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ABSTRACT. Let & := Z,,xn denote the quantized coordinate ring of the space of m X n matrices,
equipped with natural actions of the quantized enveloping algebras Ug(gl,,) and Uq(gl,,). Let £ and
Z denote the images of Uq(gl,,,) and Ug(gl,,) in End(Z?), respectively. We define a g-analogue of the
algebra of polynomial-coefficient differential operators inside End(?), henceforth denoted by &£ 2,
and we prove that ZNP Y and ZN XY P are mutual centralizers inside 2. Using this, we establish
a new First Fundamental Theorem of invariant theory for U, (gl,,). We also compute explicit formulas
in terms of g-determinants for generators of the intersections with &% of the images of the Cartan
subalgebras of Ug(gl,,,) and Ugy(gl,,). The algebra % 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 GL, describes the generators of the subalgebra of GL,-invariants in the
polynomial algebra P(VEk @ (V*)®1) where V := C" denotes the standard GL,,-module.

It was pointed out by R. Howe [Ho95L Sec. 2.3] that the FFT has an equivalent formulation
as a double centralizer property, which we now recall. Let Mat,,x, denote the vector space of
complex m X n matrices. Then Mat,,«, has a natural GL,, x GL,-module structure by left and
right matrix multiplication. We equip the algebra P := P(Mat,,xy) of polynomials on Mat,, x, and
the algebra PD := PD(Mat,,x,) of polynomial-coefficient differential operators on Mat,,x, with
their canonical GL,, x GL,-module structures. Then the (infinitesimal) actions of the Lie algebras
gl,, and gl, 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 ¢ : Uy, ,, — PD,
where Uy, ,, := U(gl,,) ® U(gl,) is the tensor product of the universal enveloping algebras of gl,,
and gl,,, such that the diagram
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commutes. The operator commutant version of the FFT, according to [Ho95, Thm 2.3.3], states
that the subalgebra PDStm of GL,,-invariants in PD is generated by the image of U (gl,,). Since
PDCEm — PDU(glm), the latter assertion is equivalent to the following: the images of U(gl,,) and
U(gl,,) in PD are mutual centralizers.

In Sec. 6] the authors extend the original form of the FFT to the quantized enveloping
algebra U,(gl,,) by considering a g-analogue of P(V®* @ (V*)!) that carries a U,(gl,,)-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 g-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 ¢ : Uy, , — PD. Indeed
we provide some justification that the latter map cannot be fully quantized (see Remark T.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 % := X P, «n. The
k-algebra £2 that we consider was already introduced in [SSV04, [BKV06]. We give a different
construction of % as the deformed twisted tensor product of &2 := P, «y, the quantized coordinate
ring of Mat,,xn, and Z := P, «n, the quantized algebra of constant-coefficient differential operators
on Mat,, x,, (see Section Bl for precise definitions). The construction of @, , and P, «y, is analogous
to the FRT construction [KS97, Sec. 9.1]. Concretely, the algebra &% is generated by 2mn
generators t; ; and 0; j, where 1 <7 < m and 1 < j < n, modulo the relations that are given in
Section [8l From now on we set

Up:=U4(gl,) » Ur=Uygl,) , Ur:=UL®Ukg.

Both & and # % are Urr-module algebras (the explicit formulas for the Urr-action on generators
are given in Remark B44). Furthermore, & is naturally a & %Z-module. In particular, we have
homomorphisms of associative algebras

¢U : ULR — Endk(@) and ¢pD PP — Endk(@).

Since & is a faithful #%-module (see Proposition B.54 or [BKV06, Prop. 1]), we can identify 2%
with ¢pp (P Z). Using the latter identification, we set

L =dpUL®1), Z:=¢y(12Ug), L=LNP9, and Re:=RNPD.

Furthermore, we set

n m
(2) Lij = Ztimajn“ for 1 <i,j7 <m and R;;:= Ztm&,d for 1 <14,5 <n.
r=1 r=1

We adopt the following notation: given an associative algebra X and two subsets ), Z C X', we set
(3) V2 ={yc) :yz=zyforall z € Z}.
Our first main theorem is the following.

Theorem A. Let £, #, %L, and He be the subalgebras of Endy () defined above. We identify
P D with ¢pp(P D) C Endg(L). Then the following statements hold.

() P97 = 297 = 4,.

(i) 2% = 297 = A,.
(ili) % is generated by the L; ; for 1 <i,j < m.
(iv) e is generated by the R; ; for 1 <i,j <n.

Note that in general we have £, C % and %o C Z#. In fact if m < n then the restriction of ¢¢r
to Up ® 1 yields an isomorphism Uy, = .Z but one can show that gb[}l (%) is properly contained in
the locally finite part of U (see Proposition and Example [[0.2.8]). Furthermore, unlike the
classical polarization operators, in general the L; ; (respectively, the R; ;) are not in the images of
the root vectors of U, (respectively, Ug).

Our second main theorem (Theorem [Bl) explicitly describes the images in ZZ of the Cartan

subalgebras of U, and Ug. To state Theorem [Bl we need elements of &% that are constructed
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using ¢-determinants. Let i := (i1,...,4,) and j := (ji,...,Jr) be r-tuples of integers satisfying
1<ii<---<i<mand 1<j < - <j. <n. Define quantum minors ]Wji S andM; € 9 by

i ¢ Vi —1y¢

(4) Mjl = Z(_q) (o)tio'(l)vjl U tio‘(r)ujT and Mj = Z(_q ) (U)aio'(l)ujl e aio'(r)ujT’
ag ag

where the summations are over permutations in r letters, and ¢(o) denotes the length of 0. Next

for integers a < b and r > 1 we set

éif(r) ={(uy,...,up), u; €Z, a<wu; <--- <u, <b}.
For 1 <r <k <n we define Dy, € % by

Dyyi= ) > Mg,

ies ™ (r) jEé’]LkJrl(r)

and we set Dy := 1 for 1 < k < n. Note that Dy, = 0 when » > min{m,n}. Similarly, for
1 <r <k <m we define D} . € 7 by

D;c,r = Z Z MJIM;’

i€é”;;;7k+1(r) je&r (r)
and we set D}, :=1 for 1 <k < m. Again D} =0 when r > min{m,n}. Let

a b
(5) R, = Ez(q2 —1)"Dg, for1<a<n and L;:= 2:((]2 —1)"Dy, for 1 <b<m.
r=0 r=0
Furthermore, let Uy and Uy r denote the Cartan subalgebras of Up and Ug, respectively (see
Subsection B.1). We set

(6) "%’77' = 29N ¢U(Uh,L ®1) and ‘@’L' = 29N gbU(l & Ub,R)-
Theorem B. The following statements hold.

(i) ye is generated by Ry, ..., R,,.
(i) %o is generated by Ly, ..., Ly,.

Let us elucidate the relation between Theorem [A]l and the literature on Howe duality and the FFT
in the quantized setting. Quantized analogues of (gl,,, gl,,)-duality have been established in [Zh02]
and [NYMO93], 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 U,(gl,). In Sec. 6] the authors define a g-analogue of the
algebra P(V @ (V*)®!), which they call Ay;. The algebra Ay is isomorphic to a twisted tensor
product of Py, and P, but the twisting is only with respect to the universal R-matrix of U,(gl,, ).
In particular, in the special case k = [ the relations on the generators of Ay, ;, are not symmetric with
respect to the indices of the generators. Because of this asymmetry, Ay, j does not appear to be the
desired object for proving a double centralizer statement. The twisting that we consider to define
PP uses the universal R-matrices of both Uy, and Ug. In addition, unlike A ; whose relations are
homogeneous, the relation (R6) of #2% is not homogeneous. From this viewpoint, &% resembles
the classical Weyl algebra more than Ay, .

Using Theorem [A]l we can easily prove a variant of the FFT analogous to Thm 6.10]. For
a fixed n > 1, let 7, for k,1 > 1 denote the algebra with kn generators ¢; ; and In generators Jy ;,
where 1 <1 < k, 1 <7¢ <[, and 1 < j < n, that satisfy relations similar to those of 29, i.e.,
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the relations (R1), (R2), (R1’), (R2’), and (R3)-(R6). Then <%, is isomorphic to a Ug-invariant
subalgebra of % = P9 pxn for m := max{k,l}, and therefore o7, ; is a Ug-module algebra. The
standard degree filtration (corresponding to setting degt; ; = deg 0y ; = 1) is Ug-invariant, hence
the associated graded algebra gr(.7; ;) is also a Ugr-module algebra. Let er denote the counit of Ug
and set

(A1)
We define (gr(sszvl))(m) similarly. For 1 <7 <k and 1 < j <[ we define operators L; ; in 2%,; and
in gr(.a,;) similar to ().

)::{De,ﬁafk,l cx-D =e€gr(x)D for x € Up}.

(er

Theorem C. The algebras (ssz)(m) and (gr(sszvl))(m) are generated by the L; 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 [LZZII]. First, we use the natural bialgebra structure of 2y, to
define a map I onto the subalgebra of Ug-invariants in % (assuming m < n). The map T, given
in Definition B.6.] is essentially the same as the map introduced in [LZZ11], Lem. 6.11]. Second, we
define a new product on &, such that the map I' becomes a homomorphism of algebras modulo
the filtration of its codomain (see Proposition [[.I.2]). A similar product was used in [LZZI1, 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 [L.SS22al [LSS22D)].

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2l we review the required background material
on Hopf algebras and twisted tensor products. In Section [3] we construct the quantized Weyl algebra
PP, the action of Urg on P2, and the map I" mentioned above. The main goal of Section [ is
to prove that the elements x, and y;, defined in (27), of the Cartan subalgebra of Urr belong to
¢~ (22). In Section B we compute explicit formulas for ¢y (z,) and ¢y (ys). In Section B we
establish some properties of the map I'. The proof of Theorem [Al occupies Sections [[HIl Theorem [Bl
and Theorem [C] are proved in Sections [I0 and [Tl respectively. Finally, in Sections [[2] and [I3] 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 C H is a two-sided ideal
of H as an associative algebra, then we set F(x,I) := {ady(xz)+ 1 : y € H} for x € H, where
ady(x) := Y y12S(y2) is the left adjoint action of H. Furthermore, we set

F(H,I):={rxe€H : dimg E(z,I) < c0}.
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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 #(H). We have E(xy,I) C E(x,I)E(y,I), from which it follows that . (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
(z - v*,v) == (v*, 87 (x) - v) for v* € V* and v € V, where (-,-) : V* ® V — K is the canonical
pairing. The matriz coefficients of V' are the linear functionals m,« , € H* defined by

My (2) == (V"2 -v) forze H veV, v" eV

Indeed my« , € 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

My*@uw* v@w = My* pMy+,  for v,w € V and v*,w* € W.

Recall that H° has a canonical Hopf algebra structure. Let A° denote the coproduct of H®, so that
A°(N) => A ®Ag for A € H°, where > A\; ® Ao is uniquely determined by (X, zy) = > (A1, 2) (A2, y)
for 2,y € H. If {v;}{, is a basis of V and {v}}{, is the dual basis of V*, then A°(m,s,) =
Zle My v; ® My . The following remark will be used in Section B

Remark 2.2.1. Let H®* C H° be a sub-bialgebra. Then H® is an H-module algebra with respect
to right translation, where the action is defined by (x - \,y) := (\,yx) for A € H® and =,y € H.
If H is equipped with a linear endomorphism z — 27 that yields an isomorphism of Hopf algebras
H — H°P, then H*® has another H-module algebra structure defined by (x - \,y) := (\, z%y), which
we call left translation. Given any homomorphism of associative algebras 7 : H — H, we can define
T-twisted left and right translation actions of H on H*®, given respectively by the formulas

(@-Ay) = (A 7(2)fy) and (z-Ay) = (A y7(2)).
Furthermore, when H® is equipped with the 7-twisted actions,
(i) if 7 : H — H is a homomorphism of coalgebras, then H*® is an H-module algebra.

(ii) if 7 : H — H is an anti-homomorphism of coalgebras, then H*® is an H“P-module algebra.

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

Remark 2.3.1. Let V be an H-module, and let ¢ : H — Endg (V') be the algebra homomorphism
corresponding to this module structure. One can equip Endg (V) with an H-module structure,
defined by h - T := > 9(h1)T¥(S(he)), where A(h) = > h1 ® he. By standard abstract arguments
one can show that Endg (V) = Endg (V)?#) | where the right hand side is defined as in (3). The
inclusion O follows from

> U()TH(S(ha)) = T3 o )(S(ha)) = T (- mS(ha)) = e(W)T,

and the inclusion C follows from

hT = Zw(hl)e(hz)T = Z¢(h1)T¢(S(h2))¢(h3) = Z e(hy)Tep(hg) = T <Z e(hl)h2> — Th.



