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AUTOMORPHISMS AND REPRESENTATIONS OF
QUASI LAURENT POLYNOMIAL ALGEBRAS

HE ZHANG, HECHUN ZHANG, AND RUIBIN ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We study automorphisms and representations of quasi polynomial
algebras (QPAs) and quasi Laurent polynomial algebras (QLPAs). For any QLPA
defined by an arbitrary skew symmetric integral matrix, we explicitly describe its
automorphism groups at generic ¢ and at roots of unity. Any QLPA is isomorphic
to the tensor product of copies of the QLPA of degree 2 at different powers of ¢ and
the centre, thus the study of representations of QPAs and QLPAs largely reduces
to that of £4(2) and A4(2), the QLPA and QPA of degree 2. We study a category of
A,(2)-modules which have finite covers by submodules with natural local finiteness
properties and satisfy some condition under localisation, determining its blocks,
classifying the simple objects and providing two explicitly constructions for the
simples. One construction produces the simple A, (2)-modules from £,(2)-modules
via monomorphisms composed of the natural embedding of A,4(2) in £,(2) and
automorphisms of £,(2), and the other explores a class of holonomic Z;-modules
for the algebra %, of g-differential operators.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1.  Quasi polynomial algebras (QPAs) were investigated by De Concini and Pro-
cesi in [9] for the purpose of computing degrees of quantum coordinate algebras at
a root of unity (see [8, [16] for example). It turns out that QPAs also play a crucial
role in studying representations of function algebras of quantum groups [18, 28] at a
generic parameter, and provide a key ingredient in the theory of quantum cluster al-
gebras [2]. In fact one unavoidable issue in the theory of quantum groups is to treat
algebras obeying ¢ commutation relations, for instance, in the construction of canon-
ical bases [30} [31], the study of representations at a root of unity [5l, [6l [7, 0] 9} [16],
and other aspects of the theory. Note also that the fraction field of any quantum
solvable algebra (with some assumption) [23], in particular, that of the positive part
of a quantum group of type-A [13], is isomorphic to the field of fractions of a QPA.

Corresponding to each n x n skew-symmetric integral matrix H, there is a QPA
denoted by A,[H], which is a twisted polynomial algebra. By inverting the gener-
ators of A,[H], one obtains the quasi Laurent polynomial algebra (QLPA) L,[H].
The QPA and QLPA corresponding to H = _01 é), denoted by by A,(2) and
L,(2) respectively, attracted much research [10, 16l (19, 26], 29] because of their im-
portant roles in the theory of quantum groups. The algebra £,(2) is also known as
the quantum torus of rank 2, which appears in many contexts.

We study automorphisms and representations of QLPAs and QPAs in this paper.
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1.2. In the first part of this paper, we determine the automorphism groups of £,[H]|
for any H both for ¢ being generic and a root of unity. The main results are given
in Theorem B.I] and Theorem [3.2], which solve the problem of automorphism groups
of QLPAs in full generality.

We remark that the automorphism group of £,(2) was determined in [19], and
also in [26] where the automorphism groups were described for a class of quantum
algebras including the quantum torus of rank 2.

To provide some context for our study of automorphisms of QLPAs, we mention
that the automorphism group of the polynomial algebra in two variables was much
studied, and an explicit description of it has long been known. There were different
proofs of this classical result, see, e.g., Nagata [22], McKay and Wang [21], where the
authors tried to better understand the two variable case with the aim of extending
the result to more variables. One naturally expects that an understanding of the
automorphism group will help to address the celebrated Jacobian conjecture.

1.3.  Our main motivation of studying the automorphism groups of QLPAs in this
paper comes from representation theory. If one is able to construct, for example, an
algebra homomorphism A —— L,[H] for an associative algebra A, then obviously
any L,[H]-module naturally becomes an A-module via . There is enormous flexi-
bility in this furnished by automorphisms 7 of £,[H] through the composed algebra

homomorphisms A — L,[H] — L,[H]. This simple fact is explored to great effect
in Section [6.1to construct simple A,[H]-modules by investigating £,[H]-modules via

monomorphisms A,[H]| —— L£,[H] < L,[H] with ¢ being the natural embedding.

We point out that the minimal cyclic modules for the quantum matrix algebra
when ¢ is a root of unity were classified following this strategy [17]. The quantum
Fock space representations [12] of quantum groups of classical types were obtained
via some algebra homomorphisms from the quantum groups to quantum Weyl alge-
bras and quantum Clifford algebras. Recently, a cluster algebra flavour was added
into this strategy to study the positive representations of quantum groups using the
Laurent Phenomenon of quantum cluster algebras [14].

1.4.  We study representations of QPAs and QLPAs in the second part of this paper.

There is extensive literature on the theory of ¢-difference modules (see, e.g., [11]
27] and references therein), which is the g-difference analogue of Z-module theory
in dimension 1. There is the algebra &, of g-difference operators in dimension 1,
which is an adic completion of £,(2). Every ¢-difference module is a Z,-module that
is holonomic in the sense that its Gelfand-Kirillov dimension is equal to 1. In [I], a
BGG-type highest weight category of infinite dimensional modules of double Hecke
algebras was studied using a class of holonomic Z,-modules. Recently Kontsevich
and Soibelman established a Riemann-Hilbert correspondence for holonomic Z,-
modules and investigated Z,-modules with anti Hardamard filtrations.

We prove in Corollary 2] a structure theorem for QLPAs, which states that
L,[H] is isomorphic to the tensor product of L m;(2)’s and the centre, which is
a multi-variable Laurent polynomial algebra. Thus the canonical quasi polynomial
subalgebra of the QLPA in the factorised form is the tensor product of A,m; (2)’s and
a multi-variable polynomial algebra which is the centre of the subalgebra. Therefore,
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the study of representations of QLPAs and QPAs, to a large extend, boils down to
understanding representations of £,(2) and A,(2).

If ¢ is a root of 1, both £,(2) and A,(2) are finite dimensional over their centres,
and their representations are fairly easy to understand. However, at generic ¢, all
simple modules are infinite dimensional except for some 1-dimensional modules for
A,(2), and it is quite hard to construct such infinite dimensional modules, especially
for A,(2). Thus we focus on the representation theory of 4,(2) at generic q.

We introduce a notion of admissible A,(2)-modules, which have finite covers by
submodules with natural local finiteness properties and satisfy some condition un-
der localisation. We determine in Lemma the blocks of the category C of ad-
missible A,(2)-modules, which are parametrised by the set P of pairs of co-prime
non-negative integers. We show in Corollary 5.1 that the simple objects in the block
corresponding to any (a,b) € P/{(1,0),(0,1)} are parametrised by points of an
elliptic curve E, := C*/¢* with ¢ = {¢™ | m € Z}.

We develop two different constructions for the simple objects of C. One of the
constructions is given in Theorem and Corollary [6.1], which produces the simple
admissible A4,(2)-modules from £,(2)-modules via monomorphisms composed of the
natural embedding of A,(2) in £,(2) and automorphisms of £,(2), making essential
use of results obtained on the automorphism group. The other construction is given
in Theorem in the context of holonomic %,-modules.

1.5. The arrangement of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we give the basic
definitions of QPAs and QLPAs, and then prove the structure theorem for QLPAs,
which states that £,[H] is isomorphic to the tensor product of L;m;(2)’s with the
centre which is a Laurent polynomial algebra. In section 3, we describe explicitly
the automorphism groups of £,[H] both for generic ¢ and roots of unity. In Section
4 we prove some structural properties of 4,(2), which will play important roles
in studying representations of this QPA. In Section 5, we define the category C
of admissible A,(2)-modules, determine its blocks, and classify the simple objects.
In Section 6, we develop two different constructions for the simple objects of C,
respectively by using £,(2)-modules twisted by automorphism of the algebra, and by
using holonomic Z,-modules. Some basic material on Z,-modules is also presented
in this section.

