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ABSTRACT. We construct a new class of finite-dimensional C*-quantum groupoids at roots of
unity ¢ = ™/, with limit the discrete dual of the classical SU(V) for large orders. The repre-
sentation category of our groupoid turns out to be tensor equivalent to the well known quotient
C*-category of the category of tilting modules of the non-semisimple quantum group Uy (slx) of
Drinfeld, Jimbo and Lusztig.

As an algebra, the C*-groupoid is a quotient of U, (slx). As a coalgebra, it naturally reflects
the categorical quotient construction. In particular, it is not coassociative, but satisfies axioms
of the weak quasi-Hopf C*-algebras: quasi-coassociativity and non-unitality of the coproduct.
There are also a multiplicative counit, an antipode, and an R-matrix.

For this, we give a general construction of quantum groupoids for complex simple Lie algebras
g # Ejg and certain roots of unity. Our main tools here are Drinfeld’s coboundary associated to
the R-matrix, related to the algebra involution, and certain canonical projections introduced by
Wenzl, which yield the coproduct and Drinfeld’s associator in an explicit way. Tensorial properties
of the negligible modules reflect in a rather special nature of the associator. We next reduce the
proof of the categorical equivalence to the problems of establishing semisimplicity and computing
dimension of the groupoid. In the case g = sly we construct a (non-positive) Haar-type functional
on an associative version of the dual groupoid satisfying key non-degeneracy properties. This
enables us to complete the proof.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let g be a complex simple Lie algebra, ¢ a primitive root of unity, and let U,(g) be Lusztig’s
restricted quantum group [8]]. It is well known that this is a non-semisimple algebra, and so is its
representation category. However, a semisimple tensor category, F, called the fusion category,
can be obtained as a quotient of the category of tilting modules by the ideal of the negligible
ones [27, 28,3, 4} 117, 47]]. These categories play a prominent role in conformal field theory [35],
subfactor theory [22], topological quantum field theory and the study of invariants of 3-manifolds
[50,41].

For the roots of unity ¢ = e with d the ratio of the square lengths of a long root to a short
root, Kirillov introduced a *—involution and an associated inner product on the arrow spaces of
J and conjectured positivity [24]. Wenzl proved the conjecture, and derived existence of a C*—
structure making the braiding unitary [49]. See also [52] for an independent related result and
(45142, 43| 44]] and references therein for a complete discussion on unitarity and modularity. In
particular these results are of interest in the algebraic approach to low dimensional QFT where
tensor C*—categories with unitary braided symmetries arise [18], and constituted our original
motivation.

The aim of this paper is to construct C*—quantum groupoids with representation category
tensor equivalent to the fusion C*—categories of sly. They arise as linear duals of quantised

—

function algebras, and we thus denote them by C(SU(N), ¢). Every such groupoid turns out
to be described by a finite dimensional C*-algebra which is a quotient of U,(sly) determined
by the irreducible *—representations with dominant weights in the open Weyl alcove. Hence the
dimensions of the representations are classical. Our constructions may be interpreted as a natural

dual of the quotient construction at the categorical level as recalled above.
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The problem of constructing quantum groupoids describing a given tensor category via rep-
resentation theory originates in the physics literature (see [18] and references therein) and sub-
sequently it has been vastly considered also with different motivations. For the C*—categories
F, the fusion rules become close to those of g for ¢ large. Physical considerations lead to look
for quantisations of the compact real form G of g [16]. The quotient construction defining J al-
lows a more precise formulation of the problem. Indeed, it may be understood as taking a tilting
module 7 to a maximal non-negligible summand 7" and a morphism to its compression to corre-
sponding summands. Hence objects of F can be viewed as Hilbert spaces of classical dimension,
and arrows as linear maps between them. We may regard this association as an approximation
of the usual embedding functor of Rep(() into the Hilbert spaces for ¢ large, and ask whether
the former can rigorously be interpreted as the embedding functor of a C*—quantum groupoid.
Since the non-negligible modules are after all the tilting representations of U,(g) with positive
quantum dimension, to construct this groupoid one is led to start with the semisimple quotient
of U,(g) determined by such representations.

The first construction of this kind has been done in the physics literature by Mack and Schome-
rus in the early 90s, who were motivated by certain models of rational conformal field theory
(29,130, 31]]. Specifically, they started with the quotient of U, (sl5) alluded to above and showed
that truncation of tensor products of non-negligible modules leads to a non-unital and quasi-
coassociative coproduct. Furthermore, they introduced the general notion of a weak quasi-Hopf
C*—algebra, as a generalisation to the non-unital case of the quasi-Hopf algebras previously
introduced by Drinfeld [12].

To the best of our knowledge in the last two decades there has not been any progress in ex-
tending Mack and Scomerus construction to pairs (g, ¢) for other Lie algebras. Notice that such
a generalisation would not be obvious, as the construction of the coproduct in the sl case relies
on the special property of that Lie algebra that tensor products of all the irreducible represen-
tations are multiplicity free. Furthermore, not much is known about the relation between Mack
and Schomerus groupoid and the quotient category of sls, although such a relation is certainly
expected.

This may be partially explained by the fact that most later studies have focused on the coasso-
ciative weak Hopf algebras of [6,(7,134]. Indeed, soon after their introduction such algebras were
shown to cover several physical models, including orbifold models previously described by gen-
uine quasi-Hopf structures, see e.g. [10,16,(15,136,139, 33]]. Furthermore, every semisimple fusion
category of a rather general kind was shown to correspond to a weak Hopf algebra [20), 46, [35]].
We should however remark that when applied to the fusion categories JF, the relation between the
reconstructed weak Hopf algebra and the original Lie algebra is not apparent. For example, the
set of dimensions of the base coefficient algebras is unbounded if the order of the root of unity
becomes large. This is due to the fact that Hayashi-Szlachanyi duality relies on the construction
of an (associative) embedding functor which does not reproduce the above truncation procedure.

Our groupoids turn out to satisfy axioms of the weak quasi-Hopf C*-algebras, and we shall in-
terchangeably refer to them in this way or as quasi-coassociative C*—quantum groupoids. More
in detail, they are finite dimensional C*-algebras endowed with a quasi-coassociative and non-
unital coproduct and a multiplicative counit. They also have an invertible antimultiplicative an-
tipode, and an R-matrix. Coassociativity failure is described by a Drinfeld associator explicitly
derived from an iterative truncation procedure associated to powers of the vector representa-
tion. Tensorial properties of the negligible modules in the tilting category reflect in rather strong
properties of the associator that we describe in Sect. 9. For example, it is an idempotent. Counit
multiplicativity has the advantage that representations act on vector spaces rather than bimodules.
Furthermore, since our groupoids are built from the classical group using only representations of
the non-semisimple counterpart of positive quantum dimensions, they naturally approximate the
classical Lie group in the sense described above.

We next explain our approach. While there is in general no canonical choice of truncated
tensor products, Wenzl was able to make one for tensor products V\, ® V' of an irreducible V)
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of U,(g) in the open alcove by a suitable generating representation V', specifically chosen for
each Lie type (fundamental representation). He then proved Kirillov conjecture by showing
that this subspace is a Hilbert space under the restriction of an hermitian form obtained as a
deformation of the usual tensor product structure via the R-matrix. The corresponding projection
then becomes selfadjoint. We are interested in a coherent iterative choice of a sequence of such
projections p,, : V®" — V& onto truncated tensor powers of V. One thus obtains a natural
functor

W.F =X

from the fusion C*—category to the Hilbert spaces taking a tensor power V®" to the range of p,.

We adapt Tannakian methods for quantum groups to the functor W. In other words, we pass
to the dual viewpoint and talk of comodules. Notice that Wenzl’s functor is not a tensor *—
functor into the Hilbert spaces in the usual sense [32]. Even compared to more general Tannakian
reconstructions (e.g. for weak Hopf algebras [46], or ergodic actions of compact quantum groups
[38]]), there are independent new obstructions. First, the usual tensor product of Hilbert space
representations is not a representation on the tensor product Hilbert space, already if ¢ is not a
root of unity. This is due to the anticomultiplicativity property of the involution of U,(g). This
means that the construction of the adjoint can not be treated along lines similar, e.g., to those
for compact quantum groups [S1], as the involution is comultiplicative for the latter. At roots of
unity, a second obstacle is associativity failure of W and it is due to the truncation procedure.
Indeed, Wenzl’s projections p,, fail associativity already for sl5 at the smallest root, in agreement
with Mack and Schomerus observation, cf. Ex. 5.2. In essence, our contribution may be regarded
as the construction of a tensor structure of a weak type on Wenzl’s functor. Specifically, it turns
out to be a weak quasi-tensor structure in the sense of [19], but of a rather special kind, in that
it satisfies suitable weak tensoriality relations which are generalizations of an ordinary notion of
weak tensor functor relying on coassociativity relations. This viewpoint will be clarified in [9]
where we put the results of this paper in an abstract framework.

To obtain this, we replace associativity failure of 1 by certain remarkable properties of the
negligible modules of the tilting category, due to Andersen [3] and emphasised by Gelfand and
Kazhdan [[17] in their quotient construction. We show that these properties play a role also in
our case: they allow us to construct a coassociative but non-associative bi-algebra D(V £) acting
as a universal algebra of a vector space. We endow it with an involution induced by Drinfeld’s
coboundary associated to the so called unitarized R-matrix R of [12]. We next introduce the
‘function algebra’ C(G, ¢) as a quotient of D(V, ¢) by a coideal induced by the fusion category
which, by our coherent choice of the p,, is also an ideal, but only of one-sided type. Hence
C(G, ¢) is naturally only a coalgebra with involution. The problem becomes that of making it
into an algebra. Notice that this corresponds to the most delicate point in Mack and Schomerus
approach, namely the construction of a coproduct.

We observe that our problem can be reduced to the question of cosemisimplicity of C(G, ¢).
Specifically, we show that if we know that C(G, ) is cosemisimple then one can derive a non-
associative algebra structure on it as a pull back of the product of D(V,¢). But more is true:

—

the dual groupoid C(G, ¢) can be made into a weak quasi-Hopf C*—algebra with R-matrix with
representation category equivalent to . The associator is explicitly described by associativity
failure of Wenzl’s projections p,,. It has the virtue of being an idempotent. Our second main result
is that (G, ¢) is indeed cosemisimple for G = SU(NV). This is done via the construction of a
suitable filtration of C(G, ¢) in the general case, for which an (even associative) algebra structure
is naturally defined, and of a Haar functional for that filtration in the type A case. This functional
is in turn achieved via an analysis on the Weyl filtrations of the negligible summands of the
tensor powers V®" of the fundamental up to a specific value of n specified by the conjugation
structure of the representation category of SU(V).
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We should remark that because of space limitations, cosemisimplicity of C(G, ¢) for Lie types
other than A has not been considered in this paper, but will be taken up in the future. A positive
answer would allow us to extend our main result to such groups provided g # Fs.

The paper is organised as follows. Sect. 2 is dedicated to preliminaries on quantum groups
at roots of unity and the associated fusion categories. In Sect. 3 we recall Drinfeld’s unitarized
R-matrix and the associated coboundary. In Sect. 4 we recall Kirillov-Wenzl’s theory mostly
following Wenzl’s approach, while in Sect. 5 we construct Wenzl’s functor. We dedicate Sect.
6 to Tannakian reconstruction of the function algebra quantum group in the generic case (i.e.
q is not a root of unity), while in Sect. 7 we perform the construction of the universal non-
associative algebra D(V £) at roots of unity and we show multiplicativity of the coproduct for
all g # Eg. Section 8 deals with the construction of the involutive function coalgebra C(G, /)
and an associated filtration endowed with an associative product. In Sect. 9 we construct quasi-

coassociative dual C*-groupoids C(G, ¢) under the assumption of cosemisimplicity of C(G, ¢),
we study Drinfeld’s associator, verify the quasi-Hopf C*-algebra axioms, and show the men-
tioned equivalence of tensor C*—categories. Finally, in Sect. 10 we develop a cosemisimplicity
condition for C(G, ¢) involving a Haar functional on the filtration, and we verify its validity for
g = sly. We include an appendix where we explicit the generator for the fusion C*—categories
of s/, and the conjugation structure.

2. QUANTUM GROUPS AT ROOTS OF UNITY

Let g be a complex simple Lie algebra, h a Cartan subalgebra, oy, ..., q, a set of simple
roots, and A = (a;;) the associated Cartan matrix. Consider the unique invariant symmetric
and bilinear form on h* such that («, ) = 2 for a short root . Let F be the real vector space
generated by the roots endowed with its euclidean structure (z, y). Let A be the weight lattice of
E and A the cone of dominant weights.

Consider the complex *—algebra C[z, z7!] of Laurent polynomials with involution z* = 277,
and let C(z) be the associated quotient field, endowed with the involution naturally induced from
Clz, z~!]. We consider Drinfeld-Jimbo quantum group U, (g), i.e. the algebra over C(z) defined
by generators FE;, Fy, K;, K; ', i =1,...,r, and relations

Kz'Kj = KjKiu KZKl—l — Kl_lKZ = 1,
KZE]KZ_I = I‘<ai’aj>Ej, KZF}KZ_I = .T_<ai’aj>}7j

K; — K
Eily — FiEs = 0y —— o
1—ai; 1—as;
Z (_1>kEi(l—aij—k)EjEi(k) _0, Z (_1)kﬂ(1—aij—k)FjE(k) =0, i#]j,

0 0
where d; = (o, ;) /2, and, for k > 0, E® = EF/[k],!, F®) = F¥/[k],,!. Note that d; is an
integer, hence so is every inner product (o, ;). Quantum integers and factorials are defined in
the usual way, [k, = :”;__fj; [kl.! = [kls ... 2]z, [K]a, = [k]za, and result selfadjoint scalars of
C(z). There is a unique *—involution on U, (g) making it into a *—algebra over C(z) such that

K=K;', E'=F,.

This algebra becomes a Hopf algebra, i.e. a coassociative coalgebra with coproduct A, counit
¢ and antipode S defined, e.g, as in [49]], where his K; corresponds to our K.
One has the following relations between coproduct, antipode and involution for a € U,(g),

A(a*) = A%(a)*, (2.1)
£(a*) = <(a). (2.2)
S(a*) = S(a)", (2.3)
S%(a) = Kz_plaK2p, (2.4)
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where AP is the coproduct opposite to A, 2p the sum of the positive roots, and, for an element
a = >, ko of the root lattice, K, := KJ* ... K.

2.1. Remark Notice that U,(g) is not a Hopf *—algebra in the sense of, e.g., [8]], where (2.1)-
(2.3) are replaced by A(a*) = A(a)* and S(a*) = S~(a)*.

We next consider Lusztig’s integral form [27]]. In order to construct braided tensor categories,
it is well known that we need to embed the original algebra into a larger algebra, via a procedure
involving, among other things, extension of scalars, see [45] for details. For the purposes of this
paper (see the next section) we shall actually need a further extension, and the correct polynomial
ring for the integral form will be

A= C[xl/zL,x_l/zL],

with L the smallest positive integer such that L(\, u) € Z for all dominant weights A\, p. The
explicit values are listed in [45] for all Lie types. For example, L = N for g = sly.

We define the integral form U, as the A-subalgebra generated by the elements Efk), ﬂ(k)
and K;. This is known to be a *—invariant Hopf A—algebra with the structure inherited from
U.(g). Notice that, in connection with the mentioned extension needs, U, is not quasi triangular,
even topologically, but the representation categories that we next consider will be braided tensor
categories, and this will suffice for our purposes.

