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SKEW HOWE DUALITY FOR Uq(gln) 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 Uq(gln) by using a double centralizer property
inside a quantized Clifford algebra. In particular, we show that Uq(glm) generates the centralizer
of the Uq(gln)-action on the tensor product of braided exterior algebras

∧
q
(Cn)⊗m. We obtain

a multiplicity-free decomposition of the Uq(gln) ⊗ Uq(glm)-module
∧

q
(Cn)⊗m ∼=

∧
q
(Cnm) 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 GLn×GLm-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 Endk[G](V

⊗m). 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 Uq(g), EndUq(g)(V

⊗m) is
a quotient of a Hecke algebra if g = gln and it is a quotient of a Birman-Murakami-Wenzl (BMW)
algebra in the remaining cases [Jim86, LR97, LZ06]. Lehrer and Zhang describe EndUq(g)(V

⊗m)
for any irreducible Uq(sl2)-module V and when V is the 7-dimensional irreducible Uq(g2)-module
in [LZ06]. 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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2 W. ABOUMRAD

perspective, which uses multiplicity-free actions satisfying a double centralizer property as an or-
ganizing principle, and apply it to the setting of q-skew-symmetric variables.

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

We begin by re-proving the classical skew GLn × GLm-duality Theorem 3.10. This theorem
is well-known and may be found in various references, e.g., see Theorem 4.1.1 in [How95] or
Theorem 38.2 in [Bum04]. We provide an alternative proof using a Clifford algebra. In par-
ticular, Section 3 constructs commuting embeddings of gln and glm into the Clifford algebra
Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗), as illustrated in the following diagram, and then computes a multiplicity-
free decomposition of the exterior algebra

∧
(Cnm) as a module of the tensor product of enveloping

algebras U(gln) ⊗ U(glm). We describe this novel method because it generalizes to the quantum
case, allowing us to prove our skew Uq(gln)⊗Uq(glm)-duality Theorem 4.17. Howe does not provide
these Clifford embeddings explicitly in [How95], but they are crucial to the generalization to Types
BD developed in [Abo22].

∧
(Cm)⊗n ∼=

∧
(Cnm) ∼=

∧
(Cn)⊗m

	

Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗)

glnm

gln glm

λ ρ

(1)

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 Uq(gln) ⊗ Uq(glm)-duality
Theorem 4.17. The first step is to obtain commuting actions of Uq(gln) and Uq(glm) on the braided

exterior algebra
∧

q(V
(nm)), with V (p) denoting the natural Uq(glp)-module. Braided exterior alge-

bras were introduced in [BZ05] as Uq(g)-module analogues of the exterior algebra
∧
(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 +qr for some r ∈ Q of the braiding
operators induced by the R-matrix of Uq(g). Section 4.1 recalls the construction of

∧
q(V

(n)) in
detail.

Section 4.2 obtains quantum group actions on
∧

q(V
(nm)) by emulating the classical Clifford

algebra construction we develop in Section 3. In particular, we define quantum analogues λq and
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ρq of λ and ρ as illustrated in the following diagram.

∧
q(V

(nm)) ∼=
∧

q(V
(n))⊗m

	

Clq(nm)

Uq(gln) Uq(glm)

λq ρq

(2)

In the top row we have an isomorphism of Uq(gln)-modules. We use Clq(nm) to denote the quantum
Clifford algebra. The quantized Clifford algebra was first defined by Hayashi in [Hay90]. In this
article we use a similar version due to Kwon [Kwo14]. In [AS22] 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
λq factors through Uq(glnm), much like λ : gln → Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗) factors through glnm in the
classical case.

In contrast to the classical picture of Diagram (1), the map ρq does not factor through Uq(glnm).
In the quantum case, a single choice of weight basis cannot simultaneously describe both the iso-
morphism of Uq(gln)-modules

∧
q(V

(nm)) ∼=
∧

q(V
(n))⊗m and the isomorphism of Uq(glm)-modules∧

q(V
(nm)) ∼=

∧
q(V

(m))⊗n: the very construction of
∧

q(V
(p)) depends on a choice of weight basis

of V (p) through the R-matrix of Uq(glp), 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 Uq(glnm)

on a chosen Uq(glnm)-weight basis of
∧

q(V
(nm)) does not simultaneously “align” with the action

simple root vectors in both Uq(gln) and Uq(glm).

Regardless, λq and ρq still define commuting actions on the Clq(nm)-module
∧

q(V
(nm)). In fact,

Proposition 4.16 shows that Uq(gln) and Uq(glm) generate mutual commutants in End(
∧

q(V
(nm))).

Although Uq(gln) and Uq(glm) induce commuting subalgebras of module endomorphisms, the images
of λq and ρq do not define commuting subalgebras in Clq(nm). This discrepancy is explained by

the fact that the Clq(nm)-module
∧

q(V
(nm)) is not faithful [AS22, Theorem 2.19]. This is contrary

to the classical case, where the representation
∧
(Cnm) of the simple algebra Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗) is

faithful and the images of λ and ρ indeed define commuting subalgebras in Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗).
We conclude our proof of Theorem 4.17 by computing joint highest weight vectors in

∧
q(V

(nm))

with respect to the Uq(gln)⊗Uq(glm)-action induced by λq⊗ρq and practicing the double-commutant
yoga introduced by Howe in [How95].

We note that Theorem 6.16 in [LZZ10] proves a similar related result. It computes the
multiplicity-free decomposition of

∧
q(V

(n) ⊗ V (m)) as a Uq(gln) ⊗ Uq(glm)-module. The braided

exterior algebra
∧

q(V
(n) ⊗ V (m)) is constructed using the braiding induced by the tensor product

of the R-matrices of Uq(gln) and Uq(glm). While
∧

q(V
(n) ⊗ V (m)) is isomorphic as a vector space

to the braided exterior algebra
∧

q(V
(nm)) considered here, which is constructed using the braiding

of Uq(glnm) instead, they have different algebra structures. The structure considered here yields an

isomorphism
∧

q(V
(nm)) ∼=

∧
q(V

(n))⊗m of Uq(gln)-module algebras that motivates an extension to

orthogonal types through the seesaw developed in [Abo22].
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Although [LZZ10] also defines a multiplicity-free action of Uq(gln)⊗Uq(glm) 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 q → 1.

The extension to types BD described in [Abo22] 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⊗m, with S ∼=

∧
q(V

(n)) denoting the spinor representation of Uq(o2n).

The description of EndUq(o2n)(S
⊗m) obtained in [Abo22] 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 [RW11] and [RW17].

We note that there is a considerable literature studying quantized FFTs in the setting of sym-
metric variables. Perhaps the first result is in [Zha02]. Most recently, [LSS22] obtains a double
centralizer property inside a quantized Weyl algebra by considering actions of Uq(gln) and Uq(glm)
on the quantized coordinate ring of the n×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 gln 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 [The22].

2. Notation and conventions

We will use ei throughout to denote the standard basis of Rn.
In this section we fix our notation for Lie algebras and recall some definitions.

Lie algebra presentation. Following [CP94], we use the Chevalley presentation throughout. If g is
a complex semisimple Lie algebra, we let A = [aij ] denote its generalized Cartan matrix. We let
D = diag(d1, . . . , dr) denote the diagonal matrix of root lengths such that DA is symmetric positive
definite. Recall aii = 2 and aij ≤ 0 whenever i 6= j.

The semisimple algebra g is generated by Hi, Ei, and Fi, for i = 1, . . . , r, subject to the relations

[Hi, Hj ] = 0, [Hi, Ej ] = aijEj , [Hi, Fj ] = −aijFj , [Ei, Fj ] = δijHi, (1)

along with the Serre relations for i 6= j:

(adEi
)1−aij (Ej) = 0, and (adFi

)1−aij (Fj) = 0 (2)

Remark. Authors like Jantzen [Jan96], Lusztig [Lus88], and Sawin [Saw96] prefer the notation
X+

i = Ei and X−
i = Fi, 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 h generated by the Hi. The simple roots of g are the linear

functionals αi : h → C satisfying
αi(Hj) = aji.

We let
P = {λ ∈ h∗ | λ(Hi) ∈ Z} and P+ = {λ ∈ h∗ | λ(Hi) ∈ 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× g → C such that

〈Hi, Hj〉 = d−1
j aij , 〈Hi, Ej〉 = 〈Hi, Fj〉 = 0,

〈Ei, Ej〉 = 〈Fi, Fj〉 = 0, and 〈Ei, Fj〉 = d−1
i δij ,

for all i, j [Kac83, Theorem 2.2]. When g = gln we take 〈, 〉 to be the non-degenerate trace bilinear
form of the natural representation.

The bilinear form 〈, 〉 induces an isomorphism of vector spaces ν : h → h∗ under which Hi

corresponds to the coroot α∨
i = d−1

i αi. The induced form on h∗ satisfies

〈αi, αj〉 = diaij . (4)

Since aii = 2, we must have di = 〈αi, αi〉/2. Thus we obtain a formula for the Cartan integers :

aij = 〈α∨
i , αj〉 =

2〈α∨
i , αj〉

〈αi, αi〉
. (5)

Notice the bilinear form induced by ν is normalized so that

〈αi, αi〉 = 2di.

When g is simple 〈αi, αi〉 = 2 for short roots.
For concreteness and convenience, we record some relevant Cartan matrices:

An =




2 −1
−1 2 −1

. . .
. . .

. . .

−1 2 −1
−1 2



,

Bn =




An−1

0
...
0
−1

0 · · · 0 −2 2



, and Dn =




An−1

0
...
0
−1
0

0 · · · 0 −1 0 2




.

(6)

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 An, Dn, and by d = (2, . . . , 2, 1) for type Bn.

We denote the half sum of the positive roots in h∗ by ρ. The Weyl vector ρ is uniquely charac-
terized by 〈α∨

i , ρ〉 = 1.
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Casimir element. Let Xα denote any basis of g, and let Xα denote the corresponding dual basis
with respect to 〈·, ·〉. The next formula uniquely characterizes the Casimir element

C =
∑

α

XαX
α =

∑

α

XαXα ∈ U(g). (7)

The Casimir element is in fact canonical and central [Bum04, Theorem 10.2]. In addition, C acts
as the scalar

χλ(C) = 〈λ, λ+ 2ρ〉 (8)

on any irreducible U(g)-module with highest weight λ [Kac83, Corollary 2.6].
Quantum groups and their representations. Throughout this work, the term “quantum group” refers
to an associative Hopf algebra Uq(g) as presented in [CP94, Definition 9.1.1]. We note the following
identity is often useful for verifying q-Serre relations when aij = −1. Writing [A,B]q = AB− qBA,
we have

1−aij∑

k=0

(−1)k
[
1− aij
k

]

qi

Xk
i XjX

1−aij−k

i = Xi(XiXj − qiXjXi)− q−1
i (XiXj − qiXjXi)Xi

= [Xi, [Xi, Xj ]qi ]q−1
i
.

(9)

Unless otherwise stated, we assume that Uq(g) is equipped with the co-algebra structure defined
by the comultiplication map ∆: Uq(g) → Uq(g)

⊗2 satisfying

∆(Ei) = Ei ⊗Ki + 1⊗ Ei

∆(Fi) = Fi ⊗ 1 +K−1
i ⊗ Fi, and

∆(Ki) = Ki ⊗Ki,

(10)

as in [LZZ10]. 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 [CP94] for definitions. Every type (1, . . . , 1) finite-dimensional
Uq(g)-module is semisimple [Jan96, Theorem 5.17] and each simple Uq(g)-module is in one-to-one
correspondence with a g-module parametrized by a dominant weight of g [Jan96, Theorem 5.10].
Moreover, corresponding modules have the same weight multiplicities [Jan96, Lemma 5.14].