Part 1. Automorphism groups
In this part of the paper, we determine the automorphism groups of any quasi
Laurent polynomial algebra for generic ¢ and for ¢ being any root of unity.
2. QUASI POLYNOMIAL AND LAURENT POLYNOMIAL ALGEBRAS

Given any n x n skew-symmetric matrix H = (h;;) over Z, one constructs an asso-
ciative algebra A,[H] with identity, called a quasi polynomial algebra (QPA), which
is the generated by elements xq, xs, - - - , x,, with the following defining relations,
(21) TiXj :qhijl'jl‘i, for Z,j = 1,2,"' ,n,

where ¢ € C* is a fixed parameter. The algebra A,[H] can be viewed as an iterated
twisted polynomial algebra with respect to any ordering of the indeterminates x;.
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Given any a = (ay, as, -+ ,a,)" € Z", we write 2% = 225> - - - 2% . Such ordered
; ) ) 1 *2 n

+
monomials form a basis of A,[H].

The algebra A,[H] admits a torus action. Corresponding to each element ¢ =
(c1,¢9, -+ ,c,)T € C*", there exists an automorphism, denoted by 7., given by

7. AJH) — AJH|, i, i=1,2,--- n.

The quasi Laurent polynomial algebra (QLPA) corresponding to H, denoted by
L,[H], is the associative algebra generated by zi,zs,---,z, and their respective
inverses z; ', x5!, -+, ;! with the defining relations (2.). The Laurent monomials
¢ =g a? - x% with a = (ay, a9, - ,a,)T € Z" form a basis of £,[H]. The torus
action on A,[H] can be extended to £,[H] in the obvious way.

Let S = <_01 (1)) . A particularly important example is the QLPA corresponding
to H = S, denote by £,(2), which is the quantum torus of rank 2. The corresponding
QPA will be denoted by A,(2).

Denote by M,,xn(Z) the set of m X n matrices over Z, and write M,(Z) =
My «n(Z). The general linear group GL,(Z) over Z is a subset of M, (Z) consisting
of non-singular elements. Note that a matrix A € M,,(Z) is non-singular if and only

if det A = £1. Observe the following fact.

Theorem 2.1. L,[H] = L,[H'] if there exists P € GL,(Z) such that PPHP = H’,
where P is the transpose of P.

Proof. Denote by xy,xs,- - ,x, the generators of £,[H], which satisfy the defining
relations (2.I]) with respect to the skew-symmetric integral matrix H. Write P =
(o1, @, -+ ,r,) in column block form. Let y; = z% (for i« = 1,2,--- ,n), which
are Laurent monomials of the generators xq,zs, -+, x, since P € GL,(Z). Then
Y1, Y2, -, Yn satisfy the defining relation of £,[H'] with H' = PTHP. Hence we
have the following algebra homomorphism

(2.2) mp: LJH| — LJH], Z,—y, YV i,

where 2 are the generators of £,[H’'| satisfying the defining relations (2.I) with
respect to H'. The fact (P~1)TH'P~! = H implies that 7p has an inverse map. [

A skew-symmetric matrix H € M, (Z) can be brought into a block diagonal form
by a matrix W € GL,(Z). Specifically, there is a sequence of positive integers
my < mg < --- < my, where 2N is equl to the rank r(H) of H, such that

(2.3) WHW? = diag(m,S,...,myS,0,...,0).

Definition 2.1. Denote the right-hand-side of equation (2.3) by Hcu,, and call it
the canonical form of H.

As a corollary of Theorem 2.1l we have the following result.

Corollary 2.1. Retain notation above. As algebras
Eq[H] = Lqml (2> ® Lqm2 <2> Q- Equ (2) ® Z,

where Z is the centre of L,H| which is a Laurent polynomial algebra in n — r(H)
variables with a basis {x* |« € Z™, Ho = 0}.

The following result is easy to see. It will play an important role later.
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Theorem 2.2. Every unit in L,[H]| is a non-zero scalar multiple of some Laurent
monomaal in the generators.

Proof. The set of Laurent monomials B = {z* | @ € Z"} is a basis of the algebra
L,[H]. Tt is ordered with the lexicographic order such that z® > z if the first
non-zero entry of a — 3 is positive.

Clearly, any non-zero scalar multiple of a Laurent monomial in the generators
is an unit. We will show that any unit must be of this form. If, on the contrary,

an element u = > 7 a;x% with s > 2 and all a; # 0 is a unit, in which z* is
. R .. _ t . . . .

maximal and 2% is minimal, then v~ = }_ i1 b;z% in which 2" is maximal and

2% is minimal. Now the maximal term in uu~! = 1 is a non-zero multiple of z%*#,

and the minimal term is a non-zero multiple of ®*%1 which is absurd. O]

3. AUTOMORPHISM GROUPS OF QUASI LAURENT POLYNOMIAL ALGEBRAS

Recall that a skew symmetric matrix H € M, (Z) can be brought into a block
diagonal form, the canonical form H.,,, by some W € GL,(Z) as described in
(23). Note that H.,, is uniquely determined by a sequence of positive integers
m; < mg < --- < my, where the rank r of H is equal to 2N. We write m =
(mq,mg, -+ ,my), and say that the matrix H is of type (n,r,m). Denote A(m) =
diag(myS, myS, - -+ ,myS), which is the non-degenerate part of H.,,. Then H.,, =

(A(Om) 8) By theorem [2.1], we have

Ly[H] = Ly[Hean] = Ly[Am)] ®c Z,

where Z is a Laurent polynomial algebra in n — r variables, which is the cen-

tre of L£,[H]. Denote by yi', 45", ,yF" the generators of L,[A(m)], and by
+1

v, v, ..., y! the generators of Z. Write [k, €] = {k, k—+1,. .., (} for any integers

¢ >k >0. Then

(3.1) Yol = gy, Va, b € [1,n],

where (Heqpn)ap is the (a,b)-entry of H,,,. This can be written more explicitly as
iy = ¢yyi, Vi g€ [1,7],
YalUs = Ys¥a, V SE[r+1,n], a€l[l,n]

where )\” = A(M)”

To describe the automorphisms of £,[H], it suffices to do that for L,[H 4.

3.1. The automorphism group at generic ¢. Assume that ¢ is generic. The
general linear group GL,(C) contains a maximal parabolic subgroup

P(C) = { (é g) € GL,(C)

Denote by Sp(m, C) the symplectic group consisting of matrices A € GL,(C) such
that ATA(m)A = A(m). Taking the Pfaffian of both sides of the relation, we ob-
tain Pf(ATA(m)A) = det(A)Pf(A(m)) = Pf(A(m)). Thus det(A) = 1, and hence
Sp(m, C) C SL,(C). The following subset of P.(C),

omc)={(2 }) e r@[aespm o).

A € GL,(C), D € GL,_,(C),C € er(n_r)(@)} .
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/
forms a subgroup. Indeed for any elements M = <é 10)) and M' = <é, B,) in
AA 0

Q(m,C), we have MM’ = CA + DC’ DD’)’ Since AA’” € Sp(m, C), we have
MM’ € Q(m,C). Let
Sp(m, Z) = Sp(m, C) NSL.(Z), Q(m,Z) = Q(m,C) N GL,(Z).

Theorem 3.1. Retain notation above. Assume that a skew symmetric matric H €
M,(Z) of rank r is in canonical form with non-degenerate part A(m). Then the
automorphism group of L,[H] is given by

Aut(L,[H)) = {remar | c € (C), M € Q(m, Z)},

where T, and Ty for any ¢ = (cy,ca, -+ ,¢n)t € (C)", and M = (g, 0, - ,0) €
Q(m,Z) are respectively defined by
(3.2) T.(vi) = cyi,  Tm(y) =y, Vi=1,2,...,n.

Proof. For any 7 € Aut(L,[H]), it follows yy; ' = 1 that 7(y;) is an invertible
element in £,[H] for all i. By Theorem 2.2] it must be of the form
(3.3) T(y;) = ¢y for some ¢ € C* oy € Z7.
Now ¢ = (¢1,...,¢,)T € (C*)" and M = (g, ..., ) € M,(Z).
Write Y; = 7(y;) for all 7, then it again follows Theorem that 771 is given by
TN Y =dYP v,

for some ¢ = (c},...,c,) € (C*)" and M’ = (B4, ...,0,) € My (Z). As 771(Y}) = v
for all 4, we must have MM’ = I,, (the identity matrix), and hence M € GL,(Z).