We fix ¢ € T, and consider the *~homomorphism A — C which evaluates every polynomial
in ¢, and form the tensor product *—algebra,

Uy(g) = Uy ®4C,

which becomes a complex Hopf algebra with a *~involution, and properties (2.1)—(2.4) still hold
for U,(g).

Given a dominant weight A of g, we can associate various modules V) (z), V\(A), and V\(q)
of U,(g), Ux and U,(g), respectively, usually called Weyl modules, and thus form correspond-
ing representation categories as follows. We shall mostly be interested in V)\(¢) that we shall
eventually simply denote by V), as well.

a) The category Rep(U,)

Let V(z) be the irreducible representation of U,(g) with highest weight A and let v, be the
highest weight vector of V() and form the cyclic module of U, generated by v,

VA(A) := uy(Uy)vy.
It is known to be a free A-module satisfying

We denote by Rep(U,) the linear category over A with objects finite tensor products of modules
Vi (A). It becomes a tensor A—category in the natural way.

b) The tilting category T (g, /)

Every module V) (A) gives rise to the complex U,(g)-modules via specialisation at a complex
number g:
V)\(q) = V)\(.A) ®4 C.

This is obviously a cyclic module, but it is not always irreducible if ¢ is a root of unity. The
linkage principle gives information on irreducibility at primitive roots of unity. Briefly, one
needs to consider the affine Weyl group, and its translated action on the real vector space E
spanned by the roots, defined by w.z = w(x + p) — p. The structure of this group depends on the
parity and divisibility by d := max d; of the order m of ¢ [45]]. In this paper we are interested in
the case where m is divisible by 2d, and more specifically we take ¢ = ¢™/%, as in this case one
obtains tensor C*—categories [49, [52]. The affine Weyl group, W, is generated by the ordinary
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Weyl group W and translations by ¢, where 6 is the highest root. The translated action admits a
fundamental domain, called the principal Weyl alcove, that intersects A" in the set

Api={rAe At (N +p,0) <di}.

The linkage principle then implies that V) (q) are irreducible for A\ € A,. Moreover, they are
pairwise inequivalent. We refer to [3} 45, 8] for complete explanations.

We follow [49] for the construction of the tilting category. Namely, we fix, for each Lie type,
a representation V' of g taken from a specific list, that we call fundamental. For example, in the
type A case, V is the vector representation. Each fundamental representation has in particular
the property that every irreducible of g is contained in some tensor power of V.

One can form the category T(g, ¢), also denoted T, for brevity, with objects finite tensor pow-
ers of V' (¢) and arrows the intertwining operators, completed with subobjects (i.e. summands)
and direct sums.

This is a strict tensor but non-semisimple category. It is known [49]] that the objects of T, are
tilting modules in the sense of Andersen [3], and that conversely, for ¢ large enough every tilting
module is isomorphic to an object of T,. More precisely, one needs an order ¢ such that x € A,
where x is the dominant weight of V" and

Api={Ne AT (N +p,0) < dl}.

Tilting modules were originally defined as those modules W' admitting, together with their dual,
a Weyl filtration, i.e. a sequence of modules {0} C W; C --- C W such that W, /W; is
isomorphic to a Weyl module V) (q) with \; € AT. Weyl filtrations are non-unique, but for
all filtrations of ' the number of successive factors isomorphic to a given V) (q) is unique, and
it is in fact given by the multiplicity of V\(z) in W (z) if W is obtained from a specialisation
x — ¢ of a module W (z) of U,(g), see Prop. 3 and Remark 2 in [45] for a precise statement.
This in particular implies that the multiplicities of the dominant weights of the factors in the
Weyl filtrations of tensor products Vy, (¢) ® --- ® V3, (¢) with \; € A, (or more generally of
tilting modules) are the same as those determined by decomposition into irreducibles of the
corresponding tensor product in the classical (or generic) case.

c) The quotient category F,

We next briefly recall the construction of the semisimple quotient of J,, henceforth written J,
following the approach of Gelfand and Kazhdan [17]. Every object of T, decomposes as a direct
sum of indecomposable submodules, and this decomposition is unique up to isomorphism. One
can form two full linear (non-tensorial) subcategories, T°, and T+ of T,, with objects, respec-
tively, those representations which can be written as direct sums of V) (¢), with A € A, only, and
those which have no such V)\(¢) as a direct summand.

2.2. Definition The objects of T+ and T are called negligible and non-negligible, respectively.
An arrow T' : W — W’ of T is called negligible if it factors through W — N — W’ with N
negligible.

The category T+ of negligible modules satisfies the following properties, first shown by An-
dersen [3]], and abstracted in [17]]

(1) Any object W € T, is isomorphic to a direct sum W ~ Wy & N with W, € T®and N € T+.
(2) For any pair of arrows 7" : W; — N, S : N — W, of Ty, with N € T+, W; € T°, then

ST = 0.
(3) For any pair of objects W € T,, N € T+, then W ® Nand N @ W € T+,

Property (1) follows immediately from the mentioned decomposition of objects of T,, while
property (2) means that no non-negligible module can be a summand of a negligible one (how-
ever, it can be a factor of a Weyl filtration of a negligible).
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Let Neg(W, W’) be the subspace of negligible arrows of (¥, W'). Then the quotient category,
F, is the category with the same objects as T, and arrows between the objects W and W' the
quotient space,

(W, W")g, .= (W, W) /Neg(W, W').
Gelfand and Kazhdan endow J, with the unique structure of a tensor category such that the
quotient map J, — JF, is a tensor functor. The tensor product of objects and arrows of F,
is usually denoted by W&W' and S®T respectively, and referred to as the truncated tensor
product in the physics literature. This is now a semisimple tensor category and {V), A € A,} is
a complete set of irreducible objects.

2.3. Remark By Lemma 1.1 in [[17], composition of inclusion T° — T, with projection T, — J,
is an equivalence of linear categories. Hence T° becomes a semisimple tensor category as well
tensor equivalent to F,. This procedure may be understood as a categorification of the following
visualisation of truncated tensor products at the level of Grothendieck rings. For A, ;1 € Ay, one
can decompose V), ® V,, uniquely up to isomorphism in T,

V)\ X Vi, ~ @VEA[mK7MVV @ N7
with N negligible. Then in F,
V)\@V ~ @VeAlmK#VV.

Notice that, although unique up to isomorphism, the decomposition of V), ® V,, described in T,
is not canonical (cf. also Sect. 11.3C in [8]] and references therein.)

3. RIBBON AND COBOUNDARY STRUCTURES

The main topic of this section is the coboundary structure of the category Rep () associated
to the ribbon structure. It was first introduced by Drinfeld [12] for different purposes and used
by Wenzl to obtain a variant of Kirillov inner product [49]. We shall later need it as well for the
construction of the *—involution of the groupoid.

In order to obtain ribbon Hopf algebras, one needs to pass to a suitable extension of U,.
We refrain from explicitly recalling the construction of R and we refer to [45] for a detailed
treatment, but our notation will agree with [49]. The R matrix then lies in a suitable topological
and algebraic completion of the of the tensor product algebra by itself. As anticipated in the
previous section, we slightly modify this construction in that we further extend the scalars to
A = C[z'/?L =1/2L], This will allow the construction of a central square root of the ribbon
element in the completed algebra which will be useful later for the hermitian structure.

We recall the main algebraic properties of R [13]],

A®(a) = RA(a)R™1, (3.1)
1® A(R) = R13R12, (32)
A ® 1(R) == R13R23. (33)

Relations (3.1)—(3.3) mean that for any pair of representations u, v of Rep(U,4), the operators
Eup = Lu®uv(R), with ¥ the flip map, are intertwiners of the category satisfying naturality in u
and v. Hence ¢, ,, is a braided symmetry for the category. In particular, the Yang-Baxter relation

R12R13 R23 = R23 R13 R12

follows, see e.g. [47]] for details.
There is an associated ribbon element which is a central invertible element v in the completed
Hopf algebra such that
R21R =1 UA(U_l),
and it is given by v = Kj,u, where u = m(S ® 1(Rs1)), and often called the quantum Casimir
operator. The element u was originally introduced in [13]] the notion of ribbon Hopf algebras and
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ribbon tensor category is due to Reshetikhin and Turaev [40, 41]. For the following important
result, see Theorem 3 in [45] and references therein.

3.1. Theorem The category Rep(U,) is a ribbon tensor category. Hence so are T, and F.

We next consider the relation between the /2 matrix and the *—involution. Wenzl proves the
following [49]],
R* == Rzl_l.
On the other hand it is known that the inverse of v can be computed as
u_l = m(S_l X 1((R_1)21)).

It follows that
u =m(l® S(R)) =m(S™ @ I(R")) =u",
for the second equality, see Lemma 2.1.1 in [47]]. Therefore
vt =0t
as well. The action of v on an irreducible module is derived from the expression of the R
matrix, and it is given by scalar multiplication by 2~***2?) on a highest weight module of
weight A, [13]], see also see [49, 8]]. By [12] one can construct a central square root w lying in
the topological completion of the extension of Uy,. It acts as the scalar 2~ 2AA20) on the same
module. One thus has:
w® = v,
w*=wl.
It follows that one can compute a square root of Ry R,
(RglR)1/2 =w @ wA(w™).
Drinfeld used the element w to construct the so called unitarized R matrix R as follows. Set
O .= (RglR)_1/2 = w‘l & w_lA(w),

and define o
R:= RO = Ruw '@ w 'Aw).
We recall the following relations.

3.2. Lemma
a) @* = (@)2_117
b) ©5,; R = RO.

proofa) ©* = A(w)'w ® w = AP(w*)w @ w = w @ wA®(w™') = 6. b) By (3.1) and
centrality of w,

OnR=w"'R@uw 'AP(W)R=w"'@w 'RA(w) = Rw ' @ w 'A(w) = RO.
3.3. Proposition One has: _ _ _
R = (R);' = R.
In particular, R is selfadjoint.
Proof By a) of the previous lemma,
R = (RO)" = ©"R" = (0)y/ Ry} = (Rn621)"" = (R)3".
Furthermore, by b) of the same lemma,

Emﬁ = (R@)21R® = R21®21R@ = R21R62 =1.

The Yang-Baxter equation can equivalently be read as an associativity property for the R
matrix:

R12A ® 1(R) = Ry31 @ A(R).
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One can thus unambiguously define elements in the iterated tensor powers of the ribbon Hopf
algebra,
R = RW @ 1AMV @ 1(R) =1 R™1e A" D(R)
where R := R. We set, for n > 2,
0 =w '@ @w A" (w)
and note that it is associative as well:
M @IA V@10 =w'® - @uw '@ lAMY (W) @ 1AM Y @ 1(w™ @ w T A(w)) =

0t =19 0™ e A 1(0).
We also set:
7™ .— pmgn)

3.4. Lemma The following pairs of operators commulte:

a) A(n) X 1(R) and @12,

b) 1® A™(R) and O3,

¢) A"V ®1(R)and O™ @1,

d) 1®APD(R)and1 ® 0™,
proof a) we need to show that A™ ® 1(R) commutes with Ry R = ©72. We explicit A™ by
leaving A always on the left: A® = A®10A, A®) =A®1®10A®10A,andsoon. An
iteration of (3.3) gives

A™ @ 1(R) = RypyoRonsa. - Rusinto.

Ry R15 obviously commutes with all the factors in this expression except the first two. For them,
we use the twice the Yang-Baxter equation, the first time with 1 and 2 exchanged, in both cases
3 is replaced by n + 2:

(Rl n+2R2n+2)(R21R) = (Rl n+2R2n+2R21)R = (R21R2 n+2R1 n+2)R12 =

Ro1(RaniaRiniaRi2) = Rot(RioRiny2Rony2) = (R R)(Rynv2Ron2)
¢) follows from a) and the fact that

O =0A®1(0)...A"? g 1(0).
b) and d) can be proved in a similar way.

3.5. Proposition R\ is associative:

B R 9 1A0 ) 0 1(R) = 10 BV © ACD(R),

Proof This follows from properties c) and d) of the previous lemma.

3.6. Proposition R™ s selfadjoint for all n.

Proof For all n,
A® (a)* = A"p(”)(a*).
Furthermore, being w central, we may replace R with R in (2.6):
A®(a)R = RA(a).

It follows that, for all n, . o
AOp(n)(a)RnH = Rn+1A(”)(a),

where R, 1 := A®"" D @ 1(R) ... A® @ 1(R)R. We thus have, being R selfadjoint,
R") = (RA@1(R)... A" © 1(R))* =
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AP D @ 1(R).. AP 1(R\R=R, =

AP @ 1(R)R,-y = Ry 1 A2 @ 1(R).

By induction on n, E(n_ - (R(n_l))* = R,_;. Inserting this information in the above compu-
tation gives

We next introduce Drinfeld’s coboundary of Rep(ly). First consider, for any pair of objects
u, v € Rep(Uy), the braiding operators:
e(u,v) =Xu®v(R) € (UuRv,v®u).

As recalled above, these are natural isomorphisms in © and v and define a braided symmetry, in
that

e(u,w)® 1,01, ®e(v,w) =e(u®v,w),

1, ® e(u,w) oe(u,w) ® 1, = e(u,v @ w).

Correspondingly, we consider the associated modified form
o(u,v) =Yu®v(R) € (uRv,v®u),

obviously still arrows of the category, However, they do not define a braided symmetry. Rather,
one has the following properties, which are immediate consequences of the previous proposi-
tions.

3.7. Proposition The arrows o(u,v) € (u ® v,v ® u) of Rep(Uy) are natural isomorphisms
satistying
o(v,w)oao(w,v) = lyge, (3.4)

c(v@u,w)oo(u,v)®1, =c(u,w@v)ol, ®ac(v,w). (3.5)

An abstract tensor category admitting arrows o (u, v) satisfying the properties stated in the last
proposition, is called a coboundary category [12].

Notice that both sides of (3.5) define an intertwiner of the category which reverses the order
in triple tensor products,

03 : U1 @ Uy @ V3 — V3 Q Vs X V.
More generally, we consider arrows
On €I R @Up, v @+ Q1)
inductively defined by
On = 0(Vp_1 ® - R U1, 0,) 00,1 1y, .
We explicit o,, dropping the involved representations in the notation. Let Y, denote the permu-
tation that reverses the order in a tensor product space with n factors.

3.8. Proposition
a) On = 2nﬁn,
b) 0, =01 ® 1y, 00V, 2@ - @) =
o(v1,0, @+ Quy)oly, ®o,_1 =
Ly, ® Op_100(v1 @+ @ Vp_1, Up),
¢) o2 =1.
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Proof a) By induction on n,

Op = En—l,lA(n_l) ® 1<E)2n—lﬁn—l = z:n—1,1En—1AOp(n_1) & 1<E)En—l ®1=

ZHAOP("_l) ® 1(R)Rn_1 ®1= Znﬁm

where 3, ,, is the permutation on a tensor product of m + n factors that exchanges the first
m factors with the remaining n, and Y, is the permutation that reverses the order in a tensor
product space with n factors. b) One similarly shows that the right hand side of b) equals ¥, R,,.
¢) follows from b) and induction on n.

4. KIRILLOV-WENZL THEORY

a) Hermitian structures on Rep(Uy)

In this subsection we recall Kirillov’s *~involution in Rep(U 4 ) making it into a tensor *—category,
following Wenzl’s approach.

By an hermitian space we shall mean a free finitely generated module H over the involutive
algebra A endowed with a non degenerate, sesquilinear A-valued form (£, ) on H, hermitian
with respect to the involution of A:

(&n)"=0,8).

