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TENSOR K-MATRICES FOR QUANTUM SYMMETRIC PAIRS
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ABSTRACT. Let g be a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra, Ug(g) its quantum
group, and Uy (¢) < Uq(g) a quantum symmetric pair subalgebra determined by
a Lie algebra automorphism 6. We introduce a category Wy of weight Uq(¥)-
modules, which is acted on by the category of weight Ug(g)-modules via tensor
products. We construct a universal tensor K-matrix K (that is, a solution of
a reflection equation) in a completion of Ug() ® Uq(g). This yields a natural
operator on any tensor product M ®V', where M € Wy and V € Oy, i.e., Visa
Uq(g)-module in category O satisfying an integrability property determined by
6. Canonically, Wy is equipped with a structure of a bimodule category over Og
and the action of K is encoded by a new categorical structure, which we call a
boundary structure on Wy. This generalizes a result of Kolb which describes a
braided module structure on finite-dimensional Uy (€)-modules when g is finite-
dimensional.

We apply our construction to the case where g is an affine Lie algebra, pro-
viding the most comprehensive universal framework to date for trigonometric
K-matrices. In this case we obtain a formal tensor K-matrix valued in the
endomorphisms of the tensor product of any module in Wy and any finite-
dimensional module over the corresponding quantum affine algebra. This for-
mal series can be normalized to a trigonometric K-matrix if the factors in
the tensor product are both finite-dimensional irreducible modules over the
quantum affine algebra.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1.  The reflection equation was introduced by Cherednik [Che84] and Sklyanin
[SkI88] in the context of quantum integrable systems with compatible boundary
conditions. The underlying algebraic theory was outlined by Sklyanin and Kulish in
[KS92]. In [AV22a] we proved that the Drinfeld-Jimbo quantum group U, (g), where
g is a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra, is a natural source of solutions, which
are referred to as K-matrices, of a generalized version of the reflection equation,
introduced by Cherednik [Che92].

Our result is a generalization of previous constructions by Bao and Wang [BW18b)
and Balagovié¢ and Kolb [BK19]. In particular, it relies on a more refined initial da-
tum, which is essential for extending the theory to arbitrary quantum Kac-Moody
algebras, and subsequently to finite-dimensional modules over quantum affine alge-
bras in [AV22b].

In [SkI88], Sklyanin observed that a K-matrix on a vector space V could be
promoted to a solution of the reflection equation acting on a larger tensor product.
This is achieved by left- and right-multiplying the initial K-matrix with suitable
R-matrices, i.e., solutions of the Yang-Baxter equation. In this paper, we apply
this principle to the universal K-matrices obtained in [AV22a], leading to a natural
construction of tensor K-matrices. This is a generalization of the result of Kolb
[Kol20] for quantum groups of finite type. In the case of quantum affine algebras,
this yields (a family of) trigonometric tensor K-matrices on any tensor product of
irreducible finite-dimensional representations.

1.2. The universal K-matrices constructed in [AV22a] for the quantum Kac-Moody
algebra U,(g) depend on two data. The first one is a quantum symmetric pair
subalgebra, i.e., a right coideal subalgebra U,(t) < U,(g), which quantizes a
(pseudo-)fixed-point Lie subalgebra with respect to a (pseudo-)involution 6 of the
second kind [Let02, Koll4, RV22, AV22a]. We refer to U, (£) as a QSP subalgebra.
The second one is a distinguished algebra automorphism ¢ of U,(g), which is es-
sentially determined by U, (¥), see [AV22a]. We refer to it as a twist automorphism.

For any such pair (U, (%), %), we construct an operator K on U,(g)-modules in
category O, which satisfies the twisted reflection equation®

RV (1®K) R - (K®1)=(K®1) Ry -(1®K)-R, (1.1)

where R is the universal R-matrix of U,(g). Moreover, K satisfies the QSP inter-
twining equation

K- b=9y0) K (1.2)
where b € U,(¢). In fact, K is obtained as the unique solution of (1.2) among
operators with a prescribed form. This is consistent with the examples of explicit
K-matrices provided in [MN98, DG02, DM03].

More precisely, every universal K-matrix obtained in [AV22a] is eventually built
out of the quasi-K-matrix YT, an operator originally introduced in [BW18b] as a
canonical solution of a certain QSP intertwining equation for a QSP subalgebra of
U,(sly) and generalized in [BK19, AV22a] to almost arbitrary? QSP subalgebras

1We use the shorthand notations R¥ = (¢ ® id)(R), and R¥¥ = (¢ @ ¥)(R).
2There is a natural constraint on 6 extending to a map on the extended weight lattice, which
is automatically satisfied for g of finite and affine type, see [Kol14, AV22a].
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of Uy(g). Although it may appear different at first, this equation reduces to the
form (1.2) after a simple algebraic manipulation. Relying on this observation, we
prove in [AV22a] that T satisfies a generalized reflection equation of the form (1.1).
In contrast with Balagovi¢ and Kolb’s universal K-matrix Kgx [BK19] defined in
finite type, T acts on any U,(g)-module in category O.

