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QUANTIZED WEYL ALGEBRAS, THE DOUBLE CENTRALIZER PROPERTY,

AND A NEW FIRST FUNDAMENTAL THEOREM FOR Uq(gln)

GAIL LETZTER, SIDDHARTHA SAHI, AND HADI SALMASIAN

Abstract. Let P := Pm×n denote the quantized coordinate ring of the space of m× n matrices,
equipped with natural actions of the quantized enveloping algebras Uq(glm) and Uq(gln). Let L and
R denote the images of Uq(glm) and Uq(gln) in End(P), respectively. We define a q-analogue of the
algebra of polynomial-coefficient differential operators inside End(P), henceforth denoted by PD ,
and we prove that L ∩PD and R∩PD are mutual centralizers inside PD. Using this, we establish
a new First Fundamental Theorem of invariant theory for Uq(gln). We also compute explicit formulas
in terms of q-determinants for generators of the intersections with PD of the images of the Cartan
subalgebras of Uq(glm) and Uq(gln). The algebra PD was originally introduced in [SSV04], but we
give a new construction of it using deformed twisted tensor products.

1. Introduction

The First Fundamental Theorem (FFT) is one of the pinnacles of invariant theory with a history
as old as Hermann Weyl’s influential book, The Classical Groups [Wy39]. In its original form,
the FFT for the group GLn describes the generators of the subalgebra of GLn-invariants in the
polynomial algebra P(V ⊕k ⊕ (V ∗)⊕l), where V := Cn denotes the standard GLn-module.

It was pointed out by R. Howe [Ho95, Sec. 2.3] that the FFT has an equivalent formulation
as a double centralizer property, which we now recall. Let Matm×n denote the vector space of
complex m × n matrices. Then Matm×n has a natural GLm × GLn-module structure by left and
right matrix multiplication. We equip the algebra P := P(Matm×n) of polynomials on Matm×n and
the algebra PD := PD(Matm×n) of polynomial-coefficient differential operators on Matm×n with
their canonical GLm ×GLn-module structures. Then the (infinitesimal) actions of the Lie algebras
glm and gln on P are given by certain differential operators of order one, which are usually called
polarization operators. It follows that there exists a homomorphism of algebras φ : Um,n → PD,
where Um,n := U(glm) ⊗ U(gln) is the tensor product of the universal enveloping algebras of glm
and gln, such that the diagram

(1)

Um,n ⊗ P

x⊗f 7→φ(x)⊗f &&▼
▼▼

▼▼
▼▼

▼▼
▼

x⊗f 7→x·f
// P

PD ⊗ P

D⊗f 7→Df

;;✇
✇✇✇

✇✇
✇✇

✇

commutes. The operator commutant version of the FFT, according to [Ho95, Thm 2.3.3], states
that the subalgebra PDGLm of GLm-invariants in PD is generated by the image of U(gln). Since

PDGLm = PDU(glm), the latter assertion is equivalent to the following: the images of U(glm) and
U(gln) in PD are mutual centralizers.

In [LZZ11, Sec. 6] the authors extend the original form of the FFT to the quantized enveloping
algebra Uq(gln) by considering a q-analogue of P(V ⊕k⊕(V ∗)l) that carries a Uq(gln)-action, and then
describing the generators of the subalgebra of invariants. It is then natural to ask if the operator
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commutant version of the FFT also has a q-analogue. It turns out that in the quantized setting, the
situation for the operator commutant FFT is more subtle than in the classical case. One major issue
is how to quantize the Weyl algebra PD and, more importantly, the map φ : Um,n → PD. Indeed
we provide some justification that the latter map cannot be fully quantized (see Remark 4.1.3).
Nevertheless, our first main result (Theorem A) is a positive answer to the above question.

From now on let k := C(q) be the field of rational functions in a parameter q. For the operator
commutant FFT in the quantized setting we need a quantized Weyl algebra PD := PDm×n. The
k-algebra PD that we consider was already introduced in [SSV04, BKV06]. We give a different
construction of PD as the deformed twisted tensor product of P := Pm×n, the quantized coordinate
ring of Matm×n, and D := Dm×n, the quantized algebra of constant-coefficient differential operators
on Matm×n (see Section 3 for precise definitions). The construction of Pm×n and Dm×n is analogous
to the FRT construction [KS97, Sec. 9.1]. Concretely, the algebra PD is generated by 2mn
generators ti,j and ∂i,j, where 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n, modulo the relations that are given in
Section 3. From now on we set

UL := Uq(glm) , UR := Uq(gln) , ULR := UL ⊗ UR.

Both P and PD are ULR-module algebras (the explicit formulas for the ULR-action on generators
are given in Remark 3.4.4). Furthermore, P is naturally a PD -module. In particular, we have
homomorphisms of associative algebras

φU : ULR → Endk(P) and φPD : PD → Endk(P).

Since P is a faithful PD-module (see Proposition 3.5.4 or [BKV06, Prop. 1]), we can identify PD

with φPD(PD). Using the latter identification, we set

L := φU (UL ⊗ 1), R := φU (1⊗ UR), L• := L ∩ PD , and R• := R ∩ PD .

Furthermore, we set

(2) Li,j :=

n∑

r=1

ti,r∂j,r for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m and Ri,j :=

m∑

r=1

tr,i∂r,j for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.

We adopt the following notation: given an associative algebra X and two subsets Y,Z ⊆ X , we set

(3) YZ := {y ∈ Y : yz = zy for all z ∈ Z}.

Our first main theorem is the following.

Theorem A. Let L , R, L•, and R• be the subalgebras of Endk(P) defined above. We identify

PD with φPD(PD) ⊆ Endk(P). Then the following statements hold.

(i) PD
R• = PD

R = L•.

(ii) PD
L• = PD

L = R•.

(iii) L• is generated by the Li,j for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m.

(iv) R• is generated by the Ri,j for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.

Note that in general we have L• ( L and R• ( R. In fact if m ≤ n then the restriction of φU
to UL ⊗ 1 yields an isomorphism UL ∼= L but one can show that φ−1

U (L•) is properly contained in
the locally finite part of UL (see Proposition 4.1.2 and Example 10.2.8). Furthermore, unlike the
classical polarization operators, in general the Li,j (respectively, the Ri,j) are not in the images of
the root vectors of UL (respectively, UR).

Our second main theorem (Theorem B) explicitly describes the images in PD of the Cartan
subalgebras of UL and UR. To state Theorem B we need elements of PD that are constructed
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using q-determinants. Let i := (i1, . . . , ir) and j := (j1, . . . , jr) be r-tuples of integers satisfying

1 ≤ i1 < · · · < ir ≤ m and 1 ≤ j1 < · · · < jr ≤ n. Define quantum minors M i
j ∈ P and M

i

j ∈ D by

(4) M i
j :=

∑

σ

(−q)ℓ(σ)tiσ(1),j1 · · · tiσ(r),jr and M
i

j :=
∑

σ

(−q−1)ℓ(σ)∂iσ(1),j1 · · · ∂iσ(r),jr ,

where the summations are over permutations in r letters, and ℓ(σ) denotes the length of σ. Next
for integers a ≤ b and r ≥ 1 we set

E
b
a (r) := {(u1, . . . , ur) , ui ∈ Z, a ≤ u1 < · · · < ur ≤ b} .

For 1 ≤ r ≤ k ≤ n we define Dk,r ∈ PD by

Dk,r :=
∑

i∈E m
1 (r)

∑

j∈E n
n−k+1(r)

M i
jM

i

j,

and we set Dk,0 := 1 for 1 ≤ k ≤ n. Note that Dk,r = 0 when r > min{m,n}. Similarly, for
1 ≤ r ≤ k ≤ m we define D′

k,r ∈ PD by

D′
k,r :=

∑

i∈E m
m−k+1(r)

∑

j∈E n
1 (r)

M i
jM

i

j,

and we set D′
k,0 := 1 for 1 ≤ k ≤ m. Again D′

k,r = 0 when r > min{m,n}. Let

(5) Ra :=
a∑

r=0

(q2 − 1)rDa,r for 1 ≤ a ≤ n and Lb :=
b∑

r=0

(q2 − 1)rD′
b,r for 1 ≤ b ≤ m.

Furthermore, let Uh,L and Uh,R denote the Cartan subalgebras of UL and UR, respectively (see
Subsection 3.1). We set

(6) Lh,• := PD ∩ φU (Uh,L ⊗ 1) and Rh,• := PD ∩ φU (1⊗ Uh,R).

Theorem B. The following statements hold.

(i) Rh,• is generated by R1, . . . ,Rn.

(ii) Lh,• is generated by L1, . . . ,Lm.

Let us elucidate the relation between Theorem A and the literature on Howe duality and the FFT
in the quantized setting. Quantized analogues of (glm, gln)-duality have been established in [Zh02]
and [NYM93], but these works do not consider the double centralizer property inside a quantized
Weyl algebra. To compare our results with those of Lehrer–Zhang–Zhang [LZZ11], we briefly explain
their formulation of the FFT for Uq(gln). In [LZZ11, Sec. 6] the authors define a q-analogue of the

algebra P(V ⊕k ⊕ (V ∗)⊕l), which they call Ak,l. The algebra Ak,l is isomorphic to a twisted tensor
product of Pk×n and Dl×n, but the twisting is only with respect to the universal R-matrix of Uq(gln).
In particular, in the special case k = l the relations on the generators of Ak,k are not symmetric with
respect to the indices of the generators. Because of this asymmetry, Ak,k does not appear to be the
desired object for proving a double centralizer statement. The twisting that we consider to define
PD uses the universal R-matrices of both UL and UR. In addition, unlike Ak,l whose relations are
homogeneous, the relation (R6) of PD is not homogeneous. From this viewpoint, PD resembles
the classical Weyl algebra more than Ak,k.

Using Theorem A we can easily prove a variant of the FFT analogous to [LZZ11, Thm 6.10]. For
a fixed n ≥ 1, let Ak,l for k, l ≥ 1 denote the algebra with kn generators ti,j and ln generators ∂i′,j ,
where 1 ≤ i ≤ k, 1 ≤ i′ ≤ l, and 1 ≤ j ≤ n, that satisfy relations similar to those of PD , i.e.,
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the relations (R1), (R2), (R1′), (R2′), and (R3)–(R6). Then Ak,l is isomorphic to a UR-invariant
subalgebra of PD = PDm×n for m := max{k, l}, and therefore Ak,l is a UR-module algebra. The
standard degree filtration (corresponding to setting deg ti,j = deg ∂i′,j = 1) is UR-invariant, hence
the associated graded algebra gr(Ak,l) is also a UR-module algebra. Let ǫR denote the counit of UR
and set

(Ak,l)(ǫR) := {D ∈ Ak,l : x ·D = ǫR(x)D for x ∈ UR} .

We define
(
gr(Ak,l)

)
(ǫR)

similarly. For 1 ≤ i ≤ k and 1 ≤ j ≤ l we define operators Li,j in Ak,l and

in gr(Ak,l) similar to (2).

Theorem C. The algebras (Ak,l)(ǫR) and
(
gr(Ak,l)

)
(ǫR)

are generated by the Li,j for 1 ≤ i ≤ k and

1 ≤ j ≤ l.

Despite the aforementioned differences between our results and the work of [LZZ11], we borrow
at least two key ideas from [LZZ11]. First, we use the natural bialgebra structure of Pm×m to
define a map Γ onto the subalgebra of UR-invariants in PD (assuming m ≤ n). The map Γ, given
in Definition 3.6.1, is essentially the same as the map introduced in [LZZ11, Lem. 6.11]. Second, we
define a new product on Pm×m such that the map Γ becomes a homomorphism of algebras modulo
the filtration of its codomain (see Proposition 7.1.2). A similar product was used in [LZZ11, Lem.
6.13]. However, our product is given by a more complicated (and asymmetric) formula, because it
needs to be simutaneously compatible with two universal R-matrices. As a consequence, establishing
the desired properties of this product required new ideas.

The results of this paper were obtained as part of a project on Capelli operators for quantum
symmetric spaces. From this standpoint, it is natural to ask if one can define quantized Weyl
algebras in the latter setting and then realize the action of (a large subalgebra of) the quantized
enveloping algebra via elements of this Weyl algebra. We address this question and its connection
to Capelli operators in upcoming work [LSS22a, LSS22b].

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we review the required background material
on Hopf algebras and twisted tensor products. In Section 3 we construct the quantized Weyl algebra
PD , the action of ULR on PD , and the map Γ mentioned above. The main goal of Section 4 is
to prove that the elements xa and yb, defined in (27), of the Cartan subalgebra of ULR belong to
φ−1(PD). In Section 5 we compute explicit formulas for φU (xa) and φU (yb). In Section 6 we
establish some properties of the map Γ. The proof of Theorem A occupies Sections 7–9. Theorem B
and Theorem C are proved in Sections 10 and 11, respectively. Finally, in Sections 12 and 13 we
prove two technical statements whose proofs are postponed for the reader’s convenience.

Acknowledgement. The research of S.S. was partially supported by NSF grants DMS-1939600,
DMS-2001537, and Simons Foundation grant 509766. The research of H.S. was partially supported
by an NSERC Discovery Grant (RGPIN-2018-04044).

2. Hopf algebras and deformed twisted tensor products

In this section we review some basic notions from Hopf algebras and then define deformed twisted
tensor product algebras. Throughout this section K will denote an arbitrary field.

2.1. The locally finite part. Let H be a Hopf algebra over K. If I ⊆ H is a two-sided ideal
of H as an associative algebra, then we set E(x, I) := {ady(x) + I : y ∈ H} for x ∈ H, where
ady(x) :=

∑
y1xS(y2) is the left adjoint action of H. Furthermore, we set

F (H, I) := {x ∈ H : dimKE(x, I) <∞} .
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Of course for I = 0 this is the locally finite part of H (in the sense of [JL94]), which we will denote
by F (H). We have E(xy, I) ⊆ E(x, I)E(y, I), from which it follows that F (H, I) is a subalgebra
of H.

2.2. Matrix coefficients and the finite dual of H. Given a finite dimensional left H-module
V , by the right dual of V we mean the dual space V ∗ equipped with the H-action defined by
〈x · v∗, v〉 := 〈v∗, S−1(x) · v〉 for v∗ ∈ V ∗ and v ∈ V , where 〈·, ·〉 : V ∗ ⊗ V → K is the canonical
pairing. The matrix coefficients of V are the linear functionals mv∗,v ∈ H∗ defined by

mv∗,v(x) := 〈v∗, x · v〉 for x ∈ H, v ∈ V, v∗ ∈ V ∗.

Indeed mv∗,v ∈ H◦, where H◦ denotes the finite dual of H (for the definition of H◦ see [KS97, Sec.
1.2.8]). Furthermore, for any two H-modules V and W we have

mv∗⊗w∗,v⊗w = mv∗,vmw∗,w for v,w ∈ V and v∗, w∗ ∈W.

Recall that H◦ has a canonical Hopf algebra structure. Let ∆◦ denote the coproduct of H◦, so that
∆◦(λ) =

∑
λ1⊗λ2 for λ ∈ H◦, where

∑
λ1⊗λ2 is uniquely determined by 〈λ, xy〉 =

∑
〈λ1, x〉〈λ2, y〉

for x, y ∈ H. If {vi}
d
i=1 is a basis of V and {v∗i }

d
i=1 is the dual basis of V ∗, then ∆◦(mv∗,v) =∑d

i=1 mv∗,vi ⊗mv∗i ,v
. The following remark will be used in Section 3.

Remark 2.2.1. Let H• ⊆ H◦ be a sub-bialgebra. Then H• is an H-module algebra with respect
to right translation, where the action is defined by 〈x · λ, y〉 := 〈λ, yx〉 for λ ∈ H• and x, y ∈ H.
If H is equipped with a linear endomorphism x 7→ x♮ that yields an isomorphism of Hopf algebras
H → Hop, then H• has another H-module algebra structure defined by 〈x · λ, y〉 := 〈λ, x♮y〉, which
we call left translation. Given any homomorphism of associative algebras τ : H → H, we can define
τ -twisted left and right translation actions of H on H•, given respectively by the formulas

〈x · λ, y〉 := 〈λ, τ(x)♮y〉 and 〈x · λ, y〉 := 〈λ, yτ(x)〉.

Furthermore, when H• is equipped with the τ -twisted actions,

(i) if τ : H → H is a homomorphism of coalgebras, then H• is an H-module algebra.

(ii) if τ : H → H is an anti-homomorphism of coalgebras, then H• is an Hcop-module algebra.

