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SKEW HOWE DUALITY FOR U,(gl,) VIA QUANTIZED CLIFFORD
ALGEBRAS

WILLIE ABOUMRAD

ABsTrACT. We develop an operator commutant version of the First Fundamental Theorem of in-
variant theory for the general linear quantum group Uy (gl,,) by using a double centralizer property
inside a quantized Clifford algebra. In particular, we show that Ug(gl,,,) generates the centralizer
of the Uq(gl,,)-action on the tensor product of braided exterior algebras Aq(C")®m. We obtain
a multiplicity-free decomposition of the Ugq(gl,,) ® Uq(gl,,,)-module /\q((C”)®m = A, CP™) by
computing explicit joint highest weight vectors. We find that the irreducible modules in this
decomposition are parametrized by the same dominant weights as in the classical case of the
well-known skew G Ly, X GL,-duality. Clifford algebras are an essential feature of our work: they
provide a unifying framework for classical and quantized skew Howe duality results that can be
extended to include orthogonal algebras of types BD.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this article we develop a classical and a quantum skew Howe duality result for Type A
algebras. The classical result lays the foundations for our quantized theorem, and the quantized
result suggests the generalization to orthogonal types obtained in [Abo22]. Clifford algebras are an
essential feature of our work, as they provide a unifying framework for discussing duality results
for skew-symmetric variables in both the classical and quantum cases, for Types ABD.

Our duality results extend a long and rich tradition in invariant theory tracing back to at least
Weyl’s prominent book, The Classical Groups [Wey39]. The fundamental theorems of classical
invariant theory may be formulated as a solution to the following problem: given a module V
for a reductive group G over a field k, provide a complete description of Endyg (V®™), The
First Fundamental Theorem (FFT) gives generators for the centralizer algebra and the Second
Fundamental Theorem (SFT) describes all relations amongst them [GW09, Wey39]. A typical case
addressed by the fundamental theorems is when G is one of the classical complex Lie groups and V'
is the natural G-module. In these cases, the fundamental theorems are known as Schur-Weyl-Brauer
duality. For details, see Section 5.6 in [GW09)].

Various results are known in the quantized setting. For instance, when g is a classical complex Lie
algebra and V is the natural module of the quantized enveloping algebra U,(g), Enqu(g)(V®m) is
a quotient of a Hecke algebra if g = gl,, and it is a quotient of a Birman-Murakami-Wenzl (BMW)
algebra in the remaining cases [Jim&6, LR97, LZ00]. Lehrer and Zhang describe Endy,(g)(V®™)
for any irreducible U, (slz)-module V' and when V is the 7-dimensional irreducible U,(g2)-module
in [LLZ06]. Wenzl covered some cases where g is of Lie types D and E in [Wen12, Wen03].

There are various equivalent formulations of the fundamental theorems; in this article and the
next we consider operator commutant versions [How95, Theorems 4.2.5, 4.3.4]. We adopt Howe’s
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perspective, which uses multiplicity-free actions satisfying a double centralizer property as an or-
ganizing principle, and apply it to the setting of g-skew-symmetric variables.

In this article we focus Type A algebras. Our main result, Theorem 4.17, obtains an FFT for
Uq(gl,,) by computing the multiplicity-free decomposition of a certain quantized exterior algebra
under the Uy(gl,,) ® Uy(gl,,,)-action induced by embeddings of U,(gl,,) and Uy(gl,,) into a quantized
Clifford algebra. Diagram (2) summarizes the construction of Section 4.

We begin by re-proving the classical skew GL, X GL,,-duality Theorem 3.10. This theorem
is well-known and may be found in various references, e.g., see Theorem 4.1.1 in | | or
Theorem 38.2 in | |. We provide an alternative proof using a Clifford algebra. In par-
ticular, Section 3 constructs commuting embeddings of gl,, and gl,, into the Clifford algebra
Cl(C™™ @ (C™™)*), as illustrated in the following diagram, and then computes a multiplicity-
free decomposition of the exterior algebra A(C™™) as a module of the tensor product of enveloping
algebras U(gl,,) ® U(gl,,). We describe this novel method because it generalizes to the quantum
case, allowing us to prove our skew Uy (gl,,) @U,(gl,,,)-duality Theorem 4.17. Howe does not provide
these Clifford embeddings explicitly in [ |, but they are crucial to the generalization to Types
BD developed in | |

/\((Cm)@n [ /\((Cnm) [ /\((Cn)@)m
O

Here Cl(V @ V™) denotes the Clifford algebra generated by the complex space V@& V™ equipped with
the canonical symmetric bilinear form arising from the duality pairing between V and V*. When
necessary, we view the Clifford algebra as a Lie algebra with bracket given by the usual algebra
commutator.

With Theorem 3.10 in hand, we turn to our main result: the skew Ugy(gl,) ® Uq(gl,,)-duality
Theorem 4.17. The first step is to obtain commuting actions of Uy(gl,,) and U, (gl,,) on the braided
exterior algebra A\ q(V("m)), with V() denoting the natural U, (gl,)-module. Braided exterior alge-
bras were introduced in | | as Uy(g)-module analogues of the exterior algebra A(V). Both the
classical and the braided exterior algebras can be understood as quotients of a tensor algebra mod-
ulo an ideal generated by “symmetric” 2-tensors. In the classical case, the “symmetric” 2-tensors are
always the +1 eigenvectors of the trivial flip maps that transpose tensor factors; in the quantum
case, they are the eigenvectors with eigenvalue of the form +¢" for some r € Q of the braiding
operators induced by the R-matrix of Uy(g). Section 4.1 recalls the construction of A q(V(")) in
detail.

Section 4.2 obtains quantum group actions on A q(V(”m)) by emulating the classical Clifford
algebra construction we develop in Section 3. In particular, we define quantum analogues )\, and
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pq of XA and p as illustrated in the following diagram.

A (V) = A (VE)Em

In the top row we have an isomorphism of Uy (gl,,)-modules. We use Cl,(nm) to denote the quantum
Clifford algebra. The quantized Clifford algebra was first defined by Hayashi in [ |. In this
article we use a similar version due to Kwon | |- In | | we recall basic properties of the
classical Clifford algebras and study their quantized counterparts in depth: we obtain new results
on their algebraic structure and representation theory, including a center calculation, a factorization
as a tensor product, and a complete list of irreducible representations. Proposition 4.10 shows that
A factors through U,(gl,,,,), much like A: gl, — CI(C™™ @ (C™™)*) factors through gl,,,, in the
classical case.

In contrast to the classical picture of Diagram (1), the map p, does not factor through Ug,(gl,,,)-
In the quantum case, a single choice of weight basis cannot simultaneously describe both the iso-
morphism of Uy(gl,,)-modules A, (V(nm)y =~ A, (V)@ and the isomorphism of U, (gl,,)-modules
A, (V(nm)y = A, (V(m))®n: the very construction of /\q(V(”)) depends on a choice of weight basis
of V() through the R-matrix of U, (gl,), which is defined in terms of its action on a given basis.
Remark 3.8 explains that, as illustrated in Figure 1, the action of simple root vectors in Uy(gl,,,,,)
on a chosen U,(gl,,,)-weight basis of /\q(V("m)) does not simultaneously “align” with the action
simple root vectors in both U, (gl,,) and U,(gl,,)-

Regardless, Ay and p, still define commuting actions on the Cl,(nm)-module A q(V(”m)). In fact,
Proposition 4.16 shows that U, (gl,,) and U,(gl,,,) generate mutual commutants in End(/\q(V("m))).
Although U,(gl,,) and U,(gl,,,) induce commuting subalgebras of module endomorphisms, the images
of Ay and p,; do not define commuting subalgebras in Cl;(nm). This discrepancy is explained by
the fact that the Cly(nm)-module /\q(V("m)) is not faithful | , Theorem 2.19]. This is contrary
to the classical case, where the representation A (C") of the simple algebra C1 (C™"™ & (C™™)*) is
faithful and the images of A and p indeed define commuting subalgebras in CI (C™™ @ (C™™)*).

We conclude our proof of Theorem 4.17 by computing joint highest weight vectors in A q(V("m))
with respect to the Uy (gl,,) ®U,(gl,,,)-action induced by A;®p, and practicing the double-commutant
yoga introduced by Howe in | .

We note that Theorem 6.16 in | | proves a similar related result. It computes the
multiplicity-free decomposition of /\q(V(") ® V) as a Uy(gl,) ® U,(gl,,)-module. The braided
exterior algebra A\ q(V(") ® V(™) is constructed using the braiding induced by the tensor product
of the R-matrices of Ugy(gl,,) and U,y(gl,,). While /\q (V) @ V(™) is isomorphic as a vector space
to the braided exterior algebra A q (V(»m)) considered here, which is constructed using the braiding
of Uy (gl,,,) instead, they have different algebra structures. The structure considered here yields an
isomorphism /\q(V("’”)) = /\q(V("))®m of U,(gl,,)-module algebras that motivates an extension to
orthogonal types through the seesaw developed in | |-

nm
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Although | | also defines a multiplicity-free action of Uy(gl,,) ® U,(gl,,) on a quantized ex-
terior algebra, it does not consider a double centralizer property inside a quantized Clifford algebra.
In our work, Clifford algebras are essential. They provide a unifying framework for skew Howe
duality results: in each case we consider certain subalgebras of a Clifford algebra defining commut-
ing actions on a skew-symmetric space. In addition, the Clifford algebras framework elucidates a
correspondence between the classical and quantized cases, in the sense that the operators induced
by generators of quantized enveloping algebras de-quantize to their classical counterparts in the
limit ¢ — 1.

The extension to types BD described in | | is a particularly remarkable feature of our
method. In that setting, the Clifford algebras framework facilitates a computation of explicit joint
highest weight vectors in S®™ with S = /\q(V(")) denoting the spinor representation of U,(02,,).
The description of Endy, (o,,)(S®™) obtained in | | yields matrix solutions of the Yang-Baxter
equation. Specialized to certain roots of unity, these solutions define braid group representations
arising from the fusion of so-called metaplectic anyons, which have been studied previously by
Rowell and Wang, and by Rowell and Wenzl, in | | and | |-

We note that there is a considerable literature studying quantized FFTs in the setting of sym-
metric variables. Perhaps the first result is in | ]. Most recently, | | obtains a double
centralizer property inside a quantized Weyl algebra by considering actions of Ugy(gl,,) and Uy(gl,,,)
on the quantized coordinate ring of the n x m matrices.

In short, this article is organized as follows. Section 3 deals with the classical case while Section 4
discusses the quantized generalization. Each section has three subsections: the first studies actions
of the classical and quantum gl,, on an appropriate exterior algebra that factor through a Clifford
algebra, the second considers commuting actions on a tensor product of exterior algebras, and
finally the third achieves a multiplicity-free decomposition using the actions just defined.

Acknowledgements. This article emerged as part of the author’s dissertation work under the
supervision of Dan Bump. The author would like to thank Dan Bump for his infinite patience and
support, and for the continuous stream of advice that made this work possible. This article benefits
from joint work with Travis Scrimshaw on quantum Clifford algebras, which is in preparation, and
from his relevant code available on SAGE | |-

2. NOTATION AND CONVENTIONS

We will use e; throughout to denote the standard basis of R™.

In this section we fix our notation for Lie algebras and recall some definitions.
Lie algebra presentation. Following [ |, we use the Chevalley presentation throughout. If g is
a complex semisimple Lie algebra, we let A = [a;;] denote its generalized Cartan matriz. We let
D = diag(ds, . .., d,) denote the diagonal matrix of root lengths such that DA is symmetric positive
definite. Recall a;; = 2 and a;; < 0 whenever ¢ # j.

The semisimple algebra g is generated by H;, E;, and F;, for i = 1,...,r, subject to the relations

(Hi, Hj) =0, [Hi, Ej] = ai;Ej,  [Hy, Fy] = —aij Fy,  [Ei, Fj] = 6i; H;, (1)

along with the Serre relations for ¢ # j:
(adp,)' =" (E;) =0, and (adp)'~"(F;) =0 (2)
Remark. Authors like Jantzen | |, Lusztig | |, and Sawin [ | prefer the notation
X" = E; and X; = F}, suggestive of positive and negative roots in general, and of “raising” and

“lowering” operators in this context.
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We will denote by U(g) the universal enveloping algebra associated to g.

