEORY 67

So if f is s-anti-dominant then we have Y(M;) = My, and thus by Proposition
3.10 and (1') above, ¥,(M;) = Y(My) = Y(My) = My. Hence v, satisfies
Condition (1).

To verify Condition (2) for 1, let us first consider the special case when m = 1.
Note that ¢(v,) = v, and hence ¥,(v,) = T(v,) for all a. By Definition 5.7, a is
1-anti-dominant if and only if a > 0. Thus we have

U, (vy) = vq = Ul (va), for a > 0. (5.7)

On the other hand, by (5.3) and Lemma 5.3 we have
U (vg) = T(va) =T o ZO Two (Va-sy)
= T(Vasy) = Vaso Hy ' = V! (v4), for a < 0.

Hence 1, = 9! and (5.6) holds when m = 1.
Now consider general m € Z-.q. For 1 <1 < m — 1, by applying Proposition
3.10, the identity (2') above, and Proposition 5.1 in a row, we have, for g € I"™,

U(MgH;) = To(MyH;) = T(¢(Mg)ﬁi) = %(Mg)ﬁz
When ¢ = 0, we write My = vy1) ® M, and hence
U(MyHo) = ¥ (vgayHo ® My )

(5.8)

= O'(¢,(vgayHo) ® (M) by Proposition 3.15,
= 0"(¢,(vy)) Ho @ (M) by (5.6) in case m = 1,

O (¢, (vy1)) @ (M) Ho by Theorem 5.4,
= 1y( g) 0 by Proposition 3.15.

This proves v, = | in general, and hence completes the proof of the compatibility
of all these bar involutions.
The uniqueness of 1, in the theorem follows from the uniqueness of ¢/ above. [

Remark 5.9. The anti-linear involution ¢, defined on V®™ from the Hecke algebra
side gives rise to the Kazhdan-Lusztig theory of type B. Theorem 5.8 implies that
the (induced) Kazhdan-Luszig basis on V¥ coincides with its +-canonical basis
(see Theorem 4.26). Hence Kazhdan-Lusztig theory of type B can be reformulated
from the algebra U® side through v, without referring to the Hecke algebra; see
Theorem 11.10.

Remark 5.10. It follows by (5.7) and (5.8) that {UH_ SCESE Yoy ) | 0 <
i <r} forms a ¢,-invariant basis of V. Also {’UH_ (v, 1+ qv ) | 0 < i<r}
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forms another 1,-invariant basis of V, which must be the ¢-canonical basis by the
characterization in Theorem 4.20.



CHAPTER 6
The quantum symmetric pair (U, UY)

In this chapter we consider the quantum symmetric pair (U, U?) with U of type
As,. We formulate the counterparts of the main results from Chapter 2 through
Chapter 5 where U was of type Ag,.1. The proofs are similar and often simpler
for U’ since it does not contain a generator t as U* does, and hence will be omitted
almost entirely.

1. THE COIDEAL SUBALGEBRA U’

We shall write I = I, as given in (1.1) in this chapter. We define
1 13 1
I — (= _Jr° 4
P=E=(;+NnI {2,2,...,7" 2}.
The Dynkin diagram of type As, together with the involution 6 are depicted as
follows:

0
T
Ay, ° — o °
o 1 a_1 a1 .1
—rt3 -3 3 T3

The algebra U’ is defined to be the associative algebra over Q(q) generated by
;s fois Kays k;il, 1 € IV, subject to the following relations for i, j € I’:
ko kbt = k;ilkai =1,

Qi Vo
kaikaj = kaj kaiv

-1 (i—o—sa;)
kaea;kin, = q 0%

Cays

-1 _  —(oi—a_;,04
kocifajkai _q ( J)faja
kai - ko_éll P 1
€aifaj - faieaj = 5i,jﬁu ifi,j # 9
2

eiieaj + ea,€,, = (q+ q_l)eaieajeai, if |1 —j| =1,
69
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o foy + fa, 12 = @+ 1) faifay fars if [t — gl =1,
€a;€a; = Ca;Cas if [0 — 5] > 1,
faifaj:fajfaia if |Z_]| >1a

a16a1 +€a1 fil (q—i_q_l)(fa%ea%fa% _Qfa%k;; _q_lfa%ka%>7

2

2

al -fOél +f0¢% oy (q_l_q_l)(ea%fa%ea% _q_lka%ea% —qka_%leal).

We introduce the divided powers €& = es,/lal!, Fo = o /lall.
The following is a counterpart of Lemma 2.1.

Lemma 6.1. (1) The algebra U’ has an involution w, such that
w,(ka;) = q_éi’%k;il, wy(€a;) = fai, and w)(fa,) = €q;, for all i € .
(2) The algebra U? has an anti-involution T, such that

T(ea;) = €ays T)(fa,) = fai, and 7)(ka,) = g 2k, foralli € IV
(3) The algebra U’ has an anti-linear (g~ q~*) bar involution such that
ko, = k3!, €ay = €a,, and fo = fa,, for alli € .

oy )

(Sometzmes we denote the bar involution on U’ by 1,.)

The following is a counterpart of Proposition 2.2, the proof of which relies on
[KP, Proposition 4.1] and [Le, Theorem 7.1].

Proposition 6.2. There is an injective Q(q)-algebra homomorphism j: U? — U
defined by, for alli € IV,

ko, — KaiK;}i,
foi = Fo, KJ' 4+ Eq_,.
Note that Eq, (K 'F,_,) = qz(K;ilFafi)Eai for i € IV. We have for i € I,

a— 1FOC 1)J E[Olf_]
Zq ) T T (6.1)

o) F%K L) By
Z ¢ i (6.2)

The following is a counterpart of Proposition 2.5.
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Proposition 6.3. The coproduct A : U — U ® U restricts under the embedding
7 to a Q(q)-algebra homomorphism A : U’ — U’ @ U such that for all i € 17,

A(kaz-) = Ko, ® KaiKo_z,lia
Aleq,) =1® Eoy + €0, @ KV + k' @ KJ'F,_,
A(fo) = ko, ® Fo Ko+ fo, ® KL +1® Ba .

Similarly, the counit € of U induces a Q(q)-algebra homomorphism e : U? — Q(q)
such that €(eq,) = €(fa,) =0 and €(ky,) =1 for all i € .

It follows by Proposition 6.3 that U7 is a (right) coideal subalgebra of U. The
map A : U’ — U? ® U will be called the coproduct of U’ and € : U? — Q(q)
will be called the counit of U?. The coproduct A : U’ — U’ ® U is coassociative,
ie, (1 A)A=(A®1)A: U’ - U’® U ® U. The counit map € makes Q(¢q) a
(trivial) U%-module. Let m : U® U — U denote the multiplication map. Just as
in Corollary 2.8, we have m(e ® 1)A = 5: U’ — U.

2. THE INTERTWINER T AND THE ISOMORPHISM T

As in §3, we let U be the completion of the Q(g)-vector space U. We have the
obvious embedding of U into U. By continuity the Q(q)-algebra structure on U
extends to the Q(g)-algebra structure on U. The bar involution ~ on U extends

by continuity to an anti-linear involution on IAJ, which is also denoted by ~. The
following is a counterpart of Theorem 2.10.

Theorem 6.4. There isAa unique family of elements T, € UZ, for p € NII
such that T = Zu T, € U intertwines the bar involutions on U’ and U wvia the
embedding 3 and Lo = 1; that is, T satisfies the following identity (in U ):
J@Y =7 3(u), forallue U (6.3)
Moreover, T, = 0 unless u’ = pu.
The following is a counterpart of Corollary 2.13.
Corollary 6.5. We have Y - T = 1.

Consider a function ¢ on A such that
C(,U/ + ai) — _q(ai—aq,u+ai)g(ﬂ)7

(6.4)
C(n+ ay) = —qlommrtesD=amn (),
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for all 4 € A, i € IP. Such ( exists. For any U-module M, define a Q(g)-linear
map ¢ : M — M by

E(m) = ((u)m, for allm e M,.

Let wy denote the longest element of the Weyl group W of type As.. As in
Section 3 we denote by T, the braid group element. The following is a counterpart
of Theorem 2.18.

Theorem 6.6. Given any finite-dimensional U-module M, the composition map

TJ=To(oTy M —M

s an isomorphism of U’-modules.

3. QUASI-R MATRIX ON U’

It follows by Theorem 6.4 that Y is a well-defined operator on finite-dimensional
U-modules. For any finite-dimensional U-modules M and M’, we shall use the
formal notation T# to denote the well-defined action of T on M ® M’. Hence the
operator

=T '®1) (6.5)
on M ® M’ is well defined. Define

AU —U U
by letting A(u) = A(w), for all u € UY.

The construction in §2 carries over with little modification, and we will be
sketchy. For each N € N, we have a truncation map tr<y on U™ as in (3.2).
Then the same formulas as in (3.3) and (3.4) give us O, and 0%, in U® U™,
The following is a counterpart of Proposition 3.5. -

Proposition 6.7. For any N € N, we have ©}; € 3(U?) @ U~.

Proposition 6.7 allows us to make sense of 771(0%;) € U’®U for each N. For any
finite-dimensional U-modules M and M’, the action of 771(©?%;) coincides with the
action of ©4 on M®@M’'. As we will only need to use 7' (0%) € U’®U rather
than ©);,, we will simply write ©} for ;~!(0%) and regard 0%, € U@ U
from now on. Similarly, it is now understood that ©., = YN 01 ¢ U’ @ U.
The actions of 3., 0% and of ©7 coincide on any tensor product of finite-
dimensional U-modules. From now on, we may and shall identify

DI

N>0
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(or alternatively, use this as a normalized definition of ©7) as an element in a
completion (U@ U™)" of U@ U~.
The following is a counterpart of Theorem 3.6.

Theorem 6.8. Let L be a finite-dimensional U?-module and let M be a finite-
dimensional U-modules. Then as linear operators on L ® M, we have

Au)®’ = 7A(u), foru e U
The following is the counterpart of Proposition 3.7.
Proposition 6.9. We have 6’07 = 1.
The following is the counterpart of Corollary 3.8.
Corollary 6.10. We have m(e ® 1)©7 =T.

4. THE j-INVOLUTIVE MODULES

In this section we shall assume all modules are finite dimensional. Recall the
bar map on U and its modules is also denoted by 1, and the bar map on U7 is
also denoted by v,. It is also understood that (u) = ¢ (y(u)) for u € U.

Definition 6.11. A U’-module M equipped with an anti-linear involution %, is
called involutive (or j-involutive) if

¥,(um) =, (u)p,(m),  VYue U me M.
The following is a counterpart of Proposition 3.10.

Proposition 6.12. Let M be an involutive U-module. Then M 1is an j-involutive
U’-module with involution 1, :== T o).

The following is a counterpart of Corollary 3.11.
Corollary 6.13. Let A € AT. Regarded as U’-modules, L(\) and “L(\) are

J-involutive.

Given an involutive U’-module L and an involutive U-module M, we define
Y, L®M — L ® M by letting

U, (1@ m) = 0% (1h,(1) @ ¢¥(m)), for all I € L,m € M. (6.6)
The following is a counterpart of Proposition 3.13.

Proposition 6.14. Let L be an involutive U’-module and let M be an involutive
U-module. Then (L @ M,1,) is an involutive U’-module.
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Remark 6.15. Given two involutive U-modules (M, 1) and (Ma,1s), the two
different ways, via Proposition 6.12 or Proposition 6.14, of defining an j-involutive
U’-module structure on M; ® M, coincide; compare with Remark 3.14.

The following proposition, which is a counterpart of Proposition 3.15, implies
that different bracketings on the tensor product of several involutive U-modules
give rise to the same v,.

Proposition 6.16. Let M, ..., My be involutive U-modules with k > 2. We
have

Dy ® - @ ) = (i1 @+ @ ) @ a1 @ -+ @ ),
forany 1 <k < k.

5. INTEGRALITY OF T
Similar to Lemma 4.1 for U*, we can show that
UE_\ =“L()N), Ulny = L(A).
The following is a counterpart of Lemma 4.2.
Lemma 6.17. For any A\ € AT, there is a unique isomorphism of U’-modules
T:“L(N\) — “L(\) = L(\?),
such that T (&) = ZbeB(/\) b~ 10 for gy € Q(q) and g1 = 1.

Proposition 6.18. Let A\, € At. There is a unique homomorphism of UJ-
modules

T L’ + p+ ) — “L(N),
such that 7r,\7“(§_ug_u_)\) =&,

Recall that “L(p? + 1+ A) and “L()\) are both j-involutive U’-modules with
Y, = T o). Similar to Lemma 4.5, the U’-homomorphism 7, , commutes with
the bar involution v, i.e., ) ¥, = ¥,y 1.