2.3. H-invariants and the ǫ-isotypic component. In Section 6 we will need the following general
remark about the relation between commutants and trivial H-modules. For any H-module V we
set V(ǫ) := {v ∈ V : h · v = ǫ(h)v}, where ǫ denotes the counit of H.

Remark 2.3.1. Let V be an H-module, and let ψ : H → EndK(V ) be the algebra homomorphism
corresponding to this module structure. One can equip EndK(V ) with an H-module structure,
defined by h · T :=

∑
ψ(h1)Tψ(S(h2)), where ∆(h) =

∑
h1 ⊗ h2. By standard abstract arguments

one can show that EndK(V )(ǫ) = EndK(V )ψ(H), where the right hand side is defined as in (3). The
inclusion ⊇ follows from

∑
ψ(h1)Tψ(S(h2)) = T

∑
ψ(h1)ψ(S(h2)) = Tψ

(∑
h1S(h2)

)
= ǫ(h)T,

and the inclusion ⊆ follows from

hT =
∑

ψ(h1)ǫ(h2)T =
∑

ψ(h1)Tψ(S(h2))ψ(h3) =
∑

ǫ(h1)Tψ(h2) = Tψ
(∑

ǫ(h1)h2

)
= Th.
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2.4. Matrix coefficients of quasitriangular Hopf algebras. In the rest of this section we
assume that H has a universal R-matrix, that is, an invertible 2-tensor that satisfies

(7) ∆cop = R∆R−1 , (∆⊗ id)(R) = R13R23 , (id⊗∆)(R) = R13R12.

it is well known (see for example [KS97, Sec. 8.1.1]) that

(8) R−1 =
(
1⊗ S−1

)
(R) = (S ⊗ 1) (R).

Remark 2.4.1. We do not require that R be strictly in H ⊗ H. Indeed in this paper we are
primarily interested in the case where H = ULR. It is well known that in this case the universal
R-matrix belongs to a suitable completion of H ⊗H. In this context the universal R-matrix is an
infinite formal sum

R :=
∑

r ⊗ r′.

However, we only need to consider how R acts on finite dimensional H-modules that are direct sums
of tensor products of modules of type (1, . . . , 1) of UL and UR, where the type of a module is defined
as in [Ja96, Sec. 5.2]. On any such module, all but finitely many terms of R vanish. More generally,
we can fix a category C of finite dimensional H-modules such that C is closed under taking tensor
products and the defining properties (7) of R hold as relations in the endomorphism algebras of
objects of C.

Let C be a category of H-modules as in Remark 2.4.1. For V,W ∈ obj(C) we define

RV,W : V ⊗W → V ⊗W , v ⊗ w 7→ R(v ⊗ w) :=
∑

r · v ⊗ r′ · w.

We also set ŘV,W := σ◦RV,W , where σ : V ⊗W →W ⊗V is the map v⊗w 7→ w⊗v. The map ŘV,W
is an isomorphism of H-modules. Let {vi}

d
i=1 and {wi}

d′

i=1 be bases of V and W , and let {v∗i }
d
i=1

and {w∗
i }
d′

i=1 be the dual bases of V ∗ and W ∗. We denote the matrix entries of RV,W in the basis

vi ⊗ wj by the Rklij , so that

RV,W (vi ⊗ wj) =
∑

k,l

Rklijvk ⊗ wl.

Set t
V
a,b := mv∗a,vb and t

W
a,b := mw∗

a,wb
. Then Rklij = 〈tVk,i ⊗ t

W
l,j , R〉, so that as in [Ja96, Lem. 7.2] we

have the well known relations

(9)
∑

k,l

〈tVk,i ⊗ t
W
l,j , R〉t

W
a,lt

V
b,k =

∑

k,l

〈tVb,k ⊗ t
W
a,l, R〉t

V
k,it

W
l,j for all i, j, a, b.

The matrix coefficients of objects of C span a sub-bialgebra H◦◦ ⊆ H◦. From (9) it follows that

(10)
∑

g1f1〈f2 ⊗ g2, R〉 =
∑

f2g2〈f1 ⊗ g1, R〉 for f, g ∈ H◦◦.

2.5. Twisted tensor products and their deformations. Let A and B be two H-module alge-
bras, with products mA and mB . It is well known (for example see [LZZ11, Thm 2.3]) that the
vector space A⊗K B can be equipped with an H-module algebra structure with the product

(11) (mA ⊗mB) ◦ (idA ⊗ (σ ◦R)⊗ idB).

We denote this associative algebra by A⊗R B. It is sometimes called the twisted tensor product of
A and B. Let EA ⊆ A and EB ⊆ B be H-invariant subspaces that generate A and B, respectively.
Thus A ∼= T (EA)/IA and B ∼= T (EB)/IB , where T (X) denotes the tensor algebra on X, and IA
and IB denote the corresponding ideals of relations. We consider the map

γA,B : EA ⊗ EB → T (EA ⊕ EB) , γA,B(a⊗ b) := ab.
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Then the map EA⊕EB → A⊗RB given by the assignment a⊕ b 7→ a⊗ 1+1⊗ b yields a canonical
isomorphism of associative algebras

T (EA ⊕ EB)/IA,B ∼= A⊗R B,

where IA,B denotes the two-sided ideal generated by IA, IB, and relations of the form

(12) ba− γA,B ◦ σ ◦R(b⊗ a) for a ∈ EA, b ∈ EB.

Now let ψ : EB × EA → K be an H-invariant bilinear form, that is

(13)
∑

ψ(x1 · b, x2 · a) = ǫ(x)ψ(b, a) for a ∈ EA, b ∈ EB, x ∈ H,

where ǫ : H → K denotes the counit of H. Let IA,B,ψ denote the two-sided ideal of T (EA ⊕ EB)
that is generated by IA, IB, and relations of the form

(14) ba− γA,B ◦ σ ◦R(b⊗ a)− ψ(b, a) for a ∈ EA, b ∈ EB .

Definition 2.5.1. The algebra A ⊗R,ψ B := T (EA ⊕ EB)/IA,B,ψ is called the deformed R-twisted
tensor product of A and B relative to EA and EB .

For the next proposition, recall that the H-module structure on EA ⊕ EB induces a canonical
H-module algebra structure on T (EA ⊕ EB).

Proposition 2.5.2. The H-module algebra structure on T (EA ⊕ EB) descends to an H-module

algebra structure on A⊗R,ψ B.

Proof. It suffices to prove that the relations (14) are preserved under the H-action. Any x ∈ H acts
on T 0(EA ⊕ EB) ∼= K by ǫ(x). Thus by (13) for a ∈ EA, b ∈ EB , and x ∈ H we have

x ·
(
ba− γA,B ◦ σ ◦R(b⊗ a)− ψ(b, a)

)

=
∑(

(x1 · b)(x2 · a)− γA,B ◦ σ ◦R(x1 · b⊗ x2 · a)− ψ(x1 · b, x2 · a)
)
. �

Remark 2.5.3. The canonical maps T (EA) → T (EA ⊕ EB) and T (EB) → T (EA ⊕ EB) induce
H-equivariant homomorphisms of associative algebras

A ∼= T (EA)/IA → A⊗R,ψ B and B ∼= T (EB)/IB → A⊗R,ψ B.

By the universal property of the tensor product, these maps induce an H-module homomorphism

A⊗B → A⊗R,ψ B , a⊗ b 7→ IA,B,ψ + ab.

This map might not necessarily be a bijection, but when it is so, it transfers the usual H⊗H-module
structure of A⊗ B to A ⊗R,ψ B. Note that the latter H ⊗H-module structure is compatible with
the former H-module structure: they are related by the coproduct map H → H ⊗H.

3. The q-Weyl algebra PD

In this section we construct PD as a deformed twisted tensor product of the algebras P and D

with respect to the univeral R-matrix of ULR.
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3.1. The algebra Uq(gln). For n ∈ N, the quantized enveloping algebra Uq(gln) is the k-algebra
generated by Ei, Fi, where 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, and K±1

εi
, where 1 ≤ i ≤ n, that satisfy the relations

Kεi
K−1
εi

= K−1
εi
Kεi

= 1, KεiKεj = KεjKεi ,

KεiEjK
−1
εi

= qJi,jK−Ji,j+1KEj , KεiFjK
−1
εi

= q−Ji,jK+Ji,j+1KFj , EiFj − FjEi = Ji, jK
Ki −K−1

i

q − q−1
,

where Ki := KεiK
−1
εi+1

and

Ja, bK :=

{
1 if a = b

0 if a 6= b,

as well as the quantum Serre relations. For λ :=
∑n

i=1miεi ∈ Zε1 + · · ·+ Zεn we define

Kλ :=

n∏

i=1

Kmi
εi
.

The Cartan subalgebra of Uq(gln) is the subalgebra spanned by the Kλ for λ ∈ Zε1 + · · · + Zεn.
Following [KS97] for the choice of the coproduct ∆ on Uq(gln), we set

∆(Ei) := Ei ⊗Ki + 1⊗ Ei , ∆(Fi) := Fi ⊗ 1 +K−1
i ⊗ Fi , ∆(Kεi) := Kεi ⊗Kεi .

The counit and antipode of Uq(gln) are given by

ǫ(Ei) = ǫ(Fi) = 0 , ǫ(K±1
εi

) = 1 , S(Ei) = −EiK
−1
i , S(Fi) = −KiFi , S(Kεi) = K−1

εi
.

3.2. The universal R-matrix of Uq(gln). Throughout this paper we fix a universal R-matrix for
Uq(gln). For more details see [VY20, Thm 3.108] or [KS97, Sec. 8.3.2].

Definition 3.2.1. Given n ∈ N, the standard root vectors of Uq(gln) are

Eεi−εj := (−1)j−i−1[Ei, [. . . , Ej−1]q−1 ]q−1 and Fεi−εj := (−1)j−i−1[Fj−1, [. . . , Fi]q]q,

where 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n and [x, y]q±1 := xy − q±1yx. The universal R-matrix of Uq(gln) that we use is

(15) R
(n) :=

(
eh

∑n
i=1Hi⊗Hi

) (n2)∏

i=1

Expq
(
(q − q−1)Eβi ⊗ Fβi

)
,

with the conventions ehHi = Kεi , e
h = q, Expq(x) :=

∑
r≥0 q

(r2) xr

[r]q!
, and β

i+
j(j−1)

2

:= εi − εj+1 for

1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n− 1 .

3.3. The algebras Pn×n and Dn×n. From now on, for n ∈ N let ∆+
n := {εi − εj : 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n}

denote the standard positive system of the root system of Uq(gln). Let V (n) denote the irreducible
Uq(gln)-module of highest weight q−εn (all highest weights are considered with respect to ∆+

n ). Thus

V (n) ∼= kn as a vector space and the homomorphism of algebras Uq(gln) → Endk
(
V (n)

)
is uniquely

determined by the assignments

Kεi 7→ 1+ (q−1 − 1)Ei,i , Ei 7→ Ei+1,i , Fi 7→ Ei,i+1,

where the Ei,j are the elementary matrix units associated to the standard basis {ei}
n
i=1 of V (n) and

1 :=
∑n

i=1 Ei,i. Using (15) the R-matrix of V (n) ⊗ V (n) can be computed directly, and we obtain

R
V (n),V (n) :=

∑

1≤i≤n

qEi,i ⊗ Ei,i +
∑

1≤i 6=j≤n

Ei,i ⊗ Ej,j + (q − q−1)
∑

1≤j<i≤n

Ei,j ⊗ Ej,i.
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For 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n let ti,j denote the matrix coefficient me∗i ,ej
of V (n). By (10) the ti,j satisfy the

following relations:

(R1) tk,itk,j = qtk,jtk,i, ti,ktj,k = qtj,kti,k for i < j.

(R2) ti,ltk,j = tk,jti,l, ti,jtk,l − tk,lti,j = (q − q−1)ti,ltk,j for i < k and j < l.

Similarly, let V̆ (n) denote the irreducible Uq(gln)-module with highest weight qε1 . Again V̆ (n) ∼= kn

as vector spaces but the map Uq(gln) → Endk
(
V̆ (n)

)
is uniquely determined by the assignments

Kεi 7→ 1+ (q − 1)Ei,i , Ei 7→ Ei,i+1 , Fi 7→ Ei+1,i.

The corresponding R-matrix is

R
V̆ (n),V̆ (n) :=

∑

1≤i≤n

qEi,i ⊗ Ei,i +
∑

1≤i 6=j≤n

Ei,i ⊗ Ej,j + (q − q−1)
∑

1≤i<j≤n

Ei,j ⊗ Ej,i.

If ∂i,j for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n denotes the matrix coefficient me∗i ,ej
of V̆ (n), then again from (10) it follows

that the ∂i,j satisfy relations similar to those between the ti,j, with q replaced by q−1. Equivalently,

(R1′) ∂k,j∂k,i = q∂k,i∂k,j, ∂j,k∂i,k = q∂i,k∂j,k for i < j.

(R2′) ∂k,j∂i,l = ∂i,l∂k,j, ∂k,l∂i,j − ∂i,j∂k,l = (q − q−1)∂k,j∂i,l for i < k and j < l.

Let Pn×n denote the subalgebra of Uq(gln)
◦ generated by the ti,j, for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Similarly, let

Dn×n denote the subalgebra of Uq(gln)
◦ generated by the ∂i,j, for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. It is well known that

the relations (R1)–(R2) yield a description of Pn×n by generators and relations (that is, no further
relations are required). A similar statement holds for Dn×n (see [Ta92] for a proof).

From Section 2 it follows that both Pn×n and Dn×n are bialgebras with the coproducts satisfying

ti,j 7→
∑

k

ti,k ⊗ tk,j and ∂i,j 7→
∑

k

∂i,k ⊗ ∂k,j,

and the counits satisfying ti,j, ∂i,j 7→ Ji, jK.
It is well known (for example see [No96, Sec. 1.4]) that there exists a unique k-linear isomorphism

of Hopf algebras

Uq(gln) → Uq(gln)
op , x 7→ x♮,

such that

(16) E♮i := qKiFi , F ♮i := q−1EiK
−1
i , K♮

εi
:= Kεi .

Thus according to Remark 2.2.1, the canonical (Uq(gln), Uq(gln))-bimodule structure of Uq(gln)
by left and right translation equips both Pn×n and Dn×n with Uq(gln) ⊗ Uq(gln)-module algebra
structures. Our next goal is to describe the latter actions explicitly. In what follows, all of the
actions are from the left side.

Let RD be the action of Uq(gln) on Dn×n by right translation, as in Remark 2.2.1. We have

RD (x)u =
∑

u1〈u2, x〉 for x ∈ Uq(gln), u ∈ Dn×n,

where ∆(u) :=
∑
u1 ⊗ u2. Similarly, let LD be the action of Uq(gln) on Dn×n by left translation.

This action satisfies

LD (x)u =
∑

〈u1, x
♮〉u2 for x ∈ Uq(gln), u ∈ Dn×n.

By Remark 2.2.1 both LD and RD equip Dn×n with Uq(gln)-module algebra structures.
To define the desired actions on Pn×n, first we consider two new actions R′

D
and L′

D
of Uq(gln)

on Dn×n, which are in some sense opposite to RD and LD , respectively. More precisely, let R′
D

be
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the τ -twist of LD , and let L′
D

be the τ -twist of RD , where τ(x) := S−1(x)♮ for x ∈ Uq(gln). By
Remark 2.2.1(ii) these two actions equip Dn×n with Uq(gln)

cop-module algebra structures. We have

R′
D (x)u =

∑
〈u1, S

−1(x)〉u2 and L′
D (x)u =

∑
u1〈u2, S

−1(x)♮〉.

There exists a unique isomorphism of bialgebras ι : Pn×n → D
op,cop
n×n satisfying

(17) ι(ti,j) = ∂j,i for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.

Any Uq(gln)
cop-module algebra structure on Dn×n corresponds to a Uq(gln)-module algebra structure

on Pn×n, defined by x · u := ι−1(x · ι(u)) for u ∈ Pn×n. Under this correspondence, R′
D

and L′
D

corresponds to actions RP and LP of Uq(gln) on Pn×n, respectively. We have

RP(x)u =
∑

〈ι(u2), S
−1(x)〉u1 and LP(x)u =

∑
〈ι(u1), S

−1(x)♮〉u2,

for x ∈ Uq(gln) and u ∈ Pn×n. Furthermore, Pn×n is a Uq(gln)-module algebra with respect to
both LP and RP .

3.4. The algebras P and D. We define P := Pm×n and D := Dm×n for 1 ≤ m ≤ n as
subalgebras of Pn×n and Dn×n, respectively. A similar definition can be given when m > n,
although we do not need to consider this case because the proofs of Theorems A and B remain the
same (see also Subsection 3.7).