Now fix the Cartan subalgebra b generated by the H;. The simple roots of g are the linear
functionals «;: h — C satisfying

Q5 (HJ) = Qjj-
We let
P={Neb*|\NH;)€Z} and PT={Neb*|\NH;) €Z} (3)
denote the lattice of weights and dominant weights, respectively.
Bilinear form. When g is semisimple, there exists a unique non-degenerate symmetric invariant
bilinear form (,): g x g — C such that
(Hi, H) = dj 'y, (Hi, Bj) = (Hi, Fy) =0,

<Ei,Ej> = <FZ,FJ> = O, and <E1,Fj> = di_ldij,

for all 4,7 | , Theorem 2.2]. When g = gl,, we take (,) to be the non-degenerate trace bilinear
form of the natural representation.

The bilinear form (,) induces an isomorphism of vector spaces v: h — bh* under which H;
corresponds to the coroot o) = d; 'a;. The induced form on h* satisfies

(i, o) = diaij. (4)
Since a;; = 2, we must have d; = (o;, «;)/2. Thus we obtain a formula for the Cartan integers:
2<O‘;/7 o >
aij = (o, 05) = W- ()
Notice the bilinear form induced by v is normalized so that
<Ozi, O[Z'> = 2dz

When g is simple (o, ;) = 2 for short roots.
For concreteness and convenience, we record some relevant Cartan matrices:

2 -1
-1 2 -1
An = ° . . : . . : . . 5
-1 2 -1
-1 2
- - (6)
0 0
A An—
B, = ! 0o |, and D, = ! 0 '
-1 0
0 0 -2 2 0 -~ 0 -1 0 2]
We label the matrices by the Lie type of the root system to which they are associated. The
corresponding diagonal root lengths matrices are described by d = (1,...,1) for the root systems

of types A, D, and by d = (2,...,2,1) for type B,.
We denote the half sum of the positive roots in h* by p. The Weyl vector p is uniquely charac-
terized by (o), p) = 1.
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Casimir element. Let X, denote any basis of g, and let X® denote the corresponding dual basis
with respect to (-,-). The next formula uniquely characterizes the Casimir element

C=> XoX*=> XX, €U(g). (7)
The Casimir element is in fact canonical and central | , Theorem 10.2]. In addition, C acts
as the scalar
Xa(C) = (A A +2p) (8)
on any irreducible U(g)-module with highest weight X | , Corollary 2.6].
Quantum groups and their representations. Throughout this work, the term “quantum group” refers
to an associative Hopf algebra U, (g) as presented in | , Definition 9.1.1]. We note the following

identity is often useful for verifying g-Serre relations when a;; = —1. Writing [A, B], = AB —¢BA,
we have
17(11']‘
1 — A5 7aij—k _
> (-nF { L ”] XFX; X, = Xi(XiX; — ¢ X;X;) — q; (X X — ;X X0) X, )
qi
= [Xiv [Xiv Xj]th]qlfl'

Unless otherwise stated, we assume that U,(g) is equipped with the co-algebra structure defined
by the comultiplication map A: U,(g) — U,(g)®? satisfying

AE)=E, K, +1®E;
A(Fi):Fi®1+K[1®Fi, and (10)
A(K;) = K; ® K,

asin | |. The choice of comultiplication convention is important in defining commuting module
actions, where different conventions are needed in order to ensure that relevant quantum groups
induce commuting endomorphism subalgebras.

In this work, we only consider finite-dimensional type (1, ..., 1) modules for the quantum groups
Uq(g). Refer to Chapters 9 and 10 in | | for definitions. Every type (1,...,1) finite-dimensional
Uq(g)-module is semisimple | , Theorem 5.17] and each simple U,(g)-module is in one-to-one
correspondence with a g-module parametrized by a dominant weight of g | , Theorem 5.10].
Moreover, corresponding modules have the same weight multiplicities | , Lemma 5.14].

3. CLASSICAL SKEW DUALITY VIA CLIFFORD ALGEBRAS

In this section we (re)-prove the classical skew GL,, x GL,-duality Theorem 3.10 using a double
centralizer property inside a Clifford algebra. This theorem is well-known and there are various
proofs in the literature. We develop a Clifford algebra argument here because it generalizes to the
quantum case, as illustrated by Diagrams (1) and (2), allowing us to prove our skew U,(gl,) ®
Uy(gl,,)-duality Theorem 4.17 in Section 4. The enveloping algebra U (gl,) more closely resembles
the quantum group U,(gl,), so we work at the Lie algebra level throughout.

We prove Theorem 3.10 in three steps. First, in Section 3.1 we show that for any complex vector
space V the gl(V)-action by derivations on the exterior algebra A(V) factors through the spin
action of the Clifford algebra CI(V @& V*). Then we construct commuting embeddings of gl,, and
gl,,, into CL(C™™ @ (C™™)*) in Section 3.2. In fact, first we embed gl,, and gl,, into gl,,,,, and then
use the map gl,,,, — CL(C™ @ (C")*) of Section 3.1. Finally, we compute a multiplicity-free
decomposition of A(C™™) as a gl,, ® gl,,,-module in Section 3.3.
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3.1. A gl -action on the Clifford spin module. In | , Section 1| we define the Clifford alge-
bra CI(V@V*) and its spin action on the exterior algebra A (V) via inner and exterior multiplication
operators ¢y and €,. For convenience, recall

k
e () =D (=17 T f(o)wn Ao ATG A Awgand ey () = v A7) (1)
j=1
foranyv eV, feV* and n=w; A--- Awg € A(V). Our treatment is fairly standard and may
be found in various sources. For instance, see | , Chapter 31], | , Chapter 6], or | ,
Chapters 1-2]. The inner multiplication operators are sometimes known as contractions | ,
Chapter 6]. When necessary or convenient, we view the Clifford algebra as a Lie algebra with
bracket given by the usual algebra commutator: [A, B] = AB — BA.
In this section we show that the natural GL(V)-action on V induces a gl(V)-action on A(V) by
derivations that factors through CI(V @ V*). In particular, we construct a Lie algebra map ®,, in
Proposition 3.2 making the following diagram commute.

CUV & V*) —=— End (A(V))

T / (2)

The constructions in this section generalize to the quantized setting. In particular, Section 4.1
defines maps making Diagram (1) commute, which are key ingredients in the proof our quantized
skew Uy (gl,,) ® U,(gl,,)-duality Theorem 4.17.

It all starts with the natural GL(V)-action. The general linear group GL(V) acts on V' by matrix
multiplication and the diagonal maps 6¢)(g) = g ® - - ® g extend this action to the tensor algebra
(V) =D, V@i, Differentiating the GL(V)-action on T'(V) by automorphisms yields a gl(V)-
action by derivations. In fact, it yields an action of the universal enveloping algebra U (gl(V')) making
the following diagram commute for each j = 0,1,2,. ... In the diagram, A: U(gl(V)) — U(gl(V))®?
denotes the comultiplication of U(gl(V)).

L(v) 22 Bnd(ve)

We define the exterior algebra /\(V) and the induced gl(V)-action it carries by considering
U(gl(V)) as a cocommutative Hopf algebra. We take the Hopf algebra point of view here in order
to motivate the construction of the braided exterior algebra in Section 4.1: in both cases we consider
a tensor algebra modulo an ideal generated by certain eigenvectors of braiding operators induced
by an R-matrix. The enveloping algebra U(gl(V)) is cocommutative, so it is (trivially) a braided
bialgebra | , Definition VIII.2.2]. That is, 1 ® 1 is an R-matrix of U(gl(V')). The braiding
operator on V®V induced by R = 1®1 is the flip map 7 taking v ® w — w® v. Braiding operators
are module maps, so the gl(V)-action on T (V') preserves the set

Sym*(V) = {v@w+wev|v,w eV} (4)
of +1 eigenvectors of 7. Therefore, the gl(V')-action descends to the exterior algebra

A(V) =T (V)/{Sym*(V)). (5)
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Note that A(V) inherits the Z-grading on T'(V') because (Sym?*(V)) is homogeneous.

Section 4.1 defines the braided exterior algebra A q(V(”)), a quantum analogue of A(V), in a
similar fashion, using braiding operators induced by the (non-trivial) R-matrix of the quantum
group Uy(gl,,); compare Relation (5) with Relation (3).

Identifying elements of gl(V) with their counterparts in V' ® V* allows us to factor the gl(V')-
action on A (V) through CI(V @& V*). Recall that there is a canonical isomorphism of vector spaces
gl(V) 2 End(V) 2V ® V* satisfying

(v fiw) = flwy, v,weV, feV".

At the level of elementary linear algebra, this isomorphism says that square matrices are linear
combinations of rank 1 outer products. It becomes an isomorphism of Lie algebras when we define
a multiplication on V ® V* using the composition inside End(V') and take the Lie bracket defined
by the usual algebra commutator. Concretely, the product (v ® f)(w ® h) in V ® V* satisfies

((U@f)o(w@h))(u)zh(u)f(w)v: (f(w)v@h)(u), w,v,w eV, fheV*.

Since gl(V') acts on A (V) by derivations, the action of any X in gl(V'), identified with « ® f in
V ® V*, factors into an inner and an exterior multiplication:

XA Avg=(Xv)Ava A Avg+--- v A A (Xog)

k
=uAN Z(—l)k*lf(vj)vl/\---/\@j/\---v;C . (©)

j=1

Recall the action of inner and exterior multiplication operators ¢y and €, as in Relation (1). In
Relation (6), 7; means that v; is omitted from the wedge product.

Relation (6) is key. It shows that the element X = v ® f in gl(V) 2 V @ V* acts on A(V) as

the Clifford product

X =eyty. (7)
Relation (7) defines a Lie algebra map gl(V)) — CI(V & V*) making Diagram (2) commute, thereby
achieving this subsection’s goal. The map is injective, so {e,ty | v € V, f € V*} generates a
subalgebra in CI(V ® V*) = End(A(V)) identical to gl(V).

However, Relation (7) defines the map gl(V) — Cl(V @& V*) canonically. We are ultimately
interested in a quantum version of this embedding, and operators in the quantum setting are
described by their action on a weight basis. Thus, in anticipation of the quantum case, we now
describe the homomorphism defined by Relation (7) explicitly in terms of a gl(V)-weight basis.

To this end, let v;, for i = 1,...,n, denote a gl(V')-weight basis of V' and let v} denote the
corresponding dual basis of V*, defined by v} (v;) = ¢;;. Then the

U(f):{vfl/\vgz/\-~-/\vfl", iféiE{O,l} (8)
0, otherwise,

for £ € {0,1}™, form a basis of A(V).
Our choice of weight basis defines an isomorphism V' 2 C"; from now on, gl,, denotes gl(V) =
gl(C™). We work with the presentation of gl,, obtained from the Chevalley presentation of sl;,

described by Relations (1) and (2) by adjoining elements L;, for ¢ = 1,...,n, subject to the
relations

Hi = Ez — Ei+1, and [Ez; EJ] =0.
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The L; correspond to a basis of h* that is orthonormal with respect to the trace bilinear form on
V.

Remark 3.1. We use an overbar in this section to distinguish #(¢) in A(V') from v(¢) in the braided
exterior algebra A q (V")) defined in Section 4. Similarly, we use an overbar to distinguish the L;
in gl,, from the Uy(gl,,) generators introduced by Definition 4.1.

As in Relation (7), we obtain the map gl,, — CI (C™ @ (C™)*) by identifying elements of gl,, with
their counterparts in C™" ® (C™)*. This time we identify generators only. Let M; v, = 0,,v; denote
the matrix units with respect to the v; basis and recall that there is an isomorphism gl,, — Mat,, (C)
satisfying

El' — Mi,i+17 E — MiJrLi, and Ll — Mz,l (9)
Under this isomorphism, the L; become matrices of unit trace. Composing with Mat,, (C) = C" ®
(C™)* identifies the gl,, generators as

E; = viviy, F; = vi1vf, and L; — v} (10)
On the Clifford algebra side, we consider the generators ¢; = ¢, and 1/13 =g, fori=1,...,n,

as in Relation (1). The ¢; and z/J; satisfy the canonical anticommutation relations

vty + e = el +ulvl =0,
b0l + iy, =0y,
and they act on A(V) by lowering and raising operators: for any v(¢),
P o(0) = (—1) T —¢;), and
Wi o(0) = (-1 (4 ),

The next proposition describes the homomorphism gl,, — Cl (C"™ & (C™)*) explicitly by compos-
ing the map defined by Relation (10) with the natural inclusion v: C" ® (C")* — CI (C" & (C™)*)

(11)

(12)

Proposition 3.2. Suppose n = dimV. There is a homomorphism of Lie algebras ®,: gl,, —
ClL(C™ @ (C™)*) satisfying

Ei =9y, F—9lae, and Li— ¢l
for each E;, F;, and L; in gl,,.

Proof. As explained above, this map is a composition of known Lie algebra maps: gl,, = Mat,,(C) =
C"® (C")* Cc ClL(C" & (C™)*). O

This proposition is the classical precursor of Proposition 4.5.

