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On quantum WZNW monodromy matrix —
factorization, diagonalization, and determinant

Ludmil Hadjiivanov and Paolo Furlan

Abstract We review the basic algebraic properties of the quantum mh@my ma-
trix M in the canonically quantized chir@U(n), Wess-Zumino-Novikov-Witten
model with a quantum group symmetry.

1 Introduction

The Wess-Zumino-Novikov-Witten (WZNW) model [17] on ®Zylindric space-
time (with periodic space coordinate) describes the conébmvariant free motion
of a closed string on a Lie group manifold [13]. We will onlyrider here the
case of a compact semisimple Lie groGpand positive integer levek, and the
explicit calculations will apply exclusively t& = SU(n). Canonical quantization
prescribes replacing the classical Poisson brackets (PBpimmutators or, in the
case of quadratic PB, bgxchange relationsuch that the classical symmetries are
recovered in the quasiclassical limit. Here is a short liseerences on the subject
covered below: [5, 1,12, 7, 2, 14, 10, 9].

The D WZNW field admits a chiral splitting in a product of left andyhit
movers. The chiral fielg)(z) (wherez= €* andx is a light cone variable) is only
twisted-periodic, _

9(€™"2) =g(2)M, (1)
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whereM is themonodromy matrix The corresponding exchange relations with a
constant statistics matriR read
(2%
oo (2)0%(2) =% (@2)d6(@)R,,  (|z]> 2|, m>argz) > argz) > —m)
2
wherezi, 5 21 = e 17z, [10]. It is assumed thalRy, = P1oR2 (we are uéin)g
the common tensor product notation) whée is the permutation matriX?‘Zfé =

o 65 , andRy, is a solution of the quantum Yang-Baxter equation

Ri2R13R2s = RosRisRi2 & RiIRRi =RRiR:, R:=Ri;1
and trivially, RRj=RjR for |i—j|>1. 3)

The virtue of the exchange relations (2) is that they revaahg with the left
G-symmetry (acting on the capital latin indicesg (2)), also rightquantum group
[4] invariance with respect to transformations satisfyiingRT T relations

RizTiT=T,TiRi2 & Rl =TiLR (4)

which is the quantum counterpart of the Lie-Poisson symyritithe corresponding
classical Poisson brackets. The relations (3) iderRifas generators of the (non-
abelian) braid group statistics of the model.

The first sign that the WZNW model is somehow related to quanguoups
appeared in [16]. Although it became soon clear that the [guaigroup symmetry
does not hold in the unitary version of the model (in parcuthe quantum group
representation ring does not close on the "physical” repriegions), it seems to be
the appropriate internal ("gauge”) symmetry for a logaritb extension of it (see
e.g. [15, 8, 11]).

The monodromy matri# obeys theeflection equation

M;Ri2MaRo1 = RizaMaRytMy & RiaMaRipMp = MaRioMp Rz, (5)
while its exchange relations with(z) read

91(2) R,M2 = M201(2) Ry, (R :=Riz, R =Ry{) «
M102(2) = g2(2) RiaM2 Ry - (6)

The quantum group properties of the chiral figldz) become transparent by
taking asRi» theUq(%¢) Drinfeld-Jimbo quantunR-matrix (where&g is the com-
plexification of the Lie algebr& of G) and performing théactorizationof M into
a productM, M~ of two upper, resp. lower triangular matrices such that

1 We start with a general monodromy matrix (clasicalliye G). The case wheM belongs to the
maximal torus will be considered later as a diagonalizafiomblem. The possibility of analytic
continuation irz (in correlation functions) due to energy positivity is ingily assumed.
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diagM, = diagM-*, RizMpMy1 =MiMisR12, RipMioMo1 = M_1M2Ry5.

(7)
According to a deep result of Faddeev, Reshetikhin and &i6], a quotient
of the Hopf algebra generated by the entried/of and endowed with a coalgebra
structure in which the coproduct, counit and antipode afim€ele as

A(MD)%) = (M)%® (M2)% . e((Ma)%) =38, S(M:)%) = <Mil>"ﬁ(é)

respectively, is equivalent to a certain covds of Ug(¢¢) . The exchange relation
Mi201(2My (=Mi201(2) S(My )2 =Adu,,01(2) =01(2)R,  (9)

(leading to (6)) implies that each row 9fz) = (¢ (2)) is aUq vector operatorThe
factorization ofM actually involves a "quantum prefgrctor" [10]; in particylafor
G = SU(n) when the deformation parameter gs=e'f , h=k+n,

M=gn "M,M  (%=9/(n)). (10)

The quantun8U(n) WZNW monodromy matriXM and its componentdl. , as
matrices witnon-commutativentries, are the main objects of interest for us in this
paper. In Section 2 we remind the FRT construction and peos@me important
technical details of it. Section 3 is devoted to the diagi@atibn of M. In the last
Section 4 we introduce the quantum determinang(@é} [9] and discuss some of
its properties. The results are illustrated by explicitfiofae for smalh.

