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QUANTUM GROUP DEFORMATIONS
AND QUANTUM R—-(CO)MATRICES VS.
QUANTUM DUALITY PRINCIPLE

GASTON ANDRES GARCIA’, FABIO GAVARINI#

ABSTRACT. In this paper we describe the effect on quantum groups — namely,
both QUEA’s and QFSHA’s — of deformations by twist and by 2—cocycles, show-
ing how such deformations affect the semiclassical limit.

As a second, more important task, we discuss how these deformation procedures
can be “stretched” to a new extent, via a formal variation of the original recipes,
using quasi-twists and quasi-2-cocycles. These recipes seemingly should make no
sense at all, yet we prove that they actually work, thus providing well-defined,
more general deformation procedures. Later on, we explain the underlying reason
that motivates such a result in light of the Quantum Duality Principle, through
which every “quasi-twist/2—cocycle” for a given quantum group can be seen as a
standard twist/2—-cocycle for another quantum group, associated to the original
one via the appropriate Drinfeld functor.

As a third task, we consider standard constructions involving R—(co)matrices
in the general theory of Hopf algebras. First we adapt them to quantum groups,
then we show that they extend to the case of quasi—R—(co)matrices, and finally we
discuss how these constructions interact with the Quantum Duality Principle. As
a byproduct, this yields new special symmetries (isomorphisms) for the underlying
pair of dual Poisson (formal) groups that one gets by specialization.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In Hopf algebra theory, there exists a well-established theory of “deformations”
that are produced via specific tools, namely twists in one case and 2—cocycles in the
other case (the terminology is not entirely agreed upon, yet our choice of terms seems
to be the standard one among Hopf algebraists, at least). Given a Hopf algebra H,
a twist for it is a suitable element F € H ® H, while (dually) a 2—cocycle is a
suitable 2-form o € (H ® H)". Deformation by the twist F provides H with a new
Hopf algebra structure, by modifying the coproduct (and the antipode) but not the
product, whereas deformation by the 2—cocycle o endows H with yet another Hopf
structure by changing the product alone (and the antipode) but not the coproduct.

Quantum groups are Hopf algebras of special type, which come in two versions:
QUEAs (= quantized universal enveloping algebras) and QFSHAs (= quantized
formal series Hopf algebras). Roughly speaking, a QUEA is a (topological) Hopf
algebra Uy, over the k—algebra of formal power series k[[A]] such that Uy := Uy, /AU, is
isomorphic to U(g) for some Lie algebra g . It follows then that U(g) inherits from Uy,
a Poisson cobracket, which makes it into a co-Poisson Hopf algebra, hence g bears a
Lie cobracket making it into a Lie bialgebra. One then says that Uy, is a quantization
of the co-Poisson Hopf algebra U(g), or just of the Lie bialgebra g. Dually, a
QFSHA is a (topological) Hopf algebra Fj, over k[[A]] such that Fy := F;/h [}, is
isomorphic to F[[G]] for some formal algebraic group G'. Then F[[G]] inherits from
F}, a Poisson bracket, which makes it into a Poisson Hopf algebra, thus G bears a
Poisson structure which makes it into a formal Poisson (algebraic) group. One says
then that Fy is a quantization of the Poisson Hopf algebra F[[G]], or just of the
(formal) Poisson group G'.

As a general philosophy, from any Hopf-theoretical notion — at the quantum level
— one typically infers a Lie-theoretical counterpart — at the semiclassical level.
When dealing with deformations, this leads to devising suitable notions of “twists”
and “2—cocycles” for Lie bialgebras as well as “deformations” (of Lie bialgebras) by
them. In particular, a deformation by twist yields a new Lie bialgebra structure
where only the Lie cobracket is modified, whereas deformation by 2—cocycle defines
yet another, similar structure where only the Lie bracket is changed.

Following this recipe, the following should hold: when one deforms (as a Hopf
algebra) a quantization Uy, of g by a twist which is trivial modulo A, the outcome is
a quantization of g’ , with the latter being a deformation by twist (as a Lie bialgebra)
of g: moreover, the (Lie) twist working upon g is directly “induced” by the (Hopf)
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twist that works upon Uy , namely the former (Lie) twist is the “semiclassical limit”
of the latter (Hopf) twist.

Dually, the following also should hold: when one deforms (as a Hopf algebra) a
quantization Fj of G by a 2-cocycle which is trivial modulo &, the outcome is a
quantization of G’ the latter being a (formal) Poisson group whose cotangent Lie
bialgebra is a deformation by 2—cocycle of the cotangent Lie bialgebra g* := Lie(G)*
of G: moreover, the (Lie) 2—cocycle acting on g* is “induced” by the (Hopf) 2—
cocycle that acts on Fj, namely the former (Lie) 2—cocycle is the “semiclassical
limit” of the latter (Hopf) 2—cocycle.

Nevertheless, neither of the two results mentioned above seems to be published
anywhere in literature (to the best of the authors’ knowledge, say). Therefore, as a
first contribution in this paper we provide a full, complete statement and proof for
the above sketched results, turning them into well-established theorems.

As a second step — our main contribution in this paper — we extend the notions
of (Hopf) twist and 2—cocycle, as well as the construction of (Hopf) deformations
by them, to a wider setup. Namely, we introduce the notions of quasi—twist for a
QFSHA and of quasi—2—cocycle for a QUEA: roughly speaking, a quasi—twist for
I} has the formal Hopf properties of a twist but has the form exp (hflcp) , while
any twist (trivial modulo ) looks like exp (h“gb) — and similarly for the link
between quasi—2—cocycles and 2—cocycles. Thus even the very definition of these
“quasi—objects”, at least in this form, seems to be problematic, to say the least —
as multiplying by h~! in a k[[A]]-module is meaningless. In spite of this, we show
that the recipe defining deformations by twist, resp. by 2—cocycle, for a QFSHA,
resp. for a QUEA, still makes sense if we replace “twists” with “quasi-twists”, resp.
“2—cocycles” with “quasi—2—cocycles”. Moreover, we can describe the semiclassical
limit of these deformations (by “quasi-objects”), again in terms of deformations of
Lie bialgebras by some (Lie) twist, resp. 2—cocycle, that can be read out as the
semiclassical limit of the quantum (Hopf) quasi-twist, resp. quasi—2—cocycle, that
we started with. In a nutshell, we find the perfect “quasi—versions” of the results
above for standard quantum group deformations, i.e. those by twist or by 2—-cocycle.

The fact that “deformations by quasi—objects” do make sense, albeit problematic
at first sight, can be explained in light of the Quantum Duality Principle (=QDP).
In fact, the latter provides functorial recipes — via Drinfeld’s functors — which
turn any QUEA into a QFSHA and any QFSHA into a QUEA. Then, through the
QDP lens, every “quasi-twist” for a QFSHA, resp. every “quasi-—2-cocycle” for a
QUEA, is just a sheer standard twist, resp. 2—cocycle, for the QUEA, resp. the
QFSHA, obtained when applying the appropriate Drinfeld functor. In this way,
our deformation procedures “by quasi—objects” turn out to be tightly related with
standard ones, but applied to different quantum groups. Nevertheless, one still has
to prove that the (standard) deformation applied to the new quantum group can
actually be “adapted” (by restriction or by extension, depending on the type of
quantum group and Drinfeld functor involved) to the original quantum group; in
fact, this still requires a detailed, careful analysis.

As a third contribution, we finally consider some constructions of morphisms
that, in the setup of general Hopf algebra theory, are provided by R-matrices or
o—comatrices. We apply these constructions to the case of quantum groups, showing
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that their outcome is much finer than expected from the general theory, and bringing
to light their geometrical meaning at the semiclassical level. In addition, we improve
those results as follows: we introduce the notions of quasi—R-matrices and quasi—
o—comatrices (much in the same spirit as with quasi—twists and quasi—2—-cocycles),
and then we extend the construction of morphisms induced by R-matrices and o
comatrices to the case of quasi-R-matrices and quasi—p-comatrices, with a clear
interpretation that once more is provided by the QDP.

The paper is organized as follows.

In §2] we quickly recall the material we work with: Lie bialgebras and their de-
formations, Hopf algebras and their deformations, quantum groups (in the formal
setting, both as QUEAs and as QFSHASs) and the Quantum Duality Principle.

In §8] we present the bulk of the paper — its main core, in a sense. Namely, we
first study deformations of QUEAs by twist and of QFSHAs by 2—cocycles, then
we present the new notions of quasi—2—cocycle (for a QUEA) and quasi-twist (for
a QFSHA) and the procedures of deformations by these. Later on, all this material
is discussed again in §4l, in light of the Quantum Duality Principle.

Finally, in §5 we study the morphisms defined through R—matrices or p—comatri-
ces, showing the general results (for any Hopf algebra) actually improve in the case of
quantum groups and explaining their meaning at the semiclassical limit. Moreover,
we also extend those constructions and results to the newly minted notions of quasi—
R-matrices and quasi—p-comatrices.
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2. QUANTUM GROUPS, QUANTUM DUALITY PRINCIPLE, AND DEFORMATIONS

In this section we recap the basic notions we deal with in this paper: Lie bialge-
bras, quantum groups, deformations of both, and the Quantum Duality Principle.

2.1. Lie bialgebras and Lie deformations.

In this subsection we recall some definitions and basic facts about Lie bialgebras
and their deformations. For a more detailed treatment we refer to [CP], [Mj].
Throughout the paper, k will be a field of characteristic zero.

2.1.1. Generalities. A Lie bialgebrais a triple (g; [, |, ) such that (g,[, ]) is
a Lie algebra over k, (g,0) is a Lie coalgebra with Lie cobracket 6 : g — gA g, i.e.
0* 1 g*Ng* — g* is a Lie algebra bracket on g* ), and the two structures are linked
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by the constraint that  is a 1-cocycle for the Chevalley-Eilenberg cohomology of
the Lie algebra (g; [, ]) with coefficients in g A g:

8([z.y]) = ad, (6(y)) —ad, (6(z)) =
= [z, 9] ® vy +y @ [2,y] — [y 20)] @ 2 — 2 © [y, 2]

using Sweedler’s-like notation 0(x) = xp) ® xjg for any = € g. We write also
Zo

(2.1)

Ay =2 z®y—y®z) and thus we identify gAg with the subspace (g® g)

Finite-dimensional Lie bialgebras are self-dual, in the sense that (g; [, ], 5) is
a Lie bialgebra if and only if (g* 0% [ ]*) is so; the latter is called the dual Lie
bialgebra to ( g;[, 1,0 ) . This also holds in the infinite-dimensional case, up to
technicalities. We denote a Lie bialgebra simply by g, and by g* its dual.

Given r =71 ®@ry in g® g, we write 791 =12 ®1r; and rip =1 @M1,
ro3 = 1Rri®ry 113 :=rR1Qry € gRgRg. For example, given s = 51X, € gRg
we define the element

([, 8] :== [r12,s13] + [r12, S2.3] + [r1.3, S2.3)

= [r1,51] @712 @59+ 71 @ [rg,51] @ 594+ 71 @ 51 @ 12, 52) -

2.1.2. Deformations of Lie bialgebras. In this work, we are mainly interested
in two kinds of deformations, where either the Lie cobracket or the Lie bracket alone
is deformed. A general theory of deformations for Lie bialgebras using cohomology
theory exists, see e.g. [CG], [MW], and references therein for more details.

Let (g; [, ].d) bea Lie bialgebra and ¢ € g ® g be such that
ad, ((6 @id)(c) + c.p. + [[e,c]]) = 0, ady(c+ca1) =0 Vazeg (22

where ad, denotes the standard adjoint action of x and c.p. means cyclic permu-
tations on the tensor factors of the previous summand. Then, the map 6¢: g —

g A\ g defined by
¢ = 6-0(c) , ie. 0%x) := d(z) —ady(c) Vaozeg (2.3)

defines a new Lie cobracket on (g; [ ]) making (g; [, ], 5‘3) into a new Lie

bialgebra (cf. [Mj, Theorem 8.1.7]).

Definition 2.1.3. An element ¢ € g® g satisfying (2.2) is called a twist of the Lie
bialgebra g, and the corresponding Lie bialgebra g¢ := (g; [, 1, 50) is called a
deformation by twist or twist deformation of g. &

Remark 2.1.4. To be precise, we are adopting here conventions that are slightly
different from those in [Mj], yet equivalent. Indeed, we choose to define the deformed
Lie cobracket in (Z3) via the formula §¢:= 6 — d(c) , whereas Majid’s definition
is 0° := 0 + J(c) . However, our choice of sign yields better-reading statements
for our results that connect, through specialization, deformations by twist at the
quantum level with those at the semi-classical level (cf. Theorem and Theorem
later on); that is why we chose such a different option, lest we should insert
an odd-looking sign in those results. The equivalence stands in the fact that any
cE€g®g is a twist element in our sense if and only if its opposite —c is a twist in
the sense of Majid, and viceversa.
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Now we introduce a deformation of the Lie bracket. Let ( g;[, 1,0 ) be a Lie
bialgebra and ~ € Homk( g®g, k) . For g finite-dimensional, we identify Homk( g®
g,]k) = (g®g)" = g*®g* . There exists some technicalities in the infinite-
dimensional case, yet the outcome is always the same. Dualizing the notion of twist
for g* we obtain the dual notion of 2-cocycle as follows. Condition (2.2)) with g*
replacing g and ~ in the role of ¢ yields

ady (0.(7) +[[v,7]l.) =0, ady(y+7%,) =0 Voeg (24

where ~,, :=~" and (8*(7)) (a,b,c) = 7([&,6] ,c) + c.p.. Similarly, [[ , ]|, has
the same meaning as above but with respect to g*.

For any v satisfying (24), the map [ , | : gAg—— g given by

[z, y], = [z, y] + y(eny) 2 — (v, ) Y Vaoyeg (2.5)

defines a new Lie bracket on the Lie coalgebra (g; 5) making (g; [, ]7, 5) into
a new Lie bialgebra (cf. [Mj, Exercise 8.1.8]).

Definition 2.1.5. Every ~ € Homk(g A g,k) that obeys (2.4]) is called a 2-cocy-
cle of the Lie bialgebra g, and the Lie bialgebra g, :== (g; [, Iy §) is called a
deformation by 2—cocycle or 2-cocycle deformation) of g. &

Remark 2.1.6. Another observation which is dual to Remark 2.1.4] applies to our
given definition of 2-cocycle and of 2-cocycle deformation, in comparison to the
original one in [Mj]. Again, our notion of 2—cocycle is equivalent to Majid’s because
any v € (g®g)" is a 2-cocycle in our sense if and only if its opposite —v is a
2—cocycle in Majid’s, and viceversa.

The following result, which is standard, formalizes the fact that the notions of
“twist” and of “2—cocycle” for Lie bialgebras are devised to be dual to each other.

Proposition 2.1.7. Let g be a Lie bialgebra, and g* the dual Lie bialgebra.

(a) Let ¢ be a twist for g, and 7. the image of ¢ in (g®g)" for the natural
composed embedding g R g — ¢ R g —— (g* ® g*)* . Then 7. is a 2-cocycle

~Y

for g, and there exists a canonical isomorphism (g*)y = (gc)* .

(b) Lety be a 2-cocycle for g ; assume that g is finite-dimensional, and let c., be
the image of x in the natural identification (g ®g)" = g* ® g* . Then c~ is a twist
for g* , and there exists a canonical isomorphism (g*)c7 = (g,y) : U

2.2. Hopf algebra deformations and R—(co)matrices.

Below we recall some notions on deformations for Hopf algebras. Our main ref-
erence for general theory of Hopf algebras is [Ral]. For topological (and complete)

Hopf algebras, we refer to [Ks|, [CP| and [KS].

Let us fix our notation for Hopf algebra theory (mainly standard, indeed). The
comultiplication is denoted A, the counit ¢ and the antipode S ; for the first, we use
the Heyneman-Sweedler notation, namely A(z) = x() ® x(2). The augmentation
ideal of any Hopf algebra H is denoted by HT := Ker(e). In general, we denote



QUANTUM GROUP DEFORMATIONS AND R-(CO)MATRICES VS. QUANTUM DUALITY 7

by k the ground ring of our algebras, coalgebras, etc.; we identify it with its image
k1, through the unit map of H, with 1, € H being the unit element.

For a Hopf algebra H (or just bialgebra), we write H°P | resp. HP | for the Hopf
algebra (or bialgebra) given by taking in H the opposite product, resp. coproduct.

There exist two standard methods to deform Hopf algebras, leading to so-called
“2—cocycle deformations” and to “twist deformations”: hereafter we recall both
procedures, and their link via duality. They also adapt to the setup of topological
Hopf algebras; later on, we apply them to quantum groups.

Definition 2.2.1. Let H be a bialgebra (possibly topological, over some commuta-
tive ground ring), and let F € H ® H. Then:

(a) F is said to be unitary if

(e@id)(F) =1 = (id®e)(F) (2.6)
(b) F is called a twist if it is invertible in H ® H , it is unitary, and
Fiz (A®id)(F) = Fos (id@ A)(F) (2.7)
(¢c) Fis called a (quantum) R-matriz if it is invertible in H ® H and
(A®id)(F) = FizFoz (id® A)(F) = Fis Fiz (2.8)

(d) F is called a (quantum) R-matriz twist if it complies both (b) and (¢) above
(e) F is said to be a solution of the quantum Yang-Baxter equation (=QYBE) if
Fia Fiz Fag = Faz Fiz3 Fio (2.9)

Remarks 2.2.2. (a) If H is a Hopf algebra (including a topological one) and there
exists F € H ® H which is invertible and such that

FA(z) F = A% () VaeeH (2.10)

then H is said to be quasicocommutative. If in addition F obeys also (2.8)), then
H itself is said to be quasitriangular. Indeed, the standard notion of “R-matrix” in
literature usually demands the constraint (2I0) besides condition (2.8]).

Our notion of “R-matrix” as in Definition 222.1](¢) above is given the name “weak
R-matrix” in [Ch], Definition 1.1.

(b) Every R-matrix in the sense of Definition Z2](c) above is automatically
unitary, cf. [Ch], Lemma 1.2. Conversely, if F is unitary and enjoys (Z8), then it
is invertible too, hence it is an R—matrix. In short, the conditions “invertible” and
“unitary” for an R-matrix are equivalent and interchangeable.

(¢) If R is an R-matrix for H, then so is (72_1)21 = (R21)_1; moreover, Ro;
and R~ are R-matrices for HP and HP alike — see [Mj], [Ra].

(d) It follows by definitions that ([2.7) and (2.8) jointly imply (2.9), while (2.8)
and (29) jointly imply (27).

2.2.3. Deformations by twist. The importance of twists comes from the following
construction. Let H be a bialgebra (over some commutative ring k), and let F €
H ® H be a twist for it — as in Definition Z.22.T](b) above. Then H bears a second
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bialgebra structure, denoted H* and called twist deformation of the old one, with
the old product, unit and counit, but with a new “twisted” coproduct A” given by
A (x) = FA(x) F? VveH
If in addition H is a Hopf algebra with antipode &, then this “twisted” bialgebra
HY is again a Hopf algebra with antipode S” given by
S7(z) = vS(x)v! VeeH

where v = Y »S(f]) f5 — with Y - f{ ® f} = F~' — is invertible in H (see,
[CPL §4.2.E], for further details). When H is in fact a topological bialgebra or Hopf
algebra, then the same notions still make sense, and the related results apply again,
up to properly reading them.

We present now the dual picture:

Definition 2.2.4. Let H be a bialgebra (possibly topological, over some commuta-
tive ground ring), and let o € (H®2)* . Then:

(a) o is said to be unitary if
ola,1) = €(a) = o(l,a) VacH (2.11)
(b) o is called a 2-cocycle if it is (convolution) invertible in (H®?)", it is unitary,
and such that
a(a@), b)) o(apbe),¢) = o(ba),cy) o(a bece) (2.12)
for all a,b,c € H — where we abuse of notation identifying o € (H ® H )* with the
corresponding k—bilinear map p: H x H — k, and we adapt notation accordingly;
(c) o is called a (quantum) o—comatriz if it is (convolution) invertible in (H ®2)*
and — for all a,b,c € H — we have
olab,c) = cr(a,c(l))a(b,c@)) , ola,bc) = a(a(l),c)a(a@),b) (2.13)
(d) o is called a (quantum) o—comatriz 2—cocycle if it complies with (b) and (¢);
(e) o is said to be a solution of the quantum Yang-Bazter equation (=QYBE) if

019 X013 % 093 = 093 ¥ 013 * 012 (214)

43

where hereafter “*” denotes the convolution product.

Remarks 2.2.5. (a) If H is a Hopf algebra and there exists o € (H ® H)" which

is (convolution) invertible and such that

ocxmxol = mg, (2.15)

then H is said to be quasicommutative. If in addition o obeys also (2I3]), then H
itself is said to be coquasitriangular. Indeed, the standard notion of “o—comatrix”,
or “dual R—matrix”, in literature usually demands (2.13]) besides (2.13).

Following the spirit of [Ch], one might also use such terminology as “weak o
comatrix”, or “weak dual R—matrix”.

(b) Every p-matrix in the sense of Definition 2.2.4](¢c) above is unitary. Con-
versely, if p is unitary and enjoys (ZI3), then it is (convolution) invertible too,
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hence it is a g—comatrix (cf. [Mj], Lemma 2.2.2). In short, the conditions “invert-
ible” and “unitary” for a p—comatrix are equivalent and interchangeable.

(¢) Much like for R-matrices, if p is a p—comatrix for H, then so is (p*1)21 =

-1 _ . .
(p21) : moreover, py; and p~! are p-comatrices for H°P and H°P alike.

(d) Tt follows by definitions that ([Z.12) and (ZI3) jointly imply (Z.I4]), while
[ZI3) and [ZI4) jointly imply (ZI2).

2.2.6. Deformations by 2—cocycles. We can use 2—cocycles to perform a different
type of deformation. Let H be a bialgebra (over some commutative ring k ), and let
o€ (H®H)" be a2-cocycle for it. Then H bears a second bialgebra structure,
denoted H, and called 2—cocycle deformation of the old one, with the old coproduct,
counit and unit, but with new product m, =oc*m=x*oc': H® H — H given by

ma(a, b) =a-,b= a(a(l), b(l)) a(2) b(z) 0'_1((1(3), b(3)) Vabe H

If in addition H is a Hopf algebra with antipode &, then this “deformed” bialgebra
H, is again a Hopf algebra with antipode S, , which in detail reads

Sa(a) = 0’((1(1), S(a@))) S(a(3)) 0'_1(8(&(4)), a(5)) Y a€ceH

(see [Dai| for more details). If H is a topological bialgebra or Hopf algebra, all this
construction applies again, as well as the related results, up to technicalities.

The two notions of “2—cocycle” and of “twist”, as well as the corresponding defor-
mations, are so devised as to be dual to each other with respect to Hopf duality (cf.
[Mj]), also in the setup of topological Hopf algebras as with QUEA’s and QFSHA's.
The same holds for the notions of “p—comatrix” and of “R-matrix”. All this is
recorded in the following result, whose proof is trivial (an exercise in Hopf theory):

Proposition 2.2.7. Let H be a Hopf algebra (possibly topological), and H* its dual
Hopf algebra (possibly in topological sense).

(a) Let F be a twist, resp. an R-matriz, for H, and o, the image of F in
(H® H)" for the natural embedding H @ H — H* ® H* —— (H* ®H*)*.
Then o, is a 2-cocycle, resp. a po—comatriz, for H*. Moreover, in the first case
there exists a canonical Hopf algebra isomorphism (H*)U}' = (Hf)*.

(b) Let o be a 2—cocycle, resp. a p—comatriz, for H ; assume that we have a natural
identification (H® H)" = H*® H* (e.q., if H is finite-dimensional), and let F,
be the image of o in H* @ H* wvia this identification. Then F, is a twist, resp. an
R-matriz, for H* . Moreover, in the first case there exists a canonical Hopf algebra

isomorphism (H*)]Ecr =~ (HU)* . O

2.2.8. Hopf morphisms from R—matrices and p—comatrices. Let H be a Hopf
algebra, possibly in topological sense. We assume that its (possibly topological)
finite dual H* is a Hopf algebra as well (possibly in a topological sense): the easiest
example is when H is defined over a field and it is finite dimensional, but the
extension to less trivial cases is straightforward in a wide variety of situations.
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Hereafter we recall some well-known constructions, somewhat shortly: further
details can be found, e.g., in [CP], [KS] and [Mj].

Proposition 2.2.9.
(a) Every R-matrix R = R1®Ry (using Sweedler’s-like notation) for H provides
two Hopf algebra morphisms
— -
P : H*— H*? (n = n(R1)Rs) P : H*— H® (n — Rin(R2))

— —
(b) If R is an R-matriz for H, and R is iginverse, th(zl> Or , resp. Pr, is
convolution invertible, with convolution inverse ®p-1, resp. Pr-1.

%
Proof. (a) Consider for instance the case of ®% . The left-hand side, resp. the right-
hand side, of (2.8]) implies that it preserves multiplication, resp. comultiplication.
On the other hand, from the right-hand side of (7)), the identity (e®id)(R) =1
%
implies that &% preserves the unit, and the identity (id ®e) (R) =1 implies that it
%
preserves the counit. The proof for @5 is similar, namely it is left-right symmetric.