3. Classical skew duality via Clifford algebras

In this section we (re)-prove the classical skew GLn×GLm-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 Uq(gln) ⊗
Uq(glm)-duality Theorem 4.17 in Section 4. The enveloping algebra U(glp) more closely resembles
the quantum group Uq(glp), 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

∧
(V ) factors through the spin

action of the Clifford algebra Cl(V ⊕ V ∗). Then we construct commuting embeddings of gln and
glm into Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗) in Section 3.2. In fact, first we embed gln and glm into glnm and then
use the map glnm → Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗) of Section 3.1. Finally, we compute a multiplicity-free
decomposition of

∧
(Cnm) as a gln ⊗ glm-module in Section 3.3.
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3.1. A gln-action on the Clifford spin module. In [AS22, Section 1] we define the Clifford alge-
bra Cl(V ⊕V ∗) and its spin action on the exterior algebra

∧
(V ) via inner and exterior multiplication

operators ιf and εv. For convenience, recall

ιf (η) =

k∑

j=1

(−1)j−1f(vj)w1 ∧ · · · ∧ ŵj ∧ · · · ∧ wk and εv(η) = v ∧ η (1)

for any v ∈ V , f ∈ V ∗, and η = w1 ∧ · · · ∧ wk ∈
∧
(V ). Our treatment is fairly standard and may

be found in various sources. For instance, see [Bum04, Chapter 31], [GW09, Chapter 6], or [ML90,
Chapters 1-2]. The inner multiplication operators are sometimes known as contractions [GW09,
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
∧
(V ) by

derivations that factors through Cl(V ⊕ V ∗). In particular, we construct a Lie algebra map Φn in
Proposition 3.2 making the following diagram commute.

Cl(V ⊕ V ∗) End (
∧
(V ))

gl(V )

∼=

Φn
(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 Uq(gln)⊗ Uq(glm)-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 δ(j)(g) = g ⊗ · · · ⊗ g extend this action to the tensor algebra
T (V ) =

⊕∞
j=0 V

⊗j . 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 algebraU(gl(V )) making
the following diagram commute for each j = 0, 1, 2, . . .. In the diagram, ∆: U(gl(V )) → U(gl(V ))⊗2

denotes the comultiplication of U(gl(V )).

GL(V ) End(V ⊗j)

gl(V )

δ(j−1)

exp

∆(j−1)

(3)

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 [Kas95, 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 τ taking v⊗w → w⊗v. Braiding operators
are module maps, so the gl(V )-action on T (V ) preserves the set

Sym2(V ) = {v ⊗ w + w ⊗ v | v, w ∈ V } (4)

of +1 eigenvectors of τ . Therefore, the gl(V )-action descends to the exterior algebra
∧
(V ) := T (V )/〈Sym2(V )〉. (5)
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Note that
∧
(V ) inherits the Z-grading on T (V ) because 〈Sym2(V )〉 is homogeneous.

Section 4.1 defines the braided exterior algebra
∧

q(V
(n)), a quantum analogue of

∧
(V ), in a

similar fashion, using braiding operators induced by the (non-trivial) R-matrix of the quantum
group Uq(gln); 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

∧
(V ) through Cl(V ⊕V ∗). Recall that there is a canonical isomorphism of vector spaces

gl(V ) ∼= End(V ) ∼= V ⊗ V ∗ satisfying

(v ⊗ f)(w) = f(w)v, v, w ∈ V, f ∈ V ∗.

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

(
(v ⊗ f) ◦ (w ⊗ h)

)
(u) = h(u)f(w)v =

(
f(w)v ⊗ h

)
(u), u, v, w ∈ V, f, h ∈ V ∗.

Since gl(V ) acts on
∧
(V ) by derivations, the action of any X in gl(V ), identified with u ⊗ f in

V ⊗ V ∗, factors into an inner and an exterior multiplication:

X ⊲ v1 ∧ · · · ∧ vk = (Xv1) ∧ v2 ∧ · · · ∧ vk + · · ·+ v1 ∧ · · · ∧ (Xvk)

= u ∧




k∑

j=1

(−1)k−1f(vj)v1 ∧ · · · ∧ v̂j ∧ · · · vk


 .

(6)

Recall the action of inner and exterior multiplication operators ιf and εv as in Relation (1). In
Relation (6), v̂j means that vj is omitted from the wedge product.

Relation (6) is key. It shows that the element X = v ⊗ f in gl(V ) ∼= V ⊗ V ∗ acts on
∧
(V ) as

the Clifford product

X = εvιf . (7)

Relation (7) defines a Lie algebra map gl(V ) → Cl(V ⊕V ∗) making Diagram (2) commute, thereby
achieving this subsection’s goal. The map is injective, so {εvιf | v ∈ V, f ∈ V ∗} generates a
subalgebra in Cl(V ⊕ V ∗) ∼= End(

∧
(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 vi, for i = 1, . . . , n, denote a gl(V )-weight basis of V and let v∗j denote the
corresponding dual basis of V ∗, defined by v∗j (vi) = δij . Then the

v̄(ℓ) =

{
vℓ11 ∧ vℓ22 ∧ · · · ∧ vℓnn , if ℓi ∈ {0, 1}

0, otherwise,
(8)

for ℓ ∈ {0, 1}n, form a basis of
∧
(V ).

Our choice of weight basis defines an isomorphism V ∼= Cn; from now on, gln denotes gl(V ) ∼=
gl(Cn). We work with the presentation of gln obtained from the Chevalley presentation of sln
described by Relations (1) and (2) by adjoining elements L̄i, for i = 1, . . . , n, subject to the
relations

Hi = L̄i − L̄i+1, and [L̄i, L̄j ] = 0.
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The L̄i 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 v̄(ℓ) in
∧
(V ) from v(ℓ) in the braided

exterior algebra
∧

q(V
(n)) defined in Section 4. Similarly, we use an overbar to distinguish the L̄i

in gln from the Uq(gln) generators introduced by Definition 4.1.

As in Relation (7), we obtain the map gln → Cl (Cn ⊕ (Cn)∗) by identifying elements of gln with
their counterparts in Cn ⊗ (Cn)∗. This time we identify generators only. Let Mijvk = δjkvi denote
the matrix units with respect to the vi basis and recall that there is an isomorphism gln → Matn(C)
satisfying

Ei →Mi,i+1, Fi →Mi+1,i, and L̄i →Mi,i. (9)

Under this isomorphism, the L̄i become matrices of unit trace. Composing with Matn(C) ∼= Cn ⊗
(Cn)∗ identifies the gln generators as

Ei → viv
∗
i+1, Fi → vi+1v

∗
i , and L̄i → viv

∗
i . (10)

On the Clifford algebra side, we consider the generators ψi = ιv∗
i

and ψ†
i = εvi , for i = 1, . . . , n,

as in Relation (1). The ψi and ψ†
j satisfy the canonical anticommutation relations

ψiψj + ψjψi = ψ†
iψ

†
j + ψ†

jψ
†
i = 0,

ψiψ
†
j + ψ†

jψi = δij ,
(11)

and they act on
∧
(V ) by lowering and raising operators: for any v̄(ℓ),

ψi v̄(ℓ) = (−1)ℓ1+···+ℓi−1 v̄(ℓ− ei), and

ψ†
i v̄(ℓ) = (−1)ℓ1+···+ℓi−1 v̄(ℓ+ ei).

(12)

The next proposition describes the homomorphism gln → Cl (Cn ⊕ (Cn)∗) explicitly by compos-
ing the map defined by Relation (10) with the natural inclusion γ : Cn ⊗ (Cn)∗ →֒ Cl (Cn ⊕ (Cn)∗)
.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose n = dimV . There is a homomorphism of Lie algebras Φn : gln →
Cl (Cn ⊕ (Cn)∗) satisfying

Ei → ψ†
iψi+1, Fi → ψ†

i+1ψi , and L̄i → ψ†
iψi ,

for each Ei, Fi, and L̄i in gln.

Proof. As explained above, this map is a composition of known Lie algebra maps: gln
∼= Matn(C) ∼=

Cn ⊗ (Cn)∗ ⊂ Cl (Cn ⊕ (Cn)∗). �

This proposition is the classical precursor of Proposition 4.5.

3.2. Commuting gln and glm 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.



10 W. ABOUMRAD

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 ∈ GL(U), v ∈ U, w ∈ W.

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)×GL(W ) →֒ GL(U ⊗W ) = GL(V )

that defines commuting actions on the GL(V )-module
∧
(V ) =

∧
(U ⊗ W ). We compose the

differentials of these actions with the map gl(V ) → Cl(V ⊕ V ∗) defined by Relation (7) to obtain
commuting actions of gl(U) and gl(W ) on

∧
(V ) that factor through Cl(V ⊕ V ∗).

Since we have an eye on the quantum case, we will define the embeddings of gl(U) and gl(W )
into Cl ((U ⊗W )⊕ (U ⊗W )∗) explicitly with respect to a gl(V )-weight basis of V = U ⊗W . We
start U and W : let ui and wj denote gl(U)- and gl(W )-weight bases of U and W , and let u∗i and
w∗

j denote the corresponding dual bases of U∗ and W ∗. Then the products ui⊗wj , for i = 1, . . . , n

and j = 1, . . . ,m, define a gl(V )-weight basis of V because

gl(V ) ∼= End(U ⊗W ) ∼= (U ⊗ U∗)⊗ (W ⊗W ∗) ∼= gl(U)⊗ gl(W ). (13)

Setting

vi+(j−1)n = ui ⊗ wj (14)

arranges this basis in the column-major order u1 ⊗w1, . . . un ⊗w1, u1 ⊗w2, . . . , un ⊗w2, . . . , u1 ⊗
wm, . . . , un ⊗wm and defines isomorphism Cnm ∼= U ⊗W . We then obtain a gl(V )-weight basis of∧
(V ) ∼=

∧
(Cnm) by considering the v̄(ℓ) as in Relation (8) for ℓ ∈ {0, 1}nm.

In the quantized setting of Section 4.2, the isomorphism defined by Relation (14) allows us to
consider the braided exterior algebra

∧
q(V

(nm)) defined using the R-matrix of the single quantum

group Uq(glnm), instead of the braided exterior algebra
∧

q(V
(n) ⊗ V (m)) used in [LZZ10], which

requires the R-matrices of both Uq(gln) and Uq(glm).
Having chosen explicit weight bases of U , W , and V = U ⊗ W , we refer to gl(U) ∼= gl(Cn),

gl(W ) ∼= gl(Cm), and gl(U ⊗W ) ∼= gl(Cnm) as gln, glm, and glnm.
The Clifford algebra Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗) is generated by the inner and exterior multiplication

operators ψk = ιv∗
k

and ψ†
k = εvk , for k = 1, . . . , nm, because the functionals v∗

i+(j−1)n = u∗i ⊗ w∗
j

define a basis of (Cnm)∗ ∼= (U ⊗W )∗ dual to v1, . . . , vnm. As in Section 3.1, the ψk and ψ†
k satisfy

the canonical anticommutation relations (11) and they act on
∧
(U ⊗W ) as in Relation (12). In

particular, the operator ψi+(j−1)n vacates the (i, j) position in the n×m grid defined by v̄(ℓ), while

ψ†
i+(j−1)n occupies it.

Propositions 3.6 and 3.7 define the desired embeddings of gln and glm into Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗) ∼=
End (

∧
(U ⊗W )). These maps rely crucially on the factorizations gl(U ⊗W ) ∼= gl(U)⊗ gl(W ) and

X = εuιf of Relations (13) and (7): the former takes an element in gln or glm into glnm by tensoring
with the identity I and then the latter identifies the resulting element in glnm

∼= Cnm ⊗ (Cnm)∗

with a Clifford product in Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗).
Therefore the first step is to describe the maps gln → glnm and glm → glnm explicitly. The

isomorphism gl(V ) ∼= gl(U) ⊗ gl(W ) of Relation (13) implies that gl(U) ∼= gl(U) ⊗ idW ⊂ gl(V ).
Identifying the elements X ⊗ I, with X a generator in gln

∼= Matn(C) ∼= Cn ⊗ (C∗)n, with their
counterparts in Matnm(C) ∼= glnm results in the map gln → glnm. For instance, the simple positive
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root vector E
(n)
i in gln is identified with ui ⊗ u∗i+1 in Cn ⊗ (Cn)∗, and the matrix I is identified

with the canonical vector
∑m

j=1 wj ⊗ w∗
j in Cm ⊗ (Cm)∗, so the map gln → glnm takes

E
(n)
i →

m∑

j=1

ui ⊗ u∗i+1 ⊗ wj ⊗ w∗
j

↔
m∑

j=1

Mi+(j−1)n, i+1+(j−1)n

↔

m∑

j=1

E
(nm)
i+(j−1)n.

(15)

As usual, theMab denote matrix units defined byMabvc = δbcva. The third identity is a consequence
of the isomorphism glnm → Matnm(C), as in Relation (9).