Given a linear map 7' : H — H' between hermitian spaces, one can define the adjoint 7* : H' —
H. The category I of hermitian spaces over A is a *—category, in the sense of [11].

By a *-representation of U, we mean a representation v of it on an hermitian space which
preserves the involutions, u(x)* = u(x*). Weyl modules can be made into *—representations as
follows. Given a dominant weight A, and the associated Weyl module V), () at the generic level,
we can form both the dual module V), (z)* and the conjugate module V) (x). In the former case,
U.(g) acts by transposition of the right action £a := S~ (a)¢ while in the latter the action is given
on the conjugate vector space by a€ := S—1(a*)¢. These representations are still irreducible and
have the same lowest weight, —\. Hence a unique invertible intertwiner ® : W — W arises
from the identification of their natural lowest weight vectors, thereby defining the form:

(& m) = 2(5)(m).

This form turns out hermitian and, when restricted to V), (A), takes values in the corresponding
base ring, hence it does make that module into a *—representation , see Sect. 2 in [49].

The main crux here is that if v and v are *—representations of U, then their tensor product
representation u ® v defined in the usual way by means of the coproduct, u ® v := u ® v o A, is
not a *—representation with respect to the natural product form,

(5 ® m, gl ® W/)p = (57 5/)(777 77/)

This is due to the fact that the A is not *—preserving. However, the ribbon structure fixes the
problem. Not only this, but it is the first key step towards the construction of unitary braid group
representations, in the sense that unitarity is first achieved at the algebraic level, as we next recall.

4.1. Proposition For any pair of *—representations u and v of U 4, the following form:

(E@ng @) =E®nuav(R)E @), (4.1)
is hermitian and makes makes u ® v into a *—representation.

ProofRecall that R is an invertible and selfadjoint element of the completed tensor product of the
extended algebra by itself, and this implies that u ® v(R) is a selfadjoint operator with respect to
the product form. Hence the right hand side does define an hermitian form on the tensor product

space. Moreover, the adjoints A* and A" of an operator A : U ®V — U ® V, with U and V' the
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spaces corresponding to v and v, and computed with respect to the modified and product forms
respectively, are related by
A*=uev(R)"ATu®u(R).
It follows that for a € Uy,
u®v(a) =u®v(R) " (u®voAla)tu®v(R) =

u®v(R)'u®voA®(a")u®v(R) =u®uv(a*).

In order to simplify notation, we shall switch from representation to module notation when
this will cause no confusion. Hence we identify a representation u with its space U, and simply
denote by a¢ the action of the operator u(a) on a vector &.

We now make all objects of Rep(U, ) into *~representations in the way just explained. In other
words, we endow a tensor product module V), ® --- ® V) with the form defined by the action

of the matrix E(n),
&) = (&, R,

which is indeed hermitian by selfadjointness of E(n), cf. Proposition 3.6. We can thus compute
the adjoint of every arrow of Rep(Uy).

4.2. Theorem The hermitian forms so defined on objects of Rep(U,) make it into a ribbon
tensor *—category. Furthermore, both the braiding operators ¢(U,V) = YR € (U® V,V ® U)
and the coboundary operators o(U,V) = YR € (U ®V,V @ U) are unitary arrows of Rep(Uy).

Proof We need to verify that the tensor product makes the set of objects into a (unital) associative
semigroup and that the tensor product of arrows satisfies (S ® T')* = S* @ T™. In regards to the
former, a computation shows that the hermitian form of (U ® V) ® W is defined by the action
of R® 1A ® 1(R), while that for U ® (V ® W) corresponds to 1 ® R1 ® A(R), and these two
coincide by Proposition 3.5. Let now S € (U, U’), T € (V,V’). Using (4.2) we get

(ST =0"'RI'S*®T*RO = S*®T".
We next check unitarity of e(U, V'),

(U, V) =R (SR)*R=0"'R'RtYRO =
O 'R'R;'SRO =0"'R'Y0 = (RO) 'O, =
(@21R)_1@212 = E(U, V)_l
by Lemma 3.2 b). Finally, since o(U, V') = (U, V)0, it suffices to show that © € (URV,U®V)
is unitary. By Lemma 3.2 again,
=R '(0)'R=FR '(0); k=
07O, R)'RO=6"1RO)'REO =0"".

b) C*—structures at roots of unity

We next recall the main results of [49]. The hermitian form previously considered on Weyl
modules V) (A) specialises to any ¢ € T, hence induces a complex sesquilinear and hermitian
form on V)\(q).

4.3. Theorem Let g € T, then the hermitian form of V) (A) specialises to a positive definite form
on V,(q) in the following cases,

a) for \ € A" satisfying (A + p,0) < d + ﬁ if ¢ = €™ is not a root of unity,

b) for A\ € A, if ¢ = e™/¥.
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Let V' =V, denote the fundamental representation of g as in [49]], with « its dominant weight.
For example, if g is of type A or C, V is the vector representation, for types B is the spin
representation, for type D is one of the two spin representations, V,;,, V,. The order of the root
of unity is chosen in such a way that V'(¢) is non-negligible, i.e., x € A,. This representation
(Vi, @ Vi, in type D) has the property that its tensor powers contain every irreducible of g.

We summarise properties concerning fusion of tensor products with the fundamental. We add
a few remarks in the proof aiming to connect various results known in the literature.

4.4. Theorem Let V' be the fundamental representation of g # Eg, (V = V,, in the type D case)
and pick A € Ay. Then

a) all irreducible submodules V,, of Vi ® V in Rep(g) have weights uu € A,,
b) the maximal negligible and non-negligible summands V(q) ® V' (q) in T, are unique and
given by

Nv= P mV,, veVv=m,.

HEAN\A, HEA,

with multiplicities as in the classical case. Specifically, both decompositions are multi-
plicity free for g # Fy; while N, is so for g = F},
c) if g is a classical Lie algebra, V' is minuscule hence fusion rules are given by

m, =1 <= p€ E\:={\+v:7weightof V} N AT,

Proof a) and b) are Theorem 3.5. in [49]. Notice that on one hand, the dominant weights of
the Weyl modules appearing as factors in the Weyl filtration of an indecomposable submodule
T,, with maximal weight 1 of V) (¢) ® V' (¢) must belong to the set of dominant weights arising
from the classical decomposition of V), ® V see e.g. Prop. 3 in [45]. On the other, the Weyl
modules V,(¢) with 1 € A, are irreducible and tilting [3, 4, 49]. Since decomposition into
isotypic components of irreducibles is unique, this shows b). ¢) Every summand V), of V), @ V/
has weight of the form © = A + 7, where v is a weight of V. But if in addition g is of type
ABCD, then V' is minuscule by, e.g., table A. 2.3 in [25]. This implies the previous statement
has a converse: for any weight v of ' such that A + ~ is dominant, V), does appearin V\, @ V,
see, e.g., Lemma 3.1 in [26] .

Notation. From now on we shall mostly work in the tilting category T, or its quotient F,, hence
we shall simply write V), for the Weyl module V) (q).

The specialised coboundary matrices R"™ are still invertible and selfadjoint, hence the corre-
sponding hermitian form of V), ®- - -®Vj, is non degenerate, provided )\; € A, by Theorem 4.3.
However, it may degenerate on subspaces. Wenzl used the above properties of the fundamental
representation to show the following important result.

4.5. Theorem Under the same assumptions of the previous theorem, for ¢ = e/ and \ € Ay,
Wenzl’s hermitian form is positive definite on the submodule V\®V . Furthermore, for any v €
Ay, the canonical projection

Pay V@V — m,V,

is selfadjoint under the same form and one has p ,p, , = 0 fory # .

4.6. Remark Notice that Wenzl includes the Ej case, which we exclude in this paper, as, beyond
being the most delicate case, it may give rise to indecomposable but reducible summands of
Vi ® V, cf. Theorem 3.5 c) of [49]], while our later constructions need complete reducibility of
such tensor products.
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5. WENZL’S FUNCTOR

In this section we construct a sequence of projections p, on powers V™ onto Hilbert sub-
spaces and describe their main properties.

Consider, for each A € Ay, the (selfadjoint) projection py : V4, @ V. — V,®V/, given by
DPx = Y Px~. Where the sum is made over all possible summands V, of V, ® V' with y € A,. Let
po and p; denote the identity maps on the trivial module C, and V' respectively. Set, for g # D,
P2 = Pw, With k the dominant weight of V. In the type D,, case, if x; and x5 denote the dominant
weights of the two half-spin irreducible subrepresentations of V', we set po = p,;, + px,. Define
inductively canonical projectons p,, on V", as follows. Given

Pn - V®n — EBaGAn Va,n

iteratively projecting onto the non-negligible part of a canonical orthogonal decomposition into

submodules,
V®n = @ Va,n @ Nna

OéEA'rL
with N,, negligible, consider unitaries U, ,, : V,, = V4, with u € A, and then set

Pn+1 = Z Ua,,u ® ly OPu° Uo;;lt ® ly op, ® 1y.
CYGATL
The next lemmas will often turn out useful.

5.1. Lemma

a) Pn © P @ lyer = pp = Py @ Lyer 0 pp,
b) A ® 1V®7‘ Opm+7. = pTL+T o A ® 1V®'r = A@lv@’r, fOI’ A 6 (V@m, V@n) .

Proof The case » = 1 holds by construction, a simple iteration shows the general case. b) It
suffices to show the first equality. Assume 7 = 1. For A = U ,U, ), - Vam — Vi = Vi

A@ Ly opmi =Usu®@lyop,olUs, ®ly =ppp10 A® 1y = AQly.
The equality also holds for A € (V&™ V&) by complete reducibility of V€™ and VE€". For
r > 1, by a) and induction on r,
A lyer o ppyy = (A ® lyer-1 Opm+r—1) ® 1y o pyr =

(pn—l—r—l oA & 1V®T*1> & 1V O Pm+r = DPn+r © (pn—l—r—l oA & 1V®T*1> & 1V =
Pntr © AR Lyer.

One inductively derives from a) that p,, is selfadjoint w.r.t. Kirillov-Wenzl form, for all n. In
general, the projections p,, do not satisfy right associativity, i.e. p, o lyer @ p,, # pn. We see
this with an example.

5.2. Example Set g = sl,, { = 3. We denote by « the unique simple root, so d = 1, § = «,
p= %oz, and («, a) = 2. These data imply that the open Weyl alcove contains two non-negligible
irreducible representations Vj and Vi, with Vj the trivial and V; = V the vector representation,
respectively. Furthermore, V5 is a negligible irreducible representation. We have the following
decompositions V @ V' ~ V & Vs, implying VQV ~ Vy,and Vo @ V ~ V ~ V,®V. The
quantum determinant element S = 1); ® 13 — g ® 11 is a morphism in (Vy, V ® V) satisfying
S*@1lyoly®@S =—1y, S*S = [2], = ¢+ ¢ ', see Prop. A4 and A.5 in the appendix for
details. Now ¢ + ¢~ = 1 for £ = 3, hence S is an isometry, so we have p, = S.S*. There is no
further truncation at the next power, so p3 = po ® 1y = 55* ® 1y,. We next compute

pP3oly ®@pa=pa®lyoly @py =
SS*®1V01\/®SS*:—S®1V01\/®S*
and it is now easy to see that it differs from ps.
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However, the following property will function as a replacement of right associativity failure
of the p,. It is the way how Andersen-Gelfand-Kazhdan properties of Sect. 2 will often manifest
themselves in this paper.

5.3. Lemma For any pair of morphisms S € (V™ Ve T € (V" V) of the tilting
category,
proTolyes @py ® lysuo Sop, =p.oToSop,

Proof The range of 1yes ® (1 — p;) ® 1y« is a negligible module by (3), while p,, and p, have
support on non-negligible modules, hence p, 0 T o 1yss ® (1 — py) @ 1yeu 0 S o p,, = 0 by (2).

As an illustration, in our example 5.2,
p3ol®@prop3=—-9R1yoly®S 0SS ®1y =
—S®1\/'0(5*@1\/01\/@5)*05*@1\/:SS*®1V:])3.

We next describe the first important consequence. Consider the category G, with objects
Ve .= p, Ve
and morphisms
(V& Ve = LS e (VO V™) : Sp, = ppS = S}
We introduce a tensor product in Gy,
VEMQYEn = yemin, SQT := Py ©S T © Py,
where S € (V@™ Vem') T ¢ (Ver, yan'),

The following theorem is due to [49]. We briefly comment on those aspects that will play a
role in the sequel.

S5.4. Theorem This tensor product makes G, into a strict tensor C*—category with a unitary
braided symmetry given by

e(b) :=pne(b)p,, beEB,.
Furthermore the composition of the inclusion G, — J, with the quotient T, — JF, is an equiva-
lence of braided tensor *—categories.

Proof The statement about the equivalence of the two categories can be proved in a way similar
to the proof of Lemma 1.1 in [17], once the tensor structure of G, has been verified. The identity
arrow on V&" is p,. We need to verify the following properties: p,Qp,, = Pnim; (SQT)* =
S*®T™, associativity, (SRT)QU = S®(T'®U), and the exchange rule between composition
and tensor product, (S o T)®(S" o T") = (S®5’) o (T'®T"). The second property follows from
the fact that the projections p,, are selfadjoint arrows of J,, while the remaining properties follow
from Lemma 5.3. For example,

(S@T)@U:pm’—i-n’—i-p’ opm’+n’®1p’OS®T®UOpm+n®1popm+n+p:

Pm/+n/4p' © STeU OPm+n+p = Pm/+n/+p' © Ly & Pn/4m’ © SRT®Uoly, & Pntm O Pmtntp =
SR(TRU).

Similar computations show that ¢ is a braided symmetry for §,. The C*—structure and unitarity

of the braided symmetry are consequences of the results recalled in the previous section.

This realisation of the quotient category is useful to obtain an analogue of a fibre functor, the
starting point of our reconstruction, W : G, — J taking V€" to its Hilbert space, p,V®", and
acting identically on arrows. In the following we shall identify the abstract quotient category J,
with its concrete realisation G, and we shall not distinguish the notation.
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6. ALGEBRAIC COMPACT QUANTUM GROUPS C(G,) FOR ¢ € T GENERIC

In this section we pause on roots of unity and Wenzl’s projections. Thus we fix ¢ € T not
a root of unity, and g is a complex simple Lie algebra. We apply Tannaka-Krein duality to
the tensor category of *—representations of U,(g) and construct a quantum group, denoted € =
C(G,), which may be viewed as a quantization of the function algebra over the compact group
G corresponding to the compact real form of g. This construction conveys a general strategy that
we will extend at roots of unity in later sections.

The main novelty of our construction, in comparison with the corresponding construction for
the compact quantum groups G, for ¢ € R [51]], is the algebra involution, which now relies on
the coboundary. The main result of this section is cosemisimplicity of the associated function
algebra, which is derived from existence of a Haar functional, which, however, is not positive.

Let V5 denote the category with objects the hermitian spaces arising as representation spaces
of the objects of T, and arrows all the linear maps. The adjoint still makes sense for the arrows
of this category, and one easily verifies that in this way V3 satisfies all the axioms of a tensor
*—category, except the rule of the adjoint of a tensor product arrow, which, unless S and 7" are
morphisms of representations, it is replaced by the property

(S®T)* =R ' oS"®@T"oR. (6.1)

We consider the spaces of the tensor powers of the fundamental representation of U,(g), simply
denoted by V", n € N. Same notation applies to simple tensors ¢y . .. ¢, of V". Elements of V"
are regarded as arrows of (¢, V") in V5 in the natural way. Similarly, elements of the dual space
(V™)* will be regarded as arrows of (V™).
We form the diagonal subalgebra D = D (V') of the mixed tensor algebra associated to V/,
D= Bpen(V) @ V™.
In other words, the multiplication in D is given by

(e @ Y)Y ®@Y) = ' @ i/, (6.2)
e (VM ¢ e (Vm)*, ¢ e V™ ¢ € V™ Notice that the subset of simple tensors

{vgp i =0@9Y; Y eV,0 € V'],

generates D as an algebra. A non-involutive quantum group can be reconstructed via usual
Tannaka-Krein duality. Specifically, let J be the linear subspace of D generated by

Ji=1ls{p@Aoctp —poARY; Y eV e V™ Aec (V" V™.