New K-matrices are then obtained by gauging simultaneously T and its twist
automorphism. Such gauge, however, may lead to convergence issues, which re-
quires to consider a smaller category of U,(g)-modules. For instance, when g is of
finite type, we obtain a family of universal K-matrices whose action interpolates
between that of T on category O modules, and that of Kgk on integrable category
O modules (i.e., finite-dimensional modules).

In the rest of the introduction we will focus on the quasi K-matrix T, and use
1) to denote the twist automorphism corresponding to T.

1.3. In the present paper, we describe a 2-tensor version of the universal K-matrix,
which we denote by K and refer to as a tensor K-matriz. This generalizes the results
from [Kol20] in the same way that the construction of the universal K-matrix given
in [AV22a] generalizes the results from [BK19].

Inspired by Sklyanin’s construction in [Skl88], we define the standard tensor
K-matrix as the operator

K=RY-(1®Y)-R, (1.3)

which a priori acts only on a tensor product of Ugy(g)-modules in category O.

An analogous formula was considered by Kolb in [Kol20] for quantum groups of
finite type, with T replaced by Kgk and ¥ by a diagram automorphism. By direct
inspection, he proved that this datum is supported on Uy(t), i.e.,

K € U, (£)®U,(g) (1.4)

for some completion U, (£)®U,(g) of U,(¥) ® U,(g). The upshot is that K acts on
any tensor product of the form M ® V with M and V finite-dimensional modules
over U,(€) and U,(g), respectively.* Combined with the QSP intertwining and
coproduct identities naturally satisfied by K, the support property amounts to a
concise categorical statement. Let M and C be the categories of finite-dimensional
modules over U, (¢) and Uy(g), respectively. Owing to the coideal property, M is
a (right) module category over C. Then, the action of K is easily seen to define a
braided module structure* on M over C.
For arbitrary g, however, this fails, since twisting by v does not preserve O.

1.4. We develop instead an alternative approach to the support condition (1.4),
which is based on the following. It is easily checked that Ad(Y) is not® an auto-
morphism of Uy(g), but it does act on Ugy() as the restriction of ¥ € Autaig(Uqy(g))-

3In contrast with our construction, the tensor K-matrix constructed by Kolb does not act on
a tensor product of non-integrable category O modules, e.g., Verma modules.

More precisely, in order to have a genuine braided module structure, for certain QSP subalge-
bras, C needs to be a Z/2Z-equivariantization of the category of finite-dimensional Uq(g)-modules
[Kol20, Sec. 3.2].

5In the same way, Ad(R) is not an automorphism of Uy (g)®?, although it preserves the subal-
gebra A(Uq(g)), acting as the simple transposition of tensor factors.
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Instead, let & be the completion of U,(g) with respect to category O modules.’
By [ATL24], U,(g) embeds in &. Since T € &, Ad(Y) can be thought of as an en-
domorphism of &, which does not preserve U,(g). Then we consider the subalgebra

Be = {z e Uy(g) | (€ ®id)(A(x)) = A2)},
where
E:=Ad(Y) Loy
and the identity (®id)(A(z)) = A(z) is to be understood in completion of U, (g)®?
with respect to category O. Note that an automorphism similar to £ was considered
in [KY20] and shown to exist for Nichols algebras of diagonal type.

By definition, B is the maximal coideal subalgebra contained in the fixed-point
subalgebra Uy, (g)*. Moreover, U,(¢) S Be by (1.2). It readily follows from (1.1)
that K belongs to a completion of B¢ ® U,(g). Finally, we prove that U,(¢) has the
same maximality property of By, i.e.,

U, (t) = Be. (1.5)

The proof relies on three ingredients: the study of the classical limit of T, carried
out in Section 4, the maximality property of U,(¢) proved by Kolb in [Koll4], and
the Twasawa decomposition of g with respect to any pseudo-fixed-point subalgebra
¢, established by the second author and Regelskis in [RV22].

From (1.5), we obtain (1.4) as follows. We consider a full subcategory Wy <
Mod(U, (%)) whose objects are called QSP weight modules, see [BW18a, Wa24] for
similar constructions.” Then, we prove that K naturally acts on any tensor product
M ® V, where M € Wy and V belongs to a full subcategory® of O satisfying an
integrability property dictated by U, (#).

