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EQUIVARIANT QUANTIZATIONS OF THE POSITIVE NILRADICAL
AND COVARIANT DIFFERENTIAL CALCULI

MARCO MATASSA

ABSTRACT. Consider a decomposition n = ny @ - - -®n,. of the positive nilradical of a complex
semisimple Lie algebra of rank r, where each ny is a module under an appropriate Levi factor.
We show that this can be quantized as a finite-dimensional subspace nf = n{ @ --- @& nf of the
positive part of the quantized enveloping algebra, where each nj is a module under the left
adjoint action of a quantized Levi factor. Furthermore, we show that C @& n? is a left coideal,
with the possible exception of components corresponding to some exceptional Lie algebras.
Finally we use these quantizations to construct covariant first-order differential calculi on
quantum flag manifolds, compatible in a certain sense with the decomposition above, which
coincide with those introduced by Heckenberger-Kolb in the irreducible case.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. Any Lie subalgebra ¢ C g gives rise to a Hopf subalgebra U(¢) C U(g)
at the level of universal enveloping algebras. Conversely, any Hopf subalgebra of U(g) is of
this form by the Milnor-Moore theorem (in characteristic zero). The situation is drastically
different for the quantized enveloping algebra U,(g), which is a Hopf algebra deformation of
U(g), where g is a complex semisimple Lie algebra. In this case it is well-known that U,(g)
admits fewer Hopf subalgebras than in the classical case, essentially only those corresponding
to Dynkin subdiagrams. Furthermore, even when a Hopf subalgebra U, (¢) C U,(g) is available,
there is no obvious counterpart for the underlying Lie subalgebra £ C g.

The general philosophy to overcome this problem is that Hopf subalgebras should be re-
placed by coideal subalgebras, either one-sided or two-sided. These reduce to Hopf subalgebras
in the case of U(g), due to cocommutativity, but are more general in the case of U,(g). For ex-
ample, this point of view has been used to develop the theory of quantum symmetric spaces,
culminating with the results of Letzter [Let99, Let02], in which she constructs a family of
one-sided coideals subalgebras U,(g’) reducing in the classical limit to U(g’), where g’ is the
fixed-point subalgebra with respect to a maximally split involution 6. In a related direction,
Heckenberger and Schneider [HeSc13]| classify the right coideals subalgebras of the Borel part
of U,(g) containing the Cartan part (we review this and related results later in the introduc-
tion). The situation is less clear for a quantum analogue of a Lie subalgebra within U,(g).
Despite various definitions having been proposed over the years, such as [Maj94|, [DeGo97|
and [LySu98|, there is still no universally agreed-upon candidate.

In this paper we consider the problem of quantizing the positive nilradical n of a complex
semisimple Lie algebra g of rank r, together with a fixed decomposition n = n; @ --- D n,
which we are going to discuss shortly. The goal is to produce a finite-dimensional subspace
n? =n{ @ - ®n? of Uy(n), the positive part of the quantized enveloping algebra, in such a
way that C @ n? should be a coideal (we discuss the precise formulation later). This should
be an equivariant quantization, in the sense that each summand n} should be a module under
the left adjoint action of an appropriate quantized Levi factor, in parallel with the classical
situation. Similarly, the requirements on n? being finite-dimensional and a coideal should be
considered as replacement for the existence of a Lie algebra structure on n.

One important motivation for this construction comes from the theory of covariant dif-
ferential calculi on quantum groups and homogeneous spaces, introduced by Woronowicz in
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[Wor89]. As we are going to show, each quantization n? gives rise to covariant (first-order)
differential calculi on a class of quantum flag manifolds. Furthermore, this assignment is
compatible with the decomposition of n?, in an appropriate sense to be discussed later.

1.2. Setting. The classical setting we want to consider is as follows. Fixaset Il = {ay, -, a,}
of simple roots of g. Then there is a one-to-one correspondence

a, <--<aq, <= S C---C&S,

between total orders on the simple roots and increasing sequences of proper subsets of II.
The increasing sequence is determined by removing the simple roots in the given order, while
the total order is determined by the removal of the simple roots from the sequence. More
precisely, we have Sy = Sg41\{a, } for k € {1,---,r} and S,;; = II. Denote by [, the Levi
factor corresponding to the subset Sy C II as above, for any k € {1,--- ,r}. Corresponding
to any such choice, we have a decomposition of the positive nilradical n C g of the form

n=n;H---Ddn,.

Here each summand ny, arises as the positive nilradical of a parabolic subalgebra corresponding
to the inclusion S; C Sky1 (for more details on this, see Section 2.2). Furthermore, each
summand ny is a [p-module and is N-graded by the simple root o, .

On the quantum side, we consider the quantized enveloping algebra U,(g), which is a
Hopf algebra with generators { K, F;, F;}7_, and suitable relations. We write U, (n) for the
positive part with generators {£;}]_,, while we write U,(b) for the non-negative (or Borel)
part with generators {K:*', E;}7_,. We note that the latter is a Hopf subalgebra, while the
former is not. We can also find Hopf subalgebras U, () C U,(g) corresponding to each Levi
factor [ as above (since these arise from Dynkin subdiagrams of g). Finally, writing > for the
left adjoint action of U,(g) on itself, we consider the following problem.

Problem 1.1. Let g be a complex semisimple Lie algebra of rank r. For any increasing
sequence Sy C --- C S, as above, find a finite-dimensional subspace

' =n{@® - - ®nl CUyn)
such that each summand n] satisfies the following properties:

e 1 is an U,(l;)-module under >, corresponding to the [y-module ny,
e cach graded component nj  is contained in the n-fold product of nf ;.

The first condition simply says that each n{ gives a quantization of nj, with its action
by the Levi factor . On the other hand, the second condition should be considered as a
weak replacement for the Lie algebra structure on ny (this condition is going to be refined
shortly). We refer to any n? C U,(n) as above as an equivariant quantization of n (with its
fixed decomposition). We observe that one could formulate a related problem by replacing
U,(n) with U,(b), the non-negative part of U,(g) quantizing the Borel subalgebra b.

As we are going to discuss, this problem is not too difficult to solve using general results on
the representation theory of U,(g). On the other hand, not all such equivariant quantizations
correspond to n upon specialization to the classical case. To avoid this issue and to remedy
the lack of uniqueness, we should impose further conditions on n?.

We note that the classical property A(n) C n® 1+ 1 ® n inside U(n) can be rephrased as
saying that C @ n is a left (and right) U(n)-coideal. Similarly, we require that C @ n? should
be a coideal of some sorts. The precise problem we consider is as follows.

Problem 1.2. With notation as above, find an equivariant quantization n? = n{ @ - - - @ n?
such that each subspace C & n{ is a left U,(b)-coideal, that is

A(Con})cU,(b)®(Conl), ke{l,---,r}h
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We note that here the coideal condition is formulated in terms of U,(b) instead of U,(n),
in other words we must also include the Cartan part. This is related to the fact that U,(n)
is not a Hopf subalgebra, as mentioned above. More concretely, for its generators E; we have
the coproduct A(E;) = FE; ® 1 + K; ® E; (in our conventions). This also motivates the choice
of working with left coideals as opposed to right coideals.

Finally we describe a related setting that motivates the results of this paper. Corresponding
to any sequence S; C --- C S, we have the generalized flag manifolds

G/Ps, — -+ — G/Ps,,

where the arrows denote appropriate quotient maps. We note that G/Ps, corresponds to the
full flag manifold G/B. This situation can quantized to give

CylG/Ps,] C--- CCylG/ Psy],

where each quantum flag manifold C,[G/Ps,] is defined as the subalgebra of the quantized
coordinate ring C,[G] invariant under the quantized Levi factor Uy (ly).

We would like to construct covariant (first-order) differential calculi over quantum homo-
geneous spaces of this type. We note that covariance here refers to a quantum version of
a group G acting on the differential forms of a homogeneous space G/K. The results of
[HeKo03] give a characterization of covariant first-order differential calculi over a certain class
of quantum homogeneous spaces, which includes the quantum flag manifolds as above. Such
n-dimensional calculi over B correspond to certain (n + 1)-subspaces of B°, where the latter
denotes the dual coalgebra. As we are going to show, each equivariant quantization n? has
exactly the right properties to produce such first-order differential calculi.

1.3. Results. Problem 1.1 can be solved by making use of some well-known facts on the
representation theory of U,(g), which lead to the following result.

Proposition 1.3. Consider an increasing sequence Sy C --- C S, of proper subsets of 1I,
corresponding to a decomposition n =ny @ --- D n,. of the positive nilradical.
Then there exists a finite-dimensional subspace

' =n{®---®nl CUyn)
such that each summand n} satisfies the following properties:

e 1} is an U,(Ix)-module under 1>, corresponding to the ly-module ny,
e cach graded component nzﬂ is contained in the n-fold product of nZJ.

Furthermore, each summand nj can be realized as a subspace of a twisted quantum Schubert
cell as in [Zwi09], which is a modification of the quantum Schubert cell introduced by De
Concini, Kac and Procesi in [DCKP95]. This implies that each degree-one component nj
consists of quantum root vectors (for some appropriate reduced decomposition).

The equivariant quantization n? = nf @ --- @ n? from Proposition 1.3 is not uniquely de-
termined, in general. However this is notably the case when all the simple components are of
classical type, that is corresponding to the series A,, B,, C, and D,. Therefore extra condi-
tions need to be imposed to obtain uniqueness and properly recover the positive nilradical n
in the classical limit, as we are going to do now.

In Problem 1.2 we impose the additional condition that C & n? should be a a coideal.
This problem appears to be harder to solve, and we are not able to do so in full generality
here. However we can solve it by making an additional assumption on g, namely that certain
exceptional Lie algebras do not appear within its simple components.

Theorem 1.4. Let g be a complex semisimple Lie algebra of rank r, which does not contain
components of type Fy, E7, Fs. Consider an increasing sequence Sy C --- C S, of proper
subsets of 11, corresponding to a decomposition n =ny @ --- D n,. of the positive nilradical.
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Then there exists a unique finite-dimensional subspace
' =n{®---®nl CUyn)
such that each summand 0} satisfies the following properties:

o 1} is an U,(Ix)-module under 1>, corresponding to the ly-module ny,
e cach graded component v . is contained in the n-fold product of nf |,

e Conf is aleft Uy(b)-coideal, that is A(C®nl) C Uy(b) @ (CDdni).

The result we prove is slightly stronger than stated, namely we can quantize any graded
component n{ . up ton = 3 as left a U, (b)-coideal, including in the cases Fy, E7 and Eg. Hence
it remains to check that this holds for components of higher degrees, which becomes more
challenging. We note that the most complicated case, corresponding to Eg, would require this
verification up to degree six (which is the largest coefficient of a simple root in its highest
root). This provides some further evidence for the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.5. The results of Theorem 1.4 hold for any finite-dimensional complex semisim-
ple g, without any restriction on the simple components.

Next we discuss, given an equivariant quantization n? as above, how to construct covariant
first-order differential calculi on quantum flag manifolds. As previously mentioned, the results
of [HeKo03| give a way to produce such finite-dimensional calculi over a quantum homogeneous
space in terms of certain subspaces of its dual coalgebra. Consider the case of a quantum flag
manifold C,[G/ Ps, ], defined by invariance under the Hopf subalgebra U,(l). Then we obtain
a differential calculus by producing a finite-dimensional subspace 7" C U,(g) which contains
the unit, is a right U,(g)-coideal, and is invariant under the left adjoint action of U,([}).

These are exactly the properties satisfied by C @ n?, except that it is a left coideal. We
can easily pass to right coideals by using the quantum analogue of the Chevalley involution,
which is a Hopf algebra isomorphism w : U,(g) — U,(g)°?, where the latter denotes U,(g)
with opposite coproduct. Furthermore we consider U,(g) as a Hopf x-algebra, with -structure
corresponding to the compact real form. Then we have the following result.

Theorem 1.6. Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.4, consider the unique equivariant
quantization n? =ni @ --- @ nl corresponding to S1 C --- C S,. Write

T_=Cowhn?), T.=Cown)"
Then we have the following:

(1) 7— and T, give left-covariant first-order differential calculi over the quantum group
C,|G] and any quantum flag manifold C,[G/Ps,| with k € {1,--- ,r},

(2) if the quantum flag manifold C,|G/Ps,] is irreducible, these calculi coincide with those
introduced by Heckenberger and Kolb in [HeKo06].

Here 7_ and 7, should be thought of as corresponding to the holomorphic and anti-
holomorphic parts of a differential calculus, since all flag manifolds are complex manifolds.
We recall that, in the case of a quantum irreducible flag manifold C,[G/Ps|, Heckenberger and
Kolb construct in [HeKo06| a canonical differential calculus that shares many features of its
classical counterpart, including this type of decomposition. Here canonical refers to the fact
there exist only two irreducible left-covariant first-order calculi on C,[G/Ps], corresponding
to the holomorphic and anti-holomorphic parts as above, and one considers their direct sum.
This should be contrasted with the general situation of a quantum homogeneous space, where
the choice of a differential calculus appears to be highly non-canonical.