6.1. Proposition J is a two-sided ideal of D, hence the quotient space
C:=D/I
is an associative and unital algebra.

Proof It suffices to show that J is stable under left and right multiplication by the generators vy ..
This follows from the fact that the arrows A € (V" V™) are stable under left and right tensoring
by 1v.

We next make C into an involutive Hopf algebra. The adjoint can equivalently be introduced
in two different ways, one relying on the n-th tensor power of Hermitian structure of V' and the
other on Kirillov-Wenzl hermitian structure of V™ (i.e. a deformation of the former via R,,).
Both turn out useful.

For ¢) € V, ¢* is the linear functional on V" defined by ¢*(¢)') = (1, v’). We can thus identify
the dual space (V™)* with V*", denoting by ¢7 . . . ¢} the tensor product functional 1) ®- - - @,
We introduce the *—involution as follows

(@7 L @1 thn)" = DT @ P P, (6.3)
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for ¢;, ¢; € V. This is clearly a well defined map on D. We next express this adjoint in terms
of the hermitian structure of V™ and the (specialised) coboundary operators o, = Enﬁ(n) €
(V™ V™) of Sect. 3,
6.2. Lemma For vy, ..., € V,

(V1. ) =) o,

Proof Taking into account (6.1) for arrows (¢ ...4,)* and ¢ ...k,

(1. bn)* =5 o R = . o,

We can thus alternatively represent simple tensors of D in the form ¢*0,; ! ® ¢, and define the
adjoint of D by

(o' @) =d*o, @Y, eV (6.4)

6.3. Proposition This involution makes D into a *—algebra and J into a *—ideal. Hence C is a
*—algebra.

ProofIf A € (V™ V™), 1 € V™, ¢ € V™, we compute the following adjoints by means of (6.4),
(W'o,'A®¢)" = (0, A"ont))'0,' ® ¢)" = ¢"0, ' @0, A"ont),
since 0, 1s unitary. Similarly,
(U0, ® Ad)" = (A¢)"0,' @4 = ¢"0, (0, A70,") ® 4.
Taking into account the important relation o2 = 1, this computation shows that the adjoint of an
element of the form ¢*o, A ® ¢ — *0, ' ® A¢ is of the same form.

6.4. Remark Notice that, for class elements of C, for ¢, 9" € V", [* @ ¢'|* = [¢"* ® 1], where
the adjoints of ¢ and v’ refer to the hermitian form of V™. On the other hand, up to a scalar
multiple, this form restricts to the hermitian form of V,, if V, is a submodule of V'". Hence, for
¥, " € V,, we may regard ¢)* and ¢'* as adjoints relative to the hermitian form of V,.

We next introduce in € the structure of a Hopf algebra by first endowing D with coproduct
defined by:
Alp@¢) = (6@ m) @ (1" @),
where 7, € V" is a basis and " € (V")* is a dual basis. A routine computation shows that A
does not depend on the choice of the basis.

6.5. Proposition The coproduct A is unital and coassociative, and satisfies A(a*) = A%(a)*.
Furthermore J is also a coideal, hence A induces a coproduct on C, still denoted A, satisfying
the same properties.

Proof 1t is straightforward to check that A is unital, multiplicative and coassociative. Since
a — A(a*) and a — A°(a)* are both antimultiplicative maps on D, it suffices, and it is easy,
to check that A(a*) = A%(a)* fora = ¢* ® ¢, ¢, v € V. Finally, if A € (V*, V™) is
an intertwiner, and 7; € V™, &; € V™ are linear bases with dual bases 7', £’ respectively, for
eV ¢e (VM)

Alpo A@Y)=¢o AR ®@N @Y, Alp®A0y) =900 @ Ao
An easy computation gives

APARY — R AY) = (AR N — R An) @' @Y — @& @ (AR Y — ¢ @ AY),
implying A(J) CI®@ D+ D ®7J.

We next introduce the functional
h:C— C,
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which corresponding to the Haar measure in the classical case by,

WMo @y) =¢lent), ¢ eV, V™,

where e, is the projection onto the isotypical component of the trivial subrepresentation of V™.
Every A € (V" V™) satisfies Ae,, = e, A, and this shows that / annihilates J, thus defining a
linear functional on C.

This functional turns out useful to show cosemisimplicity of C. Consider a complete set, V),
A € AT, of irreducible representations. An isometric intertwiner S € (Vy, V®") induces a linear
inclusion

V; Re V)\ — @

which takes a simple tensor ¢ ® 1) to the class of p.5* ® S.

6.6. Proposition The above inclusion V,* @¢ V) — C does not depend onn and S € (V,, V&™),
Furthermore, the image is a subcoalgebra.

Proof If T € (V, V®™) is another isometry then in the quotient,

[0S™ @ SY] = [pS* @ ST*TY] = [¢S*ST @ TY] = [¢T™ @ TY).
For the last statement we notice that a similar computation shows that if ) and ¢’ lie in or-
thogonal invariant subspaces of some V®" then [)* ® ¢'] = 0. Therefore if ¢ and ¢ lie in the

same irreducible component of V" then A([¢* ® 1]) can be simply expressed by means of an
orthonormal basis of that submodule, rather than of the whole V®",

6.7. Theorem For every A\ € AT, the natural inclusion Vy} ®¢ Vy, — C is faithful. Therefore, as
a coalgebra,
c=@P Vi ®c Vi
AeAT
and C is cosemisimple.

Proof Consider isometries Sy ; € (V), V") such that ZM SxiS%; = lyn. Anelement ¢ ® ) €
(V™)* ® V™, regarded as an element of C, can be written in the form

PRY =0 SriSiab =D ¢S ® S5

Hence C is linearly generated by the various V)" ® V). We next show that the linear inclusion of
Vi ®@c Vi in € is faithful. We evaluate h(ab), fora = ¢*@¢' € Vi@ V), b= ¢"@¢ € V@V,.
If V) is not conjugate to V,,, h(ab) = 0, as V), ® V|, does not contain the trivial representation. If
V; is conjugate to V,,, we identify V) with the conjugate hermitian representation V. If ¢; is an
orthonormal basis of V,,, then r := >, ¥; ® K_s,¢; € (1,Vy ® V,,). Lemma 3.4 of [49] easily
implies that the adjoint of 7 with respect to the hermitian form is given by 7* (¢ ® ¢) := (¥, ¢).
Hence for a = 5* ® ¥, b = £* ®n, and a non-zero scalar d(y), the quantum dimension of V/,,

d(p)h(ab) = ¢ & @rrign = ¢ Er @1y =
Z(¢27 (b) (57 K—2P¢i)(w7 7]) = (57 K—2P¢) (w7 7])

2

Let us fix a complete set of irreducibles parametrised by A™. Thus for any u € AT, the
conjugate of V, is V), with A\ = —wgu. The composition of the complex conjugation J,, : V,, —
Vu with a unitary intertwiner U}, : 7# — V) 1s an antiunitary map j, : V,, — V), unique up
to scalar multiples by z € C with |z|] = 1. We can thus define a linear map, the antipode,
S:C— € by

S(¢" @) = (Ju¥)" @ Jud, $"RY VIOV,
Notice that S does not depend on the choice of j, or of the set of irreducibles. We also define
the counit

e:C—=C, e(¢"®vY)=(0,v).
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6.8. Proposition Antipode S and counit € make C into a Hopt algebra. Furthermore, S and ¢
commute with the adjoint map and S?(¢* ® 1) = ¢* K, ® Kz_pl .

Proof The relations S(a)* = S(a*) and €(a) = €(a*) are easy to check. If 7, is an orthonormal
basis of V,,, with i and j as above, then 7 = ) 7, ® jn. € (¢,V, ® V). We verify the relation
mol®SoA(a)=c(a)fora=9@¢Y V2V,

m(1® S(A(p® ) =
m(l@S(p@n @n @) =
m((¢ @) ® ((Ju¥)" ® junr)) =
P(Juh)* ®T(1c) = ¢(juh)* 0T ® 1 =
> 80) Gt dumn) = Y 6(ne) (0, 00) =

P(¢) = e(p @)

The analogous relation with S on the left follows from this after taking the adjoint. We finally
compute S?. Keeping the same notation used in the definition of S, we have that S?(¢* ®
V) = (jrju®)* ® jajub. We identify V,, with V, as an hermitian space. In other words, the
corresponding conjugation identifies with J, ,[1. Observe that ./, ,flU N !is a unitary intertwiner

of (Vi, V,). The action of U, (g) on V, is a¢ = S~2(a)¢, and we know that S~2(a) = Kp,akK;)

2p >

hence Kz_pl € (V,, V,,). We can thus choose Uy = KQPIJH_IU;J)\_I, implying j\ = Kz_leu_lU:,
which together with j, = U, J, gives j j, = Kz_pl.

We finally pass to the dual space, ¢’ and we endow it with the usual dual algebra structure given
by
ww i=mw®w oA

coproduct A: €' = (C®C) D ®C,
A(w)(a,b) = w(ab), a,beC weCl,
and involution given by duality with the involution of C,
w*(a) == w(a®), aeC wekl.

Notice that duality for the involution differs from the case of a ordinary Hopf *—algebra (which
is defined via duality with @ — S(a*).) The counit ¢ : ¢’ — C and antipode S : ¢' — € are
defined as usual by

ew)=w(), Sw)=wob.
6.9. Theorem C’ is isomorphic, as a *-algebra, to the direct product of full matrix algebras
¢ ~ [[ M., (C), ny=dim(Vy).
The coproduct A is a homomorphism satisfying again A(w*) = A%P(w)*.

Counit and antipode of €’ satisfy the same properties as for U,(g). We identify the dual space
of C® € with [] A M,, ® M,, in the natural way, and in this sense we understand the stated
homomorphism property of A. Furthermore, the R matrix can be found as an element of this
algebra, see Sect. 1 in [45], or Sect. 2.5 in [32].
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7. THE UNIVERSAL ALGEBRA D(V /)

In this section the deformation parameter is a fixed root of unity of the form ¢ = ¢"™/%. Our
aim is to construct non-associative bi-algebras D(V, ¢) endowed with an involution, for g # Fi,
playing a role similar to that of D (1) of the generic case.

Let V' be Wenzl’s fundamental representation of g (V' = V,, ® V,, in the type D case.)
Consider the (infinite dimensional) linear space,

o

DV, 0) = PVE")pn @ pu V"

n=0

Notice that D = D(V,¢) depends not only on V' but also on the root of unity. We define a
multiplication on D by

aff = ¢¢/pm+n X pm+n¢w/7
for
a=0RY eV, @p, V", f=¢ @9 € V", @p, V"

In this way D becomes a unital but not associative algebra, as, if we pick a third element 7 =
¢" @Y € V™*p, @ p, V", and we take into account the relation p,, 1,41 © Prsn @ 1r = Prmtngr
of Lemma 5.1, we see that

(aﬂ)'y = (¢¢,¢”)pm+n+r ® PmAn+r (Q/)@D/@D”)
but
Oz(ﬁ’y) = (¢¢/¢//>1m @ Prtr © Pmtntr @ Prmgngr © Ly @ pn+r(¢¢/¢”)

that differs from the previous one as in general p,,, 1+ © 1,y @ Ppar # Prmintr. NOtice however
that the elements

Ve n = £*®n7 57776‘/
still generate D as an algebra,

51 o &nPn ® Pnn - 1 = ( . ((U£1,W1U£2,n2)vf3m3) . 'Ufn,nn)'
We next introduce an involution in D as suggested by the generic case. Specifically, we replace
the boundary operators o,, by their truncated version:
Tn = PnOnPn € (V@n> V@n)a

which satisfy properties similar to those of o,, (except associativity).

7.1. Proposition 7 = 7, 72 = p,,.

Proof Lemma 5.3 gives p,0,(1 — p,)o,p, = 0, implying 72 = p,0,.pn0nPn = PGPy = P
Furthermore, 7, = p,0,Pn = DnOnPn = Tn.

We can write any element ¢ € (V®")*p, uniquely in the form ¢ = ¢* with ¢v € V&,
the adjoint of 1) being computed with respect to Wenzl’s inner product of V", We set for
b, e ven,

(W @¢)" == (1) @ 7, 4.

7.2. Proposition The following properties hold for the involution of D. For any a € D and
Vey € V*®V,

a) a — a* is antilinear,

b) a** = a,

C) Vg™ = Upg,

d) (vgga)* = a™vg,.
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Proof a) is obvious, b) is a consequence of involutivity of 7,,, and c) of 7; = 1. We show d) for
a=a¢* @Y e (VO)p, @ p,VE". We have
a'vg, =W @) @ §) =
[0 o1t @ 1y 0 puia] @ [pusi 07, @ 1y 0 9€] =
(1) 0 a(V,VE) ™ o7t @ 1y 0 poya] ® [pgr 07, @ 1y 0 ¢E].
Notice that 1y @ p, 0 (1 — ppy1) 0 (V. VE") o1 ® 1y, 0 p,.1 = 0 by the following lemma.

Hence we can insert the projection p,, 41 after (n¢))* in the above computation, use once again
Lemma 5.3 and the iterative definition of o,, to conclude that

a*vf, = (M) o7y ® [pnyr o7t @ 1y 0 ¢E].
Similar arguments show that (v¢ ,a)* yields the same expression.
7.3. Lemma Assume g # Fg, and let T € (V™ V®") be a negligible arrow of the tilting

category J,. Then
pnoTo Ly & Pm—1 = 0.

ProofSetY = p,oToly®p,,—1. We take into account the basic property of Wenzl’s fundamental
representation V' for g # Fjg recalled in Theorem 4.4 a) according to which for any A € Ay,
V ® V), is completely reducible (in a way that, although with same multiplicities, may differ
from the decomposition of V), ® V') and the dominant weights p of the irreducible components
V,, all lie in Ay. Thus the space of such a component with 1 € A, must be in the kernel of Y’
by Lemma 5.3. On the other hand, if 1 € A, \ A, then YV, = {0} as otherwise it would be an
irreducible submodule of p,,V®" of weight .

We introduce a coproduct
A:D—->D®RD

in a way similar to the generic case, i.e. by means of a pair . € p,V",n" € (V")*p, ~ (p,V")*
of dual bases:
Alp@y)=(0@n,)@ (" ®Y), ¢®YE (p.V") @ (pV"),

again independent on the choice of the basis.
7.4. Theorem The coproduct A is unital, coassociative, and satisfies for a,b € D,

a) A(a*) = A%(a)*,

b) A(ab) = A(a)A(b).
Proof a) For a = ¥* @ ¢’ € (p,V")* ® (p, V"), let ¥, be an orthonormal basis of p, V" with

respect to the Wenzl’s inner product, and consider the dual basis {" := 1. We compute A(a*)
with respect to the dual pair 7, ', (T,1,)",

Ala") = A((md) @ 7' 0) = > ()" @ 7 4) @ (1) © 7 '¢) =

T

> Wrev) @ (W @,)" = A%(a)".