T ..

As 7(y;) satisfy the relations (3I]), we must have qZ(JM M3

generic ¢, this holds if and only if MTHM = H, that is,

= ¢*ii for all 4, j. For

0 0 0 0
o A B\ . .
Write M in block form M = c D with A € M.(Z), D € M,,_.(Z) and B,C" €

M, (n—r)(Z). Then equation (3.4) becomes
ATA(m)A = A(m), BTA(m)A=0, BTA(m)B=0.
Thus A € Sp(m,Z) and B =0, and hence M € Q(m,7Z). O

Remark 3.1. For any M, M’ € Q(m,Z), we have TyTap = 7,,,, Tvar for some

ey € (€)™ The subgroup 1" := {7, | ¢ € (C*)"} is normal, and Aut(L,[H])/T =

Q(m, Z).

Remark 3.2. A similar argument shows that any anti-automorphism of £,[H] can
A 0 .

C D) € GL,(Z) with A € M, (Z), C €

Mn—p)xr(Z) and D € My,—y(Z) satisfying

ATA(m, 1) A = —A(m, 7).

be written as 7.n, ¢ € (C*)", M =
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The anti-automorphism 7, is defined in a similar manner as that of 75;. Using the
Pfaffian, one can show that det(A) = (—1)z

We can easily extract the automorphism groups of £,[A(m)] and of the Laurent
polynomial algebra Z = C[yfjl, yirlz, ..., yF!] from Theorem B.11

Restricting the first map in [B3.2)) to £,[A(m)], we obtain 7. € Aut(L,[A(m)])
(slightly abusing notation) for any ¢ € (C*)". Also, embedding Sp(m,Z) in Q(m,Z)

by A — , we obtain 74 € Aut(L,[A(m)]) (again slightly abusing notation

A0

0 1

again) by restricting to £,[A(m)] the second map in (B.2)) associated with this matrix.
As an immediate consequence of Theorem B.1] we have the following result.

Corollary 3.1. Retain notation above. Any automorphism 7 of L,[A(m)] can be
written uniquely as T = 1,74 with ¢ € (C*)" and A € Sp(m, Z).

Remark 3.3. Since Sp(2, C)NMs(Z) = SLy(Z), we recover the automorphism group
of £,(2) obtained by Kirkman, Procesi, and Small in [19]. There was a minor slip in
[19] stating that the automorphisms of £,(2) induced by SLy(Z) form a subgroup,
which in fact is not the case as can be seen from Remark 3.1l

By restricting the maps (3.2) to the centre Z of L£,[H], and recalling that Z is
the algebra of Laurent polynomials in m = n — r variables, we easily recovered the
following well-known result (see, e.g., [26]).

Corollary 3.2. Aut(Clz{!, zF!, - 2F']) = C*" x GL,,(Z).

rYm

3.2. The automorphism group at roots of unity. Retain notation of the last
section, in particular, that for the generators of £L,[H] = L,[A(m)] ® Z.
We take ¢ to be a primitive ¢-th root of 1, which is A(m)-coprime in the sense

that (m;, ¢) = 1 for all 7, where m; are the components of m = (m4,..., m;). Note
that yiﬂ are central for all ¢ = 1,2,...,r, and the centre of £,[H] in this case is
equal to

Zy=Cly,. .y © Z = Clyt, oy oyt
Let us define the following subset of GL,(Z) for ¢ being A(m)-coprime.

A B
C D

A€ M,(Z), B,C" € Myx(n—»(Z), D € M,_,(Z) such that
ATA(m)A = A(m) mod ¢, B =0mod /.

Qi(m,7Z) := set of matrices M = < ) € GL,(Z) with

Lemma 3.1. Assume that { is A(m)-coprime. Then Q¢(m,Z) is a subgroup of

GL,(Z). Any element M = (é g) (notation as above) of Qu(m,7Z) satisfy A €

GL,(Z) and D := D — CA™'B € GL,_,(Z). Furthermore, det(A) =1 if £ > 2.
Proof. Denote by Pf(€) the Pfaffian of any skew symmetric matrix 2. Then
det(A)Pf(A(m)) = Pf(A(m)) mod ¢.

Note that Pf(A(m)) is equal to the product of all m;, thus is an integer co-prime to
¢. Hence det(A) = 1 mod ¢, thus A is non-singular. We now show that A € GL,(Z).
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AN (A+ BD'C)A™' —A-'BD"!
—~D~'CA™! D!
integral matrix, since M € GL,(Z). This in particular implies that D € GL,_,(Z).
Hence det(D) = +1. Thus det(A) = +1 since det(M) = det(A)det(D) = +1, and
hence A € GL,(Z). In particular, det(A) = 1 if £ > 2.
It is now easy to prove that Q,(m,Z) is a subgroup of GL,(Z). Consider M.

Since A~! and D~ are both integral matrices, A"'BD~! = 0 mod ¢. Also note that
A"TA(m)A™t = A(m) mod ¢. Hence

The inverse matrix M~! = < ) of M is an

(A"Y(A+ BD'C)A™YTA(m) (A" (A+ BD'C)A™")
= A"TA(m)A™" mod £ = A(m) mod £.

Hence M~ € Q,(m,Z).

/ /
Let M’ = (é, g,) be another element of Q;(m,7Z). Then
,  [AA + BC" AB'+ BD'
MM = <C’A’+DC’ cp +pp ) € Ga(2).

Clearly AB"+ BD' = 0 mod ¢, and we also have

(AA" + BC)"A(m)(AA" + BC")
= ATATA(m)AA" mod ¢
= A" A(m)A" mod ¢ = A(m) mod .

Hence MM’ € Qu(m,Z).
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

We have the following result on the automorphism group of £,[H].

Theorem 3.2. Retain notation above. Let H € M, (Z) be a skew symmetric matriz
of rank r in canonical form with non-degenerate part A(m). Assume that q is a
primitive (-th root of 1 for a A(m)-coprime £ > 2. Then the automorphism group of
L,[H] is given by

Aut(L,[H)) = {77 | ¢ € (C)", M € Qu(m, Z)}

Proof. The proof is essentially identical to that of Theorem Bl with the only com-
plication that the condition (B4]) needs to be modified. Thus we will only deal with
this in detail.

A matrix M € GL,(Z) leads to an automorphism 7, of £,[H]| if and only if
qi(]]-wTHM)” = ¢ for all 4,5 in view of ([B.J). This is equivalent to MTHM =
H mod 7, that is,

(3.5) MT (A(Om) 8) M = (A(Om) 8) mod /.



QUASI LAURENT POLYNOMIAL ALGEBRAS 9

We again write M = (é g) in block form, then equation (3.5) becomes

(3.6) ATA(m)A = A(m) mod /,
(3.7) BTA(m)A =0 mod ¢,
(3.8) BTA(m)B = 0 mod /.

We have already seen in the proof of Lemma Bl that equation (G.5]) implies
A € GL,(Z). Thus (37) leads to BTA(m) = 0 mod ¢. Since det A(m) is co-prime to

¢, we conclude that B = (B for some integral r x (n — r)-matrix B, and this clearly
implies ([B.8). Hence M € Q,(m,7Z).
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

Remark 3.4. A similar argument shows that any anti-automorphism can be written

4 P € GL.(Z) in which BT,C € My (Z), B =

0 mod ¢ and A € M,(Z) satisfying
ATA(m,r)A = —A(m,r) mod .

The anti-automorphism 7, is defined in a similar manner as 7);. Again, by using
the Pfaffian, one can show that det(A) = (—1)z.

as 7., ¢ € (C)", M =

Part 2. Representation theory

We have shown in Corollary 2.1l that any QLPA is the tensor product of L,m:(2)
factors and the centre, a multi-variable Laurent polynomial algebra. The canonical
quasi polynomial subalgebra in the factorised form of £,[H] has a similar structure.
Therefore, it is the representation theory of the A,m;(2) (resp. L,m:(2)) factors
which we need to develop in order to study representations of A,[H]| (resp. L£,[H])).