We conclude this part with some remarks on covariant differential calculi on quantum
groups and quantum homogeneous spaces, inspired by Theorem 1.6. This result suggests
that the choice of a differential calculus on C,[G] should be adapted to a sequence

CylG/Ps] C--- C Cy[G/ Ps]
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of quantum flag manifolds, corresponding to the increasing sequence S; C --- C S, of I
This in general will not be enough to single out a unique candidate for a differential calculus,
since it should be possible to twist the previous construction by Cartan elements. This
would correspond to considering Problem 1.1 and Problem 1.2 within the Borel part U,(b),
as opposed to the positive part U,(n). However this difference should disappear at the level
of quantum flag manifolds, since each quantized Levi factor U,(l;) contains the Cartan part.
We expect that this could be leveraged to gain uniqueness in this setting.

1.4. Existing literature. We now come back to the first part of the introduction, by giving
a quick overview of some related results existing in the literature.

The problem of classifying (right) coideal subalgebras of U,(b) containing U,(h) has been
studied extensively. This was first solved for A, in [KhSa08|, then later on for B, in [Khall]
and for Gy in [Pog09], before a general classification was obtained by Heckenberger and
Schneider in [HeSc13]. The result of their classification is that such coideals are in one-to-one
correspondence with elements of the Weyl group W by the map w — U, (w)U,(h), where U, (w)
denotes the quantum Schubert cell corresponding to w as above and U, (h) is the Cartan part.
Furthermore this map is order-preserving, where W is considered with the Duflo order and
the coideal subalgebras are ordered by inclusion. We should also mention [HeKoll|, where
coideals of U,(b) satisfying a more general condition are also classified.

Comparing the results of our paper to those cited above, we see two main differences: 1)
we are concerned with finite-dimensional coideals as opposed to coideal subalgebras, 2) we
consider such coideals together with the action of appropriate quantized Levi factors.

Another result that should be mentioned in this context is the determination of the locally-
finite part of U,(g) under the left adjoint action, due to Joseph and Letzter [JoLe92]. They
show that it consists of finite-dimensional blocks B(\), for each dominant weight A, which are
invariant under the left adjoint action of U,(g). Each block B(\) is a left U,(g)-coideal but is
not irreducible in general (it is isomorphic to V/(A\)* ® V(X)). It appears to be non-trivial to
use the results of [JoLe92| for the problems considered in our paper, since we are interested
in the locally-finite part of U,(n) under U,(ls), for various choices of S C II.

1.5. Organization. We conclude this introduction by outlining the organization of this pa-
per. In Section 2 we review some classical results, in particular regarding the decompositions
n=n; @ --Pn,. Similarly, in Section 3 we review some of the corresponding preliminaries
in the quantum case. In Section 4 we prove the existence of equivariant quantizations as in
Problem 1.1, and in Section 5 we discuss the relation between this construction and quantum
Schubert cells, or more precisely their twisted versions. In Section 6 we discuss some general
results on quasitriangular Hopf algebras that are used in the next section. In Section 7 we
prove that there is a unique choice of n? in such a way that C@&n? is a left U, (b)-coideal, under
the previously discussed assumptions on the simple components, solving Problem 1.2 in this
case. In Section 8 we illustrate these results in the case of the exceptional Lie algebra Gbs.
In Section 9 we discuss how to obtain covariant calculi on quantum flag manifold from the
equivariant quantizations introduced here. Finally in Appendix A we prove a certain result
on triple tensor products, which is needed in the proof of the coideal property.

Acknowledgments. We are grateful to Istvan Heckenberger for interesting discussions re-
lated to the contents of this paper. We would also like to thank Kenny De Commer and
Réamonn O Buachalla for their comments and questions.

2. CLASSICAL PRELIMINARIES

In this section we recall some known results on parabolic subalgebras and decompositions
in the Weyl group. We also discuss in detail how to obtain the decomposition n; & --- @ n,
corresponding to S; C - -+ C S, mentioned in the introduction.
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2.1. Parabolic subalgebras. Let g be a complex semisimple Lie algebra. A choice of Cartan
subalgebra h C g determines a root system ¢ C h*. This can be decomposed into positive and
negative roots as ® = & LU d~. For any root a € ® we denote by g, C g the corresponding
root space. Write II = {ay, -+, .} for the set of simple roots, so that g has rank 7.

Any subset S C II determines a parabolic subalgebra ps as follows. First set

O(lg) :==span(S) NP, P(ng) := &\ P(lg).
In terms of these roots we define

=& P ga» 5= P 80, psi=Ils@ns.

acd(lg) a€®(ns)
Then [g, ng and pg are Lie subalgebras of g. We refer to [g as the Levi factor and to ng as
the (positive) nilradical of the parabolic subalgebra pg.

2.2. Decompositions. Consider an increasing sequence
Si;CSC---CSCS . cll

of proper subsets of the simple roots II. From now on we write S,,; = Il and note that
Sy = . Let us adopt the shorthand notation [ := [g, for the Levi factor corresponding to
the subset S; C II. Then we have an increasing sequence of reductive Lie algebras

h=LChLC---ClLClLi1=ag. (2.1)

Let gi := [ls,, ls,] be the semisimple part of the Levi factor [g,. In other words, g C g is
the semisimple Lie algebra obtained from the Dynkin subdiagram corresponding to Sy C II.
Then we have an increasing sequence of complex semisimple Lie algebras

{0}=01CgC--Cg Co=g9 (2.2)

Since the set Siy1 can be identified with the simple roots of gx1, we see that the inclusion
Sk C Sky1 defines a parabolic subalgebra of g;.1. The semisimple part of its Levi factor is
exactly gr. Then we denote by ny, C gx41 the corresponding positive nilradical (note the shift
by one in the notation). We also observe that, in general, this is not the same as the positive
nilradical corresponding the inclusion Sj C II for the Lie algebra g.

Then, with notation as above, we have the decomposition

n:nl@...@nr

corresponding to the sequence S; C --- C S,. Each nilradical n is a [-module, so we have
an equivariant decomposition with respect to these actions.

Example 2.1. To illustrate the setting above, consider g = A3 = sl; with the usual number-
ing for the simple roots. Consider the sequence of proper subsets given by

Sl :@7 52 :{o{l}u 53:{0417042}.
Then the Lie subalgebras [, and g are given by

L =b, [ = b@span{eal,fm}, [3 = b@Span{eau6042760414-0427fozlafazafm-i-w}a
g1 = {0}7 g2 = Span{hau €ars fa1}7 g3 = Span{h’am h'a27 €a1s Cany Car+ans fa17 fa27 fa1+a2}'

The corresponding decomposition n = n; & ny @ ng is given by

n = Span{em }7 Ny = Span{ea27 €ar+asz }7 N3 = Span{ea37 €astaz; €a1+a2+a3}-
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2.3. Gradings. As observed in the introduction, an increasing sequence S; C --- C S, as
above corresponds to a total order o;, < --- < o, on the simple roots. This is determined by
the equality Sy = Sk41\{e, } for k € {1,--- ,r}, where we write S, = IL

Consider the corresponding decomposition n = ny & --- @ n,.. Then each summand n; is
N-graded by the simple root «y,. Here a positive root o € ®*(ny) has degree n if the simple
root oy, appears in a with coefficient n. We write this decomposition as

N,
N = @ Wen,
n=1

where ny,, denotes the component of degree n. We note that here N}, corresponds to the
maximal coefficient of «;, appearing in any root of n.

Furthermore, each ny , is an [-module with respect to the adjoint action, since the simple
root «;, does not appear in ®(I;). The following result gives more properties concerning these
modules, which are going to be used in the quantum setting as well.

Proposition 2.2. The [ -modules ny,, satisfy the following properties:

(1) Each ny,, is a simple li,-module.
(2) Forn < Ny, the simple component ny,, occurs in ng’f.
(3) The tensor product ny ., ® 0, has a multiplicity-free decomposition.

Proof. (1) This follows by a general result of Kostant on root systems of Levi factors (of which
we consider special cases here), see in particular [Kos10, Theorem 1.9].

(2) Translating [Kos10, Theorem 2.3] into our notation, we have [0y 4, W] = M o4 Provided
a + b < Ni. This fact easily implies the claim.

(3) This is a general result on the representation theory of semisimple Lie algebras. Each
component V' (v) occurring in V(A) ® V' (u) is of the form v = A+ ¢/, with " a weight of V' (u),
and moreover for its multiplicity we have mf , < dim V(u),s. Then the result follows by
observing that all weights of the modules ny,, are one-dimensional, since they are roots. [

2.4. Weyl group. Let W be the Weyl group of the complex semisimple Lie algebra g of rank
r, generated by the simple reflections sy, -+ ,s,.. We write ¢ for the word-length function on
W and denote by wy be the longest word of W.

Let w = s;, ---s;, be a reduced decomposition of a Weyl group element. Then it is well-
known that we obtain distinct positive roots of g by

Bkzsh"'sik,l(aik); ]{Z:L ,n.

In particular, fixing a reduced decomposition wy = s;, - - - s;,, of the longest word, we obtain
an enumeration [y, - - - , By of the positive roots of g. This enumeration satisfies the following
convexity property, see [Pap04]: if i < j and S = f; + ; then i < k < j.

Let S C II be any subset of the simple roots of g. This corresponds to a parabolic subalgebra
ps = [ @ ng. Let wy g be the longest word for the Weyl group of the semisimple part of [g.
Then we define the parabolic element wg = wy swy corresponding to S.

We recall some properties corresponding to these elements.

Lemma 2.3. Consider a parabolic element wg as defined above. Then:
(1) We have wy = wy swg and {(wy) = l(wo,s) + £(ws).
(2) If we write £(wg s) = M then

Biooo B € 27 (Is),  Barsr, -, By € DT (ng).

(3) The positive roots ®*(ng) are invariant under wo s.
(4) The positive roots corresponding to wg are exactly T (ng).
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Proof. (1) Clearly wy = wpsws since wy g is involutive, being the longest word of a Weyl
group. For the statement on the length see for instance [Hum92, Section 1.8].

(2) Clearly Sy, -, Bu € @ (lg) since wy g is the longest word for the semisimple part of
[s. The result follows since wy gives an enumeration of the positive roots of g and we have
the disjoint union ®*(g) = T (ls) L & (ng).

(3) This follows from the fact that ng is invariant under the adjoint action of [g.

(4) Fix a reduced decomposition of wg and denote by {7 }r—;" the corresponding positive
roots. Let {Bk}ff:l be the positive roots corresponding to wy = wp sws as above. We note
that Byr = wos(y) for k=1,--- N — M. We have Sy41, -+, 8y € DT (ng) by (2). Since
dT(ng) is invariant under wo g by (3), the result follows. O

3. QUANTUM PRELIMINARIES

In this section we briefly recall various results concerning the quantized enveloping algebra
U,(g), with the books [Jan98] and [BrGol2| as our main references. In particular this includes
the braid group action given by the Lusztig automorphisms T;, the corresponding quantum
root vectors, and the g-commutation relations among these.

3.1. Quantized enveloping algebras. Let g be a complex semisimple Lie algebra of rank
7. The quantized enveloping algebra U,(g) is the algebra with generators { K;*!, E;, F;}i_, and
relations as in [Jan98, Section 4.3] or [BrGol2, Section 1.6.3].

It becomes a Hopf algebra by the following coproduct

The corresponding antipode is

As for any Hopf algebra, we have the left adjoint action of U,(g) on itself defined by
r>y = xa)yS(x@9)-

Here we use Sweedler’s notation A(z) = xn) ® x(2) for the coproduct.

We note that U,(g) can be defined over the field of fractions C(g) of an indeterminate
q, or over C with ¢ € C under some restrictions. For the purpose of this paper the first
version is slightly more convenient, but we can as well work with the second version under
the assumption that ¢ is transcendental. In the last section we are also going to consider
x-structures, in which case ¢* = ¢ in the first version and ¢ € R in the second one.

Let [s C g be the Levi subalgebra corresponding to a subset S C II. Then the quantized Levi
factor U,(ls) can be defined analogously to U,(g), with the difference that in this case there
are some central elements in the Cartan part. For our purposes, it is more convenient to define
it as the Hopf subalgebra U,(ls) C U,(g) generated by the elements { K }7_, U {E;, F;}ics-
Clearly the left adjoint action restricts to an action of U,(lg) on U,(g).

The representation theory of U,(g) parallels the classical situation, since the U,(g)-modules
(of type 1) are in one-to-one correspondence with the g-modules. More precisely, in both cases
the (finite-dimensional) simple modules are labeled by their highest weights, and similarly
when comparing U,(ls) and [g. Furthermore, the tensor product of U,(g)-modules or U,([g)-
modules decomposes into simple components as in the classical case.