T

b) Let 75 be an orthonormal basis of p,,V™ and b = £* @1 € (p,,V™)* @ (pn V™). We have
Aa)Ab) =
Z(lp*g*prwm ® Pntm¥rls) @ (Y705 Potm @ pn+m¢/77)-

T8

We explicit the middle term
an—l—mwrns X w:n:pn—l-m = Z Ch ® Ch
h

T8
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using an orthonormal basis ¢, of p,,,,, V"™, where

Ch = (Cha pn-i—m'l/)rns),lvb: U:Pner .

We adopt the same notation as before to distinguish between a tensor product of inner products
(¢, ("), and Wenzl!’s inner product (¢, (") on the subspace (p,, V") ® p,,, V™ of V™. We have,

(Ch)* = Z(pn-i-mwrn& Ch)(¢:n:pn+m)* = Z(pn-i-mwrnsa Ch)pn—i-mﬁ_lwrns =

T8 T8

Z(%ﬁg» Ch)pn—i-mR wrns = an—i-mR (¢T7787 RCh)p"ybrns =
__1 R _
pn-i—mR O Pp & P © RCh = Pn4+m€ ! OPm @ppo€o pn—i—mCh = Cha
by Lemma 5.3, where
e=¢e(P V", pmV"™).
This shows that

A@)AD) = U E Prsm @ G ® G ® Pugmt'n = Alab).
h

7.5. Proposition The linear mape : ¢*®v € D(V, ) — (¢, ) € C is a counit for the coproduct
A making D(V, ¢) into a coalgebra. It is compatible with the involution, £(a*) = &(a).

Proof The former statement is easy to check. The latter follows from Prop. 7.1.

7.6. Remark It is important to notice that, unlike the generic case, ¢ is not multiplicative on
D(V, £), as a consequence of p,, # 1 in general.

8. THE QUANTUM GROUPOID C(G, ) AND A CORRESPONDING ASSOCIATIVE FILTRATION

In analogy to the generic case, we follow a Tannakian reconstruction from the quotient cate-
gory F, for which D = D(V, ¢) plays the role of a universal algebra and we obtain a quantum
groupoid C(G, ). The new main difference with the generic case (beyond associativity failure
of D(V,{)) is the fact that the ideal of D defining C(G, ¢) is only a right ideal. Correspondingly,
C(G, ¢) is naturally only a *-coalgebra, and new effort is needed to construct an algebra structure
in C(G, ¢) compatible with the coproduct, which we consider in the next sections.

Specifically, in this section we define C(G, /) and establish the main properties. We then
introduce an associated non-trivial, possibly nilpotent, but associative structure, described by a
finite sequence Cj, of *-coalgebras, which we regard as a generalised algebra filtration. We shall
eventually be able to give positive answers to the above questions for C(G, ¢) in the type A case
by analysing this filtration.

a) The coalgebra C(G, ()

We introduce identifications in D arising from arrows of F, as follows. Consider the linear span
d of D of elements of the form

(6, A, ¥] = ¢" @ A — ¢" 0 AR Y,
where A € (VE™ VE") and set
C(G, ) = DV, £)/3.
We start summarising the structure that € inherits from D.
8.1. Proposition C(G, ¢) is a finite dimensional, coassociative, counital coalgebra with involu-
tion. More precisely,
a) J is aright ideal,

b) C is finite dimensional and linearly spanned by class tensors ”Qw = [p* @], p, Y €V},
A€ Ag,
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¢) J is a coideal annihilated by ¢,
d) J is *-invariant, hence the involution of D factors through C and satisfies

A(a*) = A%(a)*, e(a”)=c¢(a), a€C,

A(U$,w> = Z U%m- ® Uv?mwv (Ugw)* = Ui\f@‘

Proof a) follows from Lemma 5.1. Specifically, for
rT=¢0RQAo)—gpoARYPE]
and any simple tensor
C:=E@ne (V") @V,
we have
(= QP&Pnin @ pn—i—h(Aw)n - (¢A)£pm+h @ Prmnhn =
PEPnth @ Pt © AR Lyn(Yn) — (9€)A @ Ly © pruin ® Prmsnthn =

(bgpn—i-h & (A@jl)pm—i-hwn - ¢£pn+h(A@1) ® pm+hw7] € g
To show b) we may argue as in the generic case but now with a choice of isometries 5; €
(Va,, V&), with \; € Ay, in the C*—category JF; satisfying >, 5;S;" = p,. The remaining
statements can be proved in analogy with the generic case, taking into account the results of the
previous section.

b) The filtration ék

We filter D by the size of tensor products. Set
Dy = D VE) b0 @ paV "

n<k

8.2. Proposition
a) D, is a filtration of D, i.e. it is an increasing sequence of subspaces satistying

Dy=C, DpDy C Dpys, U Dy =D.
k=0
b) Dy are *-invariant subcoalgebras: (D;)* = Dy, A(Dy) C Dy @ Dy,.

Set

Jr = Ls[p, A ], Ae(VE" VE e VE ¢ e VE mn <k}
and notice that J;, C J and Jx C Jixi1. Set €, = Dy/Jr. Hence there are obvious maps
Gk — €k+1, and Gk — C.

8.3. Lemma J N D, = Ji. Furthermore, J.1 N Dy = Ji.

Proof It suffices to show the first relation. The inclusion J C J N D, is obvious. Let now
X € J N Dy, be written as a finite sum of the spanning set of J. We can assume that the indices
m, n appearing in it satisfy min{m, n} < k. After subtracting to X some element of J;, we may
assume that X takes the form

X=Y(¢@ Ao —poARp)+Y (@A on—EoA @1

where A € (Ve vem) A" e (V2 VE) n g < k, m,r > k. We reduce m and r as
follows. Consider isometries S € (Vy, V&™), where for simplicity we have dropped indices to
S and )\, which have pairwise orthogonal ranges which sum up to p,,, and similarly consider
T € (V,,V&9). Notice that the indices of the domains of S and T satisfy the required bounds.
We write the first sum in X as

D (0@ [AS] o [S*P] — ¢ o [AS] @ [S*¢]) + Y (¢ 0 [AS] ® [S*Y] — pA ® 1))
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and similarly for the second sum. The first sum above now lies in the span of the claimed
spanning set, hence we are left to show that the remaining part, now written as

Y =) (6AIS® S — oA Y) + ) (@ A — T @ T*[A))

vanishes. But Y € J N Dy, and the domain of A and the range of A’ have large indices, hence
the sum of the terms in second and third position must vanish. We are thus reduced to show the
general statement that given elements ¢; and 1; of a Hilbert space H and operators Y; : K; — H,
on another Hilbert spaces K; such that ) . ¢ @ ¢»; = 0 then ) . ¢:Y; ® Y;"¢; = 0, and this can
now be checked by means of orthonormal base decomposition of i, Vi.

8.4. Proposition The natural maps C, — €. are faithful and form a finite increasing sequence
of inclusions of *—invariant subcoalgebras

C=Cceicec---cg,=¢
stabilizing to C.

Proof The natural maps €, — Ci.1, €, — C are faithful, by the previous lemma. On the other
hand, there is an integer m such that every irreducible V, with A\ € A, is contained in V®" for
some n < m, hence C;, must stabilize to C;, = C for k > m.

We next pass from Cj to a quotient €, and from inclusions €, — Ck+1 to (possibly non-
faithful) linear maps C;, — C;;. The advantage will be existence of natural, even associative,
multiplication maps C;, ® Cr — Cpix.

More precisely, we observe that associativity failure of ‘D can be described in terms of certain
negligible intertwiners Z of the tilting category, as follows.

8.5. Lemma For any triple« = ¢ @ ¢, B = ¢' @', v = ¢" @ ¢ of elements of D, of grades
m, n, r respectively,

(af)y — a(By) =
(¢¢/¢//)pm+n+r ® Z(WP'W) + (¢¢/¢//> °0Z"® pm+n+r(¢pn+r(¢'¢”))7

where
Z = Pminsr© L, @ (1n+r - pn—i—r)-

Consider the following spaces of negligible arrows of the tilting category,
28 = {pgsjir 0 lya @ (1 —p;) @ Lyryq+ 5 + 7 < k}
and then define B
I =1s{dr, o®Zoy, ¢ o(Z) @y},
where Z, Z' vary in Z%), 4, ¢ in the canonical truncated tensor powers of V, but ¢ and ¢’
belong to the full tensor powers.
8.6. Proposition We have that ngk, gkl)j C 5 k-

Proof Arguments similar to those of Prop. 8.1 a), but keeping track of the grades of homogeneous
elements, show that J,D; C J;x, and hence J;D; is a subspace of §j+k. Similar considerations
hold for products y( with y € 51@ of the formy =9 ®@ ZY' ory=¢po Z*®pand ( :=£®@n €
(V™*p, @ p,V",, h < j, noticing that in the first case for example

YC = PEPpih @ Dnyn © Z @ Lyn(¢'n)

and that themap Z — ppypo Z @ 1,for Z =p, o1, @ (1 —ps) @ Iy, r =u+ s+t < k, takes
2*) to 2 +7) The left ideal property is more delicate to check, due to lack of associativity of
the projections p,,. In order to check that (y € J;;, we compute

Cy = §¢ph+n & Phyn © 1h ® Z(m/),)



C*-QUANTUM GROUPOIDS 25
Write pp1p, 0 15 ® Z in the form
Phn 0y ®Z =21 — Zy0114® (1 —pj) ® 1,

With Z1 = Ppin © Lntg ® (1 — pj) ® 1.y Zo = Ppin © 1 ® (1 — p,) and notice that Z; both
lie in ZU+*) and this implies Cy € J;,. We are left to show that (x € J;,4, for all ¢ € D;
asaboveand r = ¢ @ Aoy —po AR Y € Jr. We claim that it suffices to the take j =
land ¢ = ve, withve, = {®n € V* ® V. Indeed, we have already noticed that finite
products (... ((Ve, Vs )Vesms) - - - Ve, s ), are total in (V™)*p, @ p, V", and multiplication of

D is associative up to summing elements of J;, by Lemma 8.5. We thus compute

Ve ¥ = EOP1an @ [Pran 0 Iy @ A(h)] — [(§0) 0 1y @ A0 prim] @ prymny =

EDp1in @ (1QA) (PrymnY) — (EPP14n) (1QA) @ Prymmib+
§¢p1+n X Yl(m/)) - (Eqb)Yg ® p1+m77¢

where
Yl:pl-i-nolV®Ao(1_pl+m)> E:(l_plﬁ-n)olV@Aopl—i—m-

Hence vg ,x € 5k+1, provided we show that the last two terms in the sum vanish, or, equivalently,
that Yio0ly ®p,, = 0 = 1y ®p, 0Y5, but this follows from Lemma 7.3, and the proof is complete.

8.7. Proposition Each subspace Ek is *—invariant.

Proof As already noticed in the proof of Prop. 8.1, the proof of *-invariance of Jj, is similar to
that of the generic case. For Z € Z*) 0 (V™, V&), ¢ € V™, ¢ € p, V",

(V* ® Z¢)* = (1 Z¢)* @ 7, "1p =
(T Z¢)* @7, — (TaZe)* 1, @]+ ¢" 0 Z* @ 4

which thus lies in Jj,. One can similarly show that ((1) 0 Z')* ® ¢)* € J;, as well for Z' € (Z(*))*
and thus conclude that J;, is *-invariant.

8.8. Proposition We have that A(gk) C gk QD+ D ® 5k

Proof This can be proved similarly to Prop. 6.5, keeping track of the grades of homogeneous
elements.

We set ék = Dy /fﬂv,yC for £ € N. The composition of the natural linear inclusion D;, — Dy,
k > h, with projection D;, — €, factors through a linear map

éh — ék
and this is an inductive system. We have natural quotient maps
Gk — ék

and we denote by e?,j € C, the image of the matrix coefficient v;\J € € corresponding to an
orthonormal basis of V. Let A? denote the set of A € A, for which V} is a summand of some
Ve with n < k. In analogy with the properties of Prop. 8.1 for C, we also summarise the results

of the last two sections for €, which now take a stronger form.

8.9. Theorem Assume that g # Eg and let V be Wenzl’s fundamental representation of g
V =V, &V,, in the type D case). Then

a) ék is a *—coalgebra linearly spanned by elements 6;: ; labelling matrix units corresponding
toV,, for A € A,
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b) coproduct and involution satisfy

Aler;) = Z e ® ey
T

(e;:j)* = e;\,iv
in particular the involution is anticomultiplicative,
c) there are associative multiplication maps éh ® ék — éh+k and an element I € éo
acting as the identity. The involution is antimultiplicative and the coproduct is unital and

multiplicative.

—_—
9. QUASI-COASSOCIATIVE DUAL C*—QUANTUM GROUPOIDS C(G, ()

The aim of the present and the next section is to show the main result of the paper, stating

that if G = SU(N) then the dual groupoid C(G, ¢) can be made into a C*—quantum groupoid,
satisfying the axioms of a wezg< quaAsi—Hopf (C*-algebra in the sense of [31]]. Furthermore the
representation category Rep,,(C) of C generated by the fundamental representation turns out to
be a tensor C*—category equivalent to the original fusion category JF.

We shall divide the proof in two parts. Throughout this section g is general (but # FEg) and we
assume to know that C(G, ¢) is cosemisimple with respect to the coalgebra structure introduced

—

in Sect. 8. We then show that the above conclusions hold for C(G, ¢). More precisely, in Subsect.
a) we upgrade C(G, ¢) to a non-associative bi-algebra with antipode associated to a fixed section

of the quotient map D(V, ¢) — C(G, ¢), while in b) we pass to the dual groupoid G(/G7), inc) we
construct the Drinfeld’s associator of C(G, ¢) and discuss the main properties, in d) we explicit
quasi-invertible R matrices for C(G, £), in e) we briefly discuss the relation between the groupoid

structures associated to different sections, and finally in f) we show that Rep,,(C) is a tensor C*—
category equivalent to the fusion category F,. In the next section we verify cosemisimplicity in
the type A case.

a) Algebra structure and antipode in C(G, ()

Let V), be a copy of an irreducible representation of U,(g) with highest weight A € A, and
contained in some V", and let M) denote the image of V;* ® V) in € under the quotient map
D — €, which we already know to be subcoalgebras independent of the choice of V) and
spanning C. We shall say that C(G, ¢) is cosemisimple if the subcoalgebras M, are independent
matrix coalgebras in € as A varies in Ay, always understood of full dimension dim(V})?.

If we know that C(G, () is cosemisimple, we can endow it both with an invertible antipode
and with a non-associative algebra structure. Let’s start with the antipode, which we introduce
in a way similar to the generic case. Fix a complete set V\, A € A, of irreducibles contained in
the various V€, and set, for ¢* @ ¢ € V¥ @ Vy and A € A,

Ay X
S(Vo.0) = Vip.jon
still independent of the choice of V). It satisfies the relations
S(a*) = S(a)", 52(1)2,11;) = U?{@va
AoS=5®S50A”.

where K = K_,,.

As regards the algebra structure, we pull back the product of D(V,¢) via the choice of a
section s : C(G,¢) — D(V,{) of the quotient map D(V,¢) — C(G, (). Correspondingly, we
have a choice of irreducibles V), and s takes vqﬁ,w to ¢* ® 9, for ¢, € V. We thus set

Uq)b\,wvgm - [S(Uq);,w)s(vgn)] :
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We always choose V; = C, and V,;, = V for the trivial and fundamental representation, respec-
tively. In this way, denoting as before by v ,, the coefficients of V', products of the form v(;\’wvm
encode fusion decomposition of the quotient category F,. However, the section is not unique,
and the product of C(G, ¢) does depend on s (but cf. Subsect. e).)

