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RIGIDITY OF QUANTUM ALGEBRAS
AKAKI TIKARADZE

ABSTRACT. Given an associative C-algebra A, we call A strongly rigid if
for any pair of finite subgroups of its automorphism groups G, H, such that
A% = AH then G and H must be isomorphic. In this paper we show that a
large class of filtered quantizations are strongly rigid. We also prove several
other rigidity type results for various quantum algebras. For example, we show
that given two non-isomorphic complex semi-simple Lie algebras g1, go of equal
dimension, there are no injective C-algebra homomorphisms between their en-
veloping algebras. We also show that any finite subgroup of automorphisms
of a central reduction of a finite W-algebra W, (g, e) must be isomorphic to a
subgroup of Aut(g(e)). We solve the inverse Galois problem for a wide class
of rational Cherednik algebras that includes all (simple) classical generalized
Weyl algebras, and also for quantum tori. Finally, we show that the Picard
group of an n-dimensional quantum torus A, (with ¢ not a root of unity) is
isomorphic to the group of outer automorphisms of A,, generalizing a result
by Berest, Ramados and Tang.

1. INTRODUCTION

It was shown by Alev and Polo [AP] that if an associative C-algebra A is either
an enveloping algebra of a semi-simple Lie algebra or the n-th Weyl algebra, then
for any nontrivial finite subgroup I' of automorphisms of A, the fixed ring A" is
not isomorphic to A. Such a property of an algebra is referred to as its rigidity. On
the other hand, it was proved by Alev, Hodges and Velves [AHV] that given a pair
of finite subgroups of automorphisms G, H of the first Weyl algebra A;(C), such
that corresponding fixed rings are isomorphic 4;(C)¢ = A;(C)", then G = H.
In [T3] we generalized the above mentioned results by showing that if W, W’ are
finite subgroups of automorphisms of A (A is still either the Weyl algebra or an
enveloping algebra of a semi-simple Lie algebra) such that A" = A"' (in fact, it
suffices to assume that A" and A" are derived equivalent), then W = W'

It will be convenient to use the following terminology.

Definition 1.1. An associative C-algebra A is said to be strongly rigid, if given
a pair W, W’ of finite susbgroups of C-algebra automorphisms of A such that
AW =2 AW then W = W’. A C-algebra A is rigid if for any nontrivial finite
subgroup W < Autc(A), we have A # AW,

It follows easily from our results in [T4] that if X is a smooth affine algebraic
variety over C whose algebraic fundamental group is finite (respectively trivial),
then D(X) is rigid (respectively strongly rigid).
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Since our main tool for studying rigidity questions of quantum algebras is
reduction modulo a large prime, we consider those quantizations for which the
center mod p and corresponding Poisson bracket are easily described, for at
least infinitely many primes. Before giving a definition of such quantizations, we
first recall the definition of the reduction mod p Poisson bracket.

It is well-known that given an associative flat Z-algebra R and a prime number
p, the center Z(R/pR) of its reduction mod p acquires a natural Poisson bracket
(see for example [?, Section 5.2]), which we refer to as the reduction mod p
bracket, defined as follows. Given a,b € Z(R/pR), let z,w € R be their respective
lifts. Then the reduction mod p Poisson bracket {a,b} is defined to be

1
—[z,w] mod pe Z(R/pR).
p
Let S be a commutative ring, let B be a nonnegatively graded affine Poisson
S-algebra of a negative degree Poisson bracket. Let A be an S-algebra equipped
with an ascending S-algebra filtration such that gr(A) = B. Then we say that A
is a filtered quantization of B if

[z,y] = {Z,y} + low degree terms, x,y € A,

where , 7 denote the top symbols of x,y in gr(A).

The next definition is predicated on the following fact from commutative alge-
bra, which is a direct consequence of the Chebotarev denisty theorem as shown
in [[VWW], Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 1.1. Let S be a finitely generated integral domain. Then for infinitely
many primes p, there exists a ring homomorphism S — F,,.

Definition 1.2. Let B be a nonnegatively graded affine Poisson C-algebra. Let
A be a filtered quantization of B. We say that A is a good quantization of B
(or equivalently of a conical affine Poisson variety Spec(B)), if for any finitely
generated subring S C C over which A, B are defined with corresponding mod-
els Ag, Bs the following holds. If p is a large enough prime, then gr(Z(A/pA))
contains (B/pB)P and for any base change S — IF, there exists a central subal-
gebra Z, C Ap, with the following property: gr(Z,) = Bﬁp and there exists an
isomorphism
L Zy 2 BR

such that gr(¢) = Id and ¢ interchanges the reduction mod p Poisson bracket on
Z(Ag,) with the minus of the Poisson bracket on By .

Typical examples of good quantizations are enveloping algebras of algebraic
Lie algebras and rings of differential operators on smooth varieties over C. More
generally, algebras arising from (certain) quantum Hamiltonian reductions (see
Proposition 2.]).

The following is one of the main results of the paper. It is a significant strength-
ening of the previously metioned rigidity results in literature.
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Theorem 1.2. Let X be an affine normal conical Poisson variety over C, whose
smooth locus is symplectic with a finite algebraic fundamental group. Let A be
a good filtered quantization of X. Then A is rigid. If in addition the symplectic
locus of X is symply connected, then A is strongly rigid.

The following result shows nonexistence of injective homomorphisms between
enveloping algebras of semi-simple Lie algebras of the same dimension.

Theorem 1.3. Let g, g’ be a pair of non-isomorphic complex semi-simple Lie
algebras of equal dimemsion. Then there are no injective homomorphisms between
U(g) and U(g’). Assume in addition that rank(g) = rank(g). Let x, x" be central
characters of U(g),U(g'). Then there are no injective homomorphisms between

U,(g) and Uy (g¢').

We also have the following general result that provides a useful upper bound
on finite groups of automorphisms of filtered quantizations. To state it, we need
to recall that given a Poisson algebra B with a maximal Poisson ideal m and the
residue filed k = B/m, then the Poisson bracket defines a k-Lie algebra structure
on m,/m?.

Theorem 1.4. Let B be a finitely generated Poisson C-algebra with the unique
Poisson mazximal ideal m. Let A be a good filtered quantization of B. Then any
finite subgroup of automorphisms of B is isomorphic to a subgroup of Lie algebra
automorphisms of m/m?.

This result is applicable to spherical subalgebra of symplectic reflection alge-
bras and central reductions of finite W -algebras. More generally, it is well-suitable
for algebras obtained via quantum Hamiltonian reduction. The next result is a
generalization of our earlier result on finite subgroups of automorphisms of en-
veloping algebras ([T2]) to finite W-algebras.

Corollary 1.1. Let e € g be a nilpotent element of a complex semi-simple Lie
algebra, and x : Z(U(g)) — C be a central character. Let W(e,x) denote the
central reduction of the finite W -algebra of e with respect to the character x. Then
any finite subgroup of automorphisms of W (e, x) is isomorphic to a subgroup of
Lie algebra automorphisms of g(e).

Given a simple Noetherian C-domain A, by the inverse Galois problem for
A we understand classifying all finite groups G' (up to isomorphisms) for which
there exists a C-domain B equipped with a faithful action of G by C-algebra au-
tomorphisms, such that A = B%. We solve the inverse Galois problem for several
classes of spherical subalgebras of rational Cherednik algebras which include all
(classical) generalized Weyl algebras, as well as quantum tori.

Given an associative ring R, recall that its Picard group, denoted by Pic(R),
is defined as the group of isomorphism classes of invertible R-bimodules under
the tensor product. This group is closely related to the automorphism group of
R. Namely, there is a natural homomorphism Aut(R) — Pic(R), whose kernel
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consists of inner automorphisms of R. It is known that this map is surjective
for many important classes of quantum algebras such as: the first Weyl algebra
by classical works of Dixmier and Stafford [S], and quantum tori by a result of
Berest, Ramados and Tang [BRT]. In this paper we describe the Picard group
of n-th quantum tori (tensor product of quantum tori) Theorem Our proof
yet again relies on the reduction to a large prime technique, thus it is similar in
spirit (and motivated by) to the one by Stafford.