Finally we recall that the category of finite-dimensional U,(g)-modules is braided. The
choice of braiding is not quite unique, and the one we consider can be characterized by

RV,W(UM ® wy) — q(:u'ﬂ/)wy ® ,UM + Z wl ® 'UZ"

where for the additional terms w; has weight higher than w, and v; has weight lower than v,,.
This particular choice is going to play a role later in Section 7.
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3.2. Braid group action. Let By, be the braid group corresponding to the Weyl group
W. Concretely, it has the same relations as W except for the relations s? = 1 for the
simple reflections. There is an action of By on U,(g) by algebra automorphisms 7; with
i€ {l,---,r}, usually called Lusztig automorphisms, see for instance [BrGol2, Section 1.6.7].
Given any reduced decomposition w = s;, - --s;, € W we define
Tw="T, T,
This algebra automorphism does not depend on the chosen reduced decomposition of w, since
the T;’s satisfy the braid relations. If X, € U,(g) has weight p then T),(X,) has weight w(su).
There are many possible conventions for the Lusztig automorphisms 7;. For definiteness,
we adopt the conventions from [BrGol2, Section 1.6.7]. In particular we have

Ti(K.) = K0, Ti(E) = —FK;, Ti(F) = ~K;'E;. (3.1)

3.3. Quantum root vectors. Fix a reduced decomposition wy = S, - - - Sq,, of the longest
word of the Weyl group of g. Then the quantum root vectors Eg, are defined by

Eg =T, --- T, (E,), te€{l,---,N}.

Note that they depend on the choice of reduced decomposition of wy. The quantum root
vectors Fj, corresponding to the negative roots are defined similarly.
The quantum root vectors can be used to construct a basis of U,(n). Let us write M =

(mq,---,my) for an N-tuple of non-negative integers. Then the elements
EM = EéTl)‘Eé:ZN)’ ml"" amNZO’

give the corresponding basis, see for instance [BrGol2, Section 1.6.8|.

The commutation relations between quantum root vectors are significantly more compli-
cated than in the classical case. The following general result can be found for instance in
[BrGol2, Section 1.6.10], which we are going to use at various points later on.

Proposition 3.1. For i < j we have

iP5 _ k; ki_
EﬁiEﬁj - q(B 6J)E51E5¢ = Z Cki+17“'7kj71Eﬁiii o 'Eﬁ;_ll'

kiv1, k-1

We refer to this result as the q-commutation relations for the quantum root vectors. For
any weight elements X,,,Y, € U,(g), we can define the g-commutator by

(X, V), = XY, — ¢"Y, X,

Then the g-commutation relations express the g-commutator [Es,, Eg, ], as a linear combina-
i+1
i+1

tion of elements E; . Elgj:ll ranging from i + 1 to j — 1.
Remark 3.2. In the literature one finds various slightly different definitions of the Lusztig
automorphisms. For instance, the T;’s defined in [Jan98, Section 8.14] and [BrGol2, Section
1.6.7] both satisfy the relations (3.1) but differ by signs for T;(E;) and T;(F;) when i # j.
More generally, consider two different choices T; and T; which are related in the following
way: for any weight vector X, of weight p, we have T(X u) = ti,Ti(X,), where the coefficient
t;, depends only of the weight of X,,. Then, writing Fj, and Eﬁk for the quantum root vectors
for these two choices, we find that they only differ by an overall factor. This implies that the
form of the commutation relations is the same in both cases, since the overall factor on the
left-hand side can be absorbed into the coefficients on the right-hand side.
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4. EQUIVARIANT QUANTIZATIONS OF THE NILRADICAL

With the proper preliminaries in place, we can now consider Problem 1.1 as mentioned in
the introduction. We want to construct a quantum analogue of n inside U,(n) with a fixed
decomposition n = ny @ - - - P n,., corresponding to an increasing sequence S; C --- C 5, of II.
We show that this can be obtained rather easily by representation-theoretic arguments. The
given construction is not unique in general, but it is notably so in the case of the classical
series A,., B,, C, and D,. Finally we discuss the classical situation in more detail, in order to
motivate some of the requirements we are going to impose in later sections.

4.1. Existence of quantizations. Consider an increasing sequence S; C --- C S, of proper
subsets of II and let a;, < --- < a;, be the corresponding total order. Then, as discussed in
Section 2.2, from this data we obtain a decomposition of the positive nilradical

n=no---dn,,

where each ny, is N-graded by «;, and a [;-module.
We look for a quantization of this decomposition in the following sense.

Definition 4.1. An equivariant quantization of the positive nilradical n, together with a
decomposition n =n; @ - - - @ n,, is a finite-dimensional subspace

n=n{@® - - ®nl C Uy n)
such that each summand n} satisfies the following properties:

e cach nf is a U,(lx)-module under >, corresponding to the [-module ny,
e cach graded component nj is contained in the n-fold product of nj ;.

In the first condition we make use of the fact that (type 1) U,(g)-modules are in one-to-one
correspondence with g-modules, and similarly for U,(lg) and [g. The second condition is a
weak replacement for the existence of a Lie algebra structure on n, which can be formulated
in this way since [ng q, Mg p] = Mg app by Proposition 2.2.

We begin by investigating the degree-one components of the decomposition.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose nZJ C U,(n) is an Uy(ly)-module under the left adjoint action, corre-
sponding to the l-module vy, 1. Then we must have nZJ =U,(Iy) > E;, .

Proof. The degree-one component n;; is a simple [,-module by Proposition 2.2. It is easy
to see that it is generated by the lowest weight vector e;, , where «;, is the simple root with
respect to which ny, is N-graded. Similarly, the simple U,(l)-module ni, C U,(n) must be
generated by a lowest weight vector of weight «;,. The only elements of U,(n) of weight ay,
are multiples of the generator £;, . In our conventions we have

F» X = FXK, — XFK; = [F;, X]K..

This shows that F;> E;, = 0 for any F; € U,([;), since «;, is not a root of the Levi factor [.
Therefore E;, is a lowest weight vector and generates a simple U, ([;)-module corresponding
to ng 1. Finally we note that U,(l) > E;, C U,(n), since it suffices to take the positive part of
U,(lx) to generate this module, as E;, is a lowest weight vector. U

This shows that the degree-one components nf |, - -, nf | exist and are uniquely determined.
They are going to be the building blocks for the next result.

Proposition 4.3. Consider an increasing sequence Sy C --- C S, of proper subsets of 1,
corresponding to a decomposition n =ny @ --- ® n,. of the positive nilradical.
Then there exists a finite-dimensional subspace

n=n{@® - - @nl C Uy n)

such that each summand n} satisfies the following properties:
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e 1} is an U,(lx)-module under >, corresponding to the ly-module ny,
e cach graded component v} . is contained in the n-fold product of nf ;.

Proof. In Lemma 4.2 we proved that, for each &k € {1,--- 7}, the degree-one component
“ZJ C U,(n) exists and is uniquely determined. The components nz’n of degree n > 1 can be
constructed as follows (but not in a unique way, in general).

Consider the n-fold product ny , ---nj; C Uy(n). This is an U,(lx)-module and a quotient
of (nZJ)@" by the multiplication map in U,(n). We know that the [p-module ny,, appears as
a simple component of n?? by Proposition 2.2, hence the same is true for the corresponding
U,(lx)-module. Then we can pick a simple component corresponding to the [y-module ny,
within (nf ;)®", and denote by nj  its image in Uy(n). At least one such component is going
to be non-zero under the multiplication map, by specialization at ¢ = 1. U

We have the following simple result concerning the uniqueness of this construction.

Corollary 4.4. Consider an equivariant quantization n? =n{ & --- ®n? as above.

(1) The components ny, | and ny , are uniquely determined for k € {1,--- ,r}.
(2) For the classical series A, B,, C,, D, the quantization is uniquely determined.

Proof. (1) We have already seen that each nZJ is uniquely determined in Lemma 4.2. For the
component of degree two, observe that nf ; ®n} | admits a multiplicity-free decomposition by
Proposition 2.2, which implies that there is onl7y one component of this type.

(2) It is easily checked that the classical series A,, B,, C,, D, have the property that their
highest roots contain each simple root with coefficient at most two. This means that the
U, (Ix)-module nf has at most two components, for any k& € {1,--- ,r} and for any sequence
Sy C -+ C S,. Then the uniqueness from (1) gives the result. O

This uniqueness does not extend to components of higher degree, as we discuss in the next
subsection. For this reason we need further conditions to obtain a reasonable analogue of
n=nmn; ®---@n, for the exceptional Lie algebras, which we discuss later.

4.2. Comments on the result. Here we want to illustrate some shortcomings of the con-
struction given in the proof of Proposition 4.3, and motivate some of the developments that
appear in the next sections. We do this by specializing the construction to the classical case,
that is for the universal enveloping algebra U(g) corresponding to g.

Recall that U(g) is a Hopf algebra with coproduct determined by

Alz)=z®1+1®z, xcg.

In particular, this is the case for any of the summands appearing in the decomposition of the
positive nilradical n =n; & - - - & n,, as well as for their graded components.

Focusing on a fixed summand n;, we can try to follow the strategy of Proposition 4.3 to
recover the graded component ny ,, of degree n inside U(n). In order to do this, we decompose
the tensor product n?i’f into simple components as an [,-module, then select one component
isomorphic to ny, and map it to U(n) using the multiplication map. This procedure gives
the expected result for n = 1 and n = 2 but not necessarily for n > 3, as we explain below.
Note that this is trivial for n = 1, while for n = 2 it follows from the fact that n;; ® ny; has
a multiplicity-free decomposition, as argued in Corollary 4.4.

First we discuss the case of the component of degree two more explicitly. As already
observed, the simple component n; 5 C n;; ® ny; is uniquely determined and antisymmetric.
Fixing a basis {x;}; of ny 1, we have a basis {g;}; of nig 5 of the form g; = Zmb ¢l Ty @ xp With
Cly = —Cj,- Its image under the multiplication map p is then y; = 5 37, . cly[2a, 23], Which
makes it clear that we have p(ng2) = ng o and furthermore A(y;) =y, ® 1 + 1 @ y;.
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Now consider the case of the component of degree three. First we observe that there are at
least two components isomorphic to ny 3 in the decomposition of ng?{. Indeed, denoting them
by C; and Cj, they are obtained from the following decompositions

Ci Crgo®@ngy, Co Cngg @M.

Both of these components are uniquely determined, as the two tensor products have multiplicity-
free decompositions. Then their images in U(n) under the multiplication map are candidates
for n 3, as in the construction of Proposition 4.3.

However neither of these actually correspond to the component ny3 C n. To see this,
consider an element z = Z” bijy; ® x; of C; and the corresponding element z = Z” bijyix;
in U(n). Then its coproduct is given by A(z) = >_, ; bijA(y;) A(z;), which is not of the form
2® 1+ 1® 2. The situation is analogous for the component Cs.

On the other hand, ny 3 can be recovered from a subspace of C @ C; as follows. Denoting
by 7 the flip map, we first observe that Cy = 7y75(C}). Then we consider

C= <1d — T17'2)<Cl) C Cl @D 02.

This means that any element of C' has the general form z =}, . b;;(9; ® ; — 2; ® §;). Then
the corresponding element in U(n) is given by z = _, . b;; [yi, z;], which immediately shows
that A(z) =2 ® 1+ 1 ® z, as should be the case for the component ny 3.

This illustrates that, in order to recover the classical situation, we should impose extra
conditions when quantizing ny,,, for n > 3. As an analogue of the condition A(z) = z®1+1®z
for z € ny, we are going to require that C @ n{ should be a left U,(b)-coideal.

5. ADJOINT ACTION ON SCHUBERT CELLS

The goal of this section is to connect the equivariant quantizations from the previous
section to the quantum Schubert cells U,(w) introduced by De Concini, Kac and Procesi in
[DCKP95], corresponding to a Weyl group element w, as well as on their twisted versions
U;(ws) introduced by Zwicknagl in [Zwi09], corresponding to a factorization of the type
wy = wo,swg. The advantage of the latter is that it is invariant under the left adjoint action
of the quantized Levi factor, as shown in [Zwi09, Theorem 5.21].

We give a short proof of this result, which tries to elucidate the roles of both U,(wg) and
U;(wg). Then we discuss the connection with the equivariant quantizations of n.

5.1. Quantum Schubert cells. For any Weyl group element w € W, De Concini, Kac and
Procesi define an algebra U,(w) C U,(n) as follows.

Definition 5.1. Fix a reduced decomposition w = s;, ---s;, and let Eg,,---, Eg, be the
corresponding quantum root vectors. Then the quantum Schubert cell U,(w) is defined as the
subalgebra of U,(n) generated by these quantum root vectors.

It can be shown that this algebra does not depend on the chosen reduced decomposition of
w, see the proposition appearing in [DCKP95, Section 2.2].

Now consider a factorization wy = wp gwg corresponding to a parabolic subalgebra defined
by S CII. Then in general U,(wg) is not invariant under the left adjoint action of U,(ls), the
quantized Levi factor. This motivates the following modification of the Schubert cell U,(wg)
introduced by Zwicknagl, see [Zwi09, Definition 5.4].

Definition 5.2. Consider the factorization wy = wp gwg with respect to S C II. Then the
twisted quantum Schubert cell U;(ws) is defined by

Ui(ws) := Ty s (Uy(ws)).
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Here T, is the Lusztig automorphism corresponding to the longest word wg s for S. It
does not depend on the chosen reduced decomposition for this element.

This definition can be generalized to the relative setting of a Hopf algebra embedding
U,(¢) — U,(g), where £ corresponds to a Dynkin subdiagram of g. In this case the twisted

quantum Schubert cell U (ws) C U, () can be transported to U,(g) in the obvious way.

5.2. Invariance under the adjoint action. We are now going to show that the twisted
quantum Schubert cell U, (ws) is invariant under the left adjoint action of the quantized Levi
factor U,([s), a result originally proven in [Zwi09, Theorem 5.21].