3.2. Commuting gl, and gl,, embeddings into the Clifford algebra. Now suppose that
V =U W with dimU = n and dimW = m. In this subsection, we construct commuting
embeddings of gl(U) and gl(W) into the Clifford algebra

Cl(U®W) & (U®W)*) = End (/\(U ® W))

in Propositions 3.6 and 3.7. These embeddings are depicted in Diagram (1) and they serve as the
foundation for our proof the classical skew duality Theorem 3.10.
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As in Section 3.1, the story begins with an action by matrix multiplication. The group GL(U)
acts on the tensor product U ® W via its action on the first factor:

g (u®@w) = (gu) @ w, g€ GLU), velU, weW.

Similarly, GL(W) acts on U ® W through its natural action on the second factor. These actions
commute, so they induce a group homomorphism

GL(U) x GL(W) < GL({U @ W) = GL(V)

that defines commuting actions on the GL(V)-module A(V) = A(U ® W). We compose the
differentials of these actions with the map gl(V') — CI(V @ V*) defined by Relation (7) to obtain
commuting actions of gl(U) and gl(W) on A(V) that factor through CI(V & V*).

Since we have an eye on the quantum case, we will define the embeddings of gl(U) and gl(W)
into CIL (U@ W) @ (U ® W)*) explicitly with respect to a gl(V)-weight basis of V =U @ W. We
start U and W: let u; and w; denote gl(U)- and gl(WW)-weight bases of U and W, and let u] and
wj denote the corresponding dual bases of U* and W*. Then the products u; ®w;, fori =1,...,n
and j =1,...,m, define a gl(V)-weight basis of V' because

gi(V) ZEnd(UW) 2 (UeU")@(WeW") 2gl(U) @ gl(W). (13)

Setting
Vig(j—1)n = Ui @ Wj (14)
arranges this basis in the column-major order uy @ wy, ... up @ Wi, UL Q Wa, ..., Uy @ Wa, ..., U Q

Wyny -+« Uy, @ Wy, and defines isomorphism C"™ = U ® W. We then obtain a gl(V')-weight basis of
A(V) =2 A(C™) by considering the ©(¢) as in Relation (8) for £ € {0, 1}"™.

In the quantized setting of Section 4.2, the isomorphism defined by Relation (14) allows us to
consider the braided exterior algebra A q(V("m)) defined using the R-matrix of the single quantum

group U,(gl,,,), instead of the braided exterior algebra /\q(V(") ® V™) used in | |, which
requires the R-matrices of both Uy(gl,,) and Ug(gl,,).

Having chosen explicit weight bases of U, W, and V = U ® W, we refer to gl(U) = gl(C"),
gl(W) = gl(C™), and gl(U @ W) = gl(C"™) as gl,,, gl,,, and gl,,,,,.

The Clifford algebra CI(C™™ @ (C™™)*) is generated by the inner and exterior multiplication

operators ¢ =ty and 1/);; =&y, , for k=1,...,nm, because the functionals U;'k+(j—1)n = u; ® wj

define a basis of (C"™)* = (U @ W)* dual to v1,...,Unm. As in Section 3.1, the ¢, and 1/)}; satisfy
the canonical anticommutation relations (11) and they act on A(U ® W) as in Relation (12). In
particular, the operator ¥ (;_1)n vacates the (7, j) position in the n x m grid defined by v(£), while

1/)2;(].71)” occupies it.

Propositions 3.6 and 3.7 define the desired embeddings of gl,, and gl,,, into Cl (C™™ ¢ (C"™)*) =
End (A(U ® W)). These maps rely crucially on the factorizations gl(U @ W) = gl(U) ® gl(W) and
X = eyt of Relations (13) and (7): the former takes an element in gl,, or gl,, into gl,,,, by tensoring
with the identity I and then the latter identifies the resulting element in gl,,,, = C"™ @ (C™™)*
with a Clifford product in CI (C"™ & (C™™)*).

Therefore the first step is to describe the maps gl,, — gl,,,,, and gl,, — gl,,, explicitly. The
isomorphism gl(V) = gl(U) ® gl(W) of Relation (13) implies that gl(U) = gl(U) ® idw C gl(V).
Identifying the elements X ® I, with X a generator in gl,, & Mat, (C) = C" ® (C*)", with their
counterparts in Maty,, (C) = gl,,,,, results in the map gl,, — gl,,,,,. For instance, the simple positive
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root vector E\™ in gl,, is identified with u; ® uj,; in C* ® (C")*, and the matrix I is identified

K2
with the canonical vector > 7" w; ® w} in C™ @ (C™)*, so the map gl,, — gl,,,, takes

m
El_(n) — Zui®uf+1 ® w; ®@ wj
j=1

< Z My G—1)n,i+1+G-Dn (15)
j=1

(nm)
=2 B
j=1
As usual, the M, denote matrix units defined by M,,v. = dpcv,. The third identity is a consequence
of the isomorphism gl,,,,, — Mat,, (C), as in Relation (9).

Remark 3.3. The superscript on a Chevalley generator indicates the algebra to which it belongs.

For instance, EZ-(n) is an element of gl, while Efigll)n lives in gl,,,,-

The matrix units in Relation (15) shift certain occupied positions upwards, to a previous adjacent
position in the column-major order defined by Relation (14). This action coincides with the effect
of the simple root vectors in gl as illustrated in Figure 1, so we obtain the following proposition.

nm?

Proposition 3.4. There is a Lie algebra homomorphism gl, — gl,,,,, mapping

() _, N~ y(nm)
X = 2 Xk -om
j=1
where X, denotes one of E,, F,, or L,.

Proof. As explained by Relation (15), this map is the composition gl,, = (U ® U*)®idw C End(U)®
End(W) = gl,,,,, of known Lie algebra maps. O

Dually, the factorization gl(V) = End(U) ® End(W) = gl(U) ® gl(W) of Relation (13) implies
that gl(W) = idy @ gl(W) C gl(V'). In this case idy corresponds to Y -, w; ® u} in C" ® (C™)*, so
the map gl,,, — gl,,,,, = Mat,,,,,(C) satisfies

i=1

n
“ Z My (j-1)n, itjn-

=1

(16)

In this case, the matrix units in Relation (16) shift certain occupied positions leftwards, to non-
adjacent positions in the column-major order defined by Relation (14). These matrix units no
longer correspond to simple root vectors in gl,,,,; however, they are identified to non-simple root
vectors given by nested commutators.

Proposition 3.5. There is a Lie algebra homomorphism gl,,, — @l,,,., satisfying

m) N\ (nm) (nm) (nm) (nm)
By = Z [[[Ei-i-(j—l)n’ Ei+1+(j—1)n]7Ei+2+(j—1)n]7'" 7Ez>1+jn} , and
1=1
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(nm)
F —1+in>

Fj(m) — il {

Proof. Relation (16) explains that this map is the composition gl,,

F("m)

W. ABOUMRAD

F("m)

3+3n] . F(nm)

2+Jn] i+(j—1)n

~idge@(We@W*) C End(U)®

End(W) = gl,,,,, of known Lie algebra maps. O
The next two propositions define the embeddings A and p of gl,, and gl,,, into CI (C™"™ & (C™™)*)
by composing the maps defined in Propositions 3.4 and 3.5 with the map ®,.,: gl, —

Cl(C"™ &

(C™™)*) of Proposition 3.2. These maps make the following diagram commute and they

motivate the quantized \;: Uy(gl,) — Clg(nm) and pg: Ug(gl,,) — Clg(nm) defined in Proposi-

tions 4.10 and 4.15.

A g R n g (Cr) B S ny@m
gl,, - gl " ——— Cl(C" & (C™)*) ———— End(A\(C™)®™)
\\\\\\\ A
T 'y o
o T i~ 17
ol, @ gl o Cl(C"™ @ (C"™)*) —=— End (A(C"™)) (17)
//?
//// I'w =
//’// P
oy~ 0l — CL(C™ @ (€))7 —5— End (A(C™)™")

Recall that | , Proposition 1.7] defines I'yy and T'yy.

Proposition 3.6. Recall the superscript notation explained in Remark 3.3. There is a Lie algebra

map A: gl, — CL(C"™ @ (C™™)*) satisfying

E(n —>Z1/)1+(J Iym

z+1+(j71)n7

(n)
F - Z/(/)’k‘rlJr(J 1)n z+(j71)n7 and
(n)
L7 = Z‘/’H(J DnPit(G-1)n
for every E§"), Fj(n), and L§") mn gl,.
Proof. This map is the composition of the homomorphism gl,, — gl,,,,, defined in Proposition 3.4

with the map @, : gl,,,,, = CI(C™ @ (C™™)*) defined in Proposition 3.2. O

Proposition 3.7. There is a Lie algebra map p: gl,, — CIL(C"™ & (C™™)*) satisfying

(m) N~
E; — E :¢i+(j—1)n¢i+a‘nv
=1
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(m) N
F; %Zw”a’nwiﬁ-(]’—l)n’ and
=1

(m) N
L{™ =Y Wl o e it vy

i=1
for every EJ(-m)7 Fj(m), and L;m) in gl,.

Proof. Much like A of Proposition 3.6, this map is the composition of the homomorphism gl,, —
gl,,,,, defined in Proposition 3.5 with ®,,,. O

Remark 3.8. The embeddings defined in Propositions 3.6 and 3.7 both factor through gl,,,,, but
the column-major ordering defined by Relation (14) makes it so that only the gl, root vectors
“align” with those of gl,,,,, as illustrated in Figure 1. In contrast, simple root vectors in gl,,
correspond to non-simple root vectors in gl,,,,, which are implemented by highly nested commuta-
tors. In the quantized setting, Propositions 4.10 and 4.15 describe quantum analogues of the gl,,
and gl,,, embeddings, but only the U,(gl,,) embedding factors through U, (gl,,,). In the quantum
case, a single choice of U,(gl,,,,,)-weight basis cannot simultaneously describe both the isomorphism
A, (V) = A (V)E™ of U, (gl,,)-modules and the isomorphism A (V™)) 2= A (V(m))&n of
Uy, (gl,,,)-modules.

Now we take a moment to offer some explanatory remarks. To help interpret our formulas, we
introduce the shorthand v;; = v;1(j_1), and arrange the v;; in a rectangular array as follows:

V11 V12 Vi3 - Uim
V21 V22 V23 - U2m (18)
Un1 Un2 Un3 0 Unm

Then if £ € {0,1}"™, the wedge product 7(¢) in A(C™™) = A(U ® W) describes a state of occupied
and vacant positions in the n x m array (18).

Figure 1 illustrates the action of simple positive root vectors in gl,,, gl,,,, and gl,,,,, with respect to
the gl,,,,,-weight basis defined by Relation (14). Under X and p, each simple root vector gl,, and gl,,,

becomes the sum of a product of a creation and an annihilation operator, so the Ei("), Fi("), E](m),
and F' j(m) preserve spaces of homogeneous degree. More specifically, if we let af ; = €;; — €115
and aﬁj = e;,; — €;,j+1, we see that Propositions 3.6 and 3.7 imply that

AE™) 5(0) = Zm:(—l)pf@(f +ag;) and "
j=1
pUES™)5(0) = 3 (=1 (¢ + o) (20)

Il
A

3

for some integers p;, p;. Notice that )\(E-(n)) attempts to shift each occupied box in the (i + 1)st

K3
row upwards, as illustrated by Figure 2. Dually, p(EJ(-m)) attempts to shift each occupied position
in the (5 + 1)st column leftwards, as in Figure 3. Attempting to fill an occupied position, or vacate
an empty one, annihilates the state.
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Eém)
U1 — U1+n ‘ )r V142n o — Vig(m—-1)n

) )

(%) 'U2+n V2+42n U2+ m 1 n

N
) ) 40 T
) |

) /J

Un < V2n U3n € ce Unm

FIGURE 1. Some gl,,, gl,,, and gl,,,,, root vectors acting on the v; weight basis of
V =2 U ® W. The green arrows illustrate the action of Ef:?;)_l)n generators.