6 GAIL LETZTER, SIDDHARTHA SAHI, AND HADI SALMASIAN

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

(7) A® = RAR™! | (A®id)(R) = Ri3Ro3 , (id® A)(R) = Ri3R1s.
it is well known (see for example [KS97, Sec. 8.1.1]) that
(8) R'=(12S N (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 = Urp. 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 = Z rer.

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 Uy, and Ug, where the type of a module is defined
as in [Ja96l 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 ZZTl For V,W € obj(C) we define
Ryw : VoW VoW , vow— Rveuw) Zr ver - w.

We also set RVW =o0oRyw, whereo : VW — W&V is the map v@w — w®wv. The map RVW
is an isomorphism of H-modules. Let {v;}%, and {w;}%, be bases of V and W, and let {v}}%_,
and {w}}% | be the dual bases of V* and W*. We denote the matrix entries of Ry, in the basis

v; ® w; by the Rfjl, so that

RV,W(UZ' & wj) = Z Rklvk & wy.
k,l
Set tVb ‘= Myz p, and tab = My w,- Then Rf} = <t}€/2 ® t%,R), so that as in [Ja96, Lem. 7.2] we
have the well known relations

(9) et Rty => (ot Rty foralli,ja,b.

k,l k,l
The matrix coefficients of objects of C span a sub-bialgebra H°° C H°. From (@) it follows that
(10) S nfilf2@g2.R) =Y faga{fi®g,R) for f.ge H*.

2.5. Twisted tensor products and their deformations. Let A and B be two H-module alge-
bras, with products m4 and mpg. It is well known (for example see [LZZ11, Thm 2.3]) that the
vector space A ®x B can be equipped with an H-module algebra structure with the product

(11) (mA®mB)O(idA®(O'OR)®idB).

We denote this associative algebra by A @ B. It is sometimes called the twisted tensor product of
A and B. Let E4 C A and Eg C B be H-invariant subspaces that generate A and B, respectively.

Thus A = T(F4)/I4 and B = T(Ep)/Ip, where T(X) denotes the tensor algebra on X, and I4
and Ip denote the corresponding ideals of relations. We consider the map

Ya,8: Ea® Ep — T(EA @ Ep) , vaB(a®b) := ab.



QUANTIZED WEYL ALGEBRAS, DOUBLE CENTRALIZERS, AND FFT FOR Uq(gl,) 7

Then the map E4 ® Fp — A®pg B given by the assignment a ®b+— a® 1+ 1® b yields a canonical
isomorphism of associative algebras

T(Ea @ Eg)/Iap = A®g B,
where I4 p denotes the two-sided ideal generated by 4, Ig, and relations of the form
(12) ba —vyapoooR(b®a) forae Ey, be Ep.
Now let ¢ : Eg x EF4 — K be an H-invariant bilinear form, that is
(13) ZT,Z)($1 “b,x9-a) =€(x)p(b,a) for a € Eyx, b€ Ep, © € H,

where € : H — K denotes the counit of H. Let I4 p., denote the two-sided ideal of T(E4 ® Ep)
that is generated by [4, I, and relations of the form

(14) ba —vapoooR(b®a)—1(ba) forae Ey, be Ep.

Definition 2.5.1. The algebra A ®py B := T(Es ® EB)/Ia By is called the deformed R-twisted
tensor product of A and B relative to F4 and Ep.

For the next proposition, recall that the H-module structure on E4 @& Ep induces a canonical
H-module algebra structure on T(E4 & Ep).

Proposition 2.5.2. The H-module algebra structure on T(E4 @ Ep) descends to an H-module
algebra structure on A ®@p y B.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove that the relations (I4]) are preserved under the H-action. Any z € H acts
on T°(E4 ® Ep) 2 K by €(z). Thus by [@3) for a € E4, b € Ep, and x € H we have

2 (ba —yapoooR(b®a)—1(ba))
:Z((ajl'b)(a:g-a)—’yABoaoR(a:l-b®a:2-a)—¢(a:1-b,m2-a)). O

Remark 2.5.3. The canonical maps T(E4) — T(E4 @ Ep) and T(Ep) — T(FEa ® Ep) induce
H-equivariant homomorphisms of associative algebras

AgT(EA)/IA%A(X)R’wB anngT(EB)/IB—)A@)RﬂpB.
By the universal property of the tensor product, these maps induce an H-module homomorphism
A®B—>A®R7wB , a®br—>IA,B,w—|—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 ®gy 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 ¢-WEYL ALGEBRA £ Y

In this section we construct % as a deformed twisted tensor product of the algebras & and &
with respect to the univeral R-matrix of Uy pg.
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3.1. The algebra U,(gl,). For n € N, the quantized enveloping algebra U,(gl,,) is the k-algebra
generated by F;, F;, where 1 < i < n —1, and K il, where 1 < i < n, that satisfy the relations
KEZ_KE_Z_1 = KeilKei =1, K, K., = K. K¢,
1 [ 1 _ 1 K; — K‘
K. EK_, = ¢liil- [[%]'f‘]]E , K., F;K_ _q[[%]]]'f‘[[zvj'f‘ﬂF E;F; — FE—[[Z]]]
€ = q_1 )

where K; := K., K_ 1 and

Ei+1

0 ifa#b,

as well as the quantum Serre relations. For A := Z?:l mie; € Ze1 + - - - + Ze,, we define

Ky = ﬁKg“
i=1

The Cartan subalgebra of U,(gl,) is the subalgebra spanned by the Ky for A\ € Zey + - - + Zey,.
Following [KS97] for the choice of the coproduct A on U,(gl,), we set

AE) =FoK +19E , AF)=Fl+K'eoF , A(K.,):=K,®K.,.

fa.b] = {1 %fa:b

The counit and antipode of U,(gl,) are given by
((B)=€eF)=0, eKX) =1, S(E)=-EK; ", S(F)=-KF, , S(K.)=K_"

3.2. The universal R-matrix of U,(gl,). Throughout this paper we fix a universal R-matrix for
U,(gl,,). 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 Uy(gl,) are
Eepe, = (=177 YE;, [, Ejo1]1]g and Fi_o, = (=17 [F_q,[..., Elgg,
where 1 <i < j <n and [z,y],+1 = 2y — ¢*'yz. The universal R-matrix of Uy(gl,) that we use is
(3)
(15) RM) = (ehZ?ﬂHi@Hi) HEqu ((g—q "Es ® Fp,),
i=1

with the conventions e"fi = K., e = ¢, Exp,(z) := Zrzo q(;)ﬁ;!, and 5i+j(j;1) =& — g4 for
1<i<j<n-1.

3.3. The algebras &, ., and Z,,x,. From now on, for n € Nlet A} :={g; —¢; : 1 <i<j<n}
denote the standard positive system of the root system of U,(gl,). Let V() denote the irreducible
U, (gl,,)-module of highest weight ¢g—" (all highest weights are considered with respect to A}"). Thus
V(") = k" as a vector space and the homomorphism of algebras U,(gl,) — Endy (V(")) is uniquely
determined by the assignments

K~ 14+(g'—1E,; , EiwEi; , Fi—Ei,

where the E; ; are the elementary matrix units associated to the standard basis {e;}?_; of V() and
1:=5%"", E;; Using (I5) the R-matrix of V(™) @ V() can be computed directly, and we obtain

Ryyi = Y EioEt Y EuoEutaoa) Y Eseb.
1<i<n 1<i#j<n 1<j<z<n
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For 1 < i,5 < nlet t;; denote the matrix coefficient m: ., of V(™. By ([@0) the ti; satisfy the
following relations:

(R1) tritkj = qtejtris tintie = qtjxtin for i <j.

(RQ) ti,ltk,j = tk’jt“, ti,jtk,l — tk,lti,j = (q — q_l)t“th for i < k and j < l.

Similarly, let V(") denote the irreducible Uq,(gl,,)-module with highest weight ¢°'. Again V() o gn
as vector spaces but the map Uy(gl,,) — Endy (Tu/(")) is uniquely determined by the assignments

K., —1+4+(q—-1E; , E;—E;n1 , F~E4;

The corresponding R-matrix is

Ry = D, Eii®Biit+ D>, Ei®E;+( ) Y. Ej@E,
1<i<n 1<i#j<n 1<i<j<n

If 0;; for 1 < 4,7 < n denotes the matrix coefficient Mes e, of ‘7(”), then again from (I0) it follows
that the 0; ; satisfy relations similar to those between the t; ;, with g replaced by ¢~ '. Equivalently,
(Rl/) 8k,j8k7i = qamc‘)k,j, 8j7k8i7k = qa@kaj’k for i < j
(R2/) 8k,j82-,l = 81-718&]-,8&18@]- — 82',]'81“1 = (q — q_l)akd'a“ for i < k and j <.
Let &, xn denote the subalgebra of U,(gl,)° generated by the t; j, for 1 <i,j < n. Similarly, let
Dnxn denote the subalgebra of Uy (gl,,)° generated by the 0; ;, for 1 <4, j < n. It is well known that
the relations (R1)—(R2) yield a description of £, «,, by generators and relations (that is, no further

relations are required). A similar statement holds for Z,,x, (see [Ta92] for a proof).
From Section 2]it follows that both &2, «,, and %, «, are bialgebras with the coproducts satisfying

t;j Zti’k ®ty,; and 0 — Z Ok ® 8k,j,
k k

and the counits satisfying t; ;,0; ; — [4, j].
It is well known (for example see [No96, Sec. 1.4]) that there exists a unique k-linear isomorphism
of Hopf algebras
Uq(g[n) - Uq(g[n)op y T $U,
such that

(16) Eli=qKF, , Fl=q¢'EK7' | K. =K.,

)

Thus according to Remark 221 the canonical (U,(gl,),Uq(gl,,))-bimodule structure of Ug(gl,,)
by left and right translation equips both 2y, and %, with U,(gl,) ® Uy(gl,)-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 Ry be the action of Uy(gl,)) on Z,,xn by right translation, as in Remark 2211 We have

ZE)U = Zu1<UQ7ZE> for x € Uq(g[n), u e anna

where A(u) := > u; ® up. Similarly, let L4 be the action of U,(gl,,) on %,y by left translation.
This action satisfies

Lg(x)u= Z(ul,:nu)uQ for x € Uy(gl,,), u € Dnxn.-

By Remark 22.T1 both L4 and Rg equip Z,,xyn with U,(gl,)-module algebra structures.
To define the desired actions on 22,y first we consider two new actions R, and L7, of Ugy(gl,,)
on Zpxn, which are in some sense opposite to Ry and L, respectively. More precisely, let R, be
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the 7-twist of Lo, and let £, be the T-twist of Ry, where 7(z) := S~ (z)f for x € Uy(gl,). By
Remark 2.2)(ii) these two actions equip %« with Ug(gl,,)*°P-module algebra structures. We have

Riy(z)u = Z(ul, S7Hx))ug and Ll (x)u = Zm(uQ, S™1(x)").

. . . . . . op,cop
There exists a unique isomorphism of bialgebras ¢ : &), xn, — 2,3,

(17) W(ti;) =05, forl<i,j<n.

satisfying

Any U, (gl,,)*°P-module algebra structure on %, corresponds to a U, (gl,,)-module algebra structure
on Py, xn, defined by z - u := 1 (z - 1(u)) for u € Ppxn. Under this correspondence, R, and L,
corresponds to actions R» and L4 of Uy(gl,) on &), «n, respectively. We have

Ro(x)u = Z<L(’LL2), S7Hz))uy and Lp(z)u = Z(L(ul), S™Ha) g,

for x € Uy(gl,,) and u € P, xp. Furthermore, &, is a U,(gl,)-module algebra with respect to
both L5 and R ».

3.4. The algebras & and %. We define & = Zwp and P := Dpun for 1 < m < n as
subalgebras of &« and Y, «p, 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 [Bl remain the
same (see also Subsection B.7]).

Definition 3.4.1. For positive integers m < n, we define &, x,, (respectively, Z := Py, xn) to be
the subalgebra of &), (respectively, Z,x,) that is generated by the ¢; ; (respectively, the 0; ;)
where 1 <7 <mand 1< j <n.

The subalgebra of U, (gl,,) generated by Ej, F;, K., for 1 <i <m—1and 1 < j < m is isomorphic
to Uy(gl,,). By restricting the Uy(gl,,) ® U,(gl,)-actions L5 @ R» and Ly ® Ry to the subalgebra

Uq(gl,) @ Uy(gl,) = UL ® Ur = ULg,

we obtain Uy g-module algebra structures on & and on ¥. Explicitly, the actions of x @y € U, @ Ug
onu € & and on v € & are given by

(18) (@@y)-u=> ((ur), 57 (@)")((us), 5™ (y))uy

and
(19) (@@y)-v="> (v1,2%)(v3,y)va.

Definition 3.4.2. For any integer partition A satisfying ¢(\) < n, where £(\) denotes the length of
A, let V) denote the irreducible finite dimensional Ur-module of type (1,...,1) with highest weight
q2=i i (with respect to Af). For A such that £(\) < m we use the same notation Vy to denote the
analogously defined module of Up.