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

For instance, E
(n)
i is an element of gln while E

(nm)
i+(j−1)n lives in glnm.

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 glnm, as illustrated in Figure 1, so we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 3.4. There is a Lie algebra homomorphism gln → glnm mapping

X
(n)
i →

m∑

j=1

X
(nm)
i+(j−1)n,

where Xa denotes one of Ea, Fa, or L̄a.

Proof. As explained by Relation (15), this map is the composition gln
∼= (U ⊗ U∗)⊗idW ⊂ End(U)⊗

End(W ) ∼= glnm of known Lie algebra maps. �

Dually, the factorization gl(V ) ∼= End(U) ⊗ End(W ) ∼= gl(U) ⊗ gl(W ) of Relation (13) implies
that gl(W ) ∼= idU ⊗ gl(W ) ⊂ gl(V ). In this case idU corresponds to

∑n
i=1 ui ⊗ u∗i in Cn ⊗ (Cn)∗, so

the map glm → glnm
∼= Matnm(C) satisfies

E
(m)
j →

n∑

i=1

ui ⊗ u∗i ⊗ wj ⊗ w∗
j+1

↔

n∑

i=1

Mi+(j−1)n, i+jn.

(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 glnm; however, they are identified to non-simple root
vectors given by nested commutators.

Proposition 3.5. There is a Lie algebra homomorphism glm → glnm satisfying

E
(m)
j →

n∑

i=1

[[
[E

(nm)
i+(j−1)n, E

(nm)
i+1+(j−1)n], E

(nm)
i+2+(j−1)n

]
, · · · , E

(nm)
i−1+jn

]
, and
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F
(m)
j →

n∑

i=1

[[
[F

(nm)
i−1+jn, F

(nm)
i−2+jn], F

(nm)
i−3+jn

]
, · · · , F

(nm)
i+(j−1)n

]
.

Proof. Relation (16) explains that this map is the composition glm
∼= idU ⊗ (W ⊗W ∗) ⊂ End(U)⊗

End(W ) ∼= glnm of known Lie algebra maps. �

The next two propositions define the embeddings λ and ρ of gln and glm into Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗)
by composing the maps defined in Propositions 3.4 and 3.5 with the map Φnm : gln →
Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗) of Proposition 3.2. These maps make the following diagram commute and they
motivate the quantized λq : Uq(gln) → Clq(nm) and ρq : Uq(glm) → Clq(nm) defined in Proposi-
tions 4.10 and 4.15.

gln gl⊗m
n Cl (Cn ⊕ (Cn)∗)

⊗m
End(

∧
(Cn)⊗m)

gln ⊗ glm Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗) End (
∧
(Cnm))

glm gl⊗n
m Cl (Cm ⊕ (Cm)∗)

⊗n
End (

∧
(Cm)⊗n)

∆(m−1)

λ

Φ⊗m
n ∼=

ΓU
∼=

Φnm ∼=

∆(n−1)

ρ

Φ⊗n
m

ΓW

∼=

∼=

(17)

Recall that [AS22, Proposition 1.7] defines ΓU and ΓW .

Proposition 3.6. Recall the superscript notation explained in Remark 3.3. There is a Lie algebra
map λ : gln → Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗) satisfying

E
(n)
i →

m∑

j=1

ψ†
i+(j−1)nψi+1+(j−1)n,

F
(n)
i →

m∑

j=1

ψ†
i+1+(j−1)nψi+(j−1)n, and

L
(n)
i →

m∑

j=1

ψ†
i+(j−1)nψi+(j−1)n

for every E
(n)
j , F

(n)
j , and L

(n)
j in gln.

Proof. This map is the composition of the homomorphism gln → glnm defined in Proposition 3.4
with the map Φnm : glnm → Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗) defined in Proposition 3.2. �

Proposition 3.7. There is a Lie algebra map ρ : glm → Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗) satisfying

E
(m)
j →

n∑

i=1

ψ†
i+(j−1)nψi+jn,
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F
(m)
j →

n∑

i=1

ψ†
i+jnψi+(j−1)n, and

L
(m)
j →

n∑

i=1

ψ†
i+(j−1)nψi+(j−1)n,

for every E
(m)
j , F

(m)
j , and L

(m)
j in glm.

Proof. Much like λ of Proposition 3.6, this map is the composition of the homomorphism glm →
glnm defined in Proposition 3.5 with Φnm. �

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

q(V
(nm)) ∼=

∧
q(V

(n))⊗m of Uq(gln)-modules and the isomorphism
∧

q(V
(nm)) ∼=

∧
q(V

(m))⊗n of

Uq(glm)-modules.

Now we take a moment to offer some explanatory remarks. To help interpret our formulas, we
introduce the shorthand vij = vi+(j−1)n and arrange the vij in a rectangular array as follows:

v11 v12 v13 · · · v1m
v21 v22 v23 · · · v2m
...

...
...

. . .
...

vn1 vn2 vn3 · · · vnm

(18)

Then if ℓ ∈ {0, 1}nm, the wedge product v̄(ℓ) in
∧
(Cnm) ∼=

∧
(U ⊗W ) describes a state of occupied

and vacant positions in the n×m array (18).
Figure 1 illustrates the action of simple positive root vectors in gln, glm, and glnm with respect to

the glnm-weight basis defined by Relation (14). Under λ and ρ, each simple root vector gln and glm

becomes the sum of a product of a creation and an annihilation operator, so the E
(n)
i , F

(n)
i , E

(m)
j ,

and F
(m)
j preserve spaces of homogeneous degree. More specifically, if we let αv

i,j = ei,j − ei+1,j

and αh
i,j = ei,j − ei,j+1, we see that Propositions 3.6 and 3.7 imply that

λ(E
(n)
i ) v̄(ℓ) =

m∑

j=1

(−1)pj v̄(ℓ+ αv
i,j) and (19)

ρ(E
(m)
j ) v̄(ℓ) =

n∑

i=1

(−1)p
′
i v̄(ℓ+ αh

i,j) (20)

for some integers pj , p
′
i. Notice that λ(E

(n)
i ) attempts to shift each occupied box in the (i + 1)st

row upwards, as illustrated by Figure 2. Dually, ρ(E
(m)
j ) attempts to shift each occupied position

in the (j +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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v1 v1+n v1+2n · · · v1+(m−1)n

v2 v2+n v2+2n · · · v2+(m−1)n

...
...

...
. . .

...

vn v2n v3n · · · vnm

E
(m)
2

E
(m)
2

E
(n)
2 E

(n)
2 E

(n)
2

E
(n)
2

E
(n)
2

E
(m)
2

Figure 1. Some gln, glm, and glnm root vectors acting on the vi weight basis of

V ∼= U ⊗W . The green arrows illustrate the action of E
(nm)
i+(j−1)n generators.

v11 v13 v14

v21 v23

v31 v32 v34

λ
(
E

(n)
2

)

0 + (−1)3
v11 v13 v14

v21 v22 v23

v31 v34

+ 0 + (−1)7
v11 v13 v14

v21 v23 v24

v31 v32

Figure 2. The gln root vector E
(n)
2 attempts to shift each occupied position in

the 2nd row upwards. The first summand vanishes because v11 is already occupied
while the third and fourth terms vanish because v23 and v24 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

v21 v23

v31 v32 v34

ρ
(
E

(m)
2

)

(−1)4
v11 v12 v14

v21 v23

v31 v32 v34

+ (−1)5
v11 v13 v14

v21 v22

v31 v32 v34

+ 0

Figure 3. The glm root vectorE
(m)
2 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
(i, 3) in the column-major order defined by Relation (14). As in Figure 2, n = 3
and m = 4.

Now observe that each L
(n)
i acts on

∧
(U ⊗ W ) as a diagonal operator measuring degree of

homogenous elements in the ith row : for any v̄(ℓ),

L
(n)
i ⊲ v̄(ℓ) =

m∑

j=1

ψ†
i+(j−1)nψi+(j−1)nv̄(ℓ) =

m∑

j=1

ℓi+(j−1)nv̄(ℓ). (21)
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Similarly, L
(m)
j acts as the diagonal operator measuring degree of homogenous elements in the

jth column. Figure 4 illustrates the action L
(n)
i and L

(m)
j on the same given v̄(ℓ). Since root

vectors preserve components of homogeneous degree, their action on any state vector v(ℓ) must

commute with that of every row and column degree operator L
(n)
i and L

(m)
j . The representa-

tion Cl ((U ⊗W )⊕ (U ⊗W )∗) ∼= End (
∧
(V ⊗W )) is faithful, so commutation relations amongst

module endomorphisms imply commutation relations in the Clifford algebra.

v11 v13 v14

v21 v23

v31 v32 v34

λ
(
L̄
(n)
3

)

3

v11 v13 v14

v21 v23

v31 v32 v34

v11 v13 v14

v21 v23

v31 v32 v34

ρ
(
L̄
(m)
4

)

2

v11 v13 v14

v21 v23

v31 v32 v34

Figure 4. The gln generator L̄
(n)
3 measures the degree of a given state vector

along the 3rd row. Dually, the glm generator L̄
(m)
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 λ and ρ indeed define commuting subalgebras of
Cl ((U ⊗W )⊕ (U ⊗W )∗) ∼= End (

∧
(Cnm)). 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 λ and ρ generate each others full commutants.

Proposition 3.9. The maps λ and ρ given in Propositions 3.6 and 3.7 define commuting subal-
gebras of Cl ((U ⊗W )⊕ (U ⊗W )∗). Moreover, gl(U) and gl(W ) generate mutual commutants in
End (

∧
(U ⊗W )).

Proof. The first statement holds because the image of gln under λ factors through gln⊗{I} ⊂ glnm
while the image of glm under ρ factors through {I} ⊗ glm ⊂ glnm.

Howe proves the second statement in [How95, Section 4.2.5]. �

3.3. Multiplicity-free decomposition of
∧
(Cnm). 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 [Bum04, Theorem 22.3].
The highest weight vector in an irreducible G-module is fixed by the unipotent subgroup of any
Borel subgroup of G [Bum04, 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 Hi and Eiv = 0 for each i = 1, . . . , r. There is a one-to-one
correspondence between highest weight vectors and dominant weights, as specified by Relation (3).



16 W. ABOUMRAD

When g = gln, the dominant weights µ ∈ Zn satisfy

µ1 ≥ µ2 ≥ · · · ≥ µn.

We refer the reader to Proposition 3.1.20 in [GW09] for more details. In what follows, we let πG
µ

denote the irreducible G-module with highest weight µ.

Theorem 3.10 (Skew GLn ×GLm-duality). Consider the natural action of GL(U)×GL(W ) on
V = U ⊗W and its extension to

∧
(U ⊗W ), as described by the commutative diagram (3). As a

GL(U)×GL(W )-module, the exterior algebra
∧
(U ⊗W ) decomposes as

∧
(U ⊗W ) ∼=

∑

µ

πGL(U)
µ ⊗ π

GL(W )
µ′ .

Here, the sum ranges over all partitions µ with at most n = dimU rows of length at most m =
dimW : all partitions fitting inside an n×m rectangle.

Remark 3.11. At the character level, skew GLn × GLm-duality is the well-known dual Cauchy
identity, which states that if α1, . . . , αn and β1, . . . , βm are complex numbers of absolute value < 1
then

n∏

i=1

m∏

j=1

(1 + αiβj) =
∑

λ

sλ(α1, . . . , αn)sλ′(β1, . . . , βm).

The sum ranges over all partitions λ fitting in an n ×m box and each sλ is a Schur polynomial.
For details, see e.g. [Bum04, Theorem 38.2].

There is a short proof of Theorem 3.10 based on Schur Duality, due to Howe [How95, 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 [Abo22, 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). [GH18, 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 ∼=
⊕

i∈I

Hi ⊗H′
i, (22)

where Hi are all the irreducible representations of A, and H′
i 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 (

∧
(U ⊗W )), thereby guaranteeing that the decomposition of the

GL(U)⊗GL(W )-module
∧
(U ⊗W ) is multiplicity-free by the so-called double commutant yoga of

Theorem 3.12(a) [How95]. Next, we use Lemma 3.13 to characterize the set of joint highest weights
that can possibly appear in

∧
(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 µ→ f(µ) such that

the irreducible GL(U)×GL(W )-module πµ
U ⊗ π

f(µ)
W appears in the decomposition

∧
(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 [LZ06] proves that if (π, Z) is any representation of the connected complex Lie group G and
(dπ, Z) is the corresponding representation of the Lie algebra g = Lie(G), then

EndG(Z) = Endg(Z).