V11 V13[V14 A (Eé”)) V11 V13[V14 V11 V13|14
vo1|  |v23 —— 0 + (=1)?  |vo1[@3Bvos + 0 + (=17 |oun| |vas
U31(V32 V34 V31 V34 V31|V32

F1GURE 2. The gl,, root vector Eé") attempts to shift each occupied position in

the 2nd row upwards. The first summand vanishes because v1; is already occupied
while the third and fourth terms vanish because vo3 and vo4 are vacant: there is
nothing to shift. The sign of the jth term counts the number of occupied positions
preceding (2, j) in the column-major order defined by Relation (14). Here n = 3

and m = 4.
V11 V13[V14 p (Eé"”) V11 V14 V11 V13(V14
vo1|  |v23 EEE—— (—1)4 V21| |U23 + (=1  |va + 0
V31(V32 V34 V31(V32 V34 V31(VU32 V34

F1GURE 3. The gl,, root vector Eém) attempts to shift each occupied position in the
3nd column to the left. The third summand vanishes because the (3,3) position is
vacant. The sign of the ith term counts the number of occupied positions preceding
(,3) in the column-major order defined by Relation (14). As in Figure 2, n = 3
and m = 4.

Now observe that each Lgn) acts on A(U ® W) as a diagonal operator measuring degree of

homogenous elements in the ith row: for any v(¢),

LE") ZZ/}H-] l)n¢z+] l)n ZKH‘(J 1)n (21)
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Similarly, L;m) acts as the diagonal operator measuring degree of homogenous elements in the

jth column. Figure 4 illustrates the action Lgn) and L§m) on the same given v(¢). Since root

vectors preserve components of homogeneous degree, their action on any state vector v(¢) must
commute with that of every row and column degree operator Lgn) and Lgm). The representa-
tion ClL(U@W)® (U W)*) 2 End (A(V @ W)) is faithful, so commutation relations amongst

module endomorphisms imply commutation relations in the Clifford algebra.

V11 V13|V14 by (Eg")> V11 V13|V14
V21 V23 _— 3 |va1 V23

V11 V13|14 p (Lim)) V11 V13
V91 Va3 _— 2 (v V23
V31|V32 V34 V31|V32

)

FIGURE 4. The gl, generator Eg" measures the degree of a given state vector
(m)

along the 3rd row. Dually, the gl,, generator l_/4 measures degree along the 4th
column. As in Figure 2, we take n = 3 and m = 4.

We conclude this subsection by noting that A and p indeed define commuting subalgebras of
Cl(UeW)a (UeW)*) =2 End(A(C™)). This is guaranteed by the form of our embeddings,
since they were obtained by tensoring each linear factor with an identity operator. In fact, even
more is true: the images of A and p generate each others full commutants.

Proposition 3.9. The maps A and p given in Propositions 3.6 and 3.7 define commuting subal-
gebras of CL(UQ W) ® (U W)*). Moreover, gi(U) and gl(W) generate mutual commutants in
End (A(U @ W)).

Proof. The first statement holds because the image of gl,, under A factors through gl,, @ {I} C gl,,,,,
while the image of gl,,, under p factors through {I} ® gl,,, C gl,,,,-
Howe proves the second statement in | , Section 4.2.5]. O

3.3. Multiplicity-free decomposition of A(C™™). We now recall the classical duality result for
Type A. Recall that every irreducible finite dimensional representation of a semisimple Lie group
G contains a highest weight vector that is essentially unique (all highest weight vectors are scalar
multiples of each other), and the highest weight vector identifies the module | , Theorem 22.3].
The highest weight vector in an irreducible G-module is fixed by the unipotent subgroup of any
Borel subgroup of G | , Theorem 26.5]. At the Lie algebra level, this means that the highest
weight vector of an irreducible module is the unique weight vector that is annihilated by all the
simple positive root vectors. In particular, a vector v in some g-module is a highest weight vector if
and only if v is a joint eigenvector of the H; and E;v = 0 for each ¢ = 1,...,r. There is a one-to-one
correspondence between highest weight vectors and dominant weights, as specified by Relation (3).
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When g = gl,,, the dominant weights p € Z" satisfy

H1 = 2 = 2 .

G

We refer the reader to Proposition 3.1.20 in | | for more details. In what follows, we let 7,

denote the irreducible G-module with highest weight pu.

Theorem 3.10 (Skew GL,, x GLy,-duality). Consider the natural action of GL(U) x GL(W) on
V =U®W and its extension to N(U @ W), as described by the commutative diagram (3). As a
GL(U) x GL(W)-module, the exterior algebra \(U @ W) decomposes as

/\(U QW) ZWEL(U) ® WSL(W).
m

Here, the sum ranges over all partitions p with at most n = dimU rows of length at most m =
dim W : all partitions fitting inside an n X m rectangle.

Remark 3.11. At the character level, skew GL, X GL,,-duality is the well-known dual Cauchy
identity, which states that if aq,...,a, and 51, ..., By are complex numbers of absolute value < 1
then

H H(l + alﬂj) = Z S)\(Oél, ey an)SA'(ﬂla te aﬂm)
i=1j=1 A
The sum ranges over all partitions A fitting in an n X m box and each sy is a Schur polynomial.
For details, see e.g. | , Theorem 38.2].

There is a short proof of Theorem 3.10 based on Schur Duality, due to Howe | , Theo-
rem 4.1.1]. We provide an alternative proof at the end of this subsection, whose structure serves as
a blueprint for establishing quantized duality results in Section 4.3 and in | , Section 3.3]. Our
alternative proof, outlined below, is independent of Schur Duality. Instead, it relies on a double
commutant theorem of Weyl, which we reproduce below for the reader’s convenience.

Theorem 3.12 (Double commutant). [ , Theorem B.1.1]

(a) Let H be a finite dimensional vector space. Let A, A’ be two subalgebras of End(H) such that
(1) The algebra A acts semi-simply on H.
(2) Each of A and A’ is the full commutant of the other in End(H).
Then A’ acts semi-simply on H, and as a representation of A® A’, we have

H=PH o H, (22)
i€l
where H; are all the irreducible representations of A, and H'; are all the irreducible represen-
tations of A'. In particular, we have a bijection between irreducible representations of A and
A, and moreover, every isotypic component for A is an irreducible representation of A A’.

(b) On the other hand, if A and A" commute and the decomposition (22) holds as a representation
of A® A’ then each of A and A’ is the full commutant of the other in End(H).

To establish Theorem 3.10, first we use Proposition 3.9 to prove that GL(U) and GL(W) gener-
ate mutual commutants in End (A(U ® W)), thereby guaranteeing that the decomposition of the
GL(U) ® GL(W)-module A(U ® W) is multiplicity-free by the so-called double commutant yoga of
Theorem 3.12(a) | |. Next, we use Lemma 3.13 to characterize the set of joint highest weights
that can possibly appear in A(U ® W). Finally, we explicitly construct joint highest weight vectors
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in Lemma 3.14, thereby exhibiting a Howe correspondence, that is, a bijection p — f () such that
the irreducible GL(U) x GL(W)-module 7, ® w{é”) appears in the decomposition A(U @ W).

We are interested in developing a quantum analogue of Theorem 3.10, so we work at the Lie
algebra level throughout. Showing that GL(U) and GL(W) generate full mutual commutants is
equivalent to showing that gl(U) and gl(W) generate full mutual commutants: Proposition 3.14
in | | proves that if (m, Z) is any representation of the connected complex Lie group G and
(dm, Z) is the corresponding representation of the Lie algebra g = Lie(G), then

Endg(Z) = Endy(2).

Proposition 3.9 shows that gl(U) and gl(W) generate mutual commutants in
Cl(UeW)® (UeW)*). Combining it with the Double Commutant Theorem 3.12 guar-
antees that the decomposition of the GL(U) x GL(W)-module A(U ® W) is multiplicity-free.

The next proposition characterizes the set of highest weights that can possibly appear in the
decomposition of A(U @ W).

L . ) GL(U) ., _GL .
emma 3.13. If the irreducible GL(U) x GL(W)-module ® Ty appears in the decom-
position of A(U @ W) into irreducibles, then pn <m and vy <n, withn =dimV and m = dim W.

W)

Proof. Every weight of GL(U) x GL(W) is a weight of the induced gl(U) ® gl(W)-action. We show
that the upper bounds in fact hold for any weights of the gl(U) ® gl(W)-module A(U @ W).

For every £ € {0,1}™™, the vector ©(¢) is a simultaneous eigenvector of each El(n) and each Egm).
Relation (21) shows that the E(n)—eigenvalue of ©(¢) is the degree of ¥(¢) in the ith row, which is

at most m by construction. Similarly, the Egm)—eigenvalue of ©(¢) is its degree in the jth column,
which is at most n. The f/l(-") and E;m) generate a Cartan subalgebra of gl(U) ® gl(IW), and there
are [{0,1}"™| = 2" = dim (A(U ® W)) eigenvectors (), so it follows that every gl(U)-weight p
in A(U ® W) satisfies 3 < m. Dually, every gl(W)-weight v satisfies 11 < n. O

The next proposition provides a supply of joint GL,, X G L,,-highest weight vectors in A(UQ@ W),
one for each partition p fitting in an n x m rectangle. The highest weight vectors have a neat
diagrammatical representation: the highest weight vector corresponding to p is the wedge product of
the v;;, arranged as in Diagram (18), filling the boxes occupied by the Young diagram corresponding
to p. For example, the highest weight vector corresponding to p = (3,2, 1) is

(vi1 Avi2 A1) A (Va1 Avaz) A (v31) = (Vi1 A var Avsy) A (V12 Avaz) A (v13),

the wedge product of the basis vectors illustrated in Figure 5.

V11|V12|V13 ‘

Up = |v21|va

V31

FIGURE 5. The joint GL,, x GL,, highest weight vector corresponding to the par-
tition p = (3,2, 1) is the wedge product of the basis vectors filling the boxes of the
Young diagram defined by p.
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Up to sign, this procedure determines a unique vector in A (U ® W) corresponding to a partition
w fitting in an n X m box. We note that Lemma 4.19 constructs joint highest weight vectors of the
general linear quantum groups Uy (gl,,) and Uy(gl,,) using essentially the same procedure.

Lemma 3.14. For 1 < /¢ <mn, let r;({) = vi1 A+ Avy. Given a partition p = (p1,. .., ln), define
vy =r1(p) A Arp(pn). The vector v, is a joint G Ly, X G Ly, -highest weight vector in A(UQW).
Its weight as an eigenvector of the direct product of diagonal mazimal tori (T X T') C GL,, X GLy,
is given by 1, (t,t') = tH(t')*. Heret € T is given by

ty
t: 9

ln
th =1, t", and (t')“/ is defined similarly.
Proof. As usual, we work at the Lie algebra level. Given Lemma 3.13, it suffices to show that each
v, is annihilated by each EZ-(n) and each E](m). But this is immediate from the shape of v,.

Recall Relations (15) and (16) and Figures 1-3, which explain that the operators induced by the
simple positive root vectors Ei(") and Ej(m) in gl,, and gl,, shift certain occupied positions in ©(¢)
above and to the left. Since p is a left-justified partition, every position above and to the left of an
occupied position in v, is occupied already, so

ME™M) v, = p(E™) v, = 0.

K2

Hence, each v, is a joint highest weight vector for the gl(U) ® gl(W)-action. O

Proof of Theorem 3.10. Together, Proposition 3.9 and Lemmae 3.13 and 3.14 imply Theorem 3.10.
Proposition 3.9 proves that GL(U) and GL(W) generate mutual commutants in End (A(U @ W)),
so the decomposition of A(U ® W) into GL(U) x GL(W) irreducibles is multiplicity-free by the
Double Commutant Theorem 3.12(a). Lemma 3.13 characterizes the set of weights that can possibly
appear in the decomposition of A(U ® W), and Lemma 3.14 explicitly constructs a joint GL(U) x
GL(W) highest weight vector for each dominant weight allowed by Lemma 3.13. O

4. QUANTUM SKEW DUALITY VIA QUANTUM CLIFFORD ALGEBRAS

In this section we prove our skew U,(gl,,) ® Uqy(gl,,)-duality Theorem 4.17. Definition 4.1 intro-
duces general linear quantum groups by adjoining certain pairwise commuting generators to Uy (sl,, ).
Our proof of Theorem 4.17 largely mirrors that of its classical counterpart, Theorem 3.10. Recall
that to prove the classical skew duality Theorem 3.10, we first constructed the exterior algebra
AU ® W) as a module of the Clifford algebra CI (U @ W) @& (U ® W)*) in Section 3.1, and then
we found commuting embeddings of gl(U) and gl(W) into Cl (U @ W) @ (U ® W)*) in Section 3.2.
Finally, we proved that gl(U) and gl(W) generate mutual commutants in CI (U @ W) & (U @ W)*)
and used the Double Commutant Theorem 3.12(a) and a highest weight vector computation to con-
clude.