The algebras & and 2 are naturally graded by degree of monomials. For d > 0 let 2@
(respectively, 9(‘1)) denote the graded component of degree d of & (respectively, Z). Furthermore,
let Ay, 4 be the set of integer partitions A such that ¢(A\) < m and |\ = d, where |\| denotes
the size of A. The following proposition is well known and its proof can be found for example

in [NYM93], [Ta92, [Zh02].
Proposition 3.4.3. As Upr-modules,

D= (B vyevy ad 29= B nel.
PYT AEA 4
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Remark 3.4.4. The action of Uy, ® Ui on the generators of &2 and & can be computed explicitly.
For Ug, the action is given by

Ey-0;j=[k+1410ik , Fp 0ij=1[kiloissr . K. 0i;=qlk10;;,
Ek : tl,] = _[[kaj]]q_lti,k—l—l ) Fk : tl,j - [[k + 17]]]qt2,k 9 K&‘k : tl,j =4q II ’]]]t’l,_ﬁ
where 1 < k<n-1,1<i<mand1l<j <n. For Uy the formulas are similar but the action
occurs in the first index (thus, they are obtained by replacing 0; ; by 0;; and t; ; by t;;).

3.5. The algebras #%% and £%. Let m < n be positive integers and let Urr be defined as in
Section [Il Let R denote the univeral R-matrix of U that is defined by

(20) R = ((Rp)31" @ (RR)31) gy »

where Ry, := R(™ and Rp := R (see Definition B.2.1)). Let & ®5 2 denote the twisted tensor
product of & and 7, defined as in Subsection .5l where we set A := &, E4 := 20, B .= 9,
5 :=2W and R := R. For convenience in notation we set

PP =P 25 D.
Next we define the quantum Weyl algebra P9 := PP xn as a deformation of & @3 7, using
Definition Z511 Let 1, : 2 x 22(1) — k be the k-bilinear form that is uniquely defined by

¢O( i,jatk,l) = 5i,k5j,l for 1 <i,k<m, and 1< 75,1 <n.
Note that 1), is Urg-invariant. Again for convenience in notation we set
(21) PP =P OR pe 9.

Thus &% is the algebra generated by the 2mn generators ¢; j and 0; ; for 1 <i <mand 1 < j < n,
modulo the relations (R1)-(R2), (R1")-(R2'), and other mixed relations coming from (I4]). We now
compute the mixed relations between the ¢; ; and the 0; ; explicitly. As a Urg-module,

P =7 @7 and g = ym gy,
By a direct calculation using Definition [3.2.1] we obtain

((RL)EII)V(M)’V(m) q Z E22®Ezz+ Z E22®EJ]+ q9—q Z E]Z®E]Z

1<i<m 1<i#5<m 1<Z<j<m

The formula for ((33)2_11)‘7(”) v(n 1 similar, with m replaced by n. From here, and by a direct
calculation, we obtain the relations (R3)—(R6) given below:

(R3) ac,btdﬂ = td,aaqb if b# a and ¢ # d.

(R4) ac,btc,a = qtc,aac,b + Z(q - q_l)tc’,aac’,b if b 7& a.

d>c
(R5) aC,atd,a = qtd,aac,a + Z (q - q_l)td,a’ ac,a’ if 7& d.
a’'>a
(R6) Oegtea=1+»_ > e dldq_ g=ty2led=ldly, 9,
c'>c d'>d

Remark 3.5.1. By Proposition [2.5.2] the actions of Uy g on & and 2 carry over to &%, and make
the latter a Urp-module algebra. As in Remark 344 we denote the action of x € Urg on D € P
by z - D.
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Remark 3.5.2. Using Bergman’s Diamond Lemma and some straightforward (although tedious)
computations one can show that £ % has a k-basis consisting of monomials of the form

(22) O O

b1 m b1,1 >0
m,1 Oy 01, GGy bij € L7

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 & and for Z are well known (for example see Thm 1.4]).

Let . denote the left ideal of 22 generated by 2. By Remark we have a Up g-invariant
decomposition % = ¢ @ &. This decomposition equips & = PP/ with a & Z-module
structure given by

(23) PIRP P, D (f+.5)— (Df)+.F for De PP, fe P

To distinguish the action of % on & from the product of %, we denote the action of D € %
on feZbyD-f.

Lemma 3.5.3. The map 23) is Upr-equivariant.
Proof. This follows from Remark B.5.1] and Uy g-invariance of .#. O
Proposition 3.5.4. & is a faithful 222 -module.

Proof. This is proved in [SSV04, Thm 2.6] using analytic tools. See Section [I2]for a purely algebraic
proof. O

From Remark it follows that the map
(24) P.P209 2%, Pla®b) :=ab

is an isomorphism of vector spaces. For r, s € Z20 we set 22 .= P (@(T) ® 9(3)). By Proposi-
tion B.43] and using the coproduct map Urr — Urr®ULR to obtain a Urg-module from a UL, r QUL g
module, we obtain an isomorphism of Uy g-modules

(25) 27" = B (VeV)e (VyeV.
AE A r
e Am,s

Remark 3.5.5. By Remark 2.5.3] the above map P transfers the Uy r ® Urg-module structure of
PRI to Y. Note that the latter Urpr ® Upg-module structure on &2 is compatible with the
U r-module structure of Remark B.5.1] through the coproduct map Upg — Urr @ Urg.

Remark 3.5.6. The map P does not induce an isomorphism of associative algebras #9% — £ 9.
However, the products of the domain and the range of P are the same modulo lower order terms.
That is, for a ® a’ € 2" ®z 20) and b b/ € 2) Rz 2 we have

mln{u u'}

Pla@d)Pb@bt)—P(axd)(bal)) @ P,

where u:=7+ s and v :=7" + 5.
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3.6. The maps I' and ®'T",,. Recall that 1 < m < n. In this subsection our goal is to define a map
L Posm — PP that is a bijection onto 227 (see Lemma [6.2.2)). A similar map was also used
in |[LZZ11]. To define I, first for n > 1 we set

(26) Uy Poxn = PDpxn , In(u) = ZUlL(UQ),
and
8Tyt Posn — P25, , TTh(u) = Zul ® t(ug),

where ¢ : Ppxn — Dnxn is the anti-isomorphism of bialgebras defined in (I7]) and as usual
Ag, . . (u) = u; ®uy is the coproduct of &, in Sweedler’s notation.

Let us identify &p,x, with the subalgebra of 22, generated by the t; ; satisfying 1 <1i,j < m.
Similarly, we identify &2 (respectively, Z) with a subalgebra of £, «,, (respectively, of Z,x,) as
in Definition 4.l By tensoring the embeddings & — Z,«, and ¥ — P, «, we can consider
PP as a subspace (although not a subalgebra) of 222% . 1t is straightforward to check that

nxn*

T (Pmxm) C P 2% . Thus the following definition is valid.
Definition 3.6.1. For u € &, we define I'(u) := P o &1, (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 Z,,xm, P mxms Prxns Dnxn,
P Dpsen, and P8 . For further clarity, we do not suppress the subscripts m x m and n x n for
these algebras.

4. DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS ASSOCIATED TO THE K
Recall that we assume 1 <m <n. For 1 <a<mand 1 <b<n we set

m n
(27) AL = —ZQQ , Tg 1= K)\L’a®1 cUrr , )\R,b = —ZQQ , Yp i= 1®K)\R,b e Urg.

i=a i=b
The key result of this section is Proposition l.2.1] which proves that z,y, € (b[}l(@@). We set
[?LR = (25(_]1(,@@) = {x €Urr : ¢vu(x) € @@}
Furthermore, we set (jL ={zxelUr:z®1¢€ T}LR} and ﬁR ={zrelUr:1®zc¢c ﬁLR}.

4.1. A necessary local finiteness condition for U Lr- Recall that the adjoint action of Urgr
is ady(x) = > y1xS(y2) for z,y € Urr. We equip Endy(Z?) with the Ugr-module structure of
Remark 23Tl We denote the latter action by x - T for € Urg and T' € Endg(2).

Lemma 4.1.1. Uy is an ad-invariant subalgebra of Upp. Furthermore, v (ady(x)) =y - ou(x)
forx e Urr and y € Urg.

Proof. Set D := ¢y (x) € 2. By LemmaB53] for f € & we have
du(ady(@)) - f = g1+ (D-(S(y2)- ) =D (y1- D)2+ (S(ys) - )
=D (w1 D) (525(s) - /) =D (1 D) (e(w) f) = (y- D) - f = (y-du(2)) - [.
This proves that ¢y (ady(z)) =y - ¢y (z) and in particular ad,(Urr) C Urg. O

From Proposition B.4.3lit follows that the map £ 4 : Up, — Endg(2?) is an injection (the argument
is similar to the proof of [KS97, Thm 7.1.5.13]). Let %, denote the kernel of R4 : Ugr — Endg(2?).
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Proposition 4.1.2. UL C F(Uyr) and Ug C F(Ugr, ).
Proof. Since the action of Urpg on & and & is degree preserving, it follows that &% is a locally

finite U g-module. The assertions of the proposition follow from the fact that the maps Uy —¢—U—> Py
and Ur/(Ugr N ;) 2y PP are injective and Uy g-equivariant (this is Lemma FET.T]). O

Remark 4.1.3. The proof of Proposition implies the following “no-go theorem”: it is impos-
sible to construct a nontrivial quantized Weyl algebra P9 such that PP acts locally finitely on
P, the action 9 @ &P — &P is Upr-equivariant, and there exists a homomorphism of algebras
ULr — P9 that is compatible with the action in the sense of the commutative diagram (.

4.2. Urr as a U rr-module. By a slight abuse of notation we consider the z, and the y; as elements
of Uy, and Ug, respectively.

Proposition 4.2.1. Let x, and yp be defined as in 27), where 1 < a <m and 1 < b <n. Then
xq € Up and yp € Ug.

Proof. We only prove the assertion for x, (for y, the argument is similar). First we verify the
case a = m. By Remark B.4.4] we have zp, - tq, 5, " tar b, = q22§%1[m’“iﬂtal,bl - tap,, and it is
straightforward to check that the operator Df o+ (¢° = 1)D} ; = 1+ (¢° = 1) 327 tin iOni acts on
2 the same way, so that ¢y (zm) = D] o+ (> —1) 1.1- To complete the proof, by Lemma ELT.T] it
suffices to verify that for any a < m, the element z, = K, , lies in the ad(Up)-invariant subalgebra
of Ur, that is generated by x,41 = K ALt and z,, = K AL+ Denoting the standard generators of
Up by E;, F;, Kiil, we set
E::i_aj = [Ei,[...,Ej_1]qq and Féi_aj = [Fo1, [, Flga]gr fori <.

Let u := E! K_.,

€a—Em

U= (1 - q2)_ladEa T adEmﬂ(K)\L,m) and v = (1 - q_2)_la‘dme1 T adFa(KAL,a+l)7

and v := F! K\, ...~ By asimple induction we can verify that

—Em Ea—Em

so that u,v € Uy, by Lemma Il For z,y € Uy, set [z,y] ;== zy — yx. We obtain
(28) Bl _. ,F! | K cpeern Ky oy = uv — ¢ 2ou e Up.

Ea—Em

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

(=) (Keyoep — K e VK e BKnp oy = (@ = ¢ ) T (K 26, Ky oy — Kiy)-
It follows immediately that K, , € Ur. O
Proposition 4.2;2. Uy, s generated as an algebra by ﬁL and {K¢, }" . Similarly, Ug is generated
as an algebra by Ur and {K.,}" .

Proof. We give the proof for Up, (for Ug the proof is similar). Let A denote the subalgebra of Uy,
generated by UL, and {K.,}™,. Set p:= 3" ig;. Then K_5, = x1--- 2y, hence by Proposi-
tion 2.1l we have K_o, € Up. Lemma BT Tl implies that F;K_5, = (1 — q2)_1adEi(K_2p) € ﬁL, SO
that E; € A. By a similar argument we can prove that F; € A as well, hence A = Uy, O

5. EXPLICIT FORMULAS FOR ¢y (Z,) AND ¢y (yp)

In this section we compute explicit formulas for ¢y (z,) and ¢y (ys), where z, and y, are defined
in [27). We remark that in Section [I0] we prove that the x, and the y, generate qS(}l(.Zh,.) and
qb[_]l(%’hy.), respectively. Recall that the action of D € 2% on f € & 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 & {a1,...,a,} or j & {bi,...,b.}, then 0;jta, b, ta, b,
belongs to the left ideal of PP that is generated by the Oy ji satisfying i > i and j° > j. In
particular, 0; j - (ta, by, - ta, p,) = 0.

