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ON THE STRUCTURE AND REPRESENTATION THEORY OF
¢-DEFORMED CLIFFORD ALGEBRAS

WILLIE ABOUMRAD AND TRAVIS SCRIMSHAW

ABSTRACT. We provide a generalized definition for the quantized Clifford algebra intro-
duced by Hayashi using another parameter k that we call the twist. For a field of character-
istic not equal to 2, we provide a basis for our quantized Clifford algebra, show that it can be
decomposed into rank 1 components, and compute its center to show it is a classical Clifford
algebra over the group algebra of a product of cyclic groups of order 2k. In addition, we
characterize the semisimplicity of our quantum Clifford algebra in terms of the semisimplic-
ity of a cyclic group of order 2k and give a complete set of irreducible representations. We
construct morphisms from quantum groups and explain various relationships between the
classical and quantum Clifford algebras. By changing our generators, we provide a further
generalization to allow k£ to be a half integer, where we recover certain quantum Clifford
algebras introduced by Fadeev, Reshetikhin, and Takhtajan as a special case.

1. INTRODUCTION

Clifford algebras (over C) are a certain class of superalgebras defined by a universal prop-
erty involving a symmetric bilinear form (equivalently a quadratic form) that appear natu-
rally in the study of particle systems to describe fermionic creation and annihilation opera-
tors. We build a Clifford algebra C1(V @& V*) by taking an n dimensional vector space V' and
its algebraic dual V* to be maximal isotropic subspaces under the natural symmetric bilinear
form defined by ¢} (v;) = §;; for dual bases {¢;}7_, and {¢;}I; of V and V* respectively.
We can also form the (s)pin group, which is the universal cover of the (special) orthogonal
group and is used to describe the symmetries of fermions, from the Clifford algebra. By
taking n — oo in a suitable way, we arrive at the (fermionic) Fock space that is used to
define representations of the infinite rank general linear Lie algebra gl and the affine gen-
eral linear Lie algebra gA[n through the boson-fermion correspondence. More precisely, this
comes from the spinor representation of the Clifford algebra C1(V @& V*) that is constructed
on the exterior algebra AV, which is the unique (up to isomorphism) simple module of a
Clifford algebra. Taking V' to be the natural gl, representation, the exterior power /\k V is
the irreducible fundamental representation V' (Ay) of gl,. Given the relation with the spin
group, we also obtain representations of the special orthogonal Lie algebra so,,, with a slight
dependency on the parity of n. See, e.g., [FH91] for more details.

There is a g-deformation of the representation theory of a Lie algebra g through its
corresponding (Drinfel’d-Jimbo) quantum group U,(g). We refer the reader to standard
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textbooks such as [CP94, Jan96, Kas95] for more information. There are analogous ¢-
deformations of the exterior algebra that have been used to construct U,(g)-representations,
such as [DF94, Hay90, JMMO91, JMO00, KMS95, Kwol4, LT96]. One interesting develop-
ment is the relationship between the global crystal basis, in the sense of Kashiwara [Kas90,
Kas91], and Hecke algebras at roots of unity first conjectured by Lascoux, Leclerc, and Thi-
bon [LLT96] and later proven by Ariki [Ari96]. Some additional recent developments can be
found in [Ger19].

In this paper, we focus on the construction of a g-deformation of the Clifford algebra
given by Hayashi [Hay90] that we call the quantum Clifford algebra. In [Kwol4], Kwon uses
the quantum Clifford algebra that is attributed to Hayashi, but the presentation is slightly
different. Indeed, the dimensions of the two algebras are different, although this is done to
account for the difference in the quantum groups used in their constructions. In this paper,
we generalize these constructions to have a second parameter k that we call the twist; the
case k = 1 was used in [Kwol4] while the case k = 2 in [Hay90]. Furthermore, since the
Clifford algebra construction works over an arbitrary field k of chararacteristic not equal to
2, we work at this level of generality.! We denote the rank n and twist & quantum Clifford
algebra as Cl,(n, k), where ¢ € k \ {0}.

In order to work with these algebras, we first construct a basis (Theorem 3.4) analogous to
the usual Clifford algebra basis through a series of reduction rules to a standard form. This
allows us to show the dimension of Cl,(n, k) is equal to (8%)™ (Corollary 3.5). This recovers
the remark at the end of [Hay90] due to M. Takeuchi about the dimension of Cl,(n,2) over
C. In Section 6, we expand this remark to our level of generality provided we have all 2kth
roots of unity in k. Using our basis, we are then able to compute the center of Cl,(n, k) as
the group algebra k[Z3,] of a product of cyclic groups of order 2k (Theorem 3.12). We also
extend the morphisms from a quantum group (Proposition 3.17) given in [Hay90].

Since the quantum Clifford algebra is a superalgebra (that is, it has a Zs-grading), we can
decompose it into a signed tensor product of rank 1 Clifford algebras, so

Cl,(n, k) = Cly(1,k) ® Cly(1,k) ® --- ® Cly(1, k),

analogous to the classical case. However, it will be useful to decompose this as a usual tensor
product of algebras (Theorem 3.10),

Cl,(n, k) = Cly(1, k) ® Cly(1, k) @ - - - ® Cl,(1, k),

which is also analogous to the classical case. Following the classical case, we construct this
isomorphism by introducing a quantum analog of the volume element. The volume element of
the usual Clifford algebra is an important element as it can be used to prove Bott periodicity,
as explained in [ML90, Prop. 3.5, Thm. 3.7]. It also has important representation-theoretic
implications as it can be used to classify irreducible representations of any Clifford algebra;
see [ML90, Prop.5.9, 5.10]. In spin geometry, the volume element gives any Dirac bundle a
Zo-grading [ML90, Ch. 6], and in relativistic quantum mechanics, it is used to define chirality
for spinors [TEFV20].

While Cl,(n, k) behaves much like its classical counterpart, there are a number of impor-
tant distinctions coming from the existence of a nontrivial center. The first is that Cl,(n, k)

Modifications can be made for the characteristic 2 case, but the situation is drastically different.
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is no longer a simple algebra, but its semisimplicity is tied directly to the semisimplicity
of its center (Theorem 4.6). This is a reflection of the fact that Cl,(n, k) could be seen as
a classical Clifford algebra over its center. This also allows us to construct all irreducible
representations, which we can easily characterize when we have all 2kth roots of unity in k
(Proposition 4.1 and Theorem 4.5). Although our given proof uses the explicit structure from
our basis and the (unsigned) tensor product decomposition. Moreover, our construction of
the irreducible representations uses the braided exterior algebra of [BZ05], which is equivalent
to the natural generalization of Hayashi’s construction [Hay90] on the usual exterior algebra
but is better behaved when taking tensor products of quantum group representations.

Next, by observing the relations, we note that almost all relations can be defined when k €
%Z>0. We extend to this case by slightly changing our generating set in Section 5, which leads
to analogous results in the half twist cases. In particular, we show that the quantum Clifford
algebra can recover the usual Clifford algebra when k = % (Theorem 5.3). Furthermore, it
becomes easy to see that this is the quantum Clifford algebra construction given by Ding and
Frenkel [DF94] based upon the FRT construction [RTF89]. Thus, we show that our family
of quantum Clifford algebras encompasses the seemingly different constructions of [DF94]
and [Hay90].

Let us discuss an application of our results to quantized skew Howe duality, which is a
relationship between commutating actions of a quantum group and (a coideal subalgebra of)
a possibly different quantum group on a braided exterior algebra [CKM14, LZZ11, QS19,
ST19]. The skew U,(gl,) ® U,(gl,,)-duality [Abo22b, Theorem 3.19] (resp. skew U,(02,) ®
U, (50,,)-duality [Abo22a, Theorem 3.19]) relies on embeddings of U, (gl,,) and U,(gl,,) (resp.
Uy(502,) and U, (s0,,)) into Cly(nm,1). These embeddings leverage the structure theorem
3.10 in order to define quantum group actions on certain tensor products of modules.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some facts and properties of the
classical Clifford algebra. In Section 3, we prove a number of structural properties of the
quantum Clifford algebra. In Section 4, we discuss the representation theory of the quantum
Clifford algebra. In Section 5, we discuss the half twist cases of the quantum Clifford algebra.
In Section 6, we generalize the remark of Takeuchi in [Hay90].
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2. BACKGROUND: CLASSICAL CLIFFORD ALGEBRAS

In this section we define the classical Clifford algebra and recall some of its basic properties.
Every algebra considered here is unital and associative unless otherwise stated. We fix a
field k of characteristic different from 2 and compute all tensor products over k. We denote
by ¢, a primitive r-th root of unity in k (assuming it exists); so ¢, = e*™/" with i = /—1
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in C. We use Z, = Z/rZ to denote the (cyclic) group of integers modulo r under +, and
let e; denote the jth standard basis vector in Z". For any ring R, we let R* denote its
group of units. We use {A, B} (resp. [4, B],) to denote the algebra anticommutator (resp.
g-commutator) of A and B:

{A, B} = AB + BA, [A, B], = AB — ¢ BA.