Proposition 3.9 shows that gl(U) and gl(W ) generate mutual commutants in
Cl ((U ⊗W )⊕ (U ⊗W )∗). Combining it with the Double Commutant Theorem 3.12 guar-
antees that the decomposition of the GL(U)×GL(W )-module

∧
(U ⊗W ) is multiplicity-free.

The next proposition characterizes the set of highest weights that can possibly appear in the
decomposition of

∧
(U ⊗W ).

Lemma 3.13. If the irreducible GL(U)×GL(W )-module π
GL(U)
µ ⊗ π

GL(W )
µ appears in the decom-

position of
∧
(U ⊗W ) into irreducibles, then µ1 ≤ m and ν1 ≤ n, with n = dim V and m = dimW .

Proof. Every weight of GL(U)×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

∧
(U ⊗W ).

For every ℓ ∈ {0, 1}nm, the vector v̄(ℓ) is a simultaneous eigenvector of each L̄
(n)
i and each L̄

(m)
j .

Relation (21) shows that the L̄
(n)
i -eigenvalue of v̄(ℓ) is the degree of v̄(ℓ) in the ith row, which is

at most m by construction. Similarly, the L̄
(m)
j -eigenvalue of v̄(ℓ) is its degree in the jth column,

which is at most n. The L̄
(n)
i and L̄

(m)
j generate a Cartan subalgebra of gl(U)⊗ gl(W ), and there

are |{0, 1}nm| = 2nm = dim (
∧
(U ⊗W )) eigenvectors v̄(ℓ), so it follows that every gl(U)-weight µ

in
∧
(U ⊗W ) satisfies µ1 ≤ m. Dually, every gl(W )-weight ν satisfies ν1 ≤ n. �

The next proposition provides a supply of joint GLn×GLm-highest weight vectors in
∧
(U⊗W ),

one for each partition µ fitting in an n × m rectangle. The highest weight vectors have a neat
diagrammatical representation: the highest weight vector corresponding to µ is the wedge product of
the vij , arranged as in Diagram (18), filling the boxes occupied by the Young diagram corresponding
to µ. For example, the highest weight vector corresponding to µ = (3, 2, 1) is

(v11 ∧ v12 ∧ v13) ∧ (v21 ∧ v22) ∧ (v31) = (v11 ∧ v21 ∧ v31) ∧ (v12 ∧ v22) ∧ (v13),

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

vµ =
v11 v12 v13

v21 v22

v31

Figure 5. The joint GLn ×GLm highest weight vector corresponding to the par-
tition µ = (3, 2, 1) is the wedge product of the basis vectors filling the boxes of the
Young diagram defined by µ.
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Up to sign, this procedure determines a unique vector in
∧
(U ⊗W ) corresponding to a partition

µ fitting in an n×m box. We note that Lemma 4.19 constructs joint highest weight vectors of the
general linear quantum groups Uq(gln) and Uq(glm) using essentially the same procedure.

Lemma 3.14. For 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n, let ri(ℓ) = vi1 ∧ · · · ∧ viℓ. Given a partition µ = (µ1, . . . , µn), define
vµ = r1(µ1)∧· · ·∧rn(µn). The vector vµ is a joint GLn×GLm-highest weight vector in

∧
(U ⊗W ).

Its weight as an eigenvector of the direct product of diagonal maximal tori (T × T ′) ⊂ GLn ×GLm

is given by ψµ(t, t
′) = tµ(t′)µ

′

. Here t ∈ T is given by

t =



t1

. . .

tn


 ,

tµ =
∏

i t
µi

i , and (t′)µ
′

is defined similarly.

Proof. As usual, we work at the Lie algebra level. Given Lemma 3.13, it suffices to show that each

vµ is annihilated by each E
(n)
i and each E

(m)
j . But this is immediate from the shape of vµ.

Recall Relations (15) and (16) and Figures 1–3, which explain that the operators induced by the

simple positive root vectors E
(n)
i and E

(m)
j in gln and glm shift certain occupied positions in v̄(ℓ)

above and to the left. Since µ is a left-justified partition, every position above and to the left of an
occupied position in vµ is occupied already, so

λ(E
(n)
i ) vµ = ρ(E

(m)
j ) vµ = 0.

Hence, each vµ is a joint highest weight vector for the gl(U)⊗ gl(W )-action. �

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 (

∧
(U ⊗W )),

so the decomposition of
∧
(U ⊗W ) into GL(U) × 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

∧
(U ⊗W ), and Lemma 3.14 explicitly constructs a joint GL(U)×

GL(W ) highest weight vector for each dominant weight allowed by Lemma 3.13. �

4. Quantum skew duality via quantum Clifford algebras

In this section we prove our skew Uq(gln)⊗ Uq(glm)-duality Theorem 4.17. Definition 4.1 intro-
duces general linear quantum groups by adjoining certain pairwise commuting generators to Uq(sln).
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∧
(U ⊗W ) as a module of the Clifford algebra Cl ((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 Cl ((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

(n)), a quantum analogue of
∧
(U ⊗ W ) as a Clq(nm)-module in Section 4.1. The quan-

tum Clifford algebra Clq(nm) is the quantum analogue of Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗) studied in [AS22].
As mentioned in the introduction, Clq(nm) is shorthand for Clq(nm, 1): in this article we use
the quantized Clifford algebra introduced in [Kwo14]. Then we embed Uq(gln) and Uq(glm) into
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Clq(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

(n)) as a module for Clq(n), a quantum analogue of

the Clifford algebra Cl (Cn ⊕ (Cn)∗) studied in [AS22]. See also [Kwo14] for a definition. Braided
exterior algebras were first introduced in [BZ05] as Uq(g)-module analogues of the classical g-module∧
(V ). Much like in the classical case, we then define an action of Uq(gln) on

∧
q(V

(n)) that factors

through Clq(n) and makes the following diagram commute:

Clq(n) End(
∧

q(V
(n)))

Uq(gln)

Φq,n
(1)

Definition 4.1 introduces the general linear quantum group Uq(gln). Diagram (1) is the quantum

analogue of Diagram (2). In this case, the top arrow Clq(n) → End(
∧

q(V
(n))) is not an isomor-

phism: in the quantum case, the Clq(n)-module
∧

q(V
(n)) is not faithful [AS22, Theorem 2.19].

For now, let g be a simple complex Lie algebra and let V be any Uq(g)-module. Later we will
specialize to the case where V is the natural Uq(gln)-module. The quantum group Uq(g) acts on
the tensor algebra T (V ) :=

⊕∞
j=0 V

⊗j through its comultiplication. Unlike the classical enveloping

algebra U(g), the Hopf algebra Uq(g) is not cocommutative, so the Uq(g)-action on T (V ) does

not preserve the ideal generated by the set of symmetric tensors Sym2(V ) defined by Relation (4).
Recall Relation (5), which explains that

∧
(V ) := T (V )/

〈
Sym2(V )

〉
.

Regardless, the category of Uq(g)-modules is braided [CP94, Corollary 10.1.20]. For any pair of

Uq(g)-modules V,W , there is a natural isomorphism ŘV,W : V ⊗W →W ⊗ V satisfying

ŘV,W (v ⊗ w) = τ(R ⊲ v ⊗ w),

with R denoting the universal R-matrix of Uq(g). We view R as an invertible element of a suitable
completion of Uq(g)⊗ Uq(g) with a well-defined action on any tensor product of finite-dimensional
Uq(g)-modules. For details, see [CP94, Section 10.1.D]. In the related topological Hopf algebra
Uh(g), the R-matrix has a unit constant term, so we may view the braiding operator as a deformation
of the flip map τ [Kas95, Section XX.4]. The deformed map Ř := ŘV,V is no longer involutive, but
it satisfies the braid relations

ŘiŘi+1Ři = Ři+1ŘiŘi+1. (2)

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

Ti = id
⊗(i−1)
V ⊗ T ⊗ id

⊗(n−1−i)
V .

Relation (2) is ultimately a consequence of the quasitriangularity axioms defining Uq(g) [Maj02,
Definition 5.1], which guarantee R satisfies the celebrated Yang-Baxter equation R12R13R23 =
R23R13R12 [Maj02, Lemma 5.2].

We use the braiding operator Ř to define a quantum analogue Sym2
q(V ) of Sym2(V ) that is

preserved by the Uq(g)-action. Since the braiding operator Ř belongs to the centralizer EndUq(g)(V ⊗

V ), the space of µ-eigenvectors of Ř is a Uq(g)-module for each eigenvalue µ. It is a well-known fact,
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see e.g. Corollary 2.22 in [LR97] or Proposition XVII.3.2 in [Kas95], that if Vµ is the irreducible
Uq(g)-module with highest weight µ and the decomposition Vµ ⊗ Vµ is multiplicity-free, then the

braiding operator ŘVµ,Vµ acts on Vν ⊆ Vµ ⊗ Vµ by the scalar

±q
1
2χν(C)−χµ(C).

Relation (8) defines the eigenvalue χγ(C) = 〈γ, γ + 2ρ〉 of the Casimir operator of U(g) acting on
the irreducible Vγ .

We obtain the braided exterior algebra
∧

q(V ) as the quotient of the tensor algebra T (V ) modulo

the ideal generated by the positive eigenvectors of Ř [BZ05, Remark 2.3]. That is, we set
∧

q(V ) := T (V )/
〈
Sym2

q(V )
〉
, (3)

with Sym2
q(V ) denoting the set of eigenvectors of Ř with eigenvalue of the form +qr for some

r ∈ Q. Relation (3) is the quantum analogue of Relation (5), which constructs the classical exterior
algebra using the +1 eigenvectors of τ , the classical enveloping algebra’s (symmetric) braiding
operator. In fact, a continuity argument shows that the positive eigenvectors of Ř become elements
of Sym2(V ) = ker (τ + idV ⊗V ) in the limit as q → 1 [LR97, Corollary 2.22(3)].

We now specialize g = gln and focus on the braided exterior algebra
∧

q(V
(n)), with V (n) denoting

the natural Uq(gln)-module. We begin by defining Uq(gln) and computing its action on
∧

q(V
(n)).

Definition 4.1. The general linear quantum group Uq(gln) is the unital associative algebra gen-

erated by Uq(sln) along with the pairwise commuting group-like generators L±1
i , for i = 1, . . . , n

satisfying the following relations:

Ki = LiL
−1
i+1, LiEjL

−1
i = qδijEj , and LiFjL

−1
i = q−δijFj .

Remark 4.2. The algebra Uq(gln) is known as the semisimple form of the quantum group associated
to the Cartan type An−1, since for each element µ =

∑
µiωi in the sln weight lattice there is

Kµ =
∏n

i=1 L
µi

i in Uq(gln) [CP94, Remark 9.1.1]. This is consistent with the following observation.
Note that if ǫi denotes the standard basis h∗(sln), which is orthonormal with respect to inner

product 〈·, ·〉 defined by Relation (4), then αi = ǫi − ǫi+1 is the ith simple positive root of sln and
the relations LiEjL

−1
i = qδij and LiFjL

−1
i = q−δijFj are equivalent to

LiEjL
−1
i = q〈ǫi,αj〉Ej and LiFjL

−1
i = q−〈ǫi,αj〉Fj .

In this chapter we consider Uq(gln) 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 Uq(gln)
and Uq(glm) induce commuting subalgebras of module endomorphisms.

The natural Uq(gln)-module V (n) has a weight basis vi, for i = 1, . . . , n, so that

Ki ⊲ vj = q〈αi,ǫj〉vj .

Since the natural gln-module is minuscule, it lifts to the quantum group Uq(gln) in such a way
that the matrices of Relation (9) describing the Chevalley generators remain the same [Jan96,
Section 5A.1]. The following explicit formulae define the natural Uq(gln)-module:

Ei ⊲ vj = δi+1,jvi, Fi ⊲ vj = δijvi+1, and Li ⊲ vj = qδijvj . (4)

Now we compute Sym2
q(V

(n)) by studying the decomposition of V (n)⊗V (n) as a Uq(gln)-module.