Proof. We use induction on r. For r = 1 the assertion follows from relations (R3)—(R6).Next suppose
r > 1. If i # a; and j # by then 0; jt,, b, = ta,,0;; and we can use the induction hypothesis. If
i = ay then j & {b1,...,b,.} and we can write

ijtarbytar b, = Qi Orgtasy * tarbr T (@ = €)Y t00105 jtasss -+ tar by
Z>Z

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

In Subsection we need more refined information about the monomials in the ¢; ; that are
generated by 0;; - tq, b, - - ta, p.. To this end we use the following technical lemma, whose proof is
postponed until Section [[3l Let us call two r-tuples (mq,...,m;) and (m},...,m.) of integers order
equivalent, if they satisfy the following property: m; < mj if and only if m; < m/ for 1 <i,j <.

Lemma 5.1.2. Let 1 < ay,...,ar <mand 1 < by,..., b < n. We denote the order equivalence
classes of (a1,...,a,) and (by,...,by) by a and b, respectively. Then

aai7bj ’ ta‘l’bl a a‘"’br Z Z Ca b Z j7US7TS) G‘Us(l)’ Ts(l) ’ .tags(s)’b‘rs(sw

s=00s,Ts
where ca (i, j,05,75) € k and the inner sum is over all pairs of injective maps
os:{l,....s} = A{L,....,r}\{i} and 7:{1,...,s} —={1,...,7}\{j}.

In particular, the coefficients c, (i, j, 05, 7s) only depend on i, j, os, Ts, a and b.

We do not know explicit formulas for the coefficients ¢, (4, j, 05, 75). However, for our purposes
Lemma [5.1.2] suffices.

Proof. Set f := 04, b, - (teidy - ta,pb.) and assume that f # 0. Then by Lemma [E.I.1] we have
ar € {c1,...,¢} and b, € {dy,...,d,}. Lemma [B.1.2] implies that f can be expressed as a linear
combination of monomials of the form ¢y 4 -« -t a; for s < r, where {c;};_; C {c1,....c:\{ar}

and {d}};_; C {dy,...,d,}\{b}. The claim follows by iterating the above reasoning,.

Lemma 5.1.3. Suppose that f,g € & satisfy Oy, j, -~ 0;,. . - f = g for some 1 <'iy,...,i <m and
1<ji,....jr <m. Then forany 1 < < ... <i, <mand 1 < ji < ... < j, < n that satisfy
min{j, },_; > max{j,}5_; we have

ail:jl o ZT:.]T (ft'llv]l "t .lsvjl) - gt217j1 “t 197]‘/9

Proof. Recall that .# is the left ideal of 22 generated by () (see SubectionBH). Set f' := 8ZTJT f.
Then 0;, ;. f = '+ > (i) bir,j' O jr, where the by jy € #Z and the sum is over all pairs (¢/,7") that

satisfy i, <4 < m and j,. < j <n. In particular ' & {j,..., 4.}, hence by Lemmamwe obtain

f— / . . . . . . / . . CEEEE) . .
Oy g [l g1 -+ - Yig o = iy gy - by gt + E : bir O jrtis gy - by € [bug jio -ty gy + 5

This means 9;, j, - (fti ji -t j1) = It i1+ tigji- The proof is completed by induction on r. [
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5.2. Eigenvalues of D,,, and ¢-factorial Schur polynomials. For any integer partition v such
that £(v) < n, let s, denote the g-factorial Schur polynomial in n variables associated to v, defined
by

det ( P - qk))

H1§i<j§n($i — )

It is proved in [BKV06, Thm 1] that when m = n, for any integer partition A satisfying ¢(\) < n
the restriction of D,,, to the irreducible Uy z-submodule V" @ Vi of &2, is a scalar multiple of
identity, the scalar being

1<i,j<n

su(xlw e 7$n7Q) =

(_ 1)rqr—r2—2r(n—r)

(1—q*)r
The polynomials s, are specializations of the interpolation Macdonald polynomials R) defined
in [Sah96]. As in [Sahlll Sec. 0.3], let Ry(x1,...,2p;q,t) denote the unique symmetric polynomial
with coefficients in Q(q,t) that satisfies the following conditions:
() deg A=Al
(i) Ra(g™,..., gt =% ... g't! =" q,t) = 0 for all partitions p # A that satisfy || < |A|.
(ili) Ry can be expressed as Ry = my + Z,u;é)\ cumy, where the m, denote the monomial
symmetric polynomials.

It is known [Kn97, Prop. 2.8] that

2()\1 +n—1)

s(lr)(q PR 7q2()\n71+1)

(29) L5 g?).

S)\($17 -y I q) = q(n—l)\)\|R)\(q1—n$1’ s ’ql—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 Py, but one can show that

(30) Pi(x1,..., 20 q,t) = Ry(z1, 2ot ™, 20t "L g, 1).

For two integer partitions A,  such that £(\), £(u) < n, let [2 ] denote the (g, t)-binomial coefficient
q;t

defined in [Ok97]. Thus

(31)

A Bt
amw Pi(qM, ..., ¢ 5 q,t)

Lemma 5.2.1. For 0 <r <n we have [i:}q’q = q—T’(n—T) (qn(:li)_“i()‘?f(;fll)_l).

Proof. The proof is a straightforward but somewhat tedious calculation based on a general combi-
natorial formula in [Sahlll Thm 0.8] for the (g, )-binomial coefficients. We give a brief outline of
this calculation. In the notation of [Sah11], the value of (BI]) can be expressed as a sum of the form
> pwt(T), where T is a standard tableau of shape A\u. For X := (1") and p := (1"), there is only
one such tableau. By direct calculation one obtains

t—n-l—i—i—l(l _ tn—i) |ﬁ| _ |)\i+1| B ti(l o t)
1—t TN = VL 1 — g

M= (1n_i) s Qi yitl =

From these, the assertion of the lemma follows immediately. O



QUANTIZED WEYL ALGEBRAS, DOUBLE CENTRALIZERS, AND FFT FOR Uq(gl,) 17

Lemma 5.2.2. Set v, := (1") for 0 <r <n. Then
n .
S g &g, (¢ g s g) = @1 .
r=0

Proof. This is stated in 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 (B0) it follows that
Py (z1,...,2n:¢,q) = ¢=rs, (¢" 1, ..., xp;q). We now consider the identity [Ok97, Eq. (1.11)]
for t := g and X\ := (1"). Then the left hand side of [Ok97, Eq. (1.11)] is equal to z1 - - - z,,, whereas
its right hand side is equal to

n 1n
>

r=0

_(r "— 1) (g—1 e
o (qn(z 1) .). (qn(_qr+1 2 7y 'o1, i ).

q

0.9
To complete the proof, we use Lemma [£.2.11 O

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

Proposition 5.3.1. For1 <a<m and 1 <b <n we have

m—a+1 n—b+1
(32) (bU(xa) = Z (q2 - 1)TDlm—a+1,r and ¢U(yb) - Z (q2 - 1)TDn—b+1,r-
r=0 r=0

Let us first prove Proposition 5.3 in the special case a = b= 1. For 0 < r < m set
(33) D,:=D,, = D'mn“

Proposition 5.3.2. Let z, and y, be defined as in @T). Then ¢y (z1) = du(y1) = > mey(¢>—1)"D,,
where D, is defined as in ([B3)).

Proof. We prove that z1, y1, and Z:,”’zo(qQ —1)"D,. act by the same scalar on each irreducible U -
submodule V¥ @ V' of & associated to an integer partition A satisfying £(A) < min{m,n}. By
Remark B4 both z; and y; act on 2@ by the scalar ¢**. Thus by Proposition it suffices
to verify that for every partition A satisfying ¢(\) < min{m,n} and |\| = d, the restriction of
S (g% — 1)'D, to V¥ @ V¥ is multiplication by the scalar ¢??.

Step 1. First we prove the assertion in the case m = n. By the formula for the eigenvalues of
D, given in [29)) it is enough to verify that

n
(34) Z qr—r2—2r(n—r)sw(q2()\1+n—1)7 o 7q2()\n,1+1)7 q2)\n; q2) _ q2()\1+"'+)\n).
r=0

Equality (B4) follows from Lemma [5.2.2] after substituting ¢ by q%.
Step 2. From now on we assume m < n. From the relations (R3)-(R6) of ZZ it follows
that there exists a unique embedding of algebras 1 : 2 — PP,y satistying n(ti ;) = tizn—m,j

and 7(0; ;) = Oj4n—m,. Define D, € 2%,y to be D, = Zi,j ]\4}MJ{, where the summation is
over all r-tuples i,j € &*(r), so that D, is the operator D, in %,x,. By Lemma 5.1 and
Lemma [.1.2] Mj -(M(Z)) = 0 unless i € &, (). It follows that for every f € & we have
D, -n(f) =n(D;) -n(f) when 0 <r <m, and D, - n(f) =0 when m <r < n.

Step 3. Recall that .# denotes the left ideal of 22 that is generated by 2(1). Let .#’ denote
the left ideal of 2%, «, that is generated by 2N et n: PP — PYD,«n be as in Step 2. For

nxn:
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De P9 and f € & we have (D - f— Df) € .Z, hence

n(D - f)=nD)n(f) =n(D- f—Df) e "
But also n(D)-n(f)—n(D)n(f) € .#’. From the last two relations we obtain n(D)-n(f)—n(D-f) € &'.
But in addition n(D) - n(f) —n(D - f) € Pnxn, hence n(D) - n(f) =n(D - f).
Step 4. Let f € 2@ From Step 3 and Step 2 it follows that

7 (Z(f ~1)'D, - f) = <Z(q2 - 1)’"D7«) () = (&> = 1)'D, - n(f).

r=0 r=0 r=0
From Step 1 it follows that > (¢ — 1)"D,. - n(f) = ¢**n(f). Since 7 is an injection, we obtain
Soto(@ =)Dy - f =g f. U
We are now ready to prove Proposition [5.3.1]in the general case. We give the proof for x, only

(the proof for y is similar). Every element of & is a linear combination of monomials of the form
tir gy - - tig.j, Where ip > -+ > 4. Choose k' < k such that iy > a and 4j41 < a. Then

2K’
til,jl e tik,jk'

From Lemma B.1.3]it follows that

Ta Ly gy i, = 4
Set D := >t (¢> — 1)D!

m—a+1,r*

D (til,jl "'tika) =(D- tiygy oot

gt ,jk/)tik/+17jk/+1 e tlky]k

It suffices to prove that
(35) D tiy g tig o = @ by gy oot
Set m := m — a + 1. There exists an embedding of algebras 1 : #Zsxn — P Z that is uniquely

1

defined by n(t; ;) = tiva_1; and 9(9;;) = dira_1;. We define D, € PPy, by D, 1= >oiy MiM;
where the summation is over i EN@‘"{h(r) and j € &7*(r). Similar to the proof of Proposition [(.3.2] we

have n(D,) = D/ and n(D, - f) = n(D,) - n(f) for f € Psxn. Thus @5) follows from the
assertion of Proposition for 2D s xn-

Tt Jpt

m—a+1,r

6. SOME PROPERTIES OF I

The main goal of this section is to relate 227 to the image of I'. The proofs of Lemma B.21]
and Lemma [6.2.2] are similar to some results in [LZZ11].

6.1. Invariants and the operators L; j, R; ;. Recall from (B]) that YVZ denotes the centralizer of
Zin ).

Lemma 6.1.1. Endy(2)% = Endy(#)? and Endy(2)%* = Endy(2)”.

Proof. We only give the proofs of the two assertions for .#. The inclusion Endy(2)%* D Endy (%)%
is trivial because .Z, C .Z. To prove Endy(2)% C Endy ()7, choose any T € Endy(2)%.
From (B2) it follows that T commutes with ¢y (Ko, ® 1) = ¢v (z5'z,,4) for 1 < a < m (we
assume Zp,+1 := 1). From Proposition B.Z3]it follows that ¢y (K., ® 1) is a diagonalizable operator
whose eigenvalues are powers of ¢. In particular, the eigenspaces of ¢ (Ko, ® 1) and ¢y (K., @ 1)
are the same. Thus T also commutes with ¢y (K., ® 1). Finally, Proposition implies that
T € Endy(2)%. O

Set PP e,y ={D € PP : x-D :=ep(x)D for x € Uy} where ¢/, denotes the counit of Uz,. We
define %, ,) similarly.
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Lemma 6.1.2. 297 = 29, and P9” = PP .,).
Proof. Follows immediately from Remark 2.3.11 O
Lemma 6.1.3. L;; € P27 for1<i,j<m and Rij € P97 for1<i,j<n.

Proof. This follows from Lemmal6.1.21and a straightforward calculation of the action of the standard
generators of Uy, and Ug. O

Lemma 6.1.4. The Up-submodule of #% that is generated by Ly, n, contains L; ; for 1 <i,5 < m.
Similarly, the Ug-submodule of 2% that is generated by Ry, , contains R;; for 1 <i,5 < n.