The following is a counterpart of Lemma 4.17, with a much easier proof. Indeed,

since the identities (6.1) and (6.2) give us all the divided powers we need, we can
bypass the careful study of the rank one case as in §2 for U".

Lemma 6.19. For each A € At, we have Y(YLa(X)) C“La(N).
The following is a counterpart of Theorem 4.18.

Theorem 6.20. We have T, € U}, for all i € NIIL.
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6. THE j-CANONICAL BASIS OF “L(\)

The following is a counterpart of Lemma 4.19, which now follows from Theorem
6.20 and Proposition 6.12. Note that we do not need the input from the rank one
case here.

Lemma 6.21. The bar map 1), preserves the A-form “Ly(N), for A € AT,

Recall a partial ordering < on the set B(\) of canonical basis for A € A* from
(4.5). For any b € B(\), recalling ¢, = T¢, we have

Py (bTEn) = T(DTE Z Por V' (6.7)
YEB()

where ppy € A by Theorem 6.20. Since Y lies in a completion of U™ satisfying
Y, = 0 unless u’ = u (see Theorem 6.4), we have py, = 1 and pyy = 0 unless
b <b. Since 1, is an involution, we can apply [Lu2, Lemma 24.2.1] to our setting
to establish the following counterpart of Theorem 4.20.

Theorem 6.22. Let A\ € AT. The U?-module “ L(\) admits a unique basis
B’(\) :={T;' | b€ B(\)}
which is ,-invariant and of the form
T} =060+ b, for By € qZlq).
b'<b

Definition 6.23. B?()\) is called the j-canonical basis of the U’-module “L(\).

Just as in Section 5, we can generalize Theorem 6.22 to any based U-module
(M, B) (in the sense of Lusztig [Lu2, Chapter 27]). The basis B generates a Z[q|-
submodule M and an A-submodule 4 M of M. Recall again Lusztig has shown

that the tensor product of several finite-dimensional simple U-modules is a based
module. Thus we have the following counterparts of Theorem 4.25 and 4.26.

Theorem 6.24. Let (M, B) be a finite-dimensional based U-module. (For exam-
ple, take M =“L(A\) ® ... @“L(\.), for A,..., A\ € AT.)
(1) The U?-module M admits a unique basis (called j-canonical basis) B? =
{T}, | b € B} which is ¢,-invariant and of the form

T, =b+ Z tb;bfb/, for ty.y € qZ[q].
YeB b <b

(2) B’ forms an A-basis for the A-lattice 4 M, and B’ forms a Z|q|-basis for
the Z[q|-lattice M.
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7. THE (U’,Hp,, )-DUALITY

Again in this section U is of type A, with simple roots parametrized by Iy, in
(1.1). Recall the notation Iy, from (1.1), and we set

I:H2r+1 :{—r,...,—l,O,l,...,r}.

Let the Q(q)-vector space V := > _, Q(q)v, be the natural representation of U,
hence a U-module. We shall call V the natural representation of U’ as well. For
m € Zsg, V¥™ becomes a natural U-module (hence a U’-module) via the iteration
of the coproduct A. Note that V is an involutive U-module with v defined as

U(vg) :=v,, forallael.

Therefore V™ is an involutive U-module and hence a j-involutive U?-module by
Proposition 6.16.

For any f € I"™, we define My = vy1) @ - -+ @ vf(m). The Weyl group Wpg,, acts
on I"™ by (5.1) as before. Now the Hecke algebra Hp  acts on the Q(q)-vector
space V™ as follows:

q My, ifa>0,f(a) = fla+1);
My, ifa>0,f(a) < fla+1);
M, = A Mt @ =My a0 f@)> fat
My, ifa=0,f(1) > 0;
Mg + (gt —q)M;, ifa=0,f(1) <0;
L1y, if a =0, f(1) = 0.

Identified as the subalgebra generated by Hy, Hs,..., H, 1 of Hp,, the Hecke
algebra H,, _, inherits a right action on V¥, The Schur-Jimbo duality as for-
mulated in Proposition 5.1 remains to be valid in the current setting, i.e., the
actions of U and H 4, on V™ commute with each other and they form double
centralizers.

Introduce the Q(q)-subspaces of V:

Vo= P Q)i — g ).

1<i<r

Ve = Qg)o P P Qq)(v-i + qui).

1<i<r

m—1

The following is a counterpart of Lemma 5.2.
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Lemma 6.25. V_ is a U’-submodule of V generated by v_; —q ‘v, and V. is a

U’-submodule of V generated by vy. Moreover, we have V=V_®V,.
Now we fix ¢ in (6.4) such that ((e_,) = 1. It follows that
—2r+1 o .
—q S | A
(e = T A
q-(—q) ", ifi=r

Let us compute the U’-homomorphism T = Y o ¢ o T}, (see Theorem 6.6) on
the U-module V; we remind that wy here is associated to U instead of Wp, or
Wa,, .-

Lemma 6.26. The U’-isomorphism T=' on V acts as a scalar (—q)id on the
submodule V_ and as g~ 'id on the submodule V..

Proof. First one computes that the action of T;,, on V is given by

Towo(Vrss) = (—@)* "0, for 0 < i < 2r.
Hence

Cotife) = { o o7 6
One computes that Yo |10, = —(¢°' — ¢)F,, Fa ,. Therefore using T =

ToZoTwO we have o S
T g = ¢ o, (6.10)
T o1 — ¢ ') = (=) (v1 — g7 o), (6.11)
T ooy +qui) = ¢ Hv_y + quy). (6.12)
The lemma now follows from Lemma 6.26 since T~! is a U’-isomorphism. ([

We have the following generalization of Schur-Jimbo duality, which is a coun-
terpart of Theorem 5.4. The proof is almost identical as the one for Theorem 5.4,
and for Part (1) we now use Lemma 6.26 and the action (6.8) of Hy € Hp, on
yem,

Theorem 6.27 ((U’, Hp, )-duality). (1) The action of T~ ®id™ " coincides
with the action of Hy € Hp,, on V™.
(2) The actions of U? and Hp, on VO™ commute with each other, and they
form double centralizers.
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Definition 6.28. An element f € I"™ is anti-dominant (or j-anti-dominant) if
0< f(1) < f(2) < < f(m).
The following is the counterpart of Theorem 5.8.

Theorem 6.29. There exists an anti-linear involution ¢, : VO™ — V& which is
compatible with both the bar involution of Hp  and the bar involution of U’; that
is, for allv e VO™ H, € Hp_ , and u € U’, we have

Uy (wHy) = 1y (u) ¥y (v) Ho.
Such a bar involution is unique by requiring v,(My) = My for all y-anti-dominant

f.
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Part 2. Representation theory

In this Part 2, we shall focus on the infinite-rank limit (r — oo) of the algebras
and spaces formulated in Part 1. In Chapter 7 through Chapter 11 we will mainly
treat in detail the counterparts of Chapter 2 through Chapter 5 where U was of
type As..1 in Part 1. In Chapter 12 we deal with a variation of BGG category
with half-integer weights which corresponds to the second quantum symmetric
pair (U, U’) in Chapter 6 where U was of type A,,.

As it becomes necessary to keep track of the finite ranks, we shall add sub-
scripts and superscripts to various notation introduced in Part 1 to indicate the
dependence on r € N. Here are the new notations in place of those in Part 1
without superscripts/subscripts (Chapter 2 through Chapter 5):

Aority Mopir, Doppr, I8, Uy, UL, YOV, W, (), ECIOR

Part 2 of this paper follows closely [CLW2| with new input from Part 1. The no-
tations here often have different meaning from the same notations used in [CLW2],
as the current ones are often “of type B”.



CHAPTER 7

BGG categories for ortho-symplectic Lie superalgebras

In this chapter, we recall the basics on the ortho-symplectic Lie superalgebras
such as linkage principle and Bruhat ordering. We formulate various versions of
(parabolic) BGG categories and truncation functors.

1. THE LIE SUPERALGEBRA o0sp(2m + 1|2n)

We recall some basics on ortho-symplectic Lie superalgebras and set up nota-
tions to be used later on (cf. [CW2] for more on Lie superalgebras). Fix integers
m > 1 and n > 0 throughout this paper.

Let Zy = {0,1}. Let C>™*+12" he a superspace of dimension (2m -+ 1|2n) with
basis {e; | 1 <4 <2m+1}U{e; [ 1 <j < 2n}, where the Zy-grading is given by
the following parity function:

Let B be a non-degenerate even supersymmetric bilinear form on C>™+12" The
general linear Lie superalgebra gl(2m + 1|2n) is the Lie superalgebra of linear
transformations on C*"*12" (in matrix form with respect to the above basis).
For s € Zy, we define

osp(2m + 1]2n), := {g € gl(2m + 1|2n); |

B(g(x),y) = —(=1)"" Bz, g(y))},
osp(2m + 1|2n) := osp(2m + 1|2n); ® osp(2m + 1|2n);.

We now give a matrix realization of the Lie superalgebra osp(2m + 1|2n). Take

the supersymmetric bilinear form B with the following matrix form, with respect
80
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to the basis (e, e, ..., €omi1, €1, €3, - - ., €57):
0 L, 0 0 O
I, 0O 0 0 O
32m+1|2n = 0 0 1 0 0
0 0 0 o I
0O 0 0 —-I™" 0

Let B j, 1 <4,j <2m+1, and Egz, 1 <k, h < 2n, be the (4, j)th and (k, h)th
elementary matrices, respectively. The Cartan subalgebra of osp(2m + 1]2n) of
diagonal matrices is denoted by b,,|,,, which is spanned by

Hi = FE;; — Enyimyi, 1 <1< m,
We denote by {e;, € |1 <i<m,1<j<n} the basis of h’:n‘n such that
6a(I{b):éa,ba for a,be{l,3|1§z§m,1§]§n}

We denote the lattice of integral weights of osp(2m + 1|2n) by

X(mn) : ZZG, +ZZ€— (7.1)

The supertrace form on osp(2m + 1|2n) induces a non-degenerate symmetric bi-
linear form on by, determined by (-|-), such that

(€il€a) = 0ia, (€5l€a) = =054, forac{ij|1<i<m,1<j<n}
We have the following root system of osp(2m + 1|2n) with respect to by,
¢ = Oy U 7 = {£¢; L€, ke, tep £ ¢, 265} U {£€, £ €5, £e5},

where 1 <i<j<n, 1<p<n,1<g<m,1<k<l<m.

In this paper we shall need to deal with various Borel subalgebras, hence various
simple systems of ®. Let b = (b1, b, ..., byuyy) be a sequence of m + n integers
such that m of the b;’s are equal to 0 and n of them are equal to 1. We call such a
sequence a 0"1"-sequence. Associated to each 0™1"-sequence b = (by,...,byin),
we have the following fundamental system Iy, and hence a positive system ®; =

D5 U/, of the root system @ of osp(2m + 1]2n):

Hb_{ 617 zi_ezrll|1<2<m+n_1}
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where €) = ¢, for some 1 < x < m, e} = ¢ for some 1 <y < n, such that €, —€,41

and e;—e;77 are always positive. It is clear that Il}, is uniquely determined by these
restrictions. The Weyl vector is defined to be py, := %Za@ﬁﬁ oa—1 Za@ﬁi a.

Corresponding to b = (0,...,0,1,...,1), we have the following standard
Dynkin diagram associated to ITpst:

As usual, ) stands for an isotropic simple odd root, () stands for an even simple
root, and e stands for a non-isotropic odd simple root. A direct computation
shows that

1 3

1 1 1
pbsc:—561—562—...—(m—5)6m+(m—5)61+...+(m—n+§)eﬁ. (7.2)

More generally, associated to a sequence b which starts with 0 is a Dynkin
diagram which always starts on the left with a short even simple root:

0 =00 —O—0-0——0

Here (©) stands for either () or (O depending on b. Associated to a sequence b
which starts with 1 is a Dynkin diagram which always starts on the left with a
non-isotropic odd simple root:

() =00 —O—O—0——0

Remark 7.1. For general b, one checks that pp has a summand (m — n + %)eﬁ
as for ppst in (7.2) if the Dynkin diagram associated to b has () as its rightmost
node, and that pp, has a summand (m —n— %)eﬁ if the Dynkin diagram associated
to b has Q) as its rightmost node.

Now we can write the non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form on ® as follows:
(hi]e) = (—1)%6,, 1<ij<m+n.

We define n,f to be the nilpotent subalgebra spanned by the positive/negative
root vectors in 0sp(2m + 1|2n). Then we obtain a triangular decomposition of
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osp(2m + 1|2n):
osp(2m + 1(2n) = ny & by S0y,
with n @ b, as a Borel subalgebra.

