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Abstract

The representation theory of the Hopf algebroid Uq@(;[Q) = U,, )\(glg) is initiated
and it is established that the intertwiner between the tensor products of dynamical
evaluation modules is a well-poised balanced oWy symbol, confirming a conjecture
of H.Konno, that the degeneration of the elliptic 12V11 series to 10Wy can be proven
based on the representation theory of U, ,(sl2), viewed as the degeneration of the

elliptic algebra qup(glg) as p — 0.

1 Introduction

The representation theory of quantum algebras is one of the pillars of modern mathemat-
ics. The interplay between the finite-dimensional irreducible modules over the quantum,
quantum affine and dynamical quantum affine algebras is illustrated in Figure[l] One of
the major achievements is the (quantum) Kazhdan-Lusztig functor and another is the
elliptic quantum group of H.Konno. The advantage with the approach used in the latter
is that one can easily derive both the finite and the infinte dimensional representations
from those for Uq(f/:\[g), which are well known, and the coalgebra structure is easily acce-
sible, facilitating the study of tensor products of dynamical representations of the asso-
ciated H-Hopf algebroids. The Kazhdan-Lusztig functor and quantum-Kazhdan-Lusztig
functor [5] are isomorphisms of tensor categories of finite-dimensional representations:

U(sly) —mod =~ Uy(sly) —mod and U,(sly) —mod ~ E,,(sly) —mod,

respectively, as shown in

(i) Eqp = Ery(sly) is the elliptic quantum group of Felder [9]. Its representation
theory is initiated in [10] (R-matrix representations) and [20] (modules and comodules).
In [20] it is shown that the intertwiners of comodules are given by a 10Wy symbol.

(i) ﬁq,p = U, ,(slz) is the elliptic quantum group of Jimbo, Konno, et al [15,21]. The
representation theory is examined in [21] and a 12V11 symbol is derived using intertwiners
of evaluation modules (these modules coincide with (i) when the central element ¢ = 0.)

(ili) Uge = FyalSL2] is the trignometric dynamical quantum group of Etingof-
Varchenko [67] and P. Xu [32]. Its dynamical modules, comodules and R-matrix rep-
resentations are investigated in [25]. On a set-theoretic level, an equivalence of repre-
sentation categories of the FRT-bialgebroid A(R) and the trignometric R-matrix R(\)
is proven in [27].

(iv) ﬁq = Uy (sly) is the usual quantum affine algebra. Its finite-dimensional modules
are essentially the same as modules over U=U (;[2) We review the construction of
ﬁq—modules [3] in Section 3.1.
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Figure 1: Finite-Dimensional Modules, Degenerations and gKazhdan-Lusztig Functors.

(v) Uy = Ugy(sly) is the quantum group of Drinfeld-Jimbo. It is well-know that
its finite-dimensional representations are similar to representations of U = U(slz) [2].
Essentially, U-mod and Uj;-mod are isomorphic as categories but not as tensor categories.

(Vi) Uyz = Uya(sly) is constructed in [23] and its representation theory is the topic
of this treatise. A definition based on RLL-relations is suggested, but not expounded,
in [1]. The non-elliptic, non-dynamical and non-affine degenerations can be considered on
the level of R-matrices, algebras, modules and intertwiners (6j-symbols). In this article,
we consider the dynamical algebra U, ,(sly), defined in terms of Drinfeld currents and a
Heisenberg algebra { P, @}, or equivalently by an FRT construction using RLL relations
[23]. The subalgebras U, (sly) (resp U (sIy)) are defined using the L*-operator (resp.
L~ -operator) only and coincide with the subalegbras of non-positive (resp. non-negative)
powers of z for the elliptic quantum group Uq7p(s:\[2) of H. Konno when p — 0.

We study the dynamical representations of Uy (;[2), specifically the pseudo highest-
weight modules, and prove a criterion for finite-dimensionality using dynamical Drinfeld
polynomials. The main examples are the evaluation modules. Using the intertwiners
of the tensor products of these modules, we confirm a conjecture of H. Konno [21] that
the 190Wy series can be obtained based on the representation theory of U, (;\[2) To be
precise, we show that the elliptic 6j symbol 12V71 degenerates into Wilson’s 19Wy hy-
pergeometric series (trigonometric 6j symbol) as p — 0, analogous to the corresponding
algebra degeneration U, ,(sl2) to U, »(slz). The representations constructed here are con-
sistent with the R-matrix representations. We explicitly derive the expressions for the
action of the positive half-currents, negative half-currents and total currents as well as
of the L* (u) on the dynamical evaluation modules and confirm that they are consistent
with their non-dynamical degenerations on the one hand, while they are they coincide
with the non-elliptic degenerations of the corresponding U, ,-modules, on the other.

The fusion or intertwining operators are of primary interest from a physical view-
point, in the models associated to spin recoupling, as well as for mathematical purposes
- hypergeometric functions, category theory and non-commutative geometry. The dy-
namical quantum Yang-Baxter appears first in the work of Wigner (1940) [30]. The 6;
symbols have a deep history [26] and the generalization to infinite-dimensional dynamical
quantum algebras is an area of active research [21].



Outline of this article. Section 2 reviews the constructions of U, ,(sly) and U(R) using
dynamical Drinfeld currents and using the L-operators, respectively as given in [23]. The
H-Hopf algebroid structure is discussed in this section. Section 3 begins with a review
of the representation theory of U, (5/1\[2) and of dynamical representations of H-algebras.
Next, we define the pseudo-highest weight modules of Uq7$(;[2) and prove a criterion for
their finiteness using dynamical Drinfeld polynomials. The main example of evaluation
modules in terms of the different realizations is presented next. The tensor products of
dynamical representations are defined in the final section where we prove a criterion for
them to be pseudo highest-weight. The proof of Konno’s conjecture appears at the end
of the section. The (positive and negative) dynamical RLL relations are expanded in
Appendix A.

2 The Construction of the H-algebra U := U, . (sl)

2.1 Standard Drinfeld Realization of U, (515)

Consider a field K O C. The following standard presentation, adapted from [16] by
replacing ¢ with —e¢, first appeared in [4].

Definition 2.1 (Drinfeld). K[U,(sk)] is the associative algebra over K generated by
an (n € Zy), z (n € Z), h, ¢ and d, with the defining relations

c: central ,
[h,d] =0, [d,an] =na,, [dz]=nzt,
[h,an] =0, [h, xi] = :t2x,jf,
2n
[ama an] = mén—i—m,m
n
2n|, clnl
an ] = 2000
_ [2n], _cnl _
[a’n?xm] - - n qq 2 Toptno
+ + + +
xm+1xi - qﬂx?jfx +1 = qizxrinxnﬂ - xn+1$$7
1 C(m n) c(n—m)
[1.;:7 xm] - q— q_l ( wm—i-n —q 2 (pm—‘rn) .

Denote x%(2) =, xE27", and the auzillary currents 1y, ¢_n, (n >0) by

n>0 n>0 n>0 n>0

2.2 Definition of the H-algebra U, ,(sl,)

The H-algebra structure on U, ,(sly) is defined in [23]. Let us review the construction.
Define a Heisenberg algebra H with generators P and @ such that [P, Q] = —1. Denote
H=CQ&CP = H* @ H with the pairing given by < Q,P >= 1 and < z,y >= 0
for all other x,y (for example, we can choose @ = 8%). Let H* = ZQ. Consider the
isomorphism ® : Q — H*, e i "Q. We will identify H* with its group algebra C[H*|

Z¢n2”=qheXp<q—q )> anz” ”) > on” eXP( g—q ) an"

) |



by « — €. Just like in the elliptic case considered in [21], we identify f = f(P) € C[H]
and meromorphic functions on H* by

fw)=f<p,P> peH"

and recover the field of meromorphic functions Mg+ on H*
My = {f; H* > C | f=f(P) e C[H]}.