Definition 2.1 ([GW09, Def. 6.1.1]). Let W be a vector space over k equipped with a
symmetric bilinear form 5. A Clifford algebra for (W, ) is an associative k-algebra C1(W, )
and a linear map v: W — CI(W, §) satisfying the following conditions:

(i) {v(v),y(w)} = B(v,w) for every v,w € W.
(ii) v(W) generates C1(WW, B) as an algebra.
(iii) (Universal Property) Given any unital associative k-algebra A with a linear map
p: W — A such that {¢(v), o(w)} = B(v,w), there exists an algebra homomorphism
p: CI(W,5) — A such that ¢ = @ o~. In other words, there is an algebra map ¢
making the following diagram commute.

Ww—— A

A
’Yl es
P

ClLW, B)

From the universal property, Clifford algebras are unique (up to isomorphism) for the pair
(W, B), and so we call CI(W, 3) the Clifford algebra of (W, 3). We can explicitly construct
it as a quotient of the tensor algebra T(W) = @, _, W™ modulo the ideal generated by
elements of the form v ® v — 5(v, v)1rw). Hence, the natural Z-grading on T'(W) descends
to a Zy-grading, making CI(W, 8) a superalgebra. The exterior algebra is when f = 0 and is
denoted A\(W') = CI(WW,0), and it is supercommutative.

In this work, we mostly consider Clifford algebras for spaces of the form V & V*, where
V* := Homy(V, k) is the usual algebraic dual of V. We equip V & V* with the symmetric
bilinear form S resulting from the duality pairing between V' and V*:

B((v,f), (w,h)) = f(w)+ h(v), v,weV, ffhe V" (2.1)

Hence V and V* are maximal isotropic subspaces with respect to [; that is, they are La-
grangian subspaces of V' @ V*. For simplicity, we write CI(V & V*) = C(V & V*, ). We
will work in a fixed basis {¢,}7_, for V, and let {¢;}}_; denote the dual basis in V*. Then
the 1, and v} satisfy the canonical anticommutation relations

¢awb + %% = w;w; + @D;@DZ = 07
¢a7vbl>: + w;¢a = 5ab-

Recall that C1(V @ V*) is a central simple algebra, and therefore it has a unique irreducible
representation called the spinor representation, up to isomorphism. See, e.g., [Bum04,
Thm. 31.1], [Knu91, Ch. IV], [Lam05, Ch. 5], or [O’M00, Ch. V] for details. The irre-
ducible Cl(V & V*)-module may be realized on the exterior algebra A (V') by imposing that
Y7 - 1pv) = 05 equivalently, this is C1(V @ V*)/J*, where J* is the left ideal generated by V*.

(2.2)
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We conclude this section by constructing an isomorphism
I'y: CLVaVHE" = Cl(VeW)d (Ve W),

with m = dim W that we will generalize to the quantum setting in the sequel. For each r =
1,...,n, define the volume or chirality element of the subalgebra Cl(k" & (k")*) C Cl(V& V™)
by

fr= W] [, ] (2.3)

This name comes from rewriting Relation (2.3) as

fr=6 €y,
where
€251 = ¢; — ¢j and €25 = ¢; + %’ (24)

(cf. [MLI0]) since ez 1695 = [1)5,1}]. The ¢; correspond to the (standard) orthonormal basis
of k" with the bilinear form defined by (2.1), which becomes a diagonal bilinear form ¢ in
this basis so that C1I(V & V*) = Cl(k®", §) (see Relation (6.2) and Relation (6.3) for a precise
example). Hence, f, is the volume element in the corresponding exterior algebra A (k?").
Contrast this with 1;, 1%, which define an isotropic basis of k™ @ (k™)* with the polarized
bilinear form of (2.1).

In this context we use the volume element to construct a superalgebra isomorphism ex-
pressing a tensor product of Clifford algebras as another Clifford algebra. This map is
motivated by [Wenl2, Lemma 1.2].

Proposition 2.2. Suppose V' and W are k-vector spaces with dimV = n and dimW = m.
Let ¢, denote either 1, or k. There is a superalgebra isomorphism T'y: CI(V & V*)®™ —
Cl(VeW)a (Ve W) satisfying

1@ ®p, - ®@1— 7(]‘_1)n¢a+(j—1)n7
where on the left ¢, appears in the jth tensor factor of CI(V & V*)@™.

Remark 2.3. As the Clifford algebra is a superalgebra, clearly CI(V & W, 51 @ () =
CI(V, 51) ® CI(W, ), with ® denoting the graded (or signed) tensor product of superalge-
bras. Furthermore, there is a natural superalgebra structure on CI(V & V*)®™ using the
ordinary tensor product, but the product structure is reflecting the fact that Clifford alge-
bras are not supercommutative. In particular, the volume elements f, introduce signs when
appropriate.

3. QUANTIZED CLIFFORD ALGEBRAS

In this section we prove structural properties of the quantum Clifford algebra. To begin,
we provide a generalized definition of the quantized Clifford algebra. The first main result
in this section is an explicit basis in Theorem 3.4 proven by giving a reduction algorithm.
Our other main result is computing the center in Theorem 3.12. This computation relies on
the tensor product factorization of Theorem 3.10, the quantum analog of Proposition 2.2,
and the construction a quantum volume element, which enjoys many of the same properties
as its classical counterpart.
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Definition 3.1. Choose ¢ € k* and let n, k € Z~g. The quantum Clifford algebra Cl,(n, k)
of rank n and twist k is the associative k-algebra generated by v, 1, w,, and w;?!, for
a € {1,...,n}, subject to the relations

—1

Walp = WpWa, Wew, =1,

wathy = " Pywa, watlh = ¢ Yhwa,

Vathy + pthe = 0, Yoty + by =0, (3.1)
Yty + q"Ustha = w ", Yty + ¢ e = Wy,

Yoy + Ypthe =0 if a # b.

The parameter n refers to the number of pairs of (wj,w;) generators, so we have only
defined a quantum analog for the even dimensional Clifford algebra Cl(k™ & (k™)*). The
case k = 2 was given by Hayashi [Hay90] and the k£ = 1 version was utilized by Kwon [Kwo14].

The defining relations imply that

(qwa)* = (qwa) ™" = (¢" — ¢ ")ty we = wy = (¢" — )t (3.2)
When ¢?* # 1, we obtain an alternative presentation of Cl,(n, k) using Relation (3.2) by
replacing the ¢=*-commutor relations for 1, and ¥ with

(qwa)" — (qwa) ™ Wk — Wk
WV, = : o= e 3.3
Yat) — Vi, = = (3.3)
Notice there is a Z"-grading on Cl,(n, k) defined by
deg(1,) = €q, deg(v)) = —eq, deg(w,) = 0. (3.4)

This naturally yields a Z-grading (by the linear map e, — 1 € Z for all a) and a Zy-grading
(by eq — 1 € Zy), so Cly(n, k) is a superalgebra.

3.1. Basis. We construct a series of reduction rules by manipulating the defining relations.
We then obtain bases for Cl,(n, k) using these reduction rules.