2. EXAMPLES OF GOOD FILTERED QUANTIZATIONS

In this section we explain why enveloping algebras of algebraic Lie algebras and
a large class of algebras obtained from quantum Hamiltonian reductions (which
includes finite W-algebras) are good quantizations.

First, we recall a key computation of the reduction mod p Poisson bracket
for restricted Lie algebras due to Kac and Radul [KR]. Let R be a commutative
reduced ring of characteristic p > 0. Let g be a restricted Lie algebra over R with
the restricted structure map g — g, g € g. As usual, Z,(g) denotes the p-center
of U(g): the central R-subalgebra of the enveloping algebra U(g) generated by
elements of the form g? — giPl, g € g. It is well-known that the map g — ¢P — g/”!
induces homomorphism of R-algebras

i1 Sym(g) — Z,(9),

where Z,(g) is viewed as an R-algebra via the Frobenius map F' : R — R.
The homomorphism ¢ is an isomorphism when R is perfect. Recall also that
the Lie algebra bracket on g defines the Kirillov-Kostant Poisson bracket on the
symmetric algebra Sym(g).

The following is the above mentioned key result from [KR]. Throughout the
paper, given an abelian group V', by V,, we denote V/pV.

Lemma 2.1. Let S be a finitely generated integral domain over Z. Let g be an
algebraic Lie algebra over S. Then Z,(g,) is a Poisson subalgebra of Z(U(g,)),
where Z(U(g,)) is equipped with the reduction mod p Poisson bracket. More-
over, the induced Poisson bracket on Z,(g,) coincides with the negative of the
Kirrilov-Kostant bracket:

{ap - a[p}’bp - b[p}} = _([aa b]p - [aa b][p})a a € 9ps be Ip-

Now Lemma [2.1] immediately implies that if g is a Lie algebra of an alegbraic
group over C, then the enveloping algebra U(g) is a good quantization of Sym(g)
(equipped with the Kirillov-Kostant Poisson bracket). A similar computation
shows that if X is a smooth affine variety over C, then the algebra of differential
operators D(X) is a good quantization of the cotangent bundle 7%(X).

Let a reductive algebraic group G act on a smooth affine algebraic variety X
over C. Let g be the Lie algebra of G. Let p: T*(X) — g* be the corresponding
moment map. We will assume that this map is flat, and for generic G-invariant
character y € g* the action of G on p~*(x) is free.
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Given a G-invariant character x € g*, denote by U, (G, X) the quantum Hamil-
tonian reduction of D(X) with respect to x. So,

Uy(G, X) = (D(X)/D(X)g")",
where
g* ={9—x(g) € D(X), geg}
The usual filtration on D(X) by the order of differential operators induces the

corresponding filtration on U, (G, X). Then it follows from the flatness of the
moment map that
gt(Uy (G, X)) = O(u~'(0)//G).

Next, we need to recall some results and notations associated with quantum
Hamiltonian reduction of the ring of crystalline differential operators in charac-
teristic p from [BEGI.

Let X be a smooth affine variety over an algebraically closed field k of char-
acteristic p, and G be a reductive algebraic group over k with the Lie algebra
g. Denote by D(X) the ring of crystalline differential operators on X. As be-
fore, we have the moment map p : 7%(X) — g* and the algebra homomorphism
U(g) = D(X). Now recall that the p-center of U(g), denoted by Z,(g), is gener-
ated by ¢” — ¢gl”!, g € g. Recall also that we have the canonical isomorphism

i : Sym(g)" = Z,(g).
On the other hand, the center of D(X) is generated over O(X)? by
& — g[p}7£ e Ty.
This leads to the canonical isomorphism
O (X)) = Z(D(X)).

We have the homomorphism 7' : Z,(g) — Z(D(X)) and the corresponding ho-
momorphism

n: Sym(g)V — O(T*(X)).
Given y € g*, then ! € g* is defined as follows:

XM(g) = x(9)” = x(¢"), ge€u

Using the above homomorphisms 7, 7', it follows that the center of U, (G, X)
contains a subring Z, isomorphic to the Frobenius twist of O(u~'(x)//G). In
this setting the following holds.

Lemma 2.2. [BFG] Let x € (g*)¢ be a character. Then U, (G, X) is a finite alge-
bra over u= (xM)//G. If G acts freely of p=*(x!V), then U, (G, X) is an Azumaya
algebra over p=(x"M)//G.

Now going back to the characteristic 0 setting, we have the following.
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Proposition 2.1. Let G be a complex reductive algebraic group acting (with the
Lie algebra g) on a smooth affine variety X over C. Assume that the moment map
p: T*(X) = g* is flat and p=(0)//G is a normal variety with an open sym-
plectic subset. Then for any character x the corresponding quantum Hamailtonian
reduction U, (G, X) is a good quantization of u=*(0)//G.

Proof. Let S C C be a finitely generated subring containing values of y over
which everything is defined. Then given a base change S — k to an algebraically
closed field of sufficiently large characteristic, we have

Z(Uy(Gi, Xi)) = O~ (xM)//G).
Given any p: S — F,, then clearly p(x)!!! = 0. Thus

Zy = O~ (x")//Gr, ) = O(u=(0)/ /G, ),
and gr(Zy) = O(p=1(0)//Gr,)?. So, U, (G, X) is a good quantization of,u_l(O)//g.

Let g be a semi-simple Lie algebra, e € g a nilpotent element, x : Z(Ug) — C
be a central character. Denote by S, the Slodowy slice at e, and by N the
nilpotent cone. Recall that W, (g, e) is equipped with the Kazhdan filtration so
that

gr(W,(g,e)) = O(S. NN).
Then we have the following result whose proof is very similar to that of Propo-

sition 211

Proposition 2.2. With the above notation, the algebra W, (g, €) is a good filtered
quantization of Se NN

Proof. We will check that U, (g) is a good quantization of N, which easily implies
the general case. Let GG be the corresponding semi-simple algebraic group. Let S
be a finitely generated ring containing values of x. Then for large enough p, given
any base change S — TF,, then ) corresponds to a central character of a finite
dimensional representation of Gr,. Then it is well-known that Z(Us(gr,)) can be
identified with O(Ng,)?. Thus U, (g) is a good filtered quantization of N O

3. RIGIDITY RESULTS

Results of this section (in fact of the whole paper) are motivated by funda-
mental papers of Belol-Kanel and Kontsevich [BKK] and Tsuchimoto [Ts| on
automorphisms of Weyl algebras. By considering reduction of the Weyl algebra
mod p > 0, they defined and studied a canonical homomorphism

Pic(A,(C)) — S Aut(A?"),

where S Aut(A%") denotes the group of symplectomorphisms of A" equipped
with the standard symplectic form. This homomorphism was conjectured to be
an isomorphism. A proof of the above conjecture by Belov-Kanel and Kontsevich
was given very recently by C. Dodd [DJ.
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The goal of this section is to introduce a ”dequantization” functor Z,, from a
category of good quantizations to the category of Poisson algebras. In particular,
we generalize the above homomorphism of Belov-Kanel and Kontsevich.

More specifically, given a homomorphism of S-domains (where S C C is a
finitely generated ring) ¢ : A — B we would like to know when the corresponding
reduction modulo p (for large enough primes p) homomorphism ¢, : A, — B,
preserves the center:

Pp(Z(4y)) C Z(By).
If this is the case, we get a nice functor Z, from the category of certain S-algebras

to Ss-Poisson algebras, where S, denotes the reduction of S modulo the infinite
prime

S = ([T /p9)/ D S/p5.

Recall that C,, is defined as the direct limit of S, over all finitely generated
subrings S C C. We also consider the following variant of S, which is convenient
while dealing with good quantizations

5% = ( H Fp)/@ H Fy,

x:S—Fp ICS x:S/I—=Fy

where I ranges through all nonzero proper ideals of S, and x ranges through ring
homomorphisms from S to F,,. Let F' be a finitely generated field extension of Q.
Then by taking the direct limit of S* over all finitely generated subrings S C F'
whose field of fractions is F', we obtain the functor F*°.