We study the representation theory of A,(2) and £,(2) in the remainder of the
paper. When ¢ is a root of unity, this is an easy task to complete by adapting
techniques and results from [17] to the present setting.

Hence we assume that ¢ is generic hereafter.

4. STRUCTURE OF A,(2)

We examine some structural properties of the algebras A,[H| and £,[H] with the
defining matrix H being a 2 x 2 skew symmetric integral matrix. Such an H is either

0 1). We may take m = 1 upon

0 or mS for a non-zero integer m, where S = (_1 0

replacing ¢™ by q.

4.1. A digression to the polynomial algebra. If H = 0, the algebra A,[H] is a
polynomial algebra C|x,y] in two variables. Obviously, one has the following three
types of automorphisms of C[z, y].

(a). The flip o : Clz,y] — Clz,y|, z—vy, y+— z.

(b). The z dilation 7. : Clz,y] — Clx,y], z — cz, y — y, for any c € C*.

(c¢). The Nagata map defined, for any u € Z,, by

™ Clz,y] — Clz,y], z+—z+y" y—y, wherey"=1ifu=0.
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The following theorem is a classical result. Different proofs of it were given by
various people, e.g., Nagata [22], McKay and Wang [21].

Theorem 4.1. Aut(Clz,y|) is generated by o, 1., 7" for all c € C*,u € Z,.

This result is closely related to the celebrated Jacobian conjecture. Given any

elements f, g in the algebra k[z,y| of polynomials in two variables over a field k of
of of

characteristic 0, denote J(f, g) = det % gg . Call (f,g) a Jacobian pair if the
dr Oy

Jacobian condition J(f,g) € C* is satisfied. The Jacobian conjecture in the present

case states that k[z,y| = k[f,g] if (f,g) is a Jacobian pair. In this case, the map

x +— f, y — g is an automorphism of k[x,y], and hence the relevance of Theorem

4.1 when k = C.

Remark 4.1. In sharp contrast to Corollary [3.2 for the Laurent polynomial algebra,
the automorphism group for the polynomial algebra Clzy, x5, - - - , 2,,] is much harder
to determine.

4.2. Z-gradings of A,(2). If H is a non-degenerate 2 x 2 integral matrix, we take
H = S without losing generality. The corresponding algebra A,(2) = A,[H] is an
associative algebra generated by z,y subject to the relation

(4.1) Ty = qyz,

where ¢ € C* is a fixed parameter. This is the quantum coordinate algebra of the
natural U,(sly)-module C2. The set of ordered monomials {z™y" | m,n € Z, } is a
basis of A,(2).

In this case, £,(2) = L,[H] is the QLPA generated by z,y and their inverses
271 y~1 subject to the relation ([.1]). It is also known as the function algebra of the
quantum torus of rank 2. Clearly {z"y"™ | m,n € Z} is a basis.

Note that £,(2) can be regarded as the localisation of A,(2) at {z"y* | k, £ € Z, },
which is well defined since z,y quasi commute. It is easy to see [1] that £,(2) is
simple at generic ¢ in the sense that it contains no non-trivial 2-sided ideals.

— form € Z.
Consider the following linear difference operators D,, D, : A,(2) — A,(2), and
grading maps 7, 7, : A, (2) — A,(2), defined by

Dy (xy") = [a]qza_lyb> Dy(ybxa) = [b]qyb_lxa>

(2"’ = "2y, 7, (a"y’) = 2%y, Va,b € Z..

4.2.1. Twisted derivations. Denote the quantum integers by [m], = q;n_l

It is routine to check the following modified Leibniz rule.

Lemma 4.1. The grading operators 7, and T, satisfy
Tx(fg) :Tx(f)Tx(g)a Ty(fg) :Ty(f)Ty(g)a
and the difference operators Dy, D, obey the following twisted Leibniz rules
D.(fg) = Du(f)7:(g) + 7,7 (f) Dal9),
Dy (fg) = Dy(f)7y(9) + 7:(f)Dy(9),
for all f,g € Ay (2).
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Accordingly, D, is called a (7,7, ')-derivation, and D, a (7, ", 7,)-derivation.
One can extend the domain of definitions of these operators to £,(2). Then

1 Yy
q_l(Tm—l), D, = (1, — 1).

=.1
These g-difference operators and slight variations of them have long been studied
[15], and play an important role in the theory of quantum groups (see, e.g., [3, 20]).

D, =

4.2.2. Z-gradings. The algebra A,(2) can be equipped with various Z-gradings such
that the degree zero component is a polynomial algebra in one variable.
The natural Z-grading is defined by letting ¢” = 7, '7,, and requiring

(4.2) ¢°(u) = ¢™™y,  for any homogeneous u € A,(2),

where deg(u) is the degree of u. Then deg(r) = —deg(y) = —1. The degree zero
subalgebra A,(2)o is the linear span of {z7y’ | j € Z, }, which is isomorphic to the
algebra of polynomials in xy. For all m > 1, the homogeneous components of de-
greees +m are respectively given by A,(2)_., = A,(2)oz™ and A,(2),, = A, (2)oy™.

To consider other Z-gradings, we note the following fact.

Fact 4.1. If a,b are a pair of co-prime positive integers, there exist u,v € Z, such
that au — bv =1 with 0 < v < a and 0 < u < b, where least one of the inequalities
is strict. Also, (b —u)a — (a —v)b = —1.

Corresponding to each pair of co-prime positive integers a, b, we define a weighted
Z-grading by taking ¢° = 7, bT; and imposing ([@2). Then deg(x) = —b and
deg(y) = a. With respect to this grading, the degree 0 component A,(2), is the

polynomial algebra in z%" with a basis {(z%®)* | k € Z,}. Now deg(z°y?) =
wt(c,d) := det <Z Z) for any ¢,d € Z,.

a b
d
obvious fact that ATSA = det(A)S, we obtain

XaYa = ¢y, X,

Given any A = ) € My(Zy), let X4 = 2%y and Y, = 2°y?. By using the

This easily leads to the following result.

Lemma 4.2. Retain notation of Fact[{.1. The elements

(4.3) K =% X =" Y =a'y"

of A,(2) satisfy the following relations
XY =¢ 0K, YX=q¢g" K XY =qYX,
KX =¢'XK, KY=qYK.

The element K plays the role of the grading operator for this weighted Z-grading
in the sense that

Kl’cyd — qwt(c,d)l,cydK.
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Remark 4.2. Two monomials 2°y? and 2¢y? have the same degree if and only if
a b . . c d a
det (c _d o4 d’) = 0, that is, there exists k € Z such that (d) — (d’) =k (b)

Definition 4.1. For any pair (a,b) # (0,0) of non-negative integers, let ,ZE;“*” be
the localisation of A,(2) at the multiplicative set {1, K, K2, ...} where K = z%".

Since K quasi-commutes with all monomials in = and y, the localisation is well
defined. We can regard Aé“’b) as generated by the generators x,y, K ! satisfying

vy =qyr, K=2z%" K'K=KK'!'=1,
Klz=¢2K™', Kly=q¢g9yK L
The following fact is quite obvious in view of Remark
Lemma 4.3. The elements K, X,Y and K~ generate A",

5. THE CATEGORY OF ADMISSIBLE A,(2)-MODULES

We introduce a category of admissible A,(2)-modules, which have finite covers by
submodules with natural locally finiteness properties and satisfy certain condition
under localisation. The blocks of the category are determined, and simple objects
are classified.

5.1. Simple A,(2)-modules. An A4,(2)-module M is said to be locally finite with
respect to D = a™y" for given (m,n) € Z2 /{(0,0)} if C[D]w is finite dimensional
for any w € M. We denote by am,n) the category of locally D-finite A,(2)-modules.

Let (a,b) = (%, 7%) with £ = ged(m,n) being the largest common divisor of m
and n. We note in particular that (a,b) = (1,0) or (0,1) if mn = 0. Now D =
V2K with K = 2%® as defined by (&3)), thus al(m,n) = 5(%6).

We now classify the simple modules in g(mm).