Lemma 3.2. The following identities hold in Cly(n, k).

wa o= q_%%, (35)
¢* 2k _ w 3.6
= (¢** + Dy — ¢**wit. (3.7)

Proof. The defining relations imply 92 = (¢¥)* = 0. In addition, they imply

¢awgk = %(%ﬁ + qk¢z¢a) = qk¢aw*wa = qkwa( kb — k¢aw2) - qzkwawf
Multiplying both sides on the right by ¢~%*w* yields Relation (3.5). Similarly, we calculate
that

bawy = Vi (Yaty + 4 Pia) = Vithatty = U5 (wi* — ¢ Pive) = Yiwi .
This implies Relation (3.6). Applying Relations (3.2) and (3.5) yields
Wyt = ( ¢ e = (0" = aTUaws’ = ¢ (wit - wwrt

q q2kw3k
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Solving for w;* yields Relation (3.7). O

1

We can use Relation (3.7) to express w, ' as a polynomial in k[w,], since it is equivalent

to

wiF — (1 + ¢ w2+ ¢ =0. (3.8)
Thus, the quantum Clifford algebra is generated by the 3n generators 1, ¥}, w,, for a =
1,...,n. Notice that if ¢°* = 1, Relation (3.8) factors as

(w2 —1)2 =0. (3.9)
Lemma 3.3. The following relations hold in Cl,(n,k):
Vatba = q"wy — ¢"Yat;, Vathitba = ¢ bawsy,
Valatbatly = VatlaWe, Vatatly = Vawh,

we' = (1= g )hattywy + a7
Proof. We obtain the last relation as follows:
Wit = Yaiwr+q el = Yatiwh +q7 (g 0 =g Wk = (1—q ) atiwh +q 7
The remaining identities follow immediately from the defining relations (3.1). U

We construct a basis of Cl,(n,k) by considering a normal ordering of the generators
analogous to the standard basis for the classical Clifford algebra.

Theorem 3.4. Consider the set B of monomials

[T wse () ®ewre,

a=1

where pa,d, € {0,1} and v, € {0,1,...,2k —1}. Then B is a basis of Cl,(n, k).

Proof. Clearly B contains 1 and the generators of Cl,(n, k). Thus, we need to show that
B is linearly independent and closed under multiplication. Together with Lemma 3.3, the
g- and skew-commuting relations show that B is closed under multiplication. Indeed, these
are a set of rewriting rules to reduce any product of generators into a linear combination of
elements in B. Furthermore, note that we cannot apply the rewriting rules to any element
of B (after having chosen an order on the elements ,, ¥}, w,). Hence, we just need to show
B is linearly independent.

To show the linear independence, we need to show that the result of the rewriting rules
is unique and that they undo the application of any of the defining relations. The latter
property is clear (the only non-trivial one is the g-commutor relations between 1, and ¥).
The uniqueness is a straightforward argument using the diamond lemma. U

Observe that the linear independence of the monomials in B does not depend on the
particular order of the factors we chose in Theorem 3.4; other orderings are possible and in
fact they all differ by a power of ¢ and a sign with the exception of 9}1),. For the replacement
Vb > ¥h,, we simply use the alternative reduction rule 1,1 = w* — g Fr1h,.

We immediately obtain the dimension of Cl,(n, k) from Theorem 3.4.
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Corollary 3.5. We have
dim Cl,(n, k) = (8k)".

Now notice that when ¢?* = 1, Relation (3.9) implies that w?* = 1. We can also see this
from the defining relations as

Vath + ¢ Yihy = Wit = WP

since ¢* = ¢7% = +1. Conversely, when ¢** # 1, we can construct another basis that
demonstrates we have a commutative algebra of dimension (4k)"™ generated by wy, ..., w,.

Theorem 3.6. Suppose ¢** # 1. Consider the set B of monomials

TT wne () ewse,
a=1
with pa,d, € {0,1} and v, € {0,1,...,4k — 1}, satisfying the following conditions for all a:
(1) pa+dy <2,
(2) Vg < k Z.fpa_‘_dazl-
Then B' is a basis of Cly(n, k).
We provide two proofs of Theorem 3.6. The first uses a series of reduction rules. It is

analogous to the proof of Theorem 3.4. The second uses an explicit invertible change-of-basis
map.

Proof: Reduction rules. The reduction rules are given by Lemma 3.2, the defining skew-
commuting and g-commuting relations, and

k, 3k _ —k k k( 2k, 2k
* qgwW, —q "W, wa(q W — 1)
%% = qk — q_k = qgk 1 ’ (310&)
2%, |k 2% 3k 2%
* q wa(l_wa ) q wa(l_wa )
¢awa = qk o q_k = q2k o 1 Y (310b)
which are obtained from Relation (3.3) by removing w,* using Relation (3.7). The remainder
of the proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 3.4. U

Proof: Change-of-basis. We will construct an invertible linear map from B from Theorem 3.4
to B'. Consider a monomial [/'_, ¥P*(1*)%w? in B. It belongs to B’ if and only if p, +
d, < 2 for all a, so we need only consider the case when p, + d, = 2 for some a. Using
Equation (3.10a), we can rewrite

2k y3htva _ k+va

*  Va __ q wa
wa@DaWQ - q2k _ 1

If 0 <w, <k, this is an element of B’ with inverse image
Wit = g7 ((¢* = Daiwss +wh™) € B.
Otherwise we have k < v, < 2k, and so we may apply Relation (3.8) to obtain
o q2kw2a—k((1 + g )Wk - q—2k) — Wkt et g2k vk

_ _ /
%%% - qgk _ 1 - qgk _ 1 S B .
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In this case, the inverse maps to
WA = (P = 1)t + g P € B,
where u, = v, — k and 0 < u, < vg. O

We note that there is a commutative subalgebra C,(n, k) of dimension (4k)" in Cl,(n, k)
generated by (w,, ¥, | a =1,...,n) regardless of whether ¢?* = 1. Theorem 3.6 says that
when ¢** # 1, the subalgebra C,(n, k) is isomorphic to

klwi, ..., wn]/ (@I — (1 + ¢ + 72w — (14 ¢ ) 4 ). (3.11)
Contrast this with the case ¢?* = 1, where this commutative subalgebra is isomorphic to
Klwr, 01, - ooy oy ] /(@2 — 1,7 — b, w2 — 1,02 — nawh) (3.12)

under the map w, — w, and 1, — Y,%. We can compute a Grobner basis for the ideal
in (3.12) with respect to degree reverse lexicographic order by taking its generators and
adding 73 — n, for all @ = 1,...,n. While not immediate, it turns out the commutative
algebras are in fact isomorphic as we will see below.

The bases in Theorem 3.4 and Theorem 3.6 have been implemented in SAGEMATH by the
second author.

3.2. Structure Theorem. We construct a quantum analog of the isomorphism I'y defined
in Proposition 2.2. The (anti)commutators

{wm w;} = (1 - qk)%@bz + qkw§> [wm w;] = (1 + qk)%@bz - qkw§> (313)

will play an important role in many calculations in this section. Clearly {t,, %} # 0, 1 for all
q € k*. We first show that the anticommutators are nontrivial central elements. This does
not have a classical analog as the classical anticommutation relations state {14, ¢¥}} = 1.
Let Z,(n,k) := Z(Cl,(n,k)) denote the center of Cl,(n,k). The next result follows from a
straightforward computation, left as an exercise to the reader, using the reduction rules of
Lemma 3.3.

Lemma 3.7. For each a = 1,...,n, the anticommutator {i,, %} belongs to Z,(n, k) and

{Ya, 92} = 1.

We need quantum analogs of the volume elements defined by Relation (2.3). We proceed

exactly as in the classical case. For each r = 1,...,n, the quantum volume or chirality
element f, of the subalgebra Cl,(r, k) C Cl,(n, k) is given by
fr= 0, 1] - [, 07 (3.14)

Like in the classical case, we can express each volume element as a product of standardized
coordinates:

Jr=¢€1-" €,
with €; given by the same formulae as in Relation (2.4). The standardized coordinates in
Cl,(n, k) are a quantum analog of a basis of k" = k™ @ (k™)* where the defining bilinear
form is diagonal, but they do not satisfy {€,, €,} = du. Nevertheless, the anticommutators
{€q, €} are still central; this follows from an easy calculation left as an exercise to the reader.
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Proposition 3.8. Let €y,..., €, denote the standardized coordinates of Cl,(n,k) defined
using formulae as in Relation (2.4). Then

{Eav 6b} = €q€p T €Ep€q = 25ab{w[a/21 ) wFa/ﬂ}
is central in Cly(n, k).

Next we prove a quantum analog of [ML90, Prop. 3.3|, obtaining some relations involving
fr. We note that many of the signs there vanish here because f, is the product of an even
number of factors.