Let K := C[H] and define the H-algebra U, ,(sly) := K[U,(slz)] ® C[H*]. The moment
maps are given by:

w(f)=FP+h),  w(f)=f(P). (2.1)

The H-bigrading is:

qx 5[2 @ qu 5[2 a,By
o,fEH*
P+h

~

Ugo(sl2)as = { z € Uga(sla) | 1

)

xq—(P+h) _ q<a,P>$7 }
quq—P — q<ﬂ,P>x

For a,b in C[U,(gl,)], the multiplication in U, . (sl2) is defined through the expression
(f(P)a® e®) - <g(P)b ® eﬁ) = f(P)g(P+ < a,P >)ab® ™8 (2.2)

Let K = C[H] and ﬁq7a;(;[2) := K[U,(sl2)] ® C[H*] and define the operators

K*(u) = exp <Z [[272](1 (¢ — ql)anq(2u+l)n> qu% (2.3)
n>0 q
K™ (u) = exp <— 2} [[272]1 (¢ — q‘l)a_nq@”“)”) Q5. (2.4)

Definition 2.2 (Dynamical Currents). We define

Ki(u) = K*(u—1), Kj(u)=K"(u)™ (2.5)
E(u) = $+(Z)€2Q, F(u) =2 (z2), Hi(u) = Kf[(u)KQi(u)_1 (2.6)

Define the derived subalgebra U, ,(sly)’ of U, .(sly) by the same relations as Defini-
tion but without the element d. The next proposition describes the commutation
relations for U, ;(slz)’. We note that they coincide with the elliptic relations in [15] at

p = 0. The functions p*(u) are given in and (2.20)).

!These were obtained by suitable degenerations of the expressions for the elliptic K (z) and H™ (u)
given in eqns (3.15, 3.25, 3.29) in [15] (without the elliptic shift by the central element: p — pg~2¢).



Proposition 2.3. . Let n(z) = 1 — ¢**. The generators of quw(s:\lg) satisfy:

q°: central,

[h, E(u)] = 2E(u), [, F(u)] = =2F(u),
Ky (u)KT(v) = KF (0)Ki (u), Ky (u)K3 (v) = Ky (0)K3 (u),  Ki(0) K5 (v) = Ky (0) KT (w),

(

K (w)KT (v) = ﬁi EZ:Z@;K;@)Kr(u), K ()5 (v) = 2: EZ:Z;%K% ) (u)

0= o e 1) PR
R

Kf (u) " E(0) K (u) = q”:g;_”jfz_)l)E(v), K (u)F(v) K (u)™! qnéu(’;_”ji )1)F(v),
0 B0 = LT b, s P = U )
BEw = T D s p), FF) - mf%)m),

RO (3 2) 0 o) 82 1 (57)) et - 3

neL

2.3 Half Currents
Definition 2.4 (Positive Half-Currents).

2Py (y — o —¢/d— P+ 1)n(l) de’
ot _ 1 E(d q n
(u) q o (u ) 77(“ - 0/4)77(P _ 1) 2miz!

) — ' +c/d+P+h—1)n1) d
[ [ :
(u) =q a2 ., (w) n(u—u' +¢/4)n(P+h—1) 2miz!

Here the contours are chosen as
Ci:0< || < g2z,  Cy:0< || <|q 2],

2

and the constants a1, as are chosen to satisfy q~ alagn(l)2 =—1.

We will use the following Laurent expansion valid in the domain |z| > 1:

n(u+ s) 1
—_—— = — —2z " 2.7
S % o
This implies that
u+s —u—S ”
77( ) + 7]( ) _ _5((12 )’ (28)

n(un(s) = n(—u)n(—s)

with the first summand expanded around z = oo and the second, around z = 0. Def-
inition [2.4] of the posmve half-currents is restated and extended to the negative half-

currents, using .



Definition 2.5 (The Series Definition of Half-Currents).

Et(u) = 22 arn(1) < iy T D enlq2z) n> 7
n>0

E~(u) = —e*?¢ tain(1) ( —ap + Zen q2z)” >
n<0

F+(u) = *q_1a277( ) (folerhl) + an QQZ )

n>0

F(u) = ¢ Lag(1 )(folp+hl+2fn (¢52) )

n<0

here the positive (resp. negative) currents are expanded around oo (resp. 0). This yields
the following decomposition of the total currents

ain(1)E(u) = BT (u + £> —E~ (u - 2) ,
-ﬂwuﬁmo:F+@—§)—F*@+§) (2.9)
One can derive the relations between these half-currents and the result is the following:

Proposition 2.6 (Commutation relations for Positive Half-Currents [23]).

(2.11)

(2.13)

(2.14)

(2.15)

(2.16)

K () K (un) = KHu) K (w), (i = 1,2) (2.10)
K ) B @) 6 ) = ) P ) g ) T )
B ) ) () = B ) P o E A ) (212)
K;(U1)_1E+(U2)K§r(m) = E+(u2)q177((u)—|— D — E+(U1)Q1n((1);7(f)+w
n(u n(P)n(u)
L g 'n(u+1) P In(n(P+h—u—2)
K5 ()P () 5 ()™ = 1 () TR g T IEMEE RS A2,
CIOZ ) B () + T B (u) B ()
-1 " — 2u—1 Cu—
=B (u)? ¢ Zii))z((];t 2) 2 4 gt (uz)? 2 UZS)):((;,D_ %) 2),
P 1 S
_ +1quM”MUmP+h—u—% +1L2QAMDMP+h+u—®
ey i g P ) R iy sy 0%
[E+ (ul) ,F+ (UQ)]
= (=) (K () K () 2B R () U ) R

(2.17)



2.4 The algebra U(R) := U(R,.(sk))

Let us define the dynamical affine algebra based on the RLL relations associated to
a dynamical affine R-matrix. The following R-matrix can be derived [1,/12] using the
representation theory of U, (;[2) and is the degeneration at p — 0 of the elliptic R-matrix
presented in [15,21]:

1 0 0 0
0 qn(P(—;))g(f+11)n(U) nEl)nSDJ(r;; 0
+ _ * n n(u+ n(u+1)n
qum(u’ P) = p*(2) 0 n()n(P—u)g" an(u) 0
n(u+1)n(P) n(u+1)
0 0 0 1
(2.18)
The expanded form is given by:
1 0 0 0
g(1=2PD) (1-2P+D) (1—g2%)  (1-¢2)(1—g2(P+w))
4 o+ (17q2P)2(17q2(u+1)) (1,q2p)(1,q2(u+1))
Rq,z(u’ P) =p (Z) 0 un(l_q2)(1_q2(F‘7u)> q<1_q2u) O
(l_qQP)(l_qZ(qul)) 1—g2(u+1)
0 0 1

Here, the coefficient is defined to be:

[e.9]

1
q? (Z_l; q4)oo (q42’_1; q4)oo k
, (a;x :” 1—ax 2.19
(q2z—1; q4)<2>o ( >OO k:O( ) ( )

pt(z) =

and p~(2) = (pT(271))~!, which expands as

07 (%2 ¢%)%

. 2.20
%00 (0'2 ¢ (2.20)

p(2) = (

We will write p*(u) for p*(2) = p(¢®*) when the context is clear. We then have,

pt(u)p~ (—u) = 1. The elliptic R-matriz which degenerates to Ry ,(u, P) as p — 0 is

1 0 0 0
_ 0 ABHDOP—1)o()  6()6(P+u)
Rip(uPy=pr) | Gy " ] (220)
o(P)0(1+u) 0(1+u)
0 0 0 1

where the Jacobi theta symbol is defined as

2
w?_
=

Op(¢*), where p=¢"", ©Op(2) = (2;P)oc(p/2;P)oc(Pi D) (2-22)

and the coefficient ;J\F(u) becomes pT(u) as p — 0.