In the quantum case, we prove Theorem 4.17 by first introducing the braided exterior algebra
/\q(V(”)), a quantum analogue of A(U ® W) as a Cly(nm)-module in Section 4.1. The quan-
tum Clifford algebra Cl,(nm) is the quantum analogue of Cl(C"™ @& (C™"™)*) studied in | |-
As mentioned in the introduction, Cl;(nm) is shorthand for Cly(nm,1): in this article we use
the quantized Clifford algebra introduced in [ ]. Then we embed U,(gl,,) and U,(gl,,) into
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Cly(nm) in Section 4.2. Our homomorphisms define commuting subalgebras of module endomor-
phisms, so we compute highest weight vectors in Section 4.3 and appeal to the Double Commutant
Theorem 3.12(b) to conclude.

4.1. The braided exterior algebra as a quantum Clifford algebra module. In this subsec-
tion we define the braided exterior algebra /\q(V(")) as a module for Cl,(n), a quantum analogue of
the Clifford algebra CI (C™ @ (C™)*) studied in | |. See also | | for a definition. Braided
exterior algebras were first introduced in | | as U,(g)-module analogues of the classical g-module
A(V). Much like in the classical case, we then define an action of Uy(gl,,) on A, (V™) that factors
through Cl,(n) and makes the following diagram commute:

Cly(n) —— End(A, (V™))

‘I’WW / (1)

Definition 4.1 introduces the general linear quantum group U,(gl,,). Diagram (1) is the quantum
analogue of Diagram (2). In this case, the top arrow Clg(n) — End(/, (V™)) is not an isomor-
phism: in the quantum case, the Cl,(n)-module A q(V(")) is not faithful | , Theorem 2.19].

For now, let g be a simple complex Lie algebra and let V' be any U,(g)-module. Later we will
specialize to the case where V is the natural Ugy(gl,)-module. The quantum group U,(g) acts on
the tensor algebra 7 (V) := @;’;0 V®J through its comultiplication. Unlike the classical enveloping
algebra U(g), the Hopf algebra U,(g) is not cocommutative, so the Uy(g)-action on T (V) does
not preserve the ideal generated by the set of symmetric tensors Sym?(V') defined by Relation (4).
Recall Relation (5), which explains that A (V) = T(V)/(Sym?*(V)).

Regardless, the category of Uy(g)-modules is braided | , Corollary 10.1.20]. For any pair of
U,(g)-modules V, W, there is a natural isomorphism RV"W: V @ W — W @ V satisfying

R"Wwaw) =1(R>vew),

with R denoting the universal R-matrix of U,(g). We view R as an invertible element of a suitable
completion of U,(g) ® U,(g) with a well-defined action on any tensor product of finite-dimensional

U,(g)-modules. For details, see | , Section 10.1.D]. In the related topological Hopf algebra
Ui (g), the R-matrix has a unit constant term, so we may view the braiding operator as a deformation
of the flip map 7 | , Section XX.4|. The deformed map R := R""V is no longer involutive, but

it satisfies the braid relations
RiRiy1R; = Ri\1RiRiy 1. (2)

When T is an operator on a tensor product V @V, we write T} to denote the element of End(V®")
acting by T on the ith and (i + 1)st factors:

T, =idg" Vo Toidl" 7.
Relation (2) is ultimately a consequence of the guasitriangularity axioms defining Ugy(g) | ,
Definition 5.1], which guarantee R satisfies the celebrated Yang-Bazxter equation R12R13Reos =
R23R13R12 [ 5 Lemma 52]
We use the braiding operator R to define a quantum analogue Symg(V) of Sym?(V) that is
preserved by the U, (g)-action. Since the braiding operator R belongs to the centralizer Endy, (g (Ve
V), the space of pi-eigenvectors of R is a U,(g)-module for each eigenvalue p. It is a well-known fact,
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see e.g. Corollary 2.22 in | | or Proposition XVII.3.2 in | |, that if V,, is the irreducible
U,(g)-module with highest weight 1 and the decomposition V,, ® V), is multiplicity-free, then the
braiding operator RV#V# acts on V;, C V. ®V,, by the scalar

430 (O =xu(C),

Relation (8) defines the eigenvalue x.(C) = (7,7 + 2p) of the Casimir operator of U(g) acting on
the irreducible V.
We obtain the braided exterior algebra /\ (V') as the quotient of the tensor algebra 7 (V') modulo

the ideal generated by the positive eigenvectors of R | , Remark 2.3|. That is, we set
A (V)= T(V)/{Symg(V)), (3)

with Symg(V) denoting the set of eigenvectors of R with eigenvalue of the form +¢" for some
r € Q. Relation (3) is the quantum analogue of Relation (5), which constructs the classical exterior
algebra using the +1 eigenvectors of 7, the classical enveloping algebra’s (symmetric) braiding
operator. In fact, a continuity argument shows that the positive eigenvectors of R become elements
of Sym*(V) = ker (7 + idygy) in the limit as ¢ — 1 | , Corollary 2.22(3)].

We now specialize g = gl,, and focus on the braided exterior algebra A q(V(")), with V(") denoting
the natural Uy(gl,,)-module. We begin by defining Uq(gl,,) and computing its action on A, (V).

Definition 4.1. The general linear quantum group Ug(gl,,) is the unital associative algebra gen-
erated by Uy(sl,) along with the pairwise commuting group-like generators Llil, fori=1,...,n
satisfying the following relations:

Ki=LL; Y, LEL'=¢"E; and L;F;L;'=q °Fj.

Remark 4.2. The algebra U,(gl,,) is known as the semisimple form of the quantum group associated
to the Cartan type A,_1, since for each element p = ) pw; in the sl, weight lattice there is
K, =TI, L" in Uy(gl,) | , Remark 9.1.1]. This is consistent with the following observation.

Note that if ¢; denotes the standard basis h*(sl,,), which is orthonormal with respect to inner
product (-,-) defined by Relation (4), then «; = ¢; — €;41 is the ith simple positive root of sl,, and
the relations L;E;L; ' = ¢%i and L;F;L;* = q~% F; are equivalent to

LiE;L7' = ¢!V E; and L,F;L7 =q (2 F;.

In this chapter we consider U,(gl,,) as a co-algebra with the comultiplication described in Rela-
tion (10). Although usually merely a convention, the choice of comultiplication map is important in
Section 4.2, where we must use different conventions for each quantum group to ensure that U, (gl,,)
and Uy(gl,,,) induce commuting subalgebras of module endomorphisms.

The natural Ug(gl,,)-module V(") has a weight basis v;, for i = 1,...,n, so that

K; > vj = q<o‘i76j>/uj'

Since the natural gl,-module is minuscule, it lifts to the quantum group U,(gl,,) in such a way
that the matrices of Relation (9) describing the Chevalley generators remain the same | ,
Section 5A.1]. The following explicit formulae define the natural U,(gl,,)-module:

E; > v = 6i+1,jvi; F; > Vj = 5ijvi+1; and L; > Vj = q‘s”vj. (4)
Now we compute Symg(V(")) by studying the decomposition of V(™ @V as a U,(gl,,)-module.

We decompose V(™) @ V(™) by finding highest weight vectors, that is, simultaneous eigenvectors of
the K; that are annihilated by every F;.
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Lemma 4.3. Let V(™ denote the natural U,(gl,,)-module, as in Relation (4). As a U,(gl,,)-module,
V) @ V() decomposes as
VeV 2V, @ Vh,

The wrreducible module Ve, y, is spanned by
v; @ — qilvj v, <],
and Vae, s spanned by
VUV, VU +qui v, 1<]

Proof. Using the formulae above, is easy to check that v; ® v — g 've ® v1 and v ® vy are weight
vectors of weights €; + €2 and 2¢;. In addition, a straightforward computation shows they are
annihilated by all the E;. The irreducible modules V, 1., and Vs, are cyclic, so the spanning
property follows from an inductive argument using the formulas of Relation (4). The U(gl,)-

and U,(gl,,)-modules parametrized by the same dominant weight have the same dimension, so the
decomposition follows. O

Notice that the vectors spanning Va., become elements of Sym?(V) in the limit ¢ — 1. This
means that Vo, C V™ @ V(™ contains all positive eigenvectors of R and therefore A\ q(V(")) is the
quotient

TV /(Sym2(VI)) = T(V) /(v ® vi, 0 @ vj + qui @ v | i < )

when V(") is the natural U,(gl,)-module. Equivalently, A q(V(")) the unital associative algebra

generated by vi, ..., v, subject to the following relations:
2 .
v; =0, i=1,...,n
- L (5)
ViVj = —qU;v;, 1< J.

In particular, the set of

b ol if ¢; 0.1
ol = U0 S 0] ©
0, otherwise,
for £ € {0,1}", forms a basis of A, (V) | , Lemma 2.32]. This basis closely resembles the

basis of A(C™) described by Relation (8). In fact, /\q(V(")) >~ A(C™) as vector spaces but not as
algebras.

Since U,(gl,,) acts on the tensor algebra 7 (V (™) via the comultiplication map, it preserves the
underlying algebraic structure of A, (V™). In other words, /\q(V(")) is a Ugy(gl,,)-module algebra.

Definition 4.4. | , Definition 4.1.1] An associative algebra (A4, 1) with multiplication p is
a Uy(g)-module algebra if A is a Uy(g)-module such that the U,(g)-action preserves the algebraic
structure of A, meaning that

X pua®d) =pwAX)(a®b)), and Xr1=¢X)I1,
for all a,b € A and X € Uy(g).

We are now ready to show that the U,(gl,)-action on A q(V(")) factors through the quantum
Clifford algebra Cly(n), so that Diagram (1) commutes. Recall Definition 2.1. In this section, we
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fix k = 1, use the shorthand Cl,(n) in place of Cl,(n,1), and only consider the module Q° defined
in Proposition 2.16. For convenience, we review the Cl,(n)-action on /\q(V(")):

v > o(l) = (1)l — ¢,
¥ B u(h) = (- (et e),  and (7)
w; B> () = g u(l).
The next proposition constructs the map ®4.,,: Uy(gl,) — Cly(n) illustrated in Diagram (1) by
factoring the Uy(gl,,)-action on /\q(V(”)) into products of Cl,(n) operators, much like Relation (7)
factors the gl(V)-action in the classical case into products of the inner and exterior multiplication

operators of Relation (1). This result is a quantum analogue of Proposition 3.2. In this case we
consider the quantized inner and exterior multiplication operators ¢} and ] satisfying

A00) = (- rofe = e = mo( [ ) 0(6) and

k<i

£1(0(6) = (=) (e ) = o TLwns] ) 0t0)

k<i
for any v(f) € /\q(V(”)). These operators consider the underlying algebra structure of /\q(V(”))
and include correction terms to correctly account for powers of (—g) that result from the exchange

of v;’s needed to express the result of an inner or exterior multiplication in terms of the v(¢) basis
defined by Relation (6).

Proposition 4.5. Let ] and €} denote the quantized inner and exterior multiplication operators
defined by Relation (8). There is an algebra map D4 ,,: Uy(gl,) — Clg(n) satisfying

E; —elul and Fi — el 1], (9)
fori=1,...,n—1. In terms of Cly(n) generators, ®,, maps
Ei—q w7 W, B wl v, and L —w;t (10)

Remark 4.6. Recall Relation (12) and Proposition 3.2: in the classical case the root vectors E; and
F; of gl,, map to e;¢;41 and g;41¢; in C1(C™ & (C™)*).

Proof. The claims follow from direct calculation. It suffices to show that the images El-, }7'1-, and K i of
E,, F;, and K; under @ ,, satisfy the relations defining U, (gl,,). Most relations are easy consequences
of the relations defining Cly(n) and | , Lemma 2.4], which is a generalized analogue of |
Lemma 3.1]. For instance, we may easily obtain

=~ (wiwity) = (W)™ Ki— K

[ElvFZ] = [U)H-ld} 1/) 1Z)z-l-l] = +1q — q_l H = q— q_l .
When |i — j| > 1, the quantum Serre relations follow immediately from the anticommutation

relations 1/)1-1/13 + qile i = w 1. We use Relation (9) to verify the remaining quantum Serre
relations. Applying | , Relation (7)], we find that

[ENiv Ei—i-l]q = (ijiJrl)(z/’Lﬁ/’iJrz) - Q(z/’j+1¢i+2)(¢jwi+1) = Wi:Llﬁ/’jwier

)

SO

[Ei, [Ei, Bitilglg— = —W;rll (q¢i+1(¢3)2¢i+2 - q71¢i+2(¢3>2¢i+1) =0.
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Since @, (F;) = wjﬂwi (qu; ') = @, (F;)*, it follows that the ®,,(F;) also satisfy the g-Serre
relations. O

The next proposition proves that the Uy (gl,,)-action on A, (V™)) induced by ®,,, coincides with
the U, (gl,,)-module algebra action.