9.1. Proposition The product makes C(G,{) into a (non-associative) unital algebra and the
coproduct of C(G, {) is a unital homomorphism, and furthermore the following relation holds,

mol®SoA=c=moS®1oA. (9.1)

Proof The first statement follows from Prop. 7.4 b). The left hand side of (9.1) can be proved
with computations similar those in the proof of Prop. 6.8, with the only variation that now
mol®SoA(v,) =& (4um) ©Phim @ Phim ©T(1c). It suffices to notice that 7 always lies in
the range of the Wenzl projection py,,,,, where h and n correspond to the powers of V' containing

Vi, and V7, respectively. More details on this argument can be found in the proof of the following
Lemma 10.4.

Hence C(G, () satisfies all the axioms of a Hopf algebra except associativity of the product
and multiplicativity of the counit. The antipode is not antimultiplicative.

—

b) The dual quantum groupoid C(G, ()

We next study the algebra structure associated to a fixed section s : C(G,¢) — D(V, (). Notice
that, as an algebra, C(G, () is quite far from admitting an interpretation as a non commutative
space, as compared, e.g., to the compact quantum groups of Woronowicz, in that it may lack
some important properties, e.g. antimultiplicativity of the involution, or a C*-norm, not to men-

—

tion associativity. It is far more rewarding to pass to the dual C(G,¢), and correspondingly

—

consider its *~representations. In this subsection we show that C(G, ) satisfies most properties
of the weak quasi-Hopf C*—algebras of [31]].

We identify elements of tensor power algebras €% with functionals on C&". We shall need
various elements of these algebras, and we start with P € ©C®2 defined as follows

P(Ué)\ﬂ/n ,Ug,n) = (¢ & gvph+k¢ ® 77)p,27

where h, k are such that V), V,, are summands of Veh ek respectively. Notice that these
integers are specified by the section. Furthermore, the forms defining P is understood with
respect to the product form of V2" @ V€ each factor in turn endowed with Kirillov-Wenzl
inner product.

—

9.2. Theorem Endowed with dual bi-algebra structure, antipode and involution, e=¢ (G,0) is
isomorphic, as a *—algebra, to
G~ @ L(VA),
AEA,
hence it is a C*-algebra. Furthermore, (@, A, e, S) satisfies all the axioms of a Hopf algebra
except coassociativity and unitality of A. In particular, the following compatibility properties

hold, forw, T € C,

A(I) =P, Awt) = A(w)A_(T), (9.2)
e(wr) = e(w)e(r), e(w*) = e(w), (9.3)
S(wt) = S(1)S(w), S(w*) = S(w)*, (9.4)

Proof The first or second property stated in (9.7) shall be referred to as (9.7); or (9.i), respec-

tively. We show (9.2);. By duality, the identity I of C is the counit ¢ of €, and A(I) is the
two-variable functional given by

A(1)(vg 5 vE,) = e(vg08,) = €([67€ Prk ® phaii]) =
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O E Pk (Pradn) = (06, prawtin)p2 = P(vg 4, vE, ).

The remaining properties follow from duality and corresponding properties of C(G, ¢). More pre-
cisily, the associative algebra structure and the non-coassociative but counital coalgebra structure
of C obviously follow from the coassociative coalgebra and non-associative algebra structure in
C, respectively. Antimultiplicativity of the involution of € follows from anticomultiplicativity of
that of €. The antipode axioms moS®1oA =1=mol®SoA, (9.2),, and (9.4), are selfdual
and already shown in C; (9.3); and (9.4); correspond respectively to unitality of the coproduct
and anticomultiplicativity of the antipode in € (Prop. 9.1; Sect. 9a). Property (9.3), is obvious.

The following Prop. 9.9 explicits a compatibility relation between A and *-involution in terms

—

of the R-matrix. For completeness we remark that it may be S ® S o A # A o S'in C(G, ¢),
as this corresponds to antimultiplicativity failure of the antipode of C(G, ¢). However, this fact

plays no role in the representation theory of C(G, ¢).
c) Drinfeld’s associator

For a given weight A € Ay, let h, denote the truncated powers of V' containing V,, as prescribed
by the choice of a section s. It will be useful for later computations to have a multiplication

rule for elements of C®" of the following form. Let 7' = (7},) be a sequence of linear maps
T, : V& — V@ and associate the element wy of C*" defined by

A An
wT(UQ;ﬂpl’ .. 7U¢n7wn) = (¢1 ® .. ® ¢n’ ThA1+“‘+h)\.,L,l7bl ® PN ® ¢n)p7n’

where the form is a tensor product form with n factors. The following lemma is a convenient
formulation of the generalisation to tensor powers of the direct sum decomposition of the algebra
C into its simple components.

9.3. Lemma Given S = (S,) and T = (1,,) as above, set w = wswr. Then

A An
w(v¢iﬂ/}1’ N ’,U¢nywn) = (¢1 e an, ShAl'f‘“"i‘hAn Oph>\1 (SO ®phAn o ThA1+“‘+h>\7l¢l e ’an)pm.

The following elements ¢, U € €93 are important examples. Set
Qhy hpshy = Z Lpy ® Sy, © Phythy © 1ny ® ST 5,
Vst
where S, ; € (V,, V@huth)) are isometries of the fusion category satisfying Do SyiSy ;=
Dh,,+h,- Observe that gy, 5, n, does not depend on the choice of the isometries. We set

@(’U%w, Ugnv U;() = (¢ ® 5 ® X qhk,hu,hu o ph>\+hu+hu¢ ® n ® C)p,?n

W (0, VE s V% ) = (6 © & @ X, Dyt hth © Ty ik, @1 R C)pia.
The lemma then shows that ®, U are idempotent but not selfadjoint elements of the correspond-
ing tensor power *-algebra. The meaning of these elements and computation of the adjoints will
soon be apparent.

9.4. Theorem The idempotents ®, VU satisfy the following relations,
UVd=A®1loA(l), QU =1® AoA(]), (9.5)
UoU = U, OUP =P (9.6)
PAR1oAWw) =10 Ao A(w)P, (9.7)
UIRAoAw)=A®1oA(w)V. (9.8)



C*-QUANTUM GROUPOIDS 29
Proof To show (9.7) and (9.8) we pass to the predual €, and the corresponding properties, which,
in Sweedler notation, respectively read as
(ID(al, bl, Cl)(agbg)CQ = a3 (blcl)é(ag, bg, 02), (99)
\If(al, bl, Cl)ag(bQCQ) = (albl)clllf(ag, bg, Cg), (910)
fora, b, c € C. Seta = v(;’w, b= Ugn, c = vy .. We write,
(I)(U(j)@\,un Ugyp U;,C) = (¢£X7 TIWIC)p,?)

and look for a solution 7" of (9.9). Consider orthonormal bases v, 75, (; of the appropriate
truncated tensor powers of V. The left hand side becomes

(D€, TYsCe)p,3[¥07 3¢ ps © paonc],
where we have written p3 for pp, 1, +n,. But
(DX TnnsC)psrm G = (0rmsCe, TTOEX)p 38, msCe) T =
(P @py@pi o TTPEX)" = "X o T opr @ py @ pY
where p1 = py,, P} = pn,, P{ = pn, and + is the adjoint operator with respect to the triple

product form. Notice that on each factor we are using Kirillov-Wenzl inner product, hence py,
Py, py are selfadjoint. Thus the left hand side of (9.9) is the class of

(¢€"X" o T'o p1 @ p) ® pYf 0 p3) @ p3nC. (9.11)
On the other hand, byc; = 2%2-[5 *X* 0.8, ® SZ msC), hence the right hand side gives
(0" X 01 ® 55,60 Phythy) @ (Physhy, © L@ ST 10mmsC) (VrnsCe, TYNC) p3 =

(0" X" 01 ® 8, 0 physny) ® (Prysn, © 1@ S 0p1 @ p @ pi o Tym(). (9.12)
Hence (9.11) and (9.12) coincide for T = gy, 4, 1, OPhy+h,+h, thanks to Lemma 5.3. In a similar
way, (9.10) leads to the equation

("X 0T opy @ p) @py o1 ®Sy;0phth,)® Prytn, ©1® SZUmQ) =

¢ E*X* 0 ps @ (p3 o p1 @ ph @ pi o T'Yn(),
which is solved for 7”7 = Pha+hu+hy © Qhy,hyhy,- The previous lemma shows that W@ and W are
the functionals induced respectively by

P30 qop ®@py ®pioqops=ps,

qopsopi ®@p; ®pfopsog=qopsoq,
and it is easy to check that these coincide with the right hand sides of (9.5). One similarly shows
(9.6).

9.5. Theorem The element ® € C®3 is a counital 3-cocycle:
I11IRAPARIRL(P)=TIRPIRIAR1(P)P® I, (9.13)
eR1IR1(P)=10er1(P)=11xRe(P) = P.

Proof We compute the elements 77, Ts, T3 € G corresponding to A® 1®1(P), 1 A® 1(P),
and 1 ® 1 ® A(P). We first write

D0}, VE VL) = O°EX (I, @ Sy © Phytny © Lny @ S5 © Py, UTIC)

with S, ; € (V,, V&luth)) For T} we need to replace the first variable by a product in C.
Explicitly, for S, ; € (V,,, V&UIa+ho)),

A® 1R UP) (0 s Ui 5 Ve s V) = V54500 5), VE s Vi) =
¢ " X (S5 @ Lnyin, © 1ny ® 8500 Physhy © 1ny @S5, 0 Phyyhythy, © Sy @ Li,in, 0BNC).
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Taking into account Lemma 5.1 a),

Tt = 1hyth, @ Sy 0 Phythothy © Lhythe @ S50 Dhythothyth, -
One also finds
T2 = 1h>\ & [SU’,j’ & ]-hl, e} S’y’,i] Oph>\+hﬂ// e} ]'hA X S:;/J-/ oph>\+hcl+hu o) 1h>\ X S;/’j/ &® 1hu,
where S, i € (Vo VEherthi)) G, o € (V. VERr+hu)) "and
T = 1nyth, @ Sor,jn © Lpy @ Sy jn © Ppyyhy © 1ny @ SJu iy © Phythrthyn © Lnyth, @ Son jor,
with Sy i € (Vo VERrther)y G ) i€ (Vyn, VEM+he)) Verification of the cocycle condition
(9.13) involves rather long formulas. We shall thus ease notation dropping most indices and
writing for example p, for expressions of the form pj,_. 4., .

We compare the matrices corresponding to both sides of (9.13) taking into account Lemma
9.3, Lemma 5.3 and Lemma 5.1 a) again. For the left hand side we have

Tsopr @pr @pr@proTy =131 =
1®1® S o0l®Smopol®@S, op30l®@1I®S,0l®1I®S,0p301@1®S)opy=
1®1®Sou01®S,Yuop201®5f/,,01®1®52,,op4,
while the right hand side gives, if 7" is the matrix defining P,
(T@T)opitoTopito(T@I) =
1®1®Svol®p201®1®Sf{ol®p30p?4ol®(Saz®loSyz)op20
1®Sf/,op301®52,®1op?401®57m®1op2®101®5f;,,,®1op3®1:
1®1®Sy01®p201®1®5:;01®(SU/®1OS,Y/)op20
1® S olpso(prol®S,ops)®1]ol®1®1IQp =

in the last equality we have deleted the extra idempotents 1 ® ps, the first p©** altogether, and the
first three factors p* of the second copy of the same idempotent, and moved the fourth to the far
right. This has also allowed to use S%, o S, = 6, .. Next write the term in square brackets as
(p201® S% ops) ®1 o p,y and after elimination of p, and ps, the above term becomes

1®1®Syol®(p201®5;050/®105,yz)op20
]-®S:;/01®S:/®1Op401®1®1®p1:
1®1®8,01®8,0p0l®S, 0l®1®SIopol®l®l®p

where S/, = py 0 1 ® S5 0.5 ® 1 0.5, is another orthonormal system of isometries. Hence the
two matrices induce the same functional.

9.6. Remarks a) Notice that not only the associators ®, W are quasi-invertible elements of
a rather special kind, in that they are idempotent, but also there is a simple relation between
iterated coproducts associated so

A" = A®1,10---0A®10A

and arbitrary iterated coproducts A(™ of order n, i.e. coproducts that can be obtained as compo-
sitions € — C®C — - - - — C¥"*! where the connecting maps €%/ — C®/*+! can be an arbitrary
translates 1, ® A®1,_,_; of A. Set P, = Al(ffi(l), hence in particular P, = P, P, = W®. Then

AR (W) = B,AM(w)P,

for all possible choices of A(™. This relation can be derived with computations similar to those
appearing in the proof of Theorem 9.4, and also in the following Prop. 9.7. b) In a similar way,
the associators are explicitly related to non-unitality of Aby ® = 1 ® Ao A(I)A ® 10 A(]),
and similarly for W.

d) R-matrices
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We may introduce quasi-invertible R-matrices R, R, € exe appealing to the braided symmetry
of the quotient category J,. More precisely, set

RV} s VE ) = (6 @ &, S hDrsn Sk BPpskt) @ 0)p2,
Ry (03, VE ) = (6 @ &, Pran B SnPrrnSn st @ 0)poa,

with 3, 5, : V& @ V& — VO @ V& the transposition operator.
9.7. Proposition The following relations hold,
RA(T) =R = AP(D)R,  RAP(T) =Ry = AR, (9.14)
RA(w)Ry = A%(w), RiIAP(W)R = Aw), (9.15)

—

where A is the opposite coproduct of C(G, ().
Proof We check (9.15). Let T = (7},) and 7" = (7)) define functionals wr, wrs on €® C. Then

a relation wrA(7T)wp = A°(7), for all 7 € Cis equivalent to wr(ay, by)asbowr (ag, bs) = ba
foralla, b € C. Fora = v(?,w, b = vf,, this relation reads
(¢*€" o T o P, @ i © Phak) @ (Phtk © Pr @ P 0 T'Yn) = £7¢" © Pryn @ Py

as class elements of C. For T" = X ppxn2n x Rphik, T = pk+hR_1Ek,hpk+hEh,k the left hand
side becomes

(& " PrsnSn e Bonsk) @ (Dhok (S R) ™ prsnntd).
But pyyn2p k2P and ph+k(2h7kR)_1pk+h are braiding arrows and inverses of one another in
the quotient category, hence they cancel out.

—

We next briefly discuss a relation between the original quantum group U,(g) and C(G, ¢).
There is a natural map

—

7 : U, (g) — C(G,0)

taking an element @ € U,(g) to the functional

W(a)(vgw) = (¢, av)), an € My, XeAy. (9.16)

9.8. Proposition 7 is a surjective homomorphism of *—algebras satisfying
Pr@n(A(a)) = A(r(a)) =m@7(A(a)P, acUy/g). (9.17)

Proof The map 7 corresponds to @®yea, V> under the identification C~ ®ren,L(Vy), and this
shows the homomorphism property. Surjectivity is a consequence of irreducibility of the V).
The last statement is a straightforward computation.

We use the above link to resume a compatibility relation between coproduct and adjoint of e.