Recall that, given weight vectors X, and Y, of weight ;1 and v respectively, their g-
commutator is given by [X,,Y,], = X, Y, —¢*"Y, X,. We begin by showing that the two al-
gebras U, (wg) and U] (wg) are invariant, in an appropriate sense, under taking g-commutators
with the generators of the positive part of the quantized Levi factor U,(s).

Lemma 5.3. For any i € S we have:

(1) [Uy(ws), Ei]q € Uy(wsg) for the quantum Schubert cell,
(2) [B;, Uy(ws)]y € Ui (ws) for the twisted quantum Schubert cell.

Proof. (1) By definition the quantum Schubert cell U,(wg) is generated by the quantum root
vectors { g, }jvzl corresponding to a reduced decomposition of wg. Consider a factorization
wo = wsw' and denote by {Ejp, }JMjN the corresponding quantum root roots. Then Ejs, = E,
for j € {1,---, N}, while the other quantum root vectors belong to the quantized Levi factor
Uqy(ls). It suffices to show that [Eg,, Ei], € Uy(ws) for any j € {1,---, N} and i € S, since
the general claim follows from the identity

[(XaY,, 2]y = XulY,, Z], + q(u’y) (X, Z,]qYy-

We can choose the reduced decomposition for w’ in such a way that fy,1 = «;, that is
Egy., = E;. Note that this does not change the quantum quantum root vectors {E, }jvzl
Then for any j € {1,---, N} we consider the g-commutator [E¢,, E], = [Es;, Egy,,|q- By the
g-commutation relations from Proposition 3.1 we get [Ej,, Egy., ]l = > cmE™M, where the
sum can be restricted to the tuples (mq, -+, myn) with my =0 for £ < jand k> N + 1.
Since Ejs, € U (wg) for k € {j+1,---, N}, we get the result.

(2) The proof is similar to (1). Choosing a reduced decomposition for wy = wyswg, we
have the quantum root vectors { £/ }J]VQ;N . Then the generators {E, X, of Ul(ws) are given
by Eéj = E;MH for j € {1,---, N}, while the other quantum root vectors belong to the
quantized Levi factor U,(lg). It suffices to prove the claim for the generators, since

[Xx, YuZu]q = [Xj, Yu]qu + q(A’u)Yu[XAa Z))q-

As above, we can choose the reduced decomposition for wg g in such a way that E;M =F;.
Then we consider the g-commutator [E;, E¢ |, = [E , El ;. An argument using the g-
commutation relations as in (1) gives the result. O

The previous result shows that there is not much difference between U,(ws) and U, (ws)
from the point of view of the g-commutation relations. However an important difference arises
when we consider the left adjoint action, since we have the identity E;> X, = [E;, X,], (in our
conventions). Then the previous g-commutation relations can be used to prove the following
result originally due to Zwicknagl, see [Zwi09, Theorem 5.21(b)].

Proposition 5.4. For any subset S C I1, the twisted quantum Schubert cell Ué(ws) 1S tnvari-
ant under the left adjoint action of the quantized Levi factor Uy(ls).

Proof. Recall that the quantized Levi factor U,(lg) is generated by the Cartan elements,
together with E; and F; with i € S. It is clear that U (ws) is invariant under the action



14 MARCO MATASSA
of the Cartan elements, since it is generated by weight vectors. Next we note that, in our
conventions for the coproduct, we have the identities

Ei I>Xﬂ = E)ZAX"u — KZX;LK;IEZ = [EhX,u]qu

Fir X, = FX, K, - X, K, = [F;, X, K.
Here X, is any weight vector. We note that in the first case we have a g-commutator, while
in the second case we have a regular commutator. Then the first identity and Lemma 5.3
imply that E;> U (ws) € U (ws) for any i € S.

Now consider F; > X, = [F;, X,,] K; for i € S. Using the automorphism T, we get

T,0 (Fe X,) = [T (F). T (X)) (K.

wo, s wo,s ) T wo,s wo,s
We must have wy s(a;) = —a; for some j € S, since wy g is the longest word corresponding to
O,S J Y O,S
S. We rewrite this as wg g(a;) = —ay, since wq g is involutive. We can factorize wg g = s;w
0,5(Q; ; 0,9 0,9

with ¢(w) = l(wy,s) — 1 and w(e;) = ;. Then it follows from [Jan98, Proposition 8.20] that
T, (E;) = E;. Using this and (3.1) we compute

T s (E;jK;) = TiTW(E; K;) = T(EK;) = —F.

Wo,s

From this it follows that T, ' (F;) = —E;K;. This lets us rewrite
Tz;ol’S(Fi [>XM) = _[EjKjaT_l (XM)JKJI-

Wo,s

Since X, has weight j, the element Tujo%s (X,) has weight w g(p) = wo,s(1t). Then
Tlgol’s (FZ > XM) — Tlgol’s (XM)E], _ q(aj’wO’S(“))EjTJOI,S (XM)
= [T_l (Xu)an]q-

wo, s

Therefore F; > X, = Toy, ¢ ([T*1 (X,), Ej]q), where wy s(o;) = —a; and j € S.

wo, s

Applying this identity to any element of U] (ws) we get

Foo Uy(ws) € Tans ([T (U3 (8)), Bily) = Tons ([Wy(ws), i)
By Lemma 5.3 we have [U(wsg), E;]; € U(wg) for any j € S. Hence
Fiv Ug(ws) € T, 5 (Ug(ws)) = Ug(ws),
which concludes the proof. O

Remark 5.5. The result remains valid if we replace the Lusztig automorphisms 7; with another
choice T; such that T;(X,,) = t;,,7;(X,) on weight vectors, as in Remark 3.2.

5.3. Comparison. Now we discuss the connection between the twisted quantum Schubert
cells and the equivariant quantizations n? = n{ @ --- @ n? as in Proposition 4.3.

First we observe that, for any increasing sequence S; C - -+ C .S, of proper subsets of II, we
have a corresponding factorization of the longest word of g of the form

wo = wy - wy, L wg) = Lwy) + -+ L(w,).

To obtain it, start from the factorization wy = wp g, ws, with respect to S, C II and set
w, = wg,. Then wy g, is the longest word of the semisimple Lie algebra g, C g. Proceeding in
this way, we factorize wy s, ,, = wo,s,ws, With respect to Sy C Sky1 and set wy, = wg,. This
gives the factorization wy = wy - - - w, with respect to the sequence S; C --- C S,, where in
the last step we use wpp = 1. We note that a factorization of this type for wy is related to
the notion of nice decomposition introduced by Littelmann, see [Lit98, Section 4].

Note that the Weyl group element wy occurs in the factorization of the longest word of
gr+1 with respect to the inclusion Sy C Sii1. We have an embedding U,(gk+1) — U,(g) of
U,(lx)-modules obtained by mapping the generators in the obvious way. Then the twisted
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quantum Schubert cell U} (wi) C Uy(gr+1) can be transported to U,(g) via this embedding,
and we denote it by the same symbol in the next result.

Proposition 5.6. Let n? = n{ @ --- @ nl be an equivariant quantization corresponding to
Sy C -+ C Sy Then we have nj C U (wy) for any k € {1,---,r}. Moreover nj | coincides
with the degree-one component of Ul (wy) with respect to the grading by o, .

Proof. For any k € {1,---,7} we have E; € U/(w;). Indeed, for the enumeration of the
positive roots corresponding to wy = wp swsg, those of the Levi factor [g occur before those of
the positive nilradical ng. Recall that the twisted quantum Schubert cell Uj(wy,) is invariant
under the left adjoint action of U,([), by Proposition 5.4. Then this action on E;, generates
the degree-one component of U/ (wy,) with respect to «;,, since this is not a root of [. By
Lemma 4.2 the degree-one component nZ’l is also generated by FE;, under the left adjoint
action of U,(l;), hence the two must coincide. Finally, by construction any graded component
nj. ,, is contained in the n-fold product of nj |, hence it is contained in Uy (wy). O

This result implies that each degree-one component nj ; consists of quantum root vectors
corresponding to some reduced decomposition of wy, which makes its description more explicit.
We are going to make use of this fact later in Proposition 9.7.

6. QUASITRIANGULAR HOPF ALGEBRAS AND TRANSMUTATION

In this section we momentarily abandon the quantized enveloping algebra U,(g) to discuss
some general results on quasitriangular Hopf algebras, which are going to be used in the next
section. The overall theme is the comparison of two left actions of a Hopf algebra H on the
tensor product H® H. As we are going to discuss, in the quasitriangular case this comparison
can be achieved by a form of transmutation, a notion introduced by Majid. We provide some
details for this result, as we could not find it in the literature in the form we require. Finally
we discuss a formula, which we refer to as the quantum shuffle product, for a certain type of
products in the braided tensor product algebra H ®, H.

6.1. Actions on the tensor product. Let H be a Hopf algebra and denote as before the
left adjoint action of H on itself by x>y = x1)yS(x(2)). Then we have the tensor product
action of H on H ® H, denoted by the same symbol, given by

> (Y®2) =20)>y@ T2
This makes H® H into a H-module algebra, that is x> (yy' ®22') = x> (y® 2)-22)> (Y ®2).
On the other hand consider A(xz>y). Then a quick computation shows that
Az > y) = z0)yn)S(T@) @ T2) > Y-

In general this does not coincide with x> A(y), unless H is cocommutative.
On the other hand, we can introduce a second left action » of H on H ® H, which reduces
to the previous identity on the subspace A(H) C H ® H, given by

T » (y & Z) = l’(l)y5<l’(3)) (29 T(2) > 2.
Below we discuss some of its some basic properties.

Proposition 6.1. The map » satisfies the following properties:

(1) It is a left action of H on H® H.
(2) It makes H ® H into a H-module algebra.
(3) It satisfies x » Ay) = A(x > y).
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Proof. (1) Using the fact that > is a left action and S an anti-homomorphism, we compute
' > (y®2) = x(l)x’(l)yS(x(g)x’(3)) ® :L’(g):c’@) >z
= 21y YS(2(3))S(23)) ® (2) > T{g) > 2
=zpz»(y®2).
(2) Using the module algebra property of > and S(zx))z(2) = €(x) we compute
z > (g ©22') = x)yy'S(xw) ® () > 2)(23) > 2)
= 1)y (Tm) Ty S(T6) @ (20) > 2)(2E > 2)
=z > (Y@ 2) 22 > (Y © 7).
(3) This is immediate from the definition of ». O

We are interested with comparing the two actions > and », in some suitable sense. This
can be done in the case of quasitriangular Hopf algebra, which we now review.

6.2. Quasitriangular Hopf algebras. Let H be a quasitriangular Hopf algebra. This means
that H admits an R-matriz, which is an invertible element R € H ® H such that
R-A(h)-R ' =A®), hcH,
(A®id)(R) = Ri3-Ras, (Ad® A)(R) =Rz Ria-
From these properties it follows that
(e@id)(R) =1, (id®e)(R) =1,
(S®id)(R) =R, (d®S) (R =R.

Given an R-matrix R as above, the corresponding braiding is defined to be R:=710oR,
where 7 denotes the flip map. The name is related to the fact that R turns the category of
finite-dimensional H-modules into a braided monoidal category. We also denote this braiding
by o in the following, mostly for typographical reasons.

The following results is well-known, see for instance [Maj00, Corollary 9.2.13| (and note
that the result in this reference should read H-modules as opposed to H-comodules).

Proposition 6.2. Let H be a quasitriangular Hopf algebra with braiding o. Let A and B
be left H-module algebras. Then the braided tensor product A ®, B is the algebra given by
A® B as a vector space and with product

(a®0b) v (c®d) = pipuz02(a @ bR c®d).
It is a left H-module algebra with respect to the tensor product action .

In this result p: A ® A — A denotes the multiplication map on an algebra A and we use
the standard leg-numbering notation, as we do in the following.

6.3. Transmutation. As discussed at the beginning of this section, the two left actions
> and » of H on H ® H do not coincide, in general. To compare them we can use the
theory of transmutation, due to Majid [Maj91, Maj93|. This takes as input a quasitriangular
Hopf algebra H and produces a braided Hopf algebra H. In particular we can compare the
subspaces A(H) and A(H) of H® H, where A is the a modified coproduct of H. For more
details on this see for instance [Maj00, Theorem 7.4.2 and Example 9.4.9].

The setting we consider here is a bit different, since we want to work directly with H ® H
rather than the subspaces described above. As we could not find this result stated in this
precise form anywhere, we provide some details of its proof.
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Theorem 6.3. Let H be a quasitriangular Hopf algebra with universal R-matriz R =), a;®b;
and braiding o. Define the map T: H® H — H® H by

:bei@)aiby.

Then we have an isomorphism of H-module algebras T : (H ®, H,>) — (H @ H,»).

Proof. Invertibility. Using the properties of the R-matrix one easily checks that
Z xS(b;) ® a; >y.

Equivariance. Using the definition of the left action » we compute

2 T(xRy) = Zz(l xb;S(2(3)) @ 2200 > Y

%

= Z 2)xb;iS(2(3)) @ 2(2)aiS (2(2)) 2(5) > Y-
Using Ro1 - A% (z) = A(x) - Ry and A%(S(x)) = S(xq)) @ S(x2)) we get
2 T(rey) = Z 2025 (2(4))bi © 2(2) S (2(3) ) aiz(s) >y
= Z 2128 (2(2))bi @ a;zz) >y
= Z(z(l) >x)b; @ a; > 2>y =T(ze(r®y)).