Proposition 4.7. The U,(gl,,)-action on its module algebra /\q(V(")) factors through the quantum
Clifford algebra Cly(n). Concretely, Diagram (1) commutes.

Proof. Since A q(V(")) is a Uy(gl,,)-module algebra, it follows that
E;i > o(f) = (Eivp') (Kivg® ) (Kivg?) - (Kavy) + vy (Bivg® ) (Kvg?) - - (Kivy)
bl ol (Bul)

n
f§ : P, ilovisbier) (o0 bi-1 L b+ n
— 5Z+1,J .6‘] .qzk>] ('Ul ...'Uj_l 'U’L .’Uj-'rl ...fUn )

Y2

%

i Lite V4
Uy )

= (=) L (0w n

In the second-to-last equality we use the commutation relations (5) defining the braided exterior
algebra /\q(V(")). A similar calculation shows that F; > v(f) = @4, (F;)v(f).
Finally, notice that

Lio(l) = (Livt) - (Livt) = ¢v(l) = w; to(0) = Bgn(Li)v(L). O

3

The map @, ,, immediately yields a multiplicity-free decomposition of the U, (gl,,)-module algebra
A q(V(")). The irreducible U,(gl,,)-modules in A (V™) are parametrized by the same dominant
weights as in the corresponding classical result.
Proposition 4.8. As a U,(gl,,)-module,

n

A V) =PV,

=0

Here V,, denotes the irreducible Uq(gl,)-module with highest weight p, and each v; = Zi:l ek
denotes a fundamental weight of gl,,.

Proof. Let a; = e;—e;+1. Notice that v(y;) is a Uy(gl,,)-highest weight vector, since it is annihilated
by each FE;:

E; > v(;) = Y], v(v;) = vy + as) = 0.

The claim now follows by a dimension count, considering the classical decomposition of gl,,-modules

AV) =@ N (V). O
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4.2. Commuting actions of U,(gl,,) and U,(g!,,) on /\q(V("m)). Fix n and m. Recall Dia-
gram (17), which illustrates the construction of commuting embeddings A and p of gl, and gl,,
into the Clifford algebra C1(C"™ & (C™™)*) as a composition of known Lie algebra maps. These
embeddings are critical to our proof of the skew GL,, X GL,,-duality Theorem 3.10 in the classical
case.

In this subsection, we mimic that construction, or at least part of it, to obtain the quantum
analogues A\, and p, mapping U, (gl,,) and Uy(gl,,,) into Cly(nm). Much like their classical counter-
parts, the maps A\, and p, play a prominent role in the proof of our skew U, (gl,,) ® Uqy(gl,,,)-duality
Theorem 4.17: Proposition 4.16 proves that they define commuting subalgebras of End (A q(V("’”)),
which we use to compute the multiplicity-free decomposition of A p (V™)) in Section 4.3.

For the rest of this section, we focus on the braided exterior algebra A q(V("m)), as defined by

Relation (3), with V("™ denoting the natural U,(gl,,,,)-module. Recall that V™) has a U, (gl,,,,,)-
weight basis v;, for i = 1,...,nm. In addition, recall that /\q (V(»m)) is generated as an algebra
by the same v;, subject to the relations in (5). In particular, /\q(V(”m)) has a basis v({), for
¢ € {0,1}™ as described by Relation (6). In this case, we say that each basis element v(¢)
describes a unique state of occupied and vacant positions in an n x m grid.

To begin, we obtain A\;: Uy(gl,) — Cly(nm) as the composition resulting from the following
diagram, which is the quantum analogue of the top half of Diagram (17):

Xm

Uglala) o™~ Cly(n)®™ —— End (A, (vV©)em)

el | A qu Ju (11)

= Cly(nm) ——— End (/\ V("m)))

Alm—1)

Pqnm q

Recall that Theorem 2.11 defines the isomorphism I’

On one hand, there is a U, (gl,,)-action on /\q(V("m)) that factors through U, (gl,.,,). Motivated
by the embedding gl,, — g, of Proposition 3.4, we construct an algebra map ©: U,(gl,) —
Uy(9l,,,) in Proposition 4.9. Recall Relation (4), which describes the action of the Uy,(gl,,,,,) gen-
erators on V(") As in the classical case, the U,(gl,,) root vectors “align” with those of U, (gl,,,.),
as depicted in Figure 1. Composing © with the Cl,(nm)-representation ®, ., defined in Proposi-

tion 4.5 results in an algebra map U,(gl,,) — End (/\q(v(nm)))_

On the other hand, the braided exterior algebra A, (V) is a U,(gl,,)-module, so U,(gl,) acts
on \(V™)®™ via comultiplication.

Proposition 4.12 proves that /\q(V("))®m = /\q(V("m)) as Uy(gl,,)-modules, so the two Ug(gl,,)-
actions on A q(V("m)) in fact coincide.

The next proposition defines the map ©: U,(gl,,) — U,(gl,,,,,) illustrated in Diagram (11) as a
first step in defining a Ugy(gl,,)-action on /\q(V("m)). It is the quantum analogue of Proposition 3.4.
To the best of our knowledge, this map is new.

Proposition 4.9. Recall the superscript notation of Remark 3.3: XJ(-p) denotes a Uq(g[p) generator.
Define
A’L,<] = H K’L’+(p71)’n,’ and AZ,>J = Ki+(p71)n7
p<j p>J
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by taking the product of all Kénm) generators on the ith row to the left, and respectively to the right,
of the jth column.
There is an algebra homomorphism ©: Uy(gl,,) — Ugy(gl satisfying

nm)

(n) (nm)
E HZEHJ n 1>j

o —>ZA (o)

1,<jJ z+g n

(n) (nm)
L —>HL1 T)n

Proof. Tt suffices to show that the images Ei, F; and K; of Ei(")7 Fi(n) and KZ-(") under O satisfy the
relations of Definition 4.1. This follows from the definition of U,(gl,,,,) directly from a calculation.

Recall notation of Relation (4). In what follows a;; denotes the (7, 7) entry of the Cartan matrix
of gl,,, while each oy, for k = 1,...,nm, denotes a simple positive root of Ugy(gl,,,,). In addition,
the form (-,-) denotes an inner product on bgi, by . To begin, note that

[?JEl[Z'J_l — Z q(o‘i#»(bfl)nvaj#»(b—l)n>E§nm)

251"751',' 751’ 7 N‘ — Q35 ~.
it b1y Nisp = g T T By = gt E

A similar calculation shows that K JEIN( J_ L= q~ % E
Next observe that
[, F] Zq St e Qe AT L A s z+(a) 1)nFJ(:ZL7) n

. Z q ((CTRRTEEI NS D H(Cil)n>Aj_,ibAi,>aFJ(:7(Z) 1)nEZ(Z7(Z) D

- ZAJ <aAl >a EH— (a—1)n> F_]+(a l)n]

1]_1 (Z Kl(j:?(:) 1)n H Kz+ (e=1)n

a c<a c>a
(nm)
- Z H z+ c— 1)n H K’LJr(C 1)n >
a c<a c>a
51" Ui (nm) Ui (nm) —1
= q— ;—1 (1:[1 Ki+(c—1)n - 1:[1 (Ki-l-(c—l)n)
K, — K !
=9; Mt tel S
T g—q?

In the second equality we use the commutators [El.(nm)7 Fj(”m)] =0 for i # j.
Finally, we verify the Serre relations. Recall our notation and conventions and let a;; denote the
entries of the Cartan matrix for gl,,, as in Relation (6). For any 1 < ¢, < n — 1, the inner product

(Qit(a—1)n> Qjt(b—1)n) Vanishes whenever a # b, since then |(i + (a — 1)n) — (j + (b — 1)n)| > 2.
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Therefore,

(nm) (nm) _
[Ez+(a 1)n’ Ej+(b71)n] =0

for any 1 < 4,5 < n — 1 whenever a # b. In other words, simple positive root vectors Ei("m)

+(a—1)n
and EJ(T(”) 1) acting on different columns always commute. First suppose [i — j| > 1. In this case

[E("m) E("m)

i+(a—1)n> Ejt(a—1)n ]=0foreacha=1,...,m, so

(677 a—1)n> c Qj c—1)n ) (nm)
EuE Zq +a-1) Sb X (e—1) AJ o\, >aE it (o l)nE]+(b Hn

_ Zq (O (b—1)n 2 esa Xit(c—1)n) Aj sy, >aE (b) 1)nEZ(Z’(Z) ™~

(nm) (nm)
- Z AJ >‘1A1 >a Ez (a—1)n> Ej+(a71)n]
= 0.

Now suppose j = i + 1. With Relation (9) in mind, we first compute

Ei Bjlg =Y (1= ¢"" ") Ajsohisa B0, BV,
a<b

(nm) (nm)
+ ZA] >ali>al B (am1)ns B (a—1)nla

1—(] ZA >olNi>aE 1+(a l)nEJ-i'(b Dn

a<b
+ ZAJ >a i,>a Ez+ (a—1)n’ Ej+(a71)n]q'
=(1—-¢)I+1I.

Next, we calculate

[Ei,II]q71 — § q7<ai+(a71)n>zc>bO‘i+(cfl)n+aj+(cfl)n>Aj1>bA,L.1>bA,L.1>a
a,b
'EiJr(afl) [Ez+(b l)n’EjJr(b 1)71]
—1 — (o —1)n —1)n> it(c—1)n
D D B G LR R L) VRN VY. P
a,b

'[Ei+(b 1)n7Ej+(b 1)n] Ei+(a 1)n

—l—a;;—aj; nm) (nm) (nm)
= Z l—q ! )AJ >p0i>pMi o E i+(a—1)n [Ez+(b 1)n’Ej+(b71)n]q

a<b
m) (nm) (nm)
+ ZAJ >al\j, >a z+(a n’ [Ei-i-(b—l)n’ Ej—i—(b—l)n]q]‘fl

- (1 -q Z Ag >bAz >bAz >a H—(a 1)n[Ei+(b—1)n’ Ej.;,_(b_l)n]q

a<b
=1 —q 3III.
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In the second equality we used the g¢-Serre relations defining U,(gl,,,), which guarantee that

[Efzgll)n, E‘;Zﬁll)n]q]q—l = 0. Continuing, we see that

[Ei, I]g-1 = E R G R O B U VECY VI Ve
c,a<b

’ Ei+(c71)nEi+(a71)nEj+(b71)n

_ q—l E q_<ai+(a—1)n+aj+(b—l)n)Es>a iy (s—1)n)
c,a<b

' Ei+(a—1)nEj+(b—1)nEi+(c_1)n

. —1—(1”—(1'»; (nm) (nm) (nm)
- Z (1_‘1 ! )Aj,>bAi1>aAi7c+Ei (cfl)nEiJr(afl)nEjJr(bfl)n

c<a<b
—Qiq 717(1:,'1’ . . (nm) (nm) (nm)
+ Z (g —q )AJx>bAivC+A1x>aEi+(a—l)nEi+(c—l)nEj+(b—l)n
a<c<b
—Qii—aij -1 (nm) (nm) (nm)
+ Z (q T—q )Ajv>bAiw>aAivc+Ei+(cf1)nEi+(a71)nEj+(b71)n
a<b<c
717(1:,'1’ . 2 (nm) 2 (nm)
+ Z (1-q )AJv>bAi,>a(Ei+(a—1)n) B o-1n
c=a<b
—a;; pp(nm) (nm) (nm)
+ Z Aj7>bAi7>aAix>b(q Ei+(a71)nEi+(b71)nEj+(b71)n
a<b=c

—1 2(nm) (nm) (nm)
—4q Ei+(a71)nEj+(bfl)nEiJr(bfl)n)'

In the second equality, the second summation is the negative of the first so their sum vanishes; each
term in the third and fourth summations is trivial so they too vanish. The last summation may be
re-written using g-commutators:

s p(nm)  p(m) () Cipm) () p(nm)
Z Aj7>bAi1>aAiv>b(q Ei+(a71)nEi+(b71)nEj+(b71)n -4 1Ei+(a71)nEj+(b71)nEi+(b71)n)
a<b

_ 2 (nm) (nm) (nm)

=4q Zij>bAix>‘1Aiv>bEi+(a—1)n[Ei-i-(b—l)n’Ej—i—(b—l)n]q'
a<b

=q 2III.

Hence, [El, I],~1 = ¢ 2I1I. Combining results, we conclude that
[Eiv [Eiij]Q]q’l =(1- q2)[E‘ivl]q’1 + [Eivll]q’l =0,

as desired. We verify that the F; also satisfy the g-Serre relations using a similar calculation, which
we omit here. O

We obtain an algebra map A;: Uy(gl,) — Cly(nm) by composing © with ®y ., as in Dia-
gram (11).