1.5.  Let g be an affine Kac-Moody algebra. In [AV22b], we proved that the action
of the quasi-K-matrix T descends to finite—dimensional U,(g’)-modules, and induces
trigonometric K-matrices on any irreducible module. In Section 6 we extend this
results to tensor K-matrices. Specifically, we observe that the action of K descends
to tensor products of the form M ® V with M € Wy and V a finite-dimensional
Uq(g)-module. Then we consider the full subcategory Cg = Wy whose objects are
finite-dimensional. By (1.3), we obtain trigonometric tensor K-matrices whenever
V is irreducible and M € Cyp is the restriction of an irreducible U, (g)-module.

Following [AV22b], we actually obtain trigonometric tensor K-matrices whenever
M ®V € Cy is generically irreducible. However, it is unclear whether this would
produce new examples of trigonometric tensor K-matrices other than those obtained
by restrictions. For instance, when U,(g') = Uq(g[g) and Uy () is the g-Onsager
algebra, i.e., the QSP subalgebra corresponding to the Chevalley involution, Ito
and Terwilliger proved that every irreducible object in Cy is obtained by restriction
of an irreducible U, (g')-module [IT09]. Thus, a posteriori, in this case we obtain a

6¢ is the algebra of endomorphisms of the forgetful functor from category O modules to vector
spaces, see Section 2.4.

7Up to twisting by an automorphism of U,(£), any finite-dimensional Uy, (¢)-module lies in
Wpy. However, even in finite type, this category is significantly larger than the category of finite-
dimensional Ug(¢)-modules considered in [Kol20].

8We denote this category by Ox_int- Its objects are modules in category O whose restriction
to Uq(gx) is integrable, where (X, 7) is the generalized Satake diagram associated to 6.
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trigonometric K-matrix on any tensor product M ®V with M irreducible in Cy. For
other affine quantum symmetric pairs, however, the problem is completely open.

1.6. The tensor K-matrix allows us to address several open problems in the repre-
sentation theory of affine quantum symmetric pairs with applications to quantum
integrable systems with two boundaries. Below, we provide a brief overview, which
will be the focus of forthcoming works.

1.6.1. An important application of the universal formalism of transfer matrices
built out of R-matrices is the study of g-characters for finite-dimensional modules of
quantum affine algebras Uy(g’) [FR99, FMO1]. In the original setting one considers
the grading-shifted universal R-matrix of a quantum affine algebra U,(g'), and
evaluates only one factor on a finite-dimensional representation V' of U,(g’). By
taking the trace, one obtains a formal series ty (z) valued in the quantum Borel
subalgebra U, (b%) < U,(g). From the Yang-Baxter equation, it readily follows
that [ty (2),tw (2")] = 0.

For the tensor K-matrix, we obtain an analogous result by applying Sklyanin’s
formalism of two-boundary transfer matrices [Skl88]. This involves a correction of
the universal tensor K-matrix of an affine quantum symmetric pair U, (¢) < U,(g’)
by fixing a dual QSP subalgebra, associated to the opposite boundary and hence
by nature a left coideal subalgebra. Through evaluation of the second factor on V'
and taking the trace, we obtain a family of commuting series by () valued in Uy (¥),
and a morphisms of rings

[Modss(Uy (g'))] —2— Uq(®)

where [Mod(U,(g'))] is the Grothendieck ring. It is natural to expect that b ex-
tends to a boundary analogue of the g-character map, providing a refined tool for
the finite-dimensional representation theory of U,(g’). This requires the compo-
sition with an Harish-Chandra map associated to a Drinfeld (loop) presentation
of U,(€), which was recently found by Lu, Wang and Zhang for all restrictable’
quasi-split types in [LW21, Zh22, LWZ23a, LWZ23b].

For split types, Li and Przezdziecki consider instead an opposite g-character map

[Modra(Uy (£))] —— Uq(Lb)

where LG c ¢’ is the loop Cartan subalgebra [Prz24, LP24]. This is a module map,
directly defined in terms of the spectra of the abelian loop generators of U, (£). We
expect that even this version can be obtained as above, by evaluating the first factor
of the corrected universal tensor K-matrix on finite-dimensional U, (£)-modules.

1.6.2. A representation-theoretic approach to Baxter Q-operators for quantum
integrable systems and their functional relations was first set out in the 1990s
[BLZ, AF97], by evaluating one leg of the universal R-matrix on a certain infinite-
dimensional module of U, (b™) called asymptotic representation, and taking a trace.
In [HJ12, FH15] the corresponding representation theory of U,(b*) was developed,
an approach to Baxter’s functional relations was established (for all untwisted quan-
tum affine algebras) and a conjecture from [FR99] about expressions of the eigen-
values of transfer matrices in terms of g-characters was proved.