9.9. Proposition We have

AW =r@rR)AW)TerR)™", weC. (9.18)
Proof We first show the relation for w = I. Recalling that A(/) = P, we have
P (0, vE,) = P((v3,)", (vE,)*) =
P(Uﬁw Uf;,g) = (¢U7Ph+k¢§)p,2 =

(D ek, Un)po = (06, Rppssk B 6€)po =
7R m(R)Pr ® w(ﬁ)_l(vgw, Vg )
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Taking into account the relations A®(a) = EA(a)E_l and A(a)* = A%®(a*) in U,(g) for
a € U,(g), it follows that
A(r(a))” = (r @ m(Aa))P)" =
7@ m(R)Pr @ m(R)™
7@ 7(R)A(r(a*))r @ ©(R)™".

e) Comparing the groupoids associated to different sections

Let s : C(G,¢) — D(V,{)and s’ : C(G,¢) — D(V, ) be different sections of the quotient map
D(V,¢) — C(G,¥). Correspondingly, we upgrade the algebra @) to quasi-coassociative
quantum groupoids in two different ways,

(A, 0, R, Ry) and (A, P,V R R)),
(we have noticed before that S' is independent of the section.) We claim that these are related by

a twisting procedure in the sense of Drinfeld induced, again, by special quasi-invertible elements

C ® €. We sketch the intertwining relation between the coproducts, but we refrain from giving
details for the remaining relations.

9.10. Proposition Set P = A(I), P’ = N'(I). Then forw € €,
PN (WP = Alw), P Aw)P = A ().

Proof To show for example the first relation, we first write P in a different way, as follows. Let
s and s’ be defined by two choices of irreducible summands V), and V} both of highest weight
in V2" and V", respectively. For each A\ € A, there is a unitary intertwiner Uy, : Vi —= VW,
unique up to a scalar multiple by an element of T. We associate the element F' € € ® C defined
by
F(U¢/ ) §/ /) (U)\¢ ® U,ug ph)\—i-h# o U)\w X U;ﬂ] )p 2

for ¢/, ¢" € V{, &', ' € V. On one hand we may use the defining identifications in C(G, ¢) and
write, for ¢, ¥ € V), ’U¢ = UU* SUL and this shows that /' = P. On the other, we can use the
computations of the first part of the proof of Prop. 9.7 and derive the relation F'A’(w)F = A(w).

f) The tensor *—equivalence F, — RepV@).

In this subsection we show that if C(G, ¢) is cosemisimple then the smallest full tensor subcat-

egory RepVG(/G7) of the representation category of (3(/67’7) containing the fundamental repre-
sentation is a tensor C*—category equivalent to the fusion category J,.

There is a known way to associate a tensor category to any weak quasi-Hopf algebra [31], that
we briefly recall for C. Let Rep(G) be the category of unital representatlons of C on f.d. vector
spaces. We have already noticed that P = A([]) is an idempotent of e®e commuting with all
elements in the image of A. Hence if « and v are objects of Rep(@) thenw € € - u®wvo A(w)
is a representation of the same algebra on the tensor product space with support the image of
the idempotent u ® v(P). We define the tensor product object, still denoted u ® v, to be the
unital representation of € obtained restricting the operators u ® v o A(w) to that subspace. The
map P, , ., given by the restriction of u ® v ® w(P) to the space of (u ® v) ® w is an invertible
intertwiner from (u ® v) ® w to u ® (v ® w), by Theorem 9.4, which, together with Theorem
9.5, guarantees that Rep((f) becomes a tensor category with these associativity morphlsms We
next consider the full subcategory Reph(G) of Rep(@) with objects *—representations of € on
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non-degenerate Hermitian spaces. Following a procedure similar to that of the non-semisimple
case, if u and v are two objects of Rep, (C) then u ® v is still a *~homomorphism, and hence
an object of Rep, (C), provided we endow the corresponding vector space with the restriction

of Wenzl’s Hermitian form induced by R. This can be seen with Prop. 9.9. Hence Rep,, (@) is
a tensor *—category. Now if v and v are Hilbert space *-representations then we can infer that
u ® v is still a Hilbert space representation provided u ® v(P) is a positive operator with respect

to Wenzl’s form, and this may not always be the case. But there are sufficient objects of Rep, (C)
for which the positivity condition holds. Consider the map V' : € — B(V') defined by

€V =w(E®n), wee, &neV

It is easy to see that this is a unital representation, and in fact a Hilbert space *—representation.
Let Rep,, (@) be the the smallest full tensor subcategory of Rep, (@) containing V. The objects
of Repv(@) are the trivial representation, V and representations of the formw — V@ ---®@ V o
A (w), n > 1, where A denotes an iteration of n translates of the coproduct as in Remark

9.6.

~

9.11. Theorem Rep,, (C) is a tensor C*—category.

Proof The representation w — V®---@VoAM (w) acts on the subspace of V®" corresponding
to the idempotent Ve --QVoA® (I). We need to show that Wenzl’s inner product of V/®"
is positive on that subspace. We limit ourselves to computing these idempotents in the example
A® =1® Ao A. In Sweedler notation, A(I) = w; ® wy, A®(I) = w; ® wy; ® wy . Hence

(P16203, V@V @V 0 AP (I)ihhaths), =

(¢1, V(Wl)%)(@, V(W2,1)¢2)(¢37 V(wzz)%) =
wi([07 ® Yr1])wa1 ([0 @ Yo])wa 2 ([0 @ Ys]) =
wi ([07 @ Y1) wa([d303 0 pa ® pathatps]) =
wi([07 ® Y1])wa([93d3 0 Sa @ Siibats]) =
([(919395 01 ® Sa 0 Pr4n,) @ (P14na © 1 ® Sqthrhars)]) =
(010203, 1 ® So 0 Prin, 01 @ Syth1ais),,

where S, € (V,,, V@Q) are the isometries describing decomposition of p, into irreducibles with
respect to the chosen section s, and V) is a summand of V®ha  as before. Hence V @ V @
VoA®(I)=31® S, 0pitn,, ©1® S, and this is a positive operator w.r.t. Wenzl’s inner
product.

We finally discuss the relation between the original (strict) fusion category J, and Repv(@).
Let X = V2" be regarded as an object of F,, meaning that X is the truncated U, (g)-submodule
of V®", endowed with Hilbert space structure, cf. Theorem 5.4. We associate to X the map

X €60 - B(X), (¢, X)) =w((d" @),

for ¢, € VE" w € @) This formula extends the previously introduced V to all objects

of ¥, and, as before, it is easily seen that X is a unital *—representation of C(G, £) on V€™, One
has X =V®---®@Vo Afe’}t‘”, hence X is an object of Repy,(€).

9.12. Theorem The map X — X and acting identically on arrows is a tensor *—equivalence

o~

€ : Fy — Rep,(C).
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Proof An arrow T € (X, X') in F is an intertwiner of the corresponding modules of U,(g). But
it also lies in the arrow space (X, X) of RepC(G, (), as

(6, TX(W)e) = (T"¢, X (w)y) = w([(T"¢)" ® ¢]) =
w([¢" o T @) = w(lo* ® TY)) = (¢, X'(w)T¥),

hence € is a functor between the stated categories, and it is easy to see that it is actually a *—
functor. We verify that € has full image. Routine computations show that formula (9.16) defining

the surjection 7 : U,(g) — C(G,{) extends to all representations, in that 7(a)([¢* @ ¢]) =
(¢, av)) holds for all X. Now if T € (X, X’) then TX (n(a)) = X'(n(a))T, and expliciting
this relation yields 7" as an intertwiner of the corresponding U,(g)-representations. Since it
is obviously essentially surjective, we are left to construct a tensor structure for & making it

~

into a tensor functor. Explicitly, since JF, is strict while Rep,,(C) is not, we look for natural
isomorphisms €y y € (X ® Y, X ® Y) such that
Ewxey o ly @ Exy o Py ¢y = Ewexy 0 Cwx @ ly. (9.19)
ForW =V&m X =Ven Y = V& we write
(OJX,Y - V@(n—i—r) (Qn,r)
and we are reduced to look for a quasi-invertible (), , € @onr satisfying the intertwining rela-
tion
QurSis " ® ALV (AW) = ALV (@) Qs
It is solved by
Qur = AT (DAGY @ ALV (A(D)

and naturality easily follows. The tensorial structure (9.19) corresponds to

Quntrln @ Qua AV @ ALY @ ALY (@) = QuuinsQun ® L. (9.20)

Computations analogous to those of Theorem 9.5 give, in the same short notation, )., = wr,, ,
with
Tn,r = Pn+r © 1, ® Sfy O Pn+10° 1, ® S:

and this expression shows that (),, , is quasi-invertible. Furthermore Afgg‘” ®A1(:ﬁ_ & ®A1(th_1) (®)
corresponds to

So ® 851 @ Sen 01 ®S,0p301® ST 0p30S5;® S, QS
and we next check validity of the desired relation (9.20). At the left hand side we obtain
Pmtntr © Lin ® S50 prgn, © 1y @ ST 0 pry @ 1ypgr 0 1y @ Py
Olpmyn ® S50 Ly @ Prghy © Lingn @ S5 0.9, ® Sor @ Syro
ol ® Sa © Phythe © 1 &S5 0 Phythyithyn © Sy @S5 & Son

which equals
Pm+n+r © 1m ® So’ & Scr” o pm—i-hof—i-hau o 1m & S;’ ® S;”
by repeated use of Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.3. The right hand side becomes

Pmtntr © Lintn @ Son © Prtnth_y © Lingn @ Sgi © Py @ pro
0l,,® Sy ® 1, © Pmth, @101, ® SH®1,
which in turn equals
Pmtntr © Lt ® Son 0 [Prgnthn © (Pmtn © Lm @ Sor 0 Py ) @ 1p_ ] 0 Lin @ S0 @ Spur.
It is easy to see that the expression in the square brackets can be rewritten as

(pm—l—n o 1m ® So’ o pm+h0/) ® 1h01/ o pm+h01+hon-
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Substituting it in the right hand side formula and using the usual properties of projections we get
the desired identity.

10. COSEMISIMPLICITY IN TYPE A CASE

As already mentioned, in this section we formulate a sufficient condition for cosemisimplicity
of C(G, ¢), that we next verify for G = SU(N). Our condition appeals to the existence of a Haar
functional on C(G, ¢), but more is needed. In particular, we shall use the associative filtration

ék constructed in Sect. 8. We should remark that space limit has prevented us from studying
cosemisimplicity of C(G, ¢) for other Lie types. A positive answer would obviously suffice to
extend our main result to other types provided g # FEg.

a) A sufficient condition for cosemisimplicity

In this subsection G is still general. It turns out useful to tackle the cosemisimplicity problem

at the level of the filtration ék, as this is a better behaved structure, in that it is provided with a
multiplication. Of course, this involves the question of non-triviality of this filtration, or, more

precisely, whether the image MY of M, in C;, under the quotient map €, — € is a matrix
coalgebra for some k& > n and sufficiently many A € A,.
Linear independence can be easily settled.

10.1. Proposition
a) The subcoalgebras M, are linearly independent in C as A varies in Ay,
b) similarly, M, are linearly independent in Gy, as A\ € A%, for all k.

Proof We show b), the proof of a) is easier and can be done along similar lines. Let V), ,, denote
the isotypic submodule of p,, (V") of type V, with orthogonal complement Vj’n. The subspaces

Vi, @V, (VL) @ Vi, and VY, @ Vi, forn =0, ..., k, are linearly independent in Dy.. Let
W, denote their span. Consider the projection F : D) — W) with complement @QZO(VMLL)* &
V/\fn. The main point is that ik is stable under 5. This can be seen noticing that ik is linearly
spanned by (Vi5,)* @ Vi, Vi, @ Vi, ¢* @ A — ¢*A @ ¢, with ¢ € Vy,, and ¢ € Vi, OF
¢ € Vanand ¢ € Vi, and also by Vi, @ ZVE", (Vi,,")* @ ZVE", (VE")* Z* @ Vi, ™,
(VE™)*Z* @ Van. Hence if a sum T' = 3 T}, of elements T, € V" @ V, with p1 € Aj lies in i
then each F\(T') = T) does as well.

Cosemisimplicity in the generic case was studied by means of the Haar functional. We look
for a generalisation of that approach to the present setting. Notice that if one can establish that

MY is a matrix coalgebra in Cy then M, is a matrix coalgebra in C(G, ¢) as well, by dimension
count. We shall verify cosemisimplicity in this stronger form.

10.2. Definition A linear functional . on €y, is said to be a Haar functional if h(I) = 1and h
annihilates the subcoalgebras M} for A € AF\{0}.

Obviously a Haar functional on ék is unique. Furthermore, if ék admits a Haar functional then
so does Gy, for h < k.

Notation For a given A € Ay, let deg()\) denote the smallest integer & such that A € A%, or, in
other words, such that V, is a summand of V%%, Furthermore, set

m(g, /) := max{deg(\), A € A,}.

10.3. Definition We will say that the pair (g, ¢) satisfies the cosemisimplicity condition if

1) there is 7 > m(g, ¢) such that €;, admits a Haar functional,
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2) every A € A, has a conjugate A € A, satisfying deg(\) + deg(\) < 7.

10.4. Lemma Let A € A} have a con]ugate X € A} such that €h+k admits a Haar functional.
Then M \ is a matrix coalgebra in Cp.

Proof Let Vy, be a summand of V€*, n < k. Letr : C — V5 ® V) be defined as in the proof of
Theorem 6.7. The composed arrow 7*r : C — V5 ® V), — C is nonzero since A € Ay [3,149]. In
particular, the trivial submodule defined by r is a summand of V; ® V). But (1 — pp1,,) V5 @ V),

can not contain a trivial submodule, as otherwise it would be a summand, by multiplicity count.
Hence (1 — Phan) ©r = 0. This shows that r € ph+nV®h+". If a linear combination x =

Z” piij€7; = 0 vanishes in €, then h(az) = 0 for all @ € C,, where h is a Haar functional for

Ch+x. Now computations analogous to those of the generic case show that p; ; = 0.
10.5. Theorem If (g, ¢) satisfies the cosemisimplicity condition 10.3 then

a) Mf is a matrix coalgebra in C,, for k = deg()\),
b) M, is a matrix coalgebra in C(G, (), for all A € A,, hence C(G, () is cosemisimple:

AEA,

Proof The proof follows from Prop. 10.1 and Lemma 10.4.
b) The case G = SU(N)

The rest of the section is dedicated to the proof of the following theorem, which concludes the
main result of the paper.

10.6. Theorem If g = sl then (g, {), satisfies the cosemisimplicity condition 10.3 for all N > 2
and (> N + 1 withm(g,?) = (N —1)({ — N) and m := m(g, () + ¢ — 1.

We start fixing notation of type Ax_; root systems [21]]. Consider R"Y with the usual euclidean
inner product, and let ey, ..., ey be the canonical orthonormal basis. Consider the subspace
E C RY of elements ji1e; + - - - + ey such that py + - - - + uy = 0. The Ay_; root system
is® = {e; —ej,i # j }, the simple roots are «; = e; — €;,1, and the fundamental weights are
w; =€+ +e — e wheree:=e; +---+eyandi=1,..., N —1. The weight lattice and
the dominant Weyl chamber of (E, ) are respectively

AL+ Ao

A:{)\:)\161+---+)\N_16N_1— N e, Ai EZ},

={AeA: N>\ > > Ay >0}
The highest root is = e; — ey. Direct computations show that
AN={ eAT: N <l-N}, A={deAT:\<{—-N+1}.
We have V' =V, , the vector representation, its weights are

1 :
"1 = Wi, %:ei—ﬁe, 1=2,...,N.

In the next lemmas we shall make use of the decomposition into irreducibles
VeV ~ EBV)\_;,_%., AE Ag,

in the category 7, of tilting modules, where the sum is extended to all ¢ such that A\ + ~; is
dominant, (Theorem 4.4, ¢).) We derive two simple consequences.