2 Uq in disguise: the FRT construction

One of the amazing results in [6] is that a quotient of RIET algebra (4), regarded
as a deformation of the algebra of functions on a matrix LaugrG, is Hopf dual

to a certain cover of the QUEW(¥). The "classical” | = 1) counterpart of this
fact is the realization, due to L. Schwartz, of the univeesaleloping algebrdl (¥)

as the non-commutative algebra of distributionssupported by its unit element,
U(¥) ~C.”(G) (see Theorem 3.7.1 in [3]). The details below concern the cas
¢ =sl(n). As shown in [6], the Hopf algebra (7), (8) is dualfan(SLy(n)), the
det;(T) =1 quotient of theRTT algebra (4) (for an appropriate definition of the
quantum determinant) with coalgebra relations written atnix form as

Al =121, AT)=TeT, &T)=1, ST)=T1. (11)
The Chevalley generators 0f,(s/(n)) obey the commutation relations
KiKj =KiKi, KEK'=qWEj, KFK?'=qF,

Ki—K™1 .
[Ei,Fj]zajﬁ, ij=1,...,n—1 (12)
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and, forn > 2, also theg-Serre relations

E’Ej+E;E?=[2]EEE, R2F+FF? = [2]RFFR
for |i—jl=1, [Ei,Ej] =0=[FR,Fj] for |i—j|>1. (13)

Here(cj) is thes/(n) Cartan matrixci = 2, Gj+1 = —1, ¢j =0 for|[i— j| > 1.
The coalgebra structure is defined on the generators asviollo

A(Ki) =K @K, A(Ei) =E®K+1E, A(H) =F®1+ Kiil®|:| , (14)
e(Ki) =1, e(E) =¢(F) =0, SK)=K* SE)=-EK™, S(R)=-KF.

On the other hand, using the explicit form of the DrinfeldiibUq(s¢(n)) R-matrix,

1, a>pB
1
Rio=(R%E), R =qn (5ga£+(q*1—q€w)5g5£) Eap=4{ 0, a=p
-1, a<p
(15)

Egs. (7) give rise to the following relations for the compoiseofM. :

[(M2)%, (M2)5] = (g — gfes) (M2 )% (ML), (16)
[(M2)%, (M35 = (g7t — gfeB) (M4 )% (ML)F, — (g7 — gfoe ) (M) % (ML), .

We will denote
n
diagM = diagM~! =D = (daJf), detD:= []da=1, (17)
a=1

thus introducing a quotient of the algebra (7). From (16) Wi, in particular,

dadB:dBda, (18)
deM)B =a (M) da,  dg(M )R =aq(M)Bdg a>B,
daM )% =aM )%da,  dgM)G=q (M )%ds, a>p,

[(M)%, (M)l =2 (dgtdg —dadg?),  a>B  (A=qg-q?).

As dq commute, their order in the product defining Bah (17) is not important.
Using the triangularity oM, andM_ in deriving (18) is crucial. Moreover, due to it,
the coproduct (8) of a matrix element df, or M_ belonging to the corresponding
"mrth diagonal” (form= 1, ..., n) contains exactlynsummands. Thus, the diagonal
elementdy,, a =1,2,...,n (m= 1) aregroup-like(A(dy) = dq ® dg, €(dg) =

1, S(dg) = dg'1), while

A(Mp)'i 1) =di®@ (M) g+ (M)l @ diga
A(M)ThH =M ted t+d e M)t (19)
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for1 <i<n-1(herem= 2). The comparison with (14) suggests that
Mp) i =xFdi, (M) t=yid YE, dldi=K (20)

wherex; andy; are some yet unknowsrdependent coefficients. Far=i+1, 8 =
i, the second and third relation in (18) as well as the cond{tlat) are satisfied if

da:kaflkc;l (ko:kn:]-) ) (21)

the new set of independent Cartan generatgrs. ,k, 1 obeying

i
k; :J‘|d;1, Ki=k ikkh, i=12...n-1,
=1

kiki =kjk , kKEj=qYEjk, kFj=q%Fk,
Ak)=kok, ek)=1, Sk)=k?. (22)

Inserting (20) into the last Eq.(18) and using the secondfind relation (18) from
which it follows that[d; 1, (M-)';*(M,)!;, ;] = 0, we obtain

XiVi=—A2, i=1,....n—1. (23)