Proposition 4.10. Define

_ -1 o -1 .
Ri,<j = HwiJr(p,l)nwi-l-l-i-(p—l)n and Ri,>j = Hwi+(p,1)nwz+l+(p—l)na
p<j p>J
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by taking an appropriate product of w, generators in the ith and (i + 1)st rows to the left, and
respectively to the right, of the jth column.
There is an algebra homomorphism Ay : Uy(gl,,) — Cly(nm) satisfying

(n) —1 - -1
E; —q ZwiJr(jfl)ndJZJr(jfl)n¢i+1+(j*1)""$ix>j’
j=1

m

(n) -1 gt
5 _>ZwiJF(j*1)"'%1',<jwi+1+(jfl)n¢i+(jfl)n’ and

Jj=1

) T, -1
L; —>Hwi+(j_1)n.

j=1
We use superscripts on Ug(gl,,) generators as in Remark 3.3.
Remark 4.11. Notice that when m = 1, A, is exactly the homomorphism ®,,, of Proposition 4.5.

Proof. The map A, is simply the composition @4, 00, so the statement follows from Proposition 4.5
and Proposition 4.9. g

The map ©: U,(gl,) — Uq(gl,,,) of Proposition 4.9 equips the U,(gl,,,)-module /\q(V("m))
with a U,(gl,)-module structure. Composing the map A™~Y o &, with the isomorphism
[y: Cly(n)®™ — Cl,(nm) gives /\q(V("m)) another Ug(gl,,,,)-module structure. The next propo-
sition proves the two actions coincide.

Proposition 4.12. Diagram (11) commutes. In particular, there is an isomorphism of Uq(gl,)-
modules

AV ) = A (V).

Proof. Using the definitions, it is straightforward to check that Ay =I';o Alm=1 ¢ ®, . Combining
with the commutativity of Diagram (18) proves the claim. O

Remark 4.13. The isomorphism of U, (gl,,)-modules can be promoted to an isomorphism of U, (gl,, )-
module algebras if we deform the multiplication in A, (V())®™ a5 in Theorem 2.3 of | |.

We now turn to studying the commutant of the Uy (gl,,)-action on /\q(V("’")). We begin by defin-

ing a Uy(gl,,)-module structure on /\q(V("’”)) that factors through Cl,(nm) in Proposition 4.15.
Our skew Howe duality Theorem 4.17 proves that this action generates the centralizer algebra

End,(gr,) (A, (V™).

Unlike its classical counterpart p of Proposition 3.7, the map p, does not factor through U,(gl,,,.,)-
That is, there is no quantum analogue of Proposition 3.5. This has to do with our choice of weight
basis; see Remark 3.8. Two issues arise in attempting to quantize Proposition 3.5. First, the

classical gl,,, generators Ej(m) map to non-simple gl,,,,, root vectors, implemented by highly nested

commutators of E((lnm) generators. Although root vectors corresponding to non-simple roots have
a quantum analogue in terms of g-commutators as defined in Section 7.3.1 of | |, the resulting
expressions are rather complicated. Second, the commutation relations amongst images of gl,,
generators rely on the Jacobi identity, which can be quantized in many different ways.
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Notwithstanding, our map py: Uy(gl,,,) = Cly(nm) makes the following diagram commute:

Pa _mmmmmmmmTTTTIIS + Clg(nm)
////////// /lqu (12)
UQ(g[m) Aln—1) Uq (g[m)®n HOn Clq(m)®n

Note that Diagram (12) quantizes part of Diagram (17).
Remark 4.14. In this article the choice of comultiplication is important when discussing commut-
ing quantum group actions. In order to ensure that the Uy(gl,, )-action on A, (V™)) commutes
with the Ug,(gl,,)-action defined by A,, we must use the comultiplication A: U,(gl,,) = Uy(gl,,)®?
satisfying

AE)=E®1+K; ®E;

AF)=FoK '+10F (13)

Z(LZ) =L;® L.
This comultiplication does not agree with that defined by A as in Relation (10). In A(E;), for
instance, K; appears in the first tensor factor. It is also possible to swap the comultiplications for
Uq(gl,,) and U,(gl,,). While choosing the same convention for both factors leads to well-defined
embeddings into Cl,(nm), the resulting actions on /\q(V("m)) do not commute. In the setting of

orthogonal algebras discussed in [ |, the formulas embedding a commuting factor of U;(s0,,)
into Uy(gl,,,) depend on a choice of comultiplication for U,(so,,).

Proposition 4.15. Define
R -1 . d R -1 )
k<ig = | ] Wpr(g—1)nWptin NG K>i5 = | | Wyt 1)nWpt+in
p<i p>i

by taking an appropriate product of w, generators in the jth and (j + 1)st columns above, and
respectively below, of the ith row.
There is an algebra homomorphism pg: Ug(gl,,) — Cly(nm) mapping

m .\ i
B =) K<ij¥ip(j-1)nYitin:
=1

(m) -1
F _>Z¢1+;n l+] D> and
=1

—> H ler(J n

As usual, we use superscript indices as in Remark 3.3.

Proof. It suffices to show that the images Ej, ﬁj, and IN{j of EJ(.m)7 Fj(m), and K;m) under p, sat-
isfy the relations defining Ugy(gl,,). The following calculations are very similar to those proving
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Proposition 4.9. For starters, notice that

LiEL =) ¢ kgl ooyyparen = 0 E;
a

Next we verify that

- K;j—K;*

[Ej, Fy] = ——
by summing over different summation index regimes independently. Notice that when a < b, the
product ks commutes with ¢l+(j71)n1/’a+jn' Similarly, k<4 ; commutes with z/Janwbﬂg_l)n

when a < b. Therefore, the double sum

oI nA T -1 1
[Eja Fe] = Z K’<a,jwa+(j71)nwa+jnli>b,éwb+€n1/}b+(lf1)n

a,b

_ -1 1 A
Z Kb, eV ten Vot (- 10 <0, ot (- 1yn Vatin
a,b

vanishes in the regime a < b. Hence

I~ agi a; —1 T
(B, Fp] = Z (¢ —q ﬂ)ﬁ<a,j’€>b,e wa-‘,—(j—l)nwaJrjnd]l]:Jrlnwb-i-(é—l)n

a>b
+ Z K<a,jRsq0 [wa+(jf1)n1/)a+jnv wa+€n¢a+(£71)n]
a
9j¢ -1 -1 -1 1
g —Jq—1 > tcaitia e (o) Gonyn@atin) = WolGyn@atin) ')
a
_ 9, -1 o -1 R
T g—g-! H Wit (j—1)nWitin H (wi+(j—1)nw1+an)
1—q i<n i>1
K; - K;!
=dj0————-
q—q

Note that the sum in the second equality is telescoping.
Finally, we check that E; and Fj; satisfy the Serre relations. First suppose that |j —¢| > 1. In
this case,

[Eju Eé] = Z (qialj - 1)"$<a,jf€<b,é "/J,L_(j_1)n¢a+jnwg+(g_1)nwb+gn
a<b

—a f i
+ Z (1= a™"")hcajhicne Var-1yn¥atin¥os (- 1ynVoren
a>b

;
+ Z k<ajk<a,t wl-{-(j—l)nwaJrjnwa—i-(f—l)nwaJrEn
a

T
— Z R<a,jR<a,l "/’Z_,_(g_l)nwa-i-fnwa_,_(j_1)n¢a+jn

a

=0.

The first and second sums vanish because aj; = 0 when |j — ¢| > 1. The creation and annihilation
operators in the last summation may be arranged in the order specified by the third sum with no
overall change in sign. This means the fourth sum is the negative of the third.
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Now suppose £ = j + 1, so that a;; = —1. In this case we compute

(B, Edg =) (1= "7 ) kicajhicne 7/’2+(j—1)n7/’a+jn‘/’g+(e—1)n‘/’b+én
a>b

+ Z K<a,jh<ay [¢l+(jfl)n¢a+jn’ ¢l+(671)nwa+ln]q

a

_ 2 T T
=(1—-q )Z K<a,ih<b,t Yoy i—1ynVatinPor@—1)nVoten
a>b

Z . -1 T
+ K<a,jh<a,l wa+jn1/)a+(j—1)nwa+€n

a

=(1—-¢)HI+1II.

In the third equality we used [AS522, Relation (7)] with ¢; = 7,/12+(j71)n and ¢ = Yatin-
Further, observe that

- —1—(aj,e; . . —1
[Ej g1 =Y (1= a7 rcajhcnifcte Wipjn Vbt - 1ynPatinPis G- 1yn Yot en
a>b

2 ~1 it t
+ q Z H<a,j"$<a7@ o"YaJrjn wa.:,.(j_1)nwa+jn¢a+(j_1)n¢a+fn
a

-1 2 1t t ,
-9 Z K<a,jh<a,tWoyjn ¢a+(j_1)n¢a+én¢a+(j_1)n¢a+m

a

-2 —1
=(1-g¢q ) Z K<a,jlh<b,jR<b,t Wy yjpn ¢Z+(j_1)n¢a+jnwg.:,_(j_l)n@/’b—i-fn
a>b

2 -1 T 2
—4q Z F<a,jf<atWoyjn 1Z)anLjn (wa-l-(j—l)n) 1Z)a-i-fn

a

-1 2 -1 1 2
+q Z K<a,jF<atWoyjn ¢a+6n (¢a+(j—1)n) ¢a+jn

a

_ -2 —1 T T
=(1-q¢7) Z K<a,jlh<b,jR<b,t Wyt jpn ¢a+(j_1)n¢a+jn¢b+(j_1)n¢b+2n
a>b

=(1—q?III
In addition, we see that
[Ejal]qfl = Z (qfajjia“ - qil)ﬁ<a,jﬂ<b,zﬂ<c,j
c<b<a
T T T
’ chr(jfl)an-l-jnwanL(jf1)nwa+jﬂwb+(lfl)nwb+fn

+ E (q 4 —q aﬂ)f€<a,jf€<b,él‘i<c,j
b<c<a

T T T
' ¢C+(j—1)n¢c+jn¢a+(j—1)n¢a+jn¢b+(z—1)n¢b+en

E —1l—aj¢r—ajj;
+ (1 —q it ]])K/<C,jK/<b,2l{<a,j
b<a<c

T T T
' w“"‘(j_l)"waJrj"wC'i'(j—1)nwc+jnwb+(é—l)nwb+én
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+ E K<a,jR<btR<b,j
c=b<a

—ajj T T T
(@7 Yy o)Vt in Yas =) PatinCos -1y Vot
-1 1 T T
—q waJr(jf1)nwa+jnwb+(lf1)nwb+€nwb+(jfl)nwb+jn)
2 T 2 2t
+ Z “<a,j“<b,f(¢a+(j—1)n) (Yatin) Vg (t=1)n Vot tn

b<a=c

—1—a., 2 t 2 2t
- Z q aﬂ’%<a,j’i<bve(¢a+(j—l)n) (1/}a+jn) 7/’b+(e—1)n1/’b+fzn
b<a=c

_ 2 T T T
=4 Z K<a,jK<b,th<bj Vo (j—1)nPatin [wb.l,_(j_l)nwlﬂ»jn’ ¢b+(e_1)n¢b+en]q
a>b

— 2 -1 T T

=q Z K<a,jlR<b,th<b,j Wy ijn 7/)a+(j,1)n7/)a+jn1/)b+(j,1)n7/)b+gn
a>b

=2

=q °“III.