10.7. Lemma For any A\ € Ay, the negligible submodule N of V) ® V' is non-zero if and only if
A1 ={ — N, and one has Ny ~ V), .
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Proof The indicated submodule is isomorphic to the sum corresponding to A +; € Ay \ Ay,
which is realised if and only if i = 1 and Ay = ¢ — N.

10.8. Lemma m(sly,¢) = (N —1)({ — N) .

Proof Let A\ € A, be determined by non negative integers \;,..., Ay_; as above, and let us
identify A with (A1, ..., Ay_1). The dominant weight with coordinates all equal to £ — N lies in
Ay, it is a summand of VEW=DE=N) and this is the smallest possible power. We need to show
that every module V), with A € A, is a summand of some p, V" withn < (N —1)(¢— N). Notice
that (1,0,...,0),..., (A,0,...,0), (A, 1,0,...,0),..., (A, Agy ..., 0), ooy (Mg, ..o, Av_g) i
a sequence of A\; + Ay + - - - + Ay_1 dominant weights of A, starting with w; and obtained from
one another by adding a weight of V. The fusion rules then show that V), is a summand of p, V",
wheren = A\ + Ao+ -+ Ay_1 < (N —1)({ — N).

We next derive information on the negligible summands of V®", including the non-canonical
ones, for the bounded values of n. The following Lemma plays a crucial role for the Haar
functional.

10.9. Lemma No negligible summand of V", with n up to m = m(sly, ) + ¢ — 1 contains the
trivial module among the successive factors of its Weyl filtrations.

Proof A negligible summand of V®™ is isomorphic to a summand of N,, = (1 — p,,)V®". Fur-
thermore the inductive procedure described in Sect. 5 shows that N, is in turn spanned by the
summands
Np V" eV)e Vet r=1..n-1, (10.1)

where N (p, V%" @ V) is the canonical negligible summand of p,V®" ® V', hence we are reduced
to show the statement for these modules.

Now on one hand N(p,V®" ® V) is completely reducible and the dominant weights of the
irreducible components are of the form A +w; = (¢ — N 4+ 1, A2, ..., Ax_1) by Lemma 10.7.

On the other, the dominant weights appearing in the Weyl filtrations of (10.1) are the same as
those appearing in the irreducible decomposition of the corresponding module at the level of the
semisimple category Rep(g), see Prop. 3 and Remark 2 in [43].

Hence we are reduced to show that the smallest integer ¢ such that V)., ® V®' contains the
trivial module in Rep(g) satisfies

t+r+1>(N—-1)¢(—N)+(—1.
We compute ¢. For a general dominant weight o = (y1, . . ., iv—1), the shortest path to the trivial
module is obtained as follows. If yxy_; > 0 we consider the path
M+ YN, M+27N7 ceey HEUN-YN
which lowers y to
p= (1 = pn-1,- - fin—2 — fin—1,0),

and we have thus used py_; powers of V. We need no such power if puy_1; = 0. We proceed
in the same way for the N — 2 coordinate and the new weight 1/, but we now need to follow a
longer path, due to vanishing of the last coordinate, and the shortest is

fAyn-1,  pt NN, g2 N, pf 2N+ 29
using 2(puy_2 — py—1) more powers of V. Continuing in this way, we find

t=pn—1+2(pun—2 — pin—1) + 3(kn-3 — pv—2) + -+ (N = 1) (1 — p2).
Taking into account the fact that in Rep(s/y ), the dominant weights . appearing in V"1 satisfy
p1+ -+ pnoy < r+ 1, we easily get, for p = A + wy,

t+r+1>t+um+-+puv1=Nuyy=(N—-1)(—-N)+{>(N—-1)¢(—-N)+(—1.
which finally gives the desired estimate.
10.10. Remark The proof also shows that N(p,V®" @ V) =0 forr < ¢ — N.
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10.11. Corollary Letn < m.

a) e, is a central element of (V" V&),
b) enolys @ (1 —pj)®@1ye =0,q¢+j+u=n.

Proof a) The multiplicity of the trivial representation in p,, V'™ is the same as that of the classical
case, by the previous lemma, hence e, is the specialisation of a central intertwiner of the generic
case. b) e, 0 1ys ® (1 — p;) ® 1yu 0 p,, = 0 by Lemma 5.3, hence

€nOlvq®(1—pj)®1vu :enolvq®(1—pj)®1vuo(1—pn) =

1Vq®(1_pj)®lvuoeno(1_pn) =0
by a).

We next consider the /i-th term, €5, of the associative filtration €, corresponding to €(SU(N), £).

For convenience we recall that ém = Dp/ ﬁm, where ﬁm is spanned by elements of the form
PR Ao —¢po AR, together with p ® Z o)/, and ¢’ o Z’ ® 1), where

Ae (veEmvenr), Z, 2™ = pgtjyu © lva ® (1 — pj) ® Ly
withm, n, ¢+ 7 +u < m.

We define the linear functional
h: Dz — C,
setting
hMo@v) =dlent), ¢@Y e (V") pn@p, V", n<m.

where e, € (p,V",p, V") is the orthogonal projection onto the isotypical component of the
trivial representation.

10.12. Theorem The functional h annihilates ﬁm Hence it gives rise to a Haar functional on
Cin-

Proof The functional % obviously annihilates elements ¢ ®@ Ay — ¢ A ® 1. Furthermore it also
annihilates elements of the form ¢ ® Zv/', ¢’ Z' ® ¢ € Jz, by Corollary 10.11, b). The rest is
now clear.

We finally verify the needed upper bound for deg(\) +deg(\) for all A € A,. We are interested
in property c) of the following proposition.

10.13. Proposition If A = (\,...,A\y_1) € AT then

a) deg(A) = Ay + -+ + An-1,
b) )\ = <)\17 )\1 - )\N—17 )\1 - )\N—27 L) )\1 - )\2)3

c) deg(\) + deg(A) = Ny < m for A € A,.
Proof Properties a) and b) are classical, and c¢) follows from an easy computation, since \; <
(¢ —N)for A € Ayand m = (N —1)(¢ — N) + ¢ — 1. We sketch a proof for completeness. a)
follows from the fusion rules for the powers of V/, recalled at the beginning of this section. b)
Let wy be longest element of the Weyl group. For s, this is the permutation group Py and wy

is the permutation reversing the order of (ey, ..., ey). Then
X = —wo)\ =
At Ave
—()\16N+)\2€N_1+"'+)\N_162)—|— ! N 16:

N
<)\17 )\1 - )\N—17 )\1 - )\N—27 R )\1 - )\2)
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APPENDIX A.
ON THE FUSION C*-CATEGORY OF TYPE A

In this appendix we illustrate a concrete realisation of the fusion C*—category F, associated
to sl in the sense of Theorem 5.4 and we identify a single generator, the quantum determinant
element S. Most of the results are due to [23]], but we have not been able to find a reference
where S and the conjugation structure, Prop. A.5, are made explicit. The main aspect is the use
of the Kirillov-Wenzl inner product.

The fusion rules seen in the previous section show that the trivial object of F is contained with
multiplicity 1 in VY, hence there is a nonzero intertwiner, the quantum determinant element,

S € (1, VEN)
unique up to a scalar multiple.

A.1. Theorem The quotient category F, of type Ay _1 is generated by the quantum determinant
S as a tensor *—category.

Proof We have that (V&5 V&) #£0 = s =t+ hN for some h € Z, by the fusion rules. If for
example /1 > 0 we can write an element B € (V25 V&) in the form

B=S5"®1;08® 1l ny0--0S5*@1unoY, with Y € (V& V&),
Indeed, we may choose Y = S ® 1,45y ©-+- 0S5 ® 1; o B which lies in the claimed space as
Y=5%Lywno--0S®@LoppoB=p;oS®@Lyypno---0S®1,0p0B.

by Lemma 5.1. On the other hand, by Schur-Weyl duality at roots of unity [14] the intertwining
space (V&5 V&%) is linearly spanned by the representation £(b) = p,(b)p,, of the braid group
B, obtained reducing the translates 1,, @ ® 1, of the basic braiding operator e € (V2 V/92) by
Pn. Since the p,, themselves lie in the image of CB,, we are reduced to show that the basic braid-
ing operator derived from the R-matrix acting on (V®2, V®2) lies in the tensor *—subcategory
generated by .S, and this will follow from Prop. A.S.

If for example ¢ > 2N then tensor powers V% with k up to N are completely reducible, with
multiplicities given as in the classical case. In particular, the k-th fundamental representation
Voo B =1,..., N —1,is contained in V,,, , ® V, and hence in V@ with multiplicity 1.

Set

k—1

e=NRe (V2 V),  g=¢"Ne
We recall that g gives rise to a representation of the Hecke algebra H,(q) of type A on V&,
Indeed g has the following spectral decomposition on V2,

9= q2w1] — ¢ [wa],

hence the translates g; = 1; ;1 ® g ® 1,,_;_; satisfy the defining relations (g; — q)(g; + %) =0 of
H,(q). In particular, ¢ is determined by the single projection [ws]. We thus need to show that [w,]
is in turn an arrow of the tensor *—category generated by S. Showing this claim, as we next see,
involves determining the conjugate equations for the submodule V,, of V®2, Since it will not
be more effort, we shall identify the conjugate equations for all the fundamental representations
Vion-

Consider the following sequence of central elements of «_,, € H,,(q) inductively defined by
a_; = 1 and

Apo1i=0(a_y) —q tgio(ay) + -+ (=1)"¢ g, ... qro(a_y),
with o : H,(q¢) — H,+1(q) the homomorphism taking g; to g;+1. In particular, a_5 is a scalar
multiple of [ws]. The next two lemmas recall certain known facts [23,149], see also [37].
A.2. Lemma

a) Gi_p = _pGi = —q ‘ap,i=1,...,n—1,
b) a2, = \,a_,, with \,, := ¢ "= D/2[p] .



40 S. CIAMPRONE AND C. PINZARI

Hence if £ > n, we may consider the idempotent £_,, := A, 'a_,. We next identify its range.
The Hecke algebra generator g = ¢'/Ve acts on a suitable orthonormal basis 15,7 = 1,..., N of
the Hilbert space of V' =V, as

9P @ i = qih; @ ¢y,
GYi @V = @y, 1>
1 .
9P @ P; :¢j®¢i+(q_6)wi®¢ja <]
The quantum determinant S € (¢, V®V) is given by
=3 (=) @ @ by
pEPN

More generally, we also introduce the following antisymmetrized elements in V®" for n < N
spanning the submodule V,,, of V®". Consider indices i; < i < --- < i, withi; € {1,..., N}
and set, for i = (iy,...,0,),

Si= (-0 Wi, @ @iy,
pEPy

It will be useful to introduce also corresponding antisymmetrized elements over ¢,

g@ _ Z (—q_l)i(p)wip(l) R ® wip(n)_

pEPy
However, some caution is needed, as the S; do not span a submodule of yen,

A.3. Lemma We have that

a) a_, =0forn > N,
b) E_, is the idempotent of (V& V®") corresponding to V,, forn < N — 1 and to the
trivial submodule forn = N.

Proof This follows from a_,,1;, ®- - -®1);, = 0 if two indices repeat, while q"("_l)oz_nwipfl o ®
e ® wip,l(n) = (—q)i(p)Sz foranyi =1 <---<i,andp € P,.

A main aspect for the values ¢ € T is that the *—structure relies on the Kirillov-Wenzl inner
product on tensor product spaces. We next identify an orthonormal basis of V,, in the correct
Hilbert space.

A.4. Proposition Consider indicesi =iy < -+ <y, j = j1 < -+ < ju. Then
a) E_, is a selfadjoint projection of (V®™ V&™) forn < N,
o) (Si,S;) =0 fori # j,
d) 151> = [nly.
Proof a) Selfadjointness of F_,, was shown in [37] for the involution introduced in [48]], which,

however, does coincide with that induced by Kirillov-Wenzl inner product, as they both make
the spectral idempotent £_» = |ws] selfadjoint. b) Recall from Sect. 2 that

7™ — pmem
and that
R™W =RV 210 AP @1(R)=R"™V®1o(Riy,... Ry 1n)
Hence
R™ =Ryy0---0(Rip_1...Ru-sn-1)0(Rin...Ro_1n)
It turns out convenient to decompose the permutation >.,, as a product of transpositions

Yip =Y 1p0-0 (223 cee Zn—ln) o (212223 cee Zn—ln)-
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Distributing these transpositions among the I?; ; gives

R™ =%, 06, 10... (2...€p-1)0 (1. .€n_1)
An easy computation shows that

giSi=—q 'S, i=1,...n—1
and this implies
q"("_l)/zNR(")Sz =3,00,-10...(92.-.Gn-1) 0 (g1 ... Gn-1)5; =
(~g )y, 5 =
(—g~hrn=0/2 Z(_Q)i(p)wim) ® @Y, =

peEPy

Z (—q_l)i(p)?/)ipm R ® Q/,ip(n) =5,
pEP,
On the other hand, recall from Sect. 3 that ©(™ acts as scalar multiplication by
qn(wl+2p,w1)—(wn+2p,wn)/2

on the submodule V,,, of V", A straightforward computation gives (w,,,w, + 2p) = n+nN —

n? — “—N2 and the conclusion follows. ¢) follows from b) and d) from explicit computation of the

Kirillov-Wenzl norm,
1S, = (5, B"Sy), =

gz Z ((_q)i(p)¢ip(1) R © Wi (=)™ )wip’u) ® B Wiy o =

p,p'€Pr
Y (@ = [l

pEPy
where inner products are assumed antilinear in the first variable.

Consider a partition of N = m + n, and fix indices i = i; < --- < i, in {1,...,N}. We
denote by j = j1 < --- < ji, the indices obtained from {1, ..., N'} after removing iy, ..., iy.
We shall refer to j as conjugate to i. Obviously, i is conjugate to j as well. Fix permutations
s € P, and r € P,, and define p € Py by

p(1) = Jsqays - - - (M) = Js(my,
p(m + 1) = ir(l), ... ,p(m —+ n) = ir(n).
Every p € Py can be uniquely written in this form. Denoting by N(i) the number of pairs
(Jn, k) With jp, > g, we have i(p) = i(r) +i(s) + N(2). We thus have

§ =3 ("5 @S5,

where we have introduced upper indices clarifying the corresponding tensor power of V. Ex-
changing the roles of m and n, we can also write

S= (s @ 5",
h

where h and k are conjugate indices as well. Similar relations hold for S, where ¢ is replaced by
q~'. These decompositions turn out useful for the next result.

A.S. Proposition The following conjugate equations hold in the tilting tensor *—category T,
associated to sly,

S* ® lyem o lyem @ S = (—1)""m],![n],! E-n

S* @ lyen o lyen ® S = (—1)""[m],![n],! E_,,
where m +n = N. Hence V,, andV,, are conjugate of each other.
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Proof It suffices to show the first equation. Evaluating the left hand side on a vector 1) € V&
gives

> (—)™®(S v @ 58" =

h

_N n m
Z(— WO RN S g @ 5™, 5 =
o /22 DS,y @S, s =

—N(N )/2 Z N(h )N(z)( ~_(m) ® l(m’@b ® Sén))p Sém) _
h

g NI ()N () (S 0, (57, 57, 8 =

(1) [n]g! Y (4™, ) Sy =

h
(=)™ [n]g![m]q! E-nt.

. .. =(N) .
where we have successively used selfadjointness of R( with respect to the tensor product form,

Prop. 3.6, N(h) + N(k) = mn, and the fact that {([m],!)~*/2 Sém)} is an orthonormal basis of
V., with respect to the Kirillov-Wenzl inner product.
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