Definition 3.4.1. For positive integers m ≤ n, we define Pm×n (respectively, D := Dm×n) to be
the subalgebra of Pn×n (respectively, Dn×n) that is generated by the ti,j (respectively, the ∂i,j)
where 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

The subalgebra of Uq(gln) generated by Ei, Fi,Kεj for 1 ≤ i ≤ m−1 and 1 ≤ j ≤ m is isomorphic
to Uq(glm). By restricting the Uq(gln)⊗Uq(gln)-actions LP ⊗RP and LD ⊗RD to the subalgebra

Uq(glm)⊗ Uq(gln)
∼= UL ⊗ UR = ULR,

we obtain ULR-module algebra structures on P and on D . Explicitly, the actions of x⊗y ∈ UL⊗UR
on u ∈ P and on v ∈ D are given by

(18) (x⊗ y) · u =
∑

〈ι(u1), S
−1(x)♮〉〈ι(u3), S

−1(y)〉u2

and

(19) (x⊗ y) · v =
∑

〈v1, x
♮〉〈v3, y〉v2.

Definition 3.4.2. For any integer partition λ satisfying ℓ(λ) ≤ n, where ℓ(λ) denotes the length of
λ, let Vλ denote the irreducible finite dimensional UR-module of type (1, . . . , 1) with highest weight

q
∑

i λiεi (with respect to ∆+
n ). For λ such that ℓ(λ) ≤ m we use the same notation Vλ to denote the

analogously defined module of UL.

The algebras P and D are naturally graded by degree of monomials. For d ≥ 0 let P(d)

(respectively, D (d)) denote the graded component of degree d of P (respectively, D). Furthermore,
let Λm,d be the set of integer partitions λ such that ℓ(λ) ≤ m and |λ| = d, where |λ| denotes
the size of λ. The following proposition is well known and its proof can be found for example
in [NYM93, Ta92, Zh02].

Proposition 3.4.3. As ULR-modules,

P
(d) ∼=

⊕

λ∈Λm,d

V ∗
λ ⊗ V ∗

λ and D
(d) ∼=

⊕

λ∈Λm,d

Vλ ⊗ Vλ.
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Remark 3.4.4. The action of UL ⊗UR on the generators of P and D can be computed explicitly.
For UR, the action is given by

Ek · ∂i,j = Jk + 1, jK∂i,k , Fk · ∂i,j = Jk, jK∂i,k+1 , Kεk · ∂i,j = qJk,jK∂i,j,

Ek · ti,j = −Jk, jKq−1ti,k+1 , Fk · ti,j = −Jk + 1, jKqti,k , Kεk · ti,j = q−Jk,jKti,j,

where 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 1, 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n. For UL the formulas are similar but the action
occurs in the first index (thus, they are obtained by replacing ∂i,j by ∂j,i and ti,j by tj,i).

3.5. The algebras PD
gr and PD. Let m ≤ n be positive integers and let ULR be defined as in

Section 1. Let R̃ denote the univeral R-matrix of ULR that is defined by

(20) R̃ :=
(
(RL)

−1
21 ⊗ (RR)

−1
21

)
32
,

where RL := R(m) and RR := R(n) (see Definition 3.2.1). Let P ⊗
R̃

D denote the twisted tensor

product of P and D , defined as in Subsection 2.5, where we set A := P, EA := P(1), B := D ,
EB := D (1), and R := R̃. For convenience in notation we set

PD
gr := P ⊗

R̃
D .

Next we define the quantum Weyl algebra PD := PDm×n as a deformation of P ⊗
R̃

D , using

Definition 2.5.1. Let ψ◦ : D (1) × P(1) → k be the k-bilinear form that is uniquely defined by

ψ◦(∂i,j , tk,l) := δi,kδj,l for 1 ≤ i, k ≤ m, and 1 ≤ j, l ≤ n.

Note that ψ◦ is ULR-invariant. Again for convenience in notation we set

(21) PD := P ⊗
R̃,ψ◦

D .

Thus PD is the algebra generated by the 2mn generators ti,j and ∂i,j for 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n,
modulo the relations (R1)–(R2), (R1′)–(R2′), and other mixed relations coming from (14). We now
compute the mixed relations between the ti,j and the ∂i,j explicitly. As a ULR-module,

P
(1) ∼= V̆ (m) ⊗ V̆ (n) and D

(1) ∼= V (m) ⊗ V (n).

By a direct calculation using Definition 3.2.1 we obtain
(
(RL)

−1
21

)
V̆ (m),V (m) = q

∑

1≤i≤m

Ei,i ⊗ Ei,i +
∑

1≤i 6=j≤m

Ei,i ⊗ Ej,j + (q − q−1)
∑

1≤i<j≤m

Ej,i ⊗ Ej,i.

The formula for
(
(RR)

−1
21

)
V̆ (n),V (n) is similar, with m replaced by n. From here, and by a direct

calculation, we obtain the relations (R3)–(R6) given below:

(R3) ∂c,btd,a = td,a∂c,b if b 6= a and c 6= d.

(R4) ∂c,btc,a = qtc,a∂c,b +
∑

c′>c

(q − q−1)tc′,a∂c′,b if b 6= a.

(R5) ∂c,atd,a = qtd,a∂c,a +
∑

a′>a

(q − q−1)td,a′∂c,a′ if c 6= d.

(R6) ∂c,dtc,d = 1 +
∑

c′≥c

∑

d′≥d

qJc′,cK+Jd′,dK(q − q−1)2−Jc′,cK−Jd′,dKtc′,a′∂c′,a′ .

Remark 3.5.1. By Proposition 2.5.2, the actions of ULR on P and D carry over to PD , and make
the latter a ULR-module algebra. As in Remark 3.4.4, we denote the action of x ∈ ULR on D ∈ PD

by x ·D.
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Remark 3.5.2. Using Bergman’s Diamond Lemma and some straightforward (although tedious)
computations one can show that PD has a k-basis consisting of monomials of the form

(22) t
a1,1
1,1 · · · t

a1,n
1,n · · · t

am,1

m,1 · · · t
am,n
m,n ∂

bm,n
m,n · · · ∂

bm,1

m,1 · · · ∂
b1,n
1,n · · · ∂

b1,1
1,1 , ai,j, bi,j ∈ Z≥0.

This was also pointed out in [SSV04, Sec. 10]. In [LSS22a] we give a more conceptual proof of this
assertion using the theory of PBW deformations of quadratic algebras. The analogous statements
for P and for D are well known (for example see [NYM93, Thm 1.4]).

Let I denote the left ideal of PD generated by D (1). By Remark 3.5.2 we have a ULR-invariant
decomposition PD ∼= I ⊕ P. This decomposition equips P ∼= PD/I with a PD-module
structure given by

(23) PD ⊗ P → P , D ⊗ (f + I ) 7→ (Df) + I for D ∈ PD , f ∈ P.

To distinguish the action of PD on P from the product of PD , we denote the action of D ∈ PD

on f ∈ P by D · f .

Lemma 3.5.3. The map (23) is ULR-equivariant.

Proof. This follows from Remark 3.5.1 and ULR-invariance of I . �

Proposition 3.5.4. P is a faithful PD-module.

Proof. This is proved in [SSV04, Thm 2.6] using analytic tools. See Section 12 for a purely algebraic
proof. �

From Remark 3.5.2 it follows that the map

(24) P : P ⊗ D → PD , P(a⊗ b) := ab

is an isomorphism of vector spaces. For r, s ∈ Z≥0 we set PD
(r,s) := P

(
P(r) ⊗ D (s)

)
. By Proposi-

tion 3.4.3 and using the coproduct map ULR → ULR⊗ULR to obtain a ULR-module from a ULR⊗ULR
module, we obtain an isomorphism of ULR-modules

(25) PD
(r,s) ∼=

⊕

λ ∈ Λm,r

µ ∈ Λm,s

(V ∗
λ ⊗ Vµ)⊗ (V ∗

λ ⊗ Vµ).

Remark 3.5.5. By Remark 2.5.3, the above map P transfers the ULR ⊗ ULR-module structure of
P ⊗ D to PD . Note that the latter ULR ⊗ ULR-module structure on PD is compatible with the
ULR-module structure of Remark 3.5.1 through the coproduct map ULR → ULR ⊗ ULR.

Remark 3.5.6. The map P does not induce an isomorphism of associative algebras PD
gr → PD .

However, the products of the domain and the range of P are the same modulo lower order terms.
That is, for a⊗ a′ ∈ P(r) ⊗

R̃
D (r′) and b⊗ b′ ∈ P(s) ⊗

R̃
D (s′) we have

P(a⊗ a′)P(b⊗ b′)− P
(
(a⊗ a′)(b⊗ b′)

)
∈

min{u,u′}⊕

i=1

PD
(u−i,u′−i),

where u := r + s and u′ := r′ + s′.
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3.6. The maps Γ and grΓn. Recall that 1 ≤ m ≤ n. In this subsection our goal is to define a map
Γ : Pm×m → PD that is a bijection onto PD

R (see Lemma 6.2.2). A similar map was also used
in [LZZ11]. To define Γ, first for n ≥ 1 we set

(26) Γn : Pn×n → PDn×n , Γn(u) :=
∑

u1ι(u2),

and
grΓn : Pn×n → PD

gr
n×n ,

grΓn(u) :=
∑

u1 ⊗ ι(u2),

where ι : Pn×n → Dn×n is the anti-isomorphism of bialgebras defined in (17) and as usual
∆Pn×n

(u) =
∑
u1 ⊗ u2 is the coproduct of Pn×n in Sweedler’s notation.

Let us identify Pm×m with the subalgebra of Pn×n generated by the ti,j satisfying 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m.
Similarly, we identify P (respectively, D) with a subalgebra of Pn×n (respectively, of Dn×n) as
in Definition 3.4.1. By tensoring the embeddings P →֒ Pn×n and D →֒ Dn×n we can consider
PD

gr as a subspace (although not a subalgebra) of PD
gr
n×n. It is straightforward to check that

grΓn(Pm×m) ⊆ PD
gr. Thus the following definition is valid.

Definition 3.6.1. For u ∈ Pm×m we define Γ(u) := P ◦ grΓn(u).

3.7. Convention. Unless stated otherwise, from now on we assume 1 ≤ m ≤ n. In particular,
we prove Theorems A and B under this assumption. Analogous arguments can be given in the
case m > n. In our proofs we also need to consider the algebras Pm×m, PDm×m, Pn×n, Dn×n,
PDn×n, and PD

gr
n×n. For further clarity, we do not suppress the subscripts m×m and n× n for

these algebras.

4. Differential operators associated to the Kλ

Recall that we assume 1 ≤ m ≤ n. For 1 ≤ a ≤ m and 1 ≤ b ≤ n we set

(27) λL,a := −

m∑

i=a

2εi , xa := KλL,a
⊗ 1 ∈ ULR , λR,b := −

n∑

i=b

2εi , yb := 1⊗KλR,b
∈ ULR.

The key result of this section is Proposition 4.2.1, which proves that xa, yb ∈ φ−1
U (PD). We set

ŮLR := φ−1
U (PD) := {x ∈ ULR : φU (x) ∈ PD}.

Furthermore, we set ŮL := {x ∈ UL : x⊗ 1 ∈ ŮLR} and ŮR := {x ∈ UR : 1⊗ x ∈ ŮLR}.

4.1. A necessary local finiteness condition for ŮLR. Recall that the adjoint action of ULR
is ady(x) :=

∑
y1xS(y2) for x, y ∈ ULR. We equip Endk(P) with the ULR-module structure of

Remark 2.3.1. We denote the latter action by x · T for x ∈ ULR and T ∈ Endk(P).

Lemma 4.1.1. ŮLR is an ad-invariant subalgebra of ULR. Furthermore, φU (ady(x)) = y · φU (x)

for x ∈ ŮLR and y ∈ ULR.

Proof. Set D := φU (x) ∈ PD . By Lemma 3.5.3, for f ∈ P we have

φU (ady(x)) · f =
∑

y1 · (D · (S(y2) · f)) =
∑

(y1 ·D)(y2 · (S(y3) · f))

=
∑

(y1 ·D) · ((y2S(y3)) · f) =
∑

(y1 ·D) · (ǫ(y2)f) = (y ·D) · f = (y · φU (x)) · f.

This proves that φU (ady(x)) = y · φU (x) and in particular ady(ULR) ⊆ ULR. �

From Proposition 3.4.3 it follows that the map LP : UL → Endk(P) is an injection (the argument
is similar to the proof of [KS97, Thm 7.1.5.13]). Let Kn denote the kernel of RP : UR → Endk(P).
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Proposition 4.1.2. ŮL ⊆ F (UL) and ŮR ⊆ F (UR,Kn).

Proof. Since the action of ULR on P and D is degree preserving, it follows that PD is a locally

finite ULR-module. The assertions of the proposition follow from the fact that the maps ŮL
φU
−−→ PD

and ŮR/(ŮR ∩ Kn)
φU−−→ PD are injective and ULR-equivariant (this is Lemma 4.1.1). �

Remark 4.1.3. The proof of Proposition 4.1.2 implies the following “no-go theorem”: it is impos-

sible to construct a nontrivial quantized Weyl algebra P̃D such that P̃D acts locally finitely on

P, the action P̃D ⊗ P → P is ULR-equivariant, and there exists a homomorphism of algebras

ULR → P̃D that is compatible with the action in the sense of the commutative diagram (1).

4.2. ULR as a ŮLR-module. By a slight abuse of notation we consider the xa and the yb as elements
of UL and UR, respectively.

Proposition 4.2.1. Let xa and yb be defined as in (27), where 1 ≤ a ≤ m and 1 ≤ b ≤ n. Then

xa ∈ ŮL and yb ∈ ŮR.

Proof. We only prove the assertion for xa (for yb the argument is similar). First we verify the

case a = m. By Remark 3.4.4 we have xm · ta1,b1 · · · tar ,br = q2
∑r

i=1Jm,aiKta1,b1 · · · tar ,br , and it is
straightforward to check that the operator D′

1,0 + (q2 − 1)D′
1,1 = 1 + (q2 − 1)

∑n
j=1 tm,i∂m,i acts on

P the same way, so that φU (xm) = D′
1,0 + (q2 − 1)D′

1,1. To complete the proof, by Lemma 4.1.1 it
suffices to verify that for any a < m, the element xa = KλL,a

lies in the ad(UL)-invariant subalgebra
of UL that is generated by xa+1 = KλL,a+1

and xm = KλL,m
. Denoting the standard generators of

UL by Ei, Fi, K
±1
i , we set

E′
εi−εj := [Ei, [. . . , Ej−1]q]q and F ′

εi−εj := [Fj−1, [. . . , Fi]q−1 ]q−1 for i < j.

Let u := E′
εa−εmK−εa−εm and v := F ′

εa−εmKλL,a+1
. By a simple induction we can verify that

u = (1− q2)−1adEa · · · adEm−1(KλL,m
) and v = (1− q−2)−1adFm−1 · · · adFa(KλL,a+1

),

so that u, v ∈ ŮL by Lemma 4.1.1. For x, y ∈ UL set [x, y] := xy − yx. We obtain

(28)
[
E′
εa−εm , F

′
εa−εm

]
K−εa−εmKλL,a+1

= uv − q−2vu ∈ ŮL.

But the left hand side of (28) is equal to

(q − q−1)−1(Kεa−εm −K−1
εa−εm)K−εa−εmKλL,a+1

= (q − q−1)−1(K−2εmKλL,a+1
−KλL,a

).

It follows immediately that KλL,a
∈ ŮL. �

Proposition 4.2.2. UL is generated as an algebra by ŮL and {Kεi}
m
i=1. Similarly, UR is generated

as an algebra by ŮR and {Kεi}
n
i=1.

Proof. We give the proof for UL (for UR the proof is similar). Let A denote the subalgebra of UL
generated by ŮL and {Kεi}

m
i=1. Set ρ :=

∑m
i=1 iεi. Then K−2ρ = x1 · · · xm, hence by Proposi-

tion 4.2.1 we have K−2ρ ∈ ŮL. Lemma 4.1.1 implies that EiK−2ρ = (1− q2)−1adEi
(K−2ρ) ∈ ŮL, so

that Ei ∈ A. By a similar argument we can prove that Fi ∈ A as well, hence A = UL. �

5. Explicit formulas for φU (xa) and φU (yb)

In this section we compute explicit formulas for φU (xa) and φU (yb), where xa and yb are defined
in (27). We remark that in Section 10 we prove that the xa and the yb generate φ−1

U (Lh,•) and

φ−1
U (Rh,•), respectively. Recall that the action of D ∈ PD on f ∈ P is denoted by D · f .
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5.1. Some technical statements about the action. We begin with the following lemma.