(b) This follows directly from definitions, through sheer bookkeeping. O

The previous result has its dual counterpart, whose proof is again straightforward:

Proposition 2.2.10.
(a) Every o—comatriz p for H provides two Hopf algebra morphisms

W, H s (H)", € p(l, =) W, H—s (H)™, € p(—,0)

<_
(b) If p is a o—comatriz for H, and p~' is its (convolution) inverse, then ¥,
— s -

resp. W, , is convolution invertible, with convolution inverse W, , resp. W, . [

Remark 2.2.11. Inasmuch as any R—matrix, resp. any g—comatrix, for H is a o—
comatrix, resp. an R-matrix, for the dual Hopf algebra H* — cf. Proposition
— applying Proposition to H* we get Proposition 22210, and, conversely,
applying Proposition to H* we get Proposition In the same spirit, the
following result about Hopf algebras in duality follows from the very definitions:

Proposition 2.2.12. Let K and I" be two Hopf algebras (over the same ground ring,
and possibly topological) that are dual to each other, say I' = K* and K = I'* for
suitably defined dual functors ()" and ()*. Let also R = p be an R-matriz for K
and a p—comatriz for I' — applying Proposition[2.2.7]. Then for the morphisms in
Proposition[2.2.9 and Proposition [2.2.10 we have canonical identifications

Gr=", : K'=——(I"= K)® | $p=0,: K*=—— ("= K)* O

2.3. Quantum groups.

We recall hereafter the basic notions on quantum groups, in the shape of either
quantized universal enveloping algebras (=QUEA’s) or quantized formal series Hopf
algebras (=QFSHA’s). Both types of “quantum groups” are Hopf algebras in a
topological sense, that we shall presently fix.
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2.3.1. Classical and quantum preliminaries. Hereafter we fix a base field k of
characteristic zero. We recall the following from [CP].

For any Lie algebra g over k , its universal enveloping algebra U(g) has a canonical
structure of Hopf algebra, which is cocommutative and connected. If g is also a
Lie bialgebra, with Lie cobracket ¢, then 0 uniquely extends to define a Poisson
cobracket ¢ : U(g) — U(g) ® U(g), just by imposing that it fulfill the co-Leibnitz
identity o(zy) = d(z) A(y) + A(z) 0(y) . Conversely, if the Hopf algebra U(g) is
actually even a Hopf co-Poisson algebra, then its Poisson co-bracket é maps g into
g ® g, thus yielding a Lie cobracket for g that makes the latter into a Lie bialgebra.

Dually, let GG be any formal algebraic group G over k: by this we loosely mean that
G is the spectrum of its formal function algebra F[[G]], the latter being a topological
Hopf algebra which is commutative and I-adically complete, where I := Ker (¢) is
the augmentation ideal of F[[G]]. Then G is a (formal) Poisson group if and only if
its formal function algebra F[[G]] is a Poisson (formal) Hopf algebra, with respect
to some Poisson bracket { , }. In this case, the cotangent space [ / I? of G has a
Lie bracket induced by { , } via [z,y] := {2/,y'} (mod I?) for all z,y € I/I*
with # = 2/ (mod I?), y =y (mod I?): this makes I /I? into a Lie algebra, but
its dual g = Lie(G) := (I/I? )* is also a Lie algebra (the tangent Lie algebra to G')
and the two structures are compatible, so that g*:= 1T / I? is a Lie bialgebra indeed.

We come now to quantizations of the previous co-Poisson/Poisson structures.

Let T3 be the category whose objects are all topological k[[A]]-modules which are
topologically free (i.e. isomorphic to V[[h]] for some k-vector space V', with the h—
adic topology) and whose morphisms are the k[[A]]-linear maps (which are automati-
cally continuous). This is a tensor category w.r.t. the tensor product T} & Ty defined
to be the separated h—adic completion of the algebraic tensor product T1 @y T2
(for all Ty, T5 € T3).

Let Pz be the category whose objects are all topological k[[h]|-modules isomor-
phic to modules of the type k[[h]]” for some set E: these are complete w.r.t. to
the weak topology and whose morphisms in Pz are the k[[h]]-linear continuous
maps. This is a tensor category w.r.t. the tensor product P, @ P, defined to be the
completion of the algebraic tensor product P @y P> w.r.t. the weak topology:
therefore P; = k[[h]]™ (i = 1, 2) yields P, ® P, = Kk[[h]]"*" (for all P,, P, € Pg).

Note that the objects of 75 and of P are complete and separated w.r.t. the h-

adic topology, so one has X = X[[h]] for every such object X, with X, := X/hX .

We denote by HA g the subcategory of Tz whose objects are all the Hopf algebras
in Tz and whose morphisms are all the Hopf algebra morphisms in 7. Similarly,
we call HAz the subcategory of Pz whose objects are all the Hopf algebras in
Pz and whose morphisms are all the Hopf algebra morphisms in Pg. To simplify
notation, we shall usually drop the subscripts “~” and “~” from the symbol “®”.

Finally, when dealing with any k[h]]-module M by such notation as O(h*) we
shall mean any (unspecified) element belonging to h° M | for all s,n € N; in other
words, for any x € M by writing x = O(hs) we mean that x =0 (mod hsM) .

We are ready now to define quantum groups, in two different incarnations:
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2.3.2. Quantized Universal Enveloping Algebras (=QUEA’s). Retain nota-
tion as in §2.3.1] above.

A quantized universal enveloping algebra — or QUEA in short — is a (topological)
Hopf algebra U, in HA 5 such that Uy := Uy / h Uy, is a connected, cocommutative
Hopf algebra over k — or, equivalently, U, is isomorphic to an enveloping algebra
U(g) for some Lie algebra g. Then the formula

A(x’) — A°P (ZL‘/)
h

— where z’ € Uy, is any lift of © € g — defines a co-Poisson structure on Uy = U(g),
hence a Lie bialgebra structure on g. In this case, we say that Uy is a quantization
of the co-Poisson Hopf algebra U(g), or (with a slight abuse of language) of the Lie
bialgebra g; conversely, U(g) — or just g alone — is the semiclassical limit of Uy, .
We summarize it writing Ux(g) := Uy . In the following, we denote by QUEA the
full subcategory of HAg whose objects are all of the QUEAs.

o(z) = mod hUﬁ®2 (2.16)

2.3.3. Quantized Formal Series Hopf Algebras (=QFSHA'’s). Retain again
notation as in §2.3.1] above.

A quantized formal series Hopf algebra — or QFSHA in short — is a (topological)
Hopf algebra Fj, in HAz such that Iy := [, / h Fy is a commutative, [—adically
complete topological Hopf algebra over k, where [ is the augmentation ideal — or,
equivalently, Fj is isomorphic to the algebra of functions for some formal algebraic
group F[[G]]. Then the formula

o y/ o

x/ y/
e

— where 2',y € Fy are lifts of 2,y € F[[G]] — defines a Poisson bracket in
F[[G]], thus making G into a (formal) Poisson group. In this case, we say that Fj
is a quantization of the Poisson Hopf algebra F[[G]], or (stretching a point) of the
formal Poisson group G'; conversely, F[[G]] — or just G alone — is the semiclassical
limit of F;,. We summarize it writing F;[[G]] := Fj. In the following, we denote
by QFSHA the full subcategory of HAz whose objects are all of the QFSHAs.

mod h Fj, (2.17)

2.3.4. Equivalence and duality between quantizations. If H,, H,, are two
QUEA’s, respectively two QFSHA’s, we say that H; is equivalent to Hs, and we
write H; = Hy, if there is an isomorphism ¢ : H; = Hy (in QUEA, resp. in
QFSHA) such that ¢ = id mod h. In particular, in both cases the semiclassical
limit of either H; or Hy is the same.

By their very construction, the categories QUEA and QF SHA are dual to each
other (w. r. to the natural, topological linear duality functors in both directions). In
detail, by dual of any U, € QUEA, denoted U}, we take the set of all k[[h]]-linear
functions from Uy to k|[[A]] (which are automatically continuous w. r. to the h-adic
topology): this is naturally an object in QFSH.A. On the other hand, by dual
of any F, € QFSHA, denoted F;*, we take the set of all maps from Fj, to k[[A]]
that are continuous with respect to the Ai—adic topology on k[[A]] and to the I—adic
topology on Fj, , with I, :== hFﬁ+Ker(th) ; this F}* is an object in QUEA . Finally,
()" and ()" are contravariant functors inverse to each other — cf. [Gall.
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We finish this part with a trivial, technical result, that we will use several times:

Lemma 2.3.5. Let H be a Hopf algebra (possibly topological). We denote by | , |
the commutator operation in H, and write H' := Ker (¢). Then:

(a) There exists a splitting into direct sum H =k & H . With respect to that
splitting, every z € H uniquely splits into z = €(z)+2z% with 2t :=z—€(z) € HT.
(b) Forany x,y € H we have [z, y] = [z",yT] —see(a) —so [H,H]C H".
(c) Assume that H = Fp[[G]] is a QFSHA, with J, := H*. Then we have
[H,H] = [Jh,Jh] C hJy, and more in general (for all k,ri,79,73,..., 7%, s € N )

k
Lt [0 s LI il -+ 111 € (U= 0ap) TT(L = G o) AF Jy e

i=1
(d) For any z € H, we have

Az) = ez)- 101+ 2" @1+ 102" + ()" ® (2)

or also

Az) = —e(z) 101 + 201+ 102 + (21))" ® (2)"

in particular, for V = A — AP this yields V(z) € Ker(H)®*, with
- + + +
V() = () @Ge) - (@) @Go) -

2.4. The Quantum Duality Principle.

We recall hereafter the main facets of the so-called “Quantum Duality Principle”,
which establishes an explicit equivalence between the category of QUEA’s and that
of QFSHA’s (whereas linear duality provides an antiequivalence instead). Further

details can be found in [Gall.

Definition 2.4.1. (Drinfeld’s functors) We define Drinfeld’s functors from QUEA
to QFSHA and viceversa as follows:

(a) Let Uy(g) be any QUEA, and assume for simplicity that g is finite-dimensio-
nal. Let ¢ : k[[A]] —— Ux(g) and € : Uy(g) —— k|[[h]] be its unit and counit
maps; moreover, for every n € N set 4, := (id —2 0 €)*" 0o A®=D — mapping U, (g)
to Up(g)®"™. Then we define

Uie) == {n€Ui(g)|dnln) € " Uy(9)*" YneN}

This defines the functor (), from QUEA to QFSHA, onto objects: then onto
morphisms it is clearly defined by taking restriction.

(b) Let F,[[G]] be any QFSHA, and assume for simplicity that G be finite-
dimensional. Let e, : Fp[[G]] — Kk[[A]] be its counit map, and consider also
Ipay = R FR[[G]] + Ker(er) . Then we define

Fi[[G]]” := h-adic completion of > >0 h_"[;;[[cﬂ

This defines the functor ( )v, from QFSHA to QUEA , onto objects: onto mor-
phisms, we define it via scalar extension — from kl[[A]] to k((h)) — followed by
restriction and completion. &
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The original recipes for these functors were given in [Drl, §7]; the corresponding
proofs (that everything is well-defined, etc.) can be found in [Gal]. Indeed, the
overall result is very strong, involving linear duality for Lie bialgebras, as follows:

Theorem 2.4.2. (“The quantum duality principle”; cf. [D1], [Gall)

(a) The assignments H — H' and H — HY respectively define functors of
tensor categories QUEA —— QFSHA and QFSHA —— QUEA, that are

inverse to each other, thus yielding an equivalence of catefories.

(b) For all Uy(g) € QUEA and all Fy[[G]] € QFSHA one has

Uilg) [hUie) = FIIG"] . RG] /hE(GC] = Ug)
that is, if Uy(g) is a quantization of U(g) then Uy(g) is a quantization of F[[G*]],
and if Fy[[G]] is a quantization of F[[G]] then Fy[[G]]" is a quantization of U(g*).
(¢) Both Drinfeld’s functors preserve equivalence, that is Hy = Ho implies that
H, = H, and H,Y = H,’ in either case. d

In a very precise sense, Drinfeld’s functors are dual to each other: namely — cf.

[Gal] — one has (with notation as in §2.3.7)
Un(e)) = (Un(g)")"  and  (F[G])) = (ElG]) (2.18)
On the other hand, it is worth stressing a strong asymmetry between these func-
tors. Indeed, the definition of F},[[G]]” is pretty concrete (through an explicit gen-
erating procedure) whereas that of Uy(g)" is somewhat implicit (it is described as
the set of solution of a system of countably many equations), hence way more tough

to work out. Nevertheless, an alternative description for Uy(g)" is available, that we
shall make use of in the later on, namely the following (cf. [Ga2l Proposition 3.1.2]):

Proposition 2.4.3. For any k-basis {¥;},c; of @, there are y; € Uy(g) such that:
(a) e(y;) =0, (y; mod hU(g)) =7, and y,:=hy; € Up(g)' forall i €1;

(b) Un(g) is the completion of the unital k[[h]]-subalgebra of Uy(g) generated
by all the x)’s with respect to its I}—adic topology, where Ij is the ideal (in that
subalgebra) generated by h and all the x’s, so that Uy(g)" =k[[{z}},c; U{n}]] . O

3. DEFORMATIONS OF QUANTUM GROUPS

This section is dedicated to explore the effect of deformations of quantum groups,
either by twist or by 2-cocycle, seeting the cases of QUEA’s and QFSHA’s apart.

3.1. Deformations by twist of QUEA’s.
In this subsection we consider deformations by twist of QUEA’s; in some sense,

this is the easiest case. We begin with a technical result:

Lemma 3.1.1. Let H be an h—adically complete Hopf algebra over K[[h]], and let
consider an element of the form F = exp (h <p) € HR H, with ¢ = o1 @ py € H®?
such that (e ® id)(F)=1= (id®e)(F ). Then

€(p1) ®pa =0, P1®€(pz) =0, €(p1) @e(p2) = 0
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As a consequence, one can assume o1 = @Y, p = @3 € Ker(e), so ¢ € Ker(e)®?.

Proof. By assumption one has (e ®id)(F) = 1. Since F = exp(h), this yields
he(p)) @ o = (e®id)(hy) = (e®id)(log(F)) =

= (e®id)(zi(}"—1)") = Zﬂ((e@nd)(}")—l)" =0

n>0 n n>0 n

thus he(pr) @ po =0, whence €(p1) ® @2 =0 as claimed. Similarly, the condition
(id®e)(F) =1 implies p; @ €(p2) = 0. Finally, expanding o; as ¢; = e(p;) + @i
(i e{1,2}) — cf. Lemma 230 — and using €(p1) ® o =0 = p; ® €(p2) we get

P = p1R®py = €(p1) @e(pa) + (1) @y +¢f ®e(w2) +9f @ =
= (1) @e(pa) +e(p1) @2 — (1) @€(pa) + 91 R e(p2) — (1) e(p2) +9) Dy =
= —€(p1) ® e(p2) + (1) @ P2 + 1 D €e(2) + 1 @ 5

= —¢(p1) ® e(2) + 9f ® 93

in short ¢ = —€(01) @e(p2) +pf 7 . But (1) ®e(ip2) = (id ®e) (e(01) @) =0,
hence ¢ = ¢f @ o5 € Ker(e)®?, qe.d. O

+

We are now ready for our first meaningful result:

Theorem 3.1.2.

Let Uy(g) be a QUEA over the Lie bialgebra g = (g; [, ],0). Let F € Uh(g)@2
be a twist for Uy(g) such that F =1 (mod hUﬁ(g)®2> ; then k:=h1'log(F) €
Uh(g)@2 , and F = exp (h /i) . Last, we set k, := Kk — Kka1. Then we have:

(a) k is antisymmetric, i.e. —k = Koy, iff F is orthogonal, i.e. F~' = Foq;

(b) the element ¢ = Ry = K, (mod hUh(g)®2) belongs to g® g, and it is an
antisymmetric twist element for the Lie bialgebra g ;

(c) the deformation (Uﬁ(g))]E of Un(g) by the twist F is a QUEA for the Lie
bialgebra g¢ = (g; [, ], 50) which is the deformation of g by the twist c¢; in a
nutshell, we have (Uh(g))JT >~ Un(g°) -

Proof. (a) By construction, this follows from standard identities for exponentials
and for logarithms.

(b) We fix hereafter the notation Uy := Uy(g) and J, := Ker(ey,), and we
write k € US’Q with Sweedler’s like o-notation K = k1 ® ky. By Lemma B.I1.1] we
can assume (as we shall do henceforth) that ki, ks € J;, hence k € Jh@.

Now we consider the identity Fis (A ® id)(F) = Fo3 (id ® A)(F) . Writing
F =exp (hk1 @ ko) and A(k,) = £ @ kP (s =1,2) this reads

exp(ﬁm@@@l) exp(h/igl)@/@f)@@) = exp(hl@/ﬁ@@) exp(h/ﬁ@/ﬁgl)@/ﬁf))
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Now taking h—adic expansion in both sides of this last identity, at order 0 — in A
—weget 1®1®1=1®1®1, hence from order 1 we get the non-trivial identity

MRl @8’ O = 10 Oktnor O  (31)

where hereafter any symbol = means “congruent modulo A" U,{/g’3 7 (for any n € N).
Then taking (31]) modulo & we get

Fmemel +mYermPer = 10mem +memYerm® (32
and we took into account that E =% for all
s,i € {1,2}. Now, @@ k) = A(FR;) with & € Uh/hUh = U(g) has the form

for some /?S(i) € Ker(eU(g)) — 1 € {1,2} — having the following property: if we
denote by U(g), the n-th piece in the canonical filtration of U(g) — its coradical
filtration, in Hopf theoretical language — and for any x € U(g), \ U(g),_, we set

J(x) :=n, then in (B.3) we have 8(ﬁs(i)> S 9(%;) . Now, using (B3) to re-write
[B2) we find, after cancelling out three summands on both sides, the following

FVermYeom = mer 9"

7

where hereafter 7 := x (mod h)

HYeR? = Rel+ 1QF, + R,

2) — (@)

1 -
Thus B3) reads A(R;) =7,V @&, ?® = K, ® 1+ 1 ®FK, ; this means &, € g €
(CU(g)) —s€{l,2} —s0o R=R®FK;€9®g, hence c:=F, €g®g.

Now we have to prove that c is an antisymmetric twist for the Lie bialgebra g .
Keeping notation from above, since ®; € g we have

Alks) = ks®1 + 1@k, + hell @k (3.4)
ﬁ2 S S

and then the condition 0 /?S(i) S 9(%;) forces ?1(1)®/‘€;1 e

with &, N or; @ —&, P or; | = §(%;) being the Lie cobracket of &, , by assumption.
When we plug (B.4) in the A-adic expansion of the identity

exp (ﬁ K1 QKo ® 1) exp (h nﬁ” ® m§2)52> = exp (h 1®K® /<;2) exp (h K1 ® /ﬁg) ® /-c;2)>
we find that at order 2 — in A — it implies an identity

rmlerBer + K12:'R13 T Ri12'R23 = K1® mlerm P4 Rog'Rig2+FRagFRis (3.5)

where each %; , as usual, is the tensor in g®* which sports the ;’s in position i, the
Ko's in position j, and a (repeated) tensor factor 1 in the last remaining position.

Now let us consider k[Sg} , the group algebra over k of the symmetric group
Sy, the “antisymmetrizer” Altz := (id—(12) — (23) — (31) + (123) +(321)) in
k([S3], and the natural action of k[S3] onto U(g)®®. Let Alts act on the identity
B3): a sheerly straightforward calculation shows that the outcome, using notation
c:=FK, = K — kg1, eventually is

(6®@id)(c) + c.p. + [[e,c]] = 0

This means exactly that ¢ is a twist for the Lie bialgebra g, as in Definition 2.1.3]
which is obviously antisymmetric (by construction), q.e.d.
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(¢) Due to the peculiar form of the twist — namely, its being trivial modulo
h — it is easy to see that the Hopf algebra Uﬁ(g)f is again a QUEA, over some

bialgebra g, i.e. Ux(g /h Ui(g)” = ( ) , and even that one has g = g as Lie

algebras. In fact, smce the twist .7: is trivial modulo /i, we have that Uy(g)/hUs(g)
and Uy(g /h Un(g)” are isomorphic as Hopf algebras; in particular, then, Uﬁ(g)]E
itself is again a QUEA on the same Lie algebra g from Uy(g) but possibly inducing
on g a different Lie cobracket. Indeed, what is actually affected, a priori, is the
co-Poisson structure on the semlclassical limit — hence the Lie cobracket on g —
which in general on Uj(g /h Un(g)” will be different from that on Un(g)/hUs(g)
Let us compute the Lie coalgebra structure of g given by (ZI6). Given x € g,
let 2 € Uy(g)” be any lift of x: using obvious notation, its twisted coproduct is

N(z) = FA@)F' = " <x®1+1®x+hz o @ +O(h2)> —hn
— (1@1+hk) (re1+10a+hY el @adl) (101 -he) +0(n?) =
= s@l+1@z+h[r,e0l+leze]+rY 2] @) + O(r?) =
= x®1+1®x+h(z 2 @ 2l —adz(/-i)> + O(1?)
On the other hand, the opposite twisted coproduct is
(&)"(@) = (F)oy A(a) (F)pt = e A(a) e ™20 =
=2®1+1®z+h (Ei 23 @ zf) — adx(m271)> + O(h?)
Thus, by the very definition of the cobracket — as in (Z.16) — we have
67 () = 6(z) + (ady (ko1 — k) (mod k) = d(z) —ad,(c) = §°(x)
hence g is the twist deformation by ¢ of the Lie bialgebra g, as claimed. O

Observation 3.1.3. Let us point out that the twists F considered in Theorem
above are those of “trivial type”, as they are the identity modulo A. This
ensures that twisting Uy(g) by such an F does not affect the Hopf structure of the
semiclassical limit; in particular, it still is of the form U (ﬁ) , with g equal to g as a
Lie algebra but with a different Lie coalgebra structure. A more general twist might
be “unfit”, i.e. the deformed Hopf algebra Uy (g)” might no longer be a QUEA.

We present now a concrete example, taken from [GaGa2|, where formal “multi-
parameter” QUEAs are studied in detail.

Example 3.1.4. Let n € Ny and [ :={1,...,n}. We ﬁX a free k[[A]] module h
of finite rank ¢, and we pick subsets ITY := {TJr T~ } C {al} Ch*:=
ze] ze]
Homypr( b ,k[[h]]) . Let P € M,(k[[i]]) beany (nxn)- matrlx Wlth entries in k[[h]] :
A realization of P over k[[h]] of rank ¢ is a triple R := (b ,II,IIV) where a;(T}") =
pij, o (T7) =pj; (Vi,jel), and ¥:={S;:=2"(T;"+T;) (mod hh)}. _, is

el

k-linearly independent as a subset in h:=6H/hb.
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Let A := (a”) ; € M, (k) be a symmetrisable generalized Cartan matrix, with
associated dlagonal matrlx D := (d; 527-)@.].6[. We say that a matrix P € M, (k[[A]])

is of Cartan type with corresponding Cartan matrix A if P, := 271 (P+PT) = DA .

A formal multiparameter quantum universal enveloping algebra (=FoMpQUEA)
with multiparameter P and realization R is the unital, associative, topological, hA—
adically complete k[[A]]-algebra Up%(g) generated by the k[[A]]-submodule b and all
E;, F; (for all i € I'), with relations (for all T, 7", 7" € b, i,j € 1)

TEj — EJT = ‘|‘OZj(T)Ej s TF’] — FJT = —(I](T)F’]
+hTF _ —hT
TT = T'T , EF —FE = 6, ———
q4; — g
1—a;;

1 — CLZ _ —aij—k . . 36
Z(_l)k|: k ]:| qjj_k/qulk/Q Ezl EJ’EzZC =0 (Z #]) ( )
k=0 q;

1—a;; 1

— Uy5 — a; . .
Z<_1)k[ k j:| q:]rk/2q]zk/2F1 v FFk =0 (Zij)
k=0 q;

By [GaGa2, Theorem 4.3.2], every FoMpQUEA Upfzh(g) bears a structure of topo-
logical Hopf algebra over k[[A]] — with coproduct taking values into the h-adically
completed tensor product U, (g) ® U (g) — given by (VT €h, £ € 1)

’ K[[p)]

A(Er) = B+ o E, A(T)=Te1+10T, A(F)=Fee " +10F,
e(Ey) =0 «(T)y =0, e(F) = 0
S(E) = e R, S(T) = -T S(F) = —Fet’

Furthermore, by [GaGa2, Theorem 6.1.4], U (g) is a quantized universal envelop-
ing algebra whose semiclassical limit is U (g?) , where g% is a Lie multiparameter
Lie bialgebra. In short, for each pair (P,R) as above, U (g?) is the specialization
of UF,(g), or — equivalently — U, (g) is a quantization of U(gf) — or also, by a
standard abuse of language, Up R (g) is a quantization of g% . In particular, writing
again T', F; and F; for the “specialized” images of the generators 7' € h and E;,
F; (i € I), the Lie algebra structure of g% is given by (B.6) with the commutator
replaced by the (Lie) bracket and the quantum Serre relations by the adjoint actions
ad(E;)' " (E;) = 0 and ad(F;)'""(F;) = 0, whereas the coalgebra structure is
determined by

o(T) =0, 6(E) =2TANE , 0(F) =2T,NEF

For example, if we take P := DA, r := rk(DA) and R = (b I, HV) a
realization of DA, where rk(h) = 2n—r and T;" =T, inII", for all i € I, one has
that UDE\,E(Q) is the “quantum double version” of the usual Drinfeld’s QUEA Uj, (g A)
for the Kac-Moody algebra g, associated with the Cartan matrix A; in particular,

its semiclassical limit is U (gﬁ{”) , where g"" is the “Manin double version” of g, .
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Now take any k|[[h]]-basis {Hg}geg of h where |G| = rk(h) = ¢. For any anti-
symmetric matrix ® = (¢;;), <ij<n With entries in k[[h]] we define
Jo = 000 Hy ® Hy € b®b C Ugi(h) @ Ug(h)
By direct check, one sees that the element

FCI) = 652_134} = exp (FLQil Z;k:l(bgk Hg ® Hk)

in U, (h) ® UT,(h) is actually a twist for U,(g) . For i € I, define the elements
Lo; = T2 g kmr i(Ho) $guHi oy Kei = 27! T ke i Ho) Sig e Then, the

new coproduct in (U5 ( g))Ep is given by

A(E) = E@ L3l + MKl o B (Viel)
AN(T) =T®1+ 1T (VTeb)
A"(F) = FoLyie " + Koy ®F, (Viel)
Similarly, the “twisted” antipode S”* and the counit €® := e are given by
S (E) = —e "KL E LG) e*(E;) =0 (Viel)
§*(T) = -T e (T) =0 (VTep)
S*(F) = —K§iF Lyl e e(F) =0 (Viel)

A key feature of this family of quantum groups is that the multiparameter encodes
different types of deformations: there exists a multiparameter matrix Pp and a

realization R4 such that Ulli‘fﬁ(g) = (Up?h(g))fé as topological Hopf algebras. In
particular, the class of all FOMpQUEAs of any fixed Cartan type and of fixed rank
is stable by toral twist deformations, see [GaGa2, Theorem 5.1.4]. Furthermore, it
turns out that, under certain restrictions on the realization, every FOMpQUEA can
be realized as a toral twist deformation of the “standard” FoMpQUEA by Drinfeld
— see [GaGa2l, Theorem 5.1.5] for further details.