Proposition 3.9. Let f, denote a quantum volume element in Cl,(n, k) as defined in (3.14).
Let ¢, denote either v, or ;.

o Ifa>r, then ¢, fr = frdq and w.f, = frw,.
o Ifa<r, then ¢.f, = —frdq.
o Foranyr,s <n, we have f,.fs = fsf, and frz =1

Proof. The anticommutation relations imply ¢, commutes with [iy,1;] whenever a # b. In
addition, combining Relation (3.13) with Lemma 3.3 implies

(o, Yaltha = (1 + ¢ )Watlita — ¢ bay = ¢"1buty
= —1q ((1 + qk>¢aw2 - qkwk) = _wa[¢a7 wZ]
A similar calculation shows that [i,, ¥i]YF = —i*[i),, ¥*]. This means @, f. = frdq if

a > r and ¢.f, = —fr¢, if a < r. The remaining relations follow from straightforward

calculations. O

We are now ready to construct an isomorphism I'y: Cl,(n, k)®™ — Cl,(nm, k), obtaining
the quantum analog of Proposition 2.2. Much like its classical counterpart Cl (k™ & (k™)*),
the quantum Clifford algebra Cl,(n, k) is a superalgebra: it is equipped with the Z,-grading
associated to the Z"-grading of (3.4). Therefore, the considerations in Remark 2.3 also apply
here. In particular, there is a natural isomorphism Cl,(nm, k) = Cl,(n, k) ® --- ® Cl,(n, k).
However, using the ordinary tensor product here helps us factor quantum group actions on
tensor products of modules through Cl,(nm, k), e.g., as in [Abo22b, Abo22al. As in the
classical case, our isomorphism relies on the volume elements f, to compensate that we
are using the ordinary tensor product instead of the superalgebra tensor product: the f.
introduce signs where needed.

Theorem 3.10. Let ¢, denote either i, or . Then the map T',: Cl,(n, k)®™ — Cl,(nm, k)
defined by

1@ ®Pa® - @1 fj—1)nPat(j—1)n and
1®"'®Wa®"'®1'_>Wa+(j—1)n7

is an isomorphism of Z"™-graded algebras. The inverse T'[': Clg(nm, k) — Clg(n, k)®™ is
defined by

Pat(mtyn = [n® R [, QP R1®--- @1 and
Wat(j-1)n 1R Qwa ®--- Q1.
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In particular, Ti(1® -+ @ ¢ap @ -+ - @ 1) = Pas(j-1)nPor(j—1)n- In all cases ¢a, Godp, and w,
appear in the jth tensor factor of Cl,(n, k)®™.

Proof. Let ¢, ; denote the tensor product 1®---® ¢, ®---® 1 with ¢, appearing in the jth
tensor factor. First note that I', maps each Cl,(n, k) factor homomorphically into Cl,(nm, k).
In particular, whenever a # b, Proposition 3.9 implies

Fq(¢a7j)rq(¢b,j) = fg 1) Cba—i- (-1 n¢b+ G-1n (Cbb]) Q(¢a7j)~
In addition, for any a, b, Proposition 3.9 implies
Ty(@a ) Tg(U,5)Tq(Wa) ™" = fli—1ynat(i-n Wbt (i-1nWi -1y = 4" Ta(¥5),
and
Ib(ﬁbg)rb(wZJ)4‘qikrh(¢’ ) ¢by {¢%+-J 1n>¢b+g n } ::Qujfg—lyL::IQ(WaJ)¢h

Next notice I'; indeed defines an algebra map on Cl,(n, k)®™. Without loss of generality,
suppose that j < k. Proposition 3.9 implies f(;_), commutes with ¢y, 1), and Wyt (k—1)n-
Thus for any a, b,

Ly(0a,)Tq(0.k) = = fii—0mf—1nPat G- 1)nPore—1)n = Lq(@6,6)L¢(@ax) and
Ly(9a,1)lq(wWb 1) = Wot(k—1)nf(i-1)nPat(i—1)n = Lg(wb 1) Tg(Paj)-

We conclude by showing I'; is an isomorphism with inverse Fq_l. It suffices to show that
I'yo Fq_l and Fq_l oI, coincide with appropriate identity maps on a set of generators. To this

end, notice that if the commutator appears in the jth factor of 1 ® -+ ® [¢,, ¥} @ - - ® 1,
then

Fq(l K- ® W’aa @b:;] Q@ 1) = f(2j—1)n[¢a+(j—1)n’ ¢2+(j—1)n] = [¢a+(j—1)n’ ¢2+(j—1)"]

because T, is an algebra map and f? = 1 by Proposition 3.9. Since f,, = [¢1,¥7] - - - [¥n, V7],
we see that

FQOF (¢G+J1 qun® ®fn®¢a®1® ®1)

H(H a+] 1n’wa+9 1) }) .f(] 1n¢a+] 1)n
k= a=1

1
f2] n¢a+J 1)n
Pa+

b

and similarly I'; o F;l(waJr(j_l)n) = Fq(ww) Wa+(j—1)n- Hence F is in fact a right inverse
of I',. Similar calculations show Fq_l also inverts I';, on the left. O

The following structure result is a special case of Theorem 3.10.

Corollary 3.11. There is an isomorphism of Z"-graded algebras
Cl,(n, k) = Cl,(1, k)®"™.
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3.3. The center of a quantum Clifford algebra. As we saw in Lemma 3.7, the anticom-
mutators {1,, ¥} are nontrivial central elements that are square roots of unity. We now
construct their kth roots in Cl,(n, k) and show that these roots generate the center Z,(n, k)
of Cl,(n, k).

Theorem 3.12. We have
Zy(n, k) 2 K[Zop] @ - - - @ k[Zoi] = k[Z33,].

In particular, Z,(n, k) is generated by the order 2k elements

Ra = (Waq — (q - 1)¢a¢ZW§+1> (315)
fora=1,...,n. Moreover, dim Z,(n, k) = (2k)" and each z, satisfies
Dby + Wi, = 2. (3.16)

We first show that the elements z, are in the center, and we write their powers explicitly
in terms of our basis from Theorem 3.4.

Lemma 3.13. The elements z, defined in Theorem 3.12 are central in Cly(n,k) and they
satisfy

2o =q'wy — (¢ — DY iwy ™ (3.17)
In particular, 2% = {1, ¥}, so 22k = 1.

Proof. That z, is central is a straightforward computation showing it commutes with all
of the generators of Cl,(n, k) using the reduction rules. Relation (3.17) is a straightfor-
ward calculation using induction on 7. That z¥ = {4,,%?} is immediate from comparing
Relation (3.13) with Relation (3.17) with r = k. The last claim is Lemma 3.7. O

Proof of Theorem 3.12. Using the decomposition of Corollary 3.11, it is sufficient to show
the claim for Cl, (1, k); that is, Z,(1, k) = k[Zag].

We will show the central elements 21, ..., 27 constitute a basis of Z,(1,k). The elements
21, ..., 2% are linearly independent because the elements

2k—1 2k—1
17w17"'7w1 ,@Dl'@bi,?ﬂl?ﬂf&)l,...,wlwrwl

are linearly independent by Theorem 3.4. Hence the subalgebra generated by z; is central
and isomorphic to k[Zg| by Lemma 3.13. To show there is nothing else in the center,
consider an arbitrary central element ¢ € Z,(1, k). In what follows we omit the subscript 1
on Cl,(1, k) generators for brevity. Using Theorem 3.4, we write

2k—1 2k—1 2k—1 2k—1

C = Z ajwj + 'QD Z bjwj + w* Z cjwj + 'Qb'l/f* Z djwj
j=0 j=0 j=0 j=0
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for some constants a;,b;,c;,d; € k. By direct computation using the reduction rules, we
have

2k—1 2k—1 2k—1

0=[C¢] =Y (¢ = Daj+ @djr) & + D ¢ ew’ — g Y (7 + Degu,
j=0 Jj=0 Jj=0
2k—1 2k—1 2k—1

0=[¢o =0 ((¢7 =Dy +djr) o =" Y b+ q* ™ Y (g7 7" + Db,
j=0 J=0

J

i
o

2%—1 k-1 ko1
D b = (b bykg ) + (1= 7)Y by,
=0 =0 =0

where we take the indices modulo 2k. Therefore, by Lemma 3.2 and linear independence
from Theorem 3.4, we must have b; = ¢; = 0 for all j. Furthermore, we must have d; = (¢77 —
1)ak+;. This means there are at most 2k degrees of freedom, which yields dim (Z,(1, k)) < 2k
and the claim follows. O

We comment on two consequences of Theorem 3.12. The first is revealed by Rela-
tion (3.16). We may view Cl,(n, k) as a classical Clifford algebra CI(R" & (R*)"), albeit
with a slightly rescaled pairing, over the group ring R = k[z1, ..., z,] = k[Z},], once we
relax the vector space requirement in Definition 2.1 to admit more general (free) modules
over commutative rings. This interpretation elucidates the conclusion of Theorem 3.12: the
classical Clifford algebra is simple, so the only central elements in Cl,(n, k) can be the scalars
k[Z3,] in the base ring. This also yields that C,(n, k) (see (3.11) and (3.12)) are isomorphic
for any value of ¢ € k* as C,(n, k) = R & R(yny7, ..., ¥,0)). The second consequence is
revealed by Relation (3.15): the center belongs to the degree 0 component of Cl,(n, k) under
the Z™-grading given in Relation (3.4).