Lemma 5.1.1. Assume that either i 6∈ {a1, . . . , ar} or j 6∈ {b1, . . . , br}, then ∂i,jta1,b1 · · · tar ,br
belongs to the left ideal of PD that is generated by the ∂i′,j′ satisfying i′ ≥ i and j′ ≥ j. In

particular, ∂i,j · (ta1,b1 · · · tar ,br) = 0.

Proof. We use induction on r. For r = 1 the assertion follows from relations (R3)–(R6).Next suppose
r > 1. If i 6= a1 and j 6= b1 then ∂i,jta1,b1 = ta1,b1∂i,j and we can use the induction hypothesis. If
i = a1 then j 6∈ {b1, . . . , br} and we can write

∂i,jta1,b1 · · · tar ,br = qti,b1∂i,jta2,b2 · · · tar ,br + (q − q−1)
∑

i′>i

ti′,b1∂i′,jta2,b2 · · · tar ,br ,

and again the induction hypothesis is applicable to each summand on the right hand side. The
argument for the case j = b1 is similar. �

In Subsection 5.3 we need more refined information about the monomials in the ti,j that are
generated by ∂i,j · ta1,b1 · · · tar ,br . To this end we use the following technical lemma, whose proof is
postponed until Section 13. Let us call two r-tuples (m1, . . . ,mr) and (m′

1, . . . ,m
′
r) of integers order

equivalent, if they satisfy the following property: mi < mj if and only if m′
i < m′

j for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ r.

Lemma 5.1.2. Let 1 ≤ a1, . . . , ar ≤ m and 1 ≤ b1, . . . , br ≤ n. We denote the order equivalence

classes of (a1, . . . , ar) and (b1, . . . , br) by a and b, respectively. Then

∂ai,bj · ta1,b1 · · · tar ,br =
r−1∑

s=0

∑

σs,τs

ca,b(i, j, σs, τs)taσs(1),bτs(1) · · · taσs(s),bτs(s) ,

where ca,b(i, j, σs, τs) ∈ k and the inner sum is over all pairs of injective maps

σs : {1, . . . , s} → {1, . . . , r}\{i} and τs : {1, . . . , s} → {1, . . . , r}\{j}.

In particular, the coefficients ca,b(i, j, σs, τs) only depend on i, j, σs, τs, a and b.

We do not know explicit formulas for the coefficients ca,b(i, j, σs, τs). However, for our purposes
Lemma 5.1.2 suffices.

Proof. Set f := ∂ar ,br · (tc1,d1 · · · tar,br) and assume that f 6= 0. Then by Lemma 5.1.1 we have
ar ∈ {c1, . . . , cr} and br ∈ {d1, . . . , dr}. Lemma 5.1.2 implies that f can be expressed as a linear
combination of monomials of the form tc′1,d′1 · · · tc′s,d′s for s ≤ r, where {c′i}

s
i=1 ⊆ {c1, . . . , cr}\{ar}

and {d′i}
s
i=1 ⊆ {d1, . . . , dr}\{br}. The claim follows by iterating the above reasoning. �

Lemma 5.1.3. Suppose that f, g ∈ P satisfy ∂i1,j1 · · · ∂ir ,jr · f = g for some 1 ≤ i1, . . . , ir ≤ m and

1 ≤ j1, . . . , jr ≤ n. Then for any 1 ≤ i′1 ≤ . . . ≤ i′s ≤ m and 1 ≤ j′1 ≤ . . . ≤ j′s ≤ n that satisfy

min{ju}
r
u=1 > max{j′u}

s
u=1 we have

∂i1,j1 · · · ∂ir ,jr · (fti′1,j′1 · · · ti′s,j′s) = gti′1,j′1 · · · ti′s,j′s .

Proof. Recall that I is the left ideal of PD generated by D (1) (see Subection 3.5). Set f ′ := ∂ir ,jr ·f .
Then ∂ir ,jrf = f ′+

∑
(i′,j′) bi′,j′∂i′,j′, where the bi′,j′ ∈ PD and the sum is over all pairs (i′, j′) that

satisfy ir ≤ i′ ≤ m and jr ≤ j′ ≤ n. In particular j′ 6∈ {j′1, . . . , j
′
s}, hence by Lemma 5.1.1 we obtain

∂ir ,jrfti′1,j′1 · · · ti′s,j′s = f ′ti′1,j′1 · · · ti′s,j′s +
∑

(i′,j′)

bi′,j′∂i′,j′ti′1,j′1 · · · ti′s,j′s ∈ f
′ti′1,j′1 · · · ti′s,j′s + I .

This means ∂ir ,jr · (fti′1,j′1 · · · ti′s,j′s) = f ′ti′1,j′1 · · · ti′s,j′s. The proof is completed by induction on r. �
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5.2. Eigenvalues of Dn,r and q-factorial Schur polynomials. For any integer partition ν such
that ℓ(ν) ≤ n, let sν denote the q-factorial Schur polynomial in n variables associated to ν, defined
by

sν(x1, . . . , xn; q) :=
det
(∏νj+n−j−1

k=0 (xi − qk)
)
1≤i,j≤n∏

1≤i<j≤n(xi − xj)
.

It is proved in [BKV06, Thm 1] that when m = n, for any integer partition λ satisfying ℓ(λ) ≤ n
the restriction of Dn,r to the irreducible ULR-submodule V ∗

λ ⊗ V ∗
λ of Pn×n is a scalar multiple of

identity, the scalar being

(29)
(−1)rqr−r

2−2r(n−r)

(1− q2)r
s(1r)(q

2(λ1+n−1), . . . , q2(λn−1+1), q2λn ; q2).

The polynomials sν are specializations of the interpolation Macdonald polynomials Rλ defined
in [Sah96]. As in [Sah11, Sec. 0.3], let Rλ(x1, . . . , xn; q, t) denote the unique symmetric polynomial
with coefficients in Q(q, t) that satisfies the following conditions:

(i) degRλ = |λ|.

(ii) Rλ(q
µ1 , . . . , qµit1−i, . . . , qµnt1−n; q, t) = 0 for all partitions µ 6= λ that satisfy |µ| ≤ |λ|.

(iii) Rλ can be expressed as Rλ = mλ +
∑

µ6=λ cµ,λmµ, where the mµ denote the monomial
symmetric polynomials.

It is known [Kn97, Prop. 2.8] that

sλ(x1, . . . , xn; q) = q(n−1)|λ|Rλ(q
1−nx1, . . . , q

1−nxn; q, q).

In the rest of this section we will need Okounkov’s binomial theorem for interpolation Macdonald
polynomials [Ok97]. We remark that in [Ok97] the interpolation Macdonald polynomials are defined
slightly differently, and are denoted by the P ∗

λ , but one can show that

(30) P ∗
λ (x1, . . . , xn; q, t) = Rλ(x1, x2t

−1, xnt
−n+1; q, t).

For two integer partitions λ, µ such that ℓ(λ), ℓ(µ) ≤ n, let
[
λ
µ

]
q,t

denote the (q, t)-binomial coefficient

defined in [Ok97]. Thus

(31)

[
λ

µ

]

q,t

:=
P ∗
µ(q

λ1 , . . . , qλn ; q, t)

P ∗
λ (q

λ1 , . . . , qλn ; q, t)
.

Lemma 5.2.1. For 0 ≤ r ≤ n we have
[
1n

1r

]
q,q

= q−r(n−r) (q
n−1)···(qn−r+1−1)
(qr−1)···(q−1) .

Proof. The proof is a straightforward but somewhat tedious calculation based on a general combi-
natorial formula in [Sah11, Thm 0.8] for the (q, t)-binomial coefficients. We give a brief outline of
this calculation. In the notation of [Sah11], the value of (31) can be expressed as a sum of the form∑

T wt(T ), where T is a standard tableau of shape λ\µ. For λ := (1n) and µ := (1r), there is only
one such tableau. By direct calculation one obtains

λi = (1n−i) , aλi,λi+1 =
t−n+i+1(1− tn−i)

1− t
,
|λi| − |λi+1|

|λ| − |λi+1|
=
ti(1− t)

1− ti+1
.

From these, the assertion of the lemma follows immediately. �
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Lemma 5.2.2. Set νr := (1r) for 0 ≤ r ≤ n. Then

n∑

r=0

q−(
r

2)−r(n−r)sνr(q
n−1x1, . . . , q

n−ixi, . . . , xn; q) = x1 · · · xn.

Proof. This is stated in [BKV06, Prop. 10] without a proof. We show that it is a special case
of Okounkov’s binomial theorem [Ok97, Eq. (1.11)]. More specifically, from (30) it follows that

P ∗
νr(x1, . . . , xn; q, q) = q(1−n)rsνr(q

n−1x1, . . . , xn; q). We now consider the identity [Ok97, Eq. (1.11)]
for t := q and λ := (1n). Then the left hand side of [Ok97, Eq. (1.11)] is equal to x1 · · · xn, whereas
its right hand side is equal to

n∑

r=0

[
1n

1r

]

q,q

q−(
r

2)
(qr − 1) · · · (q − 1)

(qn − 1) · · · (qn−r+1 − 1)
sνr(q

n−1x1, . . . , xn; q).

To complete the proof, we use Lemma 5.2.1. �

5.3. The explicit formulas. In this subsection we prove the following statement.

Proposition 5.3.1. For 1 ≤ a ≤ m and 1 ≤ b ≤ n we have

(32) φU (xa) =

m−a+1∑

r=0

(q2 − 1)rD′
m−a+1,r and φU (yb) =

n−b+1∑

r=0

(q2 − 1)rDn−b+1,r.

Let us first prove Proposition 5.3.1 in the special case a = b = 1. For 0 ≤ r ≤ m set

(33) Dr := Dn,r = D′
m,r.

Proposition 5.3.2. Let xa and yb be defined as in (27). Then φU (x1) = φU (y1) =
∑m

r=0(q
2−1)rDr,

where Dr is defined as in (33).

Proof. We prove that x1, y1, and
∑m

r=0(q
2 − 1)rDr act by the same scalar on each irreducible ULR-

submodule V ∗
λ ⊗ V ∗

λ of P associated to an integer partition λ satisfying ℓ(λ) ≤ min{m,n}. By

Remark 3.4.4, both x1 and y1 act on P(d) by the scalar q2d. Thus by Proposition 3.4.3 it suffices
to verify that for every partition λ satisfying ℓ(λ) ≤ min{m,n} and |λ| = d, the restriction of∑m

r=0(q
2 − 1)rDr to V

∗
λ ⊗ V ∗

λ is multiplication by the scalar q2d.
Step 1. First we prove the assertion in the case m = n. By the formula for the eigenvalues of

Dr given in (29) it is enough to verify that

(34)
n∑

r=0

qr−r
2−2r(n−r)sνr(q

2(λ1+n−1), . . . , q2(λn−1+1), q2λn ; q2) = q2(λ1+···+λn).

Equality (34) follows from Lemma 5.2.2 after substituting q by q
1
2 .

Step 2. From now on we assume m < n. From the relations (R3)–(R6) of PD it follows
that there exists a unique embedding of algebras η : PD → PDn×n satisfying η(ti,j) = ti+n−m,j

and η(∂i,j) = ∂i+n−m,j. Define D̃r ∈ PDn×n to be D̃r :=
∑

i,jM
i
jM

i

j, where the summation is

over all r-tuples i, j ∈ E n
1 (r), so that D̃r is the operator Dn,r in PDn×n. By Lemma 5.1.1 and

Lemma 5.1.2, M
i

j · (η(P)) = 0 unless i ∈ E n
n−m+1(r). It follows that for every f ∈ P we have

D̃r · η(f) = η(Dr) · η(f) when 0 ≤ r ≤ m, and D̃r · η(f) = 0 when m < r ≤ n.

Step 3. Recall that I denotes the left ideal of PD that is generated by D (1). Let I ′ denote

the left ideal of PDn×n that is generated by D
(1)
n×n. Let η : PD → PDn×n be as in Step 2. For
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D ∈ PD and f ∈ P we have (D · f −Df) ∈ I , hence

η(D · f)− η(D)η(f) = η(D · f −Df) ∈ I
′.

But also η(D)·η(f)−η(D)η(f) ∈ I ′. From the last two relations we obtain η(D)·η(f)−η(D·f) ∈ I ′.
But in addition η(D) · η(f)− η(D · f) ∈ Pn×n, hence η(D) · η(f) = η(D · f).

Step 4. Let f ∈ P(d). From Step 3 and Step 2 it follows that

η

(
m∑

r=0

(q2 − 1)rDr · f

)
= η

(
m∑

r=0

(q2 − 1)rDr

)
· η(f) =

n∑

r=0

(q2 − 1)rD̃r · η(f).

From Step 1 it follows that
∑n

r=0(q
2 − 1)rD̃r · η(f) = q2dη(f). Since η is an injection, we obtain∑m

r=0(q
2 − 1)rDr · f = q2rf . �

We are now ready to prove Proposition 5.3.1 in the general case. We give the proof for xa only
(the proof for yb is similar). Every element of P is a linear combination of monomials of the form
ti1,j1 · · · tik,jk where i1 ≥ · · · ≥ ik. Choose k

′ ≤ k such that ik′ ≥ a and ik′+1 < a. Then

xa · ti1,j1 · · · tik,jk = q2k
′

ti1,j1 · · · tik,jk .

Set D :=
∑m−a+1

r=0 (q2 − 1)D′
m−a+1,r. From Lemma 5.1.3 it follows that

D · (ti1,j1 · · · tik,jk) = (D · ti1,j1 · · · tik′ ,jk′ )tik′+1,jk′+1
· · · tik,jk .

It suffices to prove that

(35) D · ti1,j1 · · · tik′ ,jk′ = q2k
′

ti1,j1 · · · tik′ ,jk′ .

Set m̃ := m − a + 1. There exists an embedding of algebras η : PDm̃×n → PD that is uniquely

defined by η(ti,j) = ti+a−1,j and η(∂i,j) = ∂i+a−1,j . We define D̃r ∈ PDm̃×n by D̃r :=
∑

i,jM
i
jM

i

j

where the summation is over i ∈ E m̃
1 (r) and j ∈ E n

1 (r). Similar to the proof of Proposition 5.3.2 we

have η(D̃r) = D′
m−a+1,r and η(D̃r · f) = η(D̃r) · η(f) for f ∈ Pm̃×n. Thus (35) follows from the

assertion of Proposition 5.3.2 for PD m̃×n.

6. Some properties of Γ

The main goal of this section is to relate PD
R to the image of Γ. The proofs of Lemma 6.2.1

and Lemma 6.2.2 are similar to some results in [LZZ11].

6.1. Invariants and the operators Li,j, Ri,j. Recall from (3) that YZ denotes the centralizer of
Z in Y.

Lemma 6.1.1. Endk(P)L• = Endk(P)L and Endk(P)R• = Endk(P)R .

Proof. We only give the proofs of the two assertions for L . The inclusion Endk(P)L• ⊇ Endk(P)L

is trivial because L• ⊆ L . To prove Endk(P)L• ⊆ Endk(P)L , choose any T ∈ Endk(P)L• .
From (32) it follows that T commutes with φU (K2εa ⊗ 1) = φU

(
x−1
a xa+1

)
for 1 ≤ a ≤ m (we

assume xm+1 := 1). From Proposition 3.4.3 it follows that φU (Kεi ⊗ 1) is a diagonalizable operator
whose eigenvalues are powers of q. In particular, the eigenspaces of φU (K2εi ⊗ 1) and φU (Kεi ⊗ 1)
are the same. Thus T also commutes with φU (Kεi ⊗ 1). Finally, Proposition 4.2.2 implies that
T ∈ Endk(P)L . �

Set PD (ǫL) := {D ∈ PD : x ·D := ǫL(x)D for x ∈ UL} where ǫL denotes the counit of UL. We
define PD (ǫR) similarly.
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Lemma 6.1.2. PD
L = PD (ǫL) and PD

R = PD (ǫR).

Proof. Follows immediately from Remark 2.3.1. �

Lemma 6.1.3. Li,j ∈ PD
R for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m and Ri,j ∈ PD

L for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 6.1.2 and a straightforward calculation of the action of the standard
generators of UL and UR. �

Lemma 6.1.4. The UL-submodule of PD that is generated by Lm,m contains Li,j for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m.