Assume that M is a simple A,(2)-module. For any non-zero vector w € M,
there is an eigenvector v € C[K]w of K with some eigenvalue A. Then v cyclically
generates M.

Case (1): A = 0. We claim that there exist some scalars u; and s such that the

corresponding representation is given by
(5.1) Ty, Y plg,  where pupg = 0.

To prove this, note that v satisfies either y’v = 0 or y%v # 0. If %0 = 0, there exists
a non-negative integer by < b such that v # 0 but y**'v = 0. Now y%v generates
M, hence yM = 0. The simplicity of M further requires that y*wv is an eigenvector
of z and M = Cy’wv. If y°v # 0, there exists a non-negative integer ay < a such
that 2%y’ # 0 but 2% 9% = 0. Now 2%y’v generates M, thus M = 0. Arguing
as in the previous case, we can also show that z%y’v is an eigenvector of y and
M = Cx%ybv.

Case (1'): A # 0 with ab = 0. Now (a,b) is either (1,0) or (0,1). In the first case
K =z, and M is spanned by y'v for i € Z,. Such an M is not simple unless yv = 0.
Similarly in the second case, K = y, and we have xv = 0. Hence the module M is
as that studied in Case (1).
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Case (2): A # 0 and ab # 0. We have
Kty = gD \acydy, Ve, d € Z.,.

Thus K is a semi-simple automorphism of M as vector space. It follows Remark
that if 2°y% and z¢y%v have the same K eigenvalue, then z°y%v = May% v
for some k € Z. Thus eigenspaces of K are all 1-dimensional. Now we make use of
Lemma with the pair a,b. We have

KYv=qg\Yv, KXv=qg"\Xv.

Thus the operator Y raises the eigenvalue by a fact(A)r g, while X lowers the eigenvalue
of K by ¢q~!. This shows that M has a basis {X‘, Y | £ € Z,}. In view of
Lemma 3], one can lift M to an A -module with K ~1acydy = g=wted \~1ycydy.
The structure of the simple module M discussed above shows that a simple module
cyclically generated by an eigenvector of K with eigenvalue X # 0 is isomorphic to
M if an only if N = ¢*\ for some k € Z, that is, X and \ belong to the same
equivalence class in E, := C*/¢%, where ¢* = {¢™ | m € Z}. Therefore, locally
C[K]-finite simple modules are parametrised by points of the elliptic curve E,.

Definition 5.1. Given a pair of co-prime positive integers (a,b) and [\] € C*/¢%,
denote by L4 [A] the simple A4(2)-module cyclically generated by an eigenvector
of K = 2% with eigenvalue \.

Lemma 5.1. Simple A, (2)-modules L[N and L y)[N'] are isomorphic if and

only if (a,b) = (', V) and [\ = [N].

Proof. We have already shown that L)[A] 2 L@y if [A] # [N]. Assume

(a/,¥) # (a,b), and let K’ = 299", Let v be an eigenvector of K = 2% which

cyclically generates Lp[A]. For any ¢ € Z,, we have K K" = ¢*K"v with
a b

d = det (a’ %

Yldity Therefore Lapy[A] is not locally finite with respect to K, thus it can not be
a homomorphic image of Ly p)[\']. O

) # 0, and hence K'v is a non-zero scalar multiple of Xty or

To summarise,

Theorem 5.1. Given any (m,n) € Z2/{(0,0)}, let D = z™y". Then a simple
module L € al(m,n) 1s 1somorphic to

i) a 1-dimensional module described by (5.1)) if ker(D) # {0};

i) Ly [N for some [A] € C*/q” if ker(D) = {0}, where (a,b) = (%, %) with

¢ = gcd(m,n).

In particular, dim L = 1 if mn = 0.

Let ¢ = (c1,0)T € C*?, and denote by 7. the corresponding automorphism of
Ay(2). We twist the simple Ay(2)-module L, [1] by 7., and denote the resulting
module by inb)[l]. Now any u € A,(2) acts on L(Tib)[l] by

(5.2) uxw =T (u)w, Yw € M.

Note in particular that K v = ¢¢c%v, thus we have the following result.
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Lemma 5.2. For any ¢ = (c1,c3)7 € C*2, there is the following isomorphism
Lab)[l] >~ Liaplcics] of Ay(2)-modules.

Two explicit constructions of the simple A,4(2)-modules L4y [A] will be given in
Section [6] using very different methodologies.

5.2. The category of admissible modules. Recall from Definition the local-
isation Af,“’b) of A,(2) for any pair of non-negative integers (a,b) # (0,0). We have
the canonical embedding A,(2) — Ag“’b). Given any A,(2)-module M, one can
localise it to an A" -module M@ = 41" & A,(2) M. There exists the canonical
A,(2)-module homomorphism

(5.3) KO0 M — MED |y 1@u, Yoe M.

Note that v € ker(x(®?) if and only if K’v = 0 for some £ > 1, where K = x%".

We now introduce the notion of admissible modules for A,(2).

Definition 5.2. An A4,(2)-module M is called admissible if there are submodules
M; € M with 1 < j < my < oo, which cover M in the sense that M = Zj M;,
and satisfy the following conditions:

i) M € Cimy ny) for (my,n;) € Z2/{(0,0)}, and
i) the canonical map ™V : M — M®Y defined by (5.3) is injective.
Denote by C the category of admissible 4,(2)-modules.
Remark 5.1. 1) One may replace .2(1(11’1) in condition i) by .Z,(Ja’b) for any positive
integers a, b.

2) Finite dimensional A,(2)-modules, and in particular the 1-dimensional modules
described by (B.1]), are not admissible modules.

We say that (a,b) € Z2 /{(0,0)} is co-prime if the greatest common divisor of a
and b is 1. This has the usual meaning when a, b are both non-zero. If one of them
is zero, then (a,b) is either (1,0) or (0,1). Let

P ={(a,b) € Z2 /{(0,0)} | (a,b) is co-prime}, Pyeq = {(a,b) € P | ab # 0}.

Denote by Cgy, ) the full subcategory of C’V(mvn) with admissible objects. Then each
C(m,n) 1s a full subcategory of C.
We have the following result.

Lemma 5.3. The category C of admissible A,(2)-modules can be expressed as

that 1s, the objects of C are finite direct sums of objects of the full subcategories Cip),
and all homomorphisms between objects belonging to different subcategories are zero.

Proof. We first show that for any M € Cy,p) and M’ € Ciyr 1y,

(5.4) Hom 4,2y (M, M) = 0, if (a,b) # (', V).

The general idea of the proof is the same as that for Lemma[F.1l Let K = 2%® and
K' = 2%y". Then KK' = ¢°K'K with d = det (Z, 5,) # 0. For any w # 0 in
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M, if w' = p(w) # 0, then it is locally K-finite. Thus there exists an eigenvector
v' € C[K]w" of K with some eigenvalue u. We claim that p # 0, as otherwise
Kv' = 2%%’ = 0, which contradicts condition 4i) for admissibility of M’. To see
this, note that if @ < b, then 2*~*Kv' = abybv’ = ¢*®=V/2(2y)%’ = 0, which implies
that 1 ® v’ is a zero vector in AS,“) ®u,(2) M'. Clearly the a > b case is the same.
Now Kv' = A’ leads to

KK = ¢ ¥“\K'"Y, YleZ,.

Thus the K’ are linearly independent, as otherwise there is some positive integer
{o such that K’v' = 0, which would contradict admissibility of M'.

Given M € C, we let (a;,b;) € Z%/{(0,0)} with ¢ = 1,2,...,r be pairs of non-
negative integers such that there exist submodules M; € C(,,,,) covering M, that
is, M = My + My + --- 4+ M,. We can assume that each (a;, b;) is co-prime (since
Clasb) = Ci(aspy) for all positive integer £), and (a;, b;) # (a;,b;) for all + # j. It
follows (5.4)) that M is the direct sum of the submodules M;. O

Corollary 5.1. The set of simple objects of C is
{L(a,b) P\] ‘ (CL, b) S Predu [)‘] < (C*/qz} :

Proof. 1t follows Lemma that each simple object of C belongs to C(,) for some
(a,b) € P. By Theorem B.1], the simple objects of C(4) are L,y [A] with A € C*/¢*
if (@,b) € Pred, and C(qp) has no simple objects if ab = 0. O

Call an object M € C(4) a weight module if K = 2%® acts semi-simply. If v € M
is an eigenvector of K with eigenvalue A\, we call it a weight vector of weight \. We
denote by C(l;fb) the full subcategory of C(, ) consisting of weight modules.