Definition 2.7 (Extended Heisenberg algebra for U(R)).
H=CP+C(P+h), Hy=>» CQ, H"=p"+H
We identify f: f(P, P+ h) € C[H] and meromorphic functions on H* via
f(P,P+R)(E) = f(<PE><P+hE>), (el (2.23)
Definition 2.8. U(R) := U(R,..(gly)) is the algebra over My~ with generators ¢*2 and
LF(u) = (Laib(“))zbzp where Lfb(u) =32 o Labtnq 7" ,and the RLL-relations:
R (u, P+ W)LY (uy) L) (ug) = L@ (ug) LY (ur) R (u, P),
c c
RE(2 (u £5, P+ h) LED (u) LFO) (ug) = LF® (up) LD (1) RE(12) (u F 2, P) .
(2.24)

Remarks. (i) Since the element h is already in U, (sly), Definition [2.7]is consistent with
the definition of H for U, ,(slz) in Section
(ii) U(R) is an H-algebra with the H-bigrading defined by

P+hxq—(P+h) — q<a,P>$7 }
)

U = @ URas. Uas={wevm| @ 2057 200

a,fEH™
and moment maps
w(f)=f(P+h), w(f)=fP), [feMp- (2.25)

(iii) The action on the generators is given by

FP+h)Ly(u) = Ly(w)f(P+h—w(a)),

F(P)Lgy(u) = Ly (u)f(P —w(b)), (2.26)
where the weight function w : {1,2} — {£1} is given by identifying
+ Liy(u) Ly—(u)
L¥(u) — ( L L) ) (2.27)

(iv) The dynamical tensor product of U(R) with iteself, denoted U(R)®U (R), is the H*
bigraded vector space defined by

(U(R)BU(R))ap = B (U(R)ay @1, U(R)+p),
yeEH*

where ®ps,, is the usual tensor product ® modulo the relation:
pr(f)a@b = a@u(f)b. (2.28)

The Comultiplication A : U(R*) — U(R*)®U(R?) is given by

Au(h) =mHHd1, A (f) = 180(F), (2:29)

2
A(e?) =26, A(LL(w) = LE(w)BLE (u), (2.30)



and the Counit ¢ : U(R*) — D, the algebra of shift operators, is
e (mh) == () = /T, (2.31)
€ (eQ) =9, € (L;Eb(u)) = 0apTw(b)q - (2.32)
The expansion of the RLL-relations ([2.24]) is given in Appendix A.
Definition 2.9. The algebra U(R, . (sl2)) is the subalgebra of U(R) with Det(L*(u)) =

1, where the dynamical determinant element is given by

M=) pt 1)L ().

Det(Li(u)) = Lﬁ(“ + 1)L§tz(u) - CIW

2.5 Equivalence of the two realizations

The following Ding-Frenkel type isomorphism (Theorem 4.4 in [23]) will be the key to
constructing dynamical representations of Uy . (sl2).

Theorem 2.10. There exists a unique Gauss decomposition of the L™ -operators:

= ( o )(Ki(u) st ) (st 1) 29

KEw) + PR K@) B ) FE)KE ()
- (L S ) e

which yields an an isomorphism of H-algebras
@1 Uy (s2) — U (Rya(sla)) , defined by

B 57 (o) -6 (- ).
e (o) (o).

Kf(u) r—)Kf(u), q q

m.&\o

S

Denote U(R) := U(Ry(sl2). The quantum loop algebra £, := U, (L(sls)) can viewed
as the quotient of the derived algebra of Uy,(slz) by the 2-sided ideal generated by the
element c. Similarly define £, , by replacing U, by U, ..

Definition 2.11 (Positive and Negative subalgebras). U(R") (resp. U(R™)) is the sub-
algebra of U(R) consisting of non-positive (resp. mon-negative) powers in z. Similarly,
E;@C (resp. [,;fx) is the subalgebra of L, 5 consisting of non-positive (resp. non-negative)
powers in z.

Proposition 2.12. The coproduct for the half-currents is given as:
A(KEw) = KE(w)EKE Z 1K (u) B (u— 198 F (u— 1Y K (u),

A(K5 (w) = K3 (u )®K§E(U)+Ki( VB () F* (u) Ky (u),
A(B*(uw)) = 10E*(u) + ¥ (w)@K; (u) " K7 (u)

[e.9]
+ D _(CYEF(u) T EKG () () K (u),
J=1

(2.35)



A(FE(u) = FEu)®1 + K (u) K5 (u) '@ F* (u)
+ Y (VK (w) EX(u) Ky (u) ™ @F* (u) ™,
j=1

A (H"(u)) = H" (u)®H™ (u) mod Aso®Ac, (2.36)
where Asq (resp. A<o) is the subalgebra of U(R) generated by the elements K (u), ¢*=¢

and ET(u) (resp.F*(u)).

3 Representation Theory of U, ,(sl2)

3.1 Modules over (non-dynamical) quantum affine algebra U, (sly)

Quantum affine U, = U, (;[2) has a rich and well-known representation theory [3]. The
main results, for our purposes, concerning the finite-dimensional representations are
sumarized below. Begin with the Poincare-Birkhoff-Witt formula, which reads, in stan-
dard notation

Uy =N_HN,. (3.1)

Definition 3.1 (Highest Weight Vector). A highest weight vector 2 of a Uy-module V
is defined as a simultaneous eigenvector for all elements in H with

en2 =0, Vn € Z. (3.2)
Such an Q generates a Highest Weight Module (HWM).

Remarks (i). It is easy to verify (Proposition 3.2 in [3]) that any finite-dimensional
module must be a HWM with ¢¢ = 1. (ii) Recall the quantum loop algebra L£,. One
may consider (see Prop 3.3 in [3]) only £,-modules when constructing finite-dimensional
U, (slz)-modules.

Definition 3.2. A highest weight vector Q0 of highest weight d = {d} for an Lq-module
is defined by
i) exd=0, Vk € Z,
i) VvQ=dQ, ¢ ,Q=d",Q, VneN
iii) didy = 1. (3.3)
From (3.1]), one obtains the induced (Verma) module M (d) and its irreducible quo-

tient V' (d), in the standard way. An important result we will need from [3] classifies the
irreducible, finite-dimensional HWM’s in terms of certain polynomials P(t):

Theorem 3.3 (Chari-Pressley). V(d) is finite-dimensional <= 3P(t), with P(0) # 0
and

e’} P ,Qt e}
ST S o
n=0 n=0

where the left(right) equalities are expanded around 0(cc).

The polynomial P(u) is known as the Drinfeld Polynomial associated to V(d). The
main example of V' (d) is the Evaluation Module V;(w), based on the evaluation morphism
from Uy (sl2) — Uy(slz) attributed to M. Jimbo [13].

10



Definition 3.4 (Evaluation Module Vi(w) of L;). The vectors {vi}ﬁzo form a weight
basis for Vi(w) with the generators acting as:

27

¢"vi = ¢' v, (3.5)
o ﬂ 1 m —my _mh _ ¢ (I4+1)m —(+1)m .

i =~ ((q +a ™)q (q +4q )) vi,  (3.6)

env; = wg"TEV[ — 4 1qvi-1, (3.7)

Favi = wg"E D[ 4 1]qVit1, m,n € Z,m # 0. (3.8)

The corresponding Drinfeld polynomial is:
P(t)=(1- q"twt) (1 - ¢"Pwt) ... (1- q_"'Hwt) . (3.9)

Remark. It can be shown (Prop 4.3 in [3]) that the Drinfeld polynomials are well-behaved
under tensor products: whenever V' and W are finite-dimensional representations of £,
and their tensor product is irreducible,we have

Pyew = Pv Pw, (3.10)

Finally, the following result from [3] elegantly characterizes finite-dimensional £, mod-
ules as tensor products of the evaluation modules:

Theorem 3.5 (Chari-Pressley). Fori =1 to n, there exist integers l; and w € C* such
that V. € Repy(Ly) = V =V (w) @ Vi,(w) ® ...V}, (w) uniquely, upto permuting the
tensor factors.

3.2 The dynamical case U, ,(sly)

We will use the basic notions of dynamical representations of Hopf algebroids from
[19,21]. Write Ch as ho and consider a vector space V' which is Ch-diagonalizable in the
sense:

V= @ ‘7“, ‘7# ={veV|¢v=q¢"v (x9€ho)}
HEDG

Define the H-algebra Dp,v = D, sc g+ (DPH,v )ap, Where

(D, )ap = { X € EndcV (P)v) = f(P— < B,P >)X(v), }

’ X(f
X(V) € Virg-1(a)—o-1(p), f(P) € C[H]

along with moment maps

~ ~

w (D= f(P+ v, ™ (o= f(P)
for v € V..

Definition 3.6 (Dynamical representation). A dynamical representation of U , (;[2) on
V is an H-algebra homomorphism 7 : Ué,x — Dy p- The dimension of the dynamical

representation (%, V) is dimy, V.