Fix a 0™1"-sequence b and hence a positve system ®;. We denote by Z(osp(2m-+
1]2n)) the center of the enveloping algebra U(osp(2m+1|2n)). There exists a stan-
dard projection ¢ : U(osp(2m + 1|2n)) — U(b,y,),) which is consistent with the
PBW basis associated to the above triangular decomposition ([CW2, §2.2.3]). For
AED we define the central character y, by letting

Xa(2) == A@(2)), for z € Z(osp(2m + 1]2n)).

Denote the Weyl group of (the even subalgebra of) osp(2m+1|2n) by W, which
is isomorphic to (Zs x &,,,) X (Zy x &,,). Then for pu, v € b We say p, v
are linked and denote it by pu ~ v, if there exist mutually orthogonal isotropic
odd roots oy, g, . . ., oy, complex numbers ¢y, ¢z, ..., ¢, and an element w € Wy
satisfying

*
m|n?

l

M+Pb=w(V+Pb—ZCiOéi), (V+pplay) =0, j=1....1
=1

It is clear that ~ is an equivalent relation on b7y Versions of the following basic
fact went back to Kac, Sergeev, and others.

Proposition 7.2. [CW2, Theorem 2.30] Let A, p € by,.. Then A is linked to p
if and only if Xxn = Xu-

We define the Bruhat ordering =<y, on by, and hence on X (m|n) as follows:

A=p < pu—XeNI and A ~ p, for \, p € b (7.3)

2. INFINITE-RANK LIE SUPERALGEBRAS

We shall define the infinite-rank Lie superalgebras osp(2m + 1|2n 4+ oo) and
0sp(2m + 1|2n]oo). Define the sets

- 13 13
—{1.2,... 2m+112....2 {ﬂL—,”} {nn—,”}
J:={ m + n}uz_z uz_z
J=1{1,2...2m+1,1,2,....20d u{1,2,.. .U {l,2,. .},
J

(13 1/ 3
— (1.2, 2m+11,2....9 u{ﬂ—,“}u{w—,“}
{ m "Nz 22
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Let V be the infinite-dimensional superspace over C with the basis {e; |1 € j},
whose Zo-grading is specified as follows:

ple;) =0 (1<i<2m—+1), plez) =1 (1 < j < 2n),
pley) =ples) =0 (s € Zsyg), pley) =ple) =1 (t € = +N).

With respect to this basis, a linear map on 1% may be identified with a complex
matrix (da,s), 3. Let gl(V) be the Lie superalgebra consisting of (ars), .5 with
ars = 0 for almost all but ﬁmtely many a,,’s. The standard Cartan subalgebra of
gl(V) is spanned by {E,, | r € J}, with dual basis {¢, | r € J}. The superspaces
V and V are defined to be the subspaces of V with basis {e;} indexed by J and
J respectively. Similarly we can define gl(V') and gl(V).

Recall the supersymmetric non-degenerate bilinear form B define in §1. We
can easily identify C?"+12" a5 a subspace of V. Define a supersymmetric non-
degenerate bilinear form B on 1% by

B(es, e;) = Bles, e;), B(es, e;) = Bles,ey) =0,
Bleg,e,) = Blew,ey) =0, Bleg,ey) =0,y = (—1)1’(@&)”(%')3(%,, )

wheresté{zy|1<z<2m—|—11<]<2n}andx?/€{2’>% 3o By

restriction, we can obtain a supersymmetric non-degenerate bilinear form on V
and V.

Following §1, we define osp(V) and osp(V) to be the subalgebra of gl(V) and
g[(V) preserving the bilinear forms, respectively. With respect to the standard
basis of V and V, we identify

0sp(2m + 1]2n|oo) = 0sp(V),  0sp(2m + 1]2n + 00) = 0sp(V').

The standard Cartan subalgebras of osp(2m + 1|2n|oco) and osp(2m + 1]2n + 00)

are obtained by taking the intersection of the standard Cartan subalgebra of gl(V)
with osp(2m + 1|2n|oo) and osp(2m + 1]2n + 00), respectively, which are denoted
by Bimjnjoo a0d Bpyjnioo. For any 0™1"-sequence b, we assign the following simple
system to the Lie superalgebra osp(2m + 1|2n|oo):

1_Ib(] _{ 61 ’ zi _Ez)rllv‘sfgl—:: _6(1]76?_6?—1—1 | 1 SZSm_'_n_ 171 S]}
Similarly, we assign the following simple system to osp(2m + 1|2n + oo):

7,' bz+1 bern 1 1 1 - .
Ipy =={— €1> i Gl Cmtn T L6 —ga|l<i<m+n-11<j}
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The e?“s are defined in the same way as in §1 and it is understood that 6]1- =€,

i3
62 :=¢; for any 1 < j. We introduce the following formal symbols:
Q=3¢ =Y
izl =1
Let P be the set of all partitions. We define
m—+n
2= DN Y NS el [ d A €L (FAL Ay, L) €D, (T4)
i=1 1<j a
m+n
ST = D N ) e b del | doN EZ (A, Ay, ) €Y (T5)
i=1 1<j

3. THE BGG CATEGORIES

We shall define various parabolic BGG categories for ortho-symplectic Lie su-
peralgebras.

Definition 7.3. Let b be a 0"1"-sequence. The Bernstein-Gelfand-Gelfand (BGG)
category Oy is the category of b,j,-semisimple osp(2m + 1|2n)-modules M such
that
(ii) there exist finitely many weights '\, 2),...,¥A € X(m|n) (depending on
M) such that if y is a weight in M, then u € ‘A — Zaeﬂb Ne, for some 1.
The morphisms in Oy, are all (not necessarily even) homomorphisms of osp(2m +
1/2n)-modules.

Similar to [CLW2, Proposition 6.4], all these categories Oy are identical for
various b, since the even subalgebras of the Borel subalgebras n @ b,,, are
identical and the odd parts of these Borels always act locally nilpotently.

Denote by Mp(\) the b-Verma modules with highest weight A\. Denote by Ly, (\)
the unique simple quotient of My (A). They are both in O.

It is well known that the Lie superalgebra gl(2m + 1|2n) has an automorphism
T given by the formula:

T(Ey;) = _(_1)p(i)(p(i)+p(j))Eji_

The restriction of 7 on osp(2m + 1|2n) gives an automorphism of osp(2m + 1|2n).
For an object M = @ ,cx(mn)M, € Op, we let

MY = @uex(mim) Mj,
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be the restrictd dual of M. We define the action of osp(2m + 1|2n) on MY by
(g-f)(z) = —f(1(9) -x), for f € MY, g € osp(2m+1|2n), and x € M. We denote
the resulting module by M™.

An object M € Oy, is said to have a b-Verma flag (respectively, dual b-Verma
flag), if M has a filtration 0 = My C My C My C --- C M, = M, such that
M;/M;—y = My(v:),1 < i <t (respectively, M;/M;_1 = M{(~;)) for some ~; €
X (m|n).

Definition 7.4. Associated to each A € X(m/|n), a b-tilting module T}, () is an
indecomposable osp(2m + 1|2n)-module in Oy, characterized by the following two
conditions:

(i) Tp(N) has a b-Verma flag with My (\) at the bottom;
(i) Exty, (My(p), To(N)) =0, for all € X (m|n).

Recall the definition of the infinite-rank Lie superalgebras in §2. For a nonempty
0m1"-sequence b = (by,ba,...,byiy) and k € N U {00}, consider the extended
sequence (b, 0%) = (by,by,...,bmin,0,...,0). This sequence corresponds to the
following simple system of the Lie superalgebra osp(2m + 2k + 1|2n), which we
shall denote by osp(2m + 1|2n|2k) throughout this paper to indicate the choice of

H(b70k)1
Hpory = {—el b — effll |1 <i<m+n+k},

where b; = 0 for ¢ > m + n. Let H%O = { — e?fll | i > m + n}. Define the
following Levi subalgebra and parabolic subalgebra of osp(2m + 1|2n|2k):

o= Y o0sp(2m+ 12n|2k),,

a€ZILy

phoi= > osp(2m + 1[2n[2k)..

+ k
A€l UM,

Let Lo()) be the irreducible [%0—module with highest weight A\. It can be extended

trivially to a p%’o-module. We form the parabolic Verma module

ME’O()\) — Indoip(2m+1|2n|2k) LO()\)

Pb.o
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For k € N, we define

m-—+n k
: {Z)\e +Z+,\ +dZe§?|d,)\ieZ,(Jr,\lj)\z,...)efP},

"~ (7.6)

m-+n
{ZM —i—ZJr)\]ej +dz SldoN €Z, (AL g, ) eﬂ?}.
(7.7)
Recall the definition of Xp5" and Xp5" from (7.4)-(7.5).

Definition 7.5. Let b be a 0™1"-sequence and k € NU {oc}. Let O%,o be the
category of h,pn-semisimple osp(2m + 1|2n|2k)-modules M such that
(i) M =, M, and dim M, < oo;
(ii) M decomposes over [, into a direct sum of Lo()) for A € Xb0 ;
(iii) there exist finitely many weights 1\, 2\, ... k) € XB,O (depending on M)

such that if y is a weight in M, then p € ‘A — Y N, for some .

aen(b,ok)

The morphisms in O%O are all (not necessarily even) homomorphisms of osp(2m+
1]2n|2k)-modules.

Let A € Xf::)r . We shall denote by L%O()\) the simple module in O%O with highest

weight A. Following Definition 7.4, we can define the tilting module Tlfo()‘) in O%O.
Similar construction exists for the sequence (b, 1¥), where we consider the Lie
superalgebras osp(2m + 1|2n + 2k) for k € N U {oo} with the following simple
systems:
M6y = {— el ebi —ez_fll |1<i<m+n+k}, whereb; =1 fori>m+n.
Let HE,1 = { — Zfll | i > m 4+ n}. Define the following Levi subalgebra and
parabolic subalgebra of osp(2m + 1|2n|2k):

b= > o0sp(2m+ 1[2n|2k).,

a€Z[IL ||

PE, = > 0sp(2m + 1|2n|2k) .

k
acdt | UZ[I ]

(b,1k)
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Let Ly(\) be the simple [%rmodule with highest weight A. It can be extended

trivially to a p%’l-module. Similarly we can define the parabolic Verma module

pb1

Definition 7.6. For £ € N U {0}, let Oﬁb,l be the category of Bopi1j2nok-
semisimple osp(2m + 1|2n + 2k)-modules M such that
(i) M =, M, and dim M,, < oc;
(ii) M decomposes over p%l into a direct sum of L;(A) for \ € Xb N
(iii) there exist finitely many weights '\, 2\,... k) € Xg’l (depending on M)
such that if p is a weight in M, then p € ‘A=Y Ne, for some 1.

(b,1%)

The morphisms in (9%1 are all (not necessarily even) homomorphisms of osp(2m+
1|2n + 2k)-modules.

For £ € Xf:;’, we shall denote by L%l(f ) the simple module in O%l with highest
weight £. Following Definition 7.4, we can define the tilting module Tf’ (&) in O%l.

4. TRUNCATION FUNCTORS

Recall the definition of X&’ar and X&’f in (7.6) and (7.7). Forany A = > 74" N4
Yoie; TAE + des, € XpT, we define

m4+n

Z)\E +Z+/\ +dZe e Xyl forse{0.1}.
Let My € Opy and My € Oy Then we have the weight space decompositions
Mg = @ bow  Mii =DM,
I

We define an exact functor teg : Opy — O%O by

ttO(Ml;%O) = @ Ml;%(),/u
I
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where p satisfies (u,€) —€),,) =0, Vj > k+ 1 and j € N. Similarly, we define

an exact functor tr; : 07 — OF | by
ttl(Mt%) = @Mgﬁw
n

where  satisfies (u1,€j —€j,,) = 0,Vj > k+1 and j € N. The following has been
known [CW1, CLW1]; also see [CW?2, Proposition 6.9].

Proposition 7.7. For s = 0, 1, the functors tcg : (91%5 — O%S satisfy the fol-
lowing: for Y = M, L, T, A = Y"1 Ny + Y1, e + des, € Xt we
have

YE OB, if 1(TN) <k,

0, otherwise.

tr, (Yyo(V) = {



CHAPTER 8

Fock spaces and Bruhat orderings

In this chapter, we formulate the infinite-rank variants of the basic constructions
in Part 1. We set up various Fock spaces which are the ¢g-versions of Grothendieck
groups, and transport Bruhat ordering from the BGG categories to the corre-
sponding Fock spaces.

1. INFINITE-RANK CONSTRUCTIONS

Let us first set up some notations which will be used often in Part 2. We set
1
I=UX I =27, I'=UX I = Z-o, I=7Z+ 3" (8.1)

Recall from Chapter 2 the finite-rank quantum symmetric pair (Usg,.,1, U%). We
have the natural inclusions of Q(g)-algebras:

- CUg g CUgqy CUgy3C v
---CcU,_,cU.cU,,,C---.