With respect to the semiclassical limit, Jo := Jo (mod h) is actually a (toral)
twist for the Lie bialgebra g% . The deformed Lie cobracket is given by the formula

e (z) = §(x) — ad,(Js) = 6(z) — Z;kilgb—éﬂg ([, Hy] ® Hy + Hy ® [z, Hy])
— for all z € g&, with ¢y := ¢, (mod h) — that on generators reads
(B =2T¢, NE;, 8(T)=0, & (F)=2T;,AF, Viel,Teh
where T;i =TF+ Z;,k:ﬂa—/’cgai(Hg) Hy forall iel.
In conclusion, one may consider the deformation (g?)iI> of g% by the (Lie) twist

Jo, as well as the deformation (Upﬁ(g))% of Up%(g) by the (Hopf) twist Fgp . By
[GaGa2, Theorem 6.2.2], we know that (U5 ( g))fq’ is a QUEA, whose semiclassical

limit is U((g§)§¢> . indeed, we have (Upﬁ(g))h’ =~ Upst () and (g?)j‘? >~ ghe
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3.2. Deformations by 2-cocycle of QFSHA’s.

We consider now deformations by 2-cocycle of QFSHA’s. Due to the (linear)
duality between the notions of QUEA and QFSHA, and similarly for those of twist
and 2-cocycle, the outcome we find is nothing but the dual counterpart of Theorem
above (and, consistently, it might be deduced from the latter by duality).

Theorem 3.2.1.
Let Fy[[G]] be a QFSHA over the Poisson group G, with tangent Lie bialgebra g =
(g;[.].0). Let o be a 2-cocycle for F}[[G]] s.t. o = €** <mod h <Fh[[G]]®2> ) ;

then ¢ := h~tlog, (o) € (Fh[[G]]@’Q) , where “log,” is the logarithm with respect
to the convolution product, and o = exp, (h g) . Last, we set ¢, :=¢ — o1 . Then:

(a) < is antisymmetric, i.e. s34 = —s, iff o is orthogonal, i.e. o913 =0 '

(b) the element S, := g, (mod h (Fh[[G]]é)Q)*) provides a well-defined element

¢ e (g* ® g*)* = g® g that is an antisymmetric 2-cocycle for the Lie bialgebra g*;

(c) letting ¢ be as in claim (b), the deformation (Fh[[G]])o of Fi[[G]] by the 2—

cocycle o is a QFSHA for the formal Poisson group G, with cotangent Lie bialgebra
Lie(Ge)' = (89 = (%5 ([, L), 6.)

which is the deformation of g* by the 2-cocycle ¢ ; in short, (Fﬁ[[GH)U = FillGe]] -

Proof. (a) This is obvious, just by construction.

(b) As a first step, we have to prove that ¢, = g, (mod h(Fh[[G]]é’Q) )
determines a uniquely defined element ( € (g* ® g*)* = g®g. Hereafter we realize

ghas g- = m/m2 where m := Ker(eFHG”) ; then we have also

gRg" = (m/m2)®(m/m2) & (m®m)/<m®m2—|—m2®m)

thus in the end we have to prove that the function ¢, := ¢, (mod h) — defined
from F[[G]]® = F[[G]]® (mod i) to k — does vanish onto m ® m? + m*> @ m,

hence induces ( defined onto (g* ® g*)* = (m ® m)/(m @m? 4+ m?® m) by the

canonical recipe ¢ (u®v) = G (u®wv) for each u,v € m. In fact, since ¢, is
antisymmetric it is enough to prove that ¢, (m ® m2) = 0 ; in turn, this amounts
to showing that — writing ¢, as a bilinear function rather than a morphism on a
tensor product module — one has

ga(a,bc) = 0 YV oa,b,c€ J,:= Ker(th”G]]) (3.7)

, the 2—cocycle nature of o gives

For the given a,b,c € J, := Ker(thHGn)

a(bay,cay) olabece) = olan . ba))o(ae bde . c) (3.8)
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Now we expand o as (cf. 30 for notation “O(h?)”)
o = exp, (his) = €+ he+ O(R*) = € +hY J @ + O(R?)
S
where we used sort of Sweedler’s-like notation ¢ = > ¢'®¢” to denote ¢; plugging

S

this into ([B.8) and expanding everything out, we end up with
e(a) e(b) e(c) + h (; /(@) <" (be) + e(0) S<'0) g”(c)) + o) =
= e(@)et)e(c) + n (T ab)s"(c) + L' (a)s"(b)ele)) + O(r)

which implies — since €(a) = 0 = ¢(c) by assumption — also
Ry d'(a)<"(be) + O(R?) = hY_d(ab)<"(c) + O(R?)
S S

whence we argue

s(a,be) = Y ' (a)s"(be)

< h

;g'(ab) "(¢) = <(ab,c) (3.9)

Recall also that Fj[[G]] is commutative modulo A, so that zy = yu for all
x,y € F3[[G]]. Using this along with several instances of (39) one gets

sla,be) = s(ab,c) = s(ba,c) = s(b,ac) = s(b,ca) = s(be,a)
from which we eventually conclude that
Sala,bc) = ¢(a,bc) — ¢(be, a) = s(be,a) — ¢(be,a) =0 q.e.d.

As a second step, we note that ( is antisymmetric, by construction, since ¢, is.

Third, we need to prove that ( : g* ® g* —— k satisfies the remaining condition
of ([Z4), so that it is indeed a 2—cocycle. Now, expanding ¢ up to order 3, as

o = exp*(hg) = % 4+ h¢ + h2§*2/2 + (’)(h?’)

and plugging this into (B.8)), we find, for all a,b,c € J, := Ker(th“GH) again,

(E(bu)) () + hs(bay ) + 16 (b ey ) s (B e ) /2 + O(ﬁ?’)) '
: (6(a)€(b<2>) €(c) + he(a, b c) +

+ 126 (a) by e ) s (a0 oo ) /2 + O (h?’)) =

= (6(%)) e(by) +he(aqy . bay) + R < (au)(l)a b<1>(1)> < (a(l)(z)’ b<1>(2>> / 2+0 (53)) :
: (6(%2)) ¢(b@) e(e) + he(ae be . c) +

+ ﬁ2<<a(2>(1)b(2>(1)70) < (Q(Q)(z)b@)(z)’c> / 2+0 (h3))
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and then performing multiplication and truncating at order 3 we get
elabe) + h(c(a,be) + e(a)s(b,c)) +
+ K (g*Q(a,bc)/Z + g(b(l) ,0(1) (a be2) ¢ ) + €¢(a) *Z(b,c)/Q) + O(hg) =
= elabe) + h(q(ab c) + g(a,b)e(c)) +
+ R? ( 2(a,b)e(c)/2 + <(aqy,bay) s(ap) be),c) + §*2(ab,c)/2) + O(R°)
which in turn — since e(a) = 0 = €(c¢) by assumption — simplifies into

s(a,bc) + h( (a,bc) /2 + g(b(l ) (a,b@)c@))> + O(hz) =

= g(ab,c) + h (g‘(a(l) ,b(l)) g(a(g) b(g) ,C) + §*2(ab,c)/2) + O(h2)
that we eventually we re-write as

sla,be) — ¢lab,c) +
+ h (g*Q(a,bc)/2 — ¢?(ab,c)/2 + (3.10)
+ by ) (@b ) = slagyb) s(ap by ) ) = 0

Now let k[S3] act onto F[[G [1%* and consider in particular the action of the anti-
symmetrizer Altz:= (id—(12)—(23)—(31)+(123)+(321)) onto the equation
in (3.I0), which yields a new equation: denoting equation (B.I0) by ® = 0, we will
write Alt3(®) = 0 for the newly found equation. To see the latter explicitly, we
compute the left-hand member Alt3(®), starting by computing the action of Alts
onto the first line in (B.I0): concretely, we find

Alt3(1° line in (310))
= ¢(a,bc) —¢(b,ac) — ¢(a,cb) — ¢(c,b
—glab,c) + s(ba,c) + slac,b) + ¢(cb,a) — g(ca,b) — g(bc,a) =
= Gla,b,c]) + sw(b,le,al) + swlc,la,b]) = <l(a,b,c]) + cp.

where standard notation [u,v]:=uv—vwu is used to denote the usual commutator.
Modulo 7, such a commutator in Fj[[G']] yields the Poisson bracket in F[[G]], hence
we can write [u,v] = h{ﬂ,@}/ where we use notation z := (z mod h F[[G]])

for each 2 € Fy[[G]] and f’ := some lift in F}[[G]] of any f € F[[G]], i.e. ' =f;

note that f’ is only defined up to h* Fy[[G]], yet that is enough for our purposes.
Thanks to this, (BI1]) turns into

Alts (1% line in BI0)) = h(ga<a,{5,z}’> + c.p.) (3.12)

Looking at (B.I0), this entails that the h-adic expansion of Alt3(®) has zero term
at order 0, while at order 1 it also has a contribution coming from (3.12]).

2

(3.1

Now we go and compute the contribution to Alt3(®) issuing from the third line
in (B.10). Again, direct calculations give

A1t3( line in (BEIID) = §a( (1) 5 b(l)) ga(c,a(g) b(g)) + c.p. (3.13)
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Since one always has 2 = e(z) + 2, with z, := (v —€(x)) € Ker(e), applying this
to each element = € {a,b,c} occurring in (B13), then expanding everything and
taking into account that ga(Jﬁ , Jh2) = 0 = ga(JHQ, Jﬁ) — cf. (B1) — we obtain

Alt5 (3™ line in (BI0))

Sa(a.bw) salebe) + wlan).b) (e aw) + cp.
= w(a,b())s(e,by) + cp.

where we make use of short-hand notation :L’(/}) ® x(’;) =) @ Ty — T2) QT -

h

Finally, we go and compute the contribution to Alt3(®) issuing from the second
line in (3I0). Dropping the coefficients i and 1 / 2 we find the following;:

Alt3(2" line in @I0)) = Altz(s™(a,bc) — ¢**(b,ac)) =
= ¢*(a,bc) — ¢?(b,ac) — ¢*(a,cb) — ¢**(c,ba) + ¢?(c,ab) +
—¢®2(ab,c)+c?*(ba,c)+c*ac,b)+¢*(cb,a) —¢*?(ca,b
= 7(a,[b,¢]) +§*2(b7[67 ) + (e [a,b]) -
—<"(bc],a) - <*2([C,a],b) <*([a,b],c)
which in turn implies Alt3(s*?(a,bc) — ¢**(b,ac)) = O(h) — since [u,v] =

O(h) for all u,v € F[[G]]. The outcome then is that the contribution to Alt3(®)
given by the second line in ([BI0) is trivial modulo A2.

) + (b, ca) -
) =< (be,a) =

Summing up, the outcome of the previous analysis is that

ga(a,{gj}') + c.p. + Ca(a,b(q)) ga(c,b(@)) + c.p. = 0
Taking the latter modulo & Fj[[G]] we find
ga(ﬁ,{l_),é}) c.p. + §a<a b(1) (E 52)> +cp. =0

for the elements @,b,¢ € F[[G]].

Now recall that for z € J, with Z := (2 mod h F}[[G]]) and x:= (T mod m?)
we have §(x) := x(}, ®x(; for the induced Lie cobracket of g*=m /m? computed
on x, by definition; this means that, using our previously established notation

d(x) = X1 ® X[y, the last formula above yields

((a,[b,c]) + cp. + ((a,by)(c,by) + cp. = 0 (3.14)
Finally, the antisymmetry of ¢ gives C(a, (b, c]) +cp. = —C( [a,b] ,c) + c.p.,
while a straightforward check shows that ¢(a,bpj) ((c¢,bpg) +c.p. = —[[¢,C]l,

Therefore, (3.14]) is equivalent to
¢(la,b],c) + cp. + [[¢, <]
which means that ¢ is indeed a (strong type of) 2—cocycle for g*, q.e.d.

(¢) Let us consider the deformed algebra (F4[[G]]) , which coincides with F;[[G]]
as a k[[h]]-module but is endowed with the deformed multiplication * . ” defined by

&&b = a(a(l), b(l)) a(2) b(2) CJ'_1 (a(3), b(g)) v a, be Fﬁ[[GH (315)
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As o is of the form o = exp, (h g) , in particular it is trivial modulo A, it follows from
(3.15) that the deformed multiplication “ .7 coincides with the old one modulo 7,
that is a:b = ab (mod hF,[[G]]) . Therefore, (F}[[G]]), is again commutative
modulo %, hence it is (again) a QFSHA, as claimed, say (Fu[[G]]), = Fi[[G]] -
Then, in order to prove that the newly found Poisson (formal) group G, is indeed
G¢ as claimed it is enough to show that the Lie bracket induced in m, /m? — where

m, := Ker(e, ) — is indeed [, J¢ -

; then we can pick a,b € J, = Ker(e

o)

FlIG ]

Let us take a,b € m, / m such

Fﬁ[[GH)
that a=a (mod (hJn+ J72 )) and b=b (mod (hJy+ Jﬁ2)> . Now, using the

expansion o = exp. (h¢) = 2 + he + O(K?) , formula @IF) turns into

a&b =

= (ela)e(bm) + s (aq), b)) o) be) (e(a@)e(bm) + s (as) bs)) + O(R) =

= c(aw) e(bey) ae b €(a) €(bs) +

1 (s(a), bi) a@be €(a)e(bs) = e(am)e(b) aebe s (aw), b)) + O(R?) =
= ab + 1 (s(an . b) a@ bey — a by s(ae . be)) + O(F)

where we took into account coassociativity and counitality properties. Therefore,
using “[ , ].” and “[ , |” to denote the commutator with respect to the new
(deformed) and the old (undeformed) multiplication, we also have

= ab + h(s(an,bw) ap be) — aa by <@ ba)) + O(F) —
= ba — 1 (s, aw) by ae) — buy e s(be)a@)) + O(F) =
= ab—ba + h(=s(ap),be) an b + s(be)ae) by ag) -
— (b s am) bey ae) + s(aa) b)) ap by ) + O(F) =
= [a,b] + R <—<a(a(2>>b(2>)a<1> by — <alba) > aq) be) a(2>) + O(1?)

where for the last step we used the fact that a) b = besy ags) -

Recall that [a,b] = h{a,b} , where hereafter we write 7 := x (mod th)
and f’ to denote any lift in .Jj, of some given f in .J,, as we did before; similarly, we
have [a,b] = h {6,5 }; . Then modulo A our previous computations give

{a,b}, = {a,b} — %2, be)dwboy — S(ba),aw) beae  (3.16)

For each x € {a(), b |s = 1,2} we have z = e(z) + a2 with 2™ := (z —e(x)) €
Jn. Using such expansions in either factor of the products @, b(s) and 5(5) a
0 = at b,

m2 (5

occurring within (BI6]), and noting that a(Jg) b(l_) we get an

(s) >

2,11
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equivalence modulo m? = m? (noting that m = m, as k-modules), namely

(@b} = {a.b} - <u(aw be) G bay — u(ba).a0) be) ae =

= {a.b} - < <>ab<2>)5<1>6(5<1>) = Sa(@w) b)) €(@m) bo) =

. o %(baw) b (@) — (b aw) e(be) @ =
= {@,b} —%a(@),b)an) — (@, b)) bay = Sal(bay, @) by —Sa(b,a0)) )
= {@.b} —<u(d),b) an) +3a(be) @) bay = Sa(ba), @) be) +Sa(@n),0) d) =
= {@.b} = (Su(T2.b) 30— (@), 0) @@ ) = (Sa(b), @) by = Tl b2, @) by )

where the element in last line actually belongs to m = m,. When we reduce all
this modulo m? = m?, and recalling the definition of the Lie bracket (for either
Lie algebra structure) as being induced by the Poisson bracket, and that of the Lie

2

cobracket in m / m? = m, / mz — which coincide as Lie coalgebras — as being

induced by A — A° | we eventually end up with

[avb](o) = [avb]* - C(a[Z]v ) an) — C( (1], & ) 2] = ([a’b]*)g

thus(cf. Definition 27) the Lie bracket we were looking for is just ([ , ],) c O

Observation 3.2.2. We would better point out that the 2-cocycles o considered
in Theorem B.2.T] above are those of “trivial-modulo-A-type”, in that they are the
identity modulo /. With this assumption, deforming Fj[[G]] by such a ¢ does not
affect the Hopf structure of the semiclassical limit; in particular, it still reads as
F HGH , with G being the same formal group as G but with a different Poisson
structure. A more general 2-cocycle might be “unfit”, in that the deformed Hopf
algebra (Fﬁ[[G]])U may no longer be a QFSHA | in general.

Example 3.2.3. Let G := GL,(k) be the general linear group over k, and
g := gl,(k) its tangent Lie algebra. It is well-known — cf. [D1], [CP] — that a

quantization of g is provided by the QUEA Uj(g) = Uﬁ( g[n(k)) defined as follows:
it is the unital, associative, hi-adically complete k[[A]]-algebra with generators

F17F27"'7Fn717[117[127"'7anlurn7E17E27"'7En71

and relations (for all 7,5 € {1,...,n—1}, k,{ € {1l,...,n})

[Fk,lﬂ =0 5 [Fk,F]] = _5kj i [Fk, ]: +5k,jE
eﬁ(F —Tit1) _ eh( iv1—1%)
(B, ] = di eth _ o—h
[E;,E;] =0, [Fi, Fj] =0 Vi, jili—jl>1
E?E;— (q+q ") E,E;E; + E; E? = 0 Vigili-gl=1

FEF—(q+q ") B F F+ FFP =0 vigsli-gl=1.
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where [X,Y]:= XY —Y X . The (topological) Hopf algebra structure is given by

AF) = Feod 1k,  S(F)=-FU ) «(F) =0
A(EZ) = E®1 _'_eh(Fi*F¢+1) ® E; ’ S(El) — _eh([‘z?rl*[‘i) E; , E(El) =0

It is also well-known — cf. [D1], [CP] — that a quantization of G := GL, (k)
is provided by the QFSHA F[[G]] = Fy[[GL,(k)]] defined as follows: it is the
unital, associative, I;—adically complete k[[h]|-algebra generated by the elements of
the set {;Uij }i,j =1,....n+ 1} arranged in a g—matrix, with q := exp(h), with
I, being the ideal generated by {h,xm S ,an,n} ; this is a quick way to say that
the given generators obey the relations

Tij Tik = qTik Tij , Tik Thk = 4 Thi Tik Vj<k,i<h
-1 . .
Tj T = Tjk T4l Tik Tj| — Tjl Tifg = (q—q )xilxjk Vai<j, k<l
whereas the comultiplication A, the counit €, and the antipode S are given by
matrix formulation

j=1,...,n; i=1,...,n; i=1,...,n;
AT = @)inme @)
J=lens) G=1,.m; j=1lems\ j=1,.m;\ L
€<(xij)i:1 ..... n;) T (51])1:1 ..... n; S(('x”)zzl ..... n;) T <($Z])z:1 ..... n;)
which in down-to-earth terms read, for all i, =1,...,n,
n i k#1
Ary) = Xiawa@we , e(zy) =05, S(zy) = (=) Dq((xhk)h#j>
where D, denotes the so-called quantum determinant, defined on any ¢-matrix of
(square) size ¢ by
j=1,...,4; (o
Dy((i)571) = Loes (0" 0100 22002+ 20t

We have also explicit identifications F;[[G]] = Un(g)" as well as Uy(g) = F,[[G]]",
which can be described via the Hopf pairing ( , ) : F,[[G]] x Un(g) —— K[[A]]
uniquely given by the following values on generators:

<xi,jurk> = 0i;0ik , <$Ui,j,Et> = 0it1,j0it » <xi,j7Ft> = 0;j+101;  (3.17)

Now consider in Up(g) ® Un(g) the element F := exp (h2*1 ZZ,£:1 Oup Ly ®Fk>

that is a twist for Uy(g) — just as in Example B.I.4] it trivially follows from the
fact that the I}’s are primitive. By Proposition Z27(a), we can see this F as a
2—cocycle o, for U(g)" = F4[[G]], simply given by evaluation at F , namely

op + RG] x BG] ——Kk[A] ,  (p,¢9) = (e®¢, F)  (3.18)
Now, from (BI8) and ([B.I7), direct calculation gives

O-f('ri,ruxg,h) - <xi7r®xf,h7~r> -

+oo pm Q—m . .
= Z m[ <xi,7’®xf7h’ (Zt7k:1¢t7kB®Fk) > —
m=0 .
5 hm 2" n Xm
= > m! < A(m—1) (LL’z‘,r ® xz,h) ) (Zt,k:l Gri Ly @ Fk) >
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Xm
Let us stop and consider < A(m=1) (:Ew & l‘&h) ) (Z? o1 Pek 17 ® Fk> > . Defi-

nitions give

(m—1) n wm
A (zi,r @ 20,n) (Zt o1 P 17 @ Fk) =

Xm
= Z <5L‘i781 ®xﬁ,e1 ®.'.®x5mflyr®xemfl7h7 (ZZk:l ¢t,kB®Fk> > =

815000y Sm—1=1
€1,..,em—1=1

n m
n
= ) [1 <xsc—1,sc @ Te,_y,e. Zt, jt Pt Lt @ I, > =
8100y Sm—1=1c=1

€1,y €m—1=1

ZZk:l ¢t,k <:L‘8.371,Sc ) B> <:L‘e.;71,ec 7Fk‘ >

I
SENgE
3

where we set sg := i, S, :=71, ey := L, e, = h. Now, the formulas in (BI7)
guarantee that <:L’sc_17sc , Ft> <xec_17ec , Fk> = 0 whenever s. 1 # s. Or e._1 # e.;
therefore, from the previous computation one eventually gets

U;($i,r,$z,h) =

“+o00 hm 2—m

(m—1) n ®m
= 0irOon Y, T A (xi,r ® llfz,h) ; (Zt,kzl Ol ® Fk) =

m=0

+oo pm 9—m " m
= 5i,r 5@,}1 Z T (an:l <Z5t,k <SU“ ) Ft> <$L’é,é A >) =
m=0 .
+too pm 9—m n m
= O 0o 2~ (Xl ey O Ois0un) =
m=0 m.: ’
“+o00 hm 9—m " o hse/2
= 5@',r 5€,h Z T (<Z5z‘,z) = 5i,r 5z,h €xp (hQ ¢z’,é) = 5¢,r 5z,h e ont
m=0 .
in short
O']_.(.T}i,r,l’g,h) = 5i,r(sg,h€h¢il/2 i i,r,ﬁ,h € {1,,77,} (319)

Using this formula, the deformed product in Fh[[GHU}_ can be described as follows:

Liyj op bt = Uf((xi,j)(nv (xf,t)u)) (xm)(z) (xé,t)(z) 0;1 ((xi,j)(g)v (xf,t)(g)) =

- Shzk:1<7; (%‘,r, W,h) Ty, s Th, k 0;1(%,]', !Ek,t) =

-1 h(dio—bj1)/2
- UF (xi7i7 xzvz) x‘lvj x&t O-]-' (x]n]’ xtvt) = ¢ ((bll (b]’t)/ x27.7 xzvt

— where we used ([3.19); in short, we get
Tijop Ty = e (Gie = 50)/2 Ti ;i Tot Vi, jlite{l,...,n} (3.20)

Note that this formula shows how the new, deformed product is equivalent modulo
h to the old one: this is a general fact, due to the very construction, namely because
we are working with 2—cocycles of the form exp (h q) where ¢ is some bilinear form
on the QFSHA to be deformed. By this same reason, any set of elements which
generate, as an algebra, the QFSHA under exam, will also generate it (as an algebra
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again) w.r.t. the new, deformed product. For this reason, the formula ([B:20) is enough
to describe the deformed algebra Fj,[[G]] as the latter is (again) generated — w.r.t.

the new product — by the z; ;’s, just like F}[[G]] was (with the old product).