Throughout given a Poisson algebra A over k, then by P Auty(A) we denote
the group of Poisson k-linear automorphisms of A.

Given an S-algebra A, we put

Zo(A) = [ Z(A/pA)/ €D Z(A/pA).

So Zs(A) is a Poisson Sy.-algebra. One defines similarly Z,,(A) for a C-algebra
A. Also, we put

724 = 1] 2(4s)/ @B ][] 2(4s,).

x:S—Fp 0£ICS x:S/I—F,

We have the following natural homomorphisms for a C-alegbra A, respectively
an F-algebra (where F' is a finitely generated Q-field)

Zoo : Aut(A) — P Aute(Z(A)), Z%°:Aut(A) — P Autp=(Z7(A)).

The next theorem is a key result of this section. It is motivated in part by the
proof of equivalence between the Jacobian and the Dixmier conjectures [[BKK]
Proposition 2], except we have to work little harder as we are working with
more general quantizations than Weyl algebras, which usually are not Azumaya
algebras in characteristic p.
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Throughout, given a Noetherian domain A, we denote by D(A) its skew field
of fractions.

We also need to recall that given an algebraically closed field k and a k-domain
A such that A is finite over its center Z and Z is finitely generated k-algebra,
then the Pl-degree of A equals to the largest dimension of a simple A-module,
and the square of the PI-degree of A equals to the rank of A as a Z-module.

Theorem 3.1. Let C-algebras A, B be good filtered quantizations of normal Pois-
son wvarieties X,Y , such that Poisson brackets on X,Y are generically sym-
plectic, and dim(X) = dim(Y). Let ¢ : A — B be a C-algebra embedding.
Then the homomorphism ¢ restricts to a homomorphism of C,-Poisson alge-
bras Zoo(¢) : Zoo(A) = Zo(B). The restriction homomorphism Zs, : Aut(A) —
P Aut(Z(A)) is nontrivial on semi-simple automorphisms. If in addition, the
smooth locus of X is symplectic, then the homomorphism Z., extends to an in-
jective homomorphism

Z.o : Pic(A) — P Aut(Zoo(A)).

If quantizations A, B and varieties X,Y are defined over a field F which is a
finitely generated extension of Q, then in the above statements Z., can be replaced
by Z*. In particular, we have the canonical injective homomorphism (under the
above assumptions on X ):

7> : Pic(A) — P Aut(Xp).

In other words, the above defined Z, is a functor from the category of good
quantizations of Poisson normal varieties (which are generically symplectic of a
fixed dimension) to the category of C..-Poisson algebras. Moreover, the functor
Z is faithful when restricted to either semi-simple automorphisms, or any au-
tomorphism provided that the quantization is of a normal Poisson variety which
is symplectic on its smooth locus.

The statement of the above theorem becomes nicer for the following class of
filtered quantization. Their definition is directly motivated and related to the
notion of Frobenius constant quantizations introduced by Bezrukavnikov and
Kaledin [BK].

Definition 3.1. Let A be a filtered quantization of a finitely generated S-Poisson
algebra B. Then we call A an co-constant Frobenius quantization if for all large
enough primes p > 0, we have gr(Z(4,)) = BE and there is an isomorphism of
Poisson algebras i : Bf = Z(A,) which is the identity on the level of associated
graded algebras, such that i interchanches the reduction mod p Poisson bracket
on Z(Ap) with the negative of the Poisson bracket on Bf.

Examples of oo-constant Frobenius quantizations are: rings of differential op-
erators on smooth affine verieries, certain quantum Hamiltonian reductions with
rational characters, in particular central reductions U, (g), where g is a semi-
simple Lie algebra and x : Z(U(g)) — C is a central character corresponding to
a simple finite dimensional representation.
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Thus, given an injective homomorphism of co-constant quantizations i : A —
B of normal varieties X,Y of equal dimension, then by Theorem B.I] we get a
canonical homomorphism of C.-Poisson varieties iy, : Yo, — Xc., as well as
a canonical homomorphism (which is injective when the smooth locus of X is
symplectic)

Pic(A) — P Aut(Xc_ ).

To prove the part of Theorem [B.1] concerning the Picard group, we need to use
the following result, which should be mostly very standard.

Next, we extend the restriction homomorphism Aut(Ay) — Aut Z(Ay) to the
Picard group of Ay in a standard manner. Once again, there is a minor inconve-
nience compared to the standard case of Weyl algebras as Ay is not an Azumaya
algebra.

We include the proof for the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 3.1. Let k be an algebraically clsed field. Let R be a k-algebra which
is finite over its center Z, such that Z is a finitely generated k-domain. Let
U C Spec(Z) be the Azumaya locus of R. Assume that Z is normal and the
compliment of U in Spec(Z) has codimension > 2. Moreover, assume that R is
a Cohen-Macaulay Z-module in codimenion 2. Then the natural restriction ho-
momorphism Aut(R) — Aut(Z) extends to a homomorphism Pic(R) — Aut(Z),
which 1s injective if the Picard group of U is trivial.

Proof. Let M be an invertible R-bimodule. It follows from a standard argument
that the support of M on U x U must be a graph of an automorphism of U. Since
the codimension of the compliment of U in Spec Z is at least 2 and Z is normal,
we get that Aut(U) < Aut(Spec(Z)). Thus we obtain the desired homomorphism
Pic(R) — Aut(Z).

Now, we assume that the Picard group of U is trivial. If M € Pic(R) maps to
Idz, then My is supported on the diagonal of U x U. Thus, M is a module over

R] ®OU Rgn = EHd@U(R|U).

Hence, My must be of the form Ry ®o, N where N € Pic(U). Since the Picard
group of U is trivial, it follows that My = Ry. Let I denote the defining ideal
of the compliment of U in Spec(R). Since M is a projective left R-module, it
follows from our assumption that depth;R, depth;M > 2 (here R, M are viewed
as Z-modules). Now a standard argument using local cohomology shows that
I'(U, My) = M and I'(U, Ry) = R. So, M = R and we are done.

O

Proof of Theorem [3.1. At first, we need to show that given an embedding ¢ : A —
B of good fitered quantizations A, B over a finitely generated ring S C C such
that A, B have the equal Gelfand-Kirillov dimension, then ¢,(Z(4,)) C Z(B,).
Since D(A), D(B) have equal Gelfand-Kirrilov dimensions, it follows that D(A)
is a finite left (or right) D(B)-module via ¢. Let 1 € V C B be a finite S-
submodule, such that V' generates B as an S-algebra and B C ¢(D(A))V. Let
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1 € W C D(A) be a finite S-submodule so that V? C ¢(W)V. By localizing S if
necessary, we may assume that V, W are spanned by elements whose coordinates
belong to S*. Then given a base change S — k to an algebraically closed field k
of characteristic p > 0, we have that gr(Ayg), gr(Bx) are domains (as are Ay, By)
and Wy, C D(Ay), as well as ¢(Wy) C D(By). Thus, Vi2 C ¢ (W) Vi, so Vi C
(W) Vi for all n > 1. Denote by A’ the k-subalgebra of D(Ay) generated by
Wy. Thus, we have a homomorphism ¢y : A" — D(By) and By C ¢ (A") Vi
with dimy Vi < oo. Hence the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of By is at most the
Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of ¢y (A’). Since the Gelfand Kirilov dimension of A’
is bounded above by the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of Ay which is equal to the
Gelfand-Kirillov dimension of dim(By), we conclude that ¢, must be injective.

Suppose that for infinitely many primes p, there exists z, € Z(A,) such that
op(2) ¢ Z(B,). Then, there exists infinitely many primes p and a base changes
S/pS — k to an algebraically closed field k, so that gr(Ay), gr(By) are domains
and ¢x(Z(Ax)) € Z(Bx). Let z € Z(Ag) so that ¢x(z) ¢ Z(Bx). Let 0 # § €
Z(Ax) be such that § vanishes on the complement of the Azumaya locus of
Spec(Z(Ag)). Let 0 # ¢ € Z(Bx) be such that ¢y (0) divides ¢’ and vanishes
on the complement of the Azumaya locus of Spec(Z(By)). Put S; = (Ax)s and
Sy = (By)s. So, we have a homomorphism ¢ : S; — Sy of Azumaya k-algebras,
such that z € Z(S;) but ¢(z) ¢ Z(Ss).