3.4. Quantum Clifford (anti-)involutions. We define some (anti-)involutions on the
quantum Clifford algebra Cl,(n,k) that are quantum analogs of (anti-)involutions of the
classical Clifford algebra. For example, we define quantum analogs of the transpose and
conjugation maps.

First recall Cl,(n, k) is a superalgebra, and so there is the grade involution a on Cl,(n, k)
defined by

wa = _wav ¢Z = _¢Z7 Wa 7 Wa, q+—q.
When the twist & is even, we could also define a variant a by having w, — —w, instead.
Next, we define the transpose anti-involution on Cl,(n, k) by

Vo > Va, Vi Y, wa > q W, q-q.

This is the quantum analog of the transpose on the classical Clifford algebra, and we denote
it by zt.

Proposition 3.14. The transpose is an anti-involution on Cly(n, k). Moreover, the trans-
pose commutes with the grade involution.

Proof. A direct computation shows the transpose preserves the defining relations and that
both (z')! = x and a(a') = a(z)" for all generators « € Cl,(n, k). O
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With the transpose and grade involution in hand, we may define the Clifford conjugation
on Cl,(n, k): for any = € Cl,(n, k), we set

7 = a(x).

Next, we separate the anti-involution x defined in [Hay90, Sec. 5] depending on the value
q into the product of two separate anti-involutions that do not depend on ¢. Hayashi used
the map * to make Cl,(n,k) into a x-algebra and to prove the unitarity of his Cl,(n, k)-
modules [Hay90]. The first is the anti-involution that we call the dagger map, which we
define by

Yo = Uy, vy = g, Wa F> Wa, q—q,

and denote by z' for z € Cl,(n, k). The second anti-involution is the duality map on Cl,(n, k),
which we define by

1

Yo > U2, Vi =y, wa Wyt q—q "

and denote by z¥ for € Cl;(n, k). Both the dagger and duality maps are different quantum
analogs of the natural duality anti-involution * on Cl (k™ @ (k™)*) sending ¢} <> 1,, although
arguably the dagger map is the most natural analog. We justify calling the latter map the
duality map by the relationship with the quantum group discussed below in Section 3.5.

Proposition 3.15. The grade involution, transpose, dagger, and duality maps all commute.

Proof. This is a direct computation on the generators, such as ' = 2™ for any generator
x € Cly(n, k). O

Now by composing the duality and dagger maps,we obtain the involution of Cl,(n, k) given
by
Y = Vas Yo = s Wa > W g q "
This could be said to not have a classical analog as it acts as the identity map on v, and
k. The composition of the transpose and duality maps is the involution defined by

Vo — V7, VE = Y, Wa F qWa, g q

If ¢?* = 1, then we can construct another involution & by

Y > 2, VE s 1, W ¢ ' wa, qg—q

These arise from the isomorphism of Cl (k" & (k")*) induced from k" & (k™)* = (k")* & k".

3.5. Quantum group morphisms. We provide the twist & version of [Hay90, Thm. 3.2]
through a similar direct computation.

Let U,(g, k) denote a twisted form of the Drinfel’d-Jimbo [Dri85, Jim85] quantum group,
defined as follows. Let g denote a semisimple Lie algebra and let A denote its generalized
Cartan matrix with the diagonal matrix of root lengths D = diag(dy, ..., d,) such that DA is
symmetric. Let ¢ € k be transcendental and write ¢; = ¢%. Then U,(g, k) is the associative
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k-algebra generated by the elements Ej, Fj, K;, and K; ', for i = 1,...,7, subject to the
relations:

K,K; = K;K;, KK '=K'K; =1,
KE K =gV, KK =g, " F,

KF— K"
4; —4g;
together with the g¢-Serre relations for ¢ # 7,
1—a;; 1
S { E %] XEX, X} =, (3.19)
m k
m=0 4;
In the last equality every X is either an E or an F. The g-integer is given by [n],, = qf%;{f,
the ¢-factorial is [n],! = [n],, - - - [1]4, and the ¢-binomial coefficient is defined analogously.
The following identity is often useful for verifying g¢-Serre relations when a,;; = —1:
1—a;; 1
> o= [ ;naij] " XEXG X" = (XX, — ¢ X X0) — ¢ P (XX — gf X X)X,
m=0 q;
(3.20)

Note that U,(g, k) differs from the standard U,(g) by the exponents on K; in Relation (3.18)
and the exponents on ¢; in Relations (3.18) and (3.19). In particular, we recover the standard
presentation when k£ = 1. For more information on quantum groups, we refer the reader to
one of the standard textbooks such as [CP94, Kas95, Jan96].

We need the following twist & versions of [Hay90, Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 3.16. Suppose ¢°* # 1. Let a,b,c be distinct elements of {1,...,n} and let ¢,
denote either ¢, or . The following identities hold in Cl,(n, k):

(wawb_l)k — (wawb_l)_k

[Waty, Yuiy] = p— : (3.21)
[Yathy, V3] = (awan)” — (i) (3.22)
arm a gk — gk ' :
[gbawba wZQSc]qik = W;Fk¢a¢ca (323)
k, k + —k
Yathg £ hgtha = % (3.24)

Proof. Using the defining relations, we see that

Wa%ka wb¢2] = (%ﬁ)(ﬁ%) - (ﬁ%)(wbﬁ)
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Applying Relation (3.3) then yields Relation (3.21):
* * -1 —
[wa¢b? ¢b¢a] = F

W((qwa)k — (qwa) ") (Wi — w, ) = (wa —wy ") (qus)* = (qup) ™))
o (Wawb_l)k - (wawb_l)_

- ¢ —qF
Relation (3.22) follows from a similar calculation. To establish Relation (3.24), we use
Relation (3.3):

k

Bl £ Yo = ﬁ () — (qwa)™) F (¥ — w7*)

k
= qC_I%:E 1 (qkwa + Wa_k)

_qkwéf:l:wa_k
T

Relation (3.23) is similarly easy and we omit its proof. O

If k is even or ¢ has a square root in k, we may write Relation (3.24) as the more symmetric

)t -
R S C L)) ) (3.25)

Proposition 3.17. Suppose ¢** # 1. There is an algebra homomorphism ©: U,(g, k) —
Cly(n, k) defined on generators as follows.

(1) If g = sl,, then

Ei = ¢4, Fi = 07, Ki'—>wiw,-__:1, 1=1,....,n—1.
(2) If g = s0q, then

Ei = i, Fy w07, K; = wwi i=1,....n—1,

E, — ¥, 1, F,— iy, K, — qu,_1wy.

(3) If g = s09,11 and q2 € k, there is an algebra homomorphism Uq% (g, k) — Cly(n, k)
defined on generators by
En v tn, Fo e U, Ky q2w,.

Proof. The claim follows from direct calculation. We must verify that the images Ei, ]52-, and
K; of E;, F;, and K; satisfy the relations defining U, (g, k). For starters, if ¢ < n then

& . (W) = (wiwph) ™ KF - K7
[Ez‘,Fz'] = [¢i¢i+1a¢i+1¢i] = = ¢ —qF + = ¢ — gk .
If 7,7 < nand |i—j| > 1, the canonical anticommutation relations imply [E;, E;] = 0. When

i — j| = 1, each summand in the g-Serre relation (3.19) vanishes. Since F; = 1, ¢} = EY,

this means the F} also satisfy the ¢-Serre relations.
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To prove the theorem, it remains to check that Ei,ﬁ’i, and I?Z satisfy the appropriate
relations when ¢ = n. For instance, Relation (3.25) implies

(qéwn)k - (qéwn>_k . f(zk - kz_k
k _ ~ Tk -

qz —(q qz —(q
We leave the remaining verifications as an exercise to the reader. U

[Emﬁ’n] = [@bmw;] =

k
2

(SIS

The formulas in Proposition 3.17 capture an underlying correspondence between the simple
roots of g and Cl,(n, k). Using the grading from Relation (3.4), notice that

deg(O(E:)) = e; —eiy1 and  deg(O(F;)) = —(e; — €iy1)
whenever ¢ < n. Moreover, if g = 505, we have
deg(O(E,)) = en_1+e, and deg(O(F,)) = —(en_1+ €n),
and similarly if g = 509,41 then
deg(O(FE,)) = e, and deg(O(F,)) = —e,.