We decompose V (n) ⊗ V (n) by finding highest weight vectors, that is, simultaneous eigenvectors of
the Ki that are annihilated by every Ei.
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Lemma 4.3. Let V (n) denote the natural Uq(gln)-module, as in Relation (4). As a Uq(gln)-module,

V (n) ⊗ V (n) decomposes as

V (n) ⊗ V (n) ∼= Vǫ1+ǫ2 ⊕ V2ǫ1

The irreducible module Vǫ1+ǫ2 is spanned by

vi ⊗ vj − q−1vj ⊗ vi, i < j,

and V2ǫ1 is spanned by

vi ⊗ vi, vi ⊗ vj + qvj ⊗ vi, i < j

Proof. Using the formulae above, is easy to check that v1 ⊗ v2 − q−1v2 ⊗ v1 and v1 ⊗ v1 are weight
vectors of weights ǫ1 + ǫ2 and 2ǫ1. In addition, a straightforward computation shows they are
annihilated by all the Ei. The irreducible modules Vǫ1+ǫ2 and V2ǫ1 are cyclic, so the spanning
property follows from an inductive argument using the formulas of Relation (4). The U(gln)-
and Uq(gln)-modules parametrized by the same dominant weight have the same dimension, so the
decomposition follows. �

Notice that the vectors spanning V2ǫ1 become elements of Sym2(V ) in the limit q → 1. This
means that V2ǫ1 ⊂ V (n)⊗V (n) contains all positive eigenvectors of Ř and therefore

∧
q(V

(n)) is the
quotient

T (V (n))/
〈
Sym2

q(V
(n))

〉
= T (V (n))/〈vi ⊗ vi, vi ⊗ vj + qvj ⊗ vi | i < j〉

when V (n) is the natural Uq(gln)-module. Equivalently,
∧

q(V
(n)) the unital associative algebra

generated by v1, . . . , vn subject to the following relations:

v2i = 0, i = 1, . . . , n

vivj = −qvjvi, i < j.
(5)

In particular, the set of

v(ℓ) =

{
vℓ11 v

ℓ2
2 · · · vℓnn , if ℓi ∈ {0, 1}

0, otherwise,
(6)

for ℓ ∈ {0, 1}n, forms a basis of
∧

q(V
(n)) [BZ05, Lemma 2.32]. This basis closely resembles the

basis of
∧
(Cn) described by Relation (8). In fact,

∧
q(V

(n)) ∼=
∧
(Cn) as vector spaces but not as

algebras.
Since Uq(gln) acts on the tensor algebra T (V (n)) via the comultiplication map, it preserves the

underlying algebraic structure of
∧

q(V
(n)). In other words,

∧
q(V

(n)) is a Uq(gln)-module algebra.

Definition 4.4. [Mon93, Definition 4.1.1] An associative algebra (A, µ) with multiplication µ is
a Uq(g)-module algebra if A is a Uq(g)-module such that the Uq(g)-action preserves the algebraic
structure of A, meaning that

X ⊲ µ(a⊗ b) = µ(∆(X)(a⊗ b)), and X ⊲ 1 = ǫ(X)1,

for all a, b ∈ A and X ∈ Uq(g).

We are now ready to show that the Uq(gln)-action on
∧

q(V
(n)) factors through the quantum

Clifford algebra Clq(n), so that Diagram (1) commutes. Recall Definition 2.1. In this section, we
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fix k = 1, use the shorthand Clq(n) in place of Clq(n, 1), and only consider the module Ω0 defined

in Proposition 2.16. For convenience, we review the Clq(n)-action on
∧

q(V
(n)):

ψj ⊲ v(ℓ) = (−1)ℓ1+···+ℓj−1v(ℓ− ej),

ψ†
j ⊲ v(ℓ) = (−1)ℓ1+···+ℓj−1v(ℓ+ ej), and

ωj ⊲ v(ℓ) = q−ℓjv(ℓ).

(7)

The next proposition constructs the map Φq,n : Uq(gln) → Clq(n) illustrated in Diagram (1) by

factoring the Uq(gln)-action on
∧

q(V
(n)) into products of Clq(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 ιqi and εqi satisfying

ιqi (v(ℓ)) = (−q)ℓ1+···+ℓi−1v(ℓ − ei) = π0

(∏

k<i

ω−1
k ψi

)
(v(ℓ)) and

εqi (v(ℓ)) = (−q−1)ℓ1+···+ℓi−1v(ℓ + ei) = π0

(∏

k<i

ωkψ
†
i

)
(v(ℓ))

(8)

for any v(ℓ) ∈
∧

q(V
(n)). These operators consider the underlying algebra structure of

∧
q(V

(n))

and include correction terms to correctly account for powers of (−q) that result from the exchange
of vi’s needed to express the result of an inner or exterior multiplication in terms of the v(ℓ) basis
defined by Relation (6).

Proposition 4.5. Let ιqi and εqi denote the quantized inner and exterior multiplication operators
defined by Relation (8). There is an algebra map Φq,n : Uq(gln) → Clq(n) satisfying

Ei → εqi ι
q
i+1 and Fi → εqi+1ι

q
i , (9)

for i = 1, . . . , n− 1. In terms of Clq(n) generators, Φq,n maps

Ei → q−1ω−1
i ψ†

iψi+1, Fi → ωiψ
†
i+1ψi , and Li → ω−1

i . (10)

Remark 4.6. Recall Relation (12) and Proposition 3.2: in the classical case the root vectors Ei and
Fi of gln map to εiιi+1 and εi+1ιi in Cl (Cn ⊕ (Cn)∗).

Proof. The claims follow from direct calculation. It suffices to show that the images Ẽi, F̃i, and K̃i of
Ei, Fi, andKi under Φq,n satisfy the relations defining Uq(gln). Most relations are easy consequences
of the relations defining Clq(n) and [AS22, Lemma 2.4], which is a generalized analogue of [Hay90,
Lemma 3.1]. For instance, we may easily obtain

[Ẽi, F̃i] = [ψi+1ψ
†
i , ψiψ

†
i+1] =

(ωiω
−1
i+1)− (ωiω

−1
i+1)

−1

q − q−1
=
K̃i − K̃−1

i

q − q−1
.

When |i − j| > 1, the quantum Serre relations follow immediately from the anticommutation

relations ψiψ
†
i + q±1ψ†

iψi = ω∓1
i . We use Relation (9) to verify the remaining quantum Serre

relations. Applying [AS22, Relation (7)], we find that

[Ẽi, Ẽi+1]q = (ψ†
iψi+1)(ψ

†
i+1ψi+2)− q(ψ†

i+1ψi+2)(ψ
†
iψi+1) = ω−1

i+1ψ
†
iψi+2,

so

[Ẽi, [Ẽi, Ẽi+1]q]q−1 = −ω−1
i+1

(
qψi+1(ψ

†
i )

2ψi+2 − q−1ψi+2(ψ
†
i )

2ψi+1

)
= 0.
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Since Φq,n(Fi) = ψ†
i+1ψi (qω

−1
i ) = Φq,n(Ei)

∗, it follows that the Φq,n(Fi) also satisfy the q-Serre
relations. �

The next proposition proves that the Uq(gln)-action on
∧

q(V
(n)) induced by Φq,n coincides with

the Uq(gln)-module algebra action.

Proposition 4.7. The Uq(gln)-action on its module algebra
∧

q(V
(n)) factors through the quantum

Clifford algebra Clq(n). Concretely, Diagram (1) commutes.

Proof. Since
∧

q(V
(n)) is a Uq(gln)-module algebra, it follows that

Ei ⊲ v(ℓ) = (Eiv
ℓ1
1 )(Kiv

ℓ2
2 )(Kiv

ℓ3
3 ) · · · (Kiv

ℓn
n ) + vℓ11 (Eiv

ℓ2
2 )(Kiv

ℓ3
3 ) · · · (Kiv

ℓn
n )

+ · · ·+ vℓ11 v
ℓ2
2 · · · v

ℓn−1

n−1 (Eiv
ℓn
n )

=

n∑

j=1

δi+1,j · ℓj · q
∑

k>j〈αi,ℓkǫk〉(vℓ11 · · · v
ℓj−1

j−1 · vi · v
ℓj+1

j+1 · · · vℓnn )

= (−q)ℓ1+···ℓi−1vi · ℓi+1(v
ℓ1
1 · · · vℓii v

ℓi+2

i+2 · · · vℓnn )

= vi · ι
q
i+1v(ℓ)

= εqi ι
q
i+1v(ℓ)

= Φq,n(Ei)v(ℓ).

In the second-to-last equality we use the commutation relations (5) defining the braided exterior
algebra

∧
q(V

(n)). A similar calculation shows that Fi ⊲ v(ℓ) = Φq,n(Fi)v(ℓ).
Finally, notice that

Li ⊲ v(ℓ) = (Liv
ℓ1
1 ) · · · (Liv

ℓn
n ) = qℓiv(ℓ) = ω−1

i v(ℓ) = Φq,n(Li)v(ℓ). �

The map Φq,n immediately yields a multiplicity-free decomposition of the Uq(gln)-module algebra∧
q(V

(n)). The irreducible Uq(gln)-modules in
∧
(V (n)) are parametrized by the same dominant

weights as in the corresponding classical result.

Proposition 4.8. As a Uq(gln)-module,

∧
q(V

(n)) ∼=

n⊕

j=0

Vγj
.

Here Vµ denotes the irreducible Uq(gln)-module with highest weight µ, and each γj =
∑j

k=1 ek
denotes a fundamental weight of gln.

Proof. Let αi = ei−ei+1. Notice that v(γj) is a Uq(gln)-highest weight vector, since it is annihilated
by each Ei:

Ei ⊲ v(γj) = ψ†
iψi+1v(γj) = v(γj + αi) = 0.

The claim now follows by a dimension count, considering the classical decomposition of gln-modules∧
(V ) ∼=

⊕n
j=0

∧j
(V ). �
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4.2. Commuting actions of Uq(gln) and Uq(glm) on
∧

q(V
(nm)). Fix n and m. Recall Dia-

gram (17), which illustrates the construction of commuting embeddings λ and ρ of gln and glm
into the Clifford algebra Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗) as a composition of known Lie algebra maps. These
embeddings are critical to our proof of the skew GLn ×GLm-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 λq and ρq mapping Uq(gln) and Uq(glm) into Clq(nm). Much like their classical counter-
parts, the maps λq and ρq play a prominent role in the proof of our skew Uq(gln)⊗Uq(glm)-duality

Theorem 4.17: Proposition 4.16 proves that they define commuting subalgebras of End(
∧

q(V
(nm)),

which we use to compute the multiplicity-free decomposition of
∧

q(V
(nm)) in Section 4.3.

For the rest of this section, we focus on the braided exterior algebra
∧

q(V
(nm)), as defined by

Relation (3), with V (nm) denoting the natural Uq(glnm)-module. Recall that V (nm) has a Uq(glnm)-

weight basis vi, for i = 1, . . . , nm. In addition, recall that
∧

q(V
(nm)) is generated as an algebra

by the same vi, subject to the relations in (5). In particular,
∧

q(V
(nm)) has a basis v(ℓ), for

ℓ ∈ {0, 1}nm, as described by Relation (6). In this case, we say that each basis element v(ℓ)
describes a unique state of occupied and vacant positions in an n×m grid.

To begin, we obtain λq : Uq(gln) → Clq(nm) as the composition resulting from the following
diagram, which is the quantum analogue of the top half of Diagram (17):

Uq(gln) Uq(gln)
⊗m Clq(n)

⊗m End
(∧

q(V
(n))⊗m

)

Uq(glnm) Clq(nm) End
(∧

q(V
(nm))

)

∆(m−1)

Θ
λq

Φ⊗m
q,n

Γq ∼=

Φq,nm

(11)

Recall that Theorem 2.11 defines the isomorphism Γq.

On one hand, there is a Uq(gln)-action on
∧

q(V
(nm)) that factors through Uq(glnm). Motivated

by the embedding gln → glnm of Proposition 3.4, we construct an algebra map Θ: Uq(gln) →
Uq(glnm) in Proposition 4.9. Recall Relation (4), which describes the action of the Uq(glnm) gen-

erators on V (nm). As in the classical case, the Uq(gln) root vectors “align” with those of Uq(glnm),
as depicted in Figure 1. Composing Θ with the Clq(nm)-representation Φq,nm defined in Proposi-

tion 4.5 results in an algebra map Uq(gln) → End
(∧

q(V
(nm))

)
.