11



We will construct the dynamical representations of Uq,x(g[g) in a similar fashion
to the elliptic case [21] of U, ,(sla). In fact, most of our results for U, ,(sl)-modules
coincide exactly with the corresponding results for qup(g[g) as p — 0. Writing the
L*(u) operators as

v LR Li(w)
e = (Rl TR ).

the left action of P and P + h is easily seen to be:

Lﬁ (u) LIALQ (u) L2il (u) L2i2 (u)
P P-1 P+1 P—-1 P+1
P+h|P+h—-1|P+h—-1|P+h+1|P+h+1

For example, f(P)LE (u) = Ly (u)f(P — 1) and f(P + h)Li (u) = L (u) f(P 4+ h —1).
By using a standard normal ordering procedure on the Heisenberg algebra, the Poincare-
Birkhoff-Witt formula becomes

Upp=N_®@H®N;)®C[H, (3.11)

considered as a semi-direct product of (V- ® H ®@ Ny) and C[H*].

Consider now a vector space V over K = C[H] which is Ch diagonalizable. Define
Vo to be a vector space over C equipped with an action of e?, and denote V= V&c V.
The vector space V has an action of f (P) and €@ via:

f(P).(v@§) =f(Plo®E,
C(f(Plv@€) = f(P+1)v® el

We will only consider modules of this type hereafter. Let us begin by defining the notion
of pseudo-highest weight representations of U, ,((sl2)) and of U(R) and establishing their
equivalence.

Definition 3.7 (Pseudo-highest weight representation of Uéw(;[g)). A dynamical rep-
resentation (Ty, V=Ve&c Vo) of Ué}x(s/.\[g) is said to be pseudo-highest weight, if there
exists a vector (pseudo-highest weight vector) Q in ‘A/, Q=00 1, Q €V such that

D) =0
i) Q=0 VkeZ,
1i1) Q is a simultaneous etgenvector for all the elements in H,

w) V =U.,(sh).5.

Theorem 3.8. If (7y, V=V Vo) is a finite-dimensional irreducible dynamical rep-
resentation of Uéyx(sAlg) then V is a pseudo-highest weight representation of Uéx(;[g).
Further, ¢¢ acts as 1 or -1.

Proof. Consider the first statement of the theorem. Since V is finite-dimensional as a
K[Uj (slz)]-module, there is a vector {2 satisfying the conditions of Deﬁnition allowing

us to define a vector ) = Q® ¢ obeying conditions (ii) and (iii) in Definition To
prove condition (i) in Definition observe that there are two types of €
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e ) is independent of P. The action of e? on € is e?.Q = Q ® eQ¢. Since V is
irreducible and finite-dimensional, there must exist a unique ¢ # 0 and a complex
constant K # 0 such that e?¢ = K¢ We can equate € to 1 by identifying e? as
1,

e () depends on P. Since V is finite-dimensional, only a finite number of vectors in
{Q(P+n) (n € Z)} are K-linearly independent. By defining Q = Y onez Q(P+n)®E,
it is clear that e@.Q = Y onez Q(P—i- n) ® e?¢. Then the same argument as the first
case applies, so that £ = 1, yielding the required O satisfying (7).

Condition (iv) is a consequence of . Finally, the action of ¢¢ is proven in Corollary
3.2 in [3]. O

Recall Lqg := Ugz(L(sl2) defined in Section Observe that the H-Hopf algebroid
structure on Uy ,(slz) descends to L, ., since the bialgebroid structure and antipode are
independent of ¢ by definition.

Definition 3.9 (Pseudo-highest weight representation of Ly, := Uy ,(L(sl2))). A dy-
namical representation (Ty, V=V®&c Vo) of Lgz is said to be pseudo-highest weight,
if there exists a vector (pseudo-highest weight vector) Q in 17, Q=0 1, QeV and
scalars {df} € C such that di dy, =1, satisfying

D) e?O=10Q,

W) Q=0 VkEe€Z,

i) HY(uw).Q=dQ, H-, (u.Q=d,Q,  VneZs,
w) V= £q7x.§.

This definition can be rephrased in terms of the algebra U’(R), the quotient of U(R) by
the two-sided ideal generated by .

Definition 3.10 (Dynamical Pseudo-Highest Weight Modules of U'(R)). A dynamical
representation (7, V =V @ V) of U'(R) is said to be pseudo-highest weight, if there
exists a vector (the pseudo-highest weight vector) Q € V. .\ € C and functions

At (u) = Z Asp 2™ DF (u) = Z Dypz™™ with Aip, D4y, € C, such that

m>0 m>0
A% (u) = DF(u—1)*!

obeying the following conditions:

i) e?O=10,
i) LI (u).Q=0 WV,
i) ¢".Q = ¢

)
w) V=U(R)Q.

We will denote the dynamical pseudo-highest weight as (A, A*(u), D*(u)). Then we
have the following implications:

Theorem 3.11. Let V =V ® Vg.

~

1. (7y,V) is a DPHWM of U'(R) if and only if it is a DPHWM over Ly .

13



2. If V is a DPHWM of L, then V is a HWM over L.

Proof of statement (i). Let V be a DPHWM of U’(R). We must show that the conditions
(ii) and (iii) in both definitions agree. Condition (ii) is the same because of the series
in Definition for the half-currents. Condition (iii) is the same because the Gauss

decomposition (2.33]) and the definitions of H*(u) in (2.6] yield
H*(u).Q = A (u) A% (u + 1)Q. (3.12)

By expanding both sides as Laurent series in z, one finds that the ¢,, and ,, are
simultaneously diagonalized on 2 with the coefficients of the series on the right side
determining their eigen values. The relation d('f dy =1 is equivalent to the observation
that term H(THO_ = ¢"q @ = €@ acts as 1.

Proof of statement (ii). All the conditions in Definition[3.2]are a part of Definition[3.9} [

Now consider the induced (Verma) module M (d) and its irreducible quotient V (d).

Definition 3.12 (Verma module). The Verma module M(d) is the quotient of Ly by
the left ideal generated by {z; (k € Z), tn —df - 1,¢_p —d_,, -1 (n € Zxp), €9 —1}.

—n

Proposition 3.13. Given any sequence of complex-numbers d= {di the Verma

in}nzm
module (J} s a pseudo-highest weight representation of pseudo- highest weight d. FEvery
pseudo-highest wezght representation with pseudo-highest weight d is zsomorphzc to a
quotient of N(d). Furthermore, N(d)) has a mazimal proper submodule M(d) such
that N((f)/M(cf) is the unique irreducible pseudo-highest weight module of L ., which is
unique up to isomorphism.

We have the following dynamical extension of Theorem

Theorem 3.14. Consider the irreducible DPHWM (7y,V = V ® Vo) of Lgz. A nec-
essary and sufficient condition for (my, V') to be finite-dimensional is: APy (u) (defined
upto a scalar multiple), with Py (0) =1 such that

Pv(u+1) ~

H*(u).Q = Cy ) 9, (3.13)

where Cy is a constant.

Proof. We will prove the necessary part first and the sufficiency part after proving the
Theorems and [£.1] Recall Definition [3.2] and the remarks precdeding it. Assuming
finite-dimensionality of 17, a pseudo highest-weight vector Q) for V exists by the second
statement in Theorem By Theorem there exists P(z) such that the equation

(3-4) holds (with z~! replacing ¢ there) . Factorizing P(z) as P(z) = H;jegp(l — a;z)

and defining Py (u) = H?iglp [u — ], where we denote a; = ¢ and [z] := ¢~% — ¢%, let

us calculate the image of H*(u) under Tp acting on Q:

degP a /q Z
H* ﬁ _ degP - \%/4 <)
(u) H 1 —(aj/z)
degP
— degPHqu+1_aJ]Q
[u — oy 7
7=1

14



as required. ]
We remark that the constant Cy can be set equal to 1 by a gauge transformation E|
(as, for example, in Corollary [3.18). We will refer to P(u) as the Dynamical Drinfeld
Polynomial (DDP).

3.3 Dynamical Evaluation Modules

The main example of a finite-dimensional dynamical highest weight representation is
the dynamical evaluation module. The action of the currents can be explicitly derived,
similar to the non-dynamical and elliptic cases. We will use the following notations
henceforth:

T

_¢-qa”
qg—qt’

[x] :==¢q¢ * —¢q", so that 2]y = u (3.14)

o Wl 1

Thus, lim, 0 6(u) = [u] and the connection with Gasper-Rahman is lim, o [u]gr =
[u] 12 (see eqns. (1.6.9) and (11.2.3) in [11])

For a € C, the evaluation representation V;(¢**) of L, given in Definition (3.4 becomes
a dynamical representation by setting

V=V = Vi(¢*) @ Vg, where Vg =Cl1, and e2(f(P)v®1) = f(P+1)v® 1.