Lemma 5.4. The following full subcategory of C is semi-simple.

red : @ C(a b)*

(a,b)EPreq

Proof. Consider any object M in C&fb) for (a,b) € Peq. Given any two weight vectors
v,w € M of weight 1 and v respectively, we claim that if they are not contained in
one simple submodule, then they belong to the direct sum of two simple submodules.
This implies that M is semi-simple.

The claim is easy to see. Since Ay(2)v = Lo [1t] and Ag(2)w = L4 [v] are both
simple submodules, either A,(2)v = A,(2)w or A,(2)vNA,(2)w = {0}. This proves
the claim, completing the proof of the lemma. 0

6. CONSTRUCTIONS OF SIMPLE ADMISSIBLE 4,(2)-MODULES

We give two explicit constructions of the simple admissible 4,(2)-modules. One
construction produces simple A4,(2)-modules from L£,(2)-modules via monomor-
phisms A,(2) SN L£,(2) — L,(2) with ¢ being the natural embedding of .A,(2)
in £,(2), and 7 being different automorphisms of £,(2). The other construction
makes use of holonomic Z,-modules for the algebra of g-difference operators 7.
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6.1. Construction by twisted £,(2)-modules. Retain the notation in Section
4.2.2. Consider the following £,(2)-action on V := C[t,t™1].

wf(t) = flqt), yf(t)=tf(t), f{t)eV
This makes V' a simple £,(2)-module, which will be called the basic module. To see
the simplicity, note that x is the grading operator such that each monomial ¢ is
an eigenvector of x with eigenvalue ¢". For ¢ being generic, ¢ # ¢" if m # n. The
operators y and y~! are the raising and lowering operators of step one. Hence the
basic module is irreducible.
We can twist the basic £,(2)-module by any £,(2)-automorphism. For a given
automorphism 7 = 7,74 with A = ZH Zm in SLy(Z) and ¢ = (c1,¢)T € C*2,
- 21 A22
where we recall that

a1l a21 all (121 a12 a22 a12 022

7(z) = ¢f xMy T(y) = ¢ x"2y
the twisted £,(2)-action on C[t, 7] is deﬁned by

(6.1)  wxf(t)=1(@)f(t), yxf()=TWI(), [f(t)eClt].
Note in particular that for all t™ with m € Z, we have
(62) rxt™ = 011111Cg2lqall(m+a21)tm+¢7«21 y * 1" = Calz0022q1112(m+1122)tm+a22

We denote this twisted £,(2)-module by V7, which remains simple.

Now we consider restrictions of twisted £,(2)-modules to modules for the sub-
algebra A,(2). Restriction rarely takes simples to simples. However, we have the
following pleasant result.

Theorem 6.1. Retain notation above. The twisted L,(2)-module V7 restricts to
a simple Ay(2)-module V7| 4,2y if and only if agass < 0. In this case, V7|4,
is isomorphism to the simple Ay(2)-module Lqy)(c]] with (a,b) = (|ags|, |an|) and
e = sign(ag) = £1.

Proof. If asiase > 0, then either as; > 0,a90 > 0 or ag; < 0,a < 0. In the former
case, the subspaces t™C[t| are proper A,(2) submodules for any m € Z, and in the
latter case, t™C[t™!] are submodules.

If asraze < 0, one can immediately see from (6.2) that none of the subspaces
t™C[t] and t"C[t™"] is an A,(2)-submodule. In this case, (a,b) = (Jass], |az|) is a
pair of co-prime positive integers since det(A) = 1, thus by Lemma[4.2] we have the
elements K = 29", X and Y in the A 4(2) subalgebra of £,(2). Now K acts on V7

semi-simply with non-zero eigenvalues, and Y and X are step-1 raising and lowering
operators. Hence V7|4, 2) is a simple A,(2)-module.
From (6.2) we can easily deduce that for any positive integer k,

xk‘ *tm — (011111 agl)k all(km—l— k(k2+1)a21)tm+ka21

C2 q )
k m __ ( a12 a22\k a2 km+k(k+1)t122 m+kaoz
Yyt t™ = (c]?e5?) " q ( P )¢ )

Using these formulae, we can easily show that

K+l= Ciqb(b;”amam-i-an (abazz-i-%am)

Hence V7| 4,2) & Lay)lcil- O
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The following result immediately follows from Corollary (.1l and Theorem

Corollary 6.1. Every simple object of C can be obtained as the restriction of the
basic L,(2)-module twisted by an appropriate automorphism.

6.2. The algebra ¥, of ¢-difference operators. We present another construction
of the simple admissible A4,(2)-modules using the theory of g-difference modules
(see, e.g., [111, 27]), which is a ¢-difference analogue of Z-modules theory. There is
extensive literature on ¢-difference modules and g-difference equations (see [27] for
a review and reference therein).

The proof of the main result of this section, Theorem[6.2], requires some elementary
facts on g-difference modules, which can all be extracted from [27]. We provide
detailed proofs for them to make the paper reader friendly, claiming no originality.

We start by enlarging £,(2) to the algebra Z, of ¢-difference operators.

For any indeterminate ¢, we denote by C[[t]] the ring of formal power series in t,
which is the adic completion of C[t] with respect to the maximal ideal tC[t]. Let
C((t)) be the fraction field of C[[t]], which is the ring of formal Laurent power series
C() = ¥ pez, tCIHL.

The underlying C-vector space of 2, is C((x))[y,y '], and the defining relation
of the algebra is still zy = qyz, or more generally yf(x) = f(¢ 'a)y for all f(z) €
C((z)). Call 2, the algebra of g-difference operators of dimension 1.

Remark 6.1. We have chosen to complete C[z] instead of Cly] for the psychological
reason that we are more used to thinking about “functions of z”.

Given any element A € Z,, there exists a smallest ky > 0 such that y™A =
> o ba—iy" for some finite n with b; € C((z)) such that by # 0 # b,. Hence

A=uaPs, usa=y™b Py= Zan—iyi> a; = b;/by.
i=0

Now ag = 1 and a,, # 0, thus we call P4 a monic polynomial in y over C((z)) with
non-zero “constant” term (which is an element in C((z))). This factorisation of A
is unique.

We call a non-commutative ring a left (resp. right) domain if there is no left (resp.
right) zero divisor apart from 0. A left (resp. right) non-commutative domain is
principal if every left (resp. right) ideal is generated by a single element.

Lemma 6.1. The C-algebra 9, is a non-commutative left (resp. right) principal
ideal domain. Furthermore, any left (resp. right) ideal is given by Jp := PP (resp.
P2,) for some monic polynomial P iny over C((x)) with non-zero “constant” term
of the form

(6.3) P=y"+ay" ' +aw" >+ - +a, a<€C(()), a,#D0,
with P =1 ifn = 0.

Proof. We consider left ideals only, the proof for right ideals is similar. We have
already seen that any element A € &, can be uniquely factorised into A = u4Pa,
where u4 is a unit and P4 is a monic polynomial in y over C((z)) with non-zero
“constant” term. For any element () of a left ideal J, the corresponding monic
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polynomial Py in y belongs to J. The lowest degree polynomial among P for all
non-zero () € 7, is unique, which generates J. O

Corollary 6.2. A left ideal Jp of 9, is maximal if and only if P # 1 and is not
the product of two monic polynomial in y over C((x)) of degrees > 1 with non-zero
“constant” terms.