Proof. We only give the proof for the Up-submodule. Denote this submodule by .#Z. We compute
the actions of the standard generators of Uz, using Remark .44l By a straightforward computation
we obtain Fy,—;-Lym—it1,m = —qLm—im. Furthermore, if m —j # ¢ then Fp,_j-Liym—jr1 = —qlim—j-
Using these relations it follows that L; ; € .# for j > i. By switching the roles of the F; and the F;
we obtain that L; ; € .# for i > j. Finally,
Foi Lonivtm—i = —qLon—im—i + ¢ Lonistmit1-

Since Ly, m € A4, by an inductive argument it follows that L;; € .Z. O
Corollary 6.1.5. L; ; € £, for all1 <i,5 <m and R;; € Z for 1 <1i,j5 <n.

Proof. From the proof of Proposition 2] we have ¢y () = 1 + (¢% — 1)Ly, m, hence Ly, . € L.
Lemma BT.Tlimplies that ., is Ur-invariant. Thus by Lemma [6.1.4] we have L; ; € Z,. The proof
of the inclusion R; ; € Z, is similar. O

6.2. Z-invariants and the image of I'. Recall the decomposition ([5) of 22"*). By LemmaB.1.2,
and since dim Homg, (Vi, V) = 6, we have

o)\ _ )\ 7
(36) <329 > 0 for r# s and <@.@ ) )\S@MV)\ ® Vi,

as Ur-modules. In the rest of this section I' : &2, «m — £ Z is the map introduced in Definition B.6.1]
and we denote the counit of Z,,«, by €g.

Lemma 6.2.1. ker(I') = 0.

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

0=(1®er)(L(u) =) wieq(i(uz))
It follows that t(u) = > ep(t(u)1)(u)s = > €x(t(ug))i(ur) = ((1®eg)(T'(u))) = 0, hencew = 0. O
Lemma 6.2.2. I'(Z,xm) = PG7 .

Proof. First we prove that I'(Znxm) C PG7. By definition of I' it suffices to prove the assertion
in the special case m = n. In this case, for x € Ug and u € £,,«,, we have

z-T(w) =) (w1 - ur)(ws - o(un))
= Z upy (L(urz), S (1)) (e(uz)1 (e(u)2, z2))
=D (tluz), S (@1)) (t(uz), w2)ur(ua)
= er(z)(L(u >u1L(U3)
= ep(x ZUM u)2eg(t(u)3) = ep(x Zuﬂ (u2) = er(x)I'(u).
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Hence I'(u) € PP ¢,y = P2 9% by Lemma 612
Since I" maps e@fn)xm into 227 N 22" by Lemma B2l it suffices to prove that these two

vector spaces have equal dimensions for all » > 0. From (B@) and Proposition B.4.3] it follows that
both spaces have dimension equal to » ,.,  (dim )2 O

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 Uy, = Ur = U,(gl,,). Recall that &2, and %, are subspaces
of the finite dual U,(gl,,)° of U,(gl,,). Henceforth we denote the canonical pairing between U, (gl,,)°
and U, (gl,,) by (-,-). We use (-, -) for the pairing of U,(gl,,)° ® U,(gl,,)° and U,(gl,,) ® U,(gl,,) too.

7.1. A new product on Z,,,. Let us write

(Rp)o ZTL®TL and (Rg)y; ZTR®TR,
so that for the universal R-matrix R of 20) we have
(37) ﬁ:ZrL@)TR@r’L@r;%.

We also set 8p, := (Rp)21 = > rp @S L(r}) and Sg := (Rp)a1 = > rr®S~(rh), where we use (8).
For the next definition, recall that the action of Upg on &2 is defined by (I8) and (I9)).

Definition 7.1.1. For u,v € &,,«, we set
wxvi= (1@ S(ra)) - ur) ((rg @ 1) v1) {e(uz), 73 ) e(va), S (),
where z +— 2% is defined in (8 and the summation ranges over the summands on the right hand
sides of B7), Ag, ., (u) :=> u; Qug, and Ay, (v):=> v ® va.
From formula (I8]) it follows that
(38) uxv =Y ((uz),rr)u(v1), 71T L)) ((ug), r5) (e(vs), ST (1) urve
In the next proposition we consider #T,, as a map into the algebra 222" .
Proposition 7.1.2. T, (u*v) = &1, (u)8 T, (v) for u,v € Ppxn.
Proof. We compute both sides and prove that they are equal. For the right hand side we have
BT (W) T (v) = > (1 ® t(ug))(v1 @ 1(v2))
= Zul r’L ® 7‘}3) 1) @ ((rL @ 7R) - t(uz))e(va)
= D (1), ST ulv), SR (elua), v, (1), rR)urvs @ o(ug)u(vs)
= Z t(ug) ® 1(vy) ,SuL>u1v2 ® (t(uz) @ t(vs), Sr)e(usz)i(vy).

For the left hand side we have

BT, (u k) = # T, (Z<L<u2>, PR) (1), ST L) ulua), ) ((v), S () uave )
= > (e(u (t(v1), ST (uz), 75 ) ((vs), S™H () univar ® e(van)(usz)
=> (us (1), ST (ua), 75 ) (e(va), ST (FR) urva @ e(vs)e(uz)
=D (t(wn) @ o(v1), 85 )urva ® (1(uz) @ (va), Sg)e(vs)i(un).



QUANTIZED WEYL ALGEBRAS, DOUBLE CENTRALIZERS, AND FFT FOR Uq(gl,) 21

After changing the indices as (uq, ug, us, ug) = (ug, ug1, ug2,us) and (vq, ve,vs,v4) = (v1,v2,v31,V32),
the equality 8T, (u * v) = 8T, (u)® T, (v) reduces to

(39) > (1@ g1, (Sr)2n)fage = Y _(f2®@ ga, (Sr)a1)g1 f1,
for f:=(v3) and g := t(ug). But (8g)21 = Rr. Thus (BI) follows from (I0]). O
For the next proposition, recall that Ty, : &) xpn — & Pixn is the map defined in (20]).

Proposition 7.1.3. For u € 2" and v e 2%)  we have Ip(uxv) € PP and

nxn nxn nxn
r4+s—1
(Ta(uxv) = To(w)a(v) € D (@@;d;ﬁz N @@fxn) .
d=0
Proof. The first assertion follows from the fact that u v € e@,(fxtf ), which is a direct consequence
of Definition [Z.T.Tl The second assertion follows from Proposition and Remark O

7.2. The map Y. Let us now consider the map Y : &, un @ Ppxn — Prxn @ Ppxn defined by

(40) Twev) =Y (tus),r})((v2), SR (A ® S(rr)) - wr) ® ((r, @ 1) - v1),
so that if m: Z,xn ® Prsn — Pnxn denotes the product of the algebra &2, ., then
(41) uxv=mo Y(u®uv).

= P ® P

nxn

Proposition 7.2.1. Y induces linear bijections an’% ® 2

nxn

for allr,s > 0.

Proof. From the defining formula of T and the fact that the coproduct of &2, «, maps 2" into

nxn

2" & e@(rx)n it follows that Y leaves L@y(f% ® L@,(fx)n invariant. Since the latter space is finite

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

T17T2 : @nxn@)f@rzxn — ‘@an®‘@an7
given by
T1(u®v) =D ((u2)®@(v2), (Rp)y yur@vr and To(u@v) = ((1S(r}))u)@(S~ (r})@1)-v).

Recall that (Rg)y) = o7 @1 By So(u(ur), Dug = Lo (1)u = uwand 3 ((va), vy = Rep(1)v = v
we obtain

Ti(u@v) =Y (((ur), 1)(e(uz), rr)uz) @ ((e(v2), 1)(t(vs), rz)v1),
Using Q) we obtain Y1 o Y(u®v) =Y A® A/, where
A= "(u(un), D {u(ug), rr) ((ua), rr){(u(us), 7} ua,
and
A= (1), STHE)E) (1(vs), 1) (1(va), ) (1(v5), ST (1) Yva.
From the coproduct of %+, and the formulas for A and A’ we obtain
TioT(w®v) =Y (((ur), 1){e(us), rfrprg)us) @ ((e(v1), 71 (rp)") (e(vs), ST (rR)r)va).
From (I8)) it follows that
(42) TioY(wev) =Y (1@Srp)Srr)S(})) - ue ((rp ® S(rR)rk)) - v.
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Since (Rg),; is another universal R-matrix of Ug (see for example [KS97, Sec. 8.1.1]), by (8) we
have 3° S(rr) @1 = (S ® 1)((Rr)31') = (Rg)y; and

> Srr) @ Stp) = (S©5) (Yore©rh) = (S© 9)(Re)n) = Rzl
Consequently, from ([42) we obtain
TioY(u®v) = Z (1@ SEh) u) @ (], @ 1) - v).

Next let n : U, — Up be the map = — S(xh). Then 7 is an algebra automorphism, so that
> S(’r’i) @1y = (n®1)(Ry) is invertible, with inverse

Y aeBi=ne)(R") =0 ST)Ry).

Then
Tyo 0 M(use) =T (Y (1@ S(r)) ue (1) v)
:Z(1®Oé5(7‘hL)) u® (Brpel)-v=u®uv.
This completes the proof of injectivity of Y. O

7.3. Completing the proof of Theorem [A] when m = n. We conclude the proofs of parts (i)
and (iii) of Theorem [Al Parts (ii) and (iv) follow by symmetry. From .2 C Endy (%, xn)?, it follows
that .4 C 297+ . Furthermore, Lemma B.11] implies that 227, = 297+ . Let B denote

nxn* nxn nxn:'

the subalgebra of &%,y that is generated by the L; ; for 1 <4,j < n. Lemma [6.1.3] implies that

B C @Qf;n Since the subspaces L@_@gfg for r;s > 0 are Uppg-invariant and by (36) we have
(992&2) = 0 for  # s, in order to prove that 227 = %, = B it suffices to verify that

(43) (@.@gﬁ) C % nNnB, forr>0,

where

B, :=Spany {L, j, ---Li,j, - 1 <s<rand1<i4,,j, <nforl<u<s}.
We prove ([43) by induction on r. For r = 0, it is trivial. For r = 1, Lemma [6.2.2] implies
that (99(1 1)) is spanned by the L; ; = I'y(t; ;) for 1 < 4,57 < n. Recall from Corollary [G.1.5]

nxn
that L;; € %,. This completes the proof of (@3] for » = 1. Finally, assume r > 1. Then by
Proposition [[.2.1] the map

T r@(1) r@(T’ 1,r— 1)_>t@() ®t@(r 1,r—1)

an nxn nxn nxn

is a bijection. From (HI)) it follows that the map
L@() ®L@(T 1)—>¢@()

nxn nxn an7u®’UHu*’U7

is a surjection. Next choose any D & <@9(T T)) Then by Proposition [6.2.2] we have D = T';,(u)

nxn
where u € e@m

nxn*

re W and o € 277V, By Proposition [Z.1.3] we have

nxn nxn

We can express u as a linear combination of products of the form ' x v’ where

r—1 %
(v «u") =T, (W), (u")+ D" where D' € @ (@.@nm)z)
s=0
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s
Finally, since I';;, maps 2" into (99“’”) for r» > 0, from the induction hypothesis it follows

nxn nxn

that T'p(u') € ZenBy, Tn(W') € ZenB._1, and D' € ZyNB,_;1. Consequently, I'y,(uxu') € ZNB,.

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 [Al when m < n. The idea is to
reduce the assertions to the case of %, «n, for which the theorem was already proved in Section [7l

Notation. Recall that when we consider %, we have U, = Uy(gl,). To avoid confusion
between Uy, in this case and the case of 9 = PP,,,«n (where as before Up, = Uy(gl,,)), in this

section (only) we use U é"), £™) and .,2”.(") instead of Uy, .Z, and %, to denote the algebras that
pertain to Y, xn.

Recall the embedding of algebras n: % — Z %, xn that is uniquely defined by setting

Tl(ti,j) = th—m+ij and Tl(ai,j) = On—m-+i,j-
From Remark B.5.2] and the defining relations (R1)—(R6) of £ % it follows that 7 is well-defined and
injective. Let Sg, C Ué") ® Uén) be defined by

Sy, = {K;1®1,1®K€Z_ : 1§z’§n—m}.

From Remark 344 it follows that 1 is Ur ® Ug-equivariant, hence also Ug-equivariant (where the
Ug-action is induced by the Ur ® Ug-action, via the coproduct map A : Ugr — Ur ® Ug). Thus by
Lemma [6.1.2] we have

(W) 297 = PPy =1 (NPD) NP D) ey) = 17 (M2 2) 0 297

where Z(™ is the image of Ur in #P,,xy. From Remark B44 it also follows that
(45) NW(PD)={D € PPDpxn : a-D =D for all a € S.}.