Next, by the assumption, we have that gr(Ax)? C gr(Z(Ax)). On the other
hand, since Spec(gr(Ax)) is a normal Poisson variety which is symplectic on its
smooth locus, a very standard argument shows that gr(Z(Ayx)) C gr(Ax)? (see for
example [[T1], Lemma 2.4].) Thus, gr(Z(Ax)) = gr(Ax)?. Then the rank of Ay as
a Z(Ax)-module equals to the rank of gr(Ay) as a gr(Z(Ax)) = gr(Ax)P-module
[[T1], Lemma 2.3]. On the other hand, since the PI-degree of Ay equals to the
rank of Ay over its center, we conclude that .the PI-degree of Ay equals to p&i™ 4k,
Since dim Ax = dim By, we get that Pl-degree(S2) = Pl-degree(S;). Let V be a
simple S;-module on which ¢y (2z) does not act like a scalar. To construct such a
module suffices to take a simple module afforded by a character y : Z(S3) — k
such that ¢x(z) has a nonzero image in (52/Z(52))y. Then V' viewed as an S;-
module must be simple on which z acts as a non-scalar, a contradiction.

Now, suppose X is a normal variety and the Poisson bracket on its smooth locus
is symplectic. Hence, so is X for char(k) = p > 0. Put R = Ay and Z = Z(Ay).
We know by [[T1], Theorem 2.2] that the complement of the Azumaya locus of
R in Spec(Z) has codimension at least 2. Thus by Lemma B1] to show that the
restriction homomorphism Pic(R) — Aut(Z) is injective, it suffices to varify that
R is a Cohen-Macaulay Z-module in codimension > 2. We have that gr(Z) =
gr(R)?, and gr(R) is a normal domain. Thus, by Serre’s normality criterion,
gr(R) is cohen-Macaulay in codimension 2. Hence gr(R) is a Cohen-Macaulay
gr(Z)-module in codimension 2. Hence R is a Cohen-Macaulay Z-module in
codimension 2 as desired. It is clear that the image of Pic(A) in Aut(Z(Ag)) must
preserve the reduction mod p Poisson bracket, so we get the desired injective
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homomorphism
Zoo : Pic(A) = P Aut(Z,(A)).

Finally, suppose that ¢ € Aut(A) is a semi-simple automorphism which is in
the kernel for Z,,. Therefore ¢, (the image of ¢ in Aut(A/pA)) acts trivially on
Z(A/pA), for p > 0. Hence it must be an inner automorphism A/pA. Then
¢(x)a = az for some a and all z. Then if y is an eigenvector of ¢ of an eigenvalue

¢ # 1, then ay = cya which is a contradiction since gr(A/pA) is commutative.
0

Remark 3.1. The assumption in Theorem B.1] that either ¢ : A — A is semi-
simple or the smooth locus of Spec(gr(A)) is symplectic is essential. Indeed, let
A =U(L), where L is a 2 dimensional Lie algebra with a basis h,z and the Lie
bracket [h,z] = x. Then put ¢(a) = rax™t a € A, so ¢(x) = z,¢(h) = h — 1.
Therefore, ¢ is in the kernel of the restriction homomorphism

Zo : Ant(U(L)) — [ 2(U(L,)).

Proof of Theorem |17 Let I' < Aut(A) be a finite subgroup. We may choose
a finitely generated ring S over which A and the action of I' are defined. So,
I' < Autg(Ag). Then by Theorem [B.1] we have an injective homomorphism

Z®|r: T'— P Aut(Bg).

Combining this with a homomorphism S — C, we obtain a subgroup I of Pois-
son C-automorphisms of B, such that I' = I'". Recall that by the assumption m
is the unique Poisson maximal ideal of B. So, I'" must preserve m, and moreover,
since the action of IV on B is semi-simple, it follows that the restriction homo-
morphisms IV — Aut(m/m?) is injective. Hence, I is isomorphic to a subgroup
of the Lie algebra automorphisms of m/m?, as desired. O

Now we can easily show Corollary [Tl

Proof of Corollary[L1. Let G < Aut(W,(g,€e)) be a finite subgroup of automor-
phisms of a central reduction (by a character x) of a finite W-algebra associated
to a semi-simple Lie algebra g and its nilpotent element e € g. By Lemma 2.2]
W, (g) is a good quantization of S.-the Slodowy slice at e of the nilpotent cone
of g. Then we may use Theorem [[.4] to conclude that G must be isomorphic
to a subgroup of Lie algebra automorphisms of m/m?, where m is the maximal
ideal in O(S,) corresponding to the point e € S.. Now, it is well-known that
m/m? = g(e) and we are done. O

Next, to show Theorem [[.2], we in fact prove the following stronger result.

Theorem 3.2. Let X, Y, be affine normal conical Poisson varieties over C, which
are symplectic on their smooth loci. Denote by U,V the smooth loci of X,Y. Let
A, B be good filtered quantizations of X,Y respectively. Let G < Aut(A),G" <
Aut(B) be finite subgroups of C-automorphisms and let ¢ : AS — B be a C-
algebra embedding. Suppose that B is a finite left (or right) AS-module via
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¢. Then there exists groups W, W' containing m (U), 71 (V) as normal subgroups
with quotients isomorphic to G,G’, such that W < W'. Moreover, if ¢ is an
isomorphism then W = W',

Proof. Let S C C be a large enough finitely generated subring over which ev-
erything is defined, and let ¢ : A — Bs® be an S-algebra embedding so that
BS' is a finite left AG-module via ¢. Then just as in [T3] it follows that af-
ter further localizing S if necessary, for any base change S — F, we have that
Z(Ap,)¢ = Z(A]?p) and Z(By,)" = Z(B]g). Now, by mimicking the proof of
Theorem [B.1], we obtain an embedding of S*°-Poisson algebras

Z®(¢) : O(Xg) = O(Ys),

such that O(Yg«)%" is a finite O(Xg)“-module. Combining Z>(¢) with a base
change S — C, we obtain a finite morphism of affine Poisson varieties 6 :
Y/G'— X/G.

Let U, U’ denote the regular loci of X, Y. Let U (respectively U"") denote the
open subset of the regular locus of X (respectively X') consisting of points with
trivial stabilizers in G (respectively G’). Then the codimension of U \ U™ in U
(respectively U"\ U'™9) is at least 2, so w1 (U"Y) = m1(U) and w1 (U9) = m (U’).
Let Y1, Y5 denote U™ /G, U9 /G’ respectively. Then Y, — Y] is a finite covering
map and (Y1) (resp. m(Y3)) is an extension of G (resp. G’) with the quotient
m1(U). Now the desired result follows.

0

Proof of Theorenil. 2. Let G,W < Aut(A) so that A® 2 AW Let U be th smooth
locus of X. By Theorem [B.2] there is a group I' that contains both G,W as
normal subgroups such that I'/G = m(U) = I'/W. Therefore, if |m (U)| < oo,
then |G| = |W]|, in particular A is rigid. If in addition m;(U) is trivial, then
G = W and we are done.

U

Remark 3.2. We remark that in many (perhaps in most) interesting cases the
algebraic fundamental group of the smooth locus of X is indeed finite, for exam-
ple this is always the case when X has symplectic singularity by a theorem of
Namikawa [N].