Define the following Q(q)-algebras:

U = [_.OJOUi, and U= G U2r+1~

r=0

It is easy to see that U is generated by {eq,, fa,, ki, ¢ | i € I'}, and U is generated
by {Ea;, Fo,, KI' | i € T}. The embeddings of Q(g)-algebras ¢ : Ul — U,y
induce an embedding of Q(g)-algebras, denoted also by ¢ : U* — U. Again
U is naturally a Hopf algebra with coproduct A, and its restriction under ¢,
A :U"— U'® U, makes U* (or more precisely +(U")) naturally a (right) coideal
subalgebra of U. The anti-linear bar involutions on U’ and Us,;; induce anti-
linear bar involutions on U* and U, respectively, both denoted by ~ as well. As in
Part 1, in order to avoid confusion, we shall sometimes set ¥ (u) := w for u € U,

and set ¥, (u) := 1w for u € U".
90
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Recall Il5,, 1 denotes the simple system of Uy, ;. Then

II:= U o4

r=0

is a simple system of U. Recall we denote the integral weight lattice of Ug,,; by
A27«+1. Then

A= EBie%JrZZ[gi] = U Agr 1
r=0

is the integral weight lattice of U. Following §1, we have the quotient lattice Ay
of the lattice A.
Recall the intertwiner of the pair (U1, U%) in §3, which we shall denote by

T, We have T = > N
Following the construction of T in Theorem 2.10, we see that

YD — v for e NI, g.

p woo

T in a completion of U, with T = 1.

Hence we can define an element T, € U, for u € NII by letting
Y, = lim T{.

r—00
Define the formal sum Y (which lies in some completion of U™) by
T=> T,. (8.2)
HeENIIL

We shall view T as a well-defined operator on U-modules that we are concerned.

2. THE FOCK SPACE TP

Let V:=3" ., Q(¢q)v, be the natural representation of U, where the action of
U on V is defined as follows (for i € I, a € I):

_ _ _ (ay.e
Eaiva - 6i+%7ava—17 Faiva - 5i_%,ava+17 Kaiva - q( ' a)Ua.

Let W := V* be the restricted dual module of V with basis {w, | a € I} such that
(Wa, Vp) = (—q) *qp. The action of U on W is given by the following formulas
(foriel,aecl):

Oéi,Ea)

Eaiwa = 6i_%,awa+17 Faiwa = 6i+%,awa—17 Kaiwa = q_( Weq-

By restriction through the embedding ¢, V and W are naturally U’-modules.
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Fix a 0™1"-sequence b = (b, bs, ..., byen). We have the following tensor space
over Q(q), called the b-Fock space or simply Fock space:

"=V @V2g... @Vimm, (8.3)

where we denote

Vbi .: V, lf b, - 0,
W, ifp =1.

The tensors here and in similar settings later on are understood to be over the
field Q(q). Note that both algebras U and U* act on TP via an iterated coproduct.
For f € I we define

b._ b b brntn
where we use the notation v? := { l'f b, =1 We refer to {Mp | f € I"™*"}
w, 1L 0; = L.

as the standard monomial basis of TP.

For r € N, we shall denote the natural representation of Us.,; by V, now,
where V,. admits a natural basis {v, | a € Iy 42}. Let W, be the dual of V, with
basis {w, | @ € Iy,42} such that (w,, vp) = (—¢) *dap. We have natural inclusions
of Q(q)-spaces

eCcV,, VvV, cV,yy---, and - CW,.  CW,. CW,yq -
Similarly we can define the space
TP :=V2 @V2®-- @ Vi,
where we denote

Vo=

T

VT, if bz - O,
W,, ifb =1.

Then {M} | f € 1515} forms the standard monomial basis of Ty. In light of the
standard monomial bases, we may view

e CTPCTP,C--, and TP = U,enTP. (8.5)

Definition 8.1. For f € 1'% let wty,(f) be the U-weight of MP, i.e., the image
of the U-weight in Ay.
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3. THE ¢-WEDGE SPACES

Recall from §5 the right action on V®* on the Hecke algebra Hp, , where V is
now of infinite dimension. We take AFV as the quotient of V¥* by the sum of the
kernel of the operators H; — ¢!, 1 <i < k—1. The AFV is naturally a U-module,
hence also a U'-module. For any v,, @ vy, ® - - - @ v, in V¥* we denote its image
in APV by vy, Avg, A Ay,

For d € Z and [ > k, consider the Q(g)-linear maps

Aot ARV — AtV
Upy Nw oo A Upy = Upy A AUy AUg L g g AUyl jg Aee s AUyl

Let APV := lim AV be the direct limit of the Q(g)-vector spaces with respect

to the maps /\2’ , which is called the dth sector of the semi-infinite g-wedge space
AV, that is,
AV = P AFV.
dez,
Note that for any fixed v € U and fixed d € Z, we have
Aol = unBH ARV — AWV, for 1> k> 0.

Therefore APV and hence A*°V become both U-modules and U'-modules.
We can think of elements in A®V as linear combinations of infinite ¢g-wedges of
the form
Upy N\ VUpy N Upg A e
where p; > py > p3 > -+, and p; — p;y1 = 1 for i > 0. Alternatively, the space
AV has a basis indexed by pairs of a partition and an integer given by
(A d) = 0x4q-1 AVrgra—3 AN Uypas Ao

where A = (A1, \g,...) runs over the set P of all partitions, and d runs over Z.
Clearly we can realize A’V as the subspace of AV spanned by {|\,d) | A € P},
for d € Z.

In the rest of this paper, we shall index the g-wedge spaces by [k] := {1,2,..., k}
and [o0o] :={1,2...}. More precisely, let

= {f =T F1) > f2) > > f(B)}, forkeN,
15 = {f oo > 1| f(1) > f(2) >+ 5 f(t) = f(t+1) = 1 for t 0},
For f € I*, we denote

Vi=wvra) Avge) A A v
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Then {V; | f € I*} is a basis of A"V, for k € Z-o U {oo}.

For k € Z~, we let w((]k) be the longest element in &j. Define

Lw(k) = Z (—q)l(w)_l(w(()k))Hw € %Ak,l-
’ weG
It is well known [KL] that L &) = L ®. The right action by L ) define a
Wo Wo Wo

Q(q)-linear map (the g-skew-symmetrizer) SkSym, : V¥ — V®_ Then the ¢-
wedge space A*V can also be regarded as a subspace Im(SkSym,) of V& while

k
identifying V; = M ()()k)Lw(()k) for f € I* (cf. e.g. [CLW2, §4.1]).

fw
Similar construction gives rise to A°W. For each d € Z and | > k, consider the

Q(g)-linear maps
ASL AR — AW (8.6)

Wpy N+ AWy = Wy Ao s A Wpy AWy 14y ANWa_Lygpo N v s AWg_ 1.

Let AW := hg AW be the direct limit of the Q(g)-vector spaces with respect
to the maps /\Z’l. Define
AW = P ATW.
ez
Note that for any fixed v € U and fixed d € Z, we have
Aol = unBt o AR — AW for 1> k> 0.

Therefore AW and hence AW become both U-modules and U*-modules.
We can think of elements in AW as linear combinations of infinite ¢-wedges
of the form
Wpy N Wpy N Wpy N+- ey
where p; < py < p3 < ---, and p; — p;y1 = —1, for i > 0. Alternatively, the space
AW has a basis indexed by partitions given by

[Asd) = way 1 3, Aways y, Nwgys y, A-ee
where A = (A1, Ag,--+) runs over the set P of all partitions, and d runs over Z.
Clearly we can realize AW as the subspace of AW spanned by {|\,d) | A € P},

for d € Z.
Let

= {f: k] > T (1) < f2) < < f()}, for k €N,
1% = {f toc] = T | f1) < f(2) < - f(t) = f(t+1) = =1 for ¢ > 0},
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For f € I*, we denote
Wi =wi) ANwpe) A A wi.
Then {W; | f € I*} is a basis of A*W, for k € NU {oo}.

Remark 8.2. The semi-infinite ¢g-wedge spaces considered in this paper will involve
all sectors, while only the Oth sector was considered and needed in [CLW2, §2.4].

4. BRUHAT ORDERINGS

Let b = (b, ..., byuin) be an arbitrary 0"1"-sequence. We first define a partial
ordering on I™*" which depends on the sequence b. There is a natural bijection
I« X (m|n) (recall X (m|n) from (7.1)), defined as

m-+n

f— )\?, where )\]'? = Z(—l)b"'f(i)efi — pp, for ferlm™™ (8.7)
i=1

A fP. where f(i) = (A + pple¥), for A\ € X (m|n). (8.8)

We transport the Bruhat ordering (7.3) on X(m|n) by the above bijection to
mn,

Definition 8.3. The Bruhat ordering or b-Bruhat ordering <, on I™*" is defined
as follows: For f, g € I, f < g if >\]'? =» )x';. We also say f ~ g if )\‘JE ~ )x';.
The following lemma follows immediately from the definition.

Lemma 8.4. Given f,g € I"™™ such that g <y f, then the set {h € I | g <y
h =v f} is finite.

Recalling the weight wty,(-) on I™*™ from Definition 8.1, we set
wtp(A) = wtp (), for A € X(m|n). (8.9)
We have the following analogue of [Brl, Lemma 4.18].
Lemma 8.5. For any f,g € I, f ~ g if and only if wtp(f) = wtp(g).

Proof. This proof is analogous to [CW2, Theorem 2.30]. Assume f ~ g at first.
Recall §1, this means
l
)\5 + pp = 'LU()\? + pp — Zciai), ()\]tc) + pb|Oéj) = 0,] = ]_, P [.
i=1
where «;’s are mutually orthogonal isotropic odd roots. Recall the Weyl group of
0sp(2m+1|2n) is isomorphic to (Zy x S,,) X (Zs x &,,). Thanks to Definition 2.5
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and the actions the kq,’s on V and W, we have wtp(w(A} + pp — Y aay)) =

wtb()\? + pp — 22:1 c;;). Isotropic odd roots of ® are of the form +e’ + egy,
where b, and b, are distinct. We shall discuss one case here, as the others will be
similar.
Let a = €b* — ¢f' = €2 — ¢ be an isotropic odd root such that (A% + pplar) =

(™ (—1)% f (i)l |a) = 0. Therefore, f(s) = f(t). Hence we have

wtb(A? + pp + ca)

=wtp(..., f(s=1), f(s)+ e f(s+1),....f(t=1), f(t) +¢ f(E+1),...)

= Wtb(f)v

where the last equality comes from the actions of k,,’s on V and W. Therefore

wtp(f) = wtn(g).
Now suppose wty,(f) = wtp(g). We have

m-+n m-+n

Do (Depn = D () ey (8.10)

i=1 i=1
For distinct b;,, bj, (iq # ja), if f(ia) = £f(ja), then

(=D ’ae i,y + (—=1)%es,) =0

(recall that €5y = €_f(s)). Similar results hold for g. After canceling all such pairs

(all ¢, and all j, are distinct) on both sides of (8.10), the survived terms match
bijectively up to signs. More precisely, for any survived f(z), there exists a suvived
g(y), such that g(y) = £f(x),b, = b,. Hence the same number of pairs cancelled
on both sides, say [ pairs. Therefore we have A? + pp, — S caled — 54€j,) =
w(A? + pp) for some w € (Zy x &,,) X (Zy x &,,), s, € {£}. The s,’s are chosen
to satisfy

(A? + pple;, — sa€),) = 0.

Therefore >\]'? ~ A;’ by the definition in §1. Hence f ~ g.
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Now let us define partial orderings on the sets I x I3°, which again depend

on b. Recall (7.4) and (7.5) for the definitions of Xp%" and Xp%". We define a
map

X5t — I x I, Ao Y0 (8.11)
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by sending each A = >_7" \;el + >oi<; +)‘l€g + de%, to the element fP° = fib,ooo)
given below (which is consistent with the p-shift associated to a simple system of
the type (x) in §1 by Remark 7.1):

203y = fP(i), ifi€[m+n]:={1,2,...,m+n},

1 (8.12)
YU =N jrd+n—m+g—j 1<)
This map is a bijection, where the inverse sends f € I"™" x I to
m+n
)\?0 Z)\flel +Z+)\fj€] +df€
1<y

Similarly we define a bijection

X [ I N fRL (8.13)

by sending each A = Zern Ai€ b + Zl<] +)\ e it del_ to the element fP! fA(b’loo)
given below:

PL) = fP(i), ifi € [m+nl,

1 8.14
{’1(1)::—+Al+d+n—m—§+j, if1<j. (8.14)

The inverse sends f € ™" x I to A}' := Zm+n AP el + D1y TArge T dres.