On the other hand, the braided exterior algebra
∧

q(V
(n)) is a Uq(gln)-module, so Uq(gln) acts

on
∧
(V (n))⊗m via comultiplication.

Proposition 4.12 proves that
∧

q(V
(n))⊗m ∼=

∧
q(V

(nm)) as Uq(gln)-modules, so the two Uq(gln)-

actions on
∧

q(V
(nm)) in fact coincide.

The next proposition defines the map Θ: Uq(gln) → Uq(glnm) illustrated in Diagram (11) as a

first step in defining a Uq(gln)-action on
∧

q(V
(nm)). 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: X
(p)
j denotes a Uq(glp) generator.

Define

Λi,<j =
∏

p<j

K
(nm)
i+(p−1)n, and Λi,>j =

∏

p>j

K
(nm)
i+(p−1)n,
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by taking the product of all K
(nm)
p generators on the ith row to the left, and respectively to the right,

of the jth column.
There is an algebra homomorphism Θ: Uq(gln) → Uq(glnm) satisfying

E
(n)
i →

m∑

j=1

E
(nm)
i+(j−1)nΛi,>j

F
(n)
i →

m∑

j=1

Λ−1
i,<jF

(nm)
i+(j−1)n

L
(n)
i →

m∏

j=1

L
(nm)
i+(j−1)n.

Proof. It suffices to show that the images Ẽi, F̃i and K̃i of E
(n)
i , F

(n)
i and K

(n)
i under Θ satisfy the

relations of Definition 4.1. This follows from the definition of Uq(glnm) directly from a calculation.
Recall notation of Relation (4). In what follows aij denotes the (i, j) entry of the Cartan matrix

of gln, while each αk, for k = 1, . . . , nm, denotes a simple positive root of Uq(glnm). In addition,
the form 〈·, ·〉 denotes an inner product on h∗glnm

× h∗glnm
. To begin, note that

K̃jẼiK̃
−1
j =

m∑

b=1

q〈αi+(b−1)n,αj+(b−1)n〉E
(nm)
i+(b−1)nΛi,>b = q2δij−δi,j+1−δi+1,j Ẽi = qaij Ẽi.

A similar calculation shows that K̃jF̃iK̃
−1
j = q−aij F̃i.

Next observe that

[Ẽi, F̃j ] =
∑

a,b

q〈αi+(a−1)n,
∑

c<b αj+(c−1)n〉Λ−1
j,<bΛi,>aE

(nm)
i+(a−1)nF

(nm)
j+(b−1)n

−
∑

a,b

q〈αj+(b−1)n ,
∑

c>a αi+(c−1)n〉Λ−1
j,<bΛi,>aF

(nm)
j+(b−1)nE

(nm)
i+(a−1)n

=
∑

a

Λ−1
j,<aΛi,>a[E

(nm)
i+(a−1)n, F

(nm)
j+(a−1)n]

=
δij

q − q−1

(∑

a

∏

c<a

(
K

(nm)
i+(c−1)n

)−1
·
∏

c≥a

K
(nm)
i+(c−1)n

−
∑

a

∏

c≤a

(
K

(nm)
i+(c−1)n

)−1
·
∏

c>a

K
(nm)
i+(c−1)n

)

=
δij

q − q−1

( m∏

c=1

K
(nm)
i+(c−1)n −

m∏

c=1

(
K

(nm)
i+(c−1)n

)−1
)

= δij
K̃i − K̃−1

i

q − q−1
.

In the second equality we use the commutators [E
(nm)
i , F

(nm)
j ] = 0 for i 6= j.

Finally, we verify the Serre relations. Recall our notation and conventions and let aij denote the
entries of the Cartan matrix for gln, as in Relation (6). For any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n− 1, the inner product
〈αi+(a−1)n, αj+(b−1)n〉 vanishes whenever a 6= b, since then |(i + (a − 1)n) − (j + (b − 1)n)| ≥ 2.
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Therefore,

[E
(nm)
i+(a−1)n, E

(nm)
j+(b−1)n] = 0

for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n − 1 whenever a 6= b. In other words, simple positive root vectors E
(nm)
i+(a−1)n

and E
(nm)
j+(b−1)n acting on different columns always commute. First suppose |i− j| > 1. In this case

[E
(nm)
i+(a−1)n, E

(nm)
j+(a−1)n] = 0 for each a = 1, . . . ,m, so

[Ẽi, Ẽj ] =
∑

a,b

q−〈αi+(a−1)n,
∑

c>b αj+(c−1)n〉Λj,>bΛi,>aE
(nm)
i+(a−1)nE

(nm)
j+(b−1)n

−
∑

a,b

q−〈αj+(b−1)n ,
∑

c>a αi+(c−1)n〉Λj,>bΛi,>aE
(nm)
j+(b−1)nE

(nm)
i+(a−1)n

=
∑

a

Λj,>aΛi,>a[E
(nm)
i+(a−1)n, E

(nm)
j+(a−1)n]

= 0.

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

[Ẽi, Ẽj ]q =
∑

a<b

(
1− q1−aji

)
Λj,>bΛi,>aE

(nm)
i+(a−1)nE

(nm)
j+(b−1)n

+
∑

a

Λj,>aΛi,>a[E
(nm)
i+(a−1)n, E

(nm)
j+(a−1)n]q

= (1− q2)
∑

a<b

Λj,>bΛi,>aE
(nm)
i+(a−1)nE

(nm)
j+(b−1)n

+
∑

a

Λj,>aΛi,>a[E
(nm)
i+(a−1)n, E

(nm)
j+(a−1)n]q.

= (1− q2)I + II.

Next, we calculate

[Ẽi, II]q−1 =
∑

a,b

q−〈αi+(a−1)n,
∑

c>b αi+(c−1)n+αj+(c−1)n〉Λj,>bΛi,>bΛi,>a

·E
(nm)
i+(a−1)n[E

(nm)
i+(b−1)n, E

(nm)
j+(b−1)n]q

− q−1
∑

a,b

q−〈αi+(b−1)n+αj+(b−1)n ,
∑

c>a αi+(c−1)n〉Λj,>bΛi,>bΛi,>a

· [E
(nm)
i+(b−1)n, E

(nm)
j+(b−1)n]qE

(nm)
i+(a−1)n

=
∑

a<b

(
1− q−1−aii−aji

)
Λj,>bΛi,>bΛi,>aE

(nm)
i+(a−1)n[E

(nm)
i+(b−1)n, E

(nm)
j+(b−1)n]q

+
∑

a

Λj,>aΛ
2
i,>a[E

(nm)
i+(a−1)n, [E

(nm)
i+(b−1)n, E

(nm)
j+(b−1)n]q]q−1

= (1− q−2)
∑

a<b

Λj,>bΛi,>bΛi,>aE
(nm)
i+(a−1)n[E

(nm)
i+(b−1)n, E

(nm)
j+(b−1)n]q

= (1− q−2)III.
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In the second equality we used the q-Serre relations defining Uq(glnm), which guarantee that

[E
(nm)
i+(b−1)n, E

(nm)
j+(b−1)n]q]q−1 = 0. Continuing, we see that

[Ẽi, I]q−1 =
∑

c,a<b

q−〈αi+(c−1)n,
∑

s>a αi+(s−1)n+
∑

s>b αj+(s−1)n〉Λj,>bΛi,>aΛi,c+

· E
(nm)
i+(c−1)nE

(nm)
i+(a−1)nE

(nm)
j+(b−1)n

− q−1
∑

c,a<b

q−〈αi+(a−1)n+αj+(b−1)n,
∑

s>a αi+(s−1)n〉

· E
(nm)
i+(a−1)nE

(nm)
j+(b−1)nE

(nm)
i+(c−1)n

=
∑

c<a<b

(
1− q−1−aii−aji

)
Λj,>bΛi,>aΛi,c+E

(nm)
i+(c−1)nE

(nm)
i+(a−1)nE

(nm)
j+(b−1)n

+
∑

a<c<b

(
q−aii − q−1−aji

)
Λj,>bΛi,c+Λi,>aE

(nm)
i+(a−1)nE

(nm)
i+(c−1)nE

(nm)
j+(b−1)n

+
∑

a<b<c

(
q−aii−aij − q−1

)
Λj,>bΛi,>aΛi,c+E

(nm)
i+(c−1)nE

(nm)
i+(a−1)nE

(nm)
j+(b−1)n

+
∑

c=a<b

(
1− q−1−aji

)
Λj,>bΛ

2
i,>a(E

(nm)
i+(a−1)n)

2E
(nm)
j+(b−1)n

+
∑

a<b=c

Λj,>bΛi,>aΛi,>b

(
q−aiiE

(nm)
i+(a−1)nE

(nm)
i+(b−1)nE

(nm)
j+(b−1)n

− q−1E
(nm)
i+(a−1)nE

(nm)
j+(b−1)nE

(nm)
i+(b−1)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 q-commutators:

∑

a<b

Λj,>bΛi,>aΛi,>b

(
q−aiiE

(nm)
i+(a−1)nE

(nm)
i+(b−1)nE

(nm)
j+(b−1)n − q−1E

(nm)
i+(a−1)nE

(nm)
j+(b−1)nE

(nm)
i+(b−1)n

)

= q−2
∑

a<b

Λj,>bΛi,>aΛi,>bE
(nm)
i+(a−1)n[E

(nm)
i+(b−1)n, E

(nm)
j+(b−1)n]q.

= q−2III.

Hence, [Ẽi, I]q−1 = q−2III. Combining results, we conclude that

[Ẽi, [Ẽi, Ẽj ]q]q−1 = (1 − q2)[Ẽi, I]q−1 + [Ẽi, II]q−1 = 0,

as desired. We verify that the F̃i also satisfy the q-Serre relations using a similar calculation, which
we omit here. �

We obtain an algebra map λq : Uq(gln) → Clq(nm) by composing Θ with Φq,nm, as in Dia-
gram (11).

Proposition 4.10. Define

κi,<j =
∏

p<j

ω−1
i+(p−1)nωi+1+(p−1)n and κi,>j =

∏

p>j

ω−1
i+(p−1)nωi+1+(p−1)n,
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by taking an appropriate product of ωa 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 λq : Uq(gln) → Clq(nm) satisfying

E
(n)
i → q−1

m∑

j=1

ω−1
i+(j−1)nψ

†
i+(j−1)nψi+1+(j−1)nκi,>j ,

F
(n)
i →

m∑

j=1

ωi+(j−1)nκ
−1
i,<jψ

†
i+1+(j−1)nψi+(j−1)n, and

L
(n)
i →

m∏

j=1

ω−1
i+(j−1)n.

We use superscripts on Uq(gln) generators as in Remark 3.3.

Remark 4.11. Notice that when m = 1, λq is exactly the homomorphism Φq,n of Proposition 4.5.

Proof. The map λq is simply the composition Φq,n◦Θ, so the statement follows from Proposition 4.5
and Proposition 4.9. �

The map Θ: Uq(gln) → Uq(glnm) of Proposition 4.9 equips the Uq(glnm)-module
∧

q(V
(nm))

with a Uq(gln)-module structure. Composing the map ∆(m−1) ◦ Φq,n with the isomorphism

Γq : Clq(n)
⊗m → Clq(nm) gives

∧
q(V

(nm)) another Uq(glnm)-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(gln)-
modules

∧
q(V

(nm)) ∼=
∧

q(V
(n))⊗m.

Proof. Using the definitions, it is straightforward to check that λq = Γq ◦∆
(m−1) ◦Φq,n. Combining

with the commutativity of Diagram (18) proves the claim. �

Remark 4.13. The isomorphism of Uq(gln)-modules can be promoted to an isomorphism of Uq(gln)-

module algebras if we deform the multiplication in
∧

q(V
(n))⊗m as in Theorem 2.3 of [LZZ10].

We now turn to studying the commutant of the Uq(gln)-action on
∧

q(V
(nm)). We begin by defin-

ing a Uq(glm)-module structure on
∧

q(V
(nm)) that factors through Clq(nm) in Proposition 4.15.

Our skew Howe duality Theorem 4.17 proves that this action generates the centralizer algebra

EndUq(gln)

(∧
q(V

(nm))
)
.