Let us now see how (B.20)) yields a modified Poisson bracket in the semiclassical
limit of Fh[[G]]of. Using such notation as 7, , := z,, (mod hFh[[G]]oF) , the
Poisson bracket inherited from Fj[[G HU; is given, by definition, by

[%,j,w,t}
Fos i}, = ——— (mod KRGI,,)
Now
[xi,jaxﬁ,t}g}_ = Li,j oot — Lot 60 Lij =

— eh((bl,[ _¢J7t)/2 ZEZ’] ‘/E€7t — eh(¢],t _¢1,f)/2 ‘/E€7t ZEZ’] —

— (i —dj1)/2 [xi,j ,1’6,15] + (eﬁ (Pie = 5,)/2 _ (P —¢i,e)/2) Tyt Ti

hence expanding the exponentials we get

[xi,j 7xé,t} = (1 +h(pis — <Z5j,t)/2) [l’z] 7$Z,t} + h (<Z5z‘,z — <Z5j,t) To Ty 5 + O(h2)

9F

from which we eventually get
{f@j ,f&t}o]__ = {fi,j ,f&t} —+ <5i,é — 5]‘,15) TZ,tTi,j (321)

where {fz j ,f“} denotes the old (undeformed) Poisson bracket and we took into
account that [TZ j ,Tg,t} = 0 and that the deformed and undeformed product do
coincide modulo A .

In addition, the formula (8.21]) for the Poisson bracket also induces, following the
general recipe, a concrete description of the modified Lie bracket in the cotangent
Lie bialgebra g* := m/m?, where m is the augmentation ideal of Fﬁ[[GHU}_ . Indeed,

the latter has as k—basis the set of cosets (modulo m2)

i,jzl,...,n}

and for these elements from (B.21]) we deduce the deformed Lie bracket as given by

{Xi,j = (f@j — 5i,j) mod m2

[xi.5 ’X&t]of = [xij.%ed] [Xi,iaxé,é]of = [x5,i,%00 Vai#g, (#t
[Xii,Xe,¢) o = [Xii, %) + (&Zz - 5”) Xyt V l#1
[Xi,jaxﬁ,ﬁ]a}_ = [Xz‘,i,Xz,t] + <$lg — aﬂ) X, j Vi#£j

3.3. Deformations by quasi-2-cocycle of QUEA’s.

This subsection is dedicated to deformations by quasi-2-cocycle of QUEA’s. In
this case the result that we achieve is somewhat surprising, in that we are indeed
“stretching the standard recipe”, as the 2-cocycles that we use to deform our Hopf
k[[h]]-algebras are valued in the field k((h)) rather than in our ground ring k[[A]] .
Therefore, a priori nothing even guarantees that the recipe would just work and
produce a new Hopf algebra over k[[A]]; nonetheless, we eventually find quite a
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meaningful result, which also says that the standard procedure of deformation by
twist for QUEA’s can be extended somewhat beyond its natural borders.

We begin with two ancillary results.

Lemma 3.3.1.
Let Uy := Up(g) be any QUEA, and J, = Ker(eUh) . For every z € Uy, there
exists N € N such that 0,(z) € R™xN=N 79 for cvery n € N.

Proof. As Drinfeld’s functors are inverse to each other — cf. Theorem 2-4.2|(a) —
applying ()" after ()’ to the QUEA U, we get Uy = (Uﬁ’)vz letting I := hU/ +
KGI(EU}{) , this last identity reads

Uy = h-adic completion of > A7"(I})" = h-adic completion of |J h™"(1})"

n>0 n>0

In particular, this implies that for our z € Uy(g) there exist some N € N and
2 e (I,{)N such that z = RNz’ (mod hU,(g)) . Now, given n € N we have
6,(2') € B"U®™ because 2’ € (Iﬁ')N CU/,and also 6,(2') € > @, (L)

s1t+-+sn=N

because I/ is a Hopf ideal; moreover, Kez(eUh/) C hU, again by construction, hence

I} € hU;. In the end, all this yields §,(z") € AmaxnN) JE"  therefore 6,(z) €

fmax(n,N)—N Jh®" as claimed. O

For the second, auxiliary result, we fix some more notation: namely, hereafter by
“log,” and “exp,” we denote the logarithm and the exponential with respect to the
convolution product, whenever defined.

Lemma 3.3.2. Let Uy(g) be any QUEA, and let x be a K[[h]]-bilinear form on
Un(g) such that x(z,1)=0= x(1,z) for any z € Uy(g); denote also by the same
symbol x the scalar extension of x to a k((h))-bilinear form for the k((h))-vector
space Up(g) = k(7)) @xqn) Un(g) . Then:

(a) the formal expression o = exp, (h_lx) uniquely provides a well-defined,
k((h))—valued bilinear form for Ug(g) ;

(b) o(z,1)=¢€(z) =0(1,2) for any z € Uy(g);
(c) o is orthogonal, i.e. o91= 0", iff x is antisymmelric, i.e. Y21 = —X .
Proof. (a) Fix notation Uy := Uy(g) and J;, := Ker(eUh) . For any z € Uj, set
Zi=¢(z), zF=z—¢€(z)=2—-2¢€ Jy, hence z=z"+2 (3.22)
The assumption x(z,1) =0=x(1,2) for z € Uy(g) implies (for all u,v € Uy)

X(u,v) = x(ut+a,v7+0) = x(u,0t) (3.23)
Now, for any a,b € Uy, the formula o = exp, (hflx) => . >0 hfnx*”/n! gives
o(a,b) = Ysoh "X "(a,b) /nl =

(3.24)
= ano ﬁ*"HLX(a(i)ab(i))/n! = EnZO hi"HLX(aé)a szz‘))/n!
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. . k k

where we took into account that y**(u,v) = HS:1X(U(s)>U(s)) = Hszlx(u?;),v(t))
for each u,v € Uy, k € N by definitions along with (3:23)). Now we notice that
®’;:1a{;) =d,(a) and R, (Z) = 0,(b) , hence Lemma B.3.T] guarantees that

h—nl:llx(a?;)’b?;)) c h—n—l—max(n,A)—A+max(n,B)—B V ne N+

whence in particular

h*"HX( aly,bh) € M APK(R] YV neNy
(3.25)
”HX( ) bGy) € BRI Y n> A+ B

where A € N, resp. B € N, plays for a, resp. for b, the role of N for z in Lemma
B3 above; by this, the formal expansion for o(a,b) in ([B.24]) yields a well defined
element in k[[A]], hence o is a well-defined k((A))-bilinear form of Uy(g) as claimed.

(b—c) Both claims are obvious, by construction, as they follow from standard
identities for formal exponentials. ([l

The previous result leads us to introduce the following notion:

Definition 3.3.3. Let Uy (g) be a QUEA, and Uy(g) := k((R))@wpUn(g) . Note that
Uy (g) has a natural “Hopf algebra structure” of Uy (g) induced by scalar extension
from Uy(g) — so that, in particular, the “coproduct” takes values in k((%)) @

(Uh(g) @thHUh(g)) rather than in Up(g) Q) Un(g)-
We call quasi-2-cocycle of Up(g) any k((h))-bilinear form o of U(g) which has

the form o := exp, (A 'y) for some k[[A]]-bilinear form y € (Uh(g)®2)* of Un(g)

such that x(z,1) = 0 = x(1,z) for all z € Uy(g), and in addition enjoys the
2-cocycle properties with respect to the above “Hopf algebra structure” of Uy(g) .

Remark 3.3.4. The notion of “quasi-2-cocycle” for a QUEA Uy(g) can also be
cast in the following, equivalent shape. Recall that F,[[G]] := Us(g)" is a QFSHA

(cf. §234), and then <Uh(g)®2) — Un(0)* & Unlg)" = F[G] & F[[G]]. Given
€ <Uh(g)®2>* as in Definition B33 above, the condition x(z,1) =0 = x(1,z2) for
all z € Uh(g) means that XAE JFHHG]] é JFh[[G’HAyWith JFHHG]] = Ker(thHG”) , hence
we have x € h? (Jé[[G}})@az C n? (Fh[[G]]V)®2 where Jp oy = b ko) and
F[[G]]" is the QUEA defined in §2Z4 out of F,[[G]]. Thus, it follows that h~'y €
h (Fh[[G]]v)®2, so o :=exp,(h y) is a well-defined element in (Fh[[G]]v)®2.
Now, the requirement that o := exp, (hilx) be a quasi-2-cocycle for Uy(g) in

the sense of Definition 3.3.3] above is equivalent to the property of o being a twist
element for Fj[[G]]Y — which makes perfectly sense in sight of Proposition 221

Clearly, every 2-cocycle for Uy(g) is a quasi-2-cocycle as well; the converse, instead,
is not true, in general (counterexamples do exist). However, the key point is that
every quasi-2-cocycle still provides a well-defined deformation by 2-cocycle of Uy(g)
— in short, the construction of deformations by 2-cocycle does properly extend to
“deformations by quasi-2-cocycle” as well: this is indeed our next result.
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Theorem 3.3.5. Let Uy(g) be a QUEA, and o = exp, (hilx) a quasi-2-cocycle for
it, as in Definition[3.3.3. Then the procedure of 2-cocycle deformation by o applied
to Un(g) actually restricts to Un(g), making the latter into a new QUEA.

Proof. First of all, we have to explain the statement itself. To begin with, note
that, by definitions and by Lemma [B.3.2] we can perform the deformation by the
2-cocycle o onto the “Hopf k((%))-algebra” Ux(g) := k(7)) @ Up(g) . Our statement
then claims the resulting deformed Hopf structure onto Uy(g) actually “restricts” to
a deformation of Uy(g) itself: in turn, this amounts to claiming that Uy(g) is closed
for the o—deformed product in (Uﬁ( g))o — so we go and tackle this last problem.

Fix notation U, := Uy(g), Jy := Ker(Uy), J! := Ker(U}) and Jp = g,
where U} := Uy(g)’ is given in Definition 24T](a). As it was mentioned in the proof
of Lemma B3] Theorem ZZ4.2(a) implies that U, = (U,{)V , that is

Uy = h-adic completion of > A= ()"

n>0
where [ .= hU/ + Kel(eUﬁ/) = hU, + J;; then a moment’s thought shows that the
previous expression of Uy reads also

Uy, = h-adic completion of Y a~"(J;)" = h-adic completion of S g, (3.26)

n>0 n>0

Note also that clearly J; is a Hopf ideal in U}, and moreover J, C hJ, (by
construction); therefore for 2/ € J/¥ — with N € N — acting like in the proof of
Lemma [3.3.T] one sees that

571(2/) SRS (Zzz N;=N ®?:1J5/Ni> C hmax(n’N)Jh®n (3.27)
Again, for any z € U, we retain notation as in (3.22]) above, that is
Zi=¢(z), zF=z—¢€z)=2—-2¢€ Jy, hence z=2z"+2 (3.28)
and we recall also that for all u,v € U, we have
X(u,v) = x(ut+a,0"+0) = x(u',v") (3.29)

Thanks to (.26), in order to prove that Uy(g) =: Uj is closed for the o—deformed

product it is enough to show that jhA ; th > jhn for any A, B € N, .
n>0

To begin with, we pick a € J,* = h=4J/4 and b e J,® = h=BJ/ 5 : by definition,
a;b = o(an), b)) ae be o™ (as), be)

whence expanding the formal formula o = exp, (h_lx) = > s " / nl —
much like in the proof of Lemma — we get -

a;b = 3o B (D) (@) T X (aq), b)) a@) b X (as) be) =
- E(a/u)) 6( '(1)) a’(2) '(2) E(a'(:s)) 6(”(3)) +
+ Zt—l—ﬁ ) h_(t—M) (—l)z (t!)il(ﬂ)il X*t(a(l), b(l)) a(2) b(2) X*K(a(g,), b(3)) = (330)
= a-b+
D IIINY e (=D )~y ! (aqy, b)) a@) be) x* (ags). b))
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where we took into account coassociativity and counitality properties.
Let us analyze each summand in the very last line in (3.30). From the identities

* k k
XFu,v) = oo x(ue) v) = Tlem x(uly vy) — of B29) — we get

X (aqy, bay) a@ be) X (a@), be) =
t YA

H ( )a(t+1 bii+1) H ( (t-+1+7) b(t+1+])) =
Z: ]:
¢ ¢ .
1;[ ( ) A1) i) 1;[ ( At y145) ’b(t+1+j))
Consider the expansion of a as in (8:28]). Then, letting jyi1 : Uh® o ___, Uh® (t+6+1)

) t4¢ t t+¢
be the map given by ® x, +— ( ® x3> ®R1® ( ® a:s) , we have
s=1 s=1 s=t+1

£ max — {41
( ®a(z)> © a0 ® <j®1a(+t+1+j)> = Gpea(a) € pmmEHEELA) A BUHED

o~ ¢ - max —
(206) @ © (B0tin) = dur(Gur()) € pmcen-Agses
so that, summing up,
t ¢
(at) @0t (6 0m0) = Gena@) +ien (Guala) € e Ag 20

— like in the proof of Lemma B3] — and similarly with b, resp. B, replacing a,
resp. A. Eventually, for all ¢t + ¢ > 0 this gives

X" (aqy, b)) ae bey X (a@), be) =
= X" (aq), by) @ by X (a@), be) + X (aq), bay) ay bey X (a@), be)

where for the two summands in second line, writing n :=t 4 ¢, we have

(3.31)

X" (e, bay) G by X (a3), b)) =

n+1
max(n,A) — max(n,B) — (n+1
= H X( (Z)’ (Z ) (t+1) b(t+1) H QX(CLE;), b?}i‘)) E h ( 7A) A+ ( 7B) B Uﬁ ( )

~+

X" (aaw bay) aly by X (a@),be) =

t n+1
max(n — max(n — n+1
_ H ( (z)’bz;) e t+1) H X( agy; b*) c pmax(n+l,4) —A+max(n,B) BUﬁ®( +1)

=

Let us now assume that A :=1, sothat n:=t+{ >0 implies n :=t+{>1=A.
Then the last estimates read

X (aqy, bay) @) be) X (a@). b)) € h"_1+max("’B)_BU®(n+l)

X (CL(l) b ) + b ( (3)’()(3)) c hn+max(nB BU® (n+1)
The term in the second line, when plugged in ([B.31)) and then in (3.30), yields a

contribution of the form

(=1

Ho

(3.32)

WX ((1)’b(1))a(+2) b(2) X*Z(a(?,),b(s)) c pmax(nB)-B Uh®(”“)
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that belongs to A™ax(n.B)-B Uh® (1) , thus for growing n these elements sum up to
a convergent series in U, and we are done.
As to the term in the first line, we split it into

* ~ EY4
X" (aq), b)) A bey X (a@), be) =
* ~ 7 * 0 * -~ * 0
= x""(aq), b)) @) by X" (a@), b)) + X (aqy bay) @) bl X (a@), b))
Then for the first summand we have (almost by definition, or acting as before)
X (aqy, by ) @) bey X (a@) be) = x*(a,b)

so when we plug every such term in (B31]) and then in ([330), overall they sum up
to give the contribution

Sierso BT (= 1)£<')_1(£')_1 X (a (1>ab(1>)a(>b<)X*g(%)ab(s)) =
= 3 S O D )T T D (a,b) =

n>0

(3.33)

-z (s e () e = o

n>0 T t+l=n

just because of the combinatorial identity 3. (—1)" <Z> =0.
t4+l=n

Finally, we have to dispose of the summands of type

X (aqy, bay) Gy bl X (ae): be) (3.34)
for which the analogue of the first identity in (B.32) holds true, namely
X*t (a(1)7 b(l)) 6(2) big) X*g(a(g), b(g)) e hn—l—l— max(n+1,B) —B Uﬁ® (n+1) (335)

where n =t + (, taking into account that &,,,(b) € pmex(n+LB)-B @t
Then we have to distinguish two cases, depending on n :=1t¢+ (.
First we assume n:=t+¢ > B . Then n—14 max(n+1,B) —B > n, hence
the first identity in (B.32) yields X*t( ), by ) () b(2) X*Z(a(g), b(g)) S Uh® (1) ,
and then, when plugged in (8:33), and subsequently in (331) and in (330), this

provides to the expansion of @ b a contribution of the form

-n (_]-)Z * ~ " S, ® (n41) ® (n+1)
WX “(aqy, b) A by X (a@) b)) € B R"U; = U

— which is fair! — hence we are done with it.

Then we are left with the case n :=t+4+ ¢ < B —1 . Tracking backwards our
construction, all these case provide to ([B.30) a contribution of the form

5~ h_(t“‘f) (_l)é *t b ~ b+ x4 b o
2 o X (a(l)’ (1))(1(2) (2) X (a(3)> (3)) =

. ) (3.36)
= Xz (-1)" (g) X" (aqy, by) G bl X (aw), b))

With no loss of generality, we can assume that a % 0, b #Z 0 (mod hUh) )
Then for their corresponding cosets @,b € Uh/h Up = U(g) we have a € U(g),
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and b € U(g)y, where {U(g)n}neN is the standard, coradical filtration of U(g),

and also &1(@) # 0 as well as §,(b) # 0 for 1 < n < B — cf. [Gal], Lemma
3.3. Moreover, we recall that U, := Uy(g) is cocommutative modulo hUj, as it
is a QUEA: in particular, this implies that 5n(b) is a symmetric tensor — for

1 <n < B — hence we can write d,(b) in the form
(for 1 <n < B) where By ®---® fny — using some o-notation of sort, as usual

— is some symmetric tensor in U,2™ and hereafter O,, (hs) stands for some element
in B* U™, for every s,n € N. Then plugging (337) in (3.34) we find

t4-4+1

X (e, bay) G b X (a), be) = HX( ady, b)) @) Dy H X( )i bly) =

t 041
= EX(%’%)@M (t41) I[ (&),5(;@)) + Ol(ﬁt”)

forall t+/¢ < B—1, with

t . t-+0+1 o
I_IIX(aZ)wB(Z)) a(t-i—l) B(t—f—l L | | QX( k)) € h +e= I/h

Therefore, the contribution to (B30) given in ([B30) now reads

Bl L (n\ . ~ ,
2o o (=) (E)X "(aq), b)) e bl X (a), b)) =
= Zlmh t+§; (_1) (e) I:IIX(Q(Z)aﬁ(Z))a(t—f—l) /B<t+1) J_IQX(a(k),B“;)) -+

+ O4(R°)

where in the last formula we have
B-1 1 n+1

n ¢ (T ¢ ~ -
Zl o h- ; (—1) (f) Hlx(@a),ﬁ@)) a+1) Bie+1) kH QX(G&)’BUc)) € WU,
n= t+l=n 1= =t+
Now, observe that, setting n :=t + ¢, we can re-write
t
H1 x(ady, Bay) @) Buy H 2><( (e Bw) = P(0a(a) @ By @ -+ @ Brary) (3.38)
i= k=t+
with @ : Uh® 20t U, being the map given by the composition
b = po (X®t ® id(%? ®X®("7t)) O Gni1
where
(1) Snyp1:UYS @rtl) Uy @) s the “shuffle” map
TR QT QY QU QYpy1  T1RQY QTR Y2 @+ DTy, @ Y @ Y1
and, considering k[[A]] as embedded into Uy via the unit map,
2 :UP™ ——— U, is the obvious (n—fold iterated) multiplication by scalars.
(2) p:U, y

Now recall that 3y®- - -®[,41) represents a tensor in o-notation, so more explic-
itly we might write By ®---® By = Zivzl Bs1 @ Bs, n+t1; so in the formula we are
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n+1

t
dealing with what is written as a product [] X(aa), Bawy) @ty Busny T1 x (a&), Buwy)
i=1 k=42
n+1

t
is actually a sum of several products as [] X(aa), Bs,i) A1) Bs,e41 1] X (a&), Bs,k) )
i=1 k=t-+2

But then recall that this tensor B,y @ -+ ® Bpy1y = Zivzl Bsi @ Bs n1 s sym-
t n+1
metric, therefore, the various products [] X(azg), ﬁm) A(e11) Bs,ev1 [ X(a?}g), 55719)
i=1 k=t+2
actually all coincide: letting C,, be their “common value”, we deduce that
B-1 1

. n t . n+1
Yoty (- (g) [T x(agy B) @een Been 11 x(agy, ) =

n=1 n! t+l=n
= Y —h" ~1 C, =0
ngl TL' (t—l—ﬁzn( ) E

again because of the identity > (—1)" (Z) =0.
t4+l=n

Thus, also the last contributions to (B30) given in (3.38]) actually belong to U .

To sum up, we have proved that
a&b:a-b+z with z € Jy

~ ~ 3.39
YV oaelJ, =n'J, beJ”=nbJ" (3.39)
and similarly — just switching roles of a and b — also
b&a:b-a+x with x € Jj
(3.40)

YV oaeld' =h'J, beP=nPJ"

Let <jﬁ>;[[ﬁﬂ the unital k[[A]]-subalgebra of (Uﬁ(g))o_ = (k((h)) @ Uﬁ)o_ gen-
erated by J,. Now recall that J, := h~'J/ with J; := Ker(U/); then U/ =
Ji @ k[[A]] - 1, which implies A(J)) € J/® 1+ J/® J/ +1® J/ . Then we get
also A(j;l) C Jh®l+J,®J,+1®.J,. Since the coalgebra structure is the
same in Up(g) and (Uﬁ(g))o_ , it follows eventually from this that <jﬁ>;[[ﬁ]] is a Hopf
k|[[h]]-subalgebra inside (Uy(g)), -

By repeated use of (8:39) or (B.40) alike, we find that <j;‘l>;[[h]] CU,= <j;l>k[[h]] .

Now observe that the original product “-” in Uy, := Us(g) and Uy(g) can be
obtained from *.” through deformation via the inverse 2-cocycle o~ !. Thanks
to this, we can reverse the roles of U, = <jﬁ>k[[hﬂ and <jﬁ>;[m in the previ-
ous construction (with some care), thus eventually achieving the converse inclusion
<‘7h>k[[hﬂ - <§5>;[[h” . Therefore <jh>k[[hﬂ - <‘7h>;[[hﬂ , which in particular implies
that U, = <Jﬁ>k[[hﬂ is closed for the o—product, q.e.d. O

Definition 3.3.6. With assumptions as in Theorem [B.3.5] the new QUEA obtained
from Uy(g) through the process of 2—cocycle deformation by o of Uy(g) followed by

restriction will be called the quasi-2-cocycle deformation of Uy(g) by o, and it will
be denoted by Uy(g)

o
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To complete our analysis, next result sheds light onto the new, quasi-2-cocycle
deformed QUEA Uy(g), , describing in detail its semiclassical limit:

Theorem 3.3.7. Let Uy(g) be a QUEA over the Lie bialgebra g = (g; [, ],6)
Let o be a quasi-2-cocycle for Uy(g), so 0 = exp, (hilx) for some x € (Uﬁ(g)®2>
with x(z,1) =0=x(1,z2) for z € Uy(g). Set also Xxq:=x — X2.1 . Then:

*

(a) x is antisymmetric, i.e. xa1 = —X, iff o is orthogonal, i.e. o913 =0 ' ;

(b) the k-linear map v = X, (mod h(Uﬁ(g)®2)*>
antisymmetric 2—cocycle for the Lie bialgebra g ;

(¢) the quasi-2-cocycle deformation (Un(g)), of Un(g) is a QUEA for the Lie
bialgebra g, = (g; [, ]v’ 5) which is the deformation of g by the 2—cocycle 7y ; in
a nutshell, we have (Uﬁ(g))a =~ Un(g,) -

In particular, if o is k[[h]]-valued — i.e., it is an ordinary 2-cocycle for the Hopf

k[[h]]-algebra Uy(g) — or equivalently x € h (Uﬁ(g)®2)* , then we have just v =0
and (Un(9)), = Un(g,) = Un(g) -

Proof. (a) This follows from claim (¢) in Lemma 3321

from g® g to k is

9Rg

(b) We are interested in the restriction to g®g of the specialization of ¢ modulo
h. So we start with a,b,c € g, that we realize as a = a (mod hUh) , b=
b (mod hUh) and ¢ =c¢ (mod hUh) for some “lifts” a, b, c € Uy, . By the identity
Un = (U} )V and by Lemma 3.3 in [Gal], we can choose the lifts a, b and ¢ belong
to Jy = h~tJ!, so that a’ :=ha, b’ :=hb and ¢’ := hc belong to J; .