The next result explicitly describes the Dynamical Evaluation Module structure and can
be viewed as the dynamical extension of Definition [3.4] from the previous section.

Theorem 3.15. Dynamical Evaluation Module of £, , and Eir. Let VW (g%*) =
Vi(¢**) ® C1 and define the operators ST by S*(vy) = vmz1. Then (7, VW (¢??)) is
a dynamical representation of the (sub)algebras Eq,x,ﬁzx and L, via the following
actions:

(i) Lga:
I+h+2
Tiw(E(w) = S+[ [i] ](5(u—a—h—2i_1> %9, (3.15)
I—h+2 B
Tiw(F(u) = S*[ [i] ]5<u—a—h21>, (3.16)
u—a—Fu—a+ L
Rw(HE(w) = [[u—a—hleu a+th]] 2Q, (3.17)
(ii) L,
uw—a+ =t
Rl ) = pflu=a—1) 3.1
2
u—a— bzl
Al KE @) = pHu-a)i=t= Zee (319)
[u—a+ 5]
h+1 l+h+2
(BT () = —eQgt=a” 5P o (3.20)

Tw(FH(u) = S : (3.21)

2eqn.(2.11) in |15
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(iii) Lgy:

Tw(K; (w) = p(u—a—1 , (3.22)
1 | u—a—
u—a— 21
Tw(Ky (w) = p(u—a) Zhe @, (3.23)
2 l [u_a_|_ l—gl]
—u+q+ bt leJrh7+2]
o (B-(w) = Qg+l 2 2 1.0 3.24
B~(w) e TP (3:24)
_ _ h=1 _ pjjl=h+2
Al F-(w) = s~ e g “ALE (3.25)
[~u+a+"5[-P —h+1]
where
ey = T ) () (6 ),
1 \2) = 1 \2) =

(@*le7hgY) o (@27t
so that p; (2)7' = p (z71).

The formulae and should be understood as expansions around z = 0
where z = ¢%*. Notice that the decompositions of the total currents into half-currents
(2.9) remains valid at the module level, by using .

Proof. The action of the dynamical Drinfeld currents and half-currents is derived
using the expressions in Definitions and in the (non-dynamical) evaluation
module in Definition recalling that the minus (plus) half-currents are realized as
series around 0 (00). One can directly verify the commutation relations in Propositions
and for the action on V := V¥ (a) = Vj(a) ® Vo by using the identity

(@F32;¢Y) o (@ 250"

n(ur +t)n(uz +s)  nur —uz +t)n(ug +s+1t)  nlug —ur + s)n(ur + s +t)n(t)

n(un(uz)n(s) — nlur — ug)n(uz)n(s + t) n(uz — ur)n(ur)n(s)n(s +t)
(3.26)

O
The module (77, V() (¢?*)) will be referred to as the Dynamical Evaluation Module
(DEM). We are pleased to observe that the formulae are the same as for the elliptic
quantum group U, ,(sl2), as p — 0, in Theorem (4.13) in [21] and equations (C.8) and
(C.9) in [15]. The next result describes the action of the matrix elements of the L™ (u)-
operator on this vector space.

Theorem 3.16. Dynamical Evaluation Module of U(R") The dynamical action of
the matriz elements of LT (u) on VU (a) = Vi(a) ® Vg is given by

7 I | Uil | it s i O
Wz,w(Lﬂ(u)) = - cpf(u—a)[P][P+h+1] e,

fw—at B+ PR

Rw(Liy(w) = =8 o (u—a)[P+h—1] e,

R B [u_a_w_p”w]
Rulhiw) = STl e
~ + [u—a—"3] -Q
Tiw(Lap(u) = — SOlJr(U “a) e,



where

_ [+1
o (w) = —pf (u) M+ 22
Proof. It is straightforward to derive these relations using the half-current integrals
in Definition2.4] and Theorem The Riemann addition formula (4.5) is used for

T.w(L{;(w)). In the course of verifying the RLL-relations, we use the formula

_l+1H+l+1
g Ty

gofr(u)go;r(u —1)=[u I, (3.27)

which can be checked by using the expression p;" (¢**) for p;"(u). O
Remark. VW(a) is a DPHWM over U(R™T) with pseudo-highest weight

). D)) — _[u—a—i-HTl] _[U_a_lzl]>
(A AT (u), DT (u)) Q’ of(u—a) = @f(u—a) )

Corollary 3.17. The vector space ‘7(a) is a U(R™)-module by

Frw(LT _ la—ut B - BMp+ B
Tiw(Lyy(w) = o (u—a)PIP+h+ 1] e,
~ _ B 7[a—u—%_P][l—hT+2] 0
Tiw(Lip(u) = S o (u—a)Pth—1 e,

@ — u+ 5+ + P[5

Tw(Lyy(u) = =St — e?,
. ¢ (u—a)[P]
R B a—u+ =1
Roln) = it Elee
¢ (u—a)
where
- - I[+1
or () = —pp ()M fut 1)
Proof. Straightforward, since (3.27) remains true on replacing ¢; (u) by ¢; (u). The
a—u—*1] [a—ut+SE
pseudo-highest weight is (A, A~ (u), D~ (u))=|{, lozu= ], liur 5 1), O
¢ (u=a) 7 ¢ (u—a)

Corollary 3.18. V(a) is a DPHWM over U(R) with psuedo-highest weight (A, A~ (u), DE(u)).
The corresponding dynamical Drinfeld polynomial is
P)=fu—a—""Nu—a-"Zl e+ 2 328)
2 2 2
Proof. The second set of RLL-relations , expanded in Appendix (A.1) can be
verified - since the central element ¢ acts as zero, they are essentially the same as the first
set. It is straightforward to check that P(u) satisfies the required condition (3.13). O
Since we get a dynamical representation of the total algebra as well as each of the half-
current subalgebras (i.e. the dynamical affine quantum groups) on the same underlying
vector space, without loss of generality, we will hereafter consider the representations of
L}, only.
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4 Tensor Products

4.1 Construction for the Evaluation Modules

Recall the dynamical tensor product on U(R) given in ([2.28]):
f(u, P)a@b = a® f(u, P + h)b. (4.1)

The tensor product of dynamical representations becomes a dynamical representation
due to the important observation that there exists a natural H-algebra embedding from
Ovw : DH,V(X)DH,W —D Ve where the dyanamical tensor product is given by

VaW = P VEW)a, (VOW)a = P Vs @ty Was.
aEh* BEDh*
Here ®yy,,. denotes the usual tensor product modulo the relation
f(Proaw=v® f(P+v)w (4.2)
for w € Wy. Finally, the tensor product Vew acquires an action of C[H*] through:
F(P).(vdw) = Al () (vBw) = v&f(P)w.

The next result, that the DDP continues to be well-behaved under tensor products,
just like in the ordinary quantum situation, will be used in the proof of the sufficiency
part of Theorem

~

Theorem 4.1. Let (7y,V) and (%W,/W) be finite-dimensional dynamical modules of
L, such that V@W is irreducible. Then,

Pyew = Pp Py (4.3)
Proof. The comultiplication formulae for the half-currents in Proposition [2.12] are used
to verify this result. O

We can now prove the sufficiency part of Theorem |3.14 Let Pp(u) be any func-
tion satisfying the conditions of the theorem, factored as Pp(u) = [[_; [u — a;]. We

will define V as follows. By Theorem Ii;(u) uniquely determines d_; the set of
eigenvalues of {¢n, _n}, ¢ For each a;, let V; = V(%) denote the U(R)-module

from Corollary with PHWV 0, := U(()l) ®1 and let W = ®j1~/j. Evidently, W is
a DPHWM with PHWV Q := ®;%;, satsifying the condition that ¢"Q = ¢"Q. Now,
the £, -submodule W’ of W generated by 2 has a maximal submodule W” and the
quotient module W’ /W" is irreducible and by Corollary and Theorem it has
DDP Py (u) = [] Pj(u), defined upto a scalar multiple. This allows us to define V' as
W'/W". 1t is clearly a finite-dimensional irreducible DPHWM as required. O

The following result, a degeneration of the elliptic one (Prop 4.16 in [21]), confirms
that the DEM of Theorem [3.16| coincides with the R—matrix representation.