Homomorphism. The coproduct identities for R =) . a; ® b; can be written as

Z ai(1) @ ai2) @ b; = Z a; @ a; @ bibj,

@ 0]

> @i @by Dby = Y a0, @b ®b;.

@ 0,

(6.1)

Using oy = (2(1) > y)2(2) and the second identity in (6.1), we compute

Ty T eoy) = Z xbix'by @ (a; > y)(ar>y)
= Z 2(1 >z Z(Q)bk; & (ai > y)(ak > y/)

- Z z(b; > 2" )biby @ (a; > a; > y)(ar>y').

irj,k
On the other hand, using the first identity in (6.1) we compute
T(ZL‘i’ X g’y/) = Z l‘{i‘bz ® (ai(l) > g) ((li(g) > y,)
= 2ibby, @ (a;> ) (ar > ).
ik

Setting T ® y = Z bj>a' ®a;>y gives T(xT @ gy ) =T(r®y) T(z’®y'). Finally we note
that smcex@y—a( ®y) we have 2Z @ 5y’ = (x ® y) -» (2’ R /). O
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Remark 6.4. The relation to Majid’s transmutation is described as follows. If we restrict the
inverse map T~ ! to the subspace A(H) C H ® H, we obtain

T—1 o A(h) = Z h(l)S(bZ) & a; > h(g)

Comparing with the braided coproduct A of H, as defined in [Maj00, Theorem 7.4.2|, we see
that we have the relation T~' o A = A between the two coproducts.

The previous result can be generalized to the relative setting, where K is a quasitriangular
Hopf algebra and we have an injective Hopf algebra map ¢ : K — H. Since we need this
setting in the next section, we spell out some of the relevant details.

We can consider K as a Hopf subalgebra of H via the map ¢. As such, we get a left adjoint
action of K on H as the restriction of the left adjoint action of H on itself. Similarly, we
obtain the left actions > and » of K on the tensor product H ® H. Finally, transporting the
R-matrix R of K via the map ¢, we obtain the following.

Corollary 6.5. Let K be a quasitriangular Hopf algebra with universal R-matriz R and
braiding or. Let H be a Hopf algebra and v : K — H and injective Hopf algebra map. Write
(t®1)(Rx) =)_,a; ®b;. Define the map T : H® H — H® H by

Tr(x®y) :bei@)aiby.

(2

Then we have an isomorphism of K-module algebras T : (H ®,, H,»>) — (H @ H,»).

Proof. Write R = (1 ® 1)(Rg) € H® H. Since ¢ is an injective Hopf algebra map we have
that R is invertible and satisfies the properties

(A ® ld) (R) - ng . Rzg, (ld ® A)(R) - ng . R12-

On the other hand we have R - A(k) - R™! = A°(k) for any k € K, where here we consider
K C H viathe inclusion ¢. Then it is easy to check that the proof of Theorem 6.3 remains valid
in this setting, with the obvious exception of K-equivariance replacing H-equivariance. [

6.4. Quantum shuffle product. We conclude this section by discussing an explicit formula
for braided products in H ®, H of the form

PO (s, ) = (@14 1@ ) g (hn © 14 1@ hy).

We should think of P™(hy,---  h,) as the braided product of "primitive" elements in H @ H
(more precisely, primitive with respect to the modified coproduct A).

We refer to the formula obtained below as the quantum shuffle product, for reasons soon
to be apparent. The result is known, see for instance [HeSc20, Theorem 6.4.9], where it
appears in the form of the comultiplication for a braided tensor algebra. It is also essentially
dual to the construction of the quantum shuffle Hopf algebra defined by Rosso in [Ros98|.
Nevertheless, we find it useful to give a short proof of this result below.

The set of (i, j)-shuffles with n =i + j consists of permutations s € S, such that

s(l) <---<s(i), s(i+1)<---<s(n).

We write S;; for the set of (¢, j)-shuffles and note that it has dimension (7). Below we actu-
ally consider the inverse shuffles, which are sometimes called unshuffles. Given any reduced
decomposition s = s;, - -+ s;, of s € 5, we define

Og i — Uil .. 'O'Z'm,



EQUIVARIANT QUANTIZATIONS AND COVARIANT DIFFERENTIAL CALCULI 19

where we use the leg-numbering notation as usual. This does not depend on the chosen
reduced decomposition, since o satisfies the braid equation. Furthermore, consider the mul-
tiplication maps p; ; : H*" — H' ® H7 for n =i + j, given by

pij(hr ® - @ hy) =hy---hi @ hiq -+ hy.
We note the special cases (i, (h1®- - -®@hy,) = 1®hy - - - hy, and pi, (M ®- - -®@hy,) = hy - - - h, 1.
Using this notation, we obtain the promised quantum shuffle product as follows.

Proposition 6.6. For any n > 1 we have the formula
P(n)(hl’ . ’hn) — Z Wi Z gs(hl R ® hn)_

i+j:n S_IESZ"]'

Proof. First note that we can write
P(nJrl)(hlv T 7hn+1> P (hb e 7h'n) ‘o (hn+1 & 1+1 & h’n+1)'
Recall that (a®b) -, (c®d) = p1p302(a@b®c®d) by Proposition 6.2. Using the compatibility
between the multiplication, the braiding and the unit, we obtain
(a®b) v (c®1)=po(a®@b®c), (a®b),(1Rd)=pu(a®bx®d).

This means that P™Y) = (u05 + p2)(P™ ® id) as maps on H*™+1),
The claimed formula holds for n = 1, since P (hy) = (j11,0 + f10,1)(h1), so suppose the it

holds for some generic n. Let us note that y; ; = pui '] +11 , where this expression must be

interpreted appropriately for the boundary cases ¢ = 0 and j = 0. Let us also abbreviate
Bij =3 .ic si; Os- Then we are assuming that

1,J
P(n = Z ,LL luerl

i+j=n

Using this assumption we compute

PUFY = (1oy + o) (P™ @ id)
= Z NiUHlﬂgll ij ®1d) + Z iy MHl ij ®id)

itj=n i+j=n
= Z (Nzi_lai:ug_l(Bz 1; ®id) + T 1:uz+11(Bi,j—1 ® id)) :
i+j=n+1

By induction one shows that o;uj* = pt0; - - - 034 for any m. This lets us rewrite

PO = N il (03 0u(Bioy; ©1d) 4 (Bij @1d))

i+j=n+1
Then, as in the proof of [Ros98, Proposition 6|, we can use the identity

B;j=0;--0,(Bi_1,; ®id) + (B, j—1 ®id).

This is obtained by observing that, for any shuffle w € S; ; with i 4+ j = n + 1, we have either
w(i) =n+1orw(n+ 1) =n+ 1. Using this identity gives the result. O

7. COIDEAL PROPERTY

We now come back to the equivariant quantizations n? = n{®- - -@n? associated to increasing
sequences S; C --- C 5, of proper subsets of II. These were shown to exist in Proposition 4.3,
but are not guaranteed to be unique for a given sequence, since the construction depends on
decomposing appropriate tensor products, where the simple components can appear with
multiplicities larger than one. Our main goal in this section is to study whether C & n? is a
left coideal, which as a byproduct allows us to get uniqueness in some cases.
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The main tool for this analysis is be the map T introduced in the previous section, or
rather its counterpart Tg corresponding to a subset S C II, as we explain below. Together
with the quantum shuffle product formula, this allows us to verify the coideal condition, with
the possible exception of some cases corresponding to exceptional Lie algebras.

7.1. General considerations. Let us consider an arbitrary subset S C II of the simple
roots and the corresponding quantized Levi factor U,(lg). Then both U,(lg) and U,(g) are
quasitriangular Hopf algebras and we can apply the results of Section 6.

To be precise, in this case the universal R-matrix does not belong to the algebraic tensor
product, but rather a completion of it. We do not dwell on this point, which only requires
minor modifications and is well-understood in the literature. Moreover, we mostly work in
the situation where one of the leg of the tensor product is in the locally-finite part, in which
case we have no issues regarding infinite sums for the R-matrix.

Proposition 7.1. Given any S C II, denote by Rg = >, a; ® b; the universal R-matriz
corresponding to U,(ls) C U,(g) and by og the corresponding braiding. Define the map

Ts: Uy(9) @ Uy(g) = Uy(g) @ Uy(g), Ts(z®y) = Zazb ® a;>y.

Then we have an isomorphism of U,(ls)-module algebras
Ts: (Ug(9) ®og Uglg),>) = (Uy(g) @ Uy(g), »).
Proof. This is simply Corollary 6.5 applied to the case U,(lg) C U,(g). O
Observe that in this result we have the braiding og = 7 0 Rg corresponding to U,(lg). For
the rest of this section we use the shorter notation o = og, for fixed S.

Also note that the previous result is valid for any choice of R-matrix Rg. In the following
we make a precise choice, which we write schematically as

'RS:/{OQS.

Here k(z, ®1y,) = q(“”’)xu ® 1, for weight vectors, while Qg is known as the quasi R-matrix.
The only properties we require of Qg is that it can be written as

Qs = Z QS,ﬁa QSﬁ S Uq([S)—B ® Uq([S)ﬁ’
B>0

and moreover Qgo = 1 ® 1. See for instance the discussion in [Jan98, Section 7], keeping in
mind the general result that if R is a universal R-matrix then so is R,. We also observe
that for the corresponding braiding ¢ = 7 0 Rg we have

oz, @) = q"y, ©a, + )y ® @,

where each x; has weight lower than z, and each y; has weight higher than y,.
With the R-matrix Rg as above, we have the following result.

Proposition 7.2. Let V C U,(g) be invariant under the left adjoint action of U,(ls).

(1) The map Tg preserves the subspace Uy(b) @ V.

(2) If X, € V is a lowest weight vector of weight p, then Tg(1® X,) = K, ® X,.
Proof. (1) This follows from the formula Tg(z ® y) = >, 2b; ® a; > y defining the map Tg,
since we have Qs = 3 5. Qs and Qs g € Uy(ls) -5 @ Uy(ls)p-

(2) Consider weight vectors X, and Y,, where X, is a lowest weight vector with respect to
> as above. Recalling the given characterization of Qg, we have

Qs> (X, ®Y,)=0Q50> (X, ®Y,)=X,Q0Y,.
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Then for the universal R-matrix we obtain
Rs> (X, ®Y,)=k(X,®Y,)=¢""X,0Y,=X,0 K,>Y,.

From this identity it follows that Tg(1® X,) = K, ® X,,. O
Remark 7.3. We remark that for the universal R-matrix Rg we use x(z, ®1y,) = ¢*Vz, ®1y,,
where (-,-) is the inner product corresponding to the weight lattice of g (instead of the
corresponding inner product for the semisimple part of [g). This is possible since the notions
of weights for g and [g coincide, as the latter contains the Cartan subalgebra h. This choice
guarantees that x(X, ® Y,) = X, ® K, >Y,, which we used in the proof above.

We also observe that one can realize R by first considering the universal R-matrix of U,(g)
of a similar form and then projecting it down to the subspace U,(ls) ® U,(ls).

The previous result implies the following properties.
Corollary 7.4. Let V C U,(g) be a simple U,(ls)-module under the left adjoint action. Then
Ts(Vel)=Veal, TsleV)cUlls) eV,
where U,(15)=° = U,(Is) N U,(b) is the non-negative part of U,(ls).
Proof. The first property is obvious, since Tg(X ® 1) = X ® 1 for any X € U,(g). For the

second property, let X, be a lowest weight vector of V' of weight p1. Then Tg(1®X,) = K,®X,
by the previous result. Given any Y € U,(lg) we compute

Ts(Ye(10X,)=Y » Ts(1®X,) = Y1) K,S(Ys) ® Yo > X,..

Here we have used the equivariance of Tg with respect to U,(ls) and the definition of the left
action ». Since X, generates V as a U,(ls)=’-module, we obtain

Ts(1@YeX,)=Ts(Y>(1®X,)) €U, (ls)2° @ V. O

We are going to use these results to analyze the coproducts of elements in n?.

7.2. Degree one. For the rest of this section we consider a subset of the form S = II\{as}.
Then, as in Proposition 4.3, we have a quantization n{, of the positive nilradical ng, which is
invariant under the left adjoint action of the quantized Levi factor U,(ls) and N-graded by a.
Our goal is to show that we can choose n{ in such a way that C @ n is a left U,(b)-coideal.
Recall that the components “%,1 and n§2 of degrees one and two are uniquely determined by
Corollary 4.4, so the only possible choices appear from degree > 3.

We begin by showing that C@ngl is a left coideal. We note that this result could be proven
by more elementary methods, but we state it in such a form that is well-suited to performing
a similar analysis for the components of higher degree.

Proposition 7.5. For any X € ng, we have
AX)=Ts(X®1+1® X).
This implies the property A(ng ) C U,(b) ® (C @ ng,).

Proof. Since S = II\{as}, we have that E is a lowest weight vector for the left adjoint action
of U,(ls), as in Lemma 4.2. Then using Proposition 7.2 we get

A(E,) =E,®1+K,® B, =Tg(E,®1+1® E,).