As o is a normalized Hopf 2—cocycle for Uy, it must obey the equality

o (b ely) o (', byety) = ol(agy,bly) o (agybe,c’) (3.41)
Let us focus on the left hand side of ([B.41]). Expanding the exponential we get

o (bl cly) o(a’bpely) = D

n,m>0
= e(a’)e(®)e(c’) + K x(b',c")e(a’) + ' x(a’,b'e") +
+ 1 (00, () x (@' byycly) + B2 (D ) e(a) +
—(n+m)
+ h72271X*2(a/’b/cl) + Z FL

n+m>3

R~ (ntm)

n!'m)! X*n(b(/l)’c(ll)) X*m(al’b(l2)c(l2)) -

n!m)! X" (b(/l)’ C(Il)) X (a/, b(l2)c(l2))

Then, noting that e(a’) = e(b’) = e(c’) = 0 by construction, and analyzing all
other summands as in the proof of claim Theorem B.3.5 we obtain
o (b ely) o(a’, byely) = h'x(a’,b'e’) +
+ h’Qx(b('l), c(’l)) x(a',blyc(ay) + 227 X" (0, b'e’) + (3.42)
+ (sum of all terms with n +m > 3)
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Writing 2’ = 2'* + ¢(2') and using that x(z,1) =0 = x(1,z) and

X($(,1),?/(,1)Z(/1)) X($(,2)>?/(,2) 6(2(/2))) = X($(1)ay(/1)2,) X(x(lz),?/(,z))
we have that
X*Q(a’ b'c’) a('l) c(l) (a(2 b(2 ) =

= X ety xlo g;,bg; 5) + o ) w0t 05 +
+><( agy ) x(ai),b'ci) + x(af) bk{f)%(%ﬁ C) +

+x(a mab)x( & ¢’) + x(a {f)’b{f) ¢') x(a@) @) + x(ag),¢’) x(ai),b')
Now, taking into account that 2z’ = hz and zzz;’ € hU,, we may re-write the
expression above as

X (ab'e’) = Bx(aq),b) x(aw,c) + B x(aq),c) x ( @) b) + O(R°)
Performing a similar analysis on the term X(b(l) (1 )) ( c('2))
X(blysc(n) x(a'sbizyelz) = B x(b,e) x(asc@) + B x (b, ) x(a, b)) + O(K?)
Moreover, with a similar (yet easier) analysis one finds also that
X*n(b,u)acu)) X*m(a/ bl(z 0,2)) S k{[A]]

for all n+m > 3, so that the (last) summand ° (sum of all terms with n+m > 3 )”
in (B42) is of type O(h™*™) = O(h?). Putting all together in ([FZ2) we find

W o (bay, ) o(a, beyce) =
= 1? x(a,bc) + 12 x (b, cy) x(a, c)) + 1 x(bay, ¢) x(a, b)) +
+ 127 x(aq), b) x(a@, ¢) + h*27" x(aq), ) x(a@,b) + O(K’)
An analogous treatment of the right hand side of (B.41]) yields
h*o(aq), b)) o(a@be),c) =
= 1?x(ab,c) + B x(a,bay) x(ba), ) + B x(aq),b) x(a@).c) +
+ W27 x(a, c) x(bre) + B2 27 x(bye) x(a,c@) + O(F)
Altogether, this implies that
x(a,be) + x(bcqy) x(a,c) + x(bay,c) x(a b)) +
+ 27 x(a@, ) x(a@, ) + 27" x(aq), ¢) x(a@), b)

we get

N
x(ab,c) + x(a,bay) x (b, ¢) + x(aq),0) x(ag),c) +

+ 27 X(a ca ) (b C@2 ) + 2’1x(b,c(1))x(a,c(2))

stands for “congruent modulo Ak|[[A]]”, that we re-write as

"

where (again) =

x(a,be) + x(b,cqy) x(a, ) + x(bay, ¢) x(a, b)) +
+ 27 x(aq): b) x(a@), ) + 27 x(ap),¢) x(a@),b) -
— x(ab,¢) — x(a,bay) x(be), ) 1:0) x(a@),c) —

3.43
_— (3.43)
— 27 x(a,c) x (b e) — 27" x (b, cw) x(a,c@) = 0
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Consider now the action of the group algebra k [Sg} of the symmetric group S3 on
(Ug?’)* given by o.p(a,b,c) := cp(cr*l (a,b, c)) , where the action of k[Sg} on UP?
is the natural one that permutes the tensor factors. Then we let the antisymmetrizer
Alts act on both sides of ([B43)): using that v = x, <mod h(Un(9)®?) )

999
and that a (mod hUh) =a, b (mod hUh) =Db and ¢ (mod hUh) =c, a

straightforward calculation eventually yields

0.(v) +cp. + [[v,v]l, = 0

This means exactly that ~ is a 2-cocycle for the Lie bialgebra g — according to
Definition 2ZZT.5 — that is obviously antisymmetric (by construction), q.e.d.

(c) First of all, we start by noting that Us(g), := (Uﬁ(g))a is equal to Uy(g) as
a counital k[[A]]-coalgebra (by construction), but with the new product defined by

ma(a,b) = a(-fb = a(a(l),b(l)) a(2) b(g) 0'71<a(3), b(g)) Voa,be Uh(g)

In particular, the k[[h]]-module U,(g), = Ui(g) is still topologically free, so that
Un(g), is again a Hopf algebra in T3 , cf. .31 Moreover, its semiclassical limit
Uil9), = Uilg), /hUi(g)
again cocommutative connected (as these properties are not affected by 2-cocycle
deformations). Thus by Milnor-Moore Theorem we have U,(g), = U(g), where

as a coalgebra is the same as that of Uy(g); hence it is

lea

g = Prim (Uy(g), ) is the space of primitive elements in Uy(g),, and as such it

coincides with Prim (ﬁ(g)) = Prim (U (g)) = g as a Lie coalgebra; its Lie algebra
structure, on the other hand, does depend on o . Altogether, this shows that Uy(g),
is indeed a QUEA, whose semiclassical limit is U (ﬁ) ; then we are only left to prove
that the Lie bracket on g coincides with that of g, , while also proving that 7 is an
antisymmetric 2—cocycle for the Lie bialgebra g.

The Lie bracket in § is given by the commutator inside U(g) = Un(g), , so we
denote it by [a,b], =a=b—-b=a (forall a,be€ g), where = is the product
in U(g) = Ux(g), induced by the (o-deformed) product in U,(g), . Therefore, we
will compute such a commutator as the coset modulo AU, of a commutator in Uy,
namely [a,b] = a “b—-bza = a:b-b.a (mod hUﬁ) , where a and b,
like in the proof of claim (c¢), are lifts of a and b — i.e., a (mod hUﬁ) = a and
b (modhUy) =b — such that o' :=ha € J] and b':=hb € J;.

We re-start back from (B.30]), which now gives (taking into account all the analysis
carried out there, with A =1=B)

7 (ol 05) oy W a8 Bly) = x5 005) (Bl a5+ 8, ) -

- (( a(ll) b/(Jlr) + a/(Jf) b(/l)) ( (2)° bl+) ( 1) (Jf) + b“f) a(/1 ) (b/(;r, /(Jgr))>
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Second, letting x, := x — X 21, the previous formula greatly simplifies into
a;b—b.a = a-b—b-a+ h*x.(a b)) (a0 b + a@ b)) +
+ 10 (b afhy + ] @) xa () affy) + OR) =
= ab—bea+ 7 (el V) oy — xalalh V) afl) ) -
= 07 (X @) ) — xalbE) @) 5 ) + Oulh)

Now, let us write z/ = hz forall z € {a,b}: then the last formula turns into

ab—b.a = a-b—b-a+ h’l( o(afy,0) aly — va(a (2),b)a(+1)) "o
_ h—l(xa(b(ﬁ),a)b(g) - Xa(b(g),a)b(ﬁ)) + Ou(h)
Here we recall that, working with a QUEA, for ¢ € {a,b} we have
Ale) = c@1+1®@c+ cfych + Oyh?) chy@ch € hU

and moreover — for every ¢ € {a,b} and ¢ € {a,b}, so that ¢ is a lift of ¢ —

h- 1( @l —cy®chy) = d(c) = ey @cpy (3.45)

where hereafter any “overlined” object stands for “its coset modulo A”; in addition,
we recall also that y, is antisymmetric. Then (3:44]) and (3.43]) altogether yield

[a,b],=a=b—-bwa =a.b-b.a =

=@ b-ba + b (xalefb) afy — xalay:b) o) -

= 17 (xa(byy @) by — xalbaypa) b)) =
= [a,b] + v(ap, b) apy — v(bpy,a) by =
= [a,b] = (2, b) apy — (b, a) by =t [a,b],
hence [a,b], =[a,b] forall a,b€ g, in the sense of (), and we are done.

Finally, if in particular o is k[[A]]-valued — i.e., it is an ordinary 2—cocycle for the

Hopf k[[A]]-algebra Uy(g) — then we have y = hlog,(0) € h (Uh(g)®2)*, hence
we have just v =0 and (Uﬁ(g))o_ = Uﬁ(gy) = Un(g) . O

Example 3.3.8. Some concrete examples of quasi-2-cocycles and deformation by
them are treated in full depth in [GaGa2, Section 5.2]: they concern the wide family
of formal multiparameter QUEAs that we already treated in Example B.1.4 We
then resume notations and formulas from there.

Fix n € Ny and [ := {1,...,n}. We choose a multiparameter matrix P :=
(pi’j)i,jel € M, (k[[A]]) of Cartan type, with associated Cartan matrix A, a real-

ization R = (h ,H,HV) of it and the (topological) Hopf algebra Upfaﬁ(g). Let
{Hg}geg be a k[[A]]-basis in h, where G is an index set with |G| = rk(h) =t¢.

We consider special quasi-2-cocycles of UP?E( g), called “toral” as they are induced
from the quantum torus. Fix an antisymmetric, k[[A]]-bilinear map y : b x h ——
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k[[A]], that corresponds to X = (x4 = x(H,, HV))g»yeg € so0,(Kk[[A]]) . Any such
map x also induces uniquely an antisymmetric, k[[%]]-bilinear map
Xv : UP%([]) X UP%([]) — KJ[[A]]
as follows. By definition, UP%(P)) is an A-adically complete topologically free Hopf al-
gebra isomorphic to §k[[ﬁ“(h) =6 Sﬁ[h}](b) , the h—adic completion of the symmet-
neN

ric algebra Sy (h) = € Syjyy(h) . Then, Xy is defined as the unique k[[A]]-linear

neN
(hence hi-adically continuous) map Ugs(h) @ Ups(h) — X 4 Kk[[A]] such that
Xo(2,1) = e(2) =t Xo(l, 2) v 2 € Sip(h)
Xo(2,y) =0 Varzesi(h), yeSi(bh) :rs=1,r+s>2

By construction, Y, is a normalized Hochschild 2-cocycle on U5 (), that is

6(1’) )ZU(yv Z) - XU(xyVZ) + XU<x7yZ) - XU('rvy) 6(2) =0 v xr, Y,z € UP’{%(U)
By [GaGa2, Lemma 5.2.3], the convolution powers of x, satisfy the following prop-
erty: forall H,,H_ € b and k,/,m € N, we have

Xo"(HEHY) = {5’“’”5“” (m!)* x(Hy, HO)™ for m>1

0k,0 00,0 for m=0.
This allows one to define a quasi-2-cocycle y, as the unique k[[A]|-linear map from
UR(h) @ UZ(h) to k((h)) given by the exponentiation of A~1271y, | i.e.
’ k[[p]]

—lo—1g o
Xo = €T = R RG™2

By [GaGa2, Lemma 5.2.2], this x, is in fact a well-defined quasi-2-cocycle for
Ups(b) , in the sense of Definition B33l Moreover, one has, for all H, , H_ € b, and
setting Ky := elH=+
X (Hy, Ho) = £h7' 27 x(H H-) oKy, Ko) = e ittt

Assume now that y satisfies the additional requirement x(S;, —) = 0 = x(—,S5;)
for all i € I, where S; :=27!'(T;* +T;) for all i € I. In particular, one has
that x(T;", T) = x(=7; ,T) and x(T,T;%) = x(T.-T;) forall i € I and
T € bh. Then y canonically induces a k[[A]] bilinear map ¥ : h x b — Kk[[R]] ,
where b := h/s with s := Span]k[[hﬂ({ S; }ZEI) , given by

X(T'+s,T"+s) = x(T,7") vV T',T" € b

v

)

Now, replaying the construction above with b and Y replacing h and y, we can
construct a normalized Hopf quasi-2-cocycle X, : UF(h) x UF () — k((h)).
Moreover, since UP%(B) = §k[[h]] (B) , there exists a unique Hopf algebra epimor-
phism 7 : U, (g) — UF,(h) given by n(E;) =0, n(F;):=0 —for i e [ —
and 7(T):= (T +s) € h C UPEL(H) — for T" € h. Then we consider

v = X o (1 x7) : Upy(a) x Upy(g) — k()
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which is automatically a normalized, k((%))-valued Hopf quasi-2-cocycle on Ug5(g) -
By Theorem B3, one may define a “deformed product” on UZS(g) using oy
hereafter denoted by ¢,. Write X™ox = X4 --- 5 X for the n-th power of any
X € U (g) with respect to this deformed product.
Directly from definitions, sheer computation yields the following formulas, relating
the deformed product with the old one (for all 7", 7", T €b, i,j € I):

;1" =TT , Ee&lF; =EF , FaaE =FE

T E; = TE; +27'x(I'T;") E; . E;j6T = E;T+ 2 'x(T}",T)) E;

TsF; = TF; + 2’lx(T T7)F; , Fje T = F;T + 2 'x(T;,T) F;
. Ux( HhOTE 6+hTi+) E"™ — E"

+ + 1y
EM™ . B — 0'X<6+hmTi ’ eJrhnTj )Ezm En — e—i—ﬁng X”Eim Ejn

ZUX]

(M)oy (n)o +MT.+ +hT+ JrhtT+ +RTF
E; o Bj 6y By, HZ 1 UX ’ Ht 1‘7x e R
+ + ot +
_Ox<e+hmTi et )Ux <6+ﬁ(mTi T}) o HhnT; ) E™E, B

m—-1_-1( —heT _—hT"\ pm _ pm
Hzﬂ’ < ‘€ 1>F‘ = F

(2

_ _ - — - _ —1lg..
F-m[; Fn - 0o 1<€ hmTi’e ﬁnTj )szvajn — ¢ hmmn2 XZ]EmF}n

? X

(m)s (n)o m—1_—1(,—heT ,—hT n—l -1, —htT ,—hTy
F’i deF’jUxF HZ 10 ‘e ‘ Ht 10 ke . ’
s} (e—hmTi e T )0;1 (efh(mTi +157) g —hnTy ) F™E, Fp

X

Fix now X := (ij = x (77, T]Jr)) and define the multiparameter matrix
ijel

Py =P+ X = <pz(j) = le+X@J) iel Hpy = {O‘EX) = aiiX(*aTz‘i)}

iel
It turns out that P, is a matrix of Cartan type — the same of P indeed — and
Ry = ( b, Iy, Y ) is a realization of it. Moreover, by [GaGa2l Theorem 5.2.12],
there exists an isomorphism of topological Hopf algebras
(U5(9),, = Upon(®)

which is the identity on generators. In short, every toral quasi-2-cocycle defor-
mation of a FOMpQUEA is another FoMpQUEA, whose multiparameter P,y and
realization R(,) depend on the original P and R , as well as on x . Moreover, under
some mild restrictions on the realizations, one proves that the FOMpQUEA U (g) is
isomorphic to a toral quasi—2—cocycle deformation of the Drinfeld’s standard double
QUEA, see [GaGa2l, Theorem 5.2.14].

About the semiclassical limit, we have the following. Taking everything modulo 7,
the map x : h x h —— Kk[[A]] defines a similar antisymmetric, k—bilinear map ~ :=

(X mod h) :bho x hp —— k — where by := h/hh = B. Out of v one constructs

a toral 2—cocycle 7, for the Lie bialgebra g¥, and out of it the 2-cocycle deformed
Lie bialgebra (97}:3)7 . Similarly as above, out of v we get the multiparameter
g
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matrix P,y and its realization R, : then by construction Py = Py and R, =
Ry - Attached to these we have Upi()’f)ﬁ(g) and 9713((:)) = 97;((;‘)) , again connected via
Py
that “deformation by (quasi—)2—cocycle commutes with specialization”, see
Theorem 6.2.4]: with assumptions as above, we have that (UPRﬁ( g)) is a quantized
’ Ox

quantization /specialization, and gR(”) = (971:3)v as Lie bialgebras. Actually, one has
9

universal enveloping algebra, with semiclassical limit U ((g?)w ) =U (97;((3;) .
g

Remark 3.3.9. It is important to stress that our notion of quasi—2-cocycle did not
come out of the blue, but rather was suggested by the previous example. Indeed, the
authors first “met” these objects when studying polynomial-type QUEAs U,(g) —
i.e., QUEAs “a la Jimbo-Lusztig”, defined over ]k[q , q_l] . these are standard Hopf
algebras (no topology is involved), to which one can apply deformation by 2—cocycles
and then obtain some “multiparameter QUEAs” — cf. [GaGal], §4.2. Every such
polynomial U,(g) can be realized as a Hopf subalgebra of a formal Uy(g), hence
it makes sense to try and extend the 2—cocycle and the associated deformation
procedure used for U,(g) to the larger Hopf algebra Uj(g). When we fulfilled this
task — in [GaGa2] — what we actually found was that the unique extension of
the 2—cocycle of U,(g) to Us(g) actually is a quasi-2-cocycle (and not a 2-cocycle
any more), yet despite this the deformation procedure does extend from U,(g) to
the whole Uy(g). Thus the very notion of “quasi-2-cocycle” and the associated
deformation procedure showed up as something real from this concrete example.

3.4. Deformations by quasi-twist of QFSHAs.

In this subsection we consider deformations by twist of QFSHA’s, but again
“stretching the standard recipe”, much like in §8.3t in fact, rather than twists in the
usual sense we consider some special twist elements belonging to the scalar extension
from k[[A]] to k((R)) of our QFSHA. For these elements — that we call “quasi-twists”
— nothing ensures a priori that the deformation recipe would properly work on the
given QFSHA — as it is defined on k[[A]] ; nevertheless, we eventually find that this
is indeed the case. In other words, we prove — with a parallel result to Theorem
— that the standard procedure of deformation by twist for QFSHA’s can be
extended (beyond its natural borders) to the case of quasi-twist elements.

We begin with a couple of technical lemmas:
Lemma 3.4.1. Let Fy[[G]] be a QFSHA, and F[[G]]" the associated QUEA defined
in 24 Let o € J2, with J, = Ker(ep,c)) . Then:

(a) F:=exp (h~lp) is a well-defined element in Fy[[G]]" ;

(b) AAF)(f):=F-f-F ' e F[G]] foral f e F[[G]], so that the adjoint
action of F onto Fy[[G]]" actually restricts to Fy[[G]] .

Proof. (a) The assumption ¢ € J;2 implies ¢ € h? (Jﬁv)2 C 2 Fy[[G]]”, where
Jy = h1J, C F[[G]]Y. Therefore ™l € RE[[G]]”, hence F :=exp (hlp)
is indeed a well-defined element in F3[[G]]", q.e.d.
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(b) We compute Ad(F)(f), f € F3[[G]]: using the identity Ad(exp(X))(Y) =

exp (ad(X )) (Y) and expanding the exponential into a power series we get

Ad(F)(f) = Ad(exp(h™'¢))(f) = exp(ad(h 'e))(f) = +ZOO%&wl(ﬁ1@)"(]‘)

Now Lemma [Z30)(c) and the assumption ¢ € ‘]Fi together guarantee that

ad(h™')"(f) = ad(h )" (f1) € (1 —d0) S VneN;
+o0
with s € N such that f € J , hence Ad(F)(f) = > =& ad(h~1p)"(f) is indeed
n=0
a well-defined element — a convergent series! — of Fj[[G]]. O

Lemma 3.4.2. Let Fy[[G]] be a QFSHA, and F[[G]]" the associated QUEA defined

in 79 Let ¢ € F[[G])®? be such that (id ®e€)(¢) = 0 = (e ®id)(p). Then:
(a) F =exp (h7'¢) is a well-defined element in (Fh[[G]]v)®2 :
(b) F-(z@y) - F' e RGN forall 2,y € RG]
action of F onto (Fh[[G]]V)®2 actually restricts to F[[G]]*
(¢c) (d®e)(F)=1=(e®id)(F) ;
(d) F is orthogonal, i.e. Foy = F 1, iff ¢ is antisymmetric, i.e. ¢po1 = —0;

|, so that the adjoint
2

Proof. (a)-(b) The assumption (id®e)(¢) =0 = (¢ ®id)(¢) means that ¢ € JhQ~§2
where Jj, := Ker(ep,(c)) - Now note that Fi[[G x G]] := F[[G]]®? is in turn a
QFSHA for the group G x G ; furthermore, its augmentation ideal is

Ker(eroxc)) = Ker(ere)) © FillG]] + Fl[G]] © Ker(eg,jay)

so that Jg’2 - Ker(th[[GXg”)Q, and finally, we have also

RIGxG]Y = (RIGIEHC))” = (BIG]Y)®?

Therefore, applying Lemma B.ZT] above to the QFSHA F}[[G x G]] and to ¢ := ¢
we get both claims (a) and (b).
(c)—(d) Both these claims follow at once from definitions, along with the assump-

tion that (id ®e€)(¢) =0 = (e ®id)(¢). O

The previous result leads us to introduce the notion of “quasi-twist”, as follows:

Definition 3.4.3. Let F,[[G]] be a QFSHA, and F,[[G]]" as in ZAT(b). We call
quasi-twist (element) of Fy[[G]] any element in (Fﬁ[[G]]®2)v = (Fﬁ[[G]]v)®2 of
the form F := exp(h~'¢) — for some ¢ € 117’,5[[6*]]@2 such that (id ®e)(¢) = 0 =
(e ®id)(¢) — which have the property of a twist element for the QUEA F4[[G]]".

Of course, every twist for F[[G]] is a quasi-twist too; the converse, instead, in
general, is false (counterexamples do exist). However, every quasi-twist still provides
a well-defined deformation by twist of F;[[G]] — in other words, the construction of
deformations by twist properly extends to “deformations by quasi-twist” as well:
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Theorem 3.4.4. Let F;[[G]] be a QFSHA, and F = exp (h7'¢) a quasi-twist for
it, as in Definition [3.4.3 Then the procedure of twist deformation by F applied to
the QUEA Fy[[G]]Y restricts to Fy[[G]], making the latter into a new QFSHA.

Proof. When deforming F3,[[G]]" by the twist F one introduces on F;[[G]]" the new
coproduct A7 given by A” := Ad(F)oA. Then Lemma BZ2/(b) ensures that A"

restricts to Fy[[G]], in that it maps the latter into F}[[G]]®?. The antipode can
be dealt with similarly, whence we conclude that the (deformed) Hopf structure of

(Fﬁ[[G]]V)}- does restrict to F[[G]], q.e.d. O

Definition 3.4.5. With assumptions as in Theorem B.4.4], the new QFSHA obtained
from F[[G]] through the process of twist deformation (by F ) of F;[[G']]" followed by
restriction will be called the quasi-twist deformation of Fy[[G]] by F, and denoted

by F[[G]]”.

Finally, the next result describes in detail what exactly is the nature of the new,
quasi-twist deformed QFSHA F,[[G]]”, shedding light onto its semiclassical limit:
Theorem 3.4.6. Let F,[[G]] be a QFSHA over the Lie bialgebra g = (g; [, ],0) .
Set m := Ker(e, ), 50 m/m2 =~ g* and (m®m)/(m2®m+m®m2) = g*®g*
as Lie bialgebras. Let F be a quasi-twist for F,[[G]], of the form F = exp (h7'9)
for some ¢ € Fy[[G])®?, and set also ¢o = ¢ — ¢poy . Then:

(a) ¢ is antisymmetric, i.e. ¢o1 = —¢, iff F is orthogonal, i.e. Foq = F *;

(b) the element ¢ := <gz5a (mod hFh[[GHéQ) mod (m? @ m + m ® mz)) in
(m® m)/(m2 @m+mem?) = g*®g" is an antisymmetric twist for g* ;
(c) the quasi-twist deformation (Fh[[G]])F of Fil[G]] is a QFSHA for the Poisson

group G ¢ whose cotangent Lie bialgebra is Lie (GC)* = (g*)c = (g% [, 1..6%

that is the deformation of g* by the twist ¢ ; in short, (117’,5[[G]])JT >~ F[[Ge]] -
In particular, if F is K[[h]]-valued — i.e., it is an ordinary twist for the Hopf

k[[h]]-algebra F,[[G]] — or equivalently ¢ € hFﬁ[[GHéQ , then we have just ¢ =0
and (R[IG)" = Bu[[G<]] = KlG] -

Proof. (a) This is a special case of Lemma B.Z.2)(d).
(b) We start from the twist identity Fi» (A®id)(F) = Fos (id® A)(F) that

we re-write in the equivalent form
(A®id)(F) ([doA)(F)™ = Fp' Fo (3.47)
Replacing F = exp (h*1q5) , we find
(A®id)(F)) - ([deA)(F)" =
—1

= (A ® id) (exp (h_1¢)) . (id ® A) (exp (h_lgb)) =
= exp (' (A®id)(¢)) -exp (— 7' (id @ A)(9))
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Now we recall the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorft’s formula, that is the formal identity
exp(X) -exp(Y) = exp (BCH(X,Y)) (3.48)
which allows to express the product of two exponential as a single exponential: in
it, BCH(X,Y ) is an explicit formal series given by
BCH(X,Y) := log (exp(X)exp(Y)) =
_ ;ij (—1)" - [X.rly.le.rgy.SQ . _Xornyosn} (3.49)

n ri+si>0 (Z?:l(ri + 32)) : H?=1 ril ;!
1<i<n

where we use notation
[X'”Y‘S1 . ~X””Y'S"} =
- [\X’ [X,~-~ [X; [}/, [Y,-~-[YJ,-~- ’ [X, [X,-~- [X, [y7 [y7... ,Y]H H H

~~ ~~ ~~ ~~
T1 S1 Tn Sn

with the silent assumption that the Lie monomial [X iy st X ‘T”Y‘S"} is just
X, respectively Y, when n =1 and s; = 0, respectively r; = 0, while it is zero
whenever s, > 1 or s, =0 and 7, > 1. In words, when S :=>"" (r; +s;) > 1
the Lie monomial [X iy st X ””Y‘S"} is the composition of several operators
ad(X)" or ad(Y)” to Y — when s, =1 —or to X — when s, =0 and r, = 1.
Looking up to second order, (3.49) reads

BCH(X.Y) = X +V + %[X,Y] L 0s3) (3.50)

where O,(3) denotes a (formal) infinite linear combination of Lie monomials in X
and Y of degree at least 3.