Similarly, the UR-submodule of PD that is generated by Rn,n contains Ri,j for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.

Proof. We only give the proof for the UL-submodule. Denote this submodule by M . We compute
the actions of the standard generators of UL using Remark 3.4.4. By a straightforward computation
we obtain Fm−i ·Lm−i+1,m = −qLm−i,m. Furthermore, if m−j 6= i then Em−j ·Li,m−j+1 = −qLi,m−j .
Using these relations it follows that Li,j ∈ M for j > i. By switching the roles of the Ei and the Fi
we obtain that Li,j ∈ M for i > j. Finally,

Fm−i · Lm−i+1,m−i = −qLm−i,m−i + q−1
Lm−i+1,m−i+1.

Since Lm,m ∈ M , by an inductive argument it follows that Li,i ∈ M . �

Corollary 6.1.5. Li,j ∈ L• for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m and Ri,j ∈ R• for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.

Proof. From the proof of Proposition 4.2.1 we have φU (xm) = 1 + (q2 − 1)Lm,m, hence Lm,m ∈ L•.
Lemma 4.1.1 implies that L• is UL-invariant. Thus by Lemma 6.1.4 we have Li,j ∈ L•. The proof
of the inclusion Ri,j ∈ R• is similar. �

6.2. R-invariants and the image of Γ. Recall the decomposition (25) of PD
(r,s). By Lemma 6.1.2,

and since dimHomUR
(Vλ, Vµ) = δλ,µ, we have

(36)
(
PD

(r,s)
)R

= 0 for r 6= s and
(
PD

(r,r)
)R

∼=
⊕

λ∈Λm,r

V ∗
λ ⊗ Vλ,

as UL-modules. In the rest of this section Γ : Pm×m → PD is the map introduced in Definition 3.6.1
and we denote the counit of Dn×n by ǫD .

Lemma 6.2.1. ker(Γ) = 0.

Proof. By definition of Γ it suffices to prove the assertion in the case m = n. In the latter case, if
Γ(u) = 0 then

0 = (1⊗ ǫD )(Γ(u)) =
∑

u1εD (ι(u2)).

It follows that ι(u) =
∑
ǫD (ι(u)1)ι(u)2 =

∑
ǫD(ι(u2))ι(u1) = ι((1⊗εD )(Γ(u))) = 0, hence u = 0. �

Lemma 6.2.2. Γ(Pm×m) = PD
R .

Proof. First we prove that Γ(Pm×m) ⊆ PD
R . By definition of Γ it suffices to prove the assertion

in the special case m = n. In this case, for x ∈ UR and u ∈ Pn×n we have

x · Γ(u) =
∑

(x1 · u1)(x2 · ι(u2))

=
∑(

u11〈ι(u12), S
−1(x1)〉

)(
ι(u2)1〈ι(u2)2, x2〉

)

=
∑

〈ι(u2), S
−1(x1)〉〈ι(u3), x2〉u1ι(u4)

=
∑

ǫR(x)〈ι(u2), 1〉u1ι(u3)

= ǫR(x)
∑

u1ι(u)2εD (ι(u)3) = ǫR(x)
∑

u1ι(u2) = ǫR(x)Γ(u).



20 GAIL LETZTER, SIDDHARTHA SAHI, AND HADI SALMASIAN

Hence Γ(u) ∈ PD (ǫR) = PD
R by Lemma 6.1.2.

Since Γ maps P
(r)
m×m into PD

R ∩ PD
(r,r), by Lemma 6.2.1 it suffices to prove that these two

vector spaces have equal dimensions for all r ≥ 0. From (36) and Proposition 3.4.3 it follows that
both spaces have dimension equal to

∑
λ∈Λm,r

(dimVλ)
2. �

7. Proof of Theorem A : the special case m = n

Our goal in this section is to prove Theorem A in the special case m = n. Throughout this section
we assume that m = n, so that UL ∼= UR ∼= Uq(gln). Recall that Pn×n and Dn×n are subspaces
of the finite dual Uq(gln)

◦ of Uq(gln). Henceforth we denote the canonical pairing between Uq(gln)
◦

and Uq(gln) by 〈·, ·〉. We use 〈·, ·〉 for the pairing of Uq(gln)
◦ ⊗ Uq(gln)

◦ and Uq(gln)⊗ Uq(gln) too.

7.1. A new product on Pn×n. Let us write

(RL)
−1
21 :=

∑
rL ⊗ r′L and (RR)

−1
21 :=

∑
rR ⊗ r′R,

so that for the universal R-matrix R̃ of (20) we have

(37) R̃ =
∑

rL ⊗ rR ⊗ r′L ⊗ r′R.

We also set SL := (RL)21 =
∑
rL⊗S

−1(r′L) and SR := (RR)21 =
∑
rR⊗S−1(r′R), where we use (8).

For the next definition, recall that the action of ULR on P is defined by (18) and (19).

Definition 7.1.1. For u, v ∈ Pn×n we set

u ⋆ v :=
∑(

(1⊗ S(rR)) · u1
)(
(r′L ⊗ 1) · v1

)
〈ι(u2), r

♮
L〉〈ι(v2), S

−1(r′R)〉,

where x 7→ x♮ is defined in (16) and the summation ranges over the summands on the right hand
sides of (37), ∆Pn×n

(u) :=
∑
u1 ⊗ u2, and ∆Pn×n

(v) :=
∑
v1 ⊗ v2.

From formula (18) it follows that

(38) u ⋆ v =
∑

〈ι(u2), rR〉〈ι(v1), S
−1(r′L)

♮〉〈ι(u3), r
♮
L〉〈ι(v3), S

−1(r′R)〉u1v2

In the next proposition we consider grΓn as a map into the algebra PD
gr
n×n.

Proposition 7.1.2. grΓn(u ⋆ v) =
grΓn(u)

grΓn(v) for u, v ∈ Pn×n.

Proof. We compute both sides and prove that they are equal. For the right hand side we have

grΓn(u)
grΓn(v) =

∑
(u1 ⊗ ι(u2))(v1 ⊗ ι(v2))

=
∑

u1
(
(r′L ⊗ r′R) · v1

)
⊗
(
(rL ⊗ rR) · ι(u2)

)
ι(v2)

=
∑

〈ι(v1), S
−1(r′L)

♮〉〈ι(v3), S
−1(r′R)〉〈ι(u4), r

♮
L〉, 〈ι(u2), rR〉u1v2 ⊗ ι(u3)ι(v4)

=
∑

〈ι(u4)⊗ ι(v1), S
♮
L〉u1v2 ⊗ 〈ι(u2)⊗ ι(v3), SR〉ι(u3)ι(v4).

For the left hand side we have
grΓn(u ⋆ v) =

grΓn

(∑
〈ι(u2), rR〉〈ι(v1), S

−1(r′L)
♮〉〈ι(u3), r

♮
L〉〈ι(v3), S

−1(r′R)〉u1v2

)

=
∑

〈ι(u2), rR〉〈ι(v1), S
−1(r′L)

♮〉〈ι(u3), r
♮
L〉〈ι(v3), S

−1(r′R)〉u11v21 ⊗ ι(v22)ι(u12)

=
∑

〈ι(u3), rR〉〈ι(v1), S
−1(r′L)

♮〉〈ι(u4), r
♮
L〉〈ι(v4), S

−1(r′R)〉u1v2 ⊗ ι(v3)ι(u2)

=
∑

〈ι(u4)⊗ ι(v1), S
♮
L〉u1v2 ⊗ 〈ι(u3)⊗ ι(v4), SR〉ι(v3)ι(u2).
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After changing the indices as (u1, u2, u3, u4) = (u1, u21, u22, u3) and (v1, v2, v3, v4) = (v1, v2, v31, v32),
the equality grΓn(u ⋆ v) =

grΓn(u)
grΓn(v) reduces to

(39)
∑

〈f1 ⊗ g1, (SR)21〉f2g2 =
∑

〈f2 ⊗ g2, (SR)21〉g1f1,

for f := ι(v3) and g := ι(u2). But (SR)21 = RR. Thus (39) follows from (10). �

For the next proposition, recall that Γn : Pn×n → PDn×n is the map defined in (26).

Proposition 7.1.3. For u ∈ P
(r)
n×n and v ∈ P

(s)
n×n we have Γn(u ⋆ v) ∈ PD

(r+s,r+s)
n×n and

(Γn(u ⋆ v)− Γn(u)Γn(v)) ∈
r+s−1⊕

d=0

(
PD

(d,d)
n×n ∩ PD

R
n×n

)
.

Proof. The first assertion follows from the fact that u ⋆ v ∈ P
(r+s)
n×n , which is a direct consequence

of Definition 7.1.1. The second assertion follows from Proposition 7.1.2 and Remark 3.5.6. �

7.2. The map Υ. Let us now consider the map Υ : Pn×n ⊗ Pn×n → Pn×n ⊗ Pn×n defined by

(40) Υ(u⊗ v) :=
∑

〈ι(u2), r
♮
L〉〈ι(v2), S

−1(r′R)〉
(
(1⊗ S(rR)) · u1

)
⊗
(
(r′L ⊗ 1) · v1

)
,

so that if m : Pn×n ⊗ Pn×n → Pn×n denotes the product of the algebra Pn×n then

(41) u ⋆ v = m ◦Υ(u⊗ v).

Proposition 7.2.1. Υ induces linear bijections P
(r)
n,n ⊗ P

(s)
n×n → P

(r)
n,n ⊗ P

(s)
n×n for all r, s ≥ 0.

Proof. From the defining formula of Υ and the fact that the coproduct of Pn×n maps P
(r)
n×n into

P
(r)
n×n ⊗ P

(r)
n×n it follows that Υ leaves P

(r)
n,n ⊗ P

(s)
n×n invariant. Since the latter space is finite

dimensional, it suffices to prove that Υ is an injection. To this end, we define maps

Υ1,Υ2 : Pn×n ⊗ Pn×n → Pn×n ⊗ Pn×n,

given by

Υ1(u⊗v) :=
∑

〈ι(u2)⊗ι(v2), (RR)
−1
21 〉u1⊗v1 and Υ2(u⊗v) :=

∑
((1⊗S(r♮L))·u)⊗(S−1(r′L)⊗1)·v).

Recall that (RR)
−1
21 =

∑
rR⊗r

′
R. By

∑
〈ι(u1), 1〉u2 = LP(1)u = u and

∑
〈ι(v2), 1〉v1 = RP(1)v = v

we obtain

Υ1(u⊗ v) =
∑(

〈ι(u1), 1〉〈ι(u3), rR〉u2
)
⊗
(
〈ι(v2), 1〉〈ι(v3), r

′
R〉v1

)
,

Using (40) we obtain Υ1 ◦Υ(u⊗ v) =
∑

A⊗ A
′, where

A :=
∑

〈ι(u1), 1〉〈ι(u3), rR〉〈ι(u4), rR〉〈ι(u5), r
♮
L〉u2,

and

A
′ :=

∑
〈ι(v1), S

−1(r′L)
♮〉〈ι(v3), 1〉〈ι(v4), r

′
R〉〈ι(v5), S

−1(r′R)〉v2.

From the coproduct of Dn×n and the formulas for A and A
′ we obtain

Υ1 ◦Υ(u⊗ v) =
∑(

〈ι(u1), 1〉〈ι(u3), r
♮
LrRrR〉u2

)
⊗
(
〈ι(v1), S

−1(r′L)
♮〉〈ι(v3), S

−1(r′R)r
′
R〉v2

)
.

From (18) it follows that

(42) Υ1 ◦Υ(u⊗ v) =
∑(

1⊗ S(rR)S(rR)S(r
♮
L)
)
· u⊗

(
(r′L ⊗ S(r′R)r

′
R)
)
· v.
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Since (RR)
−1
21 is another universal R-matrix of UR (see for example [KS97, Sec. 8.1.1]), by (8) we

have
∑
S(rR)⊗ r′R = (S ⊗ 1)

(
(RR)

−1
21

)
= (RR)21 and

∑
S(rR)⊗ S(r′R) = (S ⊗ S)

(∑
rR ⊗ r′R

)
= (S ⊗ S)

(
(RR)

−1
21

)
= (RR)

−1
21 .

Consequently, from (42) we obtain

Υ1 ◦Υ(u⊗ v) =
∑((

1⊗ S(r♮L)
)
· u
)
⊗
(
(r′L ⊗ 1) · v

)
.

Next let η : UL → UL be the map x 7→ S(x♮). Then η is an algebra automorphism, so that∑
S(r♮L)⊗ r′L = (η ⊗ 1)(RL) is invertible, with inverse

∑
α⊗ β := (η ⊗ 1)(R−1

L ) = (η ⊗ S−1)(RL).

Then

Υ2 ◦Υ1 ◦Υ(u⊗ v) = Υ2

(∑
(1⊗ S(r♮L)) · u⊗ (r′L ⊗ 1) · v

)

=
∑(

1⊗ αS(r♮L)
)
· u⊗ (βr′L ⊗ 1) · v = u⊗ v.

This completes the proof of injectivity of Υ. �

7.3. Completing the proof of Theorem A when m = n. We conclude the proofs of parts (i)
and (iii) of Theorem A. Parts (ii) and (iv) follow by symmetry. From L ⊆ Endk(Pn×n)

R , it follows

that L• ⊆ PD
R•

n×n. Furthermore, Lemma 6.1.1 implies that PD
R
n×n = PD

R•

n×n. Let B denote
the subalgebra of PDn×n that is generated by the Li,j for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Lemma 6.1.3 implies that

B ⊆ PD
R•

n×n. Since the subspaces PD
(r,s)
n×n for r, s ≥ 0 are ULR-invariant and by (36) we have(

PD
(r,s)
n×n

)R

= 0 for r 6= s, in order to prove that PD
R
n×n = L• = B it suffices to verify that

(43)
(
PD

(r,r)
n×n

)R

⊆ L• ∩ Br for r ≥ 0,

where

Br := Spank {Li1,j1 · · · Lis,js : 1 ≤ s ≤ r and 1 ≤ iu, ju ≤ n for 1 ≤ u ≤ s} .

We prove (43) by induction on r. For r = 0, it is trivial. For r = 1, Lemma 6.2.2 implies

that
(
PD

(1,1)
n×n

)R

is spanned by the Li,j = Γn(ti,j) for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Recall from Corollary 6.1.5

that Li,j ∈ L•. This completes the proof of (43) for r = 1. Finally, assume r > 1. Then by
Proposition 7.2.1 the map

Υ : P
(1)
n×n ⊗ P

(r−1,r−1)
n×n → P

(1)
n×n ⊗ P

(r−1,r−1)
n×n

is a bijection. From (41) it follows that the map

P
(1)
n×n ⊗ P

(r−1)
n×n → P

(r)
n×n , u⊗ v 7→ u ⋆ v,

is a surjection. Next choose any D ∈
(
PD

(r,r)
n×n

)R

. Then by Proposition 6.2.2 we have D = Γn(u)

where u ∈ P
(r)
n×n. We can express u as a linear combination of products of the form u′ ⋆ u′′ where

u′ ∈ P
(1)
n×n and u′′ ∈ P

(r−1)
n×n . By Proposition 7.1.3 we have

Γn(u
′ ⋆ u′′) = Γn(u

′)Γn(u
′′) +D′ where D′ ∈

r−1⊕

s=0

(
PD

(s,s)
n×n

)R

.
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Finally, since Γn maps P
(r)
n×n into

(
PD

(r,r)
n×n

)R

for r ≥ 0, from the induction hypothesis it follows

that Γn(u
′) ∈ L•∩B1, Γn(u

′′) ∈ L•∩Br−1, and D
′ ∈ L•∩Br−1. Consequently, Γn(u⋆u

′) ∈ L•∩Br.

8. Proof of Theorem A in the general case: parts (i) and (iii)

The goal of this section is to prove parts (i) and (iii) of Theorem A when m < n. The idea is to
reduce the assertions to the case of PDn×n, for which the theorem was already proved in Section 7.

Notation. Recall that when we consider PDn×n we have UL ∼= Uq(gln). To avoid confusion
between UL in this case and the case of PD = PDm×n (where as before UL ∼= Uq(glm)), in this

section (only) we use U
(n)
L , L (n), and L

(n)
• instead of UL, L , and L• to denote the algebras that

pertain to PDn×n.

Recall the embedding of algebras η : PD →֒ PDn×n that is uniquely defined by setting

η(ti,j) := tn−m+i,j and η(∂i,j) := ∂n−m+i,j.