9This means that the affine node is fixed by the diagram involution 7 associated to the QSP
subalgebra.
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In quasi-split type, the tensor K-matrices K considered here lie in a completion
of Uy(8) ® Uy(b™). Hence it is natural to attempt such an approach to functional
relations for QSP subalgebras. Note that trigonometric Baxter Q-operators defined
in the style of Sklyanin’s two-boundary transfer matrices have been considered, ini-
tially in [YNZO06]. The algebraic theory for the special case of the affine quantum
symmetric pair consisting of U, (5A[2) and the augmented g-Onsager algebra is par-
ticularly well-studied, see [BT18, VW20, Ts21]. In [CVW24] this was connected
to the universal K-matrix K residing in a completion of U,(b™) constructed in
[AV22a, AV22D].

1.6.3. Transfer matrices built out of R-matrices are closely related to Yang’s
scattering matrices and hence to the operators appearing in quantum Knizhnik-
Zamolodchikov (KZ) equations. Two-boundary analogues of scattering matrices
and quantum KZ operators built from solutions of Yang-Baxter and reflection equa-
tions were first considered in [Che91, Che92]. In the untwisted case, the general
connection between two-boundary transfer and scattering matrices was given in
[V115]. Solutions of various types for quantum KZ equations with K-matrices com-
ing from QSP subalgebras of U, (sly) were given in [JKKMW, RSV, SV15, HL21].

As mentioned above, the quantum affine algebra U,(g’) has two important cate-
gories of representations: O™ and finite-dimensional modules. In [FR92] quantum
KZ equations built out of R-matrices were connected to a certain intertwiner from
an irreducible object in O™ to shifted tensor products of another irreducible in O
and a finite-dimensional module. We expect that the universal tensor K-matrix of a
QSP algebra U, (¢) < U,(g') will allow for 2-boundary quantum KZ equations to be
related to analogous intertwiners for certain infinite-dimensional Uy (£)-modules and
finite-dimensional U, (g’)-modules, with the construction from [JKKMW] appearing
as a special case. It will also be interesting to connect such constructions to re-
cent works on differential operators (asymptotic Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov-Bernard
operators) defined in terms of classical dynamical r- and k-matrices for symmetric
spaces [RS].

1.6.4. The last application is a universal K-matrix formalism for QSP subalgebras.
In [FRT90], Faddeev, Reshetikhin, and Takhtajan provided an alternative approach
to Drinfeld-Jimbo quantum groups, which is commonly referred to as the R-matrix
(or FRT) formalism. This yields a new presentation given in terms of a fixed matrix
solution of the Yang-Baxter equation. The R-matrix formalism was extended to
quantum affine algebras of classical Lie type in [RSTS90].

More recently, Gautam, Rupert, and Wendlandt provided in [GRW22, RW23] a
unified approach to the R-matrix formalism for U, (g) when g is finite-dimensional,
similar in spirit to the main result of [RSTS90]. They study the R-matrix algebra
Urg arising from the evaluation of the universal R-matrix of U,(g) on an arbitrary
finite-dimensional irreducible representation. Then, they prove that (an extension
of) Uy(g) can be realized as a Hopf quotient of Ug.

Relying on the construction of universal tensor K-matrices, we can extend this
approach to quantum symmetric pairs. Namely, through the evaluation of the
universal tensor K-matrix associated to a quantum symmetric pair subalgebra
Uqg(t) < Ugy(g), we identify U,(€) with a coideal subalgebra Ux < Ug. In the

10T heir results naturally extend to the case of a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra.
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affine case, it is expected to recover and extend the results by Molev, Ragoucy, and
Sorba [MRS] and Chen, Guay, and Ma [CGM].

1.7. Finally, we conclude with some remarks about the algebraic and the categor-
ical frameworks underlying our construction, which we develop in Appendices B
and C, respectively.

The algebraic framework revolves around the notion of a reflection bialgebra,
and it is a natural extension of the notion of a cylindrical bialgebra introduced
in [AV22a]. As the latter could be regarded as a generalization of the original
definition given by tom Dieck and Héring-Oldenburg [tD98, tDHO9S8], and later
by Balagovié¢ and Kolb [BK19], the former is a straightforward adaptation of the
original definitions given by Enriquez [Enr07], and later by Kolb [Kol20]. It also
appears as a special case of a weakly quasitriangular comodule algebra as defined
in [KY20].

Recently, Baseilhac, Gainutdinov and Lemarthe independently proposed this ax-
iomatic scheme for comodule algebras, and applied it to the case of the alternating
central extension A, of the q-Onsager algebra [LBG23, Le23]. Specifically, they
study fusion relations of a certain explicit element of A, ® End(V)[[2]], where V is
an evaluation representation of Uq(g[g), and conjecture that this element is given
by the action of a universal tensor K-matrix for A,. It is natural to expect a con-
nection!! with our results specialized to the q-Onsager algebra.