Setting now X := h~!'(A®id)(¢) and Y := —h ! (id®A)(¢), the above analysis
yields, rewriting (3.48),

(A®id)(F)- ([deA)F) " =
= exp (BCH(h_l(A®id)(¢), —h_l(id®A)(¢))>

where the BCH series has to be expanded as in (8:49). To this end, writing ¢ =
1 ® ¢o (a sum being tacitly intended) with ¢, ¢o € J; (by Lemma BIT]) we have

(A®id)(¢) = A(¢1) @2 = G1@1@¢ + 1®G1@¢s + ((¢1))) @ ((61) ) @2 =

= ¢13 + P23 + ((¢1)(1))+ ® ((¢1)(2))+ ® P2

where we expanded A(¢1) as in Lemma[Z37](d) and we used that e(cbl) =0. Note
that in the expansion of (A ® id)(¢) we have

(3.51)

(é15 + ¢23) € J,§®3‘2) ) ((¢1)(1))+ ® ((¢1)(2))+ ® ¢y € J,F2 (3.52)
where we introduced the notation Jf(i®3|N) =3 wbeso JERJIPRJE (for N € N).
at+bt+c> N

A similar analysis for (id ® A) (¢), just switching the roles of ¢; and ¢o, yields
(id@A) () = ¢1®A(¢2) = 01Qp2R1 + 01 R1RP, + ¢1®((¢2)(1))+®((¢2)(2))+ =
= ¢12+ 13 + 1 ® ((¢2)(1))+ ® ((¢2)(2))+
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with
(f12 + ¢13) € 1P 0 610 (02)0) @ ((92))" € I (3.53)
Now, thanks to Lemma 23.5l(¢), from (8.52) and (B.53) we get
(hX,hY] = [(A®id)(¢), (id® A)(¢)] =
= [d13+ P23, P12+ d13] + h- O<J,§®3‘4)> =

= [¢13, Gra] + [bo3, d12] + [23. P13] + h-O(J}l@?"‘ﬂ)
hence

(X Y] = 771(771[@51,37(251,2} + 0 a3, dr2] + A @23, drs] + O<J£®3|4]>) (3.54)

for some element O(J;E®3‘4]> € Jf[i®3‘4] , where hereafter we use notation

N
Jf[i®3\N] — Z Jf?a®<];?b®<];?c C Ker(th[[G]]®3> Vv NeN, (355)

ab,c>1
a+b+c> N

Pushing the analysis further on, we find easily that

[X’“Y’Sl . ,X'TnYOSn} c Bl Ji[i®3|5+1} vV S = Z (Ti + Si) >1 (356)

i=1
looking at (B49), this tells us that the expansion of the BCH series occurring in
([B51), when expanded as in ([B49), is actually given by A~! multiplied by a truly
convergent series inside Fy[[G]]®®. In other words, tiding everything up — from

B51), (349), B50), B354) and ([B.56) altogether — we find that there exists some
Z € JP C F[[G]]®® such that (A®id)(F)- (id® A) (]:)71 = exp (h'Z) Even
more, by ([3.49) and (3.50) and the previous analysis we do know the expansion of
this Z up to second order, whence we find

(A@id)(F)- ([doA)(F) " =
= exp (17 (A @id)(9) — (4@ A)(9) - (3.57)
—h727 1, Gr0) — B2 o, Pro] — BTI27 G, dus] + O(J;L@gw)))

Now we go and work instead on the right-hand side of ([B4M). Again, replacing
F =exp(h'¢), we find
Fi' Faz = exp(—h'o®1) -exp(h'1®¢) =
= exp(—h'¢12) -exp(h 'gas) = exp (BCH(—hfl Gro, W' dasy ))

Now for the computation of BCH (—hil Gro,h7" ¢2,3) ; to avoid possible confusion,
we denote the second, right-hand instance of ¢ by ¢'. We begin noting that

[¢1,2,¢/2,3] = [¢1 ®¢2®1,1®¢’1®¢’2} = Mo [gbg,gb’l} R, € hjf[i®3\3]
so that for X := —h' ¢ and Y :=h™" ¢35 we get, using Lemma 235(c),
(X V] = [=h s, bl dhy] = —h 2 [na,dhs] € BRI = B0
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A second, similar step gives (with obvious notation ¢, ¢’ and ¢")
[¢1,2>[¢/1,27 ,2/3” = [ ®p01,¢,0[d),¢f]®¢y] =
— [ ] @b [0, 01106 + 61618 [0n, [dh ]| @) € mIEW

so that [X, [X,Y” € h3h? J£®3l4} = ! J,£®3‘4] . More in general, iteration
yields

[Xorlyosl . _X'TnYOSn} e h—S hS—l Jﬁ[®3\5+1] _ h_l Jh[®3\5+1] (358)
with notation as before, still using Lemma 2.3.5](c). Tiding everything up we find

that there exists W € J®* C F[[G]]®? such that Fp;' - Fos = exp (h"'W) ;
moreover, by ([3.49) and ([B.50) along with the previous analysis we can write

-7:1_5 ~Faz = exp <h_1<— Gro+ o3 — B 127 [ dr2, dos] + O<J£®3|4}>) (3.59)
Finally, comparing (3.57), (859) and (8.47) we get the identity in Fj[[G ]]®3
(A®id)(¢) — (id® A)(¢) —
— 27 s, dro) — 127 [fag, dro) —hTI27 [das, d1s] + O<J£®3l4}> =
= —¢12 + P23 — 771271[%,2, <Z52,3} + O<J£®3|4]>
that in turn, through simplification and reduction modulo h F[[G ]]é’?’, yields the
following identity inside F[[G]]®*
(A i) (3) — (A0 A)(3) + Bra — Fus +
+ 271{ 51,2 ) 751,3 } + {51,2 ; 52,3 } + 271{51,37 52,3 } = 0

ml®314]

(3.60)

where hereafter we adopt the notation for which @ denotes the coset modulo % of
any element ¢ € Fy[[G]]®® with n e N, .

Now let k[S3] act onto Fi[[G 11 and consider in particular the action of the
antisymmetrizer Alts := (id—(12) — (23) — (31) + (123) 4+ (321)) onto the
above identity: this in turn yields a new identity. Within the latter, we have a first
contribution of the form

Altg. (A®id)(3) — (4@ A)(d)) =
= (V®id)(¢) — (V®id)(¢yy) + cp = (V®id)(¢a) + cp

and a second contribution of the form

Alty.(¢10 — do3) = 0
The third and last contribution is

Alts. ( 2_1{ 51,2 ; 51,3 }) + Alts ( { 51,2 ; 52,3 }) + Alts -(2_1{ 51,3 ) 52,3 })

We go and compute the first summand, as follows:

Alty (27 B12, 15 }) = (14-23)).(27{b1a. d1s}) + e =
= <271{51,27$1,3} - 271{51,3751,2 }) + cp. = {51,2751,3} + c¢.p.
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A similar analysis applies to the third summand, which yields

Altg (27 B, das}) = (1d=(12).(27{Bra, Bas}) + op. =
= (271{51,?”&2,3} - 271{&2,9”51,3 }) + cp. = {51,37&2,3} + c.p.

whereas for the second summand instead we get

AIts-({ bras Pop }) = (id-(1 3))({ bras Po3 }) + cp. =
= {51,2 ; 52,3 } - {53,2 , 52,1 } + c¢.p.
Putting all these together we find

Alty (27 Bra, Bus}) + Alts.({Bra. G }) + Alty (27 {B13, Gas }) =
= {51,% 51,3} + {&1,2 ) $2,3} - {&3,% 52,1} + {51,37 $2,3} +cp. = {{%a %}}

where the very last identity follows from a routine calculation. Joint with the previ-
ously found identities, the latter gives yet the following, last one, which is the result
of letting Alts act onto the congruence (B.60):

(Veid)(da) + cp.) + {{ 3, 3 } 0

wie 4
At last, recalling that ¢ := ¢, (mod m?) in m/m2 = g*, and that in the latter Lie

bialgebra the Lie cobracket, resp. the Lie bracket, is given by V, resp. by [ , |,
reduced modulo m?, the last formula above — in m®2 — implies

((5®id)(c) +c.p.) + [[e,e]] = 0

within (g*)®3, which implies exactly that ¢ — which is antisymmetric by construc-

tion — is an antisymmetric twist for the Lie bialgebra g* =m / m?, q.e.d.

(¢) We adopt the following notational convention: any element in Fj[[G]] will be
denoted by an italic letter, say f € F,[[G]]; then its coset modulo /i Fy[[G]] will be

denoted with a line over that letter, say f := (f mod hF,[[G]]), and finally the
coset of the latter modulo m? will be denoted by the corresponding letter in roman

font, say f := (? mod m2) . Note also that every element in g* = m/m2 can be

written as such an f = (7 mod m2) for some f € J, € Ker(eFf
®

[[G]J) ’

Similar notation will be used for elements in F;[[G]]®* and their coset modulo %

and (further on) modulo m®2P¥ .=m@m?> + m> @ m.

Recall that the Lie cobracket induced on m / m? = g* by the deformed quantiza-
tion is defined by

(1) 1= (87— (47)")(7) mod e = BF - (A7) mod mi*2?
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so we start computing A7 (f). Definitions give
AT(f) = AAF)(AWN) = AdF) (foy ® f) =
= AF)((fw @ 1) (18 f)) = AdF)(foy ©1) - AdF)(18 f)
In the last product, we focus on the first factor: thus we get
AdF)(fmy@1) = Ad(exp(70))(fy@1) = exp(ad(h™'9))(fy®1) =
= X ad(i70) (i 91) = X —ad(i0 9 6)" (fy91) =
= z% ad(h™'61)" (fo)) @ ¢ = foy @1 + [, fiy] @ 62 + O(2)
that is in short
AAF)(foy®l) = foy®@1+ [A'¢1, fay] @ ¢s + O(2)
where hereafter O(2) denotes any element in J,EL@Q ¥ A similar calculation yields

AAF)I(1© f) = 1® fig + 1@ [h¢2, fiy] + O(2)
Pasting together the last two identities we find

AP(f) = Ad(F)(fo) @ fiy) = AAF)(foy®1)-AdF)(1& fo) =
= (fo®@1+[h o, fa) ] ®2+02) - (1© foy + 1 @ [ o, fo | + O(2))
= fu®fo + o ® [hﬂ(ﬁz,f(z)] + [hﬂ(ﬁl,f(l)] ® @2 fo) + O2) =
= fo® f +€(f(1)) ¢1®[h_1¢2,f(2)} + [h_1¢1,f(1)]®¢2 G(f(z)) +0(2) =
= f0)@fo) + @[ e, f] 4+ [0, f] @ + OR2) =
= A(f) + 1@ [0, f] + [0, [l @ ¢ + O2)

so that, eventually, we get in short

A7(f) A(f) + 1@ [h oo, f] + [F 0, f] @ ¢

g2 13)

Therefore, for Vr := A7 — (Af )21 we get
Vx(f) A(f) + o1 @[ g, f] + [B o1, f] ®¢e—

Ji213

— ANf) = [, []@¢1 — $2® [hilﬁbl,f} =
= V() + o @h o, f| + h ol f @l =
= V() - en £, 6] - w7 f o @ el

(3.61)

where we used notation ¢, = ¢ — P9 = ¢§“) ® gbga) . When we reduce the last
identity in (3.61) modulo A J2? we end up with

W(7) =, V) - e {7 &} - (7.7 ool

ml[®2 3]
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hence reducing the latter modulo m®213 we find in m®?/m(®¥ = g*®@g* the identity

(V; modm[®2|3})(f) = o(f) —cl®[f,c2} — [f,Cl]®C2 =
= §(f) — (ad(f))(c) = (5—80)(f) = 5°f)

which means that the induced Lie cobracket on m / m? = g* is just §¢, qee.d. O

Example 3.4.7. Let G := GL,(k) be the general linear group over k, and g :=
gl, (k). We consider the QUEA Uy(g) = Uy (gl,(k)) and the QFSHA F,[[G]] =
Fy[[GL,(k)]] introduced in Example Letting b~ and b* be the Borel Lie
subalgebras in g of lower triangular and upper triangular matrices, respectively,
the subalgebra U, (b~) of Uy(g) generated by the F;’s and the I},’s is a QUEA for
b=, while the subalgebra U,(b™") generated by the E;’s and the I}’s is a QUEA
for b¥ — both being also Hopf subalgebras of Uy(g), indeed. Dually, the QFSHA
Fy[[B7]] = Uy(b™)" identifies with the Hopf algebra quotient of F[[G]] obtained
by modding out the ideal generated by the z; ;’s with ¢ < j; similarly, the QFSHA
Fu[[BT]] = Un(b™)" identifies with the Hopf algebra quotient of Fj[[G]] obtained
by modding out the ideal generated by the x; ;’s with ¢ > j. Therefore, from the
presentation of F;[[G]] in Example one deduces the following presentations
for these quotient Hopf algebras: F[[B~]] is generated by the entries of the “lower

7j=1,...n;

triangular g—matrix” (:L‘;j) with @; ;== ; ; forall ¢« > j and z;; :=0 for

i=1,...,n;

all i < j, and similarly F;[[B*]] is generated by the entries of the “upper triangular

7j=1,...n;
* ) where "

1))
g-matrix” (af;)" """ i

= x;,; when i <j and 7, :=0 for i > j.

Now we consider a new group G which is “double version” of GL, (k), in that it
is a Manin double of B~ and B ; its tangent Lie algebra g then is the Manin double
of b~ and b™; in particular, G = B~ x BT as algebraic varieties (not as groups),
with B~ and BT being embedded as subgroups, whereas g = b~ & b™ as vector
spaces, with b~ and b™ being embedded as Lie subalgebras (this case is explained in
detail in [GaGa2] when G is a “double version” of a semisimple (connected) group:
G = SL,(k) is such an example, and GL, (k) is just a very slight variation of that).

For these new G and g, a QUEA Uy(g) is defined as follows: it is the unital,
associative, h—adically complete k[[%]]-algebra with generators
Fy,Fo .. Fy Iy Iy oo T

n—1>

Lo, 0.0y, I IF BBy, ... By

ytn—1>

and relations

(L5 7] =0, (7 Bl =0, [I7 E)l=+0,E;, [I7,I7]=0
hI-ri,) e (T —17)

e i+l
[Ei’FJ} = 0i; eth _ o—h
E’E;— (¢q+q¢ ") EE;E;+ E; E} =0 Vi, jili—jl=1

FPF=(g+q ) B Fi+ FF =0 Vigili-gl=1.

2
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where [X,Y]:= XY —Y X again. The Hopf structure then is given by
A<FZ) g Fl ®€h(1‘v¢11,[‘;) + 1 ®E , S(E) = _FZ eh([‘iiipijﬁl) , €<FZ) g O
AIF) =Ty e@1+101;, S(Iy) = Iy, e(I;¥) =0
A(E) = Ei®l+ M-I @ B, S(E) = —eh =10 B,  e(E) =0
In fact, this Uy(g) can be realized as a quantum double of U,(b~) and U, (b™):
in particular, then, we have a decomposition U,(g) = U,(b™) @ U,(b™) as coalge-
bras. Dually, the latter implies that for the QFSHA F,[[G]] := Ux(g)* we have an
identification as algebras
E[IG]) = (Un(b7) @ U(b%))" = Un(b7)" @UW(b")" = F[[B™]|® F[[B"]]

As a consequence, exploiting the presentations of Fj,[[B~]] and F[[B™ ]| given above,
we find in a nutshell a presentation for Fj[[G]] as being the algebra generated by
the entries of the “g—matrix in blocks”

X" O with X+ := (J?i-)j:l """ " as defined above (triangular)
On><n X~ ’ )/ a=1,...,n; g .

Moreover, explicit identifications F,[[G]] = Ux(g)" and Uy(g) = Fi[[G]]" can be
encoded in the Hopf pairing ( , ) : Fu[[G]] x Up(g) — K[[A]] given on generators
by the following values:

<xi_,j’HZ*1(F+)gk>_0_<xl]’ > ’ < ZJ7E>_O:<x;:j7HZ:1(Fk_)gk>
(r;,F) = bijab; (x}, Ey) = 6i1,5 0y (3.62)
<$z+j ) Hk:1(F;)gk> = 52‘73‘ (1 - 591-,0) Hk;éi 91,0 — <$:j ) HZ:1(F1;)gk>

In particular, from the first line in (8.62) note that if I"; and I', are two monomials
in the F;E’s, then for all i =1,...,n we have

(w8 L Lo) = (ofi, L) - (af, L) (3.63)

Thanks to Proposition later on, any quasi-twist for Fj[[G]] can be seen as
a quasi-2—cocycle for U(g) = F3[[G]]". Now, some examples of the latter were
introduced in Example above for a large class of QUEA, including that for
g = sl,(k). The same procedure can be applied to the present case, which is a
slight variation of that case applied to gl, (k) instead of sl,(k), as follows.
Let b be the k[[h]]-span of Br:={I;", I}, |k =1,...,n}. Then fix an antisym-
metric, k[[A]]-bilinear map x : h x h —— k[[A]] whose matrix of values on pairs of
e,ne{+,-}
elements in the k[[A]]-basis Br is X = (XZ T=x(Iy, 17 )) ! € 509, (K[[A]]) -
kit=1,...,n;
Any such map x also induces uniquely an antisymmetric, k[[A]]-bilinear map x, on

Un(h) = §k[[h]](b) =6 Sy () with values in k[[A]] , by setting
neN

(= 1) = e(2) = %(L,2) v 2 € Siqu(h)
Xo(z,y) == x(z, ) Vo, y € Sy (h) (3.64)
Xuv(z,y) =0 VaeeS/(h),yeSi(h) :rs>1,r+s>2
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Then we can define a k[[h]] linear map y, = e’ 2 'Xv = > omso P ~’””/2m m!

from Uy(h) ([[§)]] Un(h) to k((h)), which — like in [GaGa2, Lemma 5.2.2] — happens
K[k

to be a well-defined quasi-2—cocycle for Uy(h) .

Assume now that y satisfies the additional constraint x(S;, —) = 0 = x(—,5;)
forall i e I :={1,...,n—1}, where S; := 2_1(F+ I+ —1I7,) forall i € 1;
note that requiring x(S;, —) = 0 forall i € [ is enough (by antisymmetry), and
the latter in turn is equivalent to requiring X:t —Xi. L X =0 forall i €
Inall t=1,....,n—1 and all n € {+,—}. Then x induces a unique k[[h]]-bilinear
given by Y (H'+s,H"+s) := x(H',H") foral H' H" €Y.

Now repeat the above construction with h and ¥ replacing h and x: this yields
a quasi—2—cocycle Y, for UE(H) . But now the additional assumption on y implies
that there exists a Hopf algebra epimorphism w : Up(g) — §k[[h]] (B) = Uh(ﬁ)
given by w(E;) =0, n(F;):=0 —for i=1,...,n—1 —and n(T) := (T +s) €
hC Uh( §) ) — for T € b. Finally, we set o, :=X, o(7x7), which is a well-defined
quasi—2—cocycle for Uy(g), again in the sense of Definition Note that

oy =X, 0(rxm)=exp(h 27" %U) o(mxm)=exp(h'27! %U o(mxm))

Now let us re-think the quasi-2-cocycle o, for Us(g) as a quasi-twist for F;[[G]].
First of all, comparing ([3.63) and (3.64) we deduce that the form % o (7r X ) in

n

<Uﬁ( ) 2) identifies with @, == ) > le yk,k®yM in Fﬁ[[G]] , where

k,t=1¢e,ne{+,—}
Yp = log (SL’ZK) is a well-defined element in F;[[G]] .
Then, exponentiating yields

Fy = 0y = exp (h_l 2_1§U o (m X 7T)) = exp (h_l 21 @X)
which is exactly the quasi-twist of Fj[[G]] we were looking for.

We can also check directly that this F, is indeed a quasi-twist by an explicit
computation. We see this in the simplest case, when n = 2; the other cases are
quite similar, but require quite another shot of calculations.

We need to compute the coproduct of the z7,’s in Fy[[G]], which is defined (by
construction) by the condition <A(x§t),A ®Z) = <xft JA-Z) forall A, Z €
Un(g) ; since Uy(g) admits the PBW-type basis

B = { B (7)™ (1) (I7)" (7)™ B

fo97.95, 95,95 e € N}

we can replace A and Z with any two PBW monomials from B. Now, let us

say that a PBW monomial of the form M = Ff (I7)" (I;)% (Ffr)g;r (F;)g;Ee
belongs to the root space (e —f)«a. Then root/weight considerations easily show
that <:L’t‘ft , M> # 0 only for PBW monomials M in the root space 0, i.e. such
that e = f. A straightforward computation gives

ort = 3 [7] [!] st

S S
s=0
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where gi= exp(®) (= L0 = . [1] = 2 ana

‘0 Lo o], = Bt =
2sfeff+17rKJ—r|—1 _ qr7172s+e+f K:l

s

K. f(s) := H a

with Kt':= 1@exp (+h (I;F = I75,)) and K="= exp (=h (I; = I7,)) " @1,
Then the product of two PBW monomials expands into

M/‘M” —
= PI(D) ™ () () () B B (7)™ (1) ()7 ()™ B =

e//\fl/ 6 f
= E:([S]q!)Q[ } [ } FITSF!" = K, ju(s) B€~* DL B =
S
s=0 q q

qT — q*T‘

S

e'Nf o . ) ¢ f// o ) . , .
— E qg(gyf ,8,e',9) ([S]q‘) |: :| |: :| Ff +f *SFQ F(e’,f//<5) 1—12 Ee —s+e
S S
s=0 q q

where '8 i— (Fl_)gl (FQ—)gz (FfL)gT (F;)grﬁ’ ri.— (Fl—)gl (FZ—)QQ (FfL)gl+ (F2+)gz+
while £(g,f",s,€,§) € Z is a suitable exponent. When we expand the last ex-
pression w.r.t. the PBW basis B, the part given by a linear combination of PBW
monomials in the root space 0 is

(M/ . M”)O = 5f'70 5f”7e’ 56”70q5(g,e',e’,e,7§) ([e']q!)2£Q Ke’,e’ (6/) LQ
Eventually, tiding everything up we find
(M) MeM)y = (ai, MM = (af, (M- M),) =
= 5f’,0 5f”,e/ 56”,0 qg(g,e’,e’,e’,g) ([e/]q!)Q <xt€,t ) LQ Ke’,e’ (el) LQ>

Now, a similar analysis yields (notation being obvious, hopefully)
. . g g
<$Et7 LQKE’,e’(6/)£g> = <[L‘t67t, £>7 . <x;t’ Ke’7e’(6,)> . <xt€,t7 £>7
and finally direct computation gives <xf s Kot er (e/ )> = Je 0 , which is a direct

consequence of the assumption x(S;, —) = 0 = x(—,5;) for i=1,...,n—1.
Therefore, we end up with

~
>

£
<
®
<

# 0
only for monomials with (f', e)=(0,0) = (f”, e”) , and for them we have

LQ £Q> —

, ®
— <x;t,zg.£g> - <:cf,t,Lﬁ> . <:cf,t7£ﬁ> _ <th,M’> _ <x§t7M//>
which in short means A(:L’t’f ) = T, ®xg,, e zf, is group-like. Therefore, for
Y, = log (xft) instead we have A(?/f,t) =y ®1+1®ys,, i.e. yS, is primitive.
Eventually, as all the y/,’s are primitive, a trivial computation shows that JF,
does obey condition (2.7), hence it is indeed a quasi-twist, as claimed.

P
>
—~
i3
o
N
<
03y
<
~_
|
P
>
—~
i3
o
N
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3.5. Duality issues.

The procedures of deformation by twist or by 2—cocycle, both for Lie bialgebras
and for Hopf algebras, are dual to each other, in the sense of Proposition Z.1.7 and
Proposition 22271 Because of this, we are lead to compare these two procedures
before and after specialization, as follows.

Proposition 3.5.1. Let Uy(g) and F;[[G]] be a QUEA and a QFSHA which are dual
to each other, that is F3[[G]] = Un(g)" and Uy(g) = Fu[[G]]*. Then let F be a twist
for Ux(g), and o be a 2—cocycle for F[[G]]. Assume that both F and o are trivial
modulo h, so that there exists a corresponding twist c,. for g (induced by F via
Theorem[31.3) and a corresponding 2—cocycle (, for g* (induced by o via Theorem
[2.2.1). Finally, we identify twists for Uy(g) and 2—-cocycles for Fu[|G ]| via Proposi-
tion [2.2.77, and similarly twists for g and 2-cocycles for g* via Proposition[2.1.7
Then the following holds: if F = o, then ¢, = (, . O

The proof of the above claim is trivial — just track the whole construction of
both ¢, and (,, and compare the outcomes.