From Remark 3.5.2 and the defining relations (R1)–(R6) of PD it follows that η is well-defined and

injective. Let SL ⊆ U
(n)
L ⊗ U

(n)
L be defined by

SL :=
{
K−1
εi

⊗ 1 , 1⊗Kεi
: 1 ≤ i ≤ n−m

}
.

From Remark 3.4.4 it follows that η is UR ⊗ UR-equivariant, hence also UR-equivariant (where the
UR-action is induced by the UR ⊗ UR-action, via the coproduct map ∆ : UR → UR ⊗ UR). Thus by
Lemma 6.1.2 we have

(44) PD
R = PD (ǫR) = η−1

(
η(PD) ∩ (PDn×n)(ǫR)

)
= η−1

(
η(PD) ∩ PD

R(n)

n×n

)
,

where R(n) is the image of UR in PDn×n. From Remark 3.4.4 it also follows that

(45) η(PD) = {D ∈ PDn×n : a ·D = D for all a ∈ SL}.

Recall from Section 7 that PD
R(n)

n×n is generated by the Li,j for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. The products of the
form Li1,j1 · · · Lir ,jr are joint eigenvectors for elements of SL. Furthermore from (45) it follows that
Li1,j1 · · · Lir ,jr ∈ η(PD) if and only if iu, ju > n −m for all 1 ≤ u ≤ r. It follows from (44) that

PD
R is spanned by the products of the form Li1,j1 · · · Lir ,jr where 1 ≤ iu, ju ≤ m for all 1 ≤ u ≤ r.

Thus Corollary 6.1.5 implies that PD
R ⊆ L•. Since L and R commute, we also have L• ⊆ PD

R .
Consequently, PD

R = L• and L• is generated by the Li,j where 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m.

9. Proof of Theorem A in the general case: parts (ii) and (iv)

In this section we prove parts (ii) and (iv) of Theorem A when m < n. We remark that the
argument of Section 8 is not symmetric with respect to m and n, since it uses the embedding
PD →֒ PDn×n. The proof give n in this section is based on a reduction to PDm×m. This
technique is also used in [LZZ11]. However, because of the presence of two R-matrices, in our case
the argument is more complicated (in particular, we need Proposition 9.2.1).

Notation. Similar to Section 8, we will work with both PD and PDm×m simultaneously. Thus, to

avoid confusion we use U
(m)
R , L (m), R(m) and R

(m)
• to denote the subalgebras of PDm×m defined

analogously to UR, L , R, and R•.
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9.1. The embedding of PDm×m into PD . Similar to Section 8, there exists an embedding of
associative algebras η′ : PDm×m → PD that is uniquely defined by

η′(ti,j) := ti,n−m+j and η′(∂i,j) := ∂i,n−m+j.

In what follows we use the actions of various subalgebras of ULR⊗ULR on PD (see Remark 3.5.5).
Let SR ⊆ UR ⊗ UR be defined by SR :=

{
K−1
εi

⊗ 1 , 1⊗Kεi : 1 ≤ i ≤ n−m
}
. Then

η′(PDm×m) = PD (SR) := {D ∈ PD : a ·D = D for all a ∈ SR} .

Let us embed U
(m)
R into UR as a subalgebra via the homomorphism that is uniquely defined by

Ei 7→ Ei+n−m , Fi 7→ Ei+n−m , Kεi 7→ Kεi+n−m
,

and then use the latter embedding to identify U
(m)
LR := UL ⊗ U

(m)
R with a subalgebra of ULR. With

respect to the latter embedding, the map η′ is U
(m)
LR -equivariant. Since η′ is also UL-equivariant, by

reasoning similar to (44) we obtain an isomorphism

PD
L (m)

m×m = (PDm×m)(ǫL)
η′

−→ η′ (PDm×m) ∩ PD (ǫL) = PD (SR) ∩ PD
L .(46)

Thus by an argument similar to that of (36), we obtain isomorphisms of U
(m)
R ⊗ U

(m)
R -modules

⊕

λ∈Λm,r

(
V

(m)
λ

)∗
⊗ V

(m)
λ

∼=
(
PD

(r,r)
m×m

)L (m)

∼=
(
PD

(r,r)
)L

∩ PD (SR)

∼=
(
PD

(r,r)
)
(ǫL)

∩ PD (SR)
∼=


 ⊕

λ∈Λm,r

V ∗
λ ⊗ Vλ


 ∩ PD (SR),(47)

where V
(m)
λ (respectively, Vλ) denotes the U

(m)
R -module (respectively, UR-module) associated to λ.

Lemma 9.1.1. PD
L is generated as a UR ⊗ UR-submodule of PD by PD

L ∩ PD (SR).

Proof. By (47) it suffices to prove that for λ ∈ Λm,r we have isomorphisms of U
(m)
R ⊗U

(m)
R -modules

(48) (V ∗
λ ⊗ Vλ) ∩ PD (SR)

∼=
(
Vλ

(m)
)∗

⊗ V
(m)
λ .

Set X := {Kε1 , . . . ,Kεn−m
} ⊆ UR. For any UR-module W we define

W(X ) := {w ∈W : x · w = w for x ∈ X}.

To prove (48), it is sufficient to verify that (Vλ)(X )
∼= V

(m)
λ and (V ∗

λ )(X )
∼=
(
V

(m)
λ

)∗
. These assertions

are probably well known. They follow easily from Gelfand–Tsetlin theory for Uq(gln)-modules (see
for example [KS97, Sec. 7.3.3]). Also, by considering the standard generators of UR corresponding
to the positive system {εn − εn−1, . . . , ε2 − ε1} they can be reduced to [LZZ11, Thm 6.4]. �

Remark 9.1.2. Recall from (37) that

R̃ =
∑

rL ⊗ rR ⊗ r′L ⊗ r′R = T1,3T2,4,

where T1,3 :=
∑
rL ⊗ 1⊗ r′L ⊗ 1 and T2,4 :=

∑
1⊗ rR ⊗ 1⊗ r′R. Now fix η := a⊗ b ∈ UR ⊗ UR and

set η̃ := 1⊗ a⊗ 1⊗ b ∈ ULR⊗ULR. Then η̃T1,3 = T1,3η̃, and from invertibility of T2,4 it follows that

η̃T2,4 = T2,4Ua,b,

where Ua,b := T
−1
2,4 η̃T2,4. It follows that η̃R̃ = R̃Ua,b.



QUANTIZED WEYL ALGEBRAS, DOUBLE CENTRALIZERS, AND FFT FOR Uq(gln) 25

9.2. The UR ⊗ UR-action on PD
gr. Recall the map P defined in (24). We set

gr
Ri,j := P

−1(Ri,j) =

m∑

r=1

tr,i ⊗ ∂r,j ∈ PD
gr for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.

For the next proposition, recall that PD
gr is a UR ⊗ UR-module.

Proposition 9.2.1. Let a ⊗ b ∈ UR ⊗ UR. Also, fix a non-negative integer r and suppose that

1 ≤ iu, ju ≤ n are given for 1 ≤ u ≤ r. Then (a⊗ b) · (grRi1,j1 · · ·
gr
Rir,jr) is a linear combination of

products of the form gr
Ri′1,j

′
1
· · · grRi′r,j′r , where 1 ≤ i′u, j

′
u ≤ n for 1 ≤ u ≤ r.

Proof. We prove the assertion by induction on r. For r = 0 the assertion is trivial, and for r = 1
it follows from the explicit formulas for the action of UR ⊗ UR on the gr

Ri,j (see Remark 3.4.4).
Next assume r > 1. Set α := gr

Ri1,j1 and β := gr
Ri2,j2 · · ·

gr
Rir,jr . Then we can express α and β as

summations α =
∑
f ⊗∂ and β =

∑
f ′⊗∂′, where f, f ′ ∈ P and ∂, ∂′ ∈ D . We express R̃ · (∂⊗ f ′)

as a summation

R̃(∂ ⊗ f ′) :=
∑

δ ⊗ h,

where the δ = δ(∂, f ′) ∈ D and the h = h(∂, f ′) ∈ P. Furthermore, for a⊗ b ∈ UR⊗UR we express
Ua,b as a summation Ua,b :=

∑
1⊗ ua,b ⊗ 1⊗ u′a,b. (see Remark 9.1.2). Then using formula (11) for

the product of PD
gr we have

(a⊗ b) · αβ = (a⊗ b) ·
(∑

(f ⊗ ∂)(f ′ ⊗ ∂′)
)

= (a⊗ b) ·
(∑

fh⊗ δ∂′
)

=
∑

a · (fh)⊗ b · (δ∂′)

=
∑

(a1 · f)(a2 · h)⊗ (b1 · δ)(b2 · ∂
′)

=
∑(

(a1 · f)⊗ 1
)(
(a2 ⊗ b1) · (h⊗ δ)

)(
1⊗ (b2 · ∂

′)
)

=
∑(

(a1 · f)⊗ 1
)(
(a2 ⊗ b1) ·

(
(σ ◦ R̃) · (∂ ⊗ f ′)

))(
1⊗ (b2 · ∂

′)
)

=
∑(

(a1 · f)⊗ 1
)(
(σ ◦ R̃) ·

(
(ub1,a2 ⊗ u′b1,a2) · (∂ ⊗ f ′)

))(
1⊗ (b2 · ∂

′)
)

=
∑(

(a1 · f)⊗ (ub1,a2 · ∂)
)(
(u′b1,a2 · f

′)⊗ (b2 · ∂
′)
)
.

To complete the proof, we use the induction hypothesis for
∑

(a1 · f)⊗ (ub1,a2 · ∂) = (a1 ⊗ ub1,a2) ·α
and

∑
(u′b1,a2 · f

′)⊗ (b2 · ∂
′) = (u′b1,a2 ⊗ b2) · β, for all possibilities of a1, ub1,a2 , u

′
b1,a2

, and b2. Since

f, ∂, f and ∂′ belong to the finite dual of UR, only finitely many such possibilites result in nonzero
summands. �

9.3. Completing the proofs of parts (ii) and (iv). Let B′ denote the subalgebra of PD that

is generated by the Ri,j for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. By Lemma 6.1.4 we have B′ ⊆ PD
L . Next we prove the

reverse inclusion. As in (36) we have
(
PD

(r,s)
)L

= 0 for r 6= s. Thus, it suffices to show that
(
PD

(r,r)
)L

⊆ B′
r for r ≥ 0, where

B′
r := Spank {Ri1,j1 · · ·Ris,js : 0 ≤ s ≤ r and 1 ≤ iu, ju ≤ n for 1 ≤ u ≤ s} .
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We prove the latter assertion by induction on r. For r = 0 the assertion is trivially true. For r = 1,
by (25) we have

(
PD

(1,1)
)L

=
(
PD

(1,1)
)
(ǫL)

∼= V̆ (n) ⊗ V (n),

where V (n) and V̆ (n) are as in Subsection 3.3. The dimension of the right hand side is n2, hence(
PD

(1,1)
)L

is spanned by the Ri,j for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. Next assume that r > 1. From (46) and the

special case of Theorem A for Pm×m (see Section 7) it follows that PD
L ∩ PD (SR) is generated

by the Ri,j for n −m+ 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n. In particular, PD
L ∩ PD (SR) ⊆ B′. Thus by Lemma 9.1.1

and Proposition 9.2.1 it suffices to prove that B′
r is UR ⊗ UR-invariant for r ≥ 0.

Take an element of B′ of the form Ri1,j1 · · ·Ris,js where s ≤ r, and an element a⊗b ∈ UR⊗UR. By

Lemma 6.1.3 we have Ri1,j1 · · ·Ris,js ∈ PD
L . Thus by Remark 3.5.6 and ULR ⊗ ULR-equivariance

of P (see Remark 3.5.5) we obtain

(49) Ri1,j1 · · ·Ris,js − P (grRi1,j1 · · ·
gr
Ris,js) ∈

s−1⊕

u=0

(
PD

(u,u)
)L

.

Since the actions of UL and UR ⊗ UR commute, using Lemma 6.1.2 we obtain

(a⊗ b) ·
(
PD

(u,u)
)L

⊆
(
PD

(u,u)
)L

.

Also by the induction hypothesis

(a⊗ b) ·
(
PD

(u,u)
)L

⊆ B′
u for 0 ≤ u ≤ s− 1.

Consequently, from ULR ⊗ ULR-equivariance of P we obtain

(50) (a⊗ b) · Ri1,j1 · · ·Ris,js − P
(
(a⊗ b) · (grRi1,j1 · · ·

gr
Ris,js)

)
∈ B′

s−1.

Proposition 9.2.1 implies that (a⊗ b) · (grRi1,j1 · · ·
gr
Ris,js) is a linear combination of products of the

form gr
Ri′1,j

′
1
· · · grRi′s,j′s. From the proof of (49) and the induction hypothesis that

(
PD

(u,u)
)L

⊆ B′
u

for u < r we obtain

(51) P

(
gr
Ri′1,j

′
1
· · · grRi′s,j′s

)
− Ri′1,j

′
1
· · ·Ri′s,j′s ∈ B′

s−1.

From (50) and (51) it follows that B′
r is UR⊗UR-invariant. This completes the proof of B′ = PD

L .

It only remains to prove that PD
L = R•. To this end, note that by Lemma 6.1.3 we have

B′ ⊆ R• ⊆ PD
L = B′, so that B′ = R•.

10. Proof of Theorem B

In this section we prove Theorem B(i). The proof of Theorem B(ii) is analogous. As a byproduct,
in Corollary 10.5.1 we obtain explicit generators for φ−1

U (Lh,•) and φ
−1
U (Rh,•). For convenience, in

this section we simplify our notation by writing Kλ instead of 1⊗Kλ ∈ Uh,R.

10.1. Parity condition on the λ. For λ, µ ∈ Zε1 + · · · + Zεn expressed as λ :=
∑n

i=1 λiεi and
µ :=

∑n
i=1 µiεi we set 〈λ, µ〉 :=

∑n
i=1 λiµi. We also set λ < µ if there exists 1 ≤ r < n such that

λi = µi for all i ≤ r and λr+1 < µr+1. This defines a total order on Zε1 + · · · + Zεn. The following
lemma is trivial.
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Lemma 10.1.1. Let I be a finite subset of Zε1+· · ·+Zεn and let λmax denote the maximum of I with

respect to <. Let γ1, . . . , γn ∈ Z be such that γn ≥ 1 and γi ≥ 1 + maxλ,µ∈I

{∑
i<j≤n |λj − µj|γj

}

for i < n. Set γ :=
∑n

i=1 γiεi. Then 〈λmax, γ〉 > 〈µ, γ〉 for all µ ∈ I\{λmax}.

Proposition 10.1.2. Let I be a finite subset of Zε1+ · · ·+Zεn. Let x :=
∑

λ∈I cλKλ ∈ Uh,R where

cλ ∈ k for λ ∈ I, and assume that x ∈ φ−1
U (PD). Then for all λ :=

∑
λiεi ∈ I and 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1

we have λi − λi+1 ∈ 2Z≥0.

Proof. Step 1. Set D := φU (x). By Lemma 4.1.1 we have φU (ady(x)) = y · D for y ∈ UR.
Since the UR-action on PD is locally finite, φU (adUR

(x)) is a finite dimensional subspace of PD .
Furthermore for every f ∈ P, if we set Wf := adUR

(x) · f := {ady(x) · f : y ∈ UR}, then
dimWf ≤ dim(φU (adUR

(x))). Note that the latter upper bound is independnt of f .
Step 2. Set αi := εi − εi+1. It suffices to prove that 〈λ, αi〉 ∈ 2Z≥0 for λ ∈ I and 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1.

For r ≥ 1 we have

adEr
i
Kλ =

r−1∏

j=0

(
1− q〈λ,αi〉−2j

)
EriKλK

−r
i .

Now take a nonzero Uh,R-weight vector f ∈ P of weight q−γ for γ :=
∑n

i=1 γiεi, where (γ1, . . . , γn)
is an n-tuple of non-negative integers. Such weight vectors are in the span of the monomials of the
form

t
a1,1
1,1 · · · t

am,1

m,1 t
a1,2
1,2 · · · t

am,2

m,2 · · · t
a1,n
1,n · · · t

am,n
m,n ,

where
∑m

i=1 ai,j = γj for 1 ≤ j ≤ n. We have

adEr
i
(x) · f =

(
∑

λ∈I

cλadEr
i
Kλ

)
· f

= qr〈γ,αi〉


∑

λ∈I

cλq
−〈λ,γ〉

r−1∏

j=0

(
1− q〈λ,αi〉−2j

)

Eri · f.

Step 3. For any λ ∈ I, if 〈λ, αi〉 ∈ 2Z≥0 then
∏r−1
j=0

(
1− q〈λ,αi〉−2j

)
= 0 for all sufficiently large r.