This proves the first claim for the lowest weight vector FE,.
Next, recall that the coproduct satisfies the property A(z>y) = x » A(y) for any z,y €
U,(g). Then for any Y € U,(ls) we obtain the identity

AYSE)=Y » AE,)=Y » Ts(E,®1+1® E,).
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Similarly, the map Tg satisfies the equivariance property z » Tg(y ® z) = Tg(z> (y ® z)) for
any z € U,(lg) and y, z € U,(g). Using this in the identity above, we get

AYSE)=Ts(Y > (B, ®1+10E,))=Ts(Y>E,©14+10Y > E,).

Since E, generates ng, as an Uy(ls)-module, this proves the first claim. The second claim
immediately follows from Corollary 7.4. U

This result shows that C @ “?9,1 is a left U,(b)-coideal. We note that here we could replace

U,(b) with U,(ls)=°, but this is not going to be the case for the higher degrees.
Using the previous result we can also prove the following identity, which is going to be
useful for studying the coideal property in general.

Lemma 7.6. Let Xy, -+, X, €n§,. Then we have
AXy X)) =TsgoP™(X,,-- X,),
where the map P™ is defined in Proposition 6.6.

Proof. Clearly A(X;---X,,) = A(X1)---A(X,). We have A(X) = Tg(X ®1+1® X) for
any X € n?su by Proposition 7.5. From this we get

AXy X)) =Ts(Xi®14+10 X)) - Tsg(X, @1+ 1® X,).

Now recall that Tg is an algebra isomorphism from U,(g) ®, U,(g) to U,(g) ® U,(g), where
for the first algebra we have the product -, which involves the braiding ¢ = og corresponding
to S. This means that we can rewrite

AX X)) =T (Xi@1+1@ X)) 50 (Xn @1+ 10 X,)).

Then the result follows from the definition of the map P™. O

7.3. Degree two. Next we consider the degree-two component n%, C n, - n%,, which is
uniquely determined as observed in Corollary 4.4. In the following result we make crucial use
of the previously introduced map Tg, making the proof quite simple.

Proposition 7.7. We have
A(ngg) CU,(b)® (Ca n?su SZ ngz)-

Proof. Let {X;}; be a basis of nf ;. Then we have A(X;X;) = TgoP®(X;, X;) by Lemma 7.6.
It easily follows from Proposition 6.6 that

PA(X;, X;) = X, X; @1+ (id+0)(X; @ X;) + 1 ® X; X;.

Here we note that (id +0)(X; ® X;) € ng, ®@n§, C U,(b) ®@n§,. By Proposition 7.2 we know
that Tg maps U,(b) ® ng, into itself, which gives

Tso (id+0)(X; ® X;) € Uy(b) @ng,.
Now consider any X € ng2, which we can write in the form X = E@ i ¢;jX;Xj. Then
Ts(X®1) end,®C, To(1@ X) € Uy(b) @ nl,,
by Corollary 7.4. This gives the result. U

In other words, the subspace C © n§, ® ng, is a left U,(b)-coideal.
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7.4. Degree three. The case of degree three is significantly more complicated. One issue
is that nf, is not uniquely determined in this case. Indeed, we get at least two simple
components of this type in (ngl)@g, arising from the decompositions of

“?9,2 ® “?9,1> ngu ® ng’,Q'
We begin by spelling out the product formula from Proposition 6.6 in this case.
Lemma 7.8. For any x4, x5, x5 € Uy(g) we have
P(g)(:pl, To,T3) = 17273 ® 1 + 1 @ x1x073

+ 11 (1 + 03 + 0901) (11 ® 22 @ x3)

+ po(1+ o1 + 0102) (71 @ T2 @ x3).
Proof. The relevant shuffles S; ; with ¢ + 5 = 3 are

Sos =11}, Si2={1,s1,5081}, Sa1={1,52,518}, Sso={1}.

Taking their inverses and inserting them into P® gives the result. U

We begin by giving a sufficient condition for ngg to be a left coideal.

Lemma 7.9. Let 2§ 5 C (n ) be an U,(ls)-module corresponding to the ls-module ngs.
Suppose that it satisfies the property

pi2(1+ 01+ 0102) (0 5) C Uy(b) ® 0.
Then, writing n§ 5 for the image of 0 3 in Uy(n), we have
A(ng ) CUy(b) @ (Cdn§, Onf, Dngsy).
Proof. As before, we denote by {X;}; a basis of n%u. Then by Lemma 7.6 we have
A(X:X;X1) = Ts o PO(X,, X, Xp),
where P®) is given explicitly in Lemma 7.8. We note that
pr(1+ 02 4 0201)(X; @ X; @ Xp) € Uy(b) @ n

and the same is true after applying Tg, by Proposition 7.2. For any choice of ”%,37 consider
an element X = Z”k ciin XiX; X, € ng?). Then by Corollary 7.4 we get

Ts(X®1)eUy(b)®C, Ts(1® X) € Uyb)®ngs,.

Therefore the only term left to consider is the one which involves the map ps(1 + o7 + 0109).
Here we use our assumption on ﬁg?), which satisfies the property

p2(14 01 4 0102)(105 5) € Uy(b) ® 0.
The same is true after applying Tg. Then setting n§ 5 = p3(n% ;) gives the result. O

Hence the problem boils down to finding a simple component corresponding to ng s inside
(n%,)®® such that the property above is satisfied.

As we discuss below, this is easy to achieve if (“?9,1)(83 has exactly two components of this
type. However, we do not know of any a priori reason why this should be the case. Hence we
have to resort to some tedious case-by-case checking in Lemma A.1 (which is perhaps to be
expected, since this situation only arises for exceptional Lie algebras).

Proposition 7.10. There exists n§ 5 C Uy(n) such that we have
A(ng3) € Ug(b) ® (C@ng; @ ng, @ ngy).

Moreover this choice is uniquely determined.
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Proof. The discussion here is going to be similar to that of Section 4.2. Let us write u = n§,
to ease the notation and similarly u; for its graded components. We also write uy for the
unique component corresponding to iy inside u; ® .

Recall that the simple component uz appears with multiplicity one in the tensor products
Uy ® u; and u; ® Uy, since both modules are weight multiplicity-free. Hence we have at least
two components of type ug inside u®, which we write as

01Cﬂ2®u1Cu?3, Cy Cwy ®ﬁ2Cu‘?3.
We denote the corresponding U, (ls)-module isomorphisms by
L12u3—>Cl, L23U3—>02.

By the quantum analogue of Lemma A.1, we know that us has multiplicity two in u®,
which lets us identify these components with C; and C5. We have that 1 + oy + 0105 is an
U,(ls)-module map, which implies that it must map components of type us into themselves.
Therefore there exist some coefficients t¥ and 5 such that

(140, 4+ 0109) o tg = they +they, k€ {1,2}).

In other words, 1+ o1+ 0109 maps each C} into C & C5. Hence, taking an appropriate linear
combination of the form C' = (c1t1 + cat2)(u3), we can guarantee that

(1 + o1 + 0'10'2)(0) - 02 Cuwy ®ﬁ2

This corresponds to the required property from Lemma 7.9, taking into account that the
multiplication p maps us into u,. This gives the claim on the coproduct.

As for uniqueness, we note that the subspace C' = (c1¢1 + cat2)(u3) depends on the two
parameters ¢; and ¢ and we can expect the condition (14 0y +0102)(C) C Cs to give a linear
relation between them. Indeed, this must be the case by specialization at ¢ = 1, as it follows
from the discussion in Section 4.2. Hence the same must be true when ¢ is a formal variable
or ¢ is transcendental, which is the setting we consider here. O

7.5. Main result. We now come back to the equivariant quantizations n{ @ --- @ n? from
Proposition 4.3 to investigate the corresponding coideal property. We recall that each sum-
mand n} is N-graded by some simple root «;, . In the next result we show that, if each n} has
at most three graded components, then it can be uniquely chosen in such a way that C@®nf is
a left U,(b)-coideal. This restriction can be reformulated in terms of the simple components
appearing in the semisimple Lie algebra g, as we do below.

Theorem 7.11. Let g be a complex semisimple Lie algebra of rank r, which does not contain

components of type Fy, F;, Eg. Consider an increasing sequence S; C --- C S, of proper

subsets of 11, corresponding to a decomposition n =ny & --- G n,. of the positive nilradical.
Then there exists a unique finite-dimensional subspace

n=n{®---®nl C Uyn)
such that each summand 0} satisfies the following properties:

e 1} is an U,(Ix)-module under 1>, corresponding to the ly-module n,
e cach graded component nzﬂ is contained in the n-fold product of nZJ,
o Conj is aleft Uy(b)-coideal, that is A(C @ nj) C Uy(b) ® (Cdni).

Proof. We have already shown in Proposition 4.3 that an equivariant quantization of n =
ny - - - dn, exists (but is not unique, in general), that is the first two properties are satisfied.
For the coideal property we first recall that, as given in (2.2), the sequence S; C --- C S,
determines a sequence of complex semisimple Lie algebras

{0} =g1CgaC--Cgr Cgry1 =9
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We have that n; C gr.1 is the positive nilradical corresponding to the inclusion Sy C Sii1,
more precisely Sy = Sk41\{a,}. In other words, each summand ny appears as the positive
nilradical ng of a semisimple Lie algebra corresponding to a proper subset S obtained by
removing one simple root, which is the setting we considered above.

If g does not contain simple components of type Fy, E7, Eg, then each summand n; has
graded components of degree at most three, as can be easily deduced by inspecting the
highest roots of the various complex simple Lie algebras. Then by combining Proposition 7.5,
Proposition 7.7 and Proposition 7.10, which correspond respectively to the cases of degree
one, two and three, we deduce that nf can be chosen in such a way that C®n] is a left U,(b)-
coideal. This choice is necessarily unique in degrees one and two, while Proposition 7.10
guarantees that this is the case in degree three as well. O

This result refines Proposition 4.3 and gives a satisfactory quantization of the decomposition
n=nmn @ - dn, together with the action of the various Levi factors. Indeed, under the
conditions stated in the result, we have a unique quantization within U,(n) satisfying an
analogue of the existence of a Lie algebra structure on each summand ny.

We strongly suspect that it should be possible to remove the restriction that g should not
contain simple components of type Fy, F; and Eg. Doing so would require the analysis of
the graded components “z,n up to degree n = 6 (but we note that the case of degree four
would suffice for Fy and F7). In principle this analysis can performed following the strategy
employed in the degree-three case, but the details get significantly harder. In particular, it
would be desirable to have a more conceptual understanding for the multiplicity of ny,, inside
the tensor product n??, rather than resorting to explicit case-by-case checks as in Lemma A.1.
In any case, this leads us to formulate the following conjecture.

Conjecture 7.12. The results of Theorem 7.11 hold for any finite-dimensional complex
semisimple Lie algebra g, without any restriction on the simple components.

As partial evidence beyond Theorem 7.11, we point out that for any semisimple Lie algebra
g of rank r we have the following: for any & € {1,---,r} and n € {1,2,3}, we have that
Co an S RERNS nzﬂ is a left U,(b)-coideal. Indeed, in the proof of Proposition 7.10 there was
no restriction on the semisimple Lie algebra being considered.

8. THE EXAMPLE OF (5

In this section we illustrate the results obtained above in the case of the exceptional Lie
algebra G4. In particular, we consider the decomposition n = n; @ ny such that n, has graded
components up to degree three, which is the most complicated case for the purpose of checking
the coideal property. This is well-suited to illustrating the complexity of the situation, while
keeping computations manageable. In fact, we are going to skip most of the relevant details,
only giving indications for how they can be performed.

8.1. Decomposition. We consider the simple Lie algebra g = G3. We denote by «; the
short root and by as the long root, which means that

(a1,09) = =1, (az,0) = =3.
The corresponding positive roots are given by
Ot = {1, ag, a + ag, 200 + ag, 3a; + g, 3a1 + 205}

We consider the decomposition n = n; @ ny, with respect to the sequence S; C Sy with
Sy = {as}. The corresponding Levi factors [; and [y are given by

[1 :hu [2:h@span{ea17fal}'
We note that the semisimple part of [, can be identified with sls.
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For the positive nilradical we have n; = Ce,, and ny = ny; @ ny 2 @ ny 3, where the grading
in this case is with respect to a. These three components are given by

nZ,l - Span{6a1+a2> 60{1}7 n2,2 - Span{62a1+a2}7 n2,3 - Span{e3a1+2a27 63041+a2}'

These are all slo-modules by the adjoint action of the semisimple part of 5. We note that
the components of degrees one and three correspond to the fundamental module, while the
component of degree two corresponds to the trivial module.

8.2. Quantum root vectors. Our goal is to exhibit explicitly the equivariant quantization
n? = n! @ nl corresponding to the decomposition above. We begin by introducing quantum
root vectors that are adapted to this situation, as in Proposition 5.6. This means that the
longest word wy should be factorized as wy = wp g,ws, where Sy = {as}. In other words, wy
should begin with the simple reflection s, giving the following enumeration.

Lemma 8.1. Consider wg = S28159515251. The corresponding positive roots are

Bi =z, By =ai+az, B3= 301+ 2az,

By =201+ az, B5 =301+ az, B = ar.