Proposition 4.2. Let us define the matriz elements of %lyw(/L\;:tlEz (u)) by

l
=~ T+ l T+ l
7rl7’w(L6182 ('LL))Um = Z (Lé‘lag (u))#mlﬂmvm/’

m/=0
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where fy, =1 — 2m. Then we have
(L2, (W) s = Bifj(w =0, P)Z2r,.

Here R},(u — a, P) is the degeneration of the R-matriz from (C.17) in [15], as p — O.
The case | = 1, Rf,(u — a, P) coincides with the image (1. ® T14) of the universal
R-matriz RY (u, P) [15] given in ([2.18). The case | > 1, R}(u — a, P) coincides with
the R-matriz obtained by fusing R, (u — a, P) l-times. For %l,w(ie_lsg (u)), just replace
pT(u—a) by p~(u—a) for Rf;(u—a, P) in the previous calculation to obtain Ry,(u—a, P)

Now we can establish a dynamical version of the final result from the previous sub-
section, characterising the tensor product modules. An elliptic version of this result
appears in [21] and [10]. Denote the shifted g-factorial as [u],, = [u][u+1]---[u—m+1].

Theorem 4.3. The tensor product V := V1) (a) @ V2)(b) is a DPHWM over U(R")
if and only if b—a = M%QS +1, s=0,1---min(ly,l2). Ezplicitly, the pseudo-highest

weight (N, A(u), D(u)) and pseudo-highest vector Qg/s) are given by

o =S os(Pylét,,,  A=li+l—2s,
m=0

[P—l2+s—2m]s[l2—s+1]m[P—2m+l]2m
[—Ui])m[P — 2+ s —2m]n[P + s — 2m + 1],
[ —at i b+ 25 + 4] [ —a = Bl 4 sfu — b — 2]

¢l1 (u - a)‘blz (u - b) ’ ¢ll (u - a)¢12 (u - b) 7

where C§ is a constant factor, independent of P.

Cn(P) =Gy

9

A(u) = D(u) =

Proof. The verification of the theorem is along the same lines as the proof of Theorem
4.17 in [21] for the elliptic case. The first condition in Definition follows from the
formula A(e?) = e? ®e? and the construction of the dynamical representations V) (a)
in Theorem For the specified A, condition (iii) gives the decomposition of the
pseudo highest-weight vector as

min{li,s}
oy = N o (u Pl S, (4.4)
m1=0

The coefficients can be determined using the conditions (ii) and (iv) by solving a re-
currence relation. More specifically, solving condition (ii) yields the following recur-
rence relation on the constants Cj,, (u, P), which is independent of w if and only if

b—a=btl=2s 4,

[u—a—llT'*'l—i—ml][u—b—i—HTSH—kml—l—l—P]

[u—a—58 4t my +1— Pllu—b+ =2t )
[la — s +my][P][P — 1] '

ll—i—l—ml][P—lg—i—s—1—m1][P+3—m1]

Cs (u,P) = —C% (u,P—2)

mi1—1

X
[
The condition (iv) for §(u) is used to reduce this to the recurrence relation:

[P][P—l2+28—2m1—1]
[P—l2+s—m1—1][P+8—m1]'

Cp, (P) = Cp (P = 1)
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In the process one also obtains the formula for D(u), by employing the well-known
Riemann addition formula

[+ a[u = z]fo + yllv — y] = W' + o]l = ylfo+ 2lfo — 2] = [z — yl[z + y] [ + o] [u = 0],

(4.5)
with v =u —a — hﬂ%% 7= lzT-Jrl v — 2P+2s—l§—2m1—1 and y = 12_2%#
The calculation of A(u) is similar. Finally, the relation A(u)D(u — 1) = 1 can be
verified by using (3.27)). O
We can finally state the main result, confirming a conjecture of Konno [21], that the
intertwiner of tensor products of representations of the elliptic quantum group U, ,(sl2)
(given by an elliptic 19V11 series) degenerates precisely to a 19Wy sum on the basis of
the representation theory of the quantum group Uy . (sl2).
4.2 Hypergeometric Series and Intertwiners
Let us recall some basics regarding hypergeometric functions from the standard text [11],
using the base ¢? instead of ¢ and series in z = ¢>. We use the notations
k—1
(@) =[] =ag®™), (a1, ar156%)k = (a1;¢%)k -~ (arg156°)- (4.6)
n=0
Definition 4.4. The Basic Hypergeometric series r+1¢, is defined as
ar, -5 Ar41, 2 2 - (at, - ari1: ¢k 2k
) 9 T ; , — Y ) ) . 4‘7
7'+1¢7"( blv"'vbr 1 q) kz_(:)(q27b17"'abr;q2)kq ( )
(i) This series, ,11¢, is well-poised if ¢?a; = asb; = agbs = -+ = a,11b;.
1
(ii) A well-poised series is very well-poised if ay = ¢*a? and a3 = —q2a%.
(iii) The very well-poised balancing condition is given by (eq(2.1.12) in [11])
1
(b1---br—2)g* = (+afq)" >
Definition 4.5. Wilson’s [31] biorthogonal symbol .1 Wy is defined via
W, (CL‘ b b . q2 q2) ¢ a, q2a%’ _q2a%7bla e >b7’72 2 q2
1 sy UL, 70 Ur—2,4 = 1 yq
r+1VVer r r+1Pr a%,—a%,aqz/bh--' 7aq2/br_2
_ i (1_a’q4k> (a7b17"' 7b7‘—2;q2)k qQk
=\ 1-a ) (¢?aq’/by, - ,aq?/br_2; %)k
(4.8)
Definition 4.6. Recall the Jacobi theta functions ©p(u) and 6(u) in (2.22). Define a
very well-poised theta hypergeometric series ,11V, by
(i) Multiplicative form
[e.e]
O (ag"") (a,b1,- -, br_a; %)k
2 P ) 9 s Ur ’ 2k
+1Ve(a;br, -+ br—a5¢7,p) = ( :
rbl =P =D N\ TG ) e o a o siy
(4.9)
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(ii) Additive form

oo
0(u +2k:
r10r (U UL, -+, Up—yg) Z 0 H o (u + 1 _u) ) (4.10)
k=0 0 0 i

with the balancing condition

’"iu_ r=T, r-5
: T 9 2 0
i=1
which guarantees that the two forms are equal (see eq(11.3.8) and eq(11.3.25) in [11)]).

It is well known that the non-elliptic degeneration of , 11V, involves a shift by 2 in 1:

lim aaVe(as b, broai@®,p) = i Woa(asby, o s bai® 0?) - (411)

Finally, Jackson’s summation formula (4.12)) is true if the LHS is VWP balanced, i.e. if
a2g2k ) = pede.

a2 —a? ,aq?/b,aq?/c,aq?/d, aq? /e, aq? aq?/b,aq?/c,aq?/d, aq?/bed; ¢2)y,
(4.12)

aq 202, —q%a2,b,c,d, e, q 2 2\ _ (ag? aq?/be,aq?/bd, aq? /cd; q*),
8¢7 k‘+1)’q q - (

Let us prove our final result that the expression of a general basis element is governed
by Wilson’s 19Wy series as conjectured by Konno [21]:

Theorem 4.7. Ifl =11 + I3 — 2s, we have, for 0 < m <,

AL w) L (u+1) ... L (u+m—1)) Y

_ [P]
Hznlgoll(u—a—i—i—1)@12(u—a—%+i—1)
mlj(§+m) P +m—2k—1ly+s]s [u—a+ 2], k[P +m - 2k
hemax(0tm—lz) < [P+m—=2k+1]s [u—a—1+52 +m—Fk+ Ply,_i[P— k|
(4.13)
[~u+a—b872 —mt+ k- Pll-u+a+l-12 —m+1]

% [P+m—K[P+1—2k+ 1m

o kP = Kk [P+l — k4 Upnog[s + Um—rk
[P —k + 1m—r[Plm—&
-1
% 10Wo <q2(P+m—2k;); G2 2k PPk 2emstl) 2(-utas 1-0)

9

R T BIPS !
a4 2m =2k P) | 2(Pm—2k+1). 2 q) '® v (4,14)

while AL, (W) Li,(u+1) ... L (u+m—1)) Q% =0 form > 1.
12 12 12 14

Proof. We can work in the additive setting because of the commutativity of the following
diagrams:
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VWP