Thus, if we set I ′ :=
{
λ ∈ I : 〈λ, αi〉 6∈ 2Z≥0

}
then for all sufficiently large r we have

(52)
∑

λ∈I

cλq
−〈λ,γ〉

r−1∏

j=0

(
1− q〈λ,αi〉−2j

)
=
∑

λ∈I′

cλq
−〈λ,γ〉

r−1∏

j=0

(
1− q〈λ,αi〉−2j

)
.

Note that the lower bound on r is independent of γ.
Step 4. Assume that I ′ 6= ∅. After possibly scaling x, we can assume that the cλ are nonzero

polynomials in q. Let λmax denote the maximum of I ′ with respect to <. Let r ∈ N be sufficiently
large such that (52) holds. Choose γ as in Lemma 10.1.1. For λ ∈ I ′ let qN(λ) be the lowest power

of q that occurs after expanding and simplifying cλq
−〈λ,γ〉

∏r−1
j=0

(
1− q〈λ,αi〉−2j

)
. We have

N(λmax) ≤ −〈λmax, γ〉+ deg cλ(q),

and for all other λ ∈ I ′ we have

N(λ) ≥ − deg cλ(q
−1)− 〈λ, γ〉 − r|〈λ, αi〉| − r(r − 1).

By the choice of γ, for λ ∈ I\{λmax} we have 〈λmax, γ〉 ≥ 1+〈λ, γ〉. Thus 〈λmax, kγ〉 ≥ k+〈λ, kγ〉 for
all k ∈ N. Consequently, after replacing γ by kγ for k sufficiently large we obtain N(λmax) < N(λ)
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for all λ ∈ I ′\{λmax}. Together with Step 3, this proves that for the latter choice of γ we have

∑

λ∈I

cλq
−〈λ,γ〉

r−1∏

j=0

(
1− q〈λ,αi〉−2j

)
6= 0.

Step 5. In Step 4 we can also choose γ such that γi−γi+1 ≥ r+1, or equivalently 〈−γ, αi〉 ≤ −r−1.
A standard argument based on representation theory of Uq(sl2) implies Eri ·f 6= 0. Since the vectors
Esi · f for 0 ≤ s ≤ r have distinct Uh,R-weights, they are linearly independent. From Step 2 and
Step 4 it follows that the vectors adEs

i
(x) · f for 0 ≤ s ≤ r are also linearly independent, hence

dimWf ≥ r + 1. Since r can be arbitrarily large, this contradicts Step 1. �

10.2. Some technical lemmas. Given any two ordered pairs of integers (i, j) and (i′, j′), we set
(i, j)⊳ (i′, j′) if i ≤ i′ and j ≤ j′ and at least one of the latter inequalities is strict. Let Ia,b denote
the left ideal of PD that is generated by the ∂i,j where i ≥ a and j ≥ b. For a ∈ Z we set

(53) c(a) :=

{∑a
i=0 q

2i if a ≥ 0,

0 otherwise.

Lemma 10.2.1. Let a ≥ 0 and let 1 ≤ k ≤ n. Then ∂1,kt
a+1
1,k = c(a)ta1,k +D where D ∈ I1,k.

Proof. Follows by induction on a. For a = 0 the assertion follows from the relation

(54) ∂1,kt1,k = 1 + q2t1,k∂1,k +D1 where D1 ∈
∑

(1,k)⊳(i,ℓ)

PD∂i,ℓ.

Suppose that ∂1,kt
a
1,k = c(a− 1)ta−1

1,k +D2 with D2 ∈ I1,k. Using (54) we obtain

∂1,kt
a+1
1,k =

(
1 + q2t1,k∂1,k +D1

)
ta1,k = (1 + q2c(a− 1)ta1,k + q2t1,kD2 +D1t

a
1,k.

From Lemma 5.1.1 it follows that D1t
a
1,k ∈ I1,k. Consequently, c(a) = 1 + q2c(a− 1). �

Lemma 10.2.2. Let a, b ≥ 0 and let 1 ≤ k ≤ n.

(i) If b > a then ∂b+1
1,k t

a+1
1,k ∈ I1,k.

(ii) If b ≤ a then ∂b+1
1,k t

a+1
1,k = c(a, b)ta−b1,k +D where D ∈ I1,k. Furthermore c(a, 0) = c(a) and

c(a, b+ 1) = c(a, b)c(a − b− 1) for b < a.

Proof. (i) Follows from writing ∂b+1
1,k t

a+1
1,k = ∂b−a1,k ∂

a+1
1,k t

a+1
1,k and Lemma 10.2.1.

(ii) We use induction on b. For b = 0 this is Lemma 10.2.1. If b+ 1 ≤ a then

∂b+2
1,k t

a+1
1,k = ∂1,k∂

b+1
1,k t

a+1
1,k = c(a, b)∂1,kt

a−b
1,k + ∂1,kD = c(a, b)c(b − a− 1)ta−b−1

1,k + c(a, b)D1 + ∂1,kD,

where D1,D ∈ I1,k. Part (ii) follows immediately. �

Lemma 10.2.3. Let a, b ≥ 0 and let 1 ≤ k ≤ n. Assume that f ∈ P is a product of the t1,j for

j ≤ k − 1. Then the following hold:

(i) If b > a then ∂b1,kt
a
1,kf ∈ I1,k.

(ii) If b ≤ a then ∂b+1
1,k t

a+1
1,k f = c(a, b)ta−b1,k f +D where D ∈ I1,k and ca,b is as in Lemma 10.2.2.

Proof. (i) Follows from Lemma 10.2.2(i) and Lemma 5.1.1.

(ii) From Lemma 10.2.2(ii) we have ∂b+1
1,k t

a+1
1,k f = c(a, b)ta−b1,k f + Df , where D ∈ I1,k. The

assumption on f and Lemma 5.1.1 imply that Df ∈ I1,k. �
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Remark 10.2.4. It is easy to verify that c(a, b) = c(a)c(a−1) · · · c(a−b) for a ≥ b ≥ 0. We extend
the domain of c(a, b) to pairs (a, b) satisfying a, b ≥ −1 by setting c(a, b) = 0 for −1 ≤ a < b and
c(a, b) = 1 for a ≥ b = −1. Note that c(a, b) is always a polynomial in q2 with integer coefficients.

For a k-tuple of non-negative integers a := (a1, . . . , ak), where k ≤ n, we set ta := tak1,k · · · t
a1
1,1 and

∂a := ∂a11,1 · · · ∂
ak
1,k.

Lemma 10.2.5. Let 1 ≤ k′ < kr < . . . < k1 ≤ n. Also, let a1, . . . , ak′ ≥ 0 and b1, . . . , br ≥ 0. Set

a := (a1, . . . , ak′) and f := ta := t
ak′
1,k′ · · · t

a1
1,1. Then

∂b1,k′t
b1
1,k1

· · · tbr1,krf = f1 +D,

where f1 ∈ P and D ∈ I1,k′. If ak′ < b then f1 = 0. If ak′ ≥ b then

f1 = qb(b1+···+br)c(ak′ − 1, b− 1)tb11,k1 · · · t
br
1,kr

ta
′

where a
′ := (a1, . . . , ak′−1, ak′ − b).

Proof. The assertion is trivial for b = 0. If b1 = · · · = br = 0 then the assertion follows from
Lemma 10.2.3(ii) and Remark 10.2.4. Next assume without loss of generality that b1 ≥ 1. First
suppose that b = 1. Using Lemma 5.1.1 we obtain

∂1,k′t
b1
1,k1

· · · tbr1,krf = qt1,k1∂1,k′t
b1−1
1,k1

tb21,k2 · · · t
br
1,kr

f

+ (q − q−1)
∑

1<i≤m

ti,k1∂i,k′t
b1−1
1,k1

tb21,k2 · · · t
br
1,kr

f = qt1,k1∂1,k′t
b1−1
1,k1

tb21,k2 · · · t
br
1,kr

f +D1,

where D1 ∈ I2,k′. By repeating the above calculation and then using Lemma 10.2.1 we obtain

∂1,k′t
b1
1,k1

· · · tbr1,krf = qb1+···+br tb11,k1 · · · t
br
1,kr

∂1,k′t
a +D2,

= qb1+···+brc(ak′ − 1)tb11,k1 · · · t
br
1,kr

ta−ek′ +D2,(55)

where D2 ∈ I1,k′, a−ek′ := (a1, . . . , ak′−1, ak′−1), and we define c(−1) = 0. The proof is completed
by applying the ∂1,k′ to both sides of (55) iteratively and repeating the argument. �

For the next lemma, recall that we denote the action of PD on P by D ⊗ f 7→ D · f .

Lemma 10.2.6. Let a := (a1, . . . , an) and b := (b1, . . . , bn) be n-tuples of non-negative integers.

Then the following statements hold.

(i) ∂b · ta = 0 if bi > ai for at least one 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

(ii) Assume that ai ≥ bi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then

(56) ∂b · ta =

(
q
∑n

i=2(ai−bi)(b1+···+bi−1)
n∏

i=1

c(ai − 1, bi − 1)

)
ta−b,

and

(57) tb∂b · ta =

(
q
∑n

i=2(2ai−2bi)(b1+···+bi−1)
n∏

i=1

c(ai − 1, bi − 1)

)
ta−b.

Proof. (i) Follows from Lemma 10.2.3 and Lemma 10.2.5.

(ii) By Lemma 10.2.5, ∂bta = c(an − 1, bn − 1)∂b
′

tan−bn1,n ta
′

+ D1 where a
′ := (a1, . . . , an−1),

b
′ := (b1, . . . , bn−1) and D1 ∈ I1,n. Again by Lemma 10.2.5,

∂b
′

tan−bn1,n ta
′

= q(an−bn)bn−1c(an−1 − 1, bn−1 − 1)∂b
′′

tan−bn1,n t
an−1−bn−1

1,n−1 ta
′′

+D2,
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where a
′′ := (a1, . . . , an−2), b

′′ := (b1, . . . , bn−2) and D2 ∈ I1,n−1. Continuing in this fashion

we finally obtain (56). For (57) we should compute the scalar relating tbta−b and ta. This is
straightforward using the relations t1,it1,j = qt1,jt1,i for i < j. �

Remark 10.2.7. By an argument similar to Remark 3.5.2, we can show that PD has a basis
consisting of monomials of the form

(58) t
am,n
m,n · · · t

am,1

m,1 · · · t
a1,1
1,n · · · t

a1,1
1,1 ∂

b1,1
1,1 · · · ∂

b1,n
1,n · · · ∂

bm,1

m,1 · · · ∂
bm,n
m,n , ai,j, bi,j ∈ Z≥0.

Here the ∂i,j (respectively, the ti,j) are sorted according to the lexicographic order (respectively, the
reverse lexicographic order) on indices. Now let D ∈ PD and let a := (a1, . . . , an) be an n-tuple of
non-negative integers. Recall the notation ∂a := ∂a11,1 · · · ∂

an
1,n and ta := tan1,n · · · t

a1
1,1 for an n-tuple of

integers (a1, . . . , an). Assume that D · ta = cta for some c ∈ k. We can write D as D = D1+D2+D3

where

(i) D1 is a linear combination of basis vectors of the form tb
′

∂b
′

where b
′ is an n-tuple of

non-negative integers,

(ii) D2 is a linear combination of basis vectors of the form ta
′

∂b
′

where a
′ and b

′ are n-tuples of
non-negative integers and a

′ 6= b
′, and

(iii) D3 is a linear combination of the remaining basis vectors in (58).

Using Lemma 5.1.1 and then Lemma 10.2.6 we obtain D · ta = (D1 +D2) · t
a = D1 · t

a.

Example 10.2.8. Set λ := ε1 + · · · + εn and x := Kλ ∈ UR. Then x · tr1,1 = q−rtr1,1 for r ≥ 1.
From Remark 10.2.7 and Lemma 10.2.6 it follows that if φU (1⊗ x) ∈ R• then the eigenvalue of tr1,1
with respect to φU (1 ⊗ x) should be a ratio of two polynomials such as φ1(q)/φ2(q) where deg φ2
is bounded above (independently of r). Consequently, φU (1 ⊗ x) 6∈ R• and in particular R• ( R.
Thus, Kλ is a locally finite element of UR that does not belong to φ−1

U (PD).

10.3. Proof of λ1 ≤ 0.

Proposition 10.3.1. Let I be a finite subset of Zε1+ · · ·+Zεn. Let x :=
∑

λ∈I cλKλ ∈ Uh,R where

cλ ∈ k for λ ∈ I, and assume that x ∈ φ−1
U (PD). Then for all λ :=

∑
λiεi ∈ I we have λ1 ≤ 0.

Proof. By scaling x by an element of k if necessary, we can assume that the cλ are polynomials in
q. Set D := φU (x), so that D ∈ PD . For a weight γ :=

∑n
i=1 γiεi, we set tγ := tγn1,n · · · t

γ1
1,1. Then

D · tγ =
∑

λ∈I

cλq
−〈λ,γ〉tγ .

Write D = D1 +D2 +D3 as in Remark 10.2.7 and suppose that D1 =
∑

a∈Z c̃(a)t
a∂a where Z is a

finite set of n-tuples of non-negative integers and the c̃(a) ∈ k. Then by Lemma 10.2.6 we obtain
D · tγ = D1 · t

γ =
∑

a c̃(a)φa(q
2)tγ where the φa are polynomials with integer coefficients. Note that

the c̃(a) are independent of γ, but the φa can depend on γ.

Set λ̃ := λmax where λmax is the maximum of I according to the total order introduced in
Subsection 10.1. By Lemma 10.1.1 we can choose γ such that we have 〈λ̃, γ〉 > 〈µ, γ〉 for all

µ ∈ I\{λ̃}. If the assertion of the proposition is not true, then λ̃1 > 0 and thus by choosing γ1
sufficiently large we can also assume that 〈λ̃, γ〉 ≥ 1. Thus for a sufficiently large integer k ≥ 1, the

lowest power of q that occurs in
∑

λ∈I cλq
−〈λ,kγ〉 is from the summand cλ̃q

−〈λ̃,kγ〉, and is equal to

d − k〈λ̃, γ〉, where d is the lowest power of q that occurs in cλ̃. By comparing with
∑

a c̃(a)φa(q
2)

it follows that d − k〈λ̃, γ〉 ≥ −
∑

a∈Z deg c̃a(q
−1). The right hand side is independent of k and γ.

However, this is a contradiction since k can be arbitrarily large and 〈λ̃, γ〉 ≥ 1. �
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10.4. Proof of λ1 ∈ 2Z≤0.

Proposition 10.4.1. Let I be a finite subset of Zε1 + · · · + Zεn. Let x :=
∑

λ∈I cλKλ ∈ Uh,R

where cλ ∈ k for λ ∈ I, and assume that x ∈ φ−1
U (PD). Then for every λ :=

∑
λiεi ∈ I we have

λ1 ∈ 2Z≤0.

Proof. We assume that the assertion is false, and arrive at a contradiction.
Step 1. Recall from Proposition 4.2.1 that the yb are in φ−1

U (PD). The Kλ ∈ Uh,R satisfying

λi − λi+1 ∈ 2Z≥0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 and λ1 ∈ 2Z≤0 can be expressed as products of the yb. Thus by
Proposition 10.1.2 and Proposition 10.3.1 we can assume that λ1 ∈ {−1,−3,−5, . . .} for all λ ∈ I.

Step 2. By scaling x if necessary, we can assume that the cλ are polynomials in q. Set D :=
φU (x) so that D ∈ PD . We keep using the notation tγ for γ :=

∑n
i=1 γiεi from the proof of

Proposition 10.3.1. Then D · tγ =
∑

λ∈I cλq
−〈λ,γ〉tγ . Next we express D as D = D1 + D2 + D3

according to Remark 10.2.7. Suppose that D1 =
∑

b∈Z z(b)tb∂b, where Z is a finite set of n-tuples
of non-negative integers and the z(b) ∈ k. By scaling x again if necessary, we can assume that the
z(b) are also polynomials in q. From Lemma 10.2.6(ii) it follows that tb∂b · tγ = φb(q

2)tγ where φb
is a polynomial and

(59) degφb =
n∑

i=1

γi(b1 + · · ·+ bi + 1)−
n∑

i=1

(
bi(1 + bi)

2
+ bi(b1 + · · ·+ bi)

)
.