Note that for s € {0,1}, the sum Zm+n AP el 4 > 1< Ap € lies in the root

system of a finite-rank Lie superalgebra. Hence the following definitions make
sense.

Definition 8.6. For f, g € I x I°, we say f ~ g if

m—4n m—+n

df =d, and ZAMZ +Z+Am] ZAQH +Z+>\ 046

1<j 1<y
in the sense of §1. We say f <pg g if
f~g and APY— 20 € NIl

We similarly define an equivalence ~ and a partial ordering < ; on I"™*" x [*°.
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Definition 8.7. For f, g € I x I*° we say [ ~ g if

m+n m+n
(df =d, and ( Z )\?72-62-” + Z +)\f7l-ei) ~ ( Z )\E,ﬁ?i + Z +)\97j€]1')>
i=1 =1

1<y 1<j
in the sense of §1. We say f <p; g if
f ~ g and )\5’1 - )\?’1 c N]-_‘[b,l-
The following lemma follows from Definition 8.6, Definition 8.7, and Lemma 8.4.

Lemma 8.8. (1) Given f,g € I™*" x I° such that g =vp f, the set {h €
It I | g Zpo h =up [} is finite.
(2) Given f,g € I"™™ x I such that g <p1 [, the set {h € ™" x I |
g =b1 h 21 f} is finite.

The following lemma is an infinite-rank analogue of Lemma 8.5.
Lemma 8.9. For any f, g € I x I (respectively, I™™ x 1°), f ~ g if and
only if wtyo(f) = wtuo(g) (respectively, wty1(f) = wtn1(g)).
Proof. Follows from Definition 8.6, Definition 8.7, and Lemma 8.5. U



CHAPTER 9

1-Canonical bases and Kazhdan-Lusztig-type polynomials

In this chapter, suitably completed Fock spaces are constructed and shown to
admit s-canonical as well as dual ¢-canonical bases. We introduce truncation maps
to study the relations among bases for different Fock spaces, which then allow us
to formulate s-canonical bases in certain semi-infinite Fock spaces.

1. THE B-COMPLETION AND T
Let b be a 0™1™-sequence. For r € N, we let
m. : T — TP (9.1)

be the natural projection map with respect to the standard basis {M} | f € I"™+"}
of TP (see (8.5)). We then let T® be the completion of TP with respect to the
descending sequence of subspaces {ker, | r > 1}. Formally, every element in T®
is a possibly infinite linear combination of My, with f € I""". We let TP denote
the subspace of TP spanned by elements of the form

My+ 3" dy@)M,,  for &By(q) € Qo). (9.2)

9=<nf

Definition 9.1. The Q(g)-vector spaces TP and TP are called the A-completion
and B-completion of TP, respectively.

Remark 9.2. The B-completion we defined here is different from the one defined
in [CLW2], since they are based on different partial orderings. However, observing
that the partial ordering used in [CLW?2] is coarser than the partial ordering here,
our B-completion here contains the B-completion in [CLW2, Definition 3.2] as a
subspace. This fact very often allows us to cite directly the results therein.

Lemma 9.3. Let f € I™™. Then we have M; € TP, and

o (YOMp) =YD My,  forall 1> 7.
99
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Proof. Note that NIly,.,; C NIl q, for [ > r. It is clear from the construction of

Y in Theorem 2.10 that we have
) r !
TO =10 4 >
#ENTIg; 4 1 \NII2y 11
By U-weight consideration, it is easy to see m(Tﬁ)Mf) = 0 if g ¢ NIy ;.
Therefore

WT(T(I)Mf) = WT(T(T)MJI) = T(T)Mf

The lemma follows. UJ

It follows from Lemma 9.3 that lim Y™ M ¢, for any f € I"™*" is a well-defined

r—00

element in TP. Therefore we have
TM; = lim Y M,

T—00

where T is the operator defined in (8.2).

Lemma 9.4. For f € I, we have

TMy= M+ Z ror(@) Mg, forry:(q) € A. (9.3)

9=<bf
In particular, we have Y : TP — TP,

Proof. For any u € U~ with U’-weight 0, f € I, let ulM; = Zg cesM,. Fix
any g with c,r # 0. Since u has U’-weight 0, we know by Lemma 8.5 that g ~ f
and so )\;’ ~ )\]'?. By a direct computation (by writing « in terms of Chevalley

generator F’s), it is easy to see that u € U~ implies that )\]'? — )\;’ € NII,. Hence
we have g < f.

Recall that Y, € U~ for all g and Y, # 0 only if u = i, i.e., p is of U-weight
0. Hence we have the identity (9.3), where r;;(q) € A follows from Theorem 4.18.
The lemma follows. O

Lemma 9.5. The map Y : T° — TP extends uniquely to a Q(q)-linear map
T :TP — TP,

Proof. We adapt the proof of [CLW2, Lemma 3.7] here. To show that the map
T extends to T> we need to show that if y = My + 37 _ . ry(q)M, € T for
rq(q) € Q(q) then YTy € TP. By Lemma 9.4 and the definition of TP, it remains

to show that Ty € TP. To that end, we note that if the coefficient of M, in
Ty is nonzero, then there exists g =y f such that r;,(¢) # 0. Thus we have
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h =p g =p f. However, by Lemma 8.4 there are only finitely many such g¢’s.
Thus, only finitely many g¢’s can contribute to the coefficient of M, in Ty, and
hence Yy € TP. O

2. 1-CANONICAL BASES

Anti-linear maps t : T® — TP and ¢ : T® — T® were defined in [CLW2, §3.3]
(recall Remark 9.2 that our B-completion contains the one therein as a subspace,
so TP here can and will be understood in the sense of this paper). We define the
map 1, : TP — TP by

P, (My) == Top(My). (9.4)
Recall from §4 that TP is an s-involutive U'-module with anti-linear involution
o,
Lemma 9.6. We have 7, (1, (M;)) = 7 (M), for f € 1™+,

Proof. Recall that wz(r) = Y™y By a variant of Lemma 9.3, we have
(Y (My)) = (Y (Mj))
by a U-weight consideration. Therefore we have
T (Y (My)) = TOm ()(My)) = TOPO (M),
where the last identity follows from [CLW2, Lemma 3.4]. The lemma follows. [
It follows immediately that we have

(M) = lim V(My),  for fe 1™ (9.5)
Lemma 9.7. Let f € I™™. Then we have
U (My) = My + Z ror(@) Mg, forres(q) € A.

9=bf

Hence the anti-linear map 1, : T® — T® extends to a map P, : TP — T®. Moreover
1, is independent of the bracketing orders for the tensor product TP.

Proof. Following [CLW2, Proposition 3.6] and Remark 9.2, we have
Y(My) = My + Z rgf(q)Mg, for r;’f(q) cA.

9=nf

Hence the first part of the lemma follows from Lemma 9.4.
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We can show that the map v, : TP — TP extends to a map 1, : T° — TP
by applying the same argument used in the proof of Lemma 9.5. Since v is
independent from the bracketing orders for the tensor product TP by [CLW2,
Proposition 3.5], so is 1,. O

Lemma 9.8. The map 1, : TP — TP is an anti-linear involution.

Proof. In order to prove the lemma, we need to prove that for fixed f,h € I"™*"
with h <y, f, we have

Z Thg(Q)74£(q) = Ony-
h=2pg=uf
By Lemma 8.4, there is only finitely many ¢g such that h <, g <p f. Recall §4.

We know 9" is an involution. By (9.5), this is equivalent to the same identities
in the finite-dimensional space TP with r > 0. Then the lemmas follows from
Proposition 3.10. 0

Thanks to Lemmas 9.7 and 9.8, we are in a position to apply [Lu2, Lemma
24.2.1] to the anti-linear involution v, : T® — TP to establish the following.

Theorem 9.9. The Q(q)-vector space TP has unique Y, -invariant topological bases
{T7 | felI™} and {L} | f € I}
such that
TP =M+ Y th(q)MP, LY =M+ > (2 (q) M}
9=uf 9=uf

with t‘g’f(q) € qZlq], and K';f(q) € ¢ 'Z[q7Y, for g 2p f. (We shall write t?f(q) =
(@) =1, t2:(q) = 0 (q) = 0 for g 2 f.)

Definition 9.10. {77 | f € I"™*"} and {L? | f € """} are call the 1-canonical

basis and dual 1-canonical basis of TP, respectively. The polynomials tgf( ) and
0:(q) are called v-Kazhdan-Lusztig (or 1-KL) polynomials.

Theorem 9.11. (1) (Positivity) We have t?;(q) € N[q].
(2) The sum TP = My + 3 (toi(q) M is ﬁmte for all f eIt

Proof. Note that the finite sum claim in (2) at the ¢ = 1 specialization holds
by Theorem 11.13 (the proof of Theorem 11.13 does not use the claim (2); we
decided to list such an algebraic statement (2) here rather than as a corollary to
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Theorem 11.13). Hence, the validity of the positivity (1) implies the validity of
(2).

It remains to prove (1). Actually the same strategy as for type A (see [BLW]
and [CLW2, proof of Theorem 3.12, Remark 3.14]) works here, and so we shall be
brief. Fix f,g € I"™*". Choose a half-integer k& > 0 (relative to f, g), and consider
the subspaces Vi of V spanned by v; for ¢« € [k, k] N1 C I and an analogous
subspace Wy, of W. We then define TB@ to be the subspace of TP spanned by the
elements Tp for f € ([—k, k]NI)™*". Via the natural identification Wy = A**Vy,
we can identify TB@ with a tensor product of copies of Vi) and /\QkV[,ﬂ (such an
identification in type A setting appeared first in [CLW2]). The latter provides
a reformulation of the parabolic KL conjecture of type B thanks to Remark 5.9
(which was in turn based on Theorem 4.26 and Theorem 5.8); hence t2;(¢) can

be identified with a (non-super) type B KL polynomial. The positivity of type B
KL polynomials is well known ([KL80, BGS]), whence the positivity (1). O

Remark 9.12. We expect a positivity property of the coefficients in the expansion
of the 1-canonical basis elements here with respect to the (type A) canonical basis

on TP in [CLW2] (compare with the remark after Theorem 4.26).

3. BAR INVOLUTION AND ¢-WEDGES OF W
Let k € NU {oo}. For f = (fmn), figg) € I™ X IF, set
b,0 . b b k
M = Mf[m+n] ® Vg, € T @ A*V.

Then {M}”O | f € I x IF} forms a basis, called the standard monomial basis, of
the Q(q)-vector space TP@AFV. Similarly, TP @ AW admits a standard monomial
basis given by
€ TP ® A*W,
where g = (Gpnn), gpg) € ™™ x IF. Following [CLW2, §4], here we shall focus
on the case TP ® A¥W, while the case T® ® A*V is similar.

Let us consider k € N first. As in [CLW2, §4], TP @ AFW can be realized as
a subspace of T® ® W& = T®1")  Therefore we can define a B-completion of
TP @ A*W, denoted by TP® AF W, as the closure of the subspace T? @ A"W C
TPEWF = T(®1") with respect to the linear topology {kerm, | r > 1} defined in
§1. By construction TP® AF W is invariant under the involution 1,, i.e., we have

Yu(MPy = MP > rg () M

g'<(by1k:)f

Myt =My ©W

9im+n 9[k]
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where r,¢(¢q) € A, and the sum running over g € I™" x I* is possibly infinite.

Remark 9.13. If kK = 0, M]E”O and M;vl are understood as MJE’ and M;, respec-
tively: also, TP® A W and TP® A° V are understood as TP.

Recall the linear maps A% defined in (8.6). For [ > k and each d € Z, define
the Q(g¢)-linear map

id @ AR TP @ APW — TP @ A'W.

It is easy to check that the map id ® /\Z’l extends to the B-completions; that is,
we have

id® AR TP AFW — TP AL W.
Let TP@ AP W := lim T*® A*W be the direct limit of the Q(g)-vector spaces with

respect to the linear maps id®/\§’l. It is easy to see that TP@ AT W C TPRAFW.
Define the B-completion of TP® A® W as follows:

TP® AW = P T°® A7 W. (9.6)
ez
By the same argument as in §3, we see that TP® Ay W and TP® A® W are
(topological) U-modules, hence (topological) U*-modules.

Following the definitions of the partial orderings in Definition 8.3 and Defini-
tion 8.7, we see that TP® A® W is spanned by elements of the form

M})’l + Z cgf(q)Mgb’l, for g, f € I x I°°.