Recall from Section [7 that e@@'ﬂrz is generated by the L;; for 1 < ¢,57 < n. The products of the
form L;, j, - --L;, ;. are joint eigenvectors for elements of Sy. Furthermore from (@H) it follows that
Lisji - - Linj. € n(22) if and only if iy, j, > n —m for all 1 < u < r. It follows from (44)) that
PP7 is spanned by the products of the form L;, j, ---L;, ; where 1 <i,,j, <mforall 1 <u <.
Thus Corollary [6.1.5limplies that PY7 C %,. Since .Z and # commute, we also have %, C PY7.

Consequently, PI* = %, and L is generated by the L; ; where 1 <1i,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 [Al when m < n. We remark that the
argument of Section [§ is not symmetric with respect to m and n, since it uses the embedding
PYP — PDpxn. The proof give n in this section is based on a reduction to PZ,,xm. 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 [0.2.1]).

Notation. Similar to Section [§, we will work with both #% and £ 2,,,«xm simultaneously. Thus, to

avoid confusion we use U ém), 2m) (M) and %’Em) to denote the subalgebras of Z%2,,«m defined
analogously to Ug, .Z, #, and Z.,.
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9.1. The embedding of #292,,x,, into £%. Similar to Section [} there exists an embedding of
associative algebras ' : 2D xm — PP that is uniquely defined by

’I’}/(t@j) = ti,n—m—i—j and 77/(61'7j) = in—m-4j-

In what follows we use the actions of various subalgebras of Upr ® Urg on £ (see Remark B.5.5)).
Let Sgp C Ugr ® Ugr be defined by Sg := {Ke_il@l, 1® K, @1 §z’§n—m}. Then
(P Dmxm) = PP sp) :={D € PP : a-D=D forall a € Sg}.
Let us embed U gn) into Ugr as a subalgebra via the homomorphism that is uniquely defined by
Ei—=FEinm, Fi— Egnm, K, — Kei+n,ma
and then use the latter embedding to identify U é? =U,®U }(%m) with a subalgebra of Urr. With

respect to the latter embedding, the map n’ is U g?—equivariant. Since 7’ is also Up-equivariant, by
reasoning similar to ([@4]) we obtain an isomorphism

(46) DD = (P Dx) ey " W (P Do) N P D) = P Dy N PD.

Thus by an argument similar to that of (B0, we obtain isomorphisms of U gn) QU }(%m)—modules

’\S?”,T. <V,\m))* ® V)fm) ~ <‘@'@57?;)m)$(m

o (@.@M)g NPDsp)

(47) = (z@-@(’"’”)(%) 2960 = | B Weh|n2Tsy,
AEAm,r

where V)fm) (respectively, V) denotes the U gn)—module (respectively, Ur-module) associated to A.
Lemma 9.1.1. 297 is generated as a Ug @ Up-submodule of 29 by 2% N P D (sp)-
Proof. By ({@7) it suffices to prove that for A € A, , we have isomorphisms of U gn) ®U gn)-modules
(48) (VF @ Va) N PP s, = (VAW)* o V™.
Set X :={K.,,...,K,, , } CUg. For any Up-module W we define

Wiy ={weW : z-w=wforreX}.

To prove (@8], it is sufficient to verify that (Vi) y) = V)fm) and (V) x) = <V>\m)) . These assertions
are probably well known. They follow easily from Gelfand-Tsetlin theory for U,(gl,,)-modules (see

for example [KS97, Sec. 7.3.3]). Also, by considering the standard generators of Ugr corresponding
to the positive system {e, —&,_1,...,e2 — €1} they can be reduced to [LZZ11, Thm 6.4]. O

Remark 9.1.2. Recall from (37) that
j% = Z rL, @rr & TIL X 7’3% = 71737274,

where Ty 3: =% r,®1®@r;®1land Tos =Y 1®@rp®1®@ 1, Now fix n:=a®b e Ur ® Ug and
set 1:=1®a®1®b € Urr®UrLr. Then 771 3 = T1 37, and from invertibility of T 4 it follows that

T4 = To4Ugp,
where Ugp 1= Ty, iﬁ72,4' It follows that 7R = fkua,,,.
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9.2. The Ur ® Ug-action on & 2%". Recall the map P defined in (24]). We set

Ry =P Ztm®5m€@.@gr for 1 <i,5 <n.
r=1

For the next proposition, recall that Z22%" is a Ur ® Ur-module.

Proposition 9.2.1. Let a ® b € Ugr ® Ug. Also, fix a non-negative integer r and suppose that
1 <'iy, ju < n are given for 1 <u <r. Then (a ® b) ( "Riyjr -+ ®' Ry, 5.) is a linear combination of
products of the form &Ry g FRy; where 1 <@ <nforl<u<r.

) ua]u

Proof. We prove the assertion by induction on r. For » = 0 the assertion is trivial, and for r = 1
it follows from the explicit formulas for the action of Up ® Ugr on the #'R; ; (see Remark B3.4.4]).
Next assume r > 1. Set o := &R;, ;, and 3 := #'R;, j, ---#R;,_; . Then we can express o and 3 as

summations o =Y. f®d and B =Y. f'® &, where f, f' € 2 and 9,0’ € 9. We express R- (0 ® f)

as a summation
RO® f)=> d&h,

where the 6 = §(0, f’) € 2 and the h = h(0, ') € &. Furthermore, for a ® b € Up @ Ur we express
Ugp as a summation Ugp =Y 1 D uqp ® 1 ® u;’b. (see Remark [0.T.2]). Then using formula (IIJ) for
the product of 225" we have

(a@b)-af=(aeb)- (Y (fo) «d))

—(a@b) (Y fhwid)

=> a-(fh)y®b-(50)

= (a1-f)(az-h) @ (by-8)(bz- )

=> ((a1-£) ®1)((a2®bl)-(h®5))(1®(bz-8’))
= ((ar- @) ((a2@by)- ((0oR)- (00 1)) (1@ (by- D)
=3 (a1 )@ 1) ((00R) - ((uby .0 ® Up, 4,) - (0@ £1)) (1@ (b2 - D))
= > (@1 1) © (hy 05 - D)) (1, 0, - ) @ (b2 D).

To complete the proof, we use the induction hypothesis for Y (a1 - f) ® (up, a, - 0) = (a1 @ up, 4,) - ¢
and 3 (uy, 0 [1) @ (b2 - 0') = (4}, 4, @ b2) - B, for all possibilities of a1, up, ay,up, 4,, and ba. Since
f,0, f and @ belong to the finite dual of Ug, 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 #% that
is generated by the R;; for 1 <i,j < n. By Lemma [6.1.4] we have B’ C P 9% . Next we prove the

Z
reverse inclusion. As in ([B6]) we have <@9(T’8)> = 0 for r # s. Thus, it suffices to show that
Z
(9.@“’”) C B, for r > 0, where

B; = Spany {R;; j; ---Ri,j, 1 0<s<rand1 <y, j, <nforl <u<s}h.



26 GAIL LETZTER, SIDDHARTHA SAHI, AND HADI SALMASIAN

We prove the latter assertion by induction on r. For r = 0 the assertion is trivially true. For r = 1,
by (28] we have

(gyg(ﬂ))g = (201) =gy,
(eL)
where V(™ and V(™ are as in Subsection The dimension of the right hand side is n?, hence
Z
(99(1’1)) is spanned by the R; ; for 1 <4i,j < n. Next assume that » > 1. From (@) and the

special case of Theorem [A] for 2,y (see Section [0) it follows that 29% N P D (sp) is generated
by the R; j for n —m +1 < 4,j < n. In particular, 227 N PP (sy) € B'. Thus by Lemma Q.1.T]
and Proposition it suffices to prove that B is Ug ® Ug-invariant for r > 0.

Take an element of B’ of the form R;, j, - R;, j, where s < r, and an element a®b € Up ® Ug. By
Lemma we have R;, j, ---R;, j, € P22% . Thus by Remark and Urr ® U g-equivariance
of P (see Remark B.5.5]) we obtain

s—1 X
(49) Rivji - Risj, — P (BRiyjy - Ry, 5,) € D (99(%@)
u=0

Since the actions of Uy, and Ur ® Ur commute, using Lemma [6.1.2] we obtain
<z <

Also by the induction hypothesis

G

(a®Db)- <@9(“’“)) CB, for 0<u<s—1.
Consequently, from Upr ® Urg-equivariance of P we obtain
(50) (@®b) R gy Rigj. =P ((a@b) - (R, ¥Ry 3)) € By
Proposition implies that (a ®b) - (8'R;, j, - - - &Ry, ;,) is a linear combination of products of the
form &* RZ-/1 gL &Rj: jr. From the proof of (@) and the induction hypothesis that (@@ (“’“)>f C B,

S

for u < r we obtain

(51) P (*Riys; -+ Ru) = Ry Ry € Bl
From (50) and (5I) it follows that B, is Ur ® Ug-invariant. This completes the proof of B’ = 227 .
It only remains to prove that 227 = %,. To this end, note that by Lemma we have
B C % C 29% =B, so that B' = Z,.

10. PrROOF OF THEOREM [Bl

In this section we prove Theorem [Bi). The proof of Theorem [Blii) is analogous. As a byproduct,
in Corollary M0.5.T] we obtain explicit generators for (15[}1(,,%7.) and (b[;l(%b,.). For convenience, in
this section we simplify our notation by writing K instead of 1 ® K € Uy g.

10.1. Parity condition on the A. For A\, € Zey + - - + Zey, expressed as A := > | \;je; and
po= Yo g we set (A, p) = Y i Aipi. We also set A < p if there exists 1 < r < n such that
Ai = p; for all © <7 and A\.11 < ppr1. This defines a total order on Zej + - - - + Ze,. The following
lemma, is trivial.
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Lemma 10.1.1. Let Z be a finite subset of Ze1+- - -+Zey, and let Anax denote the maximum of L with
respect to <. Let y1,...,vn € Z be such that v, > 1 and v; > 1 + maxy uez {ZK]-SH |Aj — uj]’yj}
fori<mn. Sety:=>""1vici. Then (Amax,y) > (1t,7y) for all p € T\{Amax}-

Proposition 10.1.2. Let T be a finite subset of Zey + - -+ Zey. Let v := 3\ .y cx K\ € Uy g where
cx €k for X € Z, and assume that x € (b[;l(,@@). Then for all A\ :=> Nig; €Z and 1 <i<n-—1
we have \j — \j+1 € 2729,

Proof. Step 1. Set D := ¢y(x). By Lemma EIIl we have ¢y(ady(z)) = y - D for y € Ug.
Since the Ug-action on # 7 is locally finite, ¢r7(ady,(x)) is a finite dimensional subspace of ZZ.
Furthermore for every f € 22, if we set Wy := ady,(z) - f := {ady(x) - f : y € Ug}, then
dim Wy < dim(¢y(adyy,(x))). Note that the latter upper bound is independnt of f.

Step 2. Set a; :=&; — &;41. It suffices to prove that (\,a;) € 2270 for A\€ Tand 1 <i <n — 1.

For r > 1 we have
r—1

adEHK)\ = H <1 — q<>\’ai>_2j) EZ-TK)\KZ-_T.
j=0
Now take a nonzero Uy g-weight vector f € & of weight ¢~ for v :=>"" | vie;, where (y1,...,7)
is an n-tuple of non-negative integers. Such weight vectors are in the span of the monomials of the

form
a1 am 1,01,2 am,2 ailn aAm,n
tll o m1t12 “'tm,Z' tln tmn’

where Z:’il a;; = vj for 1 < j < n. We have

adEl?"(:E)'f = <Z cAadEHKA> - f

AeT

[y

r—

=0 [ erg O] (1 g %) ) 7 g

Step 3. For any \ € Z, if (\, ;) € 2Z2° then H;;(l] (1- q<)"°‘i>_2j) = 0 for all sufficiently large r.
Thus, if we set 7/ := {X € T : (X, a;) ¢ 2Z="} then for all sufficiently large r we have

(52) Zc/\q ) 1:[1 (1 (\ai)— ) Zc)\q A7) ﬁ( g 2j>.
j=0 7=0

AT €T’
Note that the lower bound on r is independent of ~.

Step 4. Assume that 7/ # @. After possibly scaling z, we can assume that the c) are nonzero
polynomials in g. Let Apax denote the maximum of Z' with respect to <. Let » € N be sufficiently
large such that (52) holds. Choose v as in Lemma D01l For A € Z’ let ¢V be the lowest power
of ¢ that occurs after expanding and simplifying ¢yg~ ™ H;;(l) (1 — ¢Whei)=2j ) We have

N(Amax) < _<)\maxy’7> + deg C)\(Q)y
and for all other A € 7’ we have
N(A) > —degex(g™") — (A7) = r|(A aq)| = r(r = 1).