Our main results are also concisely summarized in terms of the categorical frame-
work developed in Appendix C. Specifically, the action of K yields a boundary
structure on Wy with respect to its bimodule structure over Oy determined by the
coideal property and . Even in finite type, this yields a generalization of the
braided module structure described by Kolb [Kol20].

1.8. Outline. In Section 2 we recall the definition and fundamental properties of
a quantized universal enveloping algebra U,(g) of a Kac-Moody algebra g and its
universal R-matrix. Next, in Section 3 we recall the definition of the subalgebra
U,(¢) and the corresponding universal K-matrix in the general setting determined
by pseudo-involutions of g. The quantum group analogue of the key identity (1.5)
is established in Section 4, see Theorem 4.1, via a maximality property of U,(£)
and by taking a classical limit. To promote this to the existence of the tensor
K-matrix K, in Section 5 we describe the appropriate categories of U, (£)-modules
and U, (g)-modules and operators acting on them; the main result is Theorem 5.6.1.
In Section 6 we give the tensor K-matrix version of our previous work [AV22b] on
K-matrices for finite-dimensional modules of quantum loop algebras.

We describe the general tensor K-matrix formalism for quasitriangular bialgebras
in Appendix B. In Appendix C the corresponding categorical-topological framework
is developed, resulting in the notion of a boundary bimodule category, which gives
rise to actions of cylindrical braid groupoids on tensor products.

HThe comparison is subtle because in [LBG23, Le23| a twist automorphism is used which is
a priori inaccessible for the q-Onsager algebra in our framework: 1) = w o 7 with 7 the nontrivial
diagram automorphism. This obstacle can be resolved by noting that in ¢bid. only modules V are
considered where T acts as conjugation by an antidiagonal matrix in any basis of V' consisting of
Uyq(sl2)-weight vectors.
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2. QUANTUM KAC-MOODY ALGEBRAS

Throughout this paper we will make use of the following notation, for any k-
linear space V:

X = (E@id)(X), X5 =(Xu, and X% =(£©X)

for any X € V® V and k-linear map £ : V' — V. Here the field k£ should be clear
from the context.

Also, given a lattice A whose Z-basis is clear from the context, we shall denote
its non-negative part by A*.

2.1. Kac-Moody algebras. Let g be the Kac-Moody algebra defined over!? C in
terms of a symmetrizable generalized Cartan matrix A = (a;;); jer [Kac90]. Let
h c g be the Cartan subalgebra. Denoting the simple roots by «; and the simple
coroots by h; (i € T), we consider the root and coroot lattices:

Q = Spy{a;|ie I} < b*, QY =Spy{hiliel} ch.
Let & — Q be the root system and @ < Q* the positive subsystem. Finally, set
g =[g.g]andh’ =hng =Q"®:C.
Let (-,-) be the invariant bilinear form on g depending on the choice of a linear
complement b” of b’ in h. We shall choose a basis {d1, ..., dcork(a)} of b” such that

a;(d.)eZforallie I, 1 <r < cork(A). Now consider the extended coroot lattice
and the weight lattice, respectively given by

cork(A)
evxt=Qv(—B<—Ddech and P={\eb* | MQL) c Z}.
k=1
The bilinear form on h* dual to (-,-) will be denoted by the same symbol. Note
that the restriction of this to P x P takes values in %Z for some m € Z~.

2.2. Drinfeld-Jimbo quantum groups. Denote by F the algebraic closure of
C(q) where ¢ is an indeterminate.'® Fix non-negative integers {e; | i € I'} such that
the matrix (€;ai;)i jer is symmetric and set ¢; = ¢“. The quantum Kac-Moody
algebra [Dri86, Jim85] associated to g is the unital associative algebra U, (g) defined
over IF with generators E; and F; (i € I), and K}, (h € QY;) subject to the following
defining relations:

KnKp = Kp i, Ky =1,
KnE; = ¢“WEK,, — KyF;=q *“"FK,,
K;—K;*
(B, ] = 0ij———1,

for any 4,5 € I and h,h’ € QY., where K;—rl = Kyc,h,, together with the quantum

ext’

Serre relations (see e.g., [Lus94, Cor. 33.1.5])
Serre;;(E;, Ej) = Serre;;(F;, F;) =0 for all i # j

120r over any algebraically closed field of characteristic zero.
13The results of this paper are also valid for F = C and g € C*not a root of unity.
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where Serre;; denotes the following polynomial in two noncommuting variables:

1—a;;
1 —ag 3
Serre;j(x,y) = Z (_1)n( T”J) Py
q

r=0

k3

with the g-deformed binomial coefficient defined in e.g., [Lus94, 1.3.3].