To conclude, we compute the maps induced by the various (anti-)involutions defined
in Section 3.4. These become algebra and coalgebra (anti-)automorphisms on the quan-
tum group image. To begin, note that the dagger maps acts on © (U,(g, k)) as the anti-
automorphism [Hay90, Eq. (5.6)]

El = F, Fl = E, K] = K; g q.

(2

This map becomes a coalgebra automorphism of the quantum group as indicated in [Hay90,
Sec. 5.3]. Next observe that the duality map induces the dual representation: the action on
the quantum group image in Cl,(n, k) is [Hay90, Eq. (5.8)]

EY =F, FY = E; K =K, q—q

K3 3

As noted by [Hay90, Sec. 5.3|, this is an anti-(co)algebra automorphism of the quantum
group, which agrees with the fact that we need to also reverse the order of a tensor product
of representations. Finally, observe that the transpose on Cl,(n, k) becomes the star (anti-
)involution map (see, e.g., [Lus90, Kas91, Kas93]) on the quantum group image:

E; = E;, F =F Kj =K, qq,

(2

which is important in Kashiwara’s grand loop argument for crystal bases [Kas91].

4. REPRESENTATION THEORY

In this section we discuss the representation-theoretic aspects of Cl,(n, k). In particular,
Proposition 4.1 defines a collection of irreducible Cl,(n, k)-actions on the braided exterior
algebra A (k"), which is defined below, and Theorem 4.6 proves that Cl,(n, k) is semisimple
exactly when its center Z,(n, k) is semisimple. We note that only one of the Cl,(n, k)-modules
has a classical analog. In addition, we discuss a representation-theoretic implication of the
quantum volume elements defined in Relation (3.14).
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Following [BZ05], the braided exterior algebra J\ (V') is the associative algebra generated
by a basis {vy,...,v,} of V subject to the following relations:

v} =0, j=1,...,n (4.1a)
VU = —qURY;, Jj <k. (4.1b)
The elements
ol e i 0. 1
o(0) = vty o EJE{O, s (4.2)
0 otherwise,

for £ € {0,1}", form a basis of A (V). Both the classical and braided exterior algebras can
be understood as quotients of a tensor algebra modulo an ideal generated by “symmetric”
2-tensors, which are “positive” eigenvectors of appropriate braiding operators. In the clas-
sical case, the braiding operators are trivial flip maps that transpose tensor factors. In the
quantum case, braiding operators are induced by the universal R-matrix of some quantum
group [BZ05, Def. 2.1].

Recall that unlike its classical counterpart Cl (k™ & (k™)*), the quantum Clifford algebra
Cly(n, k) has a non-trivial center, which is described in Theorem 3.12. This means there
is some flexibility in defining an action of Cly(n, k) on A (k") depending on which roots of
unity are in k. There are n linearly independent central elements z, such that 22* = 1, so the
representations are naturally indexed by Z%,. In other words, there is a unique irreducible
representation for each element in the discrete subgroup Z%, C Z,(n,k). Recall that (.
denotes a primitive r-th root of unity.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose (o € k. For each p = (p1,...,pn) in Z3,, there is an irreducible
Cly(n, k) representation , on A\ (k") defined by

b ol0) = (1T 0t 4 ) (4.33)
UL () = (1) e ot — ), (4.30)
wa B> 0(0) = g~ 0(0), (4.30)

where v({ £ e,) =0 if { £ e, ¢ {0,1}". Moreover, m, and my are not isomorphic whenever
p#p.

Proof. An easy calculation shows that 7, indeed defines an action of Cl,(n, k). Each m, is
irreducible because we can obtain any basis vector v(¢) from any other by first applying a

sequence of lowering operators to obtain v(0) (up to a scalar), and then using an appropriate
sequence of raising operators. Using Relations (4.3), we see that

Tp(za)v(0) = Gi: (4 — (g — D)a) v(€) = ¢iu(0),
where z, is the central element defined in Theorem 3.12. Hence m, and 7, are distinct
representations whenever p # p'. O

Remark 4.2. We have defined the Cl,(n, k)-action directly in terms of basis vectors without
using Equation (4.1b). As such, there is no difference between defining this on A (V), A(V),
or k?" as they are all isomorphic as k-modules. Hence, the formulae defining the Cl,(n, 2)-
module 1y have appeared previously in [Hay90, Prop. 2.1], where the representation was
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defined on the usual exterior algebra A(V). Yet, the braided exterior algebra is better
behaved for taking tensor products of quantum group representations; see, e.g., [Abo22b,
Abo22al.

Remark 4.3. The spinor representation considered in [Kwol4] is a “dual” version of the
spinor representation considered here: it is obtained by interchanging ¢, <> 1 — ¢, for all a.

Amongst the Cl,(n, k)-modules described in Proposition 4.1, only 7, has a classical analog.
To see this, compare Equation (4.3) with the CI (k™ & (k™)*)-action on the exterior algebra.
In particular, the operators mo(1,) and 7y (1)) satisfy the canonical anticommutation rela-
tions (2.2).

The action of classical Clifford algebra Cl (k™ @ (k™)*) on its spinor representation can be
described in terms of inner and exterior multiplication. However, in the quantum Clifford
algebra, even under 7, the generators ¥ and ), no longer act by inner and exterior multi-
plication because the algebra structure of A (k") is such that a product v(¢) acquires powers
of +q when re-arranging factors of v;. For instance, exterior multiplication of v(e;) = v; by
vy Tesults in —g (e + e3) = —¢  vyvs.

In order to obtain quantum analogs of the inner and exterior multiplication operators that
correctly account for these powers of ¢, we must use the w;. Concretely, we let L;l- and 53’-
denote quantum analogs of the inner and exterior multiplication operators defined on any

v({) by

K(0(0) = (=) (- ey) = ( [T qﬂ'—lwz‘)”w),

k<j

elw(0)) = (=g~ ")l + ¢)) = ( [Tt ql‘jtbj)”(f)-

k<j

There is likely a bilinear form on the spinor representation 7 of Cl,(n, k) that gives rise to
the polarization as a U,(g, k)-module [Kas91, Eq. (2.5.1)]. This is motivated by the fact that
the transpose on Cl,(n, k) goes to the star involution on U,(g, k) and there is a symmetric
bilinear form on the classical Clifford algebra defined by (z,y) = (x'y)o, where (x)¢ denotes
the degree 0 component (i.e., constant term) of z € Cl (k" & (k™)*).

The Cl,(n, k)-modules defined in Proposition 4.1 are compatible with the isomorphism
I,: Cly(n,k)®™ — Cly(nm, k) of Theorem 3.10 in the sense that the following diagram
commutes:

Cl,(nm, k) — End (/\q(vmm)))

T I (4.4)

Cl,(n, k)®™ — End (/\q(k")®m) .