Proof of Theorem[1.3. Let ¢ : U(g) — U(g’) be a C-algebra embedding with g, g’
semi-simple and dim g = dim g’. It is well-known that the maximal Krull dimen-
sion of a commutative subalgebra of U(g') is at most 3 dim(g’ + rank(g’)). On
the other hand, U(g) contains a commutatve subalgebra of dimension 1 dim(g +
rank(g)) as proved by Rybnikov [R]. So we may conclude that rank(g) < rank(g’).
We may also assume that ¢, g, g’ are defined over S-a large enough finitely gen-
erated subring of C. Put

Z(Ug) = Slgy, -+, 9n,  Z2(U(g") = Slg1,- -+ gul,  n = rank(g) = rank(g").
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Denote by ¢k : U(gk) — U(g'y) the base change of ¢ to an algebraically closed
field k of characteristic p > 0. Next we claim that, just as in the proof of B.Il we
have that ¢ (Z(Ugy)) C Z(U(g'y)) for all p > 0. Indeed, it is well-known that

the PI-degree of U(gy) equals to p2(dime-rank(e) Thyg
PI —deg(U(gx)) < PI — deg(U(g'y))-
After this, the proof of Theorem [B.1] carries over word by word to yeild

¢x(Z(Ugk)) C Z(U(g'y)), rank(g) = rank(g’).
Next, we recall that by Veldkamp’s theorem, we have

Z(U(g') = Zp(d'p)gr: -+ gnl-
So, for z € Slg1,- -+, gn], we have that ¢,(2) € Z,(¢',)[g], -~ ,g,] (for all p >
0.) This implies that ¢(z) € Slg}, - ,4g.], so ¢(Z(Ug)) C Z(U(g')). Let x :
Z(U(g)) — C be a charachter. Let x' : Z(U(g')) — C be any character such
that ¢(ker(x)) C ker(x’). Then we get the homomorphism ¢ : U, (g) = Uy (g).
Hence, it suffices to prove the second part of the theorem.

So, let ¢ : Uy (g) — Uy (¢') be a C-algebra homomorphism. Let N, respectively
Ny denote the nilpotent cone of g* (resp. g*). As U, (g) (respectively U,/ (g')) are
good quantizations of O(N;) (resp. O(Ny)), it follows from Theorem B.1] that
there is a Poisson algebra homomorphism ¢ : O(N,) — O(Ny). In particular, we
get a Lie algebra homomorphism 1 : g — O(Ny). Denote by m the maximal ideal
of O(Ny) corresponding to the origin-the augmentation ideal. Since [g,g] = g,
it follows that ¢(g) C m. We may identify m/m? with g’. Then we have a
homomorphism of Lie algebras

V:g—m/m?=g.
Let I = ker(¢)). Thus [I,1] = I. Let ¢ (I) C m™ for n > 1. We have
V(I) = ¢([1,1]) € {m",m"} C m*™".

In particular I C m™*!. Arguing by induction on n, we conclude that I = 0.
Hence g is isomorphic to a Lie subalgebra of g’ and we are done.
O

4. CHEREDNIK ALGEBRAS AS FIXED RINGS

Given a simple domain B over C, it is an interesting and natural problem
to classify finite groups I' for which there exists a domain R on which I acts
faithfully via C-algebra automorphisms, such that B = R'. Given the direct
analogy with Galois theory, we refer to this question as the inverse Galois problem
for B. In [T3] we solved this problem for rings of differential operators on smooth
affine varieties. Namely, if D(X) = R, where X is a smooth affine variety
and I' is a finite group of C-automorphisms of a domain R, then there exists a
smooth affine variety Y such that R =2 D(Y) and Y — X is a I'-Galois etale
covering of X [[T3], Theorem 1]|. In particular, in the spirit of Galois theory,
there is a bijection between normal subgroups of I' and I'-invariant subalgebras



14 AKAKI TIKARADZE

of R containing D(X). It was also shown in [[T3], Theorem 2] that very generic
central quotients of enveloping algebras of semi-simple Lie algebras cannot be
nontrivial fixed rings. In this section we apply the methodology of [T3] to the
case when B is a (simple) spherical subalgebra of a rational Cherednik algebra
defined by Etingof and Ginzburg [EG]. Let us recall their definition.

Let W be a complex reflection group, b its reflection representation and S ¢ W
the set of all complex reflections. Let (, ) : h x h* — C be the natural pairing.
Given a reflection s € S, let a, € h* be an eigenvector of s for eigenvalue 1. Also,
let @) € h be an eigenvector normalized so that as(a)) = 2. Let ¢ : § — C be
a function invariant with respect to conjugation with W. The rational Cherednik
algebra H, associated to (W, h) with parameter ¢ is defined as the quotient of
C[W] x T'(h @ b*) by the following relations

o y] = (y.2) = Y els)(y, )@, 2), [2,27] = 0=[y,y]

seS

for all z, 2’ € b* and y,y' € b.
We are concerned with the spherical subalgebra B, of the Cherednik algebra
H,.. Recall that

1
B.=eHe,e=— E g.
W

geW

For ¢ = 0, we have that By = D(h)".
Next we recall couple of basic properties of spherical subalgebras of rational
Cherednik algebras. Namely the PBW property and the Dunkl isomorphism.
The crucial PBW property of H., B., implies that if we equip H., B., with an
algebra filtration by putting

deg(h) =1, deg(h”) =1, deg(W) =0,
then
gr(H.) = C[W] x Sym(h & b*), gr(B.) = Sym(h @ h*)".

Recall that since for any nonzero f € Sym(b*),ad(f) = [f,—] acts locally
nilpotently on H., we may consider the localization H.[f~'] (and B.[f™!] for
f € C[h]"). Then we have the induced filtration on B.[f~!] and

gr(B:[f~"]) = Sym(h & b*)} .

Set h°9 = {x € b, (z,a) # 0, € S}. Let § € C[h]" be the defining function
of h\ . Recall that via the Dunkl embedding we have an isomorphism

B.[o~"] = D(h™*).

The next theorem is the main result of this section. It relates the inverse Galois
problem for B, to geometry of the center of reduction of B, modulo a large prime.
In fact it applies to a wider class of algebras to be defined below.
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Assumption 1. Let A be an affine Noetherian C-domain, let V C A be a finite
dimensional C-subspace, such that the following holds. For any g € V, the adjoint
action ad(g) is locally nilpotent and there exists 0 # 6 € V so that As (the
localization of A with respect to ) can be identified with D(X), where X is a
smooth affine variety over C and V. C O(X). Moreover, there exists a finitely
generated subring S C C and an S-model As of A, such that Ay is a finite
module over its center for any base change S — k for any field k of large enough
characteristic.

Next we define Harish-Chandra bimodules over algebras satisfying the above
assumption. We also recall the definition of Harish-Chandra bimodules over
spherical subalgebras of rational Cherednik algebras.

Definition 4.1. Let A be an algebra from Assumption [II Then an A-bimodule
M is said to be a Harish-Chandra bimodule if for any g € V, the adjoint action
ad(g)|as is locally nilpotent. Let B, be a spherical subalgebra associated to (W, h).
Let M be a bimodule over B.. Then M is said to be a Harish-Chandra bimudule
if ad(z) is locally nilpotent on M for any = € C[h]"V, C[h*]".

Theorem 4.1. Let B be a C-algebra satisfying Assumtion . Suppose that B
is simple. Let B = R, where R is a C-domain and I is a finite subgroup of
C-algebra automorphisms of R. Then R is a Harish-Chandra B-bimodule and
satisfies Assumption[d. There exists a finitely generated ring S C C over which
everything is defined, such that the following holds. For any base change S — k
to an algebraically closed field of positive characteristic the group I' is a quotient
of the etale fundamental group of the Azumaya locus of Spec Z(By).

Proof. Suffices to show this when I' is simple. Since B is a simple Noetherian
domain such that its localization is isomorphic to the ring of differential operators
on a smooth affine variety, it follwos that Z(B) = C. Now, using some standard
facts about fixed rings [M], we can deduce that B is Morita equivalent to the
skew ring C[I'] x R (see [[T3], Lemma 4]). There exists a large enough finitely
generated ring S C C, and models of B, R over S, to be denoted by Bg, Rg, so
that Bg is Morita equivalent to S[['] X Rg. In particular, Rg is a projective left
(and right) Bg-module. So for large enough p > 0 and a base change S — k
to an algebraically closed field of characteristic p, we have that By is Morita
equivalent to k[I'] x Ry. We also remark that Ry is a torsion free By-module.