9=p,1f

Following [CLW2, §4.1], we can extend the anti-linear involution v : TP@ AFW —
TP® AF W to an anti-linear involution v : TP® A® W — TP® A® W such that

YMPYy = MP ST (g MR, for vl (g) € Al
9=b,1f

Here we have used the fact that our B-completion contains the B-completion in
loc. cit. as a subspace (see Remark 9.2).

Following the definition of the B-completion TP® A® W, we have T as a well-
defined operator on TP® A>® W such that

T(M}”l) = M}”l - Z r;f(q)M}”l, for ) +(q) € A.

9=b,1f
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Therefore we can define the anti-linear map
Y, =Ty : TP A° W — TPR A® W,
such that
wZ(M;)’l) - M;)’l + Z Tgf(q)M;)’la for rys(q) € A.

9=<b,1f

Lemma 9.14. Let k € NU {oo}. The map 9, : T°® A¥ W — TP® AF W is an
involution.

Proof. For k € N, the lemma was already established. For £ = co, the lemma can
be proved in the same way as Lemma 9.8 with the help of Lemma 8.8. O]

4. TRUNCATIONS

In this section we shall again only focus on TP @ A*W for k € NU {oo}. We
shall use f* € I™*" x Ik as a short-hand notation for the restriction of Jim+n)Ulk)
of a function f € I x I{.

Now let us define the truncation map Tr : TP @ AW — TP @ AFW, for k € N,
as follows:

m® Wy, ifh(i) —h(i+1)=-1, fori>k+1,

T W) =
r(m @ Wh) {0, otherwise.

Lemma 9.15. Let k € N. The truncation map Tr: TP @ AW — TP @ A*W s
compatible with the partial orderings, and hence extends naturally to a Q(q)-linear
map Tr: TP A W — TP AFW.

Proof. Let f, g € I™*™™ x I* with g <p; f. According to Definition 8.7, this
means f(i) = g(i) for all ¢ > 0. If Tr(M;”l) # 0 and Tr(M;vl) # 0, we must

have g(i) = f(i), Vi > k + 1. Hence we have )\;z’lk) = (b,15) )\?Z’lk) by comparing
Definition 8.7 with Definition 8.3. Thanks to Lemma 8.5 and Lemma 8.9, we have
g% ~ f% as well. Therefore we have gk =(b,1%) fE

Now suppose Tr(M;”l) =0and g <p1 f. If fio) = gloo), then Tr(MP') = 0.
If not, choose i with ¢ maximal such that f(i) # g(¢). If i < k, then again we
have Tr(M>') = 0. So suppose i > k + 1. Since g <p; f, we have g(j) = f(j)
for j > 0 and ¢(i) < f(z). Hence there must be some ¢t > k + 1 such that
g(t) —g(t+1) > f(t) — f(t+1) > —1. Therefore Tr(M>"') = 0. The lemma
follows. 0
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Lemma 9.16. The truncation map Tr: TP@ A®° W — TP A¥ W commutes with
the anti-linear involution 1, that is,

G(Tr(MPY)) = Tr(, (MP)),  for fe I™ ™ x I

Proof. Following [CLW2, Lemma 4.2], we know Tr commutes with 1. As shown
in the proof of [CLW2, Lemma 4.2], Tr is a homomorphism of U~-modules. By
(8.2), we have T =3 _, T, where T, € U™. The lemma follows. O

Proposition 9.17. Let k € NU {co}. The anti-linear map 1, : T°® AF W —
TPROA*W is an involution. Moreover, the space T°PQAFW has unique 1),-invariant
topological bases

(TP | fel™ x 1"} and {LY'|felI™m x I}
such that
T};l ]\4101+ Z Mbl L?l ]\4101+ Z gbl Mbl
g<(b71k)f g<(b71k)f
b,1 -1 -1 . b,1 _ /,b,1
with tgf € qZlq), and L) (q) € ¢ Z[g™"]. (We shall write ty = {7 (q) =1, and
thl =02 =0, for g Zwary f.)

We call {TJP’I} and {L;”l} the 2-canonical and dual 1-canonical bases of TP@ AF
W. We conjecture that t;’}l € N[q].

Proposition 9.18. Let k € N. The truncation map Tr: TP@ AC W — TP AFW
preserves the standard, 1-canonical, and dual 1-canonical bases in the following
sense: forY = M,L,T and f € I"™™ x I*® we have

0, otherwise.

bl o , - i
T’r‘(be’1>:{Yf"’ if f@) — fi+1)=—1, fori>k+1,

Consequently, we have t°; of "(q) =1t kfk( ) and 62’}1( )= €bk1f,c( ), for g, feI™™x
I such that f(i) — f(i+1) =g(i) —g(i +1) = —1, fori>k+1.

Proof. The statement is true for Y = M by definition. Lemma 9.15 and Lemma
9.16 now imply the statement for Y =T, L. 0]
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5. BAR INVOLUTION AND ¢-WEDGES OF V

The constructions and statements in §3 and §4 have counterparts for TP ® AFV,
k € NU {oo}. We shall state them without proofs. Let T°® A* V be the B-
completion of TP@AFV. For k € N, we define the truncation map Tr : TPQA®V —
TP ® AFV by

Tr(m ® Vh) = {

The truncation map Tr extends to the B-completions.

Proposition 9.19. Let k € NU{oo}. The bar map 1, : TP AFV — TPR APV is
an involution. Moreover, the space TP® A* V has unique 1,-invariant topological
bases

m® Vyy, i h() —h(i+1) =1, fori>k+1,
0, otherwise .

(TP° | fel™ x It} and {LY°|feI™m x IV}

such that
TR0 =M+ Y (g MPY,
g'<(b0k)f
L;’O Mb0+ Z gbo MbO
g'<(b’0k)f

with tbfo( ) € qZ[q], and £§}O(q) € ¢ 'Zlg7Y. (We will write t?}o(q) = 6?}0(q) =1,
o =000 =0, for g Zwor f.)

We shall refer to the basis {T’ }O Y as the 1-canonical basis and refer to the basis
{L?’O} the dual 1-canonical basis for TP® A* V. Also we shall call the polynomials
tlg)}o(q), tlg)]’pl( ), Kg’fo( ) and 65}1((]) the +-KL polynomials.

Proposition 9.20. Let k € N. The truncation map Tr: TPQ A® V — TP AFV
preserves the standard, 1-canonical, and dual 1-canonical bases in the following
sense: forY = M,L,T and f € I"™"™ x I3° we have
bo\ _ JYR' @) - flit ) =1, forizk+1,
rr(vP0) =4 7 e
0, otherwise.

Consequently, we have t;’}o(q) = tb;;(}k( ) and Kb’o( )= €bk(},c( ), for g, feI™™x
I such that f(i) — f(i+1) =g(i) —g(i+1) =1, fori >k +1.




CHAPTER 10

Comparisons of -canonical bases in different Fock spaces

In this chapter, we study the relations of :-canonical and dual ¢-canonical bases
between three different pairs of Fock spaces.

1. TENSOR VERSUS ¢-WEDGES

As explained in §3, we can and will regard AFV as a subspace of V®* for a
finite k.

Let b be a fixed 0™1"-sequence and k € N. We shall compare the ¢-canonical
and dual s-canonical bases of TP ® V& and its subspace TP @ AFV .

Let f € I™™ x I¥. As before, we write the dual +-canonical basis element

Lgcb’ok) in TP@V®* and the corresponding dual z-canonical basis element L;”O in
TP® AFV as

b, k b, k k
L0 = N B (), (10.1)
gelernXIk:
L= > 0P Mp?. (10.2)

k
gelern X I+

The following proposition states that the -KL polynomials £’s in T°®@AFV coincide
with their counterparts in TPQV®*,

Proposition 10.1. Let f,g € I™™ x I¥. Then E;)}O(q) = fg}’ok)(q).

Proof. The same argument in [CLW2, Proposition 4.9] applies here. U

Let f € I™™ x I*. Similarly as before we write the canonical basis element

T}b’ok) in TP®@V®* and the canonical basis element T}) Yin TP® AF V respectively
108
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as
b,0% b,0% L0k
TP = N B (g, (10.3)
gelernXIk:
b, b, ,
0= Y ()M, (10.4)
gelmtnxIk

Proposition 10.2. For f, g € I"™™ x I}, we have

b,0 w1y, (b,0k
20(g) = D (=)0 ) (q).

g'va'w()
TEG

Proof. Similar proof as for [CLW2 Proposition 4.10] works there.
Via identifying V,,, = M (k)L ), we have, as in [Brl, Lemma 3.8],

Tf T(b ?k))Lwém.
A straightforward variation of [Brl, Lemma 3.4] using (10.3) gives us
b,0% k)
TP = T;.w?gm) Lyp = Zt o (m ML, 0

- X t;‘.’;?fiu<k>M( L

T€8, gelmtnxIk

_ (b,0%) (1w 1 rb,0
5 O DR AR e,

T€8; gelmtnxIk
b,0% w(k)T
- Z < t;Tf.)w(k)(—q)é( 0 )) Mg*.

gelmtnxIk \Te6y e
The proposition now follows by comparing with (10.4). OJ
Remark 10.3. The counterparts of Propositions 10.1 and 10.2 hold if we replace
V by W.

2. ADJACENT 2-CANONICAL BASES

Two 0™1"-sequences b, b’ of the form b = (b!,0,1,b?) and b’ = (b!, 1,0, b?)
are called adjacent. Now we compare the 2-canonical as well as dual 2-canonical
bases in Fock spaces TP and T, for adjacent 0™1"-sequences b and b'.
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In type A setting, a strategy was developed in [CLW2, §5] for such a comparison
of canonical basis in adjacent Fock spaces. We observe that the strategy applies
to our current setting essentially without any change, under the assumption that
bl is nonempty. So we will need not copy over all the details from loc. cit. to
this paper.

Let us review the main ideas in type A from [CLW2, §5]. We will restrict the
discussion here to the case of canonical basis while the case of dual canonical basis
is entirely similar. The starting point is to start with the rank two setting and
compare the canonical bases in the B-completions of V@ W and W ® V. These
canonical bases can be easily computed: they are either standard monomials or a
sum of two standard monomials with some g-power coefficients. The problem is
that the partial orderings on VW and W&V are not compatible. This problem is
overcome by a simple observation that matching up the canonical bases directly is
actually a U-module isomorphism of their respective linear spans, which is denoted

by R: U = U’ So the idea is to work with these smaller spaces U and U’ instead
of the B-completions directly. We use U and U’ to build up smaller completions
of the adjacent T® and T, which are used to match the canonical bases by
TJP > Tﬁ;- Here the index shift f — fY is shown to correspond exactly under

the bijection I™*" <+ X (mn) to the shift A — AU on X (m|n) in Remark 10.5
below (which occurs when comparing the tilting modules relative to adjacent Borel
subalgebras of type b and b’).

Now we restrict ourselves to two adjacent sequences b and b’, where b! is
nonempty; this is sufficient for the main application of determining completely
the irreducible and tilting characters in category Oy for osp(2m + 1]2n)-modules
(see however Remark 10.4 below for the removal of the restriction). We will
compare two Fock spaces of the form TP’ @ V@ W@ TP and T @ W@ V ® T,
where b! is nonempty. The coideal property of the coproduct of the algebra U*
in Proposition 2.5 allows us to consider V@ W and W ® V as U-modules (not as
U’-modules), and so the type A strategy of [CLW2, §5] applies verbatim to our
setting.

Remark 10.4. Now we consider V@ W and W ® V as U-modules (instead of U-
modules). The ¢-canonical bases on their respective B-completions can be com-
puted explicitly, though the computation in this case (corresponding to the BGG
category of 0sp(3|2)) is much more demanding; the formulas are much messier
and many more cases need to be considered, in contrast to the easy type A case
of gl(1]1). Denote by U, and U; the linear spans of these canonical bases respec-
tively. We are able to verify by a direct computation that matching the canonical
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bases suitably produces a U’-module isomorphism U, — Uj. (The details will
take quite a few pages and hence will be skipped.) Accepting this, the strategy of
[CLW2, §5] is adapted to work equally well for comparing the (dual) ¢-canonical
bases between arbitrary adjacent Fock spaces TP and T"'.

Remark 10.5. Let b = (b',0,1,b?) and b’ = (b',1,0,b?) be adjacent 0™1"-
sequences. Let a be the isomorphic simple root of osp(2m + 1|2n) corresponding

to the pair 0,1 in b. Following [CLW2, §6], we introduce the notation associated
to A € X(m|n):

\L A, if (A\,a)=0 \U A—2a, if(\a)=0
A—a, if (N a)#0, A—a, if (A, a) #0.

Then we have the following identification of simple and tilting modules (see [PS]
and [CLW2, Lemma 6.2, Theorem 6.10]):

Ly(\) = Ly(\"),  Tp(\) = Ty (AY),  for A € X(m|n).