Proposition 4.4. Let T': A\ (k")*™ — A (k") denote the linear map defined by

T (W)@ @v(™)) =v <Zm: Xn:f?’eH(j—l)n) :

j=1 i=1
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Forp € Zy,, let 7rp denote the Cl,(r, k)-module defined by Proposition 4.1. Then for any
@ € Cl,(n, k)®™,

"™ (Ty() o T =T o (w{™) ™" (). (4.5)

Proof. For simplicity of notation, we assume p = 0 without loss of generality. It suffices to
verify Relation (4.5) for a set of Cl,(n, k)®™ generators. To this end, let ¢, denote either
g or Y and set ¢p; = 1® - ® ¢, ®--- X 1 as in the proof of Theorem 3.10. Define w, ;
analogously and notice Proposition 4.1 implies

7o (Tg(wa )T (0(M) @+ @ v(t™)) = War -1V (2 > eﬁ’“)eiﬂk_l)n)

k=1 1=1

=T (U(g(l)) R @ <qffzj)—1v(g(j))) R @ U(g(m))>
=1 ()" ) & ()

To conclude, we take ¢ = ¢, ;. We will need the action of the volume element f, on A (k™).
Relation (3.24) implies that each (non-central) commutator [1],,] acts diagonally:
k(1—Ca) _ kla

my ([ 4l) w(0) = T o) = (=1)"0(0),

Together with Proposition 4.1 and Relation (3.14), the last calculation implies the desired
relation:

70 (Cg(ag)T (v({V) @ - @ 0(t"™)) = fij 1nbas-1nv (Z Z@(k)ew(k—l)n)
k=1 i=1
= (-)=E Ty <i

k=1 i=1

n

EEk €it(k—1)n jZf3a+(g )n )
=T <v(£( N@ @7 (da) V() @ - - - ®v(£(m)))

®m
=T ((wg’”) (o) V(M) @ -+ @ v(e<m>)) . 0
Notice that no irreducible module of Cl,(n, k) is faithful since
dim Cl,(n, k) = (8k)" = 22" - (2k)" > 2*" = dim End ( A (k")) .
q

This can be explained by the nontrivial center of Cl,(n, k), which accounts for the difference
in dimension from its classical counterpart CI (k" & (k™)*).

Despite this, we may combine the inequivalent 7, to prove Cl,(n,k) is isomorphic to
a direct sum of matrix algebras. This means that there are no other irreducible repre-
sentations other than those constructed in Proposition 4.1. For contrast, recall that the
classical representation Cl (k" & (k™)*) — End(A(V)) is faithful, so there is an isomorphism
Cl(k™ @ (k™)*) = Matan (k) showing Cl (k™ @ (k™)*) is simple.
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Theorem 4.5. If (o € k, then the quantum Clifford algebra Cl,(n, k) is semisimple. In
particular,
Cly(n, k) = @D End () = (2k)"Mato- (k).

PELyy,

Proof. Each 7, is irreducible, so it surjects onto End(2?) = Matgn (k). Therefore, the sum
@, 7p, which maps Cly(n, k) into a matrix algebra of dimension (2k)" - (2")* = (8k)" =
dim(Cl,(n, k)), must be an isomorphism. O

When (o ¢ k, the semisimplicity of Cl,(n, k) depends on the base field k over which it is
defined. In particular, Cl,(n, k) is semisimple exactly when the group ring k[Z5,] = Z,(n, k)
is semisimple. Since Cl,(n, k) = Cl,(1,k)®™ by Corollary 3.11, we need only consider the
semisimplicity of Z,(1, k).

Theorem 4.6. The quantum Clifford algebra Cly(n, k) is semisimple if and only if Z,(1, k) =
k[Zo] is semisimple.

Proof. We consider a slightly more general problem. Let R be a commutative ring, and fix
some invertible r € R*. Let Cl.(R @ R*) be the Clifford algebra generated by v, 1* subject
to Y* + ¢*p = r. We show that if R is Artinian, then Cl.(R @& R*) is semisimple if and
only if R is semisimple. The claim then follows from Theorem 3.12 and Corollary 3.11.

We first show there is a one-to-one correspondence between the two-sided ideals of Cl,(R®
R*) and R. Clearly any ideal J C R can be used to construct an ideal of Cl,(R@& R*). Thus,
we just need to show that for every two-sided ideal I C Cl.(R @& R*), we have the same
form as above for some ideal J C R. It is sufficient to show this for a principal ideal of
Cl.(R & R*).

We start with a generic element

T =a+ B+t +oyYy”

in Cl.(R® R*) and we look at the two-sided ideal I generated by x. We will show by direct
computation that this is equivalent to the ideal (a, 3,7,0) C R. The following elements
belong to I:

ap =17 apy, ayt = r ity Y = Pay’,
B = r7 2 e, Byt =Ty, Byp* = r ity
v ="y, YT = A gy YT =1 gy,

Consequently, we have that o+ dyy* € I, and since (a+ 0Y*)p = (a+1d)1), we have that
0 € I. It is easy to see that d¢*, dyyp* € I, which in turn implies a € I. Finally, we have
r=Y(Y* By — Byp*) = B € I, and similarly 7,6 € 1.

The Jacobson radical of a (not necessarily commutative) ring S is the intersection of all
maximal left ideals of S. As maximal two-sided ideals are necessarily maximal left ideals,
we have that the Jacobson radical of S is contained in the intersection of all two-sided ideals
of S. Thus if the Jacobson radical of R is 0, then the Jacobson radical of Cl,.(R® R*) is also
0. Since R is Artinian, Cl,(R@® R*) is also Artinian as it is a finite rank free module over R.
An Artinian ring is semisimple if and only if its Jacobson radical is trivial; see e.g., [Lam01,
Thm. 4.14]. Therefore, if R is semisimple then Cl.(R & R*) is semisimple as well.
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For the converse we assume R is not a semisimple ring, and so R is not a semisimple (rank
1 free) R-module. Consider the left Cl.(R @& R*) spinor module 7, with basis 1,¢. Then
™= R+ ¢R with v*R = 0 and ¥*¢YR = rR. Since r € R*, we have rM = M for every
R-module M, and hence, Cl.(R @ R*) is not a semisimple ring. O

From the perspective that Cl,(n, k) = Cl.(R & R*)®" for R = Z,(n, k), we can construct
all irreducible representations when R is semisimple by inducing an irreducible Z,(n, k)-
representation. This allows us to remove the condition that (5, € k from Proposition 4.1
and Theorem 4.5, although the precise descriptions stated there change and involve the
representation theory of Zg,. For instance, if n = 1, k = 2, and k = R, we could induce
from the 2 dimensional (nonsplit) irreducible rotation Z,;-module (so z; acts by rotating R?
by 7w/2). We thank Gurbir Dhillon for pointing out that these irreducible representations
could also be constructed directly by inducing from an irreducible representation of the
commutative ring (wy, ..., wy,).

We conclude this section by showing that the quantum volume element has important
representation-theoretic implications, much like its classical counterpart. For example, there
is a quantum analog of [ML90, Prop. 5.10].

Proposition 4.7. Consider the superalgebra grading on Cly(n, k), and let Cl;(n, k) denote
the subalgebra of Cl,(n, k) generated by elements of even degree. Let m: Cly(n, k) — End(W)
be an irreducible representation of Cly(n, k). Then there exists a splitting

W=Ww+aw",
with W* = (1 £ 7(f,)) (W), where W* is invariant under C1J (n, k).

Proof. Proposition 3.9 implies f,, commutes with Cl;(n, k), so Cl;;(n, k) preserves every
eigenspace of f,. The claim then follows because f? = 1: W= is a &1 eigenspace of f, and
the only possible eigenvalues of f,, are —1 and +1. O

5. TWISTING AND SQUARE ROOTS

We note that nearly all the relations defining Cl,(n, k) allow us to take k = 1/2 except for
Equation (3.10). Yet, we can adjust this by considering new generators

¢a = wa and (b:; = w;wg’

Using these generators, our algebra is presented by

Walp = WpWa, Wik = (14 ¢ — %,

Wa® = ¢ Pywa, waPy = q " Py,

Pab + Gpda = 0, Gaty + PpPq = 0, (5.1)
Paty + Pt = 1, Gaty + 4 Pyda = Wi,

Py + Pya =0 if a # b.

Using this presentation, we can take k € %Z>0. It is easy to compute analogous reduction
rules involving ¢, and ¢ instead of 1, and . In addition to those from a simple reformu-
lation of the defining relations, we have the following reductions analogous to Lemma 3.3.
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Lemma 5.1. The following relations hold in Cl,(n,k):
wgk = (1 — q_2k)¢a¢z + q_2k, ¢Z¢a¢z = ¢Z> ¢a¢z¢a¢z = ¢a¢2' (52)

Thus, we have the analog of Theorem 3.4 by a similar proof.