By our assumptions By is finite over its center, and Z(By) is a domain. It
follows that Z(By) = Z(Ry)'. Let f € Z(By) be a nonzero element such that it
vanishes on the Azumaya locus of Spec(Z(By)). As f is also central in Ry, we
may localize By, Ry at f to be denoted respectively by (Bx)y, (Rx);-

We have that (By)s is an Azumaya algebra over Z(By)s and (By)s is Morita
equivalent to k[I'] X (Rx)s. Then just as in [[T3], Proposition 1], we can conclude
that Spec Z(Rx); — Spec Z(By)s is a I'-Galois etale covering and

(Rk)f = Bk ®Z(Bk) Z(R)f
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Let U denote the Azumaya locus of Spec(Z(By)), and Y denote the preimage
of U under the projection Spec(Z(Rx)) — Spec Z(By), then Y — U is I'-Galois
covering. In particular, for any g € Vi, ad(g) acts locally nilpotently on (Rx);.
Which implies that ad(g) acts locally nilpotently on Ry as Ry is Z(B)-torsion
free (since Ry is projective over By). Now it follows that if Ry is a domain
(which is proved in the next paragraph), then I" must be a quotient of the etale
fundamental group of the smooth locus of Spec(Z(By)) = U.

Next, we show that R is a Harish-Chandra B-bimodule and Ry is a domain,
which completes the proof. Let g € V, z € R. We want to show that ad(g)™(z) =0
for some m. It suffces to check that there exists m, such that ad(g)™(z) = 0 in
Ry for all base changes k of large enough characteristic. Let

2+ Zaizi =0,a; € B.
i<l
Recall that by the assumption, we may identify Bs with D(X). Denote by R} the
localization of Ry with respect to . Let m be the largest of orders of a; viewed
as differential operators in D(X). We have that k[I'] x R}_is Morita equivalent to
D(Xy). Then by [[T3], Theorem 1], there exists a I'-Galois covering Y — X such
that R, = D(Y). It follows easily that the degree of z viewed as a differential
operator in D(V') is at most m. So, ad(g)™(z) = 0 in Ry as desired. Thus R is a
Harich-Chandra B-bimodule.

Finally, it follows that ad(d) acts locally nilpotently on R. Let R’ = R[§™].
Since RT = D(X) it follows from [[T3], Theoreml] that R' = D(Z) for some
smooth affine variety Z equipped with a I'-Galois covering Z — X. Hence R, is
a domain for char(k) > 0, as desired.

O

Next, we apply Theorem (1] to classes of Cherednik algebras for which the
center of their reduction modulo p > 0 is well-known and (relatively) easy to
describe. Namely, we consider two families of spherical subalgebra of the rational
Cherednik algebras: one associated to the pair (5,,C") and a parameter ¢ € C,
the other is noncommutative deformations of Kleinian singularities of type A.

Theorem 4.2. Let B, be the spherical subalgebra of a rational Cherednik algebra
associated with (S,, C") with a parameter ¢ € C. Assume that B, is simple. If ¢
1s irrational then B, cannot be a fixed ring of a domain under a nontrivial action
of a finite group of ring automorphisms. For rational ¢, if B, = R" with finite
group I' and domain R, then I' must be a quotient of S,,.

To use Theorem 4.1, we need to know the p’-part of the etale fundamental group
of the smooth locus of Spec(Z(B;)). For this purpose we utilize the following.

Remark 4.1. Let X be a complete smooth variety over an algebraically closed
field k of characteristic p, and U C X be an open subset such that X \ U is a
divisor with normal crossings in X. Let X be a complete smooth lift of X over
W (k) (W(k) is the ring of Witt vectors over k), U € X be an open subset
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lifting U, such that X \ U is a divisor with normal crossings over W (k). Then
any p/-degree Galois covering of U admits a lift to a Galois covering of X [[LO,
Corollary A.12], which yields that any p’-quotient of the etale fundamental group
of U must be a quotient of the fundamental group of Uc.

We need the following corollary of the Chebotarev density theorem. It contains
slightly more than [[VWW], Theorem 1.1]. We present a short proof for a reader’s
convenience.

Lemma 4.1. Let S be a finitely generated domain containing Z and ¢ € S. Then
there are infinitely many primes p and ring homomorphisms ¢, : S — F,. Ifc ¢ Q
then there exists infinitely many primes p and homomorphisms ¢, : S — F,, so
that ¢,(c) ¢ F, and q is a power of p.

Proof. By the Noether normalization theorem, there exists | € N and alge-
braically independent z1,---,x, € S; so that S; is integral over Sj[xy, -, z,].
Let I be a prime ideal in S; laying over (xy,---,x,) (such ideal exists since
Spec(S) — Spec(Si[z1,- -+ ,x,]) is surjective by the going-up theorem). So,
S;/I = R is an integral domain finite over Z;. Let S’ be the integral closure
of Z in R. Then R = S]. Thus suffices to show that there exists a homomorphism
¢p + 8" — F, for infinitely many p. This is a consequence of the Chebotarev
density theorem.

We have that the image of the map Spec(S) — Spec Z[c;| contains a nonempty
open subset. If ¢; is algebraic, then all but finitely many prime ideals in Z[c]
lift to S. By the Chebotarev denisity theorem there are infinitely many primes
I C Z|cy] such that the image of ¢; in the quotient Z[cy]/I = F,, does not belong
to F,. Let I’ € Spec(S) be a lift of I. Now any homomorphism S/I' — F,
lifting Z[c1]/I — F, will do. Finally, let ¢; be transcendental. Let f € Z[c]
be such that Spec(Zlci]y) lifts to Spec(S). Thus it suffices to show that there
are infinitely many primes p for which there exists ¢ € Z[c;] such that f & (p,t)
and Z[c1]/(p,t) = F, for ¢ > p. For this purpose we can take any p that does
not divide f, then take a nonlinear irreducible ¢ € F,[c;] that does not divide f
mod p. Then let ¢ be any lift of . O

For the proof of Theorem we need to recall the definition of the n-th
Calogero-Moser space. Consider the following subscheme of pairs of n-by-n ma-
trices over C

X ={(A,B)| rank([A4, B]+1d,) = 1}.
It is known that PG L, (C) acts freely on X by conjugation, and the n-th Calogero
Moser space, denoted by CM,,, is defined as the quotient
X//PGL,(C) = CM,,.

It is well-known that CM,, is a smooth, affine variety over C [W]. In the following
proof we also need that the Calogero-Moser spaces are simply connected. This
follows from the fact that the n-th Calogero-Moser space is homeomorphic to the
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Hilbert scheme of n-points on the plane which is known to be simply connected
based on its cell decomposition.

Proof of Theorem[{.3. 1f ¢ is rational then after a base change to a field k of
characteristic p, we have that [BEG]

Spec(Z(Bz)) = (h® h*)/S,.
Hence using Remark [.1], the p’-etale fundamentale group of the smooth locus
of Spec(Z(Bz)) is Sy. For irrational ¢, by Lemma [.1] for any finitely generate
subring S C C, there are infinitely many primes p and algebraically close fields k
of characteristic p with a base change S — k, such that ¢ ¢ F,,. Then as explained
in [BFG|, we have
Spec Z(Bz) = (CM,, ).

Since (CM,,)x admits a smooth simply connected lift to characteristic 0 (namely

CM,,), using Remark [L.T] as before the desired assertion follows.
O

Remark 4.2. Given a Cherednik algebra H,. associated with an arbitrary pair
(W, h), we expect that its spherical subalgebra B. is a good qunatization of h ®
h* /W. Then Theorem A1 would imply that if B, = R', where B, is simple and
R is a domain, then I' must be a quotient of W.

5. THE CASE OF GENERALIZED WEYL ALGEBRAS

In this section we apply results of the previous one to noncommutative defor-
mations of the Kleinian singularities of type A (as introduced by Hodges [H]),
which are spherical subalgebras of rational Cherednik algebras associated with
the pair a cyclic group and its one dimensional representation. This extensively
studied family of algebras is also known as (classical) generalized Weyl algebras.
Let us recall their definition.

Let v = [[;_,(h — t;) € C[h]. Then the algebra A(v) is generated by z,y,h
subject to the relations

ry=v, yr=v(h—-1), hr=xz(h+1), hy=y(h—1).