By the choice of 7, for A € Z\{Amax} we have (Anax,7) > 14+ (X, 7). Thus (Amax, k7) > k+(\, k) for
all £ € N. Consequently, after replacing v by kv for k sufficiently large we obtain N (Apax) < N(X)
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for all A € Z\{Amax}. Together with Step 3, this proves that for the latter choice of v we have

r—1
chq—um H (1 _ q<A,ai>—2j> £ 0.
\eT §=0

Step 5. In Step 4 we can also choose 7y such that v;—~;+1 > r+1, or equivalently (—v, ;) < —r—1.
A standard argument based on representation theory of U,(slz) implies E7 - f # 0. Since the vectors
Ef - f for 0 < s < r have distinct Uy g-weights, they are linearly independent. From Step 2 and
Step 4 it follows that the vectors adgs(z) - f for 0 < s < r are also linearly independent, hence
dim Wy > r + 1. Since r can be arbitrarily large, this contradicts Step 1. O

10.2. Some technical lemmas. Given any two ordered pairs of integers (7, ) and (¢, '), we set
(i,7) < (@, j") if t <7 and j < j" and at least one of the latter inequalities is strict. Let ., denote
the left ideal of &% that is generated by the J; ; where i > a and j > b. For a € Z we set

) ofa) i= {Z?:o # a0,

0 otherwise.

Lemma 10.2.1. Leta >0 and let 1 < k <n. Then 817kt‘1‘j,;1 = c(a) 15+ D where D € A k-
Proof. Follows by induction on a. For a = 0 the assertion follows from the relation
(54) Oitie =1+ tixdie+ D1 where Dy Y PPy
(1,k)<(i,0)
Suppose that 0 xt{ , = c(a — 1)t‘1"7€1 + Dy with Dy € 4 . Using (B4]) we obtain
al,kt‘fj,gl = (14 ¢*t1401 + D1) t1 ), = (1 + ¢*cla — 1)t . + ¢°t1 s D2 + D1t .
From Lemma B.ITlit follows that Dit{; € .#1 ;. Consequently, c(a) =1+ ¢*c(a —1). O
Lemma 10.2.2. Let a,b> 0 and let 1 < k < n.
(i) If b > a then 3" 15t € 7 4.
(ii) If b < a then afjg%‘fﬂ = c(a, b)t‘ﬁb + D where D € 9 ;. Furthermore c(a,0) = c(a) and
c(a,b+1) =c(a,b)c(a—b—1) forb< a.
Proof. (i) Follows from writing 8{’?,’611561”21 = 85’;:8;”74,;175‘1’;1 and Lemma [[0.2.1]
(ii) We use induction on b. For b = 0 this is Lemma [[0.2.1] If b+ 1 < a then
07 = 01k 0T T = (a,0)01 k1] + 014D = c(a,b)e(b — a — D)5 + c(a,b) Dy + 91 D,
where Dy, D € % ;. Part (ii) follows immediately. O

Lemma 10.2.3. Let a,b > 0 and let 1 < k < n. Assume that f € & is a product of the t1; for
j <k—1. Then the following hold:
(i) If b > a then Oi”kt‘ikf € Sy
(ii) If b < a then Gﬁlt‘fllf = c(a, b)t‘ﬁbf + D where D € %), and ¢,y is as in Lemma 1022
Proof. (i) Follows from Lemma [[0.2.2)(i) and Lemma [5.T.T]
(ii) From Lemma [T0.22(ii) we have Gﬁglt‘lef = c(a, b)t‘ﬁbf + Df, where D € %1 ). The
assumption on f and Lemma B.ITlimply that Df € 7 4. O
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Remark 10.2.4. It is easy to verify that c(a,b) = c(a)c(a—1)---c(a—0b) 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 ¢> with integer coefficients.

For a k-tuple of non-negative integers a := (a1, ...,ax), where k < n, we set t? := t‘llkk e tcl”}l and
92 = 9oL ... 9

=011 1k
Lemma 10.2.5. Let 1 <k <k, < ... < ks <n. Also, let ai,...,ap >0 and by,...,b. > 0. Set
a:=(a,...,ap) and f =2 =t} 11" Then

b by _
ai),k'tﬁkl T tl,krf =h+D,
where fr € & and D € 1. If apy < b then fi =0. If apr > b then
tby b .l ._
fi =" Fe(an — 1,6 — Dty - tlikrta where  a’ = (ay,...,ap_1,ap —b).

Proof. The assertion is trivial for b = 0. If by = --- = b, = 0 then the assertion follows from
Lemma [[0.2.3[(ii) and Remark [[0.24] Next assume without loss of generality that b; > 1. First
suppose that b = 1. Using Lemma [5.1.1] we obtain

bl br _ bl—l b2 br
al,k’tml T tl,kr.f = qtlvklalvk/tl,kl B tl,kr.f

-1 bi—1,b br o bi—1,b by
+(@—q ) Z ti,klaivk’tﬁkl tsz T tl,krf = qtl,hal,k’tﬁkl tfkg T tl,krf + Dy,
1<i<m

where Dy € % js. By repeating the above calculation and then using Lemma [[0.2.1] we obtain
b by by g b br
Oty g S = gttt SRR tl,kr.al,k’ta + Dy,
(55) = " e(ag — DY, -1y 1279 4 Dy,

where Dy € .7} 3y, a—ep := (a1,...,a—1,ar — 1), and we define ¢(—1) = 0. The proof is completed
by applying the 0 ;s to both sides of (Gl iteratively and repeating the argument. O

For the next lemma, recall that we denote the action of % on & by D® f+— D - f.

Lemma 10.2.6. Let a := (ay,...,a,) and b := (by,...,b,) be n-tuples of non-negative integers.
Then the following statements hold.

(i) 0°-t2 =0 if b; > a; for at least one 1 < i < n.

(ii) Assume that a; > b; for all 1 <i <n. Then

(56) 8b R - <q2?_2(ai—bi)(b1+...+bi1) Hc(ai . 17 bi o 1)) ta—b7
=1
and
(57) tPob .2 — (qZ?_2(2ai—2bi)(bl+"'+bi1) H cla; —1,b; — 1)) 2 b
i=1

Proof. (i) Follows from Lemma [0.2.3] and Lemma [[0.2.5]
(ii) By Lemma 025, 0°* = c(a, — 1,b, — 1)8b/t‘f%_b"ta/ + D; where a’ := (a1,...,an-1),
b := (b1,...,bp—1) and Dy € #,,. Again by Lemma [0.25]

ab/tan—bnta/ _ q(an—bn)bn,lC(an_1 o 1’ bn—l _ 1)ab//t(11jln_bnt[11jg_11_bn,1tau n D2’

1,n



30 GAIL LETZTER, SIDDHARTHA SAHI, AND HADI SALMASIAN

where a” = (ay,...,an—2), b” := (b1,...,bp—2) and Dy € & ,_;. Continuing in this fashion
we finally obtain (G6). For (B7) we should compute the scalar relating t°#2~® and #2. This is
straightforward using the relations ¢ ;1 ; = qt1 jt1,; for i < j. O

Remark 10.2.7. By an argument similar to Remark B.5.2] we can show that &2 has a basis
consisting of monomials of the form

(58) tmon t?rzbil "'tclb,lﬁl “‘75[11,11'1 ?,11’1 “‘ai),lﬁn e afé’ﬁl ---Ofﬁilh", aij, bij € z=°.

Here the 0; ; (respectively, the t; ;) are sorted according to the lexicographic order (respectively, the
reverse lexicographic order) on indices. Now let D € #2 and let a := (aq,...,ay,) be an n-tuple of
non-negative integers. Recall the notation 07 := 0y} --- 0, and % := 77, - -t} for an n-tuple of

integers (aq,...,a,). Assume that D -t = ct? for some ¢ € k. We can write D as D = D1+ Do+ D3
where

(i) Dy is a linear combination of basis vectors of the form t*'9® where b’ is an n-tuple of
non-negative integers,
(ii) Dy is a linear combination of basis vectors of the form 2 9® where a’ and b’ are n-tuples of
non-negative integers and a’ # b’, and
(iii) Ds is a linear combination of the remaining basis vectors in (G8]).

Using Lemma [E.T.T] and then Lemma [[0.2.6] we obtain D - t* = (Dy + Dy) - t* = Dy - 2.

Example 10.2.8. Set A :=¢1 +--- +¢&, and z := K, € Ug. Then z-tj, = ¢ "t1; for r > 1.
From Remark [[0.2.7 and Lemma it follows that if ¢y (1 ® z) € Ze then the eigenvalue of 1 |
with respect to ¢y(1 ® x) should be a ratio of two polynomials such as ¢1(q)/¢2(q) where deg ¢
is bounded above (independently of r). Consequently, ¢y(1 ® x) € e and in particular Ze C Z.
Thus, K, is a locally finite element of Ug that does not belong to QSEl(e@@).

10.3. Proof of A\ <0.

Proposition 10.3.1. Let T be a finite subset of Zey + - - -+ Zeyn. Let v := )\ .y K\ € Uy g where
cx €k for N €T, and assume that x € qﬁ&%@@). Then for all X\ := > Nie; € T we have Ay < 0.

Proof. By scaling x by an element of k if necessary, we can assume that the ¢, are polynomials in
q. Set D := ¢y (x), so that D € P Z. For a weight v := Y1 | vig;, we set t7 := t;y"n e t;’}l. Then

Dt = Zc,\q_<’\’7>t“’.
AeT

Write D = Dy + D3 + D3 as in Remark [0.2.7 and suppose that Dy = > ¢(a)t?0® where Z is a
finite set of n-tuples of non-negative integers and the ¢(a) € k. Then by Lemma we obtain
D-t"=D;-t7"=5"_¢@a)pa (¢*>)t" where the ¢, are polynomials with integer coefficients. Note that
the ¢(a) are independent of 7, but the ¢, can depend on ~.

Set A := Amax where Apax is the maximum of Z according to the total order introduced in

Subsection [0.D1 By Lemma I0.IT] we can choose v such that we have (A,7) > (u,v) for all
u € I\{\}. If the assertion of the proposition is not true, then \; > 0 and thus by choosing 4

sufficiently large we can also assume that (\,~) > 1. Thus for a sufficiently large integer k > 1, the

Ak)

lowest power of ¢ that occurs in ), 7 exg~ M7 is from the summand c;\q_< , and is equal to

d— k‘(S\,v), where d is the lowest power of ¢ that occurs in c5. By comparing with ), é(a)pa(q?)
it follows that d — k(X,~) > — > aczdegéa(g"). The right hand side is independent of k and 7.

However, this is a contradiction since k can be arbitrarily large and (\,~) > 1. O
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10.4. Proof of \; € 2Z=Y.

Proposition 10.4.1. Let T be a finite subset of Zey + --- + Zen. Let x == ) \crcnKy € Uypr
where ¢y € k for A\ € Z, and assume that v € ¢51(¢@9). Then for every A := > \ig; € T we have
Al E 2750,

Proof. We assume that the assertion is false, and arrive at a contradiction.

Step 1. Recall from Proposition [£.2.1] that the y;, are in qﬁ&%@@). The K, € Uy g satisfying
Ai —Air1 € 2729 for 1 <i<mn—1and \; € 2Z=<° can be expressed as products of the y,. Thus by
Proposition and Proposition [0.3.J] we can assume that A\ € {—1,—-3,—5,...} for all A € Z.

Step 2. By scaling x if necessary, we can assume that the ¢, are polynomials in ¢q. Set D :=
du(x) so that D € 2. We keep using the notation ¢7 for v := > ' | v;e; from the proof of
Proposition 031l Then D -7 = exg~ MY Next we express D as D = Dy + Dy + Dy
according to Remark M0.Z7l Suppose that Dy =", z(b)tP0°, where Z is a finite set of n-tuples
of non-negative integers and the z(b) € k. By scaling = again if necessary, we can assume that the
z(b) are also polynomials in ¢. From Lemma [[0.Z.6(ii) it follows that t20° - 7 = ¢, (¢?)t” where ¢y,
is a polynomial and

(59) degdo =3 by +-+bi+1) =3 <w (b —|—---+bi)> |
i=1 =1

Step 3. Let A € T be such that —\ is the maximum of —Z := {—X\ : A € T} with respect
to the total order < of Subsection [0.Jl Using Lemma [0.I.T] for —Z, we can choose v such that
—(\, ) > —(u,7) for all u € Z\{A\}. Since A\, € {—1,—3,—5,...}, by choosing the parity of ~;
suitably we can also assume that —(X,v) is an odd integer. Then for k € N sufficiently large, the

k)

highest power of ¢ that occurs in )y exg~ M s from the summand c;\q_< , and is equal to

d — k(\,~), where d := deg c5.
Step 4. For b € Z define \p € Zey + - -+ + Ze,, by

Ap = (b1 +1)eg + (b1 +ba+1)ea + -+ (b1 + - + by + 1)y

Note that the map b — A, is an injection. Let byax € Z be such that A\, = max{\, : b € Z},
where the maximum is taken with respect to <. From (B9) and Lemma [[0.TT] applied to the set
{Ap : b€ Z} it follows that we can choose v and k in Step 3 such that the highest power of ¢ that
occurs in >,z z(b)dp(¢?) is from the summand z(bmax)b,.., (¢%), and is equal to d’ + 2deg ¢y, .,
where d' := deg z(bmax). Note that the ¢ depend on v and k, but the z(b) only depend on x and
in particular they are independent of the choices of v and k.