Theorem 5.2. Consider the set B’ of monomials

n

T o5 (¢5)%wre,

a=1
where p,,d, € {0,1} andv, € {0,1,...,2k—1}. Then B' is a basis of Cly(n, k) fork € %Z>0.
Therefore, the dimension formula from Corollary 3.5 still holds. In particular, we have
dim Cl,(n,1/2) = 4™.
We also have the analog of Theorem 3.6 when ¢%* # 1. Furthermore, when ¢* # 1, we
also note that (3.10) and Relation (3.8) imply

L W —1) i -1 R il € e B i € B o))
¢a¢a - q2k - 1 - q2k . 1 ) ¢a¢a - q2k _ 1 - q2k _ 1

yielding another alternative relation
Gaty + 4 Ghba = wy" = (L+ g gt — ¢

It is also easy to see that the center computation (Theorem 3.12) extends to the case
k € Zso + 5 as Relation (3.15) becomes

, (5.3)

Za = qWa — (¢ — 1)Pa@ya-

In particular, when k = %, we have

wa = (1= ¢ )paty +q7" (5.4)

and z, = 1. Thus, the center of Cl,(n, 3) is trivial as claimed by Theorem 3.12.
Let us further explore the case when k = % As we saw, these quantum Clifford algebras
do not have a nontrivial center and start looking like the classical Clifford algebra as Rela-
tion (5.4) says w, belongs to the subalgebra generated by v,, ¥%. In fact, by examining the

relations in Lemma 5.1, we see that Cl,(n, 1) can be given the presentation of Cl (k" @ (k™)*).

’ 2
Theorem 5.3. We have
Cly(n,1/2) = Cl(k" & (k")") .

Theorem 5.3 is also another reflection of the principle that the quantum Clifford algebra
is a classical Clifford algebra over its (group ring) center.

With a little bit of work to express everything in terms of the new generators, it can be
shown that Theorem 3.10, Theorem 4.5, and Theorem 4.6 still hold for all £ € %Z>0. In

particular, we build the modified quantum volume element f, = [¢1, $1] - - - [¢r, ¢F], which
behaves analogously to the classical volume element (or Proposition 3.9) by the defining
relations (5.1). We leave the details for the interested reader.

The quantum Clifford algebra for k = I has also appeared in [DF94] in connection with an
FRT construction, where we note that [DF94, Eq. (5.3.1)—(5.3.4)] are the defining relations
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(using Lemma 5.1 for rewriting w?*). In particular, Ding and Frenkel [DF94] start with

a
Theorem 5.3 and construct Cly(n, 1).

We could consider the limit £ — oo (in contrast to the case n — oo considered in [Hay90])
when, say, |¢| > 1. In this case our center tends towards a product of circle groups, w?* — 1,
any spinor representation is no longer irreducible (although it remains indecomposible), and
its “dual” (in the sense of Remark 4.3) is 1 dimensional. Indeed, we would have ¢} ¢,v =0

(or ¢ip,v = 0) for any v in any spinor representation.

6. CLIFFORD ALGEBRA MORPHISMS

We examine the remark by Mitsuhiro Takeuchi included at the end of [Hay90]. We assume
that ¢** # 1 and (3 € k. For brevity, we set Cl,,) = Cl(k" @ (k™)*). We denote the
generators of Clg,) by v;, v, fori=1,...,n.

Proposition 6.1 (M. Takeuchi [Hay90]). Suppose (o € k. Consider the map 9: Cl,(n, k) —
Clgi’;)n defined on any y € Cl,(n, k) by
ﬁ(m) = (/ﬁz(y))ZE{CgkU:l,...,Qk}”

where for eachz € {¢}, | j =1,...,2k} the Z"-graded k-algebra morphism ¥,: Cl,(n, k) —
Cl(n is defined on generators by

Vu (i) = 2ziv;, U,(¥7) = ziv;, Oa(wr) = zi(viv] + ¢ vfv) = zi(1 — ¢ o] + ziq
Then 9 is a k-algebra isomorphism.

Proof. By either directly noting the compatible anticommutator relations or using our struc-
ture results (Proposition 2.2 and Theorem 3.10), it is sufficient prove the n = 1 case. Since
(v;v})? = v}, by a straightforward induction argument, we have

Vp(wi)™ =2 (1 — ¢ ™o + 2™,

By verifying the relations of Cl,(1, k), we see that 9, is a surjective Z"-graded k-algebra
morphism for any fixed z .
Now we show 4 is surjective. To this end, let ¢ = (1), ¢* = J(¢¥7]), and w = J(wy).

We fix the order of the sequence defining ¥ as (1, Cog, - - ., (2~ 1). Then, we have
m m j(m+1 — m,_m, % j(mA41) | x\2k—
¢mew™ = (G )i, "= = (G e (6.1)

From basic linear algebra (or the representation theory of Zyy) as this is essentially giving a
discrete Fourier transform, we can obtain v(;) := (8;,,01)2—, and vl = (8;mvi)2h2s, for any
fixed j = 0,...,2k — 1, through linear combinations of the elements (6.1). Thus, we have
obtained all of the generators of Cl%f), and hence 1 is surjective.
We can define the inverse map 9¥~! by the inverse discrete Fourier transform
2%—1 2%—1

1 —Jj(m+1) m m * 1 —j(m+1) ;% m
ﬁ(v(j)) = ﬁ Z C2k]( i )q @Dlwl ) 19(1)(]-)) = % Z Cgk]( " )wlwl .
m=0 m=0

A direct computation shows this is a k-algebra morphism and the inverse of 9. O
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In particular, we note that dim Clgff;)n = (2k)"4" = (8k)™ as there are (2k)" such tuples z.
Proposition 6.1 gives an alternative proof that B is linearly independent (without relying on
Theorem 3.4). The appearance of the discrete Fourier transform comes from the fact that
we can consider the quantum Clifford algebra Cl,(n, k) as a Clifford algebra over the center
Zy(n, k) (see Theorem 4.6). Indeed, we are effectively splitting the natural adjoint represen-
tation of the center into its irreducible (1 dimensional) modules and taking the corresponding
Clifford algebra Cl(k & k*) on each such module. Compare this with Theorem 4.5.

Example 6.2. Consider the case n = 1 and k = 1. The isomorphism ¢: Cl,(1,1) —
Clay x Cl(yy from Proposition 6.1 is given explicitly on basis elements by

1—(1,1), Wit ((1 —q¢ ™My + ¢ (=)™ — g ™o} + (—1)mq_m),

Y1 (v, —v1), Y e (¢ o, g
W = (Uikv _Ur)v wal = (Uikaqflk)u

'Ul)>

for m = 1,2,3. For fixed x = +1, the morphism ¥, is surjective but not injective since
(Y — xpfwy) = 0. However, looking at, e.g., (¢7,¢¥jwr), we get the discrete Fourier

1
1 1] . We can see that

transform matrix [

19_1(”17 O) = U1 — qrwn, ﬁ_l(vikv O) = Wf - wlev
0710, v1) = b1 + g, 9710, 0}) = ¢f + Yiw,
is coming from the inverse discrete Fourier transform matrix.

We continue to examine the case n = 1 and £ = 1 in a bit more detail. Let Cl,; denote
the Clifford algebra given by the quadratic form with signature (a, b); that is, the form whose
Hessian matrix is diagonal with a entries being 1 followed by b entries being —1. We can
change the basis in Cl(;y := (v,v*) by writing

E=v+v", &=v—0v", (6.2)
which satisfy
62 = 1a (5*)2 - _1a 66* =1~ 2UU*> 66* + 5*6 =0.

Note & = € and £ = ¢ from Relation (2.4).) Thus, Cl;y =& Cly;, where the inverse
( (1) ,
isomorphism is given by

_ &+ & =& L 188
V= V= W= (6.3)
Next, we have Cly; = Cl; ; x Cl; ; as k-algebras by the isomorphism
€1 — (é-vg)v €2 (é-g*v _££*>7 €3 (5*7£*)7
where €2 = €2 = 1 and e = —1. Note that this is not a filtered k-algebra isomorphism under

the natural filtrations. Hence, we have an isomorphism Cl,(1,1) = Cly; as k-algebras. We
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can write out this isomorphism explicitly:

e1t+e el — e o )
% = (v, 0) = @i, %: (v, v") = Yiwi,
616%“263 e — @ (0, —v) = i,
m_ ("= DEF 1@ DS g
wYi= 2 7(_ ) 9
e+ T ifm=2,
qﬂ;_l@ - qiwgurl e1ese3 otherwise.

For general n, with £ = 1, we note that all of the other relations are supercommuting
relations with considering w, as an even element and v, and 1} as odd elements. Therefore,
we can form an isomorphism by taking the n-fold supersymmetric product of Cly; with ey
being an even element and e, ez being odd elements. However, this is not an isomorphism
of supercommutative superalgebras.
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