If deg(v) = 1, then A(v) is isomorphic to the first Weyl algebra A; (C). Recall also
that if v = [[I, (b + L), then A(v) can be identified with the fixed ring of the
Weyl algebra A;(C) under the natural action of the cyclic group of order n. On
the other hand, when deg(v) = 2 algebras A(v) correspond to central quotients
of the enveloping algebra U(sly). We next recall that algebra A(v) is simple if
and only if roots of v differ by non-integers.

It was observed by Smith [S] that a countable family of primitive quotients
of U(sly) can be realized as Z/27Z-fixed rings of algebras of differential operators
on singular algebraic curves Spec(Clz, 2]/(2? — ™)), where m > 1 is odd. On
the other hand, it follows from our earlier result [T'3] that the first Weyl algebra
(in fact any n-th Weyl algebra) cannnot be a nontrivial fixed ring of a domain.
Naturally, one wonders which other generalized Weyl algebras can be realized as
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nontrivial fixed rings. Some sufficient conditions for a generalized Weyl algebra
to be a nontrivial fixed ring of another generalised Weyl algebra were obtained
in [JW], [GW].

Our next result fully solves the inverse Galois problem for simple generalized
Weyl algebras. To state it we need to introduce certain class of algebras which
incorporates generalized Weyl algebras, as well as rings of differential operators
on singular affine curves Spec(Clz, x]/(z! — 2™)) with m =1 mod I.

Let v € C[h] and I, m be coprime natural numbers. Then we have a derivation
(the Euler vector field) D on the ring O = Clx, z]/(2' — 2™) defined as follows

D(z) =2,D(z) = ?z
Putting [h, —] = D we can define the semi-direct product algebra A = C[h] x O.
Put y = 27 'v considered as an element of A[z~!] = C[h] x O[z~!]. Then the
subalgebra generated by A and y is denoted by AL™. Clearly, A(v) is a subalgebra
of AL™_ Moreover, Z/I7Z = (o) acts on AY™ by

o(z) =&z,0(x) =z,0(h) =h,
where ¢ is a primitive [-th root of unity.

Theorem 5.1. Let A(v) be simple with deg(v) = n. If A(v) = R" with R a
C-domain and I a finite group of C-algebra automorphisms of R, then I must be
a quotient of Z/nZ. Let T' = Z/IZ,l|n. Then A(v) = R" for some domain R if
and only if the set of images of roots of v in C/7Z is closed under the shift by 1/1.
In this case R = ALY™ for some m =1 mod I.

Proof. We know by Theorem [A.Ilthat R must be a Harish-Chandra A(v)-bimodule.
Since A(v)[z™!] can be identified with D(C[z,2™]), it follows from [[T3], Theo-
rem 1] that there exists a an affine variety Y and a [-Galois covering

Y — SpecClz, 27! = C*,

so that we have a I'-equivariant isomorphism R[z~!] = D(Y). So, Y = C* and
' must be a cyclic group. Let [ = |T'|. Therefore, R[z~'] = D(Cl[w,w™']), and
w! = x with I' = {¢) acting on w by the multiplication by &, where £ is a primitive
I-th Toot of unity. A similar statement holds for R[y~!]. We may write w = 22
for some k > 0,z € R. So, 2! = 2™ for some m > 0 so that m = 1 mod [ and
0(z) = £z. Denote by B the subalgebra of R generated by A(v) and z. We claim
that B = R. Indeed, T' acts faithfully on B. Therefore, B[z™'] = R[z™!] and
Bly™'1= Rly~!]. Put M = R/B. then M is an A(v)-module such that M[z~!] =
0 and M[y~'] = 0. This easily implies that M must be a finite dimensional
A(v)-module. Since A(v) admits no nonzero finite dimensional modules (as it is
simple), it follows that M = 0, hence B = R. Next, we may and will identify
R = B with Al™ inside the algebra

Rlz7Y = C[h] x C[z, 2z, 27']/(z' — 2™).
Thus, it remains to establish when does the equality (AL™)7 = A(v) hold.
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Put for simplicity A = A(v). So, 21 Az C A. Recall that zhz™' = h— 2. Tt is

well-known and easy to check that 2™y™ = vl where vl = []'-) v(h — ) So,
y" = "0, Hence

Zl—lynz _ x_nzl(z 1l ) _ xm_"v[n}(h + %)

Take n =m + 1. Then

-1, m4+1, _ —1, [m+1 m

Ayl y = M (p 4 5)

Now recall that we have a standard Z-grading on A[z~!] defined as follows:
deg(z) =1 and deg(h) = 0. Since the element o™ (h + Z) has degree -1, it
follows that this element must equal to ya for some a € C[h]. Hence v™+!(h+ )
divides v. Write v =[], (h — tx). Thus, since roots of v differ by non-integers, it
follows that for each root ¢, there exists another root ¢/, such that

m
tk’_thT_'_ia 1 € 7.

Hence the set of images of roots of v in C/Z is closed under the shift by 7, as
desired.

Now, we assume that the set of images of roots of v in C/Z is closed under the
shift by } and show that (A,™)7 = A for m > 0. For simplicity we assume that
[ = 2, the general case is similar. Assume m is given so that for any root ¢ of v,
there exists another root ' of v, so that t —¢' = £ for some odd ¢ with |i| < m. We
claim that (A%>™)7 = A. We need to show that zA?™z C A, for which it suffices
to check that zy*z € A for all k. Indeed, recall that

2yfz = a7 FrmylEl(h 4 %)

Thus, we only need to consider the case when k > m + 1. It suffices to see that
vlFl(h + &) is a multiple of vlF=™ Note that roots of v/*=™! are of the form j + ¢,
where ¢ is a root of v and j < k —m. Write t = ¢/ + p/2 with h(t') = 0 and odd
p with |p| < m. Then

) = 4 (o m)2) =0,

and we are done. U

okt +

Remark 5.1. We assume again that A(v) is simple. It was observed by Hodges
[H] that A(v') is Morita equivalent to A(v) if roots of v" are integer translates of
roots of v. Next we recall a result by Jordan and Wells [JW] describing the fixed
ring of A(v) under the natural diagonal action of a cyclic group. Namely, Z/IZ
acts diagonally on A(v) by

o(z) =&z, o(y) =&y, o(h)=h,
where £ is a primitive [-th root of unity. Then the cooresponding fixed ring

A(v)' is isomomrphic to A(v'), where v' = [['—{ v(h +4/1). Now, Theorem [5.1]
can be reformulated as follows: A simple ring A(v) is a fixed ring of a domain
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R under a finite subgroup of automorphisms G if and only if A(v) is Morita
equivalent to A(v')%/"% for some v’ (under the diagonal action of Z/IZ on A(v'))
and G =2 Z/IZ.

6. THE CASE OF QUANTUM TORI

Recall that given ¢ € C*, then the corresponding quantum torus, to be denoted
by A,, is defined as a C-algebra with generators x,y and their inverses !, y~*
with the relation zy = qyx. An n-dimensional quantum torus is defines as follows:

Al =) A,
i=1
It is natural to ask whether the natural homomorphism
Aut(A}) — Pic(A7)

is surjective. It was proved to be the case for a quantum torus by Berest, Ramados
and Tang [BRT]. Their proof is based on the description of isomorphism classes
of ideals of A,. We generalize this result for n-dimensinal quantum tori. An
upshot of our proof (already for n = 1 case) is that it does not rely on any facts
about ideals in A7,

In what follows, given an automorphism ¢ € Aut(A), by A, we denote A
viewed as a A-bimodule with the usual left action and the right action twisted

by ¢.

Theorem 6.1. Let A} be an n-dimensional quantum torus with q not a root of
unity. Then the natural map Aut(Ay)/Inn(Ay) — Pic(A7) is an isomorphism.