We consider the Hopf algebra structure on U,(g) uniquely determined by the
following coproduct formulae

AE)=E®1+K,®QFE;, A(F) :E®Ki_1 +1Q®F;, A(Kp) =K,Q® Ky,

for any i € I and h € QY. Let w: Uy(g) — Uqy(g)*P be the Chevalley involution

w(Kp) = K_pn, w(B)=-F, wf)=—E. (2.1)

for any i € I and h € Q.

We denote by U, ('), Uy(n™), and U,(n~) the subalgebras generated by the
elements {K;—rl}ig, {Ei}ier and {F;},cr, respectively. We set Uy(g') = Ug(n™) -
Uy() - Uy(n™) and U, (b%) = U,(n%) - U,(h), where U,(h) is the commutative
subalgebra generated by Kjp, h € QY;. The adjoint action of the K} induces
a grading by the monoids +Q* on the subalgebras U,(n*), respectively, and we
denote by U, (ni)ﬂa the component of degree +, for S € Qt.

2.3. Categories of U,(g)-modules. If V is an U, (h)-module and i € P, we denote
the corresponding weight space of V' by

V,={veV|VheQl, Knv=g"Muv}.

A U,y(g)-module V is
C1) a (type 1) weight module if V = @ ,cp Vii;

(C1)
(C2) integrable if it is a weight module, and the elements {E;, F;};c; act locally
nilpotently;'4

(C3) in category O if it is a weight module, and the action of U,(n™) is locally
finite.!®

We denote by W, O, O the full subcategories of weight, category O, integrable
category O modules in Mod(U,(g)), respectively. The category W is only tensor,
while the category O is braided, see [Dri86, Lus94]. The category Oint is a semisim-
ple braided subcategory of O, whose simple modules are classified by dominant
integral weights [Lus94, Thm 6.2.2, Cor. 6.2.3].

Finally, let Z < I be any subset and U, (gz) < U,(g) the subalgebra generated by
{E;, F;, K;—rl}l-ez. We denote by Oz.int € O the full subcategory of modules whose
restriction to U,(gz) is integrable. In particular, Og.int = O and Opint = Oint.

MThis implies that V is completely reducible as a (possibly infinite) direct sum of simple
finite—dimensional modules over the subalgebra generated by FEj;, Kiil, F;, for each 1 € I.

15This implies in particular that, for any v € V, Uq (n*)ﬁv = 0 for all but finitely many 8 € Q*.
Therefore, O coincides with the category C" used in [Lus94, Sec. 3.4.7].
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2.4. Completions. Let A be an algebra, C < Mod(A4) a (full) subcategory, and
End(f,) the algebra of endomorphisms of the forgetful functor f,: C — Vect. By
definition, an element of End(f,) is a collection

¢ = {pvivece | [ End(V)
VeC
which is natural, i.e., such that fopy = pw o f forany f:V — W in C. The
action of A on any V' € C yields a morphism of algebras A — End(f,), and factors
through the action of End(f;) on V. We refer to End(f,) as the completion of A with
respect to the category C. If A is a bialgebra and C is closed under tensor products,
the completion End(f;) is naturally endowed with a cosimplicial structure, see, e.g.,
[Dav07, ATL19].
For any subcategory C’ = C, there is a canonical morphism

given by the restriction to C’. A lift of x € End(f.,) is any element in n~'(z) <
End(f,). Since 7 is in general neither surjective nor injective, a lift may not exist
or be unique. However, in the following, we shall often consider operators whose
action is given in terms of elements of A. Hence, if it exists, the lift is canonical
(see, e.g., Section 2.6). In these cases, we shall make no distinction between an
element and its canonical lift.

2.5. Completions of U,(g)®". We consider various completions of U,(g)®". Namely,
forany Z < T andn > 0, let {7 ; .: (Oz_int)'z" — Vect be the n-fold forgetful functor
given by

it (Vi Vo) = V1@ - @V,
We set " = f%, froe =fr, and f, = fL. .. Similarly, let fh WH” s Vect be
the n-fold forgetful functor with respect to the category of weight U,(g)-modules.
Note that the chain of inclusions Oz € W < Mod(Uy,(g)) induces a chain of
morphisms of algebras U, (g)®" — End(f},) — End(f}.,,). By [ATL24, Thm. 3.1],
U,(g)®" embeds in End(f%,) and therefore in End(f}},).