Step 5. Recall that t7 is an eigenvector of D, hence D -t7 = Dy - t7 = Zbezz(b)qﬁb(qQ) by
Remark [[0.2.71 By comparing the highest power of ¢ in the eigenvalue from Step 3 and Step 4 it
follows that

(60) d +2deg ¢y, =d— k(7).
Since d' is independent of v and k, the parity of the left hand side of (60) does not change by

varying k and . However, recall that <5\, ) 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 (G0)

are different. This is a contradiction. O

10.5. Completing the proof of Theorem [Bl Theorem [Bli) is an immediate consequence of the
following corollary and Proposition 53]
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Corollary 10.5.1. Let T be a finite subset of Zey + - -+ + Zey. Let v := ) .7 cxK)\ € Ugry where
cy € k for A € I, and assume that © € qbal(e@@). Then x is in the subalgebra of Uy g that is
generated by the y, for 1 <b < n.

Proof. Follows immediately from Proposition [0.1.2], Proposition [0.3.1] and Proposition [0.411 O

Note that Corollary [05.1] also describes the generators of qbal(,@hv.). An analogous statement
holds for Ug: the algebra ¢51('@h7-) is generated by the z, for 1 < a < m.

11. PROOF OF THEOREM

11.1. Proof for .7, ;. The case k = [ is a direct consequence of Theorem[Al From now on we assume
that k& < [ and assume that m = [ (the case k > [ is similar). Note that unlike the previous sections
it is possible that m > n. There exists an embedding

Kkl JkaJ — XY = r@@lxn,

that is uniquely defined by the assignments ¢; ; + t;4;_; and 0;; + O;yi—r ;. Recall from Re-
mark B.5.5 that 22 is a Upr ® U g-module, and set

Up,=1010U,®1CU,®9Ur®U,®@Ugr =ULr @ Upg.
We remark that Uy acts trivially on the subalgebra of ), that is generated by the ¢; ;. The
K., € Uy, act diagonally on £2, and

(61) nk,l(dk,l):{Deﬂg : Kai'D:DfOI‘lﬁiﬁl—k}.

Let D € (MM)(GR). Since ki, is Ug-equivariant, k(D) € ("ik,l(ﬂ{k,l))(m)- By Theorem [A] and
Lemma we can express ki (D) as a linear combination of products of the form L;, j, ---L;, ;,
where 1 < i4,j, <1 for 1 <a < r. These products are joint eigenvectors of the K., € Uy. Moreover,
from (€I)) it follows that L;, j, ---Li, j, € k(%) if and only if i, > 1 — k for 1 < a < r. Thus,
in expressing sy (D) as a linear combinations of the products L;, j, ---L;, ., only those satisfying
iq > 1 — Kk for all 1 < a < r can occur with nonzero coefficients. Applying /i,;ll concludes the proof.

11.2. Proof for gr(«#,;). The argument is standard, and is based on reduction to the case .27, ;. We
assume k < [ (the argument for the case k > [ is similar). The monomials of the form ([22]), where
a;; = 0for ¢ >k and b; ; = 0 for i > [, constitute a basis of @, ;. For d > 0 let #; be the span of such
monomials of total degree d (that is, >, ;(a;; + b;,;) = d). The 75 form a Ug-invariant splitting of
the filtration of .27, ; and naturally correspond to an isomorphism of Ug-modules F : @7, ; — gr(.<7; ;).
Furthermore, with respect to the vector space grading @,; = @, ¥4, the products of 7, ; and
gr(,,;) are the same up to terms of lower degree. N

Let D € (gr(.ﬁsz,l))(ER) and write F~1(D) = >_a>0 Da where Dg € 73. From (B8] it follows
that Dy # 0 only if d is even. Set do := max{d > 0 : Doy # 0}, so that Doy, # 0 but Dy = 0 for
d > 2d,. From Subsection IT.2it follows that F~!(D) is a linear combination of products of the form
Li, jy - - - Li,j.. From the proof of Theorem [Alit also follows that in the latter linear combination only
products satisfying r < d, occur. Thus, say F~}(D) = Y or<d, ZU‘ CZ,jLihﬁ -+ L, 4, for some ;7 € k.

Setting grLiJ = F(Li’j), it follows that F~—! (D — ZT’Sdo focfjgrl-ihjl "'grLZ‘hjr) € @d<2do 7/d

Theorem [C] for gr(.7, ;) follows from iterating the above degree reduction process.
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12. PrROOF OF ProrosITION B.5.4]
In this section we give a purely algebraic proof that £ % acts faithfully on 32 Recall that we
use the dot symbol to denote the action of 22 on . Set 2k @ P20

12.1. Some technical lemmas.
Lemma 12.1.1. 0;; - (k) C gp(sk-1)
Proof. Follows by induction on k and the mixed relations (R3)—(R6) in Subsection O

Define a total order < on the set of pairs (i,7) with 1 <i <m and 1 < j < n as follows: we set
(i,7) < (¢, 7") if either i + 5 <’ + 5, ori+j=4+7 and i < 7.
Lemma 12.1.2. Assume that (i, jr) < (i,7) for 1 <r < k. Then 0;; - (ti, j, - ti,.j.) = 0.

Proof. We use induction on k. From (i1, j1) < (7,7) it follows that either i > i1 or j > ji. If i > iy
then by the mixed relations (R3) or (R5) we have

Oijtivgi - igjx = C1liy,51Oijtin go -+ iy gy + 0551 C2 Z bir,j O grtin o -+ iy ins
J'>j
for some ¢y, co € k. The claim now follows from the induction hypothesis, because i + j" > i+ j and

therefore (i,7) < (i,5"). When j > j; the argument is similar. O

Lemma 12.1.3. Assume that (ir,jr) < (iy7) for 1 < r < k. Let c(a) be as in [B3). Then
8i,j ’ (t;,'l,jtilyjl T tik,jk) = C(a - 1)tz_] tirgi i fora=1.

Proof. The mixed relation (R6) implies
-1 1
87.]t;1j it iggs = t@_ birgi o tig g +q ti ,Ja,Jt?] birgi o Lig g

q —1 Ztl 40, ta 1t7,17j1" T q -1) Ztu’aw’t?gltn,jl"'tik,jk
i'>q J'>J

+ q—q 1 Z t/ /alljlt(;j 1tl1,]’1.”tik7]'k'
i >1,5'>7
Since min{¢' +j,i+ 5,7 +j'} > i+ j, the assertion follows by induction on a and LemmaIZT.2l O

Remark 12.1.4. Using Remark B.5.2] and by straightforward arguments based on the relations
between the ¢; ; and the 0; ; one can prove that &% has a basis consisting of monomials of the form

(62) Ht“w [T |.
Y]

where the 0; ; (respectively, the ¢; ;) occur in ascending (respectively, descending) order relative to
the total order <.

12.2. Completing the proof of Proposition B.54l Let D € #% and assume that D # 0.
Then D = ), D4 where each Dy is a linear combination of monomials of the form (62]) with
>ijbij =d. Set do :==min{d : Dy # 0}. By Lemma [[2TT] for f € Do) we have D - f = Dy, - f.
Let T denote the set of all the mn-tuples b := (b; ;) for which a monomial of the form (62)) occurs
in Dy, with a nonzero coefficient. We sort the components of the b := (b; ;) according to < on
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the pairs (4,j). In other words, we assume that b := (b1 1,012,621, .,0m—1n:bmn—1,bmn). Let
b := (b; ;) be the minimum of 7 in the reverse lexicographic order. Thus, we have

by = min{by,p ¢ (bij) € T},

then also Bm_l,n = min{by,—1, : (bi;) €T and by, = Em,n}a and so on. From Lemma I2.1.2] and
Lemma I2ZT3)it follows that Dy - [, ;% # 0.

13. PrROOF OF LEMMA [5.1.2

Define a subset S, of {1,...,r} as follows: k € S, if and only if a; > a; and for all &' < k we
have aj # ap. Define Sy, similarly, relative to (by,...,b,). Note that S, and S}, only depend on a
and b, respectively. Lemma [5.1.T] and the mixed relations (R3)—(R6) of Subsection B imply that

[[az‘ ,a1]+[b;,b1] ta,

aaubj ’ tahbl T tar, by — aai,bj ’ ta27b2 T tambr

+ [[al al]]q[[b]’blﬂ Z tambl au, : ag,bg e tambr'
UESa
(63) + [[b bl]]q[[a“al]] Z talyb'u aubv : a27b2 e ta'rybr
vES)H
+[ai,ar][bj 01l(a = a7 D tawbuOauby  tasks  tarb,
u€S,,vESY

+ [[ai7 al]][[ij bl]]tambz T tanbr‘

We now proceed by induction on r to simplify each line on the right hand side. For the first line,
Lemma B.T.Tlimplies that 0y, p; * tag by * * * ta,p, = 0 unless both of the following conditions hold:

(i) Either i > 2, or i = 1 but a; = a;y for some i’ > 2.
(ii) Either j > 2, or j =1 but by = bj for some j' > 2.
Now set
. i if i > 2, . J if j > 2,
1o = . ./ ./ e - a‘nd ]0 = . ./ ./ . .
min{i’ : i > 2, ay =ay} ifi=1, min{j’ : j' > 2, by =by} ifj=1.

Let a’ and b’ be the order equivalence classes of (ag,...,a,) and (bs,...,b;), respectively. By the
induction hypothesis,

8ai,bj . taz,bg e tar,br = aaiovbjo : tag,bz o ar,br E E Ca! ,b’ ZO7]O7 57 8) a é(l)’bré(l) tt taag(s)’bﬁé(s)’

s=0o’,7!
where the maps o/ : {1,...,s} = {2,...,7P\{ic} and 7 : {1,...,s} = {2,...,r}\{Jo} are injections.

Corresponding to the pair (o7, 7!) we define a pair of injections

osy1:{l,...,s+ 1} = {1,....r}\{i} and 7er1:{l,....,s+1} = {1,...,7}\{J},
by

1 ifi>2,
os+1(1) := {1 1fz ~ L osi1(u) i=ol(u—1) for2<u<s+1,

and

1 if j > 2
Te+1(1) = { ) 1 ‘7 T Teni(u) i=Ti(u—1) for 2<u < s+ 1.
Jo ifj=1,
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Set

004, a1, Tag) - Car  (io: o 7, 7L
For the second line, first note that such terms exist only if a; = a1. From a, > a1 and a; = aq it
follows that u ¢ {1,i}. Lemma B.ITlimplies that O, b, - tay,py = ta,p, = 0 unless b; = by for some

2 <5 <r. Set

— qﬂaivalﬂ+ﬂbj b1]

J ifj > 2,
min{j’ : j' > 2, b =by} if j=1,
so that j, > 2. Note that j, is uniquely determined by j and b. The induction hypothesis yields

Jo =

r—2
aau,bj . ta27b2 . tar,br = aau7bjo . ta27b2 . tahbr = Z Z Ca’,b’(u7j07 O’é, Ts/)t%gu)’bfg(l) e tao’s(s)’brs’(s)’
s=0o’,7!
where ol : {1,...,s} = {2,...,r}\{u} and 7} : {1,...,s} = {2,...,7}\{Jo} are injections. Corre-

sponding to the latter pair (0%, 7)) we define a pair of injections

os+1:{1,...,s+1} = {1,2,...,r}\{i} and 7e41:{1,...,s+1} = {1,...,7}\{j}

by

" — 1) if ol (u —1 .
osi1(1) i=u , os1(v):= o (u ) Taf(u, )#Z for 2 <o <s+1,

1 ifol(u —1)=1

and

o ifj=1,
Tex1(1) = ‘i ifj'22, , Terr(u) =7 —1) for 2 <o/ < s+ 1.
Set

2),. . . _ .
Cg,g(Z,], O-S+177—S+1) = q[[bwbl]] (q —q l)ca’b’ (U,]o, O{ev Té)

We can treat the third, fourth, and fifth lines on the right hand side of (63]) similarly, thereby
obtaining coefficients cgﬁz (i,7,0,7) € k for 3 <k < 5. Finally we set

5
Ca,b(27]70-7 T) = ch,g(%]vavlr)‘

In defining the coefficients cgkb (¢,j,0,7) we only refer to the indices of the a; and the b; or the

constraints [a;, a;] and [b;, b;]. Thus these coefficients only depend on a, b, 1, j,0, 7.
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