In the third equality we used | , Relation (7)] with ¢; = 1/);: —D)n and ¢ = Ypien. Combining
results, and using identity (9), we conclude that

B, (B}, Brlglg- = (1= ¢*)g 2111 + (1 — ¢~ 3111 =0,

as required. Since F; = p,(E;)*, we may apply the map *: Cly(nm) — Cly(nm) of | , Rela-

tion (10)] to conclude that the F; also satisfy the quantum Serre relations. O

Now we take a moment to interpret the actions of U,(gl,,) and Uy(gl,,) on /\q(V("m)) defined
by Proposition 4.10. Recall the explanatory remarks below Proposition 3.7. As in the classical
case, it is convenient to arrange the U, (gl,,)-weight vectors v;y(;_1), of vem) fori=1,...,n
and j = 1,...,m, in an n x m rectangular array like (18). The Cl,(nm) generators 1;  (;_1), and
1/JJ+(J-71)” act on a given state vector v(¢) by attempting to vacate and occupy the (4,j) position.
Attempting to vacate an unoccupied position kills the state, as does attempting to occupy a filled
position. Each w, merely scales v(¢) by ¢~%, so the & factors in the definition of Aq act diagonally

on state vectors to account for the action of K™ generators in A(m=D(E™) and Atm=D(F™),

Analogous comments apply to the x in the definition of p,. Therefore, if we let p; and p; denote
some integers, and we set o ; =€;; — €;11; and aﬁj =e;; — € j+1, we see, for instance, that

M(EM)u(0) =3 (—oP vl +af;) and (14)
pa( B ) u(0) = 3 (—) ot + aly) (15)

Il
-

K3

for any state vector v(¢). That is, the ith positive root vector El-(n) in U,(gl,,) attempts to shift each
occupied position in the (i + 1)st row upwards, while the jth positive root vector Ej(m) in Uy(gl,,)
attempts to shift occupied positions in the (j 4+ 1)st column to the left. This means that Figures 2
and 3 still illustrate the action of Uy(gl,,) and U,(gl,,) root vectors induced by A\, and pg, if we
replace the signs by suitable powers of —¢. This means the U,(gl,,) and Ug,(gl,,) root vectors act as
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their classical counterparts in the limit ¢ — 1: compare Relations (14) and (15) to Relations (19)
and (20).
In addition, observe that each Ll(-") and each L;m) induces a quantized degree operator that is the

exponential of a degree operator acting as in Figure 4. For instance, the action of A, (Lgn)) counts
occupied positions in the ith row:

LZ(-") >v(l) = qZJ Lhiv-nm — ¢ (Ei)v(é).

Recall Proposition 3.6 defines A: gl,, — CI(C™ @ (C™)*) in the classical case. Dually, the action of
Pq (L;m)) counts occupied positions in the jth column. The action of root vectors in U,(gl,,) and
Uy(gl,,) preserves spaces of homogeneous column and row degree, so it must commute with the
action of the L;m) and the Lgn), respectively.

The next proposition shows that although A,: Uy(gl,,) — Cly(nm) and pg: Uy(gl,,) —
Cly(nm) do not define commuting subalgebras of Cl;(nm), they do induce commuting ac-
tions on A (V"™). Recall that in the classical case the maps A: gl, — CI(C"™ & (C"™)*)

and p: gl,, — CIL(C" @& (C™)*) of Propositions 3.6 and 3.7 define commuting subalgebras
of CL(C™ @ (C™)*) = End(A(C™)). Theorem 2.19 implies that quantum representation

Cly(nm) — End(/\q(V("m)) is not faithful. This means, for instance, that the actions of A\, (El("))
and pq(EJ(-m)) may commute even if [)\q(E(n)) pq(E(m))] is not the zero element in Cl,(nm).

Proposition 4.16. The embeddings \; and pg of Proposition 4.10 and Proposition 4.15 define
commuting subalgebras of End (/\q(V("m))) .

Proof. The proof follows from direct calculation. Considering the explanatory remarks preceding
the proposition, it remains to show that the action induced by the root vectors of Uy (gl,,) commutes
with the action induced by the root vectors of U,(gl,,,). We begin by computing commutators in the
quantum Clifford algebra. As usual, our strategy is to consider different summation index regimes
independently. For instance, observe that when a > j+1 or b < 4, the product k< ; commutes with
¢J+(a_1)n¢i+1+(a71)n and similarly the product k;~, commutes with ¢g+(j_1)n¢b+jn- Therefore,
the sum

m n
(n) (m
[A (E ) pq E Z Z ki, >a 1+(a 1)n 1/}z+1+(a 1)nli<b J ¢b+ (G— 1)n¢b+]n
a=1 b=1
t
— R<byj wb+(j71)nwb+jnﬁi)>a wi+(a71)nwi+l+(a71)n)

vanishes in the regime where b < 7 or a > j+ 1 because we can appropriately rearrange the creation
and annihilation operators. Thus we see that the commutator

[)‘q(Ei(n))qu(Eg(‘m))] = Z Ki,>a ¢Z+(a—1)n¢i+1+(a—1)n“<b,j ¢g+(j—1)n¢b+jn
a,b=i,i+1

_ Al , i
Z K<b,j Vor (G-1)n Vot jni>a Vit a-1)n Vit 14(a—1)n
ab=i,i+1

_ T T
= Z [Kiv>awi+(a—1)nwi+l+(a—l)n’K<bxjwb+(j—1)nwb+jn]'
a=jj+1
b=i,i+1
We now take a closer look at the four remaining commutators. When (a, b) = (j,¢), each term in the

2
commutator [k;, >a1/’z+(a Dn Vit 14(a— 1)"’H<b3wb+(] 1 ,¥bjn] contains a factor of (1/) (= 1)n ) , SO
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it vanishes. Similarly, when (a,b) = (j + 1,7+ 1), each term contains a factor of (1/)”1“-")2, so it
also vanishes. Only two terms remain:

(B, pa(BS™)) = 67 615 55 < (141) 5 1) 1m i1 (i 1ms Co1 (19 i1 )
+ i G4 R<id [0 Pt gns Uy G 1yn it in)
= ‘fl“i,>j'€<(i+1)7j¢j+(j—1)n{¢i+1+(j—1)nv ¢3+1+(j—1)n}¢i+1+jn
- “i,>(j+1)“<i>j¢3+(j—1)n{%Tﬂ'nv ¢i+jn}¢i+1+jn
= Ki,>(j+1)R<i,j (q_lw;-l(j—l)nwi-i-l-i-j"{¢i+1+(j—1)n’ wL—l-ﬁ-(j—l)n}
- {@bgﬂ‘n’¢i+jn})¢g+(j—1)n¢i+1+jn'

In the second-to-last equality we used Relation (8) to slide the anticommutators to the left of
T

Vit (-1)n-
Using the last equality, we see that the commutator [A(E\™), pq(E](m))] annihilates A (V("™).

Indeed, Relation (7) implies each anticommutator {i,,1}} acts as the identity map, so for any
basis vector v(¢) of /\q(v(nm))7

n m itjn .
(B, pg(BY™)0(0) = (—1)r=rtrst-n P, S 1y by g

-1 -1 t
(g wi+(j71)nwi+1+j"{wiJrlJr(jfl)n’¢i+1+(j71)n}

- {1/Jg+jn, Vi in 1)V + €1t (j—1)n — €it144n)
= (—1)22’21”“*”"17 Ki>(j+1)K<i,j
. (v(f + Cit(j—1)n — 67;+1+jn) - v(f + Cit(j—1)n — €i+1+jn))
=0.
Similar calculations show that [\,(E™), pq(Fj(m))] also induces the zero map. Applying the x*-
operation defined by Relation (10) shows that the remaining commutators also induce the zero
map, since
Pa(E™), g (B;™)

? J

"= D(EM). py(F™)]. and
Pa(B)s o (] = =D (B), pa(F™)]: 0

4.3. Multiplicity-free decomposition of A q(V("m)). In the last section we found homomorphic
images of Ugy(gl,,) and Uy(gl,,,) in the quantum Clifford algebra Cl,(nm) that generate commuting
actions on the Cl,(nm)-module A q(V("m)). In this subsection we use those actions to compute
a multiplicity-free decomposition of /\q(V(”m)) as a Ugy(gl,) ® Uy(gl,,)-module. We rely on the
classical skew duality Theorem 3.10 and on the Double Commutant Theorem 3.12(b) to prove our
main quantized duality result, Theorem 4.17.

Theorem 4.17. As a Uy(gl,,) ® Uq(gl,,,)-module,

AV =PV eV, (16)
n
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The sum ranges over all partitions p fitting in an n X m rectangle, V#(p) denotes the irreducible
Uq(gl,)-module parametrized by j1, and ' denotes the conjugate of yi. In particular, /\q(V("m)) is
multiplicity-free as a Uy(gl,,) @ Ugy(gl,,,)-module.

Consequently, the maps Aq: Uqg(gl,,) — Clg(nm) and pg: Ug(gl,,) = Cly(nm) generate mutual
commutants in End (/\q(V("m))).

Remark 4.18. Recall that in the classical case, we first establish that gl,, and gl,, generate each
others commutants in End (A(C™ ® C™)), and then we use the double commutant yoga of Theo-
rem 3.12(a) to conclude that the decomposition of A(C™ @ C™) as a U(gl,,) ® U(gl,,)-module is
multiplicity-free.

In the quantum case, the argument flows the opposite way. First we construct a multiplicity-free
decomposition of /\q(V("m)) as a Uy(gl,,)®@U,(gl,,)-module and then we use the Double Commutant
Theorem 3.12(b) to conclude that Uy(gl,,) and U,(gl,,,) indeed generate each others full commutants

in End ( A q(V("m))) . Our proof of Theorem 4.17 requires the classical result and a dimension count

to guarantee that the decomposition of A p (V™)) is in fact multiplicity-free.

Theorem 4.17 proves that the irreducibles appearing in the decomposition of A q (V("’")) as a
Uq(gl,,) ® Ug(gl,,)-module are parametrized by the same weights as the irreducibles in the de-
composition of A(C"™) = A(C" ® C™) as a gl,, ® gl,,-module. Moreover, our decomposition
de-quantizes appropriately, which means that the endomorphisms induced by the quantum group
generators tend to those induced by their classical counterparts in the limit ¢ — 1. For instance,
compare the action of Ei(") and E](m) on an arbitrary basis vector in the quantum case as computed
in Relation (14) and Relation (15) to the action of their classical counterparts in the classical case,
as computed in Relation (19) and Relation (20).

Our proof of the first statement in Theorem 4.17 mimics the argument establishing Theorem
6.16 in | |. First we construct a joint highest weight vector for each isotypic component in
the decomposition of Relation (16) in the next lemma, and then we use a dimension count and the
classical skew GL,, X GL,,, duality Theorem 3.10 to conclude.

Recall Lemma 3.14, which computes highest weight vectors in the classical case. In the quantum
case, the highest weight vectors are essentially the same: for each partition u fitting in an n x m
rectangle we simply take the product of all basis vectors in the boxes occupied by the Young diagram
corresponding to u. Figure 5 illustrates an example.

Lemma 4.19. For each partition = (p1,. .., pun) satisfying p1 < m, let

U = (U1 Vi u—1yn) (V27 V2 (ua—1yn) (V0 V2 (ua—1yn) -
Then

(1) The element v, is a highest weight vector with respect to the actions of Uq(gl,,) and of Uy(gl,,,).
(2) The Uy(gl,)-weight of v, is p, and its Ug(gl,,)-weight is p'.

Proof. It is understood that if p; = 0, then v, contains no v;;(,—1), as a factor. Since p is a
partition, this also implies that there is no v;; 1), factor for every j > i.

Much like in the classical case, Relations (14) and (15) show that positive root vectors in U, (gl,,)®
Uq(gl,,,) shift occupied positions in any given state vector above and to the left, as illustrated by
Figures 2 and 3. Since p is a left-justified partition, every position above and to the left of an
occupied position in v, is occupied already, so

)‘q(Ei(n)) Up = Pq(Eg(‘m)) vp =0,
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fori=1,...,n—1land j=1,...,m—1. Hence, each v, is a joint Uy(gl,,) ® U,(gl,,)-highest weight
vector.
We can readily prove (2) using Propositions 4.10 and 4.15. For instance, we see that

A(K™M) 0(8) = g5 bivG-on=bisiiG-0n 4 (), and
pa(K™)0(€) = gt rmnn = bisan g (0),

for any v(£), so
)\q (KZ(”)) v, = qﬂi_ﬂi+1 vy = q(ain)>ﬂ> Vps and

pq(K(m)) vy, = q”;'_ug'Jrl vy = q<°‘§'m)’l‘,> v

J He

(r) _

Here we used o €; — €41 to denote the ith simple positive root of g[p. O

Proof of Theorem 4.17. For any Z>o-graded module M, let M—_; denote the graded component of
degree k. It follows from Lemma 4.19 that B, v ® V#(,m) is a Ug(gl,) ® Uy(gl,,,)-submodule of
A, (V™)) Let |u| denote the size of the partition p, that is, the sum of its parts. Relations (14)

and (15) prove that the U, (gl,,)- and the U,(gl,,)-actions preserve subspaces of homogeneous degree,
so that in fact

P v evim c (A )
nl=k

for each £ < nm. The classical skew duality Theorem 3.10 then implies that

3 dimegy <v#<”> ® Vlff”)) = dime /\(C" ® C™),
|ul=Fk
since irreducible modules of gl,, and of Uq(g[p) parametrized by the same dominant weight have the

same dimension. The U,(gl,,,,)-module V("™ is flat in the sense of Lemma 2.32 in [3Z05], so the
v(¢) form a basis of /\q(V(”m)), which implies that dimcq,) /\q(V("m)) = dimc A(C" ® C™) and
concludes our proof. O
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