2.6. The R-matrix. By [Dri86, Lus94], the universal R-matrix of U,(g) is a dis-
tinguished invertible element R € End(f X f), whose action induces a braiding on
the category O. More precisely, R satisfies the intertwining identity in End(f X f)

R-A(z) = A®(z) - R, (2.2)
where z € Uy(g), and the coproduct identities in End(f K f K f)
(A @ Id)(R) = R13 . Rgg and (Id ® A)(R) = R13 . R12, (23)

where A denotes the coproduct and A° = (12) o A. More precisely, the morphisms
A, A°P: End(f) — End(f X f)
are defined as follows. For any f € End(f), we set
A(flvw = fvew and A%®(f)lyw = (12)0 fwegy o (12)

where V,W € O. The morphisms A ® id and id ® A are similarly defined. From
(2.2) and (2.3) it readily follows that R is a solution of the Yang-Baxter equation

Rig - Ri3- Rog = Ra3 - Ri3 - Ryo.
in End(f K f ®f).
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The universal R-matrix arises from the Drinfeld double construction of U,(g) as
the canonical tensor of a Hopf pairing between Uy (b~) and Uy(b™*). More explicitly,

R=C"0
where

o Cle End(f},) is a diagonal operator, acting on a tensor product of weight
spaces V) ® W, as multiplication by g™ | see also Section 5.3;

*O= ZL"EQ+ Op € Uq(“_)®Uq(ﬂ+), where
Ug(n )BU(n*) = [ [U (0 )5 @ V()
B

and O € Uy(n™)_5®@U,y(nT), is the canonical element with respect to the
Hopf pairing.

The element © is commonly referred to as the quasi R-matrix [Lus94, Ch. 4].
Relying on the condition (C3), every element in U, (n™)®U,(n") has a well-defined
and natural action on any tensor product of the form V@ W with V' e Mod(U,(g))
and W € O. More precisely, let f: Mod(Uy(g)) — Vect be the forgetful functor.
Following [ATL24, Sec. 3|, one proves that the canonical map

U, (n")&U,(n*) —— End(f ®)

is an embedding. In particular, © e End(?& f). Since the action of C'* is defined
only on weight modules, it follows that R € End(f,,, Xf). Then, it defines a braiding
on O through the morphism

End(f,, X f) —— End(f?)
induced by the inclusion O c W.

3. QUANTUM SYMMETRIC PAIRS

We recall the definition of quantum symmetric pairs for quantum Kac-Moody
algebras following [Koll4, RV20, AV22a].

3.1. Pseudo-involutions. Let Aut(A) be the group of diagram automorphisms of
the Cartan matrix, i.e., the group of permutations 7 of I such that a;; = a;()-()-
Any 7 € Aut(A) canonically defines an automorphism of g’, given on the generators
by 7(hi) = hr(), T(ei) = e, and 7(fi) = fru). In [KW92, Sec. 4.9], Kac and
Wang describe a procedure (depending on the choice of the subspace §” < ) to
extend a diagram automorphism from b’ to h. Then, we assume that the basis
{d1,...,dco(ay} of b” is chosen in such a way that the Kac-Wang extension of 7
on b preserves the extended root lattice QY and, by duality, the weight lattice P.

Remark 3.1.1. The problem of the existence of a basis of §” compatible with a
given 7 € Aut(A) is discussed in [AV22a, Prop. 3.2] in the case cork(4) = 1. If A is
of affine type, such a basis exists for all 7, see also [Kol14, Prop. 2.12]. v

Let X < I be a subset of indices such that the corresponding Cartan matrix
Ax is of finite type. We denote by gx < g the corresponding semisimple finite-
dimensional Lie subalgebra. Let 7 be an involutive diagram automorphism stabiliz-
ing X such that 7|x = oix, the involutive diagram automorphism of X induced by
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the action of the longest element wx of the Weyl group Wx on Qx. We consider
the Lie algebra automorphism of g given by

0 =Adwx)owor (3.1)

where w denotes the Chevalley involution on g and Ad(w) for w € W is the cor-
responding braid group action realized in terms of triple exponentials. Note that
Ad(wx)? acts on the root space gy (A € Q) as multiplication by (—1)*°x) | with
px the half-sum of the positive coroots associated to gx. Then 6§ fixes gx pointwise
and exchanges positive and negative root spaces not contained in gx. Further, 6
restricts to h as the involutive map —wy o 7; we use the notation 6 also to denote
the map on h* dual to |y, so that 9(ga) = gp(a) for all a € P.

We call 0 a pseudo-involution (of the second kind). The datum (X, 7) can be
recovered from 6 since X = {i € I |6(h;) = h;} and hence we will use the subscript
0 for objects explicitly defined in terms of (X, 7).

Any y € (C*)! may be viewed as a multiplicative character 3 : Q — C* accord-
ing to y(ay;) = y; for i € I. In turn, it gives rise to a Lie algebra automorphism
Ad(y) of g which acts on the root space g, as multiplication by y(a). For y € (C*)!
such that y; = 1 if ¢ € X, consider the following modification of 8, which coincides
with 6 on {gx, h):

¢ =00Ad(y)"" . (3.2)

3.2. Pseudo-fixed-point subalgebras. Let £ = g be the Lie subalgebra gener-
ated by n}, h? and the elements

fi+o(fi) = fi + y:0(fi)
foriel. Wesett =tnyg.
Henceforth we assume that (X, 7) is a generalized Satake diagram, i.e., for all
i,7 € I such that §(c;) = —cy; — a; we have a;; # —1. Further, we assume that, for
alliel,

Yi =Y-) if  (a,0(q)) =0. (3.3)
With these assumptions, the Lie subalgebra £ resembles the fixed-point subalgebra

of an involution in the sense that ¢~ h = h?, see [RV20, RV22, AV22a], and we call
it a pseudo-fixed-point subalgebra.