Step 3. Let λ̃ ∈ I be such that −λ̃ is the maximum of −I := {−λ : λ ∈ I} with respect
to the total order < of Subsection 10.1. Using Lemma 10.1.1 for −I, we can choose γ such that
−〈λ̃, γ〉 > −〈µ, γ〉 for all µ ∈ I\{λ̃}. Since λ̃1 ∈ {−1,−3,−5, . . .}, by choosing the parity of γ1
suitably we can also assume that −〈λ̃, γ〉 is an odd integer. Then for k ∈ N sufficiently large, the

highest power of q that occurs in
∑

λ∈I cλq
−〈λ,kγ〉 is from the summand cλ̃q

−〈λ̃,kγ〉, and is equal to

d− k〈λ̃, γ〉, where d := deg cλ̃.
Step 4. For b ∈ Z define λb ∈ Zε1 + · · ·+ Zεn by

λb := (b1 + 1)ε1 + (b1 + b2 + 1)ε2 + · · ·+ (b1 + · · ·+ bn + 1)εn.

Note that the map b 7→ λb is an injection. Let bmax ∈ Z be such that λbmax = max{λb : b ∈ Z},
where the maximum is taken with respect to <. From (59) and Lemma 10.1.1 applied to the set
{λb : b ∈ Z} it follows that we can choose γ and k in Step 3 such that the highest power of q that
occurs in

∑
b∈Z z(b)φb(q

2) is from the summand z(bmax)φbmax(q
2), and is equal to d′ + 2deg φbmax ,

where d′ := deg z(bmax). Note that the φb depend on γ and k, but the z(b) only depend on x and
in particular they are independent of the choices of γ and k.

Step 5. Recall that tγ is an eigenvector of D, hence D · tγ = D1 · tγ =
∑

b∈Z z(b)φb(q
2) by

Remark 10.2.7. By comparing the highest power of q in the eigenvalue from Step 3 and Step 4 it
follows that

(60) d′ + 2deg φbmax = d− k〈λ̃, γ〉.

Since d′ is independent of γ and k, the parity of the left hand side of (60) does not change by

varying k and γ. However, recall that 〈λ̃, γ〉 is an odd integer and the only constraint on k is that
it should be sufficiently large. Thus, we can choose k such that the parities of the two sides of (60)
are different. This is a contradiction. �

10.5. Completing the proof of Theorem B. Theorem B(i) is an immediate consequence of the
following corollary and Proposition 5.3.1.
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Corollary 10.5.1. Let I be a finite subset of Zε1 + · · · + Zεn. Let x :=
∑

λ∈I cλKλ ∈ UR,h where

cλ ∈ k for λ ∈ I, and assume that x ∈ φ−1
U (PD). Then x is in the subalgebra of Uh,R that is

generated by the yb for 1 ≤ b ≤ n.

Proof. Follows immediately from Proposition 10.1.2, Proposition 10.3.1, and Proposition 10.4.1. �

Note that Corollary 10.5.1 also describes the generators of φ−1
U (Rh,•). An analogous statement

holds for UR: the algebra φ−1
U (Rh,•) is generated by the xa for 1 ≤ a ≤ m.

11. Proof of Theorem C

11.1. Proof for Ak,l. The case k = l is a direct consequence of Theorem A. From now on we assume
that k < l and assume that m = l (the case k > l is similar). Note that unlike the previous sections
it is possible that m > n. There exists an embedding

κk,l : Ak,l →֒ PD = PD l×n,

that is uniquely defined by the assignments ti,j 7→ ti+l−k,j and ∂i,j 7→ ∂i+l−k,j. Recall from Re-
mark 3.5.5 that PD is a ULR ⊗ ULR-module, and set

UL := 1⊗ 1⊗ UL ⊗ 1 ⊆ UL ⊗ UR ⊗ UL ⊗ UR = ULR ⊗ ULR.

We remark that UL acts trivially on the subalgebra of Ak,l that is generated by the ti,j. The

Kεi ∈ UL act diagonally on PD , and

(61) κk,l(Ak,l) = {D ∈ PD : Kεi ·D = D for 1 ≤ i ≤ l − k}.

Let D ∈ (Ak,l)(ǫR). Since κk,l is UR-equivariant, κk,l(D) ∈ (κk,l(Ak,l))(ǫR). By Theorem A and

Lemma 6.1.2 we can express κk,l(D) as a linear combination of products of the form Li1,j1 · · · Lir ,jr
where 1 ≤ ia, ja ≤ l for 1 ≤ a ≤ r. These products are joint eigenvectors of the Kεi ∈ UL. Moreover,
from (61) it follows that Li1,j1 · · · Lir ,jr ∈ κk,l(Ak,l) if and only if ia > l − k for 1 ≤ a ≤ r. Thus,
in expressing κk,l(D) as a linear combinations of the products Li1,j1 · · · Lir ,jr , only those satisfying

ia > l − k for all 1 ≤ a ≤ r can occur with nonzero coefficients. Applying κ−1
k,l concludes the proof.

11.2. Proof for gr(Ak,l). The argument is standard, and is based on reduction to the case Ak,l. We
assume k ≤ l (the argument for the case k > l is similar). The monomials of the form (22), where
ai,j = 0 for i > k and bi,j = 0 for i > l, constitute a basis of Ak,l. For d ≥ 0 let Vd be the span of such
monomials of total degree d (that is,

∑
i,j(ai,j + bi,j) = d). The Vd form a UR-invariant splitting of

the filtration of Ak,l and naturally correspond to an isomorphism of UR-modules F : Ak,l → gr(Ak,l).
Furthermore, with respect to the vector space grading Ak,l =

⊕
d≥0 Vd, the products of Ak,l and

gr(Ak,l) are the same up to terms of lower degree.
Let D ∈

(
gr(Ak,l)

)
(ǫR)

and write F
−1(D) =

∑
d≥0Dd where Dd ∈ Vd. From (36) it follows

that Dd 6= 0 only if d is even. Set d◦ := max{d ≥ 0 : D2d 6= 0}, so that D2d◦ 6= 0 but Dd = 0 for
d > 2d◦. From Subsection 11.2 it follows that F−1(D) is a linear combination of products of the form
Li1,j1 · · · Lir ,jr . From the proof of Theorem A it also follows that in the latter linear combination only
products satisfying r ≤ d◦ occur. Thus, say F

−1(D) =
∑

r≤d◦

∑
~i,~j c~i,~jLi1,j1 · · · Lir ,jr for some c~i,~j ∈ k.

Setting gr
Li,j := F(Li,j), it follows that F

−1
(
D −

∑
r≤d◦

∑
~i,~j
c~i,~j

gr
Li1,j1 · · ·

gr
Lir ,jr

)
∈
⊕

d<2d◦
Vd.

Theorem C for gr(Ak,l) follows from iterating the above degree reduction process.
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12. Proof of Proposition 3.5.4

In this section we give a purely algebraic proof that PD acts faithfully on P. Recall that we

use the dot symbol to denote the action of PD on P. Set P(≤k) :=
⊕k

i=0 P(i).

12.1. Some technical lemmas.

Lemma 12.1.1. ∂i,j · P
(≤k) ⊆ P(≤k−1).

Proof. Follows by induction on k and the mixed relations (R3)–(R6) in Subsection 3.5. �

Define a total order ≺ on the set of pairs (i, j) with 1 ≤ i ≤ m and 1 ≤ j ≤ n as follows: we set
(i, j) ≺ (i′, j′) if either i+ j < i′ + j′, or i+ j = i′ + j′ and i < i′.

Lemma 12.1.2. Assume that (ir, jr) ≺ (i, j) for 1 ≤ r ≤ k. Then ∂i,j · (ti1,j1 · · · tik,jk) = 0.

Proof. We use induction on k. From (i1, j1) ≺ (i, j) it follows that either i > i1 or j > j1. If i > i1
then by the mixed relations (R3) or (R5) we have

∂i,jti1,j1 · · · tik,jk = c1ti1,j1∂i,jti2,j2 · · · tik,jk + δj,j1c2
∑

j′>j

ti1,j′∂i,j′ti2,j2 · · · tik,jk ,

for some c1, c2 ∈ k. The claim now follows from the induction hypothesis, because i+ j′ > i+ j and
therefore (i, j) ≺ (i, j′). When j > j1 the argument is similar. �

Lemma 12.1.3. Assume that (ir, jr) ≺ (i, j) for 1 ≤ r ≤ k. Let c(a) be as in (53). Then

∂i,j · (t
a
i,jti1,j1 · · · tik,jk) = c(a− 1)ta−1

i,j ti1,j1 · · · tik,jk for a ≥ 1.

Proof. The mixed relation (R6) implies

∂i,jt
a
i,jti1,j1 · · · tik,jk = ta−1

i,j ti1,j1 · · · tik,jk + q2ti,j∂i,jt
a−1
i,j ti1,j1 · · · tik,jk

+ (q2 − 1)
∑

i′>i

ti′,j∂i′,jt
a−1
i,j ti1,j1 · · · tik,jk + (q2 − 1)

∑

j′>j

ti,j′∂i,j′t
a−1
i,j ti1,j1 · · · tik,jk

+ (q − q−1)2
∑

i′>i,j′>j

ti′,j′∂i′,j′t
a−1
i,j ti1,j1 · · · tik,jk .

Since min{i′+ j, i+ j′, i′+ j′} > i+ j, the assertion follows by induction on a and Lemma 12.1.2. �

Remark 12.1.4. Using Remark 3.5.2 and by straightforward arguments based on the relations
between the ti,j and the ∂i,j one can prove that PD has a basis consisting of monomials of the form

(62)


∏

i,j

t
ai,j
i,j




∏

i,j

∂
bi,j
i,j


 ,

where the ∂i,j (respectively, the ti,j) occur in ascending (respectively, descending) order relative to
the total order ≺.

12.2. Completing the proof of Proposition 3.5.4. Let D ∈ PD and assume that D 6= 0.
Then D =

∑
d≥0Dd where each Dd is a linear combination of monomials of the form (62) with∑

i,j bi,j = d. Set d◦ := min{d : Dd 6= 0}. By Lemma 12.1.1, for f ∈ P(d◦) we have D · f = Dd◦ · f .

Let T denote the set of all the mn-tuples b := (bi,j) for which a monomial of the form (62) occurs
in Dd◦ with a nonzero coefficient. We sort the components of the b := (bi,j) according to ≺ on
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the pairs (i, j). In other words, we assume that b := (b1,1, b1,2, b2,1, . . . , bm−1,n, bm,n−1, bm,n). Let

b̃ := (b̃i,j) be the minimum of T in the reverse lexicographic order. Thus, we have

b̃m,n = min{bm,n : (bi,j) ∈ T },

then also b̃m−1,n = min{bm−1,n : (bi,j) ∈ T and bm,n = b̃m,n}, and so on. From Lemma 12.1.2 and

Lemma 12.1.3 it follows that Dd ·
∏
i,j t

b̃i,j 6= 0.

13. Proof of Lemma 5.1.2

Define a subset Sa of {1, . . . , r} as follows: k ∈ Sa if and only if ak > a1 and for all k′ < k we
have ak 6= ak′ . Define Sb similarly, relative to (b1, . . . , br). Note that Sa and Sb only depend on a

and b, respectively. Lemma 5.1.1 and the mixed relations (R3)–(R6) of Subsection 3.5 imply that

∂ai,bj · ta1,b1 · · · tar ,br = qJai,a1K+Jbj ,b1Kta1,b1∂ai,bj · ta2,b2 · · · tar ,br

+ Jai, a1Kq
Jbj ,b1K(q − q−1)

∑

u∈Sa

tau,b1∂au,bj · ta2,b2 · · · tar ,br

+ Jbj, b1Kq
Jai,a1K(q − q−1)

∑

v∈Sb

ta1,bv∂ai,bv · ta2,b2 · · · tar ,br(63)

+ Jai, a1KJbj, b1K(q − q−1)2
∑

u∈Sa,v∈Sb

tau,bv∂au,bv · ta2,b2 · · · tar ,br

+ Jai, a1KJbj, b1Kta2,b2 · · · tar ,br .

We now proceed by induction on r to simplify each line on the right hand side. For the first line,
Lemma 5.1.1 implies that ∂ai,bj · ta2,b2 · · · tar ,br = 0 unless both of the following conditions hold:

(i) Either i ≥ 2, or i = 1 but a1 = ai′ for some i′ ≥ 2.

(ii) Either j ≥ 2, or j = 1 but b1 = bj′ for some j′ ≥ 2.

Now set

i◦ :=

{
i if i ≥ 2,

min{i′ : i′ ≥ 2, a1 = ai′} if i = 1,
and j◦ :=

{
j if j ≥ 2,

min{j′ : j′ ≥ 2, b1 = bj′} if j = 1.

Let a
′ and b

′ be the order equivalence classes of (a2, . . . , ar) and (b2, . . . , br), respectively. By the
induction hypothesis,

∂ai,bj · ta2,b2 · · · tar ,br = ∂ai◦ ,bj◦ · ta2,b2 · · · tar ,br =

r−2∑

s=0

∑

σ′s,τ
′
s

ca′,b′(i◦, j◦, σ
′
s, τ

′
s)taσ′

s(1)
,bτ ′s(1)

· · · taσ′
s(s)

,bτ ′s(s)
,

where the maps σ′s : {1, . . . , s} → {2, . . . , r}\{i◦} and τ
′
s : {1, . . . , s} → {2, . . . , r}\{j◦} are injections.

Corresponding to the pair (σ′s, τ
′
s) we define a pair of injections

σs+1 : {1, . . . , s + 1} → {1, . . . , r}\{i} and τs+1 : {1, . . . , s+ 1} → {1, . . . , r}\{j},

by

σs+1(1) :=

{
1 if i ≥ 2,

i◦ if i = 1,
, σs+1(u) := σ′s(u− 1) for 2 ≤ u ≤ s+ 1,

and

τs+1(1) :=

{
1 if j ≥ 2,

j◦ if j = 1,
, τs+1(u) := τ ′s(u− 1) for 2 ≤ u ≤ s+ 1.
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Set

c
(1)
a,b(i, j, σs+1, τs+1) := qJai,a1K+Jbj ,b1Kca′,b′(i◦, j◦, σ

′
s, τ

′
s).

For the second line, first note that such terms exist only if ai = a1. From au > a1 and ai = a1 it
follows that u 6∈ {1, i}. Lemma 5.1.1 implies that ∂au,bj · ta2,b2 · · · tar ,br = 0 unless bj = bj′ for some
2 ≤ j′ ≤ r. Set

j◦ :=

{
j if j ≥ 2,

min{j′ : j′ ≥ 2, bj = bj′} if j = 1,

so that j◦ ≥ 2. Note that j◦ is uniquely determined by j and b. The induction hypothesis yields

∂au,bj · ta2,b2 · · · tar ,br = ∂au,bj◦ · ta2,b2 · · · tar ,br =
r−2∑

s=0

∑

σ′s,τ
′
s

ca′,b′(u, j◦, σ
′
s, τ

′
s)taσ′

s(1)
,bτ ′s(1)

· · · taσ′
s(s)

,bτ ′s(s)
,

where σ′s : {1, . . . , s} → {2, . . . , r}\{u} and τ ′s : {1, . . . , s} → {2, . . . , r}\{j◦} are injections. Corre-
sponding to the latter pair (σ′s, τ

′
s) we define a pair of injections

σs+1 : {1, . . . , s + 1} → {1, 2, . . . , r}\{i} and τs+1 : {1, . . . , s + 1} → {1, . . . , r}\{j}

by

σs+1(1) := u , σs+1(u
′) :=

{
σ′s(u

′ − 1) if σ′s(u
′ − 1) 6= i

1 if σ′s(u
′ − 1) = i

for 2 ≤ u′ ≤ s+ 1,

and

τs+1(1) =

{
j◦ if j = 1,

1 if j ≥ 2,
, τs+1(u

′) := τ ′s(u
′ − 1) for 2 ≤ u′ ≤ s+ 1.

Set

c
(2)
a,b(i, j, σs+1, τs+1) := qJbj ,b1K(q − q−1)ca′,b′(u, j◦, σ

′
s, τ

′
s).

We can treat the third, fourth, and fifth lines on the right hand side of (63) similarly, thereby

obtaining coefficients c
(k)
a,b(i, j, σ, τ) ∈ k for 3 ≤ k ≤ 5. Finally we set

ca,b(i, j, σ, τ) :=

5∑

k=1

c
(k)
a,b(i, j, σ, τ).

In defining the coefficients c
(k)
a,b(i, j, σ, τ) we only refer to the indices of the ai and the bj or the

constraints Jai, ajK and Jbi, bjK. Thus these coefficients only depend on a, b, i, j, σ, τ .
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