12V11 ———— 12011

p—0 p— 0 p—0 l p—0
10Wo — 10Wo n(z) ——— [a]
VWP
The very well-poised condition (iii) in Definition guarantees the commutativity
of the above diagram (here [z] :== ¢~ — ¢*).
Claim that the element of U(R*)®U(R™) acting in the LHS of the theorem can be
expanded as

AL (u) Ly (u+1) -+ L (u4m — 1))

m
ZB;H(P)Xj,m(U)(éYj,m(U), where
5=0

[Um  [PJ[P —m + 2j]
(1 m—j [P+ JI[P —m+j]’
Xjm(u) = LE(“ +m—1)- --Lﬁ(u +m — j)LE(u +m—j—1)- "LTQ(“%
Yjm(u) = Lay(u) -+ Liy(u+m —j — 1) Liy(u+m —j) - - L (u+m —1).
(4.15)

BT(P) = mEZZO,

To prove the claim, we use induction on the variable m. Let m = 1 then
By(P) = Bi(P) = 1, Xoa(u) = Lf; (u), X1,1(u) = Lf(u), You(u) = L(u), Yia(u) = L (u),
yielding
A(Ljy(w) = Ly (W)@ Ly (u) + Ly (w)® Loy (u),

which is exactly the comultiplication formula for L}, (u).

Let us assume the result holds for m and prove the induction step by deriving a
recurrence relation for BJ"(P).

By definition,

AL (u) Ly (u +1) - - Liy(u +m))

= A(Ly(w) Liy(u + 1) -+ Liy(u+ m — 1)) ALy (u + m))

= A(LE( )L (u+1) - Ly (u+m = 1)) (L (w)®Liy(u) + Li (w)@Ls,(u))

= ZBm (W)@Yjm(w)) (L (W)@ Ly (u) + Ly (u)@ Ly (u))
= Z m (W) L7 (W) @Y (w) L3 (u) ZBm m () L5 (0) @Y (w) L3y (u)

=Lfi(u+m—1)-- LT (W) LT, (u + m)®L{5(u) - - - Ly (w +m — 1)L, (u + m)
+L(w+m—1) - L (u) LTy (u + m)@L3y(u) - - - Ly (u+m — 1)L, (u +m)

m
+Z{ o (P)LE (w4 m — 1) L (w4 m — j+ DLy +m — §) - Liy(w) L (u + m)

m ;n(P)LILI(u'i'm_ 1)- Lll(“+m_J)L12(U+m—] -1 LE(u)LB(u—{—m)}

®L3y(u) - L (uw+m —j — 1)L (u+m — )L u+m—j+1)- - Li(u+m).
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In the last step, we changed j to j — 1 in the first summand of the preceding equation

and used the property (4.1]) along with the formula

[P+ h+1]
[P+ h]

obtained from (A.10). The first two summands in the final line correspond to j = m

and j = 0, in the first and second sum in the preceding line, respectively. Compare with

L3 (u)LH(u+1) = L (u) L3 (u + 1)

m+1
> BIHP)X i1 (0) @Y (w).
7=0

We need to prove that
By (P —j+ D)L (uw+m) L (u+m —j) - Liy(u)
=Bj" (P—j+ D Ly(u+m —j) - Liy(u) Ly, (u +m)
[P —m+ 1]

T o ma s B it DLt m = )L m = = 1) Liy(u)Liy(u+ m)

(4.16)
forj=1,2,--- ,m.
Applying (A.3) successively yields the formula:

[P+ 1][P — l][u — v]
[P][P — 1+ 1)[u — vy + 1]
+i [P+1][P—k+1—u+u][1]

Pllu—v1 + 1][P — k + 2]

Lle (U)LE(’Ul) e LILQ(UZ) = LTz(”l) T LE(W)LE(U)

[ LE(UI) S Lﬁ(vkz) e LB(UZ)LIL2(U)~
k=1
(4.17)

Use (4.17)), withl = m—j,u = u+m—j,vp > u+k—1 (1 <k < m—j), to simplify the
second term in the RHS of (4.16). Use (4.17) again withl - m—j+1,u — u+m, vy —
u+k—1(1<k<m-—j+1) in the LHS of (4.16). Comparing coefficients produces
the required recurrence relation

BM(P) [P-m+j—1][P-m+2j][m—j+1[P+j—1]

By, (P) [P —m+ [P —m+2(j — D][P + j][]

Solving this relation yields the formula for B*(P) as claimed.
Theorem yields the action of Xj,,(u) and Y}, (u) on the basis elements. Let
k =mj+m — j. Then,

u—a+ 8, [P =Kk [P+l —k+1pp[-ut+a—m—-85L - P4k

Ik

Xjm(wely, = (-

H;’il cpl(u —a+1— 1) [P]m,k[P—i- l1 — 2k + 1]m

X[1]k[—u+a—llT+1+1]m1[P—2/~c+m]m1[P+l1—i—m—Qk—l—l]ml i (41
[P +m — k], [u — a+m+ 852 + P — 2k + 1], [1]m, ke ‘

and

VRO () 0,
—u+b+ —m— s+ 1u—b— 2t m+s+1—k+ Ply_gls + ms
L2 en(u—b4i—1)[P—k+1]p_4
[w—b—2 4 2m+ s+ 1—2k+ Pl [P — k + 1y, [~5]my 4,

S
v ®’U . 419
[—utb+ 2570 —m— s+ 1, [P+ m — 2k + Lom, ’ o

_ (_1)m+k [
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The first expression is obtained using Theorem [3.16|and noting that, for b, k,m1,k—my €
L0,

[a]mﬁ-b = [a]b[a + b]m17
[a = By +b = (—=1)°[~a + p[alm,,

[CL + k]k*m1 = (_1)m1 [_a [_a;:]fkj_kl]m >

while the second follows by employing (4.1)) and

0 = Koy = (-1 S

[_a + 1]m1 ’
— Kl — %]om
[a +my — k]m1+m_k = [a ] [z[a —Z]m ]2 L k,m,mq € ZZO, m >k >mj.
— klm,

We can now calculate the action of the elements in (4.15)) on the pseudo-highest weight
vector ng) (4.4]).

AL W)L +1) . L+ m —1)08
S m
= > ) BMP)C;, (P —m+2) X (w) vl @Y (w02, -
m1=0 57=0
Change the summation from j to ¥ = m + mq — j and use the following identity to
expand the coefficient Cy, (P —m + 2j)

[P—m+2j—lo+s—mi]s—m,
[P—m+2j+ s,
[P—m+2j—lo+s—2mq]s[P —m+2j —2mq + 1o,
[P—m+2j—2m1+1[P—m+2j—la+8—2m1]m[P—m+2j+s—2mq+ 1],

Then, summation over my, for max(0,k —m) < m; < min(k, s), yields the 10Wy part of
the required result. The remaining coefficients are the same.
For the second statement of the theorem, let m =14 1. Using k = l; — s+ n, we
have
Ih—1
5

10Wy <P+m—2k;—k,—s,P—k,l2—8+1,—u+a—

Lh—1
u—a—l+12 +2m—2k+P,P—|—m—2k+l1+1> (4.20)

B ZS: [P—l+la+1—-2n+2m][P -l +1la+1—2n]n [~l1 +5—n|m, [—S]m,
[P—ll—{—lg—l—l—Qn][lg—S—I—Q—n]ml[P—ll—|—5—|—1—2n]m1[—l1]m1

m1=0
[P—l1+s—n]m1[l2+1—S]ml[P+l2+2—2n]ml
[1]m1[P+12—S+2—n]m1[P—l1+12+2+3—2n]m1'

The VWP balancing condition is easily checked:

(4.21)

20 +1=2P - 21 +2l1 —4n+3=b+c+d+e.
Now apply the Jackson formula (4.12), in additive form, with the identifications:
t—=¢* k—s a=P—-li+lh+1-2n b=—l1+s—n,
c=P-li+s—n, d=lb+1—-s, e=P+la+2—-2n,
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so that (4.21) becomes

[P*l1+l2*2n+2]5[l1+l2*28+2]3[P*n+1]5[1*n]3
[P4+lo—n—s+2s[la—n—s+24[P—11 —2n+ P+ s+ 1]s[l1 — s+ 1]

which clearly vanishes for n = 1,2, --- ;s since the last term on the numerator

[l—n]s=0 n=12--- s

This completes the proof of the theorem. O
x—=0 z=0 2= 0
38— - g —a—— 10— - 12711

Figure 2: Degeneration of elliptic 6j symbols

4.3  Concluding Remarks and Discussion

The 19Wy symbol is obtained on the basis of corepresentations (equivalently, representa-
tions) of elliptic U(n) by Koelink et. al. in [20], so it seems natural that a version of the
quantum Kazhdan-Lusztig functor (Figure exists between U, , (f?[g)—mod and elliptic
U(2)-mod. The series in the first two boxes on the left in Figure [2| have been derived
in [17H19,22] and correspond to the usual ¢-6j symbols and ¢g-Racah coefficients.