The commutation relation (16) dM..)';,, with dy (21) suggests thatM. )’ ,
contains the step operatdfsand F; only. Assuming that it is proportional to
(Fi41F — zR Fy1)Dit2 whereDi,, is some group-like element armlis another
unknowng-dependent coefficient, taking the corresponding copro@)@nd using
(20), (14), we obtain

. Xi Xi
(M)io= 52 RisRladiz, (ABlgi=AB-GBA.  (24)

A similar calculation shows thatv )2 = Y41 g% [ Ei, 4], 2 . We will fix the
coefficientsx; andy; satisfying (23) in a symmetric wayG = —A, yi = A . The

commutators

[(M+)ii+1a (M+)ii+2]q =0, [(M+)i?+2a (M+)fi++12]q =0,
(M5 (M) 2q=0, (M), (M) 3]q=0 (25)
are in fact the non-triviad-Serre relations (13) written as
R, [F,Fialg1lg = 0= [Fi1, [Faa,Rlglg1
i, [Ei,Eitalg-1lg = 0 = [Eit1,[Eita,Eilqlg1 - (26)

One can obtain in a similar way the higher off-diagonal teohthe matricesvi.
(for example (M )Y, = —A [F3,[F2, F1]qlqda). The result can be summarized in

Mi=(1-AN,)D, M_=D1(1+AN.) (27)
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where thenilpotentmatriced\; andN_ are upper and lower triangular, respectively,
with matrix elements given by the corresponding (lowering aaising)Cartan-
Weylgenerators, while the non-trivial entrielg, a = 1,...,n of the diagonal ma-
trix D are expressed in termslqf(21). WritingK; = g, i=1,...,n—1andusing
(22) allows to preser ask; = g whereh' are dual to the fundamental weights,

i .
Hi= 3 cjhl =2h' —h=t—p'*t, (28)
=1

As detc™ =n for ¢V := (g;j)¥(", (28) infers that an inverse formula expressing
ki in terms ofK; would involve "n-th roots” of the lattet; indeed,

n

) 1 B i ; n—-1 ;
W= (chiH, _lej(l—lﬁ)HjJr_Z (1= (29)

=1 j=1+1

Thus the Hopf algebrdy generated b¥;, F, ki is ann-fold coverof Ug(s/(n)).
Note that thetJq invariance of the vacuum vector can be written as

X |0)=¢(X)|0) VX € Uyq, (30)

wheree(X) is the counit (see (8) or, equivalently, (27), (14), (22)).
We display below the matricdy andN.. (27) in the cases = 2 andn = 3.
n=2:

D:("O1 g) (K=K) , N+:(8 E) N:(g 8), (31)

k' 0 o0
D= 0 kik,® © (K1 =Kk, Ka=k;K3),
0 0 ko
0 Fi [F,Filq 0 0 0
Ny=|0 0 F . N_= E; 0 0], (32
0 0 0 [E1.Ejy: Ez O
0 0 0
(1+AN ) 1=1-2 = 0 0. (33)
[E1,Ez]q E2 O

2 The determinant of the/(n) Cartan matrix obeys

detc™ =2 detc™V —detc™? | detc® =2, detc® =3 = detc™ =n.
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3 The diagonal monodromy matrix My

The natural solution of the diagonalization problem for ghéral SU(n) WZNW
monodromy matriXM appears to be the diagonal matkil, defined as

Mpa=aM, Mp:ql’%diag(q’zpl,---,qup”) (34)

(see e.g. [10]). Herg" form a commutative set of operator®igP! = gPig”) satis-
fying i, 9P = 1, thezero modesmatrix (with non-commutative entrieg)obeys
the relations
QP ay = d, qu+5}7% ; Riz(p)ara, = a13Ri2 (35)

as well as an appropriate-(inear) determinant condition, arl%ilz(p) in (35)is a
solution of the quanturdynamicalyang-Baxter equation [14].

TheqP% prefactor oMy (34) has a quantum origin [10, 9]. Applying both sides
of the first relation (34) to the vacuum and using (10), (30J #re first equation
(35), we deduce that the equality

2 q *"0)=q" "ay|0) (36)
should hold for any (anda). The natural way to satisfy (36) is to set
10)=qT0), i=1...n, a|0=0 for i>2. (37)

Here pi(o) = %1 — i are the "barycentric coordinates§ {_; pi(o> = 0) of the Weyl
vectorp in the orthogonal basis of the(n) weights.