Unlike its classical counterpart ρ of Proposition 3.7, the map ρq does not factor through Uq(glnm).
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 glm generators E
(m)
j map to non-simple glnm root vectors, implemented by highly nested

commutators of E
(nm)
a generators. Although root vectors corresponding to non-simple roots have

a quantum analogue in terms of q-commutators as defined in Section 7.3.1 of [KS97], the resulting
expressions are rather complicated. Second, the commutation relations amongst images of glm
generators rely on the Jacobi identity, which can be quantized in many different ways.
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Notwithstanding, our map ρq : Uq(glm) → Clq(nm) makes the following diagram commute:

Clq(nm)

Uq(glm) Uq(glm)⊗n Clq(m)⊗n

∆̃(n−1)

ρq

Φ⊗n
q,m

Γq (12)

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 Uq(glm)-action on

∧
q(V

(nm)) commutes

with the Uq(gln)-action defined by λq, we must use the comultiplication ∆̃ : Uq(glm) → Uq(glm)⊗2

satisfying

∆̃(Ei) = Ei ⊗ 1 +Ki ⊗ Ei

∆̃(Fi) = Fi ⊗K−1
i + 1⊗ Fi

∆̃(Li) = Li ⊗ Li.

(13)

This comultiplication does not agree with that defined by ∆ as in Relation (10). In ∆̃(Ei), for
instance, Ki appears in the first tensor factor. It is also possible to swap the comultiplications for
Uq(gln) and Uq(glm). While choosing the same convention for both factors leads to well-defined

embeddings into Clq(nm), the resulting actions on
∧

q(V
(nm)) do not commute. In the setting of

orthogonal algebras discussed in [Abo22], the formulas embedding a commuting factor of U ′
q(som)

into Uq(glm) depend on a choice of comultiplication for Uq(son).

Proposition 4.15. Define

κ<i,j =
∏

p<i

ω−1
p+(j−1)nωp+jn and κ>i,j =

∏

p>i

ω−1
p+(j−1)nωp+jn

by taking an appropriate product of ωa generators in the jth and (j + 1)st columns above, and
respectively below, of the ith row.

There is an algebra homomorphism ρq : Uq(glm) → Clq(nm) mapping

E
(m)
j →

n∑

i=1

κ<i,jψ
†
i+(j−1)nψi+jn,

F
(m)
j →

n∑

i=1

ψ†
i+jnψi+(j−1)nκ

−1
>i,j , and

L
(m)
j →

n∏

i=1

ω−1
i+(j−1)n.

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

Proof. It suffices to show that the images Ẽj , F̃j , and K̃j of E
(m)
j , F

(m)
j , and K

(m)
j under ρq sat-

isfy the relations defining Uq(glm). The following calculations are very similar to those proving
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Proposition 4.9. For starters, notice that

L̃jẼℓL̃
−1
j =

∑

a

qδjℓκ<i,jψ
†
a+(ℓ−1)nψa+ℓn = qδjℓ Ẽj

Next we verify that

[Ẽj , F̃ℓ] = δjℓ
K̃j − K̃−1

j

q − q−1

by summing over different summation index regimes independently. Notice that when a < b, the

product κ>b,ℓ commutes with ψ†
a+(j−1)nψa+jn. Similarly, κ<a,j commutes with ψ†

b+ℓnψb+(ℓ−1)n

when a < b. Therefore, the double sum

[Ẽj , F̃ℓ] =
∑

a,b

κ<a,jψ
†
a+(j−1)nψa+jnκ

−1
>b,ℓψ

†
b+ℓnψb+(ℓ−1)n

−
∑

a,b

κ−1
>b,ℓψ

†
b+ℓnψb+(ℓ−1)nκ<a,jψ

†
a+(j−1)nψa+jn

vanishes in the regime a < b. Hence

[Ẽj , F̃ℓ] =
∑

a>b

(
qaℓj − qajℓ

)
κ<a,jκ

−1
>b,ℓ ψ

†
a+(j−1)nψa+jnψ

†
b+ℓnψb+(ℓ−1)n

+
∑

a

κ<a,jκ
−1
>a,ℓ [ψ

†
a+(j−1)nψa+jn, ψ

†
a+ℓnψa+(ℓ−1)n]

=
δjℓ

q − q−1

∑

a

κ<a,jκ
−1
>a,ℓ

(
(ω−1

a+(j−1)nωa+jn)− (ω−1
a+(j−1)nωa+jn)

−1
)

=
δjℓ

q − q−1

(∏

i≤n

ω−1
i+(j−1)nωi+jn −

∏

i≥1

(
ω−1
i+(j−1)nωi+jn

)−1
)

= δjℓ
K̃j − K̃−1

j

q − q−1
.

Note that the sum in the second equality is telescoping.

Finally, we check that Ẽj and F̃j satisfy the Serre relations. First suppose that |j − ℓ| > 1. In
this case,

[Ẽj , Ẽℓ] =
∑

a<b

(
q−aℓj − 1

)
κ<a,jκ<b,ℓ ψ

†
a+(j−1)nψa+jnψ

†
b+(ℓ−1)nψb+ℓn

+
∑

a>b

(
1− q−ajℓ

)
κ<a,jκ<b,ℓ ψ

†
a+(j−1)nψa+jnψ

†
b+(ℓ−1)nψb+ℓn

+
∑

a

κ<a,jκ<a,ℓ ψ
†
a+(j−1)nψa+jnψ

†
a+(ℓ−1)nψa+ℓn

−
∑

a

κ<a,jκ<a,ℓ ψ
†
a+(ℓ−1)nψa+ℓnψ

†
a+(j−1)nψa+jn

= 0.

The first and second sums vanish because ajℓ = 0 when |j − ℓ| > 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 ℓ = j + 1, so that ajℓ = −1. In this case we compute

[Ẽj , Ẽℓ]q =
∑

a>b

(
1− q1−aℓj

)
κ<a,jκ<b,ℓ ψ

†
a+(j−1)nψa+jnψ

†
b+(ℓ−1)nψb+ℓn

+
∑

a

κ<a,jκ<a,ℓ [ψ
†
a+(j−1)nψa+jn, ψ

†
a+(ℓ−1)nψa+ℓn]q

= (1 − q2)
∑

a>b

κ<a,jκ<b,ℓ ψ
†
a+(j−1)nψa+jnψ

†
b+(ℓ−1)nψb+ℓn

+
∑

a

κ<a,jκ<a,ℓ ω
−1
a+jnψ

†
a+(j−1)nψa+ℓn

= (1 − q2)I + II.

In the third equality we used [AS22, Relation (7)] with ϕi = ψ†
a+(j−1)n and ϕk = ψa+ℓn.

Further, observe that

[Ẽj , II]q−1 =
∑

a>b

(
1− q−1−〈αj ,εj〉

)
κ<a,jκ<b,jκ<b,ℓ ω

−1
b+jn ψ

†
a+(j−1)nψa+jnψ

†
b+(j−1)nψb+ℓn

+ q
∑

a

κ2<a,jκ<a,ℓ ω
−1
a+jn ψ

†
a+(j−1)nψa+jnψ

†
a+(j−1)nψa+ℓn

− q−1
∑

a

κ2<a,jκ<a,ℓ ω
−1
a+jn ψ

†
a+(j−1)nψa+ℓnψ

†
a+(j−1)nψa+jn

= (1 − q−2)
∑

a>b

κ<a,jκ<b,jκ<b,ℓ ω
−1
b+jn ψ

†
a+(j−1)nψa+jnψ

†
b+(j−1)nψb+ℓn

− q
∑

a

κ2<a,jκ<a,ℓ ω
−1
a+jn ψa+jn

(
ψ†
a+(j−1)n

)2
ψa+ℓn

+ q−1
∑

a

κ2<a,jκ<a,ℓ ω
−1
a+jn ψa+ℓn

(
ψ†
a+(j−1)n

)2
ψa+jn

= (1 − q−2)
∑

a>b

κ<a,jκ<b,jκ<b,ℓ ω
−1
b+jn ψ

†
a+(j−1)nψa+jnψ

†
b+(j−1)nψb+ℓn

= (1 − q−2)III.

In addition, we see that

[Ẽj , I]q−1 =
∑

c<b<a

(
q−ajj−aℓj − q−1

)
κ<a,jκ<b,ℓκ<c,j

· ψ†
c+(j−1)nψc+jnψ

†
a+(j−1)nψa+jnψ

†
b+(ℓ−1)nψb+ℓn

+
∑

b<c<a

(
q−ajj − q−1−ajℓ

)
κ<a,jκ<b,ℓκ<c,j

· ψ†
c+(j−1)nψc+jnψ

†
a+(j−1)nψa+jnψ

†
b+(ℓ−1)nψb+ℓn

+
∑

b<a<c

(
1− q−1−ajℓ−ajj

)
κ<c,jκ<b,ℓκ<a,j

· ψ†
a+(j−1)nψa+jnψ

†
c+(j−1)nψc+jnψ

†
b+(ℓ−1)nψb+ℓn
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+
∑

c=b<a

κ<a,jκ<b,ℓκ<b,j

·
(
q−ajj ψ†

b+(j−1)nψb+jnψ
†
a+(j−1)nψa+jnψ

†
b+(ℓ−1)nψb+ℓn

− q−1 ψ†
a+(j−1)nψa+jnψ

†
b+(ℓ−1)nψb+ℓnψ

†
b+(j−1)nψb+jn

)

+
∑

b<a=c

κ2<a,jκ<b,ℓ

(
ψ†
a+(j−1)n

)2(
ψa+jn

)2
ψ†
b+(ℓ−1)nψb+ℓn

−
∑

b<a=c

q−1−ajℓκ2<a,jκ<b,ℓ

(
ψ†
a+(j−1)n

)2(
ψa+jn

)2
ψ†
b+(ℓ−1)nψb+ℓn

= q−2
∑

a>b

κ<a,jκ<b,ℓκ<b,j ψ
†
a+(j−1)nψa+jn[ψ

†
b+(j−1)nψb+jn, ψ

†
b+(ℓ−1)nψb+ℓn]q

= q−2
∑

a>b

κ<a,jκ<b,ℓκ<b,j ω
−1
b+jn ψ

†
a+(j−1)nψa+jnψ

†
b+(j−1)nψb+ℓn

= q−2III.

In the third equality we used [AS22, Relation (7)] with ϕi = ψ†
b+(j−1)n and ϕk = ψb+ℓn. Combining

results, and using identity (9), we conclude that

[Ẽj , [Ẽj , Ẽℓ]q]q−1 = (1− q2)q−2III + (1 − q−2)III = 0,

as required. Since F̃j = ρq(Ej)
∗, we may apply the map ∗ : Clq(nm) → Clq(nm) of [AS22, Rela-

tion (10)] to conclude that the F̃j also satisfy the quantum Serre relations. �

Now we take a moment to interpret the actions of Uq(gln) and Uq(glm) on
∧

q(V
(nm)) defined

by Proposition 4.10. Recall the explanatory remarks below Proposition 3.7. As in the classical
case, it is convenient to arrange the Uq(glnm)-weight vectors vi+(j−1)n of V (nm), for i = 1, . . . , n
and j = 1, . . . ,m, in an n×m rectangular array like (18). The Clq(nm) generators ψi+(j−1)n and

ψ†
i+(j−1)n act on a given state vector v(ℓ) by attempting to vacate and occupy the (i, j) position.

Attempting to vacate an unoccupied position kills the state, as does attempting to occupy a filled
position. Each ωa merely scales v(ℓ) by q−ℓa , so the κ factors in the definition of λq act diagonally

on state vectors to account for the action of K
(n)
i generators in ∆(m−1)(E

(n)
i ) and ∆(m−1)(F

(n)
i ).