The phenomenon of self-duality [25] can viewed as an equivalence between modules
and comodules. It is dynamical in nature, since the usual quantum algebras F,[S L] and
F, [5/’172] have finite-dimensional irreducible representations only of dimension 1 [24128],
unlike the dynamical case. The F, \[SL2] modules in [19] and the current article exist
in any dimension. Thus U(R) cannot contain the Kac-Moody dual of Uq(;[g).

We have established here the representation theory for finite-dimensional modules of
U,.z(sl2), corresponding to level-zero modules of U,(sly). The infinite-dimensional ones
have also been derived for the elliptic quantum group qup(;\[g) by Konno et al. using
dynamical Z-algebras and quantum W-algebras [§]. They exist at p = 0 also and the
precise relation with U, ,(sly) will be presented elsewhere.

It would be interesting to find a categorical framework for our results, similar to the
work of Shibukawa and Takeuchi [27] where an explicit isomorphism of tensor categories
A(R)-mod ~ R-mod as sets is proven, for R = R()) in the finite (trigonometric) case.
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A The RLL relations of U(R)
Proposition A.1. Using the notation in (A.28), the first relation in (2.24))

R (u, P+ )L (uy) L) (ug) = L@ (ug) LFY (uy) R (u, P),
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s expanded as

Ly (w) Ly (us) = Ly (uz) Ly (wr),  Lig (ur) L (u2) = Lip (u2) L (w1) (A1)
Ly (w) Ly; (u) = Ly (up) Ly (ur), Ly (ur) Ly (uz) = Lip (uz) Ly (w1) (A-2)
LE () L (u2) = L (uz) LE, (wn) s, P) + T, (uz) L (un) b, P), (A3)
Li (ur) L (u2) = L (ua) L (1) b(u, P) + Lis (u2) Ly (ur) ¢(u, P), (A4)
Ly (ur) Ly (u2) = Ly (us) Ly (1) &u, P) + Lip (u2) Ly; (ur) b(u, P), (A.5)
Lg:Q (u1) L§t1 (u2) = Li (u2) L§t2 (u1) b(u, P) + LEEQ (u2) L§t1 (u1) e(u, P), (A.6)
b(u, P+ h) Ly (u1) Ly; (u2) + ¢(u, P+ h)Ly; (ur) Ly (us) = Lay (ug) L (1),
(A7)
b(u, P+ h)Liy (u1) Lay (u2) + ¢(u, P+ h) Ly, (ur) Liy (u2) = Lay (ug) L (u1) ,
(A.8)
b(u, P+ h)Ly; (w1) Li; (uz) + &(u, P+ B)LY (u1) Ly (us) = Lif (ug) Ly (w1)
(A.9)
b(u, P+ h) Ly, (u1) Lis (uz) + &(u, P+ B) LY (ur) Ly, (us) = Lif (u2) Ly (u1)
(A.10)
b(u, P+ h)Li; (u1) Ly (ua) + c(u, P+ h) Ly (w1) Li (us)
= Ly (u2) Lt (w) &u, P) + Ly, (uz) Li; (u1) b(u, P), (A.11)
b(u, P+ h)Li (w1) Ly; (us) + e(u, P+ h) Ly, (ur) L (uz)
= Li; (u2) Ly (u1) b(u, P) + Ly, (ug) Ly (ur) ¢(u, P), (A.12)
b(u, P+ h)Ly; (u1) Ly (uz) + &(u, P+ h) Ly (u1) Loy (us)
= L (u2) Loy (u1) &(u, P) + LYy (ug) Ly (un) b(u, P), (A.13)
b(u, P+ h)Lay (u1) Li; (u2) + &(u, P+ h)Li (u1) Ly; (u2)
= L (u2) Loy (u1) b(u, P) + LY (ug) Ly (ur) ¢(u, P). (A.14)

The second set :
Ri(lg) (u + g’P + h) L:I:(l) (Ul) L:F(Q) (UZ) — L:F(Q) (u2) L:t(l) (ul) R:l:(12) (u T g’P> ,

is expanded below (we write the R-matriz entries in (A.28)), as c(u, P) = co(u, P) and

¢(u, P) = ¢o(u, P) to distinguish them from the central element c).
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9, (A.15)

c
Pi(u + 5) Lﬁ(ul)Lﬁ(“Z) = LE(UZ)Lﬁ(Ul) Pi(u + 5

pr(ut 2)L11(U1)L1$2(U2)
= (L) L) 5, P) + Lh(us) L (w)b(uF 5, P)) p*(u F 5),
(A.16)

Pi(u + C)L12(U1)L13F1(U2)

2
= (LF (w2 B u)b(u F 5, P) 4+ Ly (u2) L (wr)eo(u F 5, P) ) p=(u ¥ 5),
(A.17)
Pl 2)L12(“1)Lf2(“2) = L, (ug) Liz(u1)p™ (u g), (A.18)

pu 5) (b(u £ 5P+ )L (un) L (u2) + colu & 3, P+ h) L, (un) L (u2) )
= Ly (u2) L (w)p* (u ¥ 5), (A.19)

C C C
pEu 5) (bt 5, P+ )L (un) L (u2) + colu & 3, P+ h) L (un) L (us) )

2
= (L) L (w)b(u F 5, P) + 15, () Ly () co(u F 5, P)) o 7
(A.20)
pEu 5) (bt 5, P+ ) L) L, (uQ) +cou 5, P+h)L 22(u1)L3F1(u2)>
5)

)L
- (L%ﬁ(uzwﬁ (u)eo(u ¥ 5, P)+ L21(u2) B(u)b(uF 5, P)) ot (uF
(A.21)

P 5)(bu 5, P+ h)Liy(un) L (uz) + colu £ 5, P+ h) Ly (un) L (u2))

2 2’

— L (ua) Ly (un)p* (u F ), (A.22)

2

p(uk 5) (b 5, P+ h) L3 (un) L (uz) + o = 5, P+ h) L (un) Ly (u2))

= L (ua) L3 (w)p* (u F 3),
o (u+ g) (E(u + % P+ h)LE (1) L (us) + Golu i ,P+h)L ll(ul)L%FQ(uQ))

= (LR (u2) L) 5, P) + Lu(m)LgE1 (u)b(uF 5, P)) p=(uF 5),

(A.23)

pu 5) (bt 5, P+ ) Liy(un) L, (u2) + Golu 5, P+ h) Liy(un) L5, (us))

= (LT (ua) L (u)b(u F 5, P) + Ly(ua) L (wn)eo(u F 5, P) ) p=(u F 3),
pE(u £ 2) (b(u + ;’ P+ h)LE (uy) LT (up) + Go(u £ =, P+ h)LfQ(ul)L;g(uQ))

= LT (u2) L, (wn)p* (u ¥ 5), (A.24)
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p(ut E)Létl(ul)L;Fl (u2) = L3 (uz) Ly (w1)p™ (u F g)a (A.25)

— (LR (w2 L3 ()bl F 5, P) + LR (u2) L (un)eo(u F 5, P) ) p* (u ¥ 5),

2 2 2
c
p(ut §)L§2(U1)L2¢1 (u2)
c - c
= (L§1(U2)L§1(U1)CO(U + §aP) + L3y (u2) Lo (u1)b(u F 2,]3)) pr(uF 5)7
(A.26)
c c
P+ D)L () Ly () = L3y(u2) Ly (1) (u F ), (4.27)
where the dynamical R-matrix is expressed as
1 0 0 0
+ _ E 0 b(U,P) g(u,P) 0
B, Py =W | G P) b(u, P) 0 (A.28)
0 0 0 1
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