We define the quantum root vectors Ejp,,-- -, Eg, with respect to wy as above. We also
note that, with respect to this enumeration, the decomposition of n can be written as
M1 =Tg, N1 =ng, Bhg, Ny =MNg, Ng3 =g Dng,.
It follows from Proposition 5.6 that the degree-one components are given by
ni, =span{Es }, n3; =span{Es,, Eg}.

So it remains to find the higher-degree components nj, and ng ;.

Next, we are going to determine the g-commutators [Ep,, Egj]q = Eg Eg, — q(ﬁi’ﬁf)EﬁjEﬁi
in the case i < j. We recall that, in our conventions for the coproduct, we have the identity
E;> X = [E;, X], for the generators of the quantized Levi factor, as in Proposition 5.4.

In the next result we use some standard notations related to quantized enveloping algebras,
such as the g-numbers [n], := % and the divided powers Eé") = E3/[n]g,

Lemma 8.2. The non-zero q-commutators [Eg,, Eg ], with i < j are given by
[Es. Eslo=(a"— ' = + DES),  [Ep, Epo = (¢ —a "ER),
[Eﬁlv Eﬁ5]q = _(q + q_l - q_g)Eﬁa + (q - q_l)Eﬁ2Eﬁ4a
[Eﬁlv Eﬁe]q = Eﬁzv [Eﬁw E54]q = [3]QE537 [Eﬁm Eﬁs]q = <q3 - q71>Eéi)7
3
[Eﬁw Eﬁe]q = [Q]QEBM [Eﬁsa Eﬁs]q = (q6 - (]4 - (]2 + I)E[(ﬁ)a
[Eﬁzw Eﬁs]q = <q3 - q71>Eéi)7 [Eﬁu Eﬁe]q = [3]QE55'

Proof. These relations can be checked using the package QuaGroup available in GAP [GAP24].
We warn the reader that the reduced decomposition wg = $951595182571 is not the default one
for this package, so that it should be specified to reproduce the results above. O

Using the g-commutators above, we see explicitly that nj, = span{Ej,, Eg;} is invariant
under the left adjoint action of (the positive part of) U,(lz), in agreement with the general
result from Proposition 5.4. On the other hand, we also see that [Ejs, Eg,], # 0 in the
quantum setting, which means that Ejg, is not a highest weight vector for the left adjoint
action of Uy(l). It follows that Eps, is not going to be an element of nj,. Similar remarks
apply to Ejs, and Ejs, with respect to the degree-three component ngg.



EQUIVARIANT QUANTIZATIONS AND COVARIANT DIFFERENTIAL CALCULI 27

8.3. Braiding and coideal. Before discussing the higher-degree components n%2 and ng73,
we determine the braiding on the degree-one component ng ; = span{Ejs,, Eg,}.

Lemma 8.3. The braiding o : ng; @ ng, — nj, @n3, is given by
o(Es, ® Eg,) = ¢°Ep, ® Eg,,
0(Eg, @ Egy) = q ' Eg, ® Eg, + (¢* — ¢ °)q ' Ep, ® Eg,
0<E56 ® EﬁQ) = q71E52 ® Eﬁsu
0<E56 ® Eﬁe) = q2E56 ® Eﬁe'

Proof. Follows form routine computations. Note that in our conventions for the braiding o
we have o(Ej, ® Eg,) = ¢’ Eg, @ Eg, and 0(Ej, @ Eg,) = ¢*F)Es ® Eg,, since Ej, and
Ejg, are respectively the highest and lowest weight vectors. O

To determine the component ng2 of degree two, we look for a simple component corre-
sponding to the trivial module ny s inside the tensor product nj; ® nj ;. Also recall that this
component is uniquely determined, as discussed in Corollary 4.4.

Lemma 8.4. The element
Y54 = EﬁQ ® Eﬁﬁ - ngﬁﬁ ® E52
is invariant under the left adjoint action of U,(Iy) and satisfies 0(Ys,) = —q~*Y5,.

Next, we denote by C and C5 the two simple components corresponding to ns 3 inside the
q

tensor product (n2,1)®3, using the same notation as in the proof of Proposition 7.10. Then it
is immediate to check that we have the lowest weight vectors
Ly :Y54®E56 601, L2:E56®Y54 602.

As discussed in Proposition 7.10, we have that 1 4+ o1 + 0100 maps C; @ Cs into itself. More
precisely, we have the following identities.

Lemma 8.5. We have
(14 014 0102)(L1) = (1 — ¢ *) Ly + qLo,
(1401 +0102)(Le) = (¢ = ¢ ) L1+ (¢* +1 = g7 %) Lo.
In particular, using these identities we obtain
(1401 +0109)(Ly — qLy) = —(¢* — ¢ ') Ly € Cy.

Denote by nj 3 the Ug(lz)-module generated by the lowest weight vector L; — qLy. Then
Proposition 7.10 guarantees that C @& ni is a left coideal.

8.4. Results. We summarize the computations above in the next proposition.
Proposition 8.6. Define the elements
Xp, = Eg,, Xp, = Eg,, Xp, = Eg Xg; — (]73X65E61,
Xp, = Ep, Egs — ngﬁeEﬁm Xps = Xp, Bgs — qlp Xp,,  Xp, = Ep;.
Furthermore set n{ = ni | and ng =nj, ©n3, O nj 3, where
n?,l - span{Xgl}, ng,l = Span{Xﬁw Xﬁe}’
n3, = span{Xg, }, n s = span{Xg,, Xg,}.

Then n! = n{ @& nd is the unique equivariant quantization from Theorem 7.11 corresponding
to the sequence S; C Sy with Sy = {as}.
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Proof. Follows from the computations illustrated above. Here we note that Xg, = L1 — qLs
is the lowest weight vector of nj 5, while the highest weight vector Xg, is obtained using the
left adjoint action as Xp, = Ey > X5, = Ep, X5, — ¢ *Xp, Ep,. O

We note that in the classical limit Xg,, Xg,, Xp, reduce to commutators of root vectors,
as it should be for the positive nilradical n. On the other hand, we note that in the quantum
setting these are not given by g-commutators, although they take a similar form. For example,
we see that [Egs,, Fs,], = Es,Es, — ¢ ' EpgEp, does not coincide with Xjg,.

Furthermore, we see that n? consists of three elements belonging to the chosen PBW-basis,
namely Eg , Es,, Eg, together with three other elements that are not of this type. Below we
give their expressions in terms of the PBW-basis.

Corollary 8.7. With respect to the chosen basis of U,(n), we have
Xoy = =0’ 8! Bsy + (¢ = a7 )20 Ep.Bsyy - Xpy = ¢ [2]4Es, — (¢* — 1) Ep, B,
Xy = 0" 81! B — (¢ — ¢ (22 Ep, Bsy + (¢ — P22 Es ES.
Proof. These can be obtained by using the relations from Lemma 8.2. U

We observe that they are all given as Z[q, ¢~ !]-linear combinations of the fixed PBW-basis,
which suggests some integrality property of this construction.

9. COVARIANT DIFFERENTIAL CALCULI

Consider the unique equivariant quantization n? = n{ & --- @& n? corresponding to the
sequence S; C --- C S, constructed in the previous sections. We show how this construction
can be used to produce covariant first-order differential calculi on the quantum flag manifolds
C,[G/Ps,], in a manner compatible with the fixed sequence. Moreover, we show that these
calculi reduce to those introduced by Heckenberger-Kold in the irreducible case.

9.1. Quantum homogeneous spaces. We briefly recall the class of quantum homogeneous
spaces considered in [HeKo03], although we are only concerned with the special case of quan-
tum flag manifolds, which are defined with respect to Hopf subalgebras.

Let U be a Hopf algebra over C with bijective antipode and K C U be a right coideal
subalgebra. Consider a tensor category C of finite-dimensional left U-modules. Let A = U¢
denote the dual Hopf algebra generated by the matrix coefficients of all left U-modules in C.
Assume that A separates the elements of U and that its antipode is bijective.

In this setting, we define a left coideal subalgebra B C A by

B = {b e A: b(l)b(g)(k‘) = €(k3)b, Vk € K}

We assume furthermore that K is C-semisimple, which implies that A is a faithfully flat
B-module. Then we call B a quantum homogeneous space.

9.2. Differential calculi. The notion of differential calculus on an algebra is fairly standard.
Here we are only concerned with the first-order part of such a calculus, as follows.

Definition 9.1. A first-order differential calculus (FODC) over an algebra B is a B-bimodule
" together with a linear map d : B — T" such that I" = span{adbc : a,b,c € B} and d satisfies
the Leibnitz rule d(ab) = dab + adb.

Suppose furthermore that A is a Hopf algebra and that B is a left A-comodule algebra,
where we write Ag : B — A ® B for the coaction. In this setting we have the notion of
covariant differential calculus, as defined by Woronowicz [Wor89).
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Definition 9.2. With notation as above, a FODC TI' over B is left-covariant if I' possesses
the structure of a left A-comodule Ar : I' - A® I' such that

Ar(adbe) = Ag(a) - (id ® d)Ag(b) - Ag(c).

In the classical setting this corresponds to A = C[G| and B = C[G/K], with the coaction
arising by dualizing the corresponding to the action of G' on forms of G/K.

9.3. Tangent spaces. By a result of Hermisson [Her02|, (finite-dimensional) left-covariant
FODCs over B are in one-to-one correspondence with certain right ideals of B. For various
reasons, it is more convenient to work with the corresponding quantum tangent spaces, which
are certain subspaces of the dual coalgebra B°, as discussed in [HeKo03, Section 4.

Rather than spelling out their precise definition, we recall the following result.

Proposition 9.3 ([HeKo03, Corollary 5|). Let B C A be as described above. Then there is
a canonical one-to-one correspondence between n-dimensional left-covariant FODCs over B
and (n + 1)-dimensional subspaces T¢ C B° such that

eeT®, AT*)cCcT-®B°, KI°CT".

With respect to this correspondence, the quantum tangent space to a given FODC is the
subspace of T° consisting of elements vanishing at the unit of B.

Furthermore, this result shows that the classification of finite-dimensional left-covariant
FODCs over B requires the determination of the vector space {f € B° : dim K f < oo}, which
is called the locally-finite part of the dual coalgebra B° in [HeKo03|.

In general it can be fairly complicated to work with the dual coalgebra B°. It would be more
convenient to work with subspaces of U satisfying analogous properties to Proposition 9.3,
where we note that each u € U can be considered as a linear functional on B by b — b(u).
We can do so at the cost of losing the one-to-one correspondence, so that different subspaces
T and T of U might give to the same left-covariant FODC over B. Since this is not an issue
for the our purposes, we consider this setting in the following, as in the next lemma.

Lemma 9.4. With notation as above, suppose that K is a Hopf subalgebra of U. Let T C U
be a finite-dimensional subspace satisfying the properties

leT, A(T)CcT®U, KvTcCT.
Then mapping T to B° gives rise to a left-covariant FODC over B.

Proof. As described above, we can consider any u € U as a linear functional on B by b +— b(u).
In this way we obtain a map from U to the dual of B, which is not injective in general. It is
a general fact that the image of this map is in B°, due to U being a coalgebra.

Under this map, the unit 1 € U corresponds to the counit ¢ on B. Furthermore, writing 7
for the image of T in B°, the condition A(T) € T ® U translates to A(T) ¢ T ® B°.

For the last condition, consider k¥ € K, v € U and b € B. Using the identity zy =
(z(1y > y)x(2) and the fact that K is a Hopf subalgebra, we compute

b(ku) = b((k(l) > u)k(z)) = €(l€(2))b(l€(1) > u) = b(k > u)

Here we used the fauct~ thaE B is invariant under K. This shows that ku = k> u as elements
of B°, which gives K'T' C T'. Then the result follows from Proposition 9.3. U

This formulation brings us in close contact with the corresponding properties satisfied by
the equivariant quantizations of n=n; ®--- P n,.
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9.4. Main result. In this section we discuss how to use our equivariant quantizations of
n to produce covariant FODCs on C,[G] and certain quantum flag manifolds. We consider
the setting of [HeKo03] and compare our results with [HeKo06], where the authors introduce
canonical covariant differential calculi on quantum #rreducible flag manifolds.

In order to do this we need to switch conventions, since these references work with right
coideals and also use the opposite coproduct with respect to ours, that is

APK) =K, ®K;, APE)=EK +1®E, A®F)=F1+K '®F,.

To switch to this setting, we consider the quantum analogue of the Chevalley involution,
which is the Hopf algebra isomorphism w : U,(g) — U,(g)°? given by

w(K;)) =K', wE)=F, w(F)=E,.

Here U,(g)°? denotes U,(g) with the opposite coproduct. We also denote by U,(n_) the
quantization corresponding to the negative nilradical n_, or more concretely the subalgebra
of U,(g) generated by the elements {F;}I_,.

Lemma 9.5. The map w : Uy(g) — U,(g)°? sends left U,(g)-coideals of U,(n) C U,(g) to
right U,(g)-coideals of U,(n_) C U,(g)°P.