Analogous comments apply to the κ in the definition of ρq. Therefore, if we let pj and p′i denote
some integers, and we set αv

i,j = ei,j − ei+1,j and αh
i,j = ei,j − ei,j+1, we see, for instance, that

λq(E
(n)
i ) v(ℓ) =

m∑

j=1

(−q)pjv(ℓ + αv
i,j) and (14)

ρq(E
(m)
j ) v(ℓ) =

n∑

i=1

(−q)p
′
iv(ℓ+ αh

i,j) (15)

for any state vector v(ℓ). That is, the ith positive root vector E
(n)
i in Uq(gln) attempts to shift each

occupied position in the (i + 1)st row upwards, while the jth positive root vector E
(m)
j in Uq(glm)

attempts to shift occupied positions in the (j + 1)st column to the left. This means that Figures 2
and 3 still illustrate the action of Uq(gln) and Uq(glm) root vectors induced by λq and ρq, if we
replace the signs by suitable powers of −q. This means the Uq(gln) and Uq(glm) root vectors act as
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their classical counterparts in the limit q → 1: compare Relations (14) and (15) to Relations (19)
and (20).

In addition, observe that each L
(n)
i and each L

(m)
j induces a quantized degree operator that is the

exponential of a degree operator acting as in Figure 4. For instance, the action of λq(L
(n)
i ) counts

occupied positions in the ith row :

L
(n)
i ⊲ v(ℓ) = q

∑m
j=1 ℓi+(j−1)m = qλ(L̄i)v(ℓ).

Recall Proposition 3.6 defines λ : gln → Cl (Cn ⊕ (Cn)∗) in the classical case. Dually, the action of

ρq(L
(m)
j ) counts occupied positions in the jth column. The action of root vectors in Uq(gln) and

Uq(glm) preserves spaces of homogeneous column and row degree, so it must commute with the

action of the L
(m)
j and the L

(n)
i , respectively.

The next proposition shows that although λq : Uq(gln) → Clq(nm) and ρq : Uq(glm) →
Clq(nm) do not define commuting subalgebras of Clq(nm), they do induce commuting ac-
tions on

∧
q(V

nm). Recall that in the classical case the maps λ : gln → Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗)

and ρ : glm → Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗) of Propositions 3.6 and 3.7 define commuting subalgebras
of Cl (Cnm ⊕ (Cnm)∗) ∼= End(

∧
(Cnm)). Theorem 2.19 implies that quantum representation

Clq(nm) → End(
∧

q(V
(nm)) is not faithful. This means, for instance, that the actions of λq(E

(n)
i )

and ρq(E
(m)
j ) may commute even if [λq(E

(n)
i ), ρq(E

(m)
j )] is not the zero element in Clq(nm).

Proposition 4.16. The embeddings λq and ρq of Proposition 4.10 and Proposition 4.15 define

commuting subalgebras of End
(∧

q(V
(nm))

)
.

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 Uq(gln) commutes
with the action induced by the root vectors of Uq(glm). 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 < i, the product κ<b,j commutes with

ψ†
i+(a−1)nψi+1+(a−1)n and similarly the product κi,>a commutes with ψ†

b+(j−1)nψb+jn. Therefore,

the sum

[λq(E
(n)
i ), ρq(E

(m)
j )] =

m∑

a=1

n∑

b=1

(
κi,>a ψ

†
i+(a−1)nψi+1+(a−1)nκ<b,j ψ

†
b+(j−1)nψb+jn

− κ<b,j ψ
†
b+(j−1)nψb+jnκi,>a ψ

†
i+(a−1)nψi+1+(a−1)n

)

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

[λq(E
(n)
i ), ρq(E

(m)
j )] =

∑

a,b=i,i+1

κi,>a ψ
†
i+(a−1)nψi+1+(a−1)nκ<b,j ψ

†
b+(j−1)nψb+jn

−
∑

a,b=i,i+1

κ<b,j ψ
†
b+(j−1)nψb+jnκi,>a ψ

†
i+(a−1)nψi+1+(a−1)n

=
∑

a=j,j+1
b=i,i+1

[κi,>aψ
†
i+(a−1)nψi+1+(a−1)n, κ<b,jψ

†
b+(j−1)nψb+jn].

We now take a closer look at the four remaining commutators. When (a, b) = (j, i), each term in the

commutator [κi,>aψ
†
i+(a−1)nψi+1+(a−1)n, κ<b,jψ

†
b+(j−1)nψb+jn] contains a factor of

(
ψ†
i+(j−1)n

)2
, so
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it vanishes. Similarly, when (a, b) = (j + 1, i+ 1), each term contains a factor of
(
ψi+1+jn

)2
, so it

also vanishes. Only two terms remain:

[λq(E
(n)
i ), ρq(E

(m)
j )] = q−1κi,>jκ<(i+1),j [ψ

†
i+(j−1)nψi+1+(j−1)n, ψ

†
i+1+(j−1)nψi+1+jn]

+ κi,>(j+1)κ<i,j [ψ
†
i+jnψi+1+jn, ψ

†
i+(j−1)nψi+jn]

= q−1κi,>jκ<(i+1),jψ
†
i+(j−1)n

{
ψ
i+1+(j−1)n, ψ

†
i+1+(j−1)n

}
ψi+1+jn

− κi,>(j+1)κ<i,jψ
†
i+(j−1)n

{
ψ†
i+jn, ψi+jn

}
ψi+1+jn

= κi,>(j+1)κ<i,j

(
q−1ω−1

i+(j−1)nωi+1+jn

{
ψ
i+1+(j−1)n, ψ

†
i+1+(j−1)n

}

−
{
ψ†
i+jn, ψi+jn

})
ψ†
i+(j−1)nψi+1+jn.

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

ψ†
i+(j−1)n.

Using the last equality, we see that the commutator [λq(E
(n)
i ), ρq(E

(m)
j )] annihilates

∧
q(V

(nm)).

Indeed, Relation (7) implies each anticommutator {ψa, ψ
†
a} acts as the identity map, so for any

basis vector v(ℓ) of
∧

q(V
(nm)),

[λq(E
(n)
i ), ρq(E

(m)
j )] v(ℓ) = (−1)

∑i+jn

p=i+1+(j−1)n
pκi,>(j+1) κ<i,j

·
(
q−1ω−1

i+(j−1)nωi+1+jn

{
ψ
i+1+(j−1)n, ψ

†
i+1+(j−1)n

}

−
{
ψ†
i+jn, ψi+jn

})
v(ℓ+ ei+(j−1)n − ei+1+jn)

= (−1)
∑i+jn

p=i+1+(j−1)n
p
κi,>(j+1)κ<i,j

·
(
v(ℓ + ei+(j−1)n − ei+1+jn)− v(ℓ + ei+(j−1)n − ei+1+jn)

)

= 0.

Similar calculations show that [λq(E
(n)
i ), ρq(F

(m)
j )] also induces the zero map. Applying the ∗-

operation defined by Relation (10) shows that the remaining commutators also induce the zero
map, since

[λq(E
(n)
i ), ρq(E

(m)
j )]∗ = −[λq(F

(n)
i ), ρq(F

(m)
j )], and

[λq(E
(n)
i ), ρq(F

(m)
j )]∗ = −[λq(E

(n)
i ), ρq(F

(m)
j )]. �

4.3. Multiplicity-free decomposition of
∧

q(V
(nm)). In the last section we found homomorphic

images of Uq(gln) and Uq(glm) in the quantum Clifford algebra Clq(nm) that generate commuting

actions on the Clq(nm)-module
∧

q(V
(nm)). In this subsection we use those actions to compute

a multiplicity-free decomposition of
∧

q(V
(nm)) as a Uq(gln) ⊗ Uq(glm)-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 Uq(gln)⊗ Uq(glm)-module,

∧
q(V

(nm)) =
⊕

µ

V (n)
µ ⊗ V

(m)
µ′ . (16)
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The sum ranges over all partitions µ fitting in an n × m rectangle, V
(p)
µ denotes the irreducible

Uq(glp)-module parametrized by µ, and µ′ denotes the conjugate of µ. In particular,
∧

q(V
(nm)) is

multiplicity-free as a Uq(gln)⊗ Uq(glm)-module.
Consequently, the maps λq : Uq(gln) → Clq(nm) and ρq : Uq(glm) → Clq(nm) generate mutual

commutants in End
(∧

q(V
(nm))

)
.

Remark 4.18. Recall that in the classical case, we first establish that gln and glm generate each
others commutants in End (

∧
(Cn ⊗ Cm)), and then we use the double commutant yoga of Theo-

rem 3.12(a) to conclude that the decomposition of
∧
(Cn ⊗ Cm) as a U(gln) ⊗ U(glm)-module is

multiplicity-free.
In the quantum case, the argument flows the opposite way. First we construct a multiplicity-free

decomposition of
∧

q(V
(nm)) as a Uq(gln)⊗Uq(glm)-module and then we use the Double Commutant

Theorem 3.12(b) to conclude that Uq(gln) and Uq(glm) indeed generate each others full commutants

in End
(∧

q(V
(nm))

)
. Our proof of Theorem 4.17 requires the classical result and a dimension count

to guarantee that the decomposition of
∧

q(V
(nm)) is in fact multiplicity-free.

Theorem 4.17 proves that the irreducibles appearing in the decomposition of
∧

q(V
(nm)) as a

Uq(gln) ⊗ Uq(glm)-module are parametrized by the same weights as the irreducibles in the de-
composition of

∧
(Cnm) ∼=

∧
(Cn ⊗ Cm) as a gln ⊗ glm-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 q → 1. For instance,

compare the action of E
(n)
i and E

(m)
j 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 [LZZ10]. 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 GLn ×GLm 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 µ fitting in an n ×m
rectangle we simply take the product of all basis vectors in the boxes occupied by the Young diagram
corresponding to µ. Figure 5 illustrates an example.

Lemma 4.19. For each partition µ = (µ1, . . . , µn) satisfying µ1 ≤ m, let

vµ =
(
v1 · · · v1+(µ1−1)n

) (
v2 · · · v2+(µ2−1)n

)
· · ·

(
vn · · · v2+(µ2−1)n

)
.

Then

(1) The element vµ is a highest weight vector with respect to the actions of Uq(gln) and of Uq(glm).
(2) The Uq(gln)-weight of vµ is µ, and its Uq(glm)-weight is µ′.

Proof. It is understood that if µi = 0, then vµ contains no vi+(b−1)n as a factor. Since µ is a
partition, this also implies that there is no vj+(b−1)n factor for every j ≥ i.

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

λq(E
(n)
i ) vµ = ρq(E

(m)
j ) vµ = 0,
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for i = 1, . . . , n− 1 and j = 1, . . . ,m− 1. Hence, each vµ is a joint Uq(gln)⊗Uq(glm)-highest weight
vector.

We can readily prove (2) using Propositions 4.10 and 4.15. For instance, we see that

λq(K
(n)
i ) v(ℓ) = q

∑m
j=1 ℓi+(j−1)n−ℓi+1+(j−1)n v(ℓ), and

ρq(K
(m)
j ) v(ℓ) = q

∑n
i=1 ℓi+(j−1)n−ℓi+jn v(ℓ),

for any v(ℓ), so

λq(K
(n)
i ) vµ = qµi−µi+1 vµ = q〈α

(n)
i , µ〉 vµ, and

ρq(K
(m)
j ) vµ = qµ

′
j−µ′

j+1 vµ = q〈α
(m)
j , µ′〉 vµ.

Here we used α
(p)
i = ǫi − ǫi+1 to denote the ith simple positive root of glp. �

Proof of Theorem 4.17. For any Z≥0-graded module M , let M=k denote the graded component of

degree k. It follows from Lemma 4.19 that
⊕

µ V
(n)
µ ⊗ V

(m)
µ′ is a Uq(gln) ⊗ Uq(glm)-submodule of∧

q(V
(nm)). Let |µ| denote the size of the partition µ, that is, the sum of its parts. Relations (14)

and (15) prove that the Uq(gln)- and the Uq(glm)-actions preserve subspaces of homogeneous degree,
so that in fact ⊕

|µ|=k

V (n)
µ ⊗ V

(m)
µ′ ⊆

(∧
q(V

(nm))
)
=k

for each k ≤ nm. The classical skew duality Theorem 3.10 then implies that
∑

|µ|=k

dimC(q)

(
V (n)
µ ⊗ V

(m)
µ′

)
= dimC

∧
(Cn ⊗ Cm),

since irreducible modules of glp and of Uq(glp) parametrized by the same dominant weight have the

same dimension. The Uq(glnm)-module V (nm) is flat in the sense of Lemma 2.32 in [BZ05], so the

v(ℓ) form a basis of
∧

q(V
(nm)), which implies that dimC(q)

∧
q(V

(nm)) = dimC

∧
(Cn ⊗ Cm) and

concludes our proof. �
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