Proof. Let P, be monic polynomials in y over C((x)) with non-zero “constant”
terms. By Lemma 6.1 2, # Jo 2 Jp if and only if there exists some non-unit
P’ € 9, such that P = P’Q). This requires P’ be a monic polynomial in y over
C((x)) of degree > 1 with non-zero “constant” term. O

Example 6.1. (1). For any positive integer £ and A € C*, let P = y? — \x=2L,
Then Jp = Z,P is a maximal left ideal. Otherwise, there would exist Q) =y + a(z)
and Q" =y + b(x) such that QQ’ = P, that is,

a(r) +blgr) =0, a(z)b(z) = Az~

We can always write a(z) = z*a(z) and b(z) = ¥ B(z) for some integers k, k', and

formal powers series a = Y, gz’ and § = 3. B’ in x with ag # 0 # Fy. Then
the first relation in particular requires k = k', which contradicts the second relation.

Hence Jp is a maximal left ideal.
(2). Given any pu,v € C*, positive integers a, ¢, and 0 # f(z) € C[[z]], let
P =y + pga"y + vg e (1 + xf(x)).
We claim that Jp = %,P is a maximal left ideal. To prove this, let K = z%.

Then we have P = ¢2™* (K2 + pa*K + v(1 + zf(z))) . If P factorises, there exist
a(z), B(x) € C((z)) such that P = ¢z~ (K + a)(K + 3). This leads to

(6.4) a(z) + B¢ w) = pat,  a(x)B(z) = v(l +zf(x)).

There always exist k, k' € Z such that a(z) = 2* > is0 oz, B(x) = 2 > iz B!
with g # 0 # fo. The second equation in (6.4]) requires in particular that k = —k'.
This implies that the coefficient of z7* in a(x) + 8(¢7'x) is either aq or ¢*B,, thus
is non-zero. This contradicts the first equation of (6.4]), proving the claim.

Remark 6.2. Factorisation of a polynomial in y over C((x)) is not unique in general.

1—q’1x x—q*1x2

For example, (y — ?> (y—x) = <y — L) (y—1).
6.3. Construction by Z,-modules. Introduce the following C-linear map

(6.5) g1 C((2)) — Cl(2), we(f(x)) = fla"'x),

which is a ring automorphism. In particular, ¢,(fg) = ¢,(f)p,(g) for any f,g €
C((z)). Now (C((x)),¢,) is a g-difference algebra (see, e.g., [I1, 27] for the def-
inition). A left ¢-difference module M for the ¢-difference algebra (C((x)), p,) is

a finite dimensional C((z))-vector space equipped with a C-linear automorphism
®, : M — M such that

(6.6) Oy (f(2)v) = ¢ (f(2))@y(v), Vv M, feC((z)).
Call M cyclically generated if there is a vector v such that M = >, C((z))®!(v)

A homomorphism from a g-difference module (M, ®,) to another (N, ¥,) is a C((z))-
linear map f : M — N such that fo®, =W, o f.
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Example 6.2. An obvious ¢-difference module structure on C((z))" is

) ([
a2\ T wqelaa(x as(q x
= = : . Va, € C(2)).
an () Pq(an(1)) an(q" ')
A g-difference module M for (C((z)), ¢,) naturally leads to a left Z,-module with
(6.7) v =u1av, yv=>(v), YveM,

and a homomorphism of g¢-difference module gives rise to a homomorphism of the
corresponding Z,-modules. Clearly this also goes through in the reverse direction for
finite dimensional (over C((z))) Z,-modules. It is easy to see that the category of ¢-
difference modules is isomorphic to the category of Z,-modules consisting of objects
which are finite dimensional over C((x)). Thus we will use the terms g¢-difference
module and Z,-module interchangeably.

Remark 6.3. There is a notion of holonomic Z,-modules. For a module M gen-
erated by a finite dimensional C-vector space Mo, let My = FyMy where Fy =
C-span{z'y’ | |i| + |j| < N}. Let d(M) := liquoobg(C}gg%%MN), which is the
Gelfand—Kirillov dimension of M obviously satisfying the Bernstein inequality 1 <

d(M) < 2. The module M is holonomic if d(M) = 1. Clearly ¢-difference modules
are holonomic.

Any finitely generated Z,-module is the image of a surjection m : 7' — M for
some finite n, and thus M = 27 /ker(r). In particular, for any left ideal J of %,
we have the left module ,/J.

Remark 6.4. (1) If 7,J" are proper left ideals such that J’' 2 J, then J'/J
is a proper submodule of ,/J. Thus Z,/J # 0 is simple if and only if J
is maximal, i.e., J # ¥, and is not contained in any proper left ideal.

(2) If Ji, Jo, J are distinct proper left ideals of &, such that J; + J» = %, and

JiNJo=J, then 22 =L L2,

Lemma 6.2. The cyclically generated q-difference modules are in bijection with the

left D,-modules 9,/ J for left ideals J .

Proof. For a left ideal Jp with P of the form (6.3)), the elements v; = y' + Jp for
i=0,1,...,n—1, form a basis of Z,/Jp as a C((x))-vector space. We have

yvi = v, Yy lui=viq, i<n—1, with
n—1 n—1 U1 (qx)
Upi=— Y Vi, U =—Y ————Tlu ag=1.
2 2 )
Now 2,/ Jp becomes a g-difference module with the structure map given by
Qq(vi):viﬂ, z:(),l,,n—l

Given a g¢-difference module M cyclically generated by a vector vy, we let v; =
P! (vg) for all i € Zi. As M is a finite dimensional C((x))-vector space, there
exists a smallest n such that vg,vy,...,v, are C((x))-linearly dependent (hence
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{vi | 0 < i< n—1}is a C((z))-basis of M). Thus there exist a; € C((x)) for
0 <i < n with a, # 0 (following minimality of n) such that

(6.8) Up 4 @1Up—1 + Q2Up—9 + -+ - + ayv = 0.
Now M is isomorphic to Z,/Jp for P = y" + a1 (2)y" ' + ax(2)y" 2 + - - + a,(x)
with vg — 1+ Jp. O
Remark 6.5. The relation (G.8]) implies
1 a1(qz) an—1(q) -1
o g e T P —0.
)" ) T gy 0

Example 6.3. Continue Example (1), where P = y? — Az~2! for any positive
integer ¢ and A € C*. Since Jp = Z,P is a maximal left ideal,

94/ Tp = C((x)) + C((2))y + Tp
is a simple Z,-module. Let K = z?*1y2. Then for any k € Z,
K($k+jp) _ )\q—Qk ($k+jp), K (l’ y+jP) — )\q—2k+2€+1 (l,ky_l_jp) )
These eigenvectors of K span %,/ Jp if we allow Laurent series in z.

Generalising Example[6.3] we obtain another construction of the simple admissible
Ay(2)-modules L,y [N for all (a,b) € Preq and [A] € C*/¢%.

Theorem 6.2. Consider the chain of subalgebras A,(2) C L,(2) C 9,. For any
(a,b) € Preqg and X € C*, let Q = y* — X\z™® and let Jg = 2,Q be the left ideal
generated by Q). Denote EQ =9,/ Jq, and Lo = L,(2)/(L,(2) N Tg). Then

i) Lo = Do) Jo is a simple Dy-module;

ii) Lg is a simple L,(2)-module; and

i) the restriction Lg|a,) s isomorphic to the simple A, (2)-module Lqp)[A].
Proof. Note that EQ =9,/Jo = Z?;é C((z))y* + Jo- Let K = x%°, then
(6.9) K(z'y™ + Jg) = A\¢ " P a'y* + Tg), i€Z, 8=1{0,1,...,b—1}.
Since a, b are co-prime, —ib + fa = —i'b + f’a if an only if there is some integer k
such that (i — 4,8 — ') = k(a,b). Note that | — §’| < b, thus we must have k = 0,
that is, (i, 3) = (¢, ). Hence the vectors x'y® + Jo have distinct eigenvalues.

Recall from Lemma [£2] that for the given (a b) € Pyeq, there exist integers u,v
satlsfymg 0<wu<band 0<wv < asuch that X = 2%~ vyt~ and Y = qv y¥ act on
LQ as step l-operators for K eigenvalues. Thus they create all eigenvectors of K
from 1+ Jg, and also move any pair of eigenvectors to each other. Therefore, EQ is
a simple Z,-module.