3. COMBINATORIAL SUPER DUALITY

For a partition g = (pq, fi2,...), we denote its conjugate partition by p' =
(uh, iy, - ..). We define a Q(g)-linear isomorphism 7 : APV — APW (for each
d € Z), or equivalently define f : AV — AW by

B[\, d)) = [\.,d), for A€ P,d € Z.
The following is a straightforward generalization of [CWZ, Theorem 6.3].

Proposition 10.6. The map § : AV — AW (for eachd € Z) orfy: A°V —
AW is an isomorphism of U-modules.

Proof. 1t is a well-known fact that AV and AW as U-modules are both isomor-
phic to the level one integrable module associated to the dth fundamental weight
(by the same proof as for [CWZ, Proposition 6.1]; also see the references therein).

Now the proof of the proposition is the same as for [CWZ, Theorem 6.3], which
is our special case with d = 0. 0

This isomorphism of U-modules § : AV — AW induces an isomorphism of
U-modules

1y =1d @ : T° ®@ ACV—TP ® A®W.
Let f € I™*" x I°. There exists unique A € P and d € Z such that |\, d) = Vy,_.
We define f* to be the unique element in ™" x I determined by f%(i) = f(i),
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for i € [m+n], and W; = [X,,d). The assignment f f* gives a bijection (cf.
[0
[CWZ])
31 I [y [ I (10.5)

If we write )\?’0 =Y TR el 4 Soie; TAr€ +dped, € Xp% T under the bijection
defined in (8.11), then we have

m—+n
AP =D MR Y TN e+ dpel, € X (10.6)
i=1 1<j

The following is the combinatorial counterpart of the super duality on repre-
sentation theory in Theorem 11.11 . We refer to [CLW2, Theorem 4.8] for a type
A version, on which our proof below is based.

Theorem 10.7. Let b be a 0™1"-sequence.

(1) The isomorphism fy, respects the Bruhat orderings and hence extends to
an isomorphism of the B-completions fp : TP® A® V — TPR A® W.

(2) The map by commutes with the bar involutions.

(3) The map ty preserves the 1-canonical and dual v-canonical bases. More

precisely, for f € I™*" x I, we have

m(MP©) = MY g(TP°) = TR", g(L2) = L%

(4) We have the following identifications of 1-KL polynomials, for all g, f €
[ I

b,0 b,1 b,0 b,1
Ly (q) = eghfh (9), and tyy (q) = toi g (q).

Proof. The statements (2)-(4) follows from (1) by the same argument as [CLW2,
Theorem 4.8]. It remains to prove (1).

Recall the definition of the partial orderings in Definitions 8.6 and 8.7. To prove
(1), we need to show for any f, g € I™*" x I, g <y f if and only if ¢° <p; f*.
This is equivalent to say that f ~ g and )\;”0 =b0 )\1;,0 if and only if f* ~ ¢® and
)\lg)h’l <b1 )\l;h’l by Definitions 8.6 and 8.7.

Since f, : TP@A®V—=TPRA®W is an isomorphism of U-modules, by Lemma 8.9,
we have f ~ ¢ if and only if f* ~ g% We shall assume that f ~ ¢, hence % ~ ¢
for the rest of this proof.
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We shall only prove that )\19),0 =b0 )\;”0 implies )‘:u’l =b1 )\?Ql here, as the
converse is entirely similar. We write
m+n—1

b,0 b,0 __ b1 b; bit1
AT = A =al—et) + E ai(e; —€4)
=1
bt 0
+ A (€ — 61 + E a;(e; — €z+1
i>1

where all coefficients are in N and a; = 0 for all but finitely many ¢. Set
A= 270 —a(=e)
for some h € I™*" x I°. Apparently we have )\;”0 =b,0 )\Z’O =b,0 )\?’0.

Note that )\2’0 actually dominates )\}]”0 with respect to the Bruhat ordering of
type A defined in [CLW2, §2.3]. Therefore following [CLW2, Theorem 4.8] and
Remark 9.2, we have

b,1 b,1
On the other hand, by definitions of AZ’O and the isomorphism of f, we have
)\251 = )\1;51 —a(— el{l) and hence )\251 =b1 )\?gl. Combining this with (10.7) implies
that )\;,1 <b.1 )\fh . The statement (1) is proved. O



CHAPTER 11

Kazhdan-Lusztig theory of type B and :-canonical basis

In this chapter, we formulate connections between Fock spaces and Grothendieck
groups of various BGG categories. We establish relations of simple as well as tilt-
ing modules between a BGG category and its parabolic subcategory. We show
that U* at ¢ = 1 are realized as translation functors in the BGG category. Finally,
we establish the Kazhdan-Lusztig theory for osp(2m + 1|2n), which is the main
goal of the paper.

1. GROTHENDIECK GROUPS AND FOCK SPACES

Recall the Fock space TP in §2. Starting with an A-lattice TS spanned by the
standard monomial basis of the Q(q)-vector space TP, we define T = Z ®4 Th
where A acts on Z with ¢ = 1. For any u in the A-lattice T, we denote by u(1)
its image in T2.

Recall the category Oy, from §3. Let O2 be the full subcategory of Oy, consisting
of all modules possessing a finite b-Verma flag. Let [O8] be its Grothendieck
group. The following lemma is immediate from the bijection ™™ < X (m|n)
(A ¢ fP) given by (8.7) and (8.8).

Lemma 11.1. The map
V02 L My M),
defines an isomorphism of Z-modules.

Recall the category (‘J%O from §3. We shall denote O%ﬁ the full subcategory
of O%,o consisting of all modules possessing finite parabolic Verma flags. Recall
in §3, we defined the g-wedge spaces A*V and A*W. Recall a bijection Xﬁf —
I 199 X — PO from (8.11). Similarly, we have a bijection

Xpg — I™ I8 e f2°

(Here fP° is understood as the natural restriction to the part [m + n] x k.) Now

the following lemma is clear.
114
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Lemma 11.2. For k € NU {co}, the map
U [050] — TR ® APV, [Mizo(N)] = Mpa(1),
defines an isomorphism of Z-modules.

We have abused the notation W for all the isomorphisms unless otherwise spec-
ified, since they share the same origin. For k € NU {oo}, we define [[O%ﬁ]] as the

completion of [O%’ﬁ] such that the extensions of W
U :[[050]] — T3 A* Vg (11.1)

are isomorphism of Z-modules. Recall the category O%l from §3. We shall denote

O%’f the full subcategory of O%l consisting of all modules possessing parabolic

Verma flags. Recall a bijection Xg%l’Jr — ™ x [°\ — fP! from (8.13).
Similarly, we have a bijection

Xpf — I IE . e f2
(Here fP! is understood as the natural restriction to the part [m + n] x k.) Now
the following lemma is clear.
Lemma 11.3. For k € NU {co}, the map
U [07] — T2 © AWy, (M, (V)] = Mg (1),

s an isomorphism of Z-modules.

For k € NU {co}, we define [[O%f]] as the completion of [Okb’f] such that the
extensions of ¥

U H{[0g7]] — TE® AF Wy (11.2)
are isomorphism of Z-modules.

Proposition 11.4. The truncation maps defined here are compatible under the
1somorphism 1 with the truncations in Propositions 9.18 and 9.20. More precisely,
we have the following commutative diagrams,

[O23]] —— TEE A=V [022]] Lo T8 & A W,

[ [

[0h;0]] —— TE& AF Vg (054 ¥ TBS AF W,
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Proof. The proposition follows by a direct computation using the respective stan-
dard bases {[M(A)]} and {[My; (N)]}, and applying Propositions 9.18, 9.20, and
7.7. O

2. COMPARISON OF CHARACTERS

Let b be a fix 0™1™-sequence. For k € N, consider the extended sequences
(b,0%) and (b, 1*). Associated to the extended sequences, we introduced in Chap-

ter 7 the categories OEZ’Z';L and Og'vnlj)k, as well as the parabolic categories (‘J%O

and (9%1, respectively.
For A € Xf::)r , we can express the simple module [L, gx)(A)] in terms of Verma
modules as follows:

LoV = D au[Mpey(p)],  for a, € Z.

pEX (m+k|n)

Since the simple modules { L, ory(\) = L%,o()‘) | A € Xf:gr also lie in the para-
bolic category O%O, we can express them in terms of parabolic Verma modules as

follows:
Loy N = D> baMgo(w)],  for by € Z.

k,+
uEXb’O

Recall that Mso()\) = IndPEm R L)), By the Weyl character formula

Pbo
applied to Lo()), we obtain that a,y = by, for v, \ € szar. This proves the
following.

Proposition 11.5. Let A € szar and let £ € Xff Then we have

LioyN] = Y auMpo()] = Y an[Mey(v))-
pEX (m-+k|n) vexkd
L@l = D deMp ()] = > ape[Me ().
pEX (m|n+k) nexit

Now we proceed with the tilting modules. Let A € Xf::)’ and £ € XSIF We can
express the tilting modules T, ory(A) and Ty, gxy(§) in terms of Verma modules as
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follows:
Two N = > calMpoy()],  forcn € Z,
neX (m+kln)
[Tib1x)(§)] = Z Coe[ M1y (m)],  for ¢ € Z.
neX(m|n+k)

Recall the tilting modules T&O(A) and T& L (&) in the parabolic categories O%O and
O%l. The following proposition is a counterpart of [CLW2, Proposition 8.7] with

the same proof, which is based on [So2, Br2]. Recall w((]k) denotes the longest
element in &;.

Proposition 11.6.

(1) Let A € Xiy, and write TEy(\) = 3

(k)
d'/)‘ - ZTG@k(_l)Z(TwO )CT-V,w(()k)')\'

(2) Let € € Xf:;’, and write Tf,l(ﬁ) =

Tw(k)
d%ﬁ = ZTEGk(_l)Z( 0 )C, (k))\

TM,Wy

k
vexb dyaxMy, o(v). Then we have

ot d;ﬁMsl(n). Then we have

n€EXy

3. TRANSLATION FUNCTORS

In [Brl], Brundan established a U-module isomorphism between the Grothendieck
group of the category O of gl(m|n) and a Fock space (at ¢ = 1), where some prop-
erly defined translation functors act as Chevalley generators of U at ¢ = 1. Here
we shall develop a type B analogue in the setting of osp(2m + 1|2n).

Let V' be the natural osp(2m + 1|2n)-module. Notice that V' is self-dual. Re-
calling §1, we have the following decomposition of Oy:

Ob = @ ob,an
XA

where ) runs over all the integral central characters. Thanks to Lemma 8.5, we
can set Op 4 = Op.y,, if Wtp(A) =7 (recall wtp, from (8.9)). For r > 0, let S™V be
the rth supersymmetric power of V. For i € I', M € Oy, ,, we define the following
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translation functors in Oy:

f‘g‘:)M = pr'Y_T(aifl_EiJrl)(M ® STV)’ (113)
2 2

e'(;i)M = pr'y"'T(eif%_eH%)(M ® Srv)’ (11’4)

tM :=pr, (M ®V), (11.5)

where pr, is the natural projection from Oy, to Oy .

Note that the translation functors naturally induce operators on the Grothendieck
group [02], denoted by fé:), 68?, and t as well. The following two lemmas are
analogues of [Brl, Lemmas 4.23 and 4.24]. Since they are standard, we shall skip
the proofs.

Lemma 11.7. On the category Oy, the translation functors &, e, and t are

all exact. They commute with the T-duality.

Lemma 11.8. Let vy, ..., vn be the set of weights of S™V ordered so that v; > v;
if and only if i < j. Let X\ € X(m|n). Then My(\) @ S™V has a multiplicity-free
Verma flag with subquotients isomorphic to My(A +v1), ..., Mp(A+ vy) in the
order from bottom to top.

Denote by Uy = Z ®4 U, the specialization of the A-algebra Uy, at ¢ = 1.
Hence we can view TP as a Uz-module. Thanks to (2.2) and (2.3), we know ¢( (gf))
and L(eg;)) lie in Uy, hence their specializations at ¢ = 1 in Uz act on T5.

Proposition 11.9. Under the identification [O8] and TY via the isomorphism U,

the translation functors fé:), eg;), and t act in the same way as the specialization

of £ e and t in U

Proof. Let us show in detail that the actions match for r = 1 (i.e., ignoring the
higher divided powers). Set

m+n
A+ pp = Z ajes-j € X(mjn) and v = wtp(A).
j=1
Then we have My(\) € Op,. By Lemma 11.8, My(\) ® V has a multiplicity-
free Verma flag with subquotients isomorphic to My (A + €1), ..., Mp(A + €pnin),
My(N), Mp(A = €myn), -, Mp(A —€1). Applying the projection pr,_ | 1)
747'2 T ?

to the filtration, we obtain that f,, My () has a multiplicity-free Verma flag with

subquotients isomorphic to My (X =+ €;) such that a; = £(i — ) respectively.
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On the other hand, we have VU (My())) = M]'?b(l). Recall the formulas for
A
the embedding ¢ from Proposition 2.2. Suppose L(fai)M})b(l) =2, MP(1), for
A

1 € I*. It is easy to see that for M ;’ to appear in the summands, we must have
AP+ pp = A+ pp £ €; such that a; = £(i — 3) respectively. Hence the action of
t(fa,) on TP matchs with the translation functor f,, on [Of] under U.