A similar duality result holds for deformations by quasi—2-cocycles and defor-
mations by quasi-twists. Indeed, let us first notice that, by the very definitions, if
Un(g) and F[[G]] are a QUEA and a QFSHA in duality — i.e., F3[[G]] = Un(g)"
and Up(g) = Fu[[G]]" — then any quasi-2—cocycle for Uy(g) is automatically a
quasi-twist for Fy[|G]], and viceversa — see Proposition later on.

Once this is settled, next result (which mirrors Proposition B.5dlabove) holds too,
whose proof again follows by direct comparison of the two deformation procedures

(just tracking the whole construction of 7, and ¢, , and comparing the outcomes):

Proposition 3.5.2. Let Uy(g) and Fy[[G]] be a QUEA and a QFSHA which are
dual to each other, that is Fy[[G]] = Un(g)" and Uy(g) = Fi[[G]]". Then let o
be a quasi-2-cocycle for Uy(g), and F be a quasi-twist for Fy[[G]]. Let ~, be the
2-cocycle for g induced by o via Theorem [3.3.7, and let c,. be the twist for g*
induced by F wvia Theorem [3.4.0 Finally, we identify quasi-2—cocycles for Ux(g)
and quasi-twists for Fy[[G]] as mentioned above, and similarly we identify twists for
g and 2-cocycles for g* via Proposition[2.1.7. Then the following holds: if o = F,
then v, = c, . O

4. DEFORMATIONS VS. QDP

When we interchange (contravariantly) QUEA’s and QFSHA’s via linear duality,
the interaction of such a process with deformation processes (either by twist or by
2-cocycle) is clear. By Proposition 2277 any twist, resp. 2-cocycle, for a given
quantum algebra (a QUEA or QFSHA, say) is automatically a 2-cocycle, resp. a
twist, for its dual (a QFSHA or a QUEA, respectively), and the corresponding
deformation processes “commute” with dualization.

On the other hand, in this section we investigate how the deformation procedures
interact when we interchange (covariantly) QUEA’s and QFSHA’s via Drinfeld’s
functors, as in Theorem In other words, we analyze how deformation proce-
dures behave with respect to the Quantum Duality Principle.
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4.1. Some auxiliary results.

We begin with a key observation, which shows a crucial fact: our “quasi-2—
cocycles” for any QUEA and “quasi-twists” for any QFSHA are actually standard
2—cocycles and twists, respectively, for the QFSHA and for the QUEA that are
associated with the original quantum group via Drinfeld’s functors from the QDP.

Here is the precise result:

Lemma 4.1.1.

(a) Let Uy(g) be a QUEA, and let Uy(g)' be its associated QFSHA following
Theorem[2.4.2 Let o := exp, (hflx) be a quasi-2-cocycle for Uy(g) as in Definition
3.3.3. Then the restriction a|, v i o of o to Uy(g) x Uu(g)" is a well-defined,
k[[A]]-valued bilinear form on Uy(g)', of the form o = exp,(h™'Y') with x' =
(h2x) ‘Uh(g),XUh(g)/ . and this o' := exp, (R™'X) is a 2-cocycle for Un(g)".

(b) Let Fy[[G]] be a QFSHA, and let Fy[[G]]" be its associated QUEA following
Theorem [2.4-3 Let F := exp(h™'¢) be a quasi-twist for Fy[[G]] as in Definition
[543 Then F := exp(h '¢) = exp(h™¢Y) with ¢" = h%¢ € (Fﬁ[[G]]v)®2,
and, in these terms, F 1= exp(h*'¢") is a twist for Fy[[G]]"

Proof. (a) We retain notation from the proof of Lemma [3.3.2] and we proceed along
the same lines. Thus we set Uy, := Up(g) and J, := Ker(Uﬁ) , and we write

+

2i=¢(2), 2T =z—¢€(z)=2—-2¢€ Jy, hence z=2z"+2 V ze Uy,

We already saw that x(u,v) = X(u*,v*) for all u,v € Uy, and then for any
a,be U, we have

o(,0) = Losoh " Tlix(aly ) /! (4.1)

where & ay = d,(a) and ®7_;bj) = 3,(b).
Now, restrlctlng to U, we get that o',V € U, yields 6,(d),0,(b)) € h" Uen
also, in the sequel we can clearly assume e( ) =0= e(b/ ) Then we get

[T (a5 b)) =TT h*x () 0) € W™ R k[[n]] = k[[A]] ¥V neN,

whence, just like in ([]), we eventually get

o' (' H) = T TT X (d), bgg)/n! c k[[5]] Vd.VeU
which proves the claim.
(b) This follows directly from Definition B.4.3] O

As a direct consequence, we have the following significant result:

Proposition 4.1.2. Let U, be a QUEA and Fj, be a QFSHA that are dual to each
other, i.e. such that Fy, = (Uy)" and U, = (Fy)". Then:

(a) o is a quasi-2-cocycle for U, <= o is a quasi-twist for Fy ;
(b) F is a quasi-twist for Fy, <= F is a quasi-2-cocycle for Uy .
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Proof. The proof follows directly from the very definitions of quasi-2—cocycle and
quasi-twist, along with the observation that Fj, = (U,)" and U, = (F,)" imply

EY = (U))" and U/ = (FY)", by ZIS). O

4.2. Drinfeld’s functors and “quasi-deformations”.

In this subsection we analyze the interaction between the process of “quasi-
deformation” and the action of a Drinfeld’s functor on some quantum group.

We begin with deformations by quasi-twist of a QFSHA and the application to
the latter of Drinfeld’s functor ( )" ; then we shall look at deformation by quasi-2-
cocycle of a QUEA and the application to the latter of Drinfeld’s functor ().

4.2.1. Deformations by quasi-twist under F;[[G]] — F;[[G]]". We look now
what happens with deformations by quasi-twist for a QFSHA when the latter is
acted upon by the functor ( )" which associates with it a QUEA. Here is our result:

Theorem 4.2.2.

Let F,[[G]] be a QFSHA. Let F = exp(h™'¢) be a quasi-twist for F,[[G]], with
¢ € F[[G)®? (cf. Definition[31.3). Set ¢¥ := h™' 1og(F) = h™2¢, ¢o = ¢— a4
and ¢y = @' — ¢4, . Then we have:

(a) ¢ is antisymmetric, i.e. ¢o1 = —¢, iff F is orthogonal, i.e. Foq = F 1,
iff @7 is antisymmetric, i.e. ¢y, = —¢";

(b) F=exp(he’) is a twist element for the QUEA Uy(g*) := F,[[G]]" .

(c) Let c be the antisymmetric twist of g* corresponding to F as provided by

Theorem[34.6, and let ¢¥ be the similar twist provided by Theorem[3.1.2 along with
claim (b) above. Then ¢ =c" .

Proof. (a) This follows directly by construction.
(b) This is granted by Lemma [LT.TI(b).

(c¢) This follows by a careful — yet entirely straightforward — check, just tracking
both constructions involved (of ¢ and of ¢” alike). O

4.2.3. Deformations by quasi-2-cocycle under U,(g) — U,(g)'. Given a
QUEA, we can apply on it Drinfeld’s functor ( )'; we now see what happens when
a deformation by quasi-2-cocycle is performed. Our result reads as follows:

Theorem 4.2.4.

Let Uy(g) be a QUEA. Let o = exp,(h™'x) be a quasi-2-cocycle for Uy(g) , with
X € (Uh(g)®2)* (cf. Definition [3.3.3). Set x' := hllog,(0) = h2x, Xa :=
X—Xz21 and X, =X — X, - Then we have:

(a) X is antisymmetric, i.e. xo1 = —X, iff o is orthogonal, i.e. o091 = o1, iff
X' is antisymmetric, i.e. x5, = —X';

(b) o =-exp,(hX') is a 2-cocycle for the QFSHA F,[[G*]] = Un(g)' .
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(c) Let 7 be the antisymmetric 2-cocycle of g corresponding to o as provided by
Theorem[3.3.8, and let ~' be the similar 2-cocycle provided by Theorem 321 along
with claim (b) above — using the identification g** =g. Then v=7".

Proof. (a) This follows directly by construction.
(b) This is true because of Lemma L T.T](a).

(¢) Much like for Theorem [.22)(c), this follows again by a straightforward check,
just carefully tracking both constructions involved (of v and of v alike). U

Remark 4.2.5. Recall that the notions of twist and that of 2-cocycle are dual to
each other (cf. Proposition 222.7)), and the same holds for those of quasi-twist and
quasi-2-cocycle (cf. §85]). Moreover, Drinfeld’s functors are also dual to each other,
in the sense of ([ZI§). Taking all this into account, it turns out easily that Theorem
and Theorem [A.2.4] above are also “dual to each other”, in that either one of
these two statements can be deduced from the other by a duality argument.

4.3. Drinfeld’s functors and (standard) deformations.

We analyze now the interaction between the process of deformation — in the
standard sense — and the action of a Drinfeld’s functor on some quantum group.

We begin with deformations by twist of a QUEA and the application to the latter
of Drinfeld’s functor ()"; then we shall look at deformation by 2-cocycle of any
QUEA, to which we apply Drinfeld’s functor ( )". In both cases (obviously related
by duality) we have to adopt a slightly stronger assumption, namely that the given
twist, resp. 2-cocycle, is additionally an R-matrix, resp. a p—comatrix.

4.3.1. Deformations by twist under U,(g) +— Ux(g) . As a first step, we look
what happens for deformations by twist of a QUEA when the latter is acted upon
by the functor ()" which associates with it a QFSHA. It turns out that we find a
relevant result when we make the stronger assumption that the given twist is in fact
a (quantum) R-matrix twist, as in Definition Z2.T](d). Here is our result:

Theorem 4.3.2.

Let Un(g) be a QUEA, and let F be a twist for Uy(g) s.t. ¢ =1 (mod KUy ()% );
then ¢ := h™'log(F) € Up(9)®?, and F = exp(h¢). Set also ¢ == h2log(F) =
h2¢, ¢o:=¢ — ¢o1 and ¢, :=¢ — ¢y, - Assume in addition that F is indeed a
(quantum) R-matrix twist, as in Definition[2.2.1(d). Then we have:

(a) ¢ is antisymmetric, i.e. ¢o1 = —d, iff F is orthogonal, i.e. Foq =F 1, iff
@' is antisymmetric, i.e. ¢y, = —¢';

(b) F =exp (h*1q5’) is a quasi-twist for the QFSHA Fﬁ[[G*H = Un(g)".

(c) Let ¢ be the antisymmetric twist of g corresponding to F as provided by
Theorem 312, and let ¢’ be the similar twist provided by Theorem [37.0 along with
claim (b) above — using the identification g** =g. Then c=c'.

Proof. (a) This follows directly by construction.

(b) This is proved in [EH, Theorem 0.1]. Note that the overall assumption there
is that R be an R—matrix, in the standard sense — so that Uj(g) is quasitriangular.
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Nevertheless, all the arguments used there to prove the main result only apply
the defining properties of an “R-matrix” in the sense of Definition 2Z21], namely
(Z8) and the right-hand side of ([2.7); the assumption (2.10), instead, is never used.
Therefore, the same arguments, and the whole proof, used in [EH] to prove Theorem
0.1 actually do prove also the present statement, that is actually stronger.

(c) Here again, the proof follows from a straightforward, careful checking proce-
dure, keeping track of both constructions involved (of ¢ and of ¢’ alike), much like
for Theorem A.22)(¢) and for Theorem A.24](c). O

4.3.3. Deformations by 2-cocycle under F;[[G]] — F,[[G]]". As a second step,
we look what happens to deformations of a QFSHA by 2-cocycle when we apply
Drinfeld’s functor (). Here again, we get a relevant result under the stronger
assumption that the given 2-cocycle is in fact a (quantum) po—comatrix 2-cocycle, as

in Definition 2224)(d). Our result reads as follows:

Theorem 4.3.4.

Let Fy[[G]] be any QFSHA, and let o be a 2-cocycle for Fy[|G]] such that o =1
<mod h (Fﬁ[[G]]®2) ) ; then ¢ := hllog(o) € (Fﬁ[[GH®2) , and o = exp(hc).
Set also ¢V := hlog(o) = h*<, ¢ =¢—¢o1 and <) =<' =<y, . Assume in
addition that o is a (quantum) po—comatrix 2-cocycle, as in Definition [2.2.7)(d).
Then the following holds true:

(a) < is antisymmetric, i.e. so1 = —s, iff o is orthogonal, i.e. oo1 = o', iff
is antisymmetric, i.e. Gy, = —¢';

(b) o =exp(h~") is a quasi-2-cocycle for the QUEA Uy(g*) := Fy[[G]]" ;

(c) Let ~ be the antisymmetric 2-cocycle of g* corresponding to o as provided

by Theorem [Z21], and let ~" be the similar 2-cocycle provided by [3.38 along with
claim (b) above. Then =~V .

gV

Proof. (a) This is obvious, by standard identities for formal exponentials.

(b) This claim is the dual to Theorem .3.2(b), so it follows from that one via a
duality argument — involving the results in §4.1] in particular Proposition [4.1.2

(¢) Once more, as in previous cases, the claim follows from direct checking, keep-
ing track of the two involved 2-cocycles — ~ and of vV — were constructed. U

Remark 4.3.5. Much like as we did in Remark 2.5 we notice here as well that
— by the same reasons as before — Theorem and Theorem [£.3.4] above are
once more “dual to each other”, in that either one of these two statements can be
deduced from the other by a duality argument.

5. MORPHISMS IN THE “(CO)QUASITRIANGULAR’ CASE

In this section we focus onto R-matrices and po—comatrices.

First, we investigate what happens with R-matrices and p-comatrices with re-
spect to the Quantum Duality Principle, namely when Drinfeld’s functors are ap-
plied. This leads us to introduce the weaker notions of “quasi-R-matrix” and
“quasi—p-comatrix” which eventually will prove quite significant.
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Second, we consider the standard constructions providing morphisms between a
Hopf algebra H and its dual when an R—matrix or a p—comatrix is available, looking
at how this applies to QUEAs and to QFSHAs. It turns out that the construction
then improves, in a way that involves Drinfeld’s functors, again; moreover, we prove
that it can also be extended to the case when R-matrices or p-comatrices are re-
placed with their “quasi—" counterparts.

5.1. R—matrices and g—comatrices w.r.t. QDP: quasi—(co)matrices.

In next two results, we explain how R-matrices and p—comatrices “behave well”
with respect to Drinfeld’s functors and the Quantum Duality Principle. In fact, this
leads us to introduce the notions of “quasi—-R-matrix” and of “quasi—p—comatrix”,
which are straight analogue of the notions of “quasi-twist”and of “quasi—2-cocycle”.

We begin introducing some more bare definitions:

Definition 5.1.1.
(a) Let F;[[G]] be a QFSHA. We call “quasi—-R-matrix” of F}[[G]] any R—matrix
R for Up(g*) := F[[G]]" such that R = 1%% mod (hFh[[G]] @Fh[[G]]V)

(b) Let Ux(g) be a QUEA. We call “quasi-p—comatrix” of Uy(g) any o—comatrix
p for Fy[[G*]] := Un(g)' such that p = ¢®2 mod (h (Uﬁ(g)léUﬁ(g)/)*>

Remark 5.1.2. In the same spirit of Proposition 227 and (2ZI8)), it is clear that the
two notions of “quasi-R-matrix” and of “quasi-p—comatrix” are dual to each other.
Namely, let U,(g) and F,[[G]] be a QUEA and a QFSHA which are dual to each
other, i.e. F3[[G]] = Up(g)" and Uy(g) = F3[[G]]". Then, through the identification
FlG) @ F[[G]] = (Un(g) @ Us(g))", we have that R = p is a quasi-R-matriz of
Fi[[G]] if and only if it is a quasi—o—comatriz of Uy(g).

Observations 5.1.3.

(a) With assumptions as in Definition b1 Tl(a) above, let R be any quasi-R-
matrix for a QFSHA F,[[G]]: since R = 192 modh, we can write R in the form
R = exp(h*10) for some 0 € F;[[G]]" ® F[[G]]".

Similarly, if p is any quasi-g—comatrix for a QUEA Uj(g), then we can write it
in the form p = exp,(h*'<) for some < € (Uy(g)' ® Un(g)' )"

(b) Note that in the very definition of “quasi-R-matrix”, resp. of “quasi—o-
comatrix”, we assume a condition which is quite close, yet weaker, than the one
demanded for the definition of “quasi-twist”, resp. of “quasi-2—cocycle”, in Defini-
tion B.3.3 resp. in Definition In fact, our choice for these definitions about
R-matrices and p—comatrices is motivated by Proposition [.1.4] below, which even-

tually implies that when the two setups overlap, the stronger condition for twists/2—
cocycles actually holds true — cf. Theorem [£.3.2] and Theorem 4.3.4]

The key result about quasi—R-matrices and quasi—p-comatrices is the following:

Proposition 5.1.4.

(a) Let Uy(g) be a QUEA, and let Uy(g)' be the QFSHA associated to it by the
Quantum Duality Principle, as in Theorem[2.4.3. Then for any R-matriz of Uy(g)
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of the form R = exp(h#), with 6 = h~'log(R) € Uﬁ(g)®2 , we have
9 = 120 = Flog(R) € (Un(g) )"

(b) Let Fy[[G]] be a QFSHA, and let Fy[[G]]" be the QUEA associated to it by
the Quantum Duality Principle, as in Theorem [2.4.3. Then for any o-comatriz of

Fy[[G]] of the form p = exp,(hs), with ¢ =k 'log,(p) € <Fh[[G]]®2)* , we have

o= 6 = mtos(p) € ((RIGTY)™)

Proof. (a) This is proved in [EH|, Theorem 0.1]. Indeed, the overall assumption there
is that R be an R—matrix, in the standard sense — so that Uy (g) is quasitriangular.
Nevertheless, all the arguments used there to prove the main result only apply
the defining properties of an “R—matrix” in the sense of Definition 221 namely
(2.8) and the right-hand side of ([2.1)); the assumption (2Z10), instead, is never used.
Therefore, the same arguments, and the whole proof, used in [EH] to prove Theorem
0.1 actually do prove also the present, stronger statement.

(b) This follows from claim (a), by duality, using the duality relation (2.I8]), the
fact that F4[[G]]" is a QUEA when F}[[G]] is a QFSHA, and Proposition 227 [

The previous result has the following, important consequence:

Theorem 5.1.5. Let Uy(g) be a QUEA and Fy[|G]] be a QFSHA; let F,[|G*]] =
Un(g)' be the QFSHA and Uy(g*) := F3[[G]]" be the QUEA provided by the Quantum
Duality Principle, as in Theorem[2.4.2. Then the following holds:

(a) every R-matriz for Uy(g) which is congruent to 1%% modulo h is a quasi-R-
matriz for Uy(g)';

(b) every o—comatriz for Fy[[G]] which is congruent to €¥* modulo h is a quasi-
o—comatriz for Fy[[G]]";

(c) every o-comatriz for Uy(g)" which is congruent to €2 modulo h is a quasi-
o—comatriz for Uy(g) itself;

(d) every R-matriz for Fy[[G]]" which is congruent to 1%2 modulo h is a quasi-
R-matriz for F;[[G]] itself.

Proof. Claims (a) and () follow directly from Proposition B4 claims (a) and
(b), respectively. Now claim (¢) follows from claim (b) applied to the QFSHA
Fy[[G*]] = Un(g)’, since FEHG*HV = (Uﬁ(g)/)v = Ui(g) by Theorem 24.2(a).
Similarly, claim (d) follows from (a) applied to the QUEA Uy(g*) = F[[G]]",
since Uﬁ(g*)/ = (B[G])Y ), = F3[[G]] by Theorem 242)(a) again. O

5.2. Morphisms from R-matrices and p—comatrices.

We shall now explore what happens if we apply the general constructions leading
to Proposition 2.2.9] resp. to Proposition 2210, is (tentatively) applied to a QUEA,
resp. a QFSHA, as the Hopf algebra H to start with, and a suitable R—matrix, resp.
o—comatrix, for it. To begin with, we check that Proposition still makes sense
when H := U,(g) is a QUEA:
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Proposition 5.2.1. Let Uy(g) be a QUEA, and Fy[[G]] := Un(g)* be its dual
QFSHA, as in §2.34 Let R =Ri ® Ry (in Sweedler’s notation) be an R-matriz
for Up(g) . Then there exist two morphisms of topological Hopf algebras

B RG] = Un(a) —— Un(a)™ , 1 Br(n) == n(Ry) Ry
B B[G]] = Un(g) —— Up(@)™ , 1= Br(n) = Rin(Ry)

Proof. This is straightforward. Let us write the given R-matrix as an A-adically
convergent series R = > . h"R, ® R (where each R}, ® R} is written in

Sweedler’s notation). Then %R(U) = nR1)Rs = 3,0 "n(R,) @ Rl for
every n € Uy(g)”, where the last term is a well-defined, /i-adically convergent series
in Up(g), so that ®x(n) € Un(g) and the map %R is well-defined. The properties
making this map ®gz into a (topological) Hopf morphism then are proved via a
formal check, just like for Proposition 2229, The proof for ®5 is pretty similar. [

Dually, Proposition still makes sense when H := Fj[[G]] is a QFSHA:

Proposition 5.2.2. Let Fy[[G]] be a QFSHA, and Uy(g) := F3[[G]]" be its dual
QUEA, as in {2.37. Let p be a o—comatriz for Fy[[G]]. Then there exist two
morphisms of topological Hopf algebras

@, RG] —— (RICI) ™ = Uile)™ , € T,00):=p(t, )
U, : B[G) —— (BC))T = U@ . € By(0) = p(—.0)

Proof. Again, this is straightforward, the main point being to show that the given
maps are indeed well-defined. We consider ¥, , the case of ¥, is similar.
By definition, p € (F}[[G]]® Fﬁ[[GH)* , the latter being the space of all continu-

ous k[[h]]-linear maps from F;[[G]] ® F;[[G]] to Kk[[A]]. Then for any ¢ € Fy[[G]]
the “left-hand evaluation” of p in ¢ yields clearly a continuous k|[[A]]-linear map

Ep =pll,=): BRG] — K[[R], f— p,f); thus Ep is well defined, q.e.d.
%
The Hopf properties of this map W, are then proved by direct check. O

Note that U(g)“" is obviously a QUEA for the Lie bialgebra gP (the “co-
opposite” to g, i.e. one reverses the Lie cobracket), and similarly U(g)™ is a
QUEA for the Lie bialgebra g°" (the “opposite” to g, using reversed Lie bracket).
Then both previous results provide morphisms between quantum groups of different
nature, namely a QFSHA as domain and a QUEA as codomain.

Nevertheless, we shall now show that both previous results can be refined, even-
tually yielding morphisms that connect quantum groups of the same nature, namely

both QFSHA’a in one case and both QUEA’s in the other case.

Theorem 5.2.3. Let Uy(g) be a QUEA, let Fy[[G]] := Un(g)” be its dual QFSHA,
as in and let Fy[[G*]] := Un(g)', resp. Un(g*) := Fy[[G]]", be the QFSHA,
resp. the QUEA, introduced in §2.7} Let R = R'®@R; (sum, possibly infinite, over

repeated indices) be an R-matriz for Uy(g), which is congruent to 19?2 modulo h .

pas —
Then, for the two morphisms Fy[[G]] IR, Un(g)™ and F[[G]] IR, Un(g)™®
in Proposition [2.2.1], the following holds:
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(a) they take values inside Uy(g)', and so they corestrict to morphisms

. BL RG] —— (Un(g) ) = F[G7]™
Bl B[G)] —— (Un(g))™ = FG7]™

between QFSHA’s for mutually dual (formal) Poisson groups;
(b) they uniquely extend to Fy[[G]]" = (Uh(g)*)v , i.e. they extend to morphisms

% CcO

Oy 2 Up(g7) := Fi[[G]) ——— Un(g)*"
and -

Oy Un(g7) = Fi[[G)) ———— Un(g)™
between QUEA’s for mutually dual Lie bialgebras.
Proof. (a) Recall that Ker(ey, ) = Jur S (oo + KA Luyey) = Lue »
and Uy(g) is a topological Hopf algebra with respect to the Iy, ,—adic topology.

Recall also that, by Proposition B.1.4l(a), we can write R := exp (hil 19) with
¥ € Up(g) @Ui(g)'; we write the latter as 9 = ' ®4; (sum over repeated indices),
where 9%, 9; € Ju,(g) - Then we have
A9 = ey = (h_lﬁi) R = 0 ® I,

with 0% := B~ 1 € h_lJUh(g)/ C Juug) = Ker(eUh(g)), where the latter inclusion
follows by the basic properties of Uy(g)’, cf. [Gal]. Now writing (6’ ® ﬁi)" = 0{;1] ®

Upn),; for each n € N, we have in particular an} € JU’;(Q) and 9, € J,} ) for

Un(g
every n € N. When we expand R, by all this we find '

. 1 , n 1 ;
R = exp(h'0) = ep(0'@d) = X —(0'09:)" = X — (01, @ V)
>0 N n>0 T

Therefore, for every n € F3[[G]] := Un(g)* we have
— s 1 ;
Or(n) = N(R°)Re = X —0(0,)) V5
n>0 n.:
which describes a well-defined element (a convergent series, in the relevant topology!)
of (Un(g)")™™ — equal to Uy(g)" as ak|[h]]-module — exactly because 9y, ; € Jor ()
for each n € N. Thus &% corestricts to (Un(g) )™ = F,[[G*]]*" as claimed, q.e.d.