We regard Lg as a C-subspace of ZQ, which contains all the eigenvectors of K
given in ([6.9). Clearly L is stable under the action of £,(2). The arguments with
step-1 operators above 1mply that Lg is a simple £,(2)-module.

Since the elements K, X and Y all belong to the subalgebra A,(2) C £4(2), the
proof of simplicity of LQ as L,(2)-module above also shows that LQ| Ay(2) is simple
A,(2)-module. This is the same argument used in proof of Theorem showing

the simplicity of restrictions of some twisted simple £,(2)-modules. Since the K-
eigenvalue of 1+ Jp is A, we have Lo|a,2) = Liap [A- O
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Let us now describe EQ = 9,/Jg as a ¢-difference module. The following result
is an immediate consequence of Lemma [6.2]

Corollary 6.3. Retain the setting of Theorem [6.2. Introduce the following elements
=y +Jdg (fori=0,1,....b=1)in Lo = Z4/Tq. Then the C-linear map
<I> LQ — LQ defined by

(6.10) 0,(f()v) = flg2)0y(v), W0 € Lo, f € C((x).
(611) (I)q(Ui) = Vi+1, (I)(;l(vl) = Vi—1, 1 :0,1,...,b— 1,
with vy = A\x™%y, v_1 = ¢“\ ' 2%p_1,
yields a q-difference module structure for EQ, which 1s cyclically generated by vy.

Proof. Only the expression for v_; requires explanation. Observe that
v+ Jo = A"\ + T,
which can be obtained from the identity y°(y® — Az™?) + A\g~%2 %" = 1 by
mapping both sides to the quotient. Thus
v Jo = Y+ To = Aty 4 T,
Hence v_ = y~tvg = ¢* N 12%p_1. O

6.4. Relation to ¢-difference equations. Consider I:= Z,/Z,(y — 1) = C((x)),
which is a left &,-module with the action defined by

(6.12) v.f(z) =af(x), y='.fx) = fl¢T'2), VfeC((x))
For any g-difference module (M, ®,), we consider the C-vector space Homg, (I, M).
Each homomorphism 7 is uniquely determined by v, := n(1) € M. Applymg n
to y.1 = 1, we obtain n(1) = n(y.1) = yn(l) = &,(n(1)). Hence v, obeys the
g-difference equation
(6.13) YUy = Uy,
that is, (@, —idy) (n(1)) = 0. Also, every element v € ker (®, —idys) leads to a
homomorphism 7 such that (1) = v. Therefore, as C-vector space

Homg, (I, M) = ker (®, — ida) .

This is usually called the solution of the ¢-difference module (M, ®,).

We can also describe g-difference modules in terms of ¢-differential equations. For
the monic polynomial P of degree n > 0 in y over C((z)) with non-zero “constant”
term given in (6.3), let Jp = Z, P be the left ideal of &, generated by P, and denote
Mp = 2,/Jp. Then v; = y' 4+ Jp with i = 0,1,...,n — 1 form a basis of Mp over
C((z)). Any v € Mp can be expressed as v = Z? ~, ziv; with z; € C((z)). The
g-difference module structure map ®, is defined by

(6.14) Dy (v) = 37, 2i(q @) Py (vi),
where ®,(v;) = vi1 for 0 <i < n—1with v, = y"+Jp = — Z?:_()l an—iv;. Therefore,

n—1

Z (zic1(¢7'2) — ap—i(2)20-1(q7'@)) vs, 21 = 0.

=0
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Let j : Mp — C((z))" be the C((x))-linear isomorphism defined by the above

basis, thus j(v)T =77 = (zo z21 ... zn_l). The g-different module structure on
C((x))™ is now given by
(6.15) U,(Z(x)) = A(z)Z(q" ')
000 0 —an(x
1 00 0 —ap—1(x)
with W, = jo®, 05 " and A(z) = |0 1 0 0 —an-2(x) [ . We also have
000 ... 1 =—a(x)

the natural component wise Z,-action on C((z))" =1& 16 --- G as described in
—_—

Example Then equation ([6.15]) becomes the following g¢-difference equation
(6.16) y.Z =AY, (2).

Some side remarks. We deviate from the main theme in this final bit of the
paper to make some side remarks on g¢-difference equations of the form Qf = 0,
where @ € 2, and f in C((z)). The study of such equations and their matrix
generalisations in an analytic setting has a long history (see, for example, works of
Jackson over 100 years ago [15]). There was an explosion of research on the subject
related to quantum groups (see, e.g., [3, 20]). An algebraic theory close to what we
are interested in here can be found in, e.g., [111 24} 25] 27].

Given any () € Z,, there is a unit u (resp. @) such that Q = uP (resp. Q = aP),
where P (resp. P) is a monic polynomial in y (resp. y~!) with coefficients in C((z))
with non-zero “constant term”. Thus Pf = 0, and also Pf = 0. Hence we only
need to consider the g-difference operators which are polynomials in y or 3y~ (but
not both) over C((z)), e.g., of the form (6.3)).

Let us present some easy examples of solutions of g-difference equations.

Example 6.4. For a given a(z) € C((z)) and an integer n # 0, the equation
(6.17) (y" —al(x))f(z) =0

has non-zero solutions in C((z)) if and only if a(0) = ¢~"* for some k € Z. In this
case, the non-zero solutions are given by

f(x) = cx® exp(g(x)), with g(z) =
i>0
ot =1In (¢"*a(z)).
Proof. For any non-zero f(z) € C((x)), there exists some k € Z such that f(x) =
a3, fir?, where fi € C with fo # 0. If f(x) is a non-zero solution of (6.I7), then
a(z) = f(g ")/ f(z), a(0)=q™".
In this case, a(z) = In(¢"*a(z)) is a well defined element of zCl[[z]], which can
be written as a(x) = Y ,. a2’ with a; € C. Define g(z) = >, qf‘ﬁil. Then
g(g"z) = a(z) + g(x). Hence f(x) = ca* exp(g(x)) for any ¢ € C* satisfies

fla™"e) = 7" exp(a(2)) f(x) = a(z) f(2),

Oéi.ilfz
q—ni -1

, ceCr,

where «; € C are given by >
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thus solves the ¢-difference equation (6.17). O
Below are two concrete cases of equation (6.17).

Example 6.5. (1). A simple case of equation (G.I7) is for P =y~ —(1 +( —1)x),

which has the solution f(z) = cexp,(z) (c € C¥) With exp,(z) = Z;X’O fji1» Where
! = [dlqld — 1g - - - [1]4 with [0],! = 1, and [j], = % are the quantum integers

defined in Section .21l Note that exp, () is the celebrated g-exponential function.

(2). Let H = 1y? + V(z) with V(z) € C((x)), and consider the following analogue
of the Schrodinger equation,

(6.18) HU(z) = EV(z),

which is the eigen-equation for H with eigenvalues in C and eigenfunctions in C((x)).
Example [6.4] enables us to solve the problem completely.

For example, if V(x) = ;xz we obtain the following eigenvalues and the corre-
sponding eigenfunctions for H,
g k o
Ey = 5 Vi (r) = cpz” exp(gi () ; i1 — q_gj

where k € Z and ¢, € C*.

Equation (6.I7) does not have any non-zero solution in C((z)) if a( ) # g
. . . 1
for any ¢ € Z. However, it may have non-zero solutions in C((z))[z e,z 4] for some

d|n!. Here we need to make a choice of a d-th root of ¢, and extend the commutation

relation between z,y to yz* i= qﬂxil

Example 6.6. Fix co-prime integers n, k both of which are non-zero, and let a(x)
be an element in C[[x]] such that a(0) = ¢*. Then the equation

(6.19) (y" —a(x))f(x) =0

has non-trivial solutions in C((:z:))[x%, 2] given by

f=cxmexp (;%) ,  with Zozx n(q "a(z)).
This is easy to see. Let f = 2~ ng(z) with g(z) € C((z)), then equation (619) can
be cast into

(y" = ¢ *a())g(x) = 0.

Now ¢~%*a(0) = 1, thus this ¢-difference equation has a unique (up to C* multiples)
non-zero solution, which is given by Example [6.4l
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