Similar argument works for the translation functor e,,.

Applying the projection pr,, to the Verma flag filtration of Mp(\)®V, we obtain
that tMy(A) from (11.4) has a multiplicity-free Verma flag with subquotients
isomorphic to My(A) and My (X + ¢;) such that a; = F3 respectively. Then one
checks that the action of +(t) on T2 matchs with the translation functor ¢ on [Obﬂ
under W.

For the general divided powers, the proposition follows from a direct computa-
tion using Lemma 11.8 | [Brl, Corollary 4.25], and the expressions of «( f,gf)) and

L(e((x’;)) in (2.2) and (2.3). We leave the details to the reader. O

4. CrassicAL KL THEORY REFORMULATED

The following is a reformulation of the Kazhdan-Lusztig theory for Lie algebra
of type B, which was established by [BB, BK, Sol, So2]; also see [Vo]. Recall for
b = (0™) we have TS = V5™,

Theorem 11.10. Let b = (0™) and let k € NU {oo}. Then the isomorphism
U [[0p0]] = TB® A* Vg in (11.1) satisfies

U([Lo(N)]) = L (1), V(TN =Tpo(1),  for de Xy

720 ~ g

Proof. For k € N, the theorem follows from Remark 5.9 that the parabolic
Kazhdan-Lusztig basis is matched with the i-canonical basis. The case with
k = oo follows from Proposition 9.20 and Proposition 7.7. O

5. SUPER DUALITY AND FOCK SPACES

Theorem 11.11. [CLW2, Theorem 7.2] There is an equivalence of categories
(called super duality) SD : 055" — O such that the induced map SD : [[05%°]] —
[[O%jf]] satisfies, for anyY = M, L, or T,

SD[Y, (M) = [Yﬁ()x“)], for XA e X{ff.
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Proposition 11.12. Let b be any 0™1"-sequence. Assume that the isomorphism
U [[0p2]] = TB® A® Vy in (11.1) satisfies

V(L) = L (1), (Tps(W]) = Tho(1),  for A € Xp5"

I R
Then the isomorphism U : [[O,ﬁA]] — T2® A™ Wy satisfies
V(LGN = L (D), W) = Tpa(1),  for de X3

i
Proof. By the combinatorial super duality in Theorem 10.7, we have the following
isomorphism

hb : TZ@ A VZ — Tg@ A Wz,
which preserves the i-canonical and dual i-canonical bases. Combining this with
the super duality, we have the following diagram:

[O52)] —— TE® A™ (11.6)
lSD J/hb
(053] —2 TE® A™ W
where SD is the super duality from Theorem 11.11.

With the help of the basis {[My4(A)]}, it is easy to check that the diagram
(11.6) commutes. Hence we have the following two commutative diagrams:

[Lpo(N)] —— LZ{,% (1) [T —— T}}’g(l)
L9l — L3 (1) (T35 (00)) — Tl (1)
The two horizontal arrows on the bottom give us the proposition. 0J

6. ~-KL. THEORY FOR o0sp

We can now formulate and prove the main result of Part 2, which is a gen-
eralization of [CLW2, Theorem 8.11] (Brundan’s conjecture [Brl]) to the ortho-
symplectic Lie superalgebra osp(2m + 1|2n).

Theorem 11.13. For any 0™1"-sequence b starting with 0, the isomorphism
U [[08]] = T in (11.1) (with k = 0) satisfies

U(Le(W) = L% (1), W(Te(N) =TR(),  for A€ X(m|n).
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The following proposition is a counterpart of [CLW2, Theorem 8.8]. It can
now be proved in the same way as in loc. cit. as we have done all the suitable
preparations in §2 (as in [CLW2, §6]). We will skip the details.

Proposition 11.14. Let b = (b',0,1,b?) and b’ = (b',1,0,b?) be adjacent
0m1™-sequences with nonempty bt starting with 0. Then Theorem 11.13 holds for
b if and only if it holds for b’.

Remark 11.15. The assumption “nonempty b! starting with 0” in Proposition 11.14
is removable, if we apply the observation in Remark 10.4. Subsequently, we can
also remove a similar assumption on b from Proposition 11.12 and Theorem 11.13.
Theorem 11.13 in its current form already solves completely the irreducible and
tilting character problem on Oy, for an arbitrary b, since Oy, is independent of b
and the relations between the simple/tilting characters in Oy, for different b are
understood (see Remark 10.5).

Proof of Theorem 11.13. The overall strategy of the proof is by induction on n,
following the proof of Brundan’s KL-type conjecture in [CLW2]. The inductive
procedure, denoted by KL(m|n)V¥m > 1 = &KL(m|n + 1), is divided into the
following steps:

1KL(m + k|n) Vk = «KL(m/|n|k) Yk, by changing Borels (11.7)
— KL(m|n|k) Vk, by passing to parabolic (11.8)
= 1KL(m|n|oo), by taking k +— oo (11.9)
= 1KL(m|n + 00), by super duality (11.10)
= KL(m|n + 1) Vm, by truncation. (11.11)

It is instructive to write down the Fock spaces corresponding to the steps above:

VErE @ Wer vk = VO @ WO @ VEF vk
— V& @ W @ APV Vi
— VO @ W @ AV
— VO @ W @ AW
— VO @ WDy > 1,

A complete proof would be simply a copy from the proof of [CLW2, Theorem
8.10], as we are in a position to take care of each step of (11.7)—(11.11). Here we
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will be contented with specifying how each step follows and refer the reader to
the proof of [CLW2, Theorem 8.10] for details.

Thanks to Theorem 5.8, the base case for the induction, :KL(m|0), is equivalent
to the original Kazhdan-Lusztig conjecture [KL] for so(2m+1), which is a theorem
of [BB] and [BK] (and extended to all singular weights by [Sol]); The tilting
module characters were due to [So2].

Step (11.7) is a special case of Proposition 11.14.

Step (11.8) is based on §1 (Propositions 10.1 and 10.2) and §2 (Propositions 11.5
and 11.6).

Step (11.9) is based on Proposition 11.4.

Step (11.10) is based on Proposition 11.12.

Step (11.11) is based on Propositions 7.7, 11.4, and 9.18 (with k£ = 1 therein).
The theorem is proved. O

Remark 11.16. There is a similar Fock space formulation of Kazhdan-Lusztig
theories for various parabolic subcategories of osp(2m + 1|2n)-modules, which can
be derived as a corollary to Theorem 11.13.

Remark 11.17. The establishment of a KL theory in Theorem 11.13 naturally
leads to the expectation on a Koszul graded lift for Op; cf. [BGS].



CHAPTER 12

BGG category of osp(2m + 1|2n)-modules of half-integer
weights

In this chapter we shall deal with a version of BGG category for osp(2m +
1]2n) associated with a half-integer weight set ‘X (m|n). The relevant quantum
symmetric pair turns out to be the r +— oo limit of (U, UJ) established in
Chapter 6. This chapter is a variant of Chapters 7-11, in which we will formulate
the main theorems while skipping the identical proofs.

1. SETUPS FOR HALF-INTEGER WEIGHTS

Let us first set up some notations. Switching the sets of integers and half-
integers in (8.1), we set

1 1
3 I[ﬂ:u?;oﬂﬁzN+§, I=7. (12.1)

Recall from Chapter 6 the finite-rank quantum symmetric pairs (Us,, UZ) with
embedding 7 : Ul — Us,,. Let

U’ = QUi, U= E_jOUgr.

The pair (U, U’) forms a quantum symmetric pair as well, with the obvious
induced embedding j : U? — U. Let II := |, II, be the simple system of U.
Recall the intertwiner Y of the pair (Us,, U2). Note that TV =1 for p €
NII,,, and this allows us to define

T, = lim T, for e NII.

r—00 K

We then define the formal sum (which lies in some completion of U™)

Ti=> T, (12.2)

peNII
123
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which shall be viewed as a well-defined operator on U-modules that we are con-
cerned.
Introduce the following set of half-integer weights

, R 1 - 1

X(mln) := ;(Z+ S)ei +;(Z+ 56 (12.3)
Let b = (by,...,bnen) be an arbitrary 0"1™-sequence. We first define a partial
ordering on I™*" which depends on the sequence b. There is a natural bijection
It "X (mln), f — )\]'? and X\ — fP, defined formally by the same formulas
(8.7)-(8.8) for the bijection I"™*" «» X (m|n) therein, though I here has a different
meaning.

Recall the Bruhat ordering =<y, given by (7.3) on by, and hence on "X (m|n).

We now transport the ordering on X (m|n) by the above bijection to I™*".

Definition 12.1. The Bruhat ordering or b-Bruhat ordering <y, on I"™*" is de-
fined as follows: For f, g € I™™, f <y, g & )\? =b )\;’. We also say f ~ g if
AR~ )P

! g

A BGG category 'Oy, of osp(2m + 1|2n)-modules with weight set ‘X (m|n) is
defined in the same way as in Definition 7.3, where the weight set was taken to
be X (m|n). Again, the category 'Oy contains several distinguished modules: the
b-Verma modules My()), simple modules Ly, (), and tilting modules Ty (), for
A €' X (mln).

2. FOCK SPACES AND J-CANONICAL BASES

Let V := 3" ., Q(q)v, be the natural representation of U. Let W := V* be
the restricted dual module of V with the basis {w, | a € I} such that (w,,vy) =
(—q) *0qp- By restriction through the embedding j, V and W are naturally U’-
modules. For a given 0™1"-sequence b = (b1, by, ..., byu1n), we again define the
Fock space TP by the formula (8.3) and the standard monomial basis M, for
f € I by the formula (8.4). Following §1, we define the B-completion of the
Fock space TP with respect to the Bruhat ordering defined in Definition 12.1.

Following §1 and §2, we define an anti-linear involution

v, =T " —s 'i‘b,
where T is the operator defined in (12.2), such that
Uy (My) = My + Z ror(@) Mg, for rer(q) € A.

9=<bf
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Therefore we have the following counterpart of Theorem 9.9 (here we emphasize
that the index set I here is different from the same notation used therein and U’
is a different algebra than U").

Theorem 12.2. The Q(q)-vector space T® has unique ,-invariant topological
bases
(TP | fel™} and {L}|feI™"}
such that
TP =M+ Y o (q)My, LY =M+ > (2(q)Mp,
9=bf 9=bf

ul))ith tee(q) quZ[q], a:)zd t0:(q) € ¢ ' Zlg™Y], for g b f. (We shall write t9,(q) =
Eff(Q) =1, tgf(q) = fgf(Q) =0 forg A f-)

{Tp | feI™™}and {L} | f € I"™""} are call the j-canonical basis and dual

g-canonical basis of "/JI\‘b, respectively. The polynomials t‘g’f (¢) and ﬁz’f(q) are called
g-Kazhdan-Lusztig (or 3-KL) polynomials.

3. KL THEORY AND j-CANONICAL BASIS

Starting with an A-lattice T% spanned by the standard monomial basis of the
Q(q)-vector space TP, we define TS = Z ®,4 T®% where A acts on Z with ¢ = 1.
For any u in the A-lattice T, we denote by u(1) its image in T%.

Let 'Of be the full subcategory of 'Oy, consisting of all modules possessing a
finite b-Verma flag. Let [’ Obﬂ be its Grothendieck group. The following lemma
is immediate from the bijection I <>’ X (m|n).

Lemma 12.3. The map
v [0y] — Ty, [Mp(N)] = MR, (1),
defines an isomorphism of Z-modules.

Denote by U7 the A-form of U7 generated by the divided powers, and set
U, =Z®, U},

Remark 12.4. The map V¥ is actually a U}-module isomorphism, where U7, acts
n [’ Obﬂ via translation functors analogous to Proposition 11.9.

We define [['Of]] as the completion of ['Of] such that the extension of ¥
v [[0p]] — TP
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is an isomorphism of Z-modules. We have the following counterpart of Theo-
rem 12.5 with the same proof.

Theorem 12.5. For any 0™1"-sequence b starting with 0, the isomorphism ¥ :
[[08]] = T% satisfies

U([Lu(N)]) = L (1), V([T(N)]) = T (1), for A€ 'X(m|n).
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