%
The proof for &5 goes exactly the same, just switching left and right.

(b) We begin acting as in the proof of (a) above, but switching the roles of left
and right hand sides. Namely, we write hv = h(ﬁ" ® 19,~) = 0" ®Y; where

0 = h"10; € W™y gy € Juye) = Ker(evy(g) , and also (9 @ 6;)" = 91 @ b5,
with 19{”] € JUZ(g)’ and 0, ; € J[};(g) , for all n € N. Then expanding R yields
- i Lo n Lo
R = exp (h 119) = exp (19 ®9i) = Z—' (19 ®‘9¢) = Z—' (19{”] ®9[n],j)
n>0 n! n>0 n:
hence for every u € Up(g)* we have

Ban) = w(R) Ry = X () b, (5.)

n>0 1t-
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Now, recall that (Uh(g)*)v = (Un(g)")", by @IS). Then we consider the for-

mula (5.1 for any u € (Uﬁ(g)*)v = (Uﬁ(g)')* — which contains Up(g)". As all
coefficients 4u(?,) belong to k[[A]], every partial sum in the right-hand side formal
series is a well-defined element in U, (g)*™” — equal to Uy(g) as a k[[A]]-module. In
addition, since 19[”} € iy S —foreach n €N —and p: Un(g) — Kk[[R]]

Un(g)’
is continuous (with respect to the [ ’;(g),fadic topology on the left and the h-adic

topology on the right), for every s € N there exist ng such that u(ﬁ{n}) € hk[[A]]

for all n > n,. This ensures that the formal series in (5.1]) is actually convergent
in the h-adic topology of Ux(g), thus descrlbmg a well- deﬁned element in U(g) .

Letting p range freely inside (Uﬁ( )" ) this proves that (IDR does indeed extend
from Uy(g)* to (Un(g)")" = Fl[G*])" = Un(g*), q.e.d.

%
Switching left and right in the arguments above we get the proof for &% too. U

Remark 5.2.4. Claim (a) of Theorem above appears also in [EK], §4.5.

In the dual framework, the parallel result holds true as well:

Theorem 5.2.5. Let F3[[G]] be a QFSHA, let Uy(g) := Fy[[G]]" be its dual QUEA,
as in §2.34, and let also Uy(g*) = F[[G]]", resp. Fi[[G*]] := Un(g), be the
QUEA, resp. the QFSHA, introduced in §2.4. Let p be a o—comatriz for F;[[G]],

which is congruent to € modulo h .
_)

¥,
Then, for the two morphisms Fy[[G]] —— Up(g)** and F[[G]] SN Un(g)™®
in Proposition [2.2.2, the following holds:

(a) they take values inside Uy(g)', so they corestrict to morphisms
< co %170
U, B[Gl] ——— (U(g))™ = Bl[G]*”

' B{[G]) ——— (Unlg) )™ = B[]

and

between QFSHA’s for mutually dual (formal) Poisson groups.
(b) they uniquely extend to Uy(g*) = Fu[[G]]", i.e. they extend to morphisms

) WY U(g7) = B[G])Y —— Un(g)™
TV Un(g) = RG] ——— Un(g)™

between QUEA’s for mutually dual Lie bialgebras.
Proof. (a) By the assumption p = ¢*? (mod k) and by Proposition BET4(b), we
can write p in the form p = exp, (A1 () for some ( € ((Fh[[G]]V)@)Q) . Then

¢e ((RlGN)™) = (Fh[[GHV@FnHGHV)* - (FEHGHV)*é(FhHGnV)* -
= (RlG]") @ (il GII")" = Unle) & Un(g)’

— thanks to ZI8) — hence A '¢ € h'Uy(g") @ ( *)" . Now, the right-
hand side of [2I2) for o := p implies ((1,a) = 0 for all a € F,[[G]], hence
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((—,a) € Ker(ey, ) and so h'((—,a) € (Uﬁ(g)/)v = U(g) = F[[G]]" for all
a € F[[G]]. This implies that

W ¢(=,-) € (Un(e)') @ Un(s) = FAl[G]]" @ Un(g) (5.2)
where hereafter we are being temporarily sloppy with the tensor product — we fix
this later on. Clearly, (5.2) implies p = exp,(h71¢) € F[[G]]" ® Un(g)" as well.
Therefore we get at once W (0) := p(¢,—) € Uy(g)" for all ¢ € Fy[[G]], qed.
%
v

This proves the claim about W,, and that concerning W, is entirely similar.

It remains to “dot your i’s” about the tensor product in (52). In fact, a priori
we have p € Fi[[G]]" ® F,[[G]]" = Un(g) @ Un(g), hence also

¢ e RG] ® RG] = Unle) ® Un(g)

— where the (completed, topological) tensor product “®" is considered. On the
other hand, we have found that

] ~

¢ € (BIG) ® (BIG]) = Un(s) ®Us(g)

— where the (completed, topological) tensor product “®” is used. Then the critical
point is: what kind of tensor product “®” is taken in (5.2])7

Instead of giving a direct, formal answer to this question, we point out the
following. First observe that Uj(g) @ Uu(g) = (Uﬁ(g)@)Uﬁ(g)), naturally em-
beds into Uy(g) ® Un(g). Then, when A '¢ € Uy(g)®@Us(g) is expanded into
some (suitably convergent) series h™!( = ' ® ; (summing over repeated in-
dices) with (¢, 8; € Uy(g) for all i, what we proved above is that we actually
have 3; € Uy(g)' (C Ux(g)) for all indices i. This is what we loosely wrote as

¢ € Uy(g) @ Un(g) = F[[G]]" @ Up(g) in (E2) above.

(b) Acting as in part (a), we find p = exp, (k™' ¢) with ¢ € (Uﬁ(g)/)@2 and ( €
(Ker(eUf,L(g)))@2 too, so ¢ € (Ker(eUh(g)/))@)2 . Since Ker(eUh(g)/) C hKer(eUh(g)),
this implies that, expanding h~'( as a (convergent) series h™'¢ = B'® 3;, we
can assume (' € Uy(g)'. As Up(g) = (FB[G]]") = (F[[G]]Y)", we end up with

W= pwpb e (BIG]) @ Uilg) (5.3)
where again the meaning of the tensor product “®” considered in this formula (along
with the corresponding convergencg issues) is handled just as in part (a). Finally,
from (53] it follows at once that W, extends from F,[[G]] to F,[[G]]" as claimed.

%
This proves our statement for ¥, and the case of ¥, is entirely similar. O

5.2.6. Duality properties. When we deal with a QUEA and a QFSHA which are
dual to each other, it makes sense to compare the previous results. The outcome is
that Proposition 22212 turns to an enhanced version (with trivial proof), as follows:

Theorem 5.2.7. Let Uy(g) be a QUEA, Fy[[G]] a QFSHA, which are dual to each
other, i.e. F;[[G]] = Un(g)" and Uy(g) = F4[[G]]". Let R = p be an R-matrix for
Un(g) and a o—comatriz for Fy[[G]], which is trivial modulo h, i.e. congruent to 192,
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resp. to €2, modulo h. Then, for the morphisms in Proposition [2.2.1, Proposition
(5.2.2, Theorem[5.2.3 and Theorem [5.2.0 we have the following identifications

— - = =, 2, 2, =
, Oy =0 and Pr=V,, Pp=1U,, Syx=1U' O

5.2.8. Comparing morphisms (1). Let us fix assumptions as in Theorem
Un(g) is a given QUEA, Fy[[G]] its dual QFSHA, and R = R*® R, is a (quantum)
R-matrix of Uy(g). Then from Theorem we have Hopf algebra morphisms

— —

¢7,Z *77CO ¢7IZ %770
Fi[[G]l —— B[l Gl —— R[G]*  (54)
between QFSHA’s for mutually dual (formal) Poisson groups, and

— —

q)\/ CO * q>v O
Un(g") ———— Un(g)™" , Un(g") ———— Un(g)™ (55)
between QUEA’s for mutually dual Lie bialgebras, which we re-write in the form
CcO <q_)\/ *\ O 5)\/
Un(g")*" ————Un(9) . Un(g")” ———— Us(g) (56)

that is entirely equivalent. We now go and compare (5.4) and (5.6]).

Recall that F[[G*]] := Ux(g) and Uu(g*) := F3[[G]]", which are in duality
because Uy(g) and F;[[G]] are in duality (by construction) and we can apply (Z.I8]).
Then also Fy[[G*]]°? and Uy(g*)°" are in duality, as well as F[[G*]]" and Uy (g*)“? .

We are now ready to compare the morphisms in (5.4]) with those in (5.6). Namely,
we have a couple of diagrams

RG] ——*— RG] G —— R[lc (5.7)
Un(g) = Un(g)” Un(g) = Un(g)™

where the vertical, twisting lines denote a relationship of mutual (Hopf) duality.
Next result tells us that the link between the morphisms on top row and those
underneath is indeed “the best possible one”:

Theorem 5.2.9. The two morphisms in left-hand side, resp. in right-hand side, of
(&) are adjoint to each other, that is for all n € Uy(g*) and f € Fy[[G]] we have

- — — -
(Txm).f) = (n. k() and  (Txm).f) = (n. Tr(f))
where by “< , >” we denote the pairing between any two Hopf algebras in duality.

Proof. 1t is enough to prove half of the claim — the other one being entirely similar
— say the right-hand side. Direct computation yields

(2. 1) = (0 R)ReS) = (1RO (Rerf) =

= (R 1) (R = (0. R(Ro. 1)) = (0. Fr()
for all n € Uy(g*) and f € Fy[[G]], hence we are done. O
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As a second step, let now start with assumptions as in Theorem Fl[G]] is a
given QFSHA, Uy(g) its dual QUEA, and p is a (quantum) g—comatrix of F;[[G]] .
Then Theorem provides Hopf algebra morphisms

<_/ E)/

v, *17CO p %170
B[[G]] —— R[[G"]™ G| —— RB[G"  (538)
between QFSHA'’s for mutually dual (formal) Poisson groups, and

— —

\IJV Vv
Un(g*) ———— Un(g9)*” Un(g") ——— Ux(g)™” (5.9)

between QUEA’s for mutually dual Lie bialgebras; we re-write the latter as
Ty Ty
Un(g")™ ————Un(g) , Un(g")™ ———— Un(g) (5.10)
that is entirely equivalent. We now go and compare (5.8) and (G.10).
Acting as before (for the morphisms induced by an R-matrix), we find diagrams

RG] —— R RG] ———Fe)® (1)
Uh(g> 3V Uh(g*)OP Uh(Q) = Uh(Q*)COp

where the vertical, twisting lines denote a relationship of mutual (Hopf) duality.
Again, the link between the morphisms on top row and those underneath turns out
to be “the best possible one”, as the following result claims:

Theorem 5.2.10. The two morphisms in left-hand side, resp. in right-hand side, of
(E1) are adjoint to each other, that is for all n € Uy(g*) and f € Fp[|G]] we have

— — — —
(B, 1) = (n0n)  and (W), f) = (0, Ty0)
where by “< , >” we denote the pairing between any two Hopf algebras in duality.

Proof. We prove the left-hand side of the claim, the other side being similar. By
direct computation we find

(Tym). ) = (p(=m)of) = p(fn) = (nop(£2)) = (0, 05()
for all n € Ux(g*) and f € F4[[G]], as requested. O

5.3. Morphisms from quasi—R —matrices and quasi—p—comatrices.

We shall now explore what happens when the constructions leading to Proposi-
tion or Proposition Z2T0 respectively, is (tentatively) applied to a QFSHA
and a quasi—R—comatrix for it, or to a QUEA and a quasi—p—comatrix for it, respec-
tively. Much like for deformations by quasi-twists or quasi—2—cocycles, we eventually
achieve a nice result by “watching through the lens” of the QDP.

As a first result, we find that the construction of Hopf morphisms as in Proposition
can be applied again (though it might not be done through direct application
of the abstract, general recipe) when the Hopf algebra under scrutiny is a QFSHA
and its R-matrix is indeed only (!) a quasi-R-matrix.
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Proposition 5.3.1. Let F;[[G]] be a QFSHA, and R a quasi-R-matriz for it. Then

the recipes in Proposition [2.2.9 provide two well-defined morphisms

Tr: BC = (Ua(e)" = (BIG]) —— (BIG)Y)" = Ui(g")™

_> * * [0) %\ O

Dr: BRG] = (Un(g7)" = (FllG)])” —— (BIGN)™ = Un(g")™
Proof. This follows from a direct application of Proposition L.2.1] to the QUEA
Un(g*) := Fy[[G]]” and its R-matrix R . O

The previous result provide morphisms from a QFSHA to a QUEA, just like
Proposition 5211 did. Following a similar path, we shall now improve such a result
— much like we did in §5.21— finding a couple of morphisms between QFSHA’s and
another couple between QUEA’s.

Theorem 5.3.2. Assume that R is a quasi-R-matrix for the QFSHA F[[G]], i.e.
an R-matriz for the QUEA Fy[[G]]” =: Up(g*), of the form R = exp (h=1r) for

- e
some r € Fy[[G]]®?. Then, for the two morphisms ®x and ®r in Proposition
(2.2 above, the following holds:

(a) they corestrict to morphisms

cop

B RG] = (RIG]) — (BIG))™) = (Rlc1”)) "= Rl

w BIET) = (BIGIYY — ((BIG))") = ((BI61Y)) " = RG]

between QFSHA’s for mutually dual (formal) Poisson groups;
(b) they extend to morphisms

% Uno) = BIGI" = (FIG)")) —— (RBIG]")™ = Ui(g")™
: Un(g) = BL[[G]]" = ((Fﬁ[[GHV)*)V ——— (F[IG]))™ = Un(g")™
between QUEA’s for mutually dual Lie bialgebras.
Proof. First of all, note that the chain of identities

(BIG1)™) = (B1er))™ = Ble)

— and similarly with superscript “op” instead of “cop” throughout — is obvious
from definitions along with the fact that Drinfeld’s functors ( )" and ()" are inverse
to each other. Similarly, it is also obviously true the chain of identities

(Bl = ((BlGNY) = RlCY = Ui)

As to the rest of the claim, everything follows from Theorem applied to the
QUEA Uy (g*) := F3[[G]]" along with its R-matrix R . O

and

and

e el
A<

Now we go for the dual constructions, concerning quasi—p—comatrices for a QUEA:

Proposition 5.3.3. Assume that p is a quasi—o—comatrix for the QUEA Uy(g),
i.e. an element of the form p = exp, (h_lg) for some p € <Uh(g)®2) — taking
into account Lemma[3.3.0 — which obeys (Z13)).
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Then the recipes in Proposition [2.2.10 provide two well-defined morphisms
<— * %17 CO %) CO
V, : F[[GY] = Un(g) —— <(Uh<9)/) ) (Fl[G])™" = Un(g®)™

» ¢ Bl = Une) — ((Un(0))")" = (BIIGT)™ = Un(a)™

cop
o =

and
%
)

Proof. Everything follows from definitions once we apply Proposition to the
QFSHA F[[G*]] := Ui(g)', also taking into the account the chain of (obvious)
identities (Uy(g)")" = F[[G*]]" = Un(g*) . O

Once again, the previous result provides morphisms from a QFSHA to a QUEA,
and now we “enhance” it — like we did with Theorem — finding morphisms
between QFSHA’s and morphisms between QUEA’s:

Theorem 5.3.4. Assume that p is a quasi—o—comatrix for the QUEA Uy(g), i.e.

an element of the form p = exp, (h_lg) for some o € <Uh(g)®2) — taking into
%

account Lemmal3.3.2 — which obeys (213)). Then, for the two morphisms ¥ , and

%
W , in Proposition[5.3.3 above, the following holds:
(a) they corestrict to morphisms

v, - Bl =t — ((u0))) ™) = Uil))™ = RG]
¥, - BlE) =Uile) — (0u0)))") = Wie)) " = Bl

between QFSHA’s for mutually dual (formal) Poisson groups;
(b) they extend to morphisms

Ty Ung) = (Unle)) — (Une))") " = (BIIGT) ™ = Un(g")™

— / AN *17%) © *\O0
VY : Un(e) = (Un(e)) — ((Un(e))") " = (RG] = Un(a")”
between QUEA’s for mutually dual Lie bialgebras.

cop

and

cop

and

Proof. As the functors ()" and ()" are inverse to each other, definitions yield

()" = ((wer)) ) "= (e )) ) "= Wite))™ = BlGT

— and similarly with superscript “op” instead of “cop” throughout — also thanks to
(Yo() =()o()". Basing on this, the entire claim follows at once from Theorem
5.2 applied to the QFSHA F,[[G*]] := Ux(g)" and to its o-comatrix p. O

5.3.5. Duality properties. If we consider a QUEA and a QFSHA which are
dual to each other, we can compare the previous results: thus we find the following
“quasi-analogue” — whose proof is trivial again — of Theorem B.2. 7

Theorem 5.3.6. Let Uy(g) be a QUEA, Fy[[G]] a QFSHA, which are dual to each
other, i.e. Fy[[G]] = Un(g)" and Uy(g) = Fp[[G]]". Let p = R be a quasi—p-
comatriz for Uy(g) and a quasi—-R—matriz for Fp[[G]] .
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Then, for the morphisms in Proposition [2.31, Proposition[5.3.3, Theorem [5.3.2
and Theorem [5.5.4] we have the following identifications

= e = —, e e T
br=1U,, Op=U/, Oy=U" and Sp=0,, Sp=1U

e
!/ Vo _ \%
=P = p > = —=p> QR_ Ep |:|

!/
14 )
5.3.7. Comparing morphisms (2). We shall now compare morphisms among
quantum groups provided by a quasi-R-matrix as above; the analysis is pretty
similar to what we did with R-matrices, so we can be quicker.

Let us start with a QFSHA Fy[[G]], with dual QUEA denoted by Uy(g), and a
quasi-R-matrix R for F;[[G]]. Then Theorem gives a couple of diagrams

— —
% P

BIGT™ RG] 5 BG]™ (5.12)

F[[G7]]

Un(g") Un(g)™ Un(g*) Un(g)™™

=18
et

Vv Vv
R R
where the vertical, twisting lines denote a relationship of mutual (Hopf) duality
while the horizontal arrows are Hopf algebra morphisms. Next result is the “quasi—
analogue” of Theorem [(.2.9] telling us that the morphisms on top row and those

underneath are “as close as possible”:

Theorem 5.3.8. The two morphisms in left-hand side, resp. in right-hand side, of
([EI2) are adjoint to each other, that is for all n € Ux(g) and f € Fy[[G*]] we have

e — < e
(Bxm).f) = (1.2r(f))  and  {Tx(m).f) = (1, Br(h)
where by “< , >” we denote the pairing between any two Hopf algebras in duality.
Proof. The proof follows from Theorem along with Theorem B.T.5 O

Similarly, let Ux(g) be a QUEA, with dual QFSHA denoted by F,[[G]], and let
p be a quasi-p-comatrix Uy(g). Then Theorem (.34 yields a couple of diagrams

%
w, v

F[1G7]] RGN RG] ——— RG] (5.13)

Un(g") Un(g)™” Un(g*) Un(g)*”

hed
bt

\ \

P p

where the vertical, twisting lines denote a relationship of mutual (Hopf) duality
while the horizontal arrows are Hopf algebra morphisms. We get now the “quasi—
analogue” of Theorem E2.10, which claims that the morphisms on top row of (5.13)
and those underneath are “as close as possible”:

Theorem 5.3.9. The two morphisms in left-hand side, resp. in right-hand side, of
(EI3) are adjoint to each other, that is for all n € Ux(g) and f € Fy[[G*]] we have
— <

— —
(Tym), 1) = (nXy(n)  and (i), 1) = (0, T,()

where “< , >” denotes the pairing between any two Hopf algebras in duality.

Proof. Here again, the proof follows from Theorem [5.2.9] and Theorem [E.1.5 O
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5.4. Semiclassical morphisms induced by specialization.

We will now go and study the semiclassical limit of the various morphisms among
quantum groups, considered in §§5.2] and above, induced by R-matrices, o
comatrices and their “quasi—counterparts”.

First we consider the case of an R-matrix R for a given QUEA U,(g), whose
dual QFSHA is F;[[G]]. With this assumptions, we recall the existence of the Hopf
algebra morphisms in (5.7]), which by Theorem are pairwise mutually adjoint.

Specialising h to 0, the left-hand side of (5.7)) provides two mutually adjoint
<, =v
morphisms F[[G]] h F[[G*]]" and U(g*)™ M U(g), the first being
a morphism of Poisson Hopf algebras, the second one of co-Poisson Hopf algebras.
As they are mutually adjoint, each one of them defines one and the same morphism
of formal Poisson groups qug : G, — G where G} is the opposite (i.e., with

opposite product) formal Poisson group to G*. Note that <;57t G, — Gis

directly defined by <(I_>7'3}ﬁ:0 ;

can be deduced directly from cb?é}h:o , by restriction to g;, and corestriction to g.

Similarly, specialising A to 0 the right-hand side of (&) yields two mutually
T By

adjoint morphisms F[[G]] ——="» F[[G*]]”* and U(g"*)*” % U(g) which

in turn defines one single morphism of formal Poisson groups ¢ : Gt,, — G

cop

where now G¢,, denotes the co-opposite formal Poisson group to G* — i.e., with

same product but opposite Poisson structure. This goes along with its associated
morphism of Lie bialgebras d¢_ : g,, — @ . In short, we have pairs of morphisms

while the morphism of Lie bialgebras d¢} : gi —— g

G —2sG, G—2sG and g, —"og,

cop

*

A=
gcop—R> g (514)

of formal Poisson groups and of Lie bialgebras, respectively.

Second, we consider the case of a p-comatrix p for a given QFSHA F;[[G]], with
dual QUEA Uj(g). In this case, there exist Hopf algebra morphisms as in (5.11]),
which are pairwise mutually adjoint due to Theorem

Acting as before, specialising i to 0 we find that the semiclassical limits of these
(quantum) morphisms eventually define two pairs of morphisms
G LG [N and g, %g g mp_g)g (5.15)
op ) op ) cop :

cop

of formal Poisson groups and of Lie bialgebras, respectively.

Third, to compare the two constructions, assume that, given mutually dual quan-
tum groups Uy(g) and Fj[[G]], we pick a single element R = p, thought of simul-
taneously as an R-matrix for U(g) and as a p—comatrix for Fj[[G]], much in the
spirit of Proposition 22277 and Theorem 22212 Then morphisms as in (5.14) and
(5.I3) are defined: but in addition, directly by Theorem (E.2.7 we get at once that

br =Y, » =%,  and  dép =dyy, do, = dy,
If one works instead with quasi-R-matrices and quasi— p—comatrices, the roles of

G and G* are reversed, but for the rest the analysis is entirely similar (so we may be
more sketchy). Therefore, assume we have dual quantum groups Uy(g) and F,[[G]] .
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Given a quasi-R-matrix R for F;[[G]], the Hopf algebra morphisms in Theorem
.32 give rise (through their semiclassical limit) to two pairs of morphisms

PR PR dol, %
Gop —2= G, Gegp —2= G and  gop —=2 0", Geop ——=g" (5.16)

of formal Poisson groups and of Lie bialgebras, respectively.

Similarly, if p is a quasi—g—comatrix for Uy(g), the Hopf algebra morphisms in
Theorem [5.3.4] define (via their semiclassical limit) two pairs of morphisms

¥ ¢, g a7,
Gop—=G*, Geop——G* and  gop——0", Geop—— 9" (5.17)

of formal Poisson groups and of Lie bialgebras, respectively.

Finally, if R = p — in the spirit of Proposition 2227 more precisely like in
Theorem [B.3.6] — then Theorem [(.3.6] gives at once

ol = g; L b=, and gt = dﬂ , do, = dy

Studying in depth all the morphisms introduced above seems to be quite an in-
teresting problem; we cannot, however, cope with in the present paper — we just
finish with a comparison with previous results.

Assume we have an R—matrix R for a given QUEA Uy(g), whose dual QFSHA
is F[[G]] := Up(g)". Tt is well-known that the “semiclassical limit” of R, that is

R — 1®2

= (mod h), is in turn a “classical r—matrix” for the Lie bialgebra g.

Then Lie bialgebra morphisms gzp¢—i> g and gzop@—r> g are defined directly
through r itself — with no need of R, nor of Uy(g), nor F;[[G]], cf. [CP], §2.1, or
[Mj], §8.1. Tracking the various constructions involved — in particular, the functor
Fi[[G]] = Fi[[G]]Y =: Us(g*) — by direct comparison one immediately sees that

= doy and ¢, = doy

In particular, we get that the morphisms d(bj; depend on r alone, rather than on 'R,
hence the same is true for the morphisms (]571: ; indeed, both facts can also be easily
proved by direct inspection. Similarly, one can prove, via direct analysis again, or by
a duality argument from the previous result, that the morphisms 1/13[ and dw;t depend

_ 2
only on the “classical p—comatrix” py 1= P . (mod h) alone, rather than on p.
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