Proof. 1t is clear that w sends left coideals to right coideals, since it is a coalgebra map.
Finally w(U,(n)) = Uy(n_) by definition of w. O

With these preparations in place, we can state our main result for this section. We note
that the restrictions on g are exactly those from Theorem 7.11, which guarantee that C @ n?
is a left U,(g)-coideal (the general result would follow from Conjecture 7.12).

Theorem 9.6. Let g be a complex semisimple Lie algebra of rank r, which does not contain
components of type Fy, 7, Es. For any increasing sequence Sy C --- C S, of proper subsets
of I, consider the equivariant quantization

nq:n({@...@ng

of the positive nilradical as in Theorem 7.11.
Write T- = C ® w(n?) and T = C ® w(n?)*. Then:

(1) 7= and T correspond to left-covariant FODCs on C,[G].
(2) They also give left-covariant FODCs on C,|G/Ps,] for any k € {1,--- ,r}.

Proof. (1) By Theorem 7.11 the finite-dimensional subspace C @ n? C U,(n) is a left U,(g)-
coideal. Hence 7_ = C @ w(n?) C U,(n_) is a right U,(g)-coideal containing the unit. By
Lemma 9.4 this gives a left-covariant FODC over C,[G] = U,(g)° (with respect to the trivial
Hopf subalgebra K = C). The situation is similar for 7. = C&w(n?)* C U,(b), where in this
case we use the fact that the coproduct is a *-homomorphism.

(2) We begin by recalling the relevant classical facts concerning the decomposition n =
n @ - dn,, as discussed in Section 2.2. We write [, = [g, for the Levi factor corresponding
to the subset S;, C II and recall that ng_; C [;. Since [ C --- C [, we find that:

e for j > k, we have that n; is a [-module,
e for j < k, we have the inclusion n; C [.

The situation is similar in the quantum setting. We have U,(l;) C --- C U,(l,), since the
quantized Levi factor U,(lg) is generated by the elements {K;"}_, and {E;, F}}ics. Keeping
in mind the construction of n{ from Proposition 4.3, we find that:

e for j > k, we have that nj is a Ug([))-module under >,

e for j < k, we have the inclusion nf C U,(ly).
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Now consider the quantum flag manifold B = C,[G/Ps, ], which is defined as the subalgebra
of A = C,[G] invariant under the Hopf subalgebra K = U,(I)). As observed above, for j > k
we have U, () >n{ C nf. On the other hand, for j < k we have n{ = 0 as linear functionals
on B, since n§ C U,(lx) and e(n}) = 0. It follows that the image of C ® n? in B° is invariant
under the left-adjoint action of K = U,([;). The same is true for 7_, since w is an algebra
map, and for 77, since U,(l) is a Hopf *-subalgebra (and we have x> y* = (S(x)* > y)*).
Then 7_ and T, give rise to left-covariant FODCs on C,|G/Ps,] by Lemma 9.4. O

Finally we want to compare this construction with the results of [HeKo06]|, which we briefly
summarize. For any quantum irreducible flag manifold C,[G/Ps], the authors construct two
left-covariant (irreducible) FODCs I'y and I'y, corresponding classically to the holomorphic
and anti-holomorphic parts of the differential calculus over G/Ps. We recall that irreducible
flag manifolds arise from cominuscule parabolic subalgebras, which correspond to subsets
S = II\{as} with a, appearing with coefficient one in the highest root of g.

Hence we want to consider the case of g with an increasing sequence S; C --- C .S, such
that S, = II\{w, } and «;, appears with coefficient one in the highest root of g (let us also
note in passing that Fy, E;, Es do not admit any irreducible flag manifolds).

Proposition 9.7. For any increasing sequence Sy C ---.S, as described above, consider the
left-covariant FODCs T_ and T, on C,[G/Ps,] constructed in Theorem 9.6. They coincide
with the FODCs 'y and 'y of Heckenberger-Kolb.

Proof. Write B = C,[G/Ps,] and consider n? = n @ --- @ nd, corresponding to a sequence
Sy C --- C S, as described above. We have n{ @ --- @ n!_; C U,(ls,), as already discussed
in Theorem 9.6. These elements vanish when mapped to B°, since B is defined by invariance
under U,(lg,). Hence n?|z = n?|z and the same is true for w(n?).

In the cominuscule case all the radical roots contain o, with coefficient one, which means
that the summand n, has only a component of degree one. For its quantum counterpart nf,
this means that is spanned by the quantum root vectors {E,, - - -, E¢, } corresponding to the
radical roots, as in Proposition 5.6. By applying w to n?, we find that w(n?) is spanned by
the quantum root vectors {Fg,,- -, Fg, }. To check this, we can use the identity w(7;(X,)) =
¢i.oTi(w(Xa)), which is valid for any weight element X, € U,(g) (for some coefficient ¢; ,, that
depends only on i and «). By [HeKo06, Proposition 3.3(v)], the quantum tangent space for
the holomorphic part I'y of the FODC is span{ Fg,,- - - , F¢, }.

Next consider w(nf)* = span{Fy,---, F }. The quantum tangent space for the anti-
holomorphic part T'5, which appears in [HeKo06, Proposition 3.4(v)], is given instead as
span{ Eg,, - - -, E¢, }. The two vector spaces appear different at first sight, and it is certainly
not true that Fy equals Eg, in U,(g). However the two should coincide as elements of B,
since in this case the Cartan part acts trivially. Rather than proceeding this way, we can make
use of [Mat19, Theorem 4.2|, where it is shown that the FODC I' =Ty @ I'; is a *-calculus
over B. In this case the quantum tangent space must be invariant under *, see for instance
[K1Sc97, Section 14.1.2; Proposition 6]. This gives the result. O

Hence the FODCs introduced here over the quantum flag manifolds C,[G/Ps,| generalize
those of Heckenberger-Kolb beyond the irreducible case. The study of further properties of
these calculi is left for future investigations. We only briefly mention that they should have
classical dimension, since by specialization at ¢ = 1 the quantum tangent spaces considered
here should reduce to the classical tangent spaces. Finally, we should also mention that a
similar analysis has recently appeared in [OBS023] for the A, series.

APPENDIX A. TENSOR PRODUCT DECOMPOSITIONS

In this appendix we verify the property used in Proposition 7.10 for certain tensor products
decompositions. Recall that, if S C II is a subset of the simple roots of g, we denote by gg
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the semisimple part of the Levi factor corresponding to S, in other words the Lie subalgebra
determined by the Dynkin subdiagram corresponding to S. In the case of S = II\{as}, the
nilradical ng corresponding to S admits an N-grading by «, and we denote by V,, its graded
components. The result concerns the multiplicity of V3 inside V,¥%.

FIGURE A.1. The exceptional simple Lie algebras and the numbering we adopt.

Lemma A.1. Let g be a complex semisimple Lie algebra. Consider S = II\{a;}, where as
has coefficient > 3 in the highest root of g. Let V; and V3 be the gs-modules corresponding to
the components of degree one and three with respect to the grading by .

Then the simple component Vi has multiplicity two in V2.

Proof. We can reduce to the simple case, since the root system of a semisimple Lie algebra is
the disjoint union of the root systems of the simple components. Then a, belongs to exactly
one component, with the other components acting trivially on V; and V3.

A simple root «, can appear with coefficient > 3 in the highest root of g only for the
exceptional Lie algebras. The corresponding highest roots ¢, are

Op, = a1 + 205 + 3a3 + 20 + a5 + 20,

Op, = 200 + 3ag + 4as + 3ay + 205 + ag + 207,

Op, = 207 + 4o + 63 + bay + 4das + 3ag + 2a7 + 3as,
Or, = 201 + 3as + 4das + 20y,

Oc, = 3aq + 2.

Here the numbering for the simple roots is as depicted in Fig. A.1.

For each of these cases, we consider all subsets S = IT\{as} such that «, appears with
coefficient > 3 in 6;. Write A\; and A3 for the highest weights of the gg-modules V; and V3,
corresponding to the components of degrees one and three. Our goal is to verify that V(\3)
appears with multiplicity two in the tensor product V/(\;)®3.

To minimize potential mistakes in the verification, we have used the Mathematica package
LieART [FKS20|, which uses the same numbering for the Dynkin diagrams we have considered
here. The code for this verification is available with the arXiv submission.

Below we tabulate the relevant data for each exceptional Lie algebra g. In the first row
we write the simple root oz under consideration, together with the semisimple Lie algebra gg
corresponding to S = IT\{as}. In the second row we write the concrete identification between
the simple roots and the fixed numbering for the Dynkin diagram of gg as given in Fig. A.1.
In the third and fourth row we write the highest weights A\; and A3 for the components of
degree one and three. We express them both in terms of the simple roots of g and in terms
of the fundamental weights of the semisimple Lie algebra gg.

For g = G5 we have one case to consider.
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as = ap and gg = A

(a2) < (ov)

)\1:(11+OJQEW1

)\3 = 30&1 +20{2 = W

For g = F; we have two cases to consider.

as = ap and gg = A1 D A,

(Oél) L (Oég, (14) < (Oél) L (Oél, Oég)

)\1 =1 + ay + 20[3 + 20[4 = (wl, 2(,UQ)

A3 = 2aq + 3 + 4daz + 204 = (w1, 0)

as = as and gg = Ay & Ay

(Oél, Ozg) L (Oz4) g (Oél, Oég) L (Ozl)

A =0 +ag+az+ay = (w,w)

A3 = a1 + 20 + 3az + 2a4 = (0, wy)

For g = Fs we have one case to consider.

as=agand gg = Ay ® Ay ® Ay

(Ozl, Oég) L (Oé4, (15) L (Oz6) < (Oél, Oég) L (Oél, Ozg) L (Ozl)

M=o+ as+ag+as+ a5+ ag = (w1, ws,wr)

)\3 = a1 + 20(2 + 30(3 + 20[4 + a5 + 20[6 = (0,0,&)1)

For g = F; we have three cases to consider.

as = ap and gg = Ay @ As

(Oél) L (Oé7, A3, Oy, A5, Oéﬁ) A (al) U (a17 Qo, O3, Oy, Oé5)
)\1 = +a2+2a3+2a4+2a5+a6+a7 = (wl,w4)
)\3 = 20[1 + 30(2 + 40(3 + 30[4 + 20[5 + (675 + 20[7 = (wl, 0)

as =ag and gg = Ay ® A3 D A

(Ozl, Ozg) L (Oz4, as, (16) L (Oz7) <> (Oél, Oég) L (Oél, Qa, Oég) L (Oél)

M=o+ +az+as+ a5+ o+ oy = (i, ws, wi)

A3 = a1 + 2as + 3az + 3ay + 205 + g + 2a7 = (0, wr,wr)

as =ay and gg = Ay @ A

(ala g, (3, O[7) U (Oé5, OéG) — (ala g, (3, O[4) (W (ala Oég)
A = a1+ 205 + 203 + oy + a5 + o + a7 = (wa, wo)
)\3 = 20[1 + 30(2 + 40(3 + 30[4 + 20[5 + (675 + 20[7 = (wl, 0)

For g = Eg we have six cases to consider.
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as = ap and gg = Ay D Ag

(&1) L (O(g, a3, Oy, 05, Og, (](7) A (Oél) L (Oél, Qg, O3, Oy, (5, (](6)

)\1 :Oél+042+2043+20é4—|—2045—|—20[6—|—047—|—048E (wl,w5)
A3 = 201 + 3 + Bag + 4oy + 3o + 206 + ap + 3ag = (wr,wr)

as =agand gg = Ay ® Ay D Ay

(O[l, a2) U (Oé4, a5, O, Oé7) U (Oég) < (a17 a2) U (ala G, O3, Oé4) U (Oél)

M=ar+ay+as+os+as+ o+ ar+ag = (Wi, ws, wr)

A3 = o + 209 + 3ag + 3ay + 305 + 206 + a7 + 205 = (0, wo, wy)

as =ay and gg = Ay D As

(aq, g, a3, ag) U (o, a6, ) <> (09, e, 3, aq) U (o, 2, i)

A1 = a1 + 20 + 203 + oy + a5 + ag + ap + ag = (wo, w3)
A3 = 201 + 3 + dag + 3oy + 3as + 206 + ap + 205 = (wr,w1)

as = ag and gg = Fg ® Ay

(O[l, Q9, O3, Oy, O5, aS) U (047) < (ala g, 3, Oy, s, OZG) U (al)
)\1 = 20(1 + 30(2 + 40[3 + 30[4 + 20(5 + (675 + (07%4 + 20[8 = (wl,wl)
)\3 = 20(1 + 40(2 + 60[3 + 50[4 + 40(5 + 30(6 + 20(7 + 30[8 = (0, wl)

as = ag and gg = Ay

((){170[2,(]{37044,(]{5,0567047) A ((){1704270[3,(]{47045,0567047)
A1 = aq + 209 + 3as + 3ay + 3as + 206 + a7 + ag = w
A3 = 201 + 4das + 6as + day + das + 3ag + 207 + 3ag = wr

In all cases listed above, we have that V' ()\3) appears with multiplicity two in V/(A\)®3. O

At the moment we do not have a conceptual reason as for why this property should be
expected. We note that this could be reformulated as a verification on certain decompositions
of the positive roots (which is perhaps easier to verify), since each simple component V' (v)
occurring in V/(A\) @ V() is of the form v = A+ p/, with y' a weight of V().
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