Proof. We put A = A, for simplicity. Let M be an invertible A-bimodule. We
need to show that M = A as a left A-module. Let S C C be a finitely generated
ring over which A, M are defined and M is still an invertible bimodule over S.
We show that My = Ay as left modules for all base changes S — k, where k is
a finite field and char(k) = p > 0. Let k be a finite field, so ¢ (the image of ¢ in
k) is an [-root of unity, for some [. Then it is well-known that the center of Ay,
which we denote by Zy, is isomophic to the ring of Laurent polynomials:

Zk = k[xitl> e ax;tla yitla e ’y;tl].
The corresponding Poisson bracket on Zy is given as follows:
{ahy} = oylatyy,  {aiai} = {yi.y;} = 0.
Since My is an invertible bimodule, it follows from a standard argument that its
support on Spec(Zx ®k Zx) must be a graph of an automorphism ¢ € Aut(Zy).
Moreover ¢ must preserve the Poisson bracket on Zy. Next we check that there

exists 1 € Aut(Ag) such that ¢|z = ¢. Recall that by P Aut(Zyx) we denote the
group of automorphisms of Zy preserving the Poisson bracket. It is well-known
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and easy to prove that P Aut(Zyx) = Sp(2n,Z). As Sp(2n,Z) also acts on A by
automorphisms, we can now easily conclude that there exists

Y € Sp(2n,Z) < Aut(Ay),

such that 1|z = ¢. Then (Ax)y and My have the same support. Now, since the
restriction homomorphism

Pic(Ax) — Aut(Z)

is injective (by Lemma [6]), it follows that My = (Ax),. Hence M = Ay as left
modules.

Since M € Pic(A), we may assume that M is a left ideal in A (as a left module)
(see for example [[BEG], Lemma 3]) . We need to show that it is a principal ideal.
Assume that this is not the case. Then gr(M) is not a principal ideal in gr(A).
Then for any p > 0, there exists a base change S — k with char(k) = p,
such that gr(My) is not principal in gr(Ay), so My is not isomorphic to Ay, a
contradiction. U

The next result solves the inverse Galois problem for quantum tori.

Theorem 6.2. Let ¢ € C* be a non-root of unity. Let A, = R, where R is a
C-domain and G is a finite subgroup of C-automorphisms of R. Then R = Ay
for some ¢’ € C*.

Just as for the analogous result for spherical subalgebras of rational Cherednik
algebras, the proof of Theorem crucially utilizes Harich-Chandra bimodules
over A,. We recall their definition next. In what follows, given a € A* and an
A-bimodule M, we denote by Ad(a) € End(M) the cojugation by a.

Definition 6.1. Let M be a A,-bimodule. Then M is a Harish-Chandra bimod-
ule if Ad(x), Ad(y) act semi-simply on M.

We also need the following result from algebraic number theory, which is a
special case of theorem of A. Perucca [P].

Lemma 6.1. [[EW], Corollary A.2] Let S C C be a finitely generated ring. Let
0 # q € S,d € N. Then there exists infinitely many base changes x : S — Kk,
where k is a finite field and x(q) is a root of unity of order coprime to d.

Proof of Theorem[6.2. Once again, we put A, = A. The proof goes along the
lines of the proof of Theorem [4.I. We may assume that G is a simple group. The
first step is to show that R is a Harish-Chandra A-bimodule. Let v € A, since R
is a finite left A-module, we may write

vt = Zhivi, h; € A.
i<n
Let m be the largest degree of y,y~! in h;. Let k = |G|!. Then we show that

[T Ad(@) ¢ =0,

il <mk
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which implies that v is a sum of eigenvectors of Ad(z). Repeating the same
argument for Ad(y) gives that R is a Harich-Chandra bimidule. Let S C C be a
large enough finitely generated ring over which everything is defined containing
|G|-th primitive roots of unity and ¢'/* € S,k < m|G|. Localizing S if necessary
and using Lemma [6.1] it suffices to show the above equality holds in any base
change S — k, where k is a finite field of large enough characteristic, such that
g (the image of ¢ in k) is a root of unity of order coprime to |G|.

Indeed, we know that (just as in the proof of Theorem [4.1]) given a base change
S — k such that ¢ (the image of ¢ in k) is a root of unity, then Ay is an Azumaya
algebra, the restriction map Spec(Z(Rx)) — Spec(Z(Ag)) is a G-Galois etale
covering, and

Ry = Ay ®z(a,) Z(Rx).

But Spec Z(Ax) = Af x A, and it is well-known that any connected p’-etale
covering of Ay x Ay must be isomorphic to Ay x Aj. Therefore, we can conclude
that

Spec(Z(Ry)) = |_|X

where X; = A} x Aj and the etale coverings X; — A} x A} are given in terms
a b ) be viewed as ho-
0 C;
momorphisms A; : Z* — Z?. Then Z?/Im(A;) is isomorphic to the etale Galois
group of the above covering. In particular, det(A;) must divide |G|. Also, without
loss generality, absolute values of all entries of A; are bounded by |G]|.

So, we have

of coordinates by (z,w) — (z%w’, w). Let A; =

Z(Rk) = Heik[zi’wi’zi_l’wi_lL

where e; are pairwise orthogonal idempotents » . e; = 1, and

b; l

a; _ ci 10
Zp W =x, Wy =Y

with a;c; dividing |G|. Next, we show that Ry must be a product of quantum
tori, and hence cannot contain any notrivial nilpotent elements. Write

1 =ta;c; + t;l, ti, t; € 7.

Now put

te;, —tb; b tia;,
fi — 551' zyi 1zi17 gl — yil zwil.

Then
_rl

l

Now it follows that f;, g; generate e; Ry, so
Ry = H eik(fi, 9:)-

In particular, Ry has no nozero nilpotent elements. We have that Ad(z)(g;) =
g"/%. Next, we claim that the degree of g;, g, ' in e;0 is at most n|G|. Indeed, we
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have e, 0" = Y e;a;0° in k(f;, g:), and the degree of e;a; in z, 271 is at most n,
hence its degree is at most n|G| in f;, f;' which implies the desired result. Now
it follows that for all 7, we have

[T (Ad(z) = @/*)(ew) = 0.
j<n|G
So,
[T Ad@) —a")@) =0, k=|G].
j<nk
This completes the proof that R a Harish-Chandra bimodule over A.

Next, we claim that Ry has no nontrivial idempotents. Indeed, let e € Ry
be an idempotent. Since Ry has no nonzero nilpotent elements then given any
Z-grading of Ry, then e must have degree 0. Let X C C* denote the subgroup
of weights of R with respect to Ad(z). Clearly X is finitely generated. Then
any homomorphism x : X — Z induces a Z-grading on R. Thus, by varying
characters y € Hom(X,Z) and considering the corresponding Z-gradings on
Ry (so deg R* = x(«)) (and replacing Ad(x) by Ad(y)) we may conclude that
e must belong to R, where R’ is a subring of R spanned by eigenvectors of
Ad(z), Ad(y) whose eigenvalues are roots of unity. Clearly R’ is ['-invariant and
RNR=R"=S,s0 R = 8. It follows that e € k. Thus G must be a quotient
of the etale fundamental group of Spec(Z(Ax)) = Aj x A}, so G = (o) a cyclic
group of a prime order [.

Next, we remark that any proper G-invariant subring B < R strictly containing
A must equal to R. Indeed, since B® = A, we may argue just as we did above
for R and conclude that Z(By) is a subring of Z(Ry), Bx = A; ®za,) Z(Rx) and
Spec(Z(By)) — Spec Z(A;) is a G-Galois etale covering. Thus, Z(Bx) = Z(Rx)
and hence By = Rx. So, B = R as desired.

Let £ be a primitive [-th root of unity. Let z € R be a common eigenvector of
Ad(z), Ad(y), with eigenvalues «, 3, respectively, such that o(z) = z. Then

-1
A+ P A
=0

is a I-invariant subring of R, thus it must equal R. We have that z! = z"y™ for
some n,m € Z. As x (or y) can be replaced by any x%y® with (a,b) = 1, we may
assume without loss of generality that 2! = z". So, zza~! = 1z, where ' = 1.
Also, (I,n) = 1 as R is a domain. Let an = bl + 1 for a,b € Z. Put t = z%27°.
Then t' = cx,t" = dz for some c,d € C*. Therefore, R is generated by ¢,y and
yty~! = ¢'t for some ¢’ € C*. Hence R is a quantum torus, as desired.

O
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