These two relations give rise to a Fock representation oz¢ne modes’ matrix
algebra generated by polynomialé(a) applied to the vacuum vector. For homo-
geneous polynomials, the action&f on the vector#(a) | 0) can be depicted as
adding a box to thé-th row of a Young-type diagram. In the case of admissible
s/(n) diagrams (associated to irreducible representationswitR) highest weight
A) the eigenvalues af” on 2\ (a) | 0) are expressed in terms of the barycentric
coordinates of thehiftedweight A + p. For g generic, the Fock space is in fact a
model spacga direct sum of all IR with multiplicity one) dilq [10]. In the case at
handq is an (even) root of unity, and a more complicated structaciding inde-
composabléq representations occurs (see [11] where the simpiest? case has
been studied).

The first equation (35) implies the following exchange liefabf My, anda:

Mpia = 0 2%2aMpy & aMppayt = P%2Mpp , (62%22),), = 62417 8] 5],
(38)
On the other hand, the exchange relation betwdemda is similar to (6):

a1 RIZ MZ = Mz ar RIZ < M1 ap=ay ﬁlg M2 ﬁlz . (39)
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The compatibility of Egs. (38) and (39) requires the relatio
R (p) = 0P%12Mpz Rio(p) Mo (40)

to hold (it takes place indeed, being equivalent to Eq.(60£T14] with Rio(p) &
RIZl(p)). To prove this, we start with (39) and then uge= a-Mpa (34), the
second equation (35) rewritten asRi2a, * = a; *Ria(p) a1, and (38):

Mia; = ay ﬁlz M> ﬁlz = (a[lMpl al) d=ap ﬁlZ (aglMpz a) ﬁlg =
a[l Mpl a; = (az ﬁlzagl) Mp2 (az ﬁlgagl) = (41)
a;"Mpray = (a; *(Riz(p)ar) Mpz (8 " Riz(p)) a1) =

Mp1 = Ria(p) (e Mp2a; Ri2(p) = Ri3(p) = P%?MpzRia(p) M, -

It is easy to verify EqQ.(40) fom =2 when

gl 0 0 0
O ﬂ qf(l [pfl] 0 —p
5 1 [Pl [p] 1 1q 0
Riz(p) =2 a[p+1] q*P - Mp=0 ( ) “2
b+l P 0 o
0 o'y w0 a
0 0 0 gt

(herep:= p1z anda = a(p)), so that

4 iMp=diagq P, oP,q ", q?), M. =diag(q®,q?,q P, q "),
q°%? = diag(q,q 7, g7, q) . (43)

4 The quantum determinantdet(M)
As shown in [9], the appropriate definition of the quantuned@inant ofM is

1 S B > n
deb(M) = W‘E"l---an [(R12R23_ - %71nMn)n] 0[311-::%” ghr-Bn (44)

Here[n]! = [n][n—1]...[1] and theguantumantisymmetric tensors vanish whenever
some of their indices coincide, while their non-zero congrae are given by

_n(n-1)
g0 — gy =g (_q)é(a) = gy ap€ 0 = [n]! (45)

for (a1,...,an) a permutation ofn,...,1) of length/(a).

The corresponding independent definition ofydlet. ) does not involve th&-
matrix and is thus simpler; due to the triangularity of thetmsas, only then! prod-
ucts of (commuting) diagonal entries survive in the sum s, thy (45), the end
result complies with (17):
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1 an 0 BB L
deh(Mi) = W Sal_'_an (Mi) Bn ces (Mi) Elg = al:ll(Mi) a == aljlda == 1 .
(46)
One can prove that the formula (44) possesses the folloveictpifization prop-

erty. Substitutingvl by (10) (including the prefactor!), one obtains just thedarct
of the quantum determinants bf, andM~* (both equal to 1), and hence

det(M) = de,(M, ).dey;(M~1) =1. (47)
Of course, this is a highly desirable result, as it appeasscasantum counterpart of
the similar classical property.
We will end up by calculating dgtM) for n = 2 directly from (44). In this case
go=e= g3, g = €21 =q 7, and with

gt 0 0 0

o i1 0 -A 1 O my mt

Re=d*| o 1 o o M= <m% né) (48)
0 0 0gqt

we obtain the expression
1 5 3 aB _po
dEH(M) = m &ap (R12M2R12M2) pGE =

= % (mllmzz + m22m11 +gAm;— qumlzmz - mzlm12) (49)

which reproduces the classical oney;m?, — mt mzl, for g =1 and commuting

m" Through (27) and (31), the entriesMf=q~ 2M+M are expressed in terms
of thqu generators:

my=q Z(A2FE+q K1), mb=—q ZAFK, mA=—q ZAE, mb=q K.

(50)
(Note that onlyk? = K € Ug(s((2)) a ears in (50) and naéte Uq alone [8, 11].)
Now usingKE = ¢?EK, [E,F] = K=K 2] = q+q ! we obtain
detq(M):[—l](Zq’l—/\z[E,F]K—H\ K2 =1, (51)
as prescribed by (47).
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