3.3. Involutions and fixed-point subalgebras. The genuinely involutive case
is described by the following refinement, cf. [Koll4, Sec. 2.4].

Lemma 3.3.1. The following conditions are equivalent:

(1) & is an involution;
(2) yiy,y = (1)*@0%) for all i e I\X;
(3) € is the fived-point subalgebra g?.

Note that condition (2) above implies that «;(p%) € Z whenever i = 7(i) € I\ X,
i.e., (X, 7) is a Satake diagram as defined in [Koll4, Def. 2.3].

Proof of Lemma 5.3.1. Since 6% = Ad(wx )?, by direct inspection, ¢ is an involutive
automorphism if and only if (2) holds. In this case, [Koll4, Lem. 2.8] implies that
t = g®. Conversely, if £ is contained in g® then we must have ¢?(f;) = f; for all
i € I so that ¢? fixes n~ pointwise. Noting that ¢ly = —wx o T is an involution,
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we deduce that ad(f;) annihilates e; — ¢*(e;) € n™ for all 4,5 € I. Using [Kac90,
Lemma 1.5] we conclude that ¢?(e;) = e; for all j € I. Hence ¢ is an involution. [

3.4. Quantum pseudo-involutions. We now describe a convenient algebra auto-
morphism 6, of U, (g) which quantizes §. This is obtained by choosing a lift for each
of the three factors in 6. First, we consider the standard Chevalley involution on
U,(g) given by (2.1). The diagram automorphism 7 extends to an automorphism of
Uqy(g) given on the generators by 7(E;) = E.(;), 7(F;) = Fr(;), and 7(K}) = K ).

The action of the Weyl group operator wx € Wy is lifted to U,(g) as follows. Let
Sx be the braid group operator on integrable category O modules corresponding
to wx [Lus94, Sec. 5]. More precisely, given a reduced expression s;, - - - s;, of wx
in terms of fundamental reflections, one sets Sx = S;, ---5;,, where S; = TJ’-fl in
the notation from [Lus94, 5.2.1]. It follows from the braid relations that Sx is
independent of the chosen reduced expression.

In [AV22a, Sec. 4.9], we introduced a Cartan correction of Sx given by

S@=I€9-SX

Here, k¢ is the operator defined on any weight vector of weight A as multiplication by
q@N):N/24(Nex) with px the half-sum of the positive roots in ®x, the root system
of the finite-dimensional semisimple Lie algebra gx. Thus, Sy can be thought of as
an element of End(fy )

Remark 3.4.1. In [AV22a, Sec. 6.6], we also introduced a Cartan correction of
the universal R-matrix Rx of Uy(gx) given by
Ry = C?.0x € End(f?)
where O is the quasi R-matrix of Uy(gx). Then, by [AV22a, Lemma 6.8],
Ry = (S(-) @Se)ilA(Se) (3.4)
in End(f2,,). v
The operator Sy yields an algebra automorphism Ty = Ad (Sg) of End(fy ),
which preserves U,(g) [AV22a, Lem. 4.3 and 5.2]. Set
Oy =TooworT (3.5)
As an algebra automorphism of Uy (g), 6 is the identity on Uy(gx ), 04(Kn) = Kg(n)
for all h € QY and 0, (Uq(g)x) = Uq(@)a(n) for all X € Q, see, e.g., [AV22a, Sec. 6.7].
We consider the tuple v € (F*)! as a multiplicative character v : Q — F*,

yielding a Hopf algebra automorphism Ad(«) of U,(g) which acts on the root space
go as multiplication by «(a). In analogy with (3.2), we set

¢g =040 Ad('y_l)

so that ¢4 (F;) = v,04(F;).

3.5. QSP subalgebras. Let I' = (F*)! and ¥ < F! be the parameter sets de-
fined in [AV22a, Def. 6.11].. The QSP subalgebra associated to 6 with parame-
ters (v,0) € I' x X is the subalgebra U,(¢) < U,(g) generated by the subalgebra
Uy,(n%) := (E;)jex, the commutative subalgebra U, (h%) := (K}, | h € (Q¥)?), and
the elements elements B; (i € I), given by

B — F; if ie X,
T Bt gg(B) +o K ifig X
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We set Ug(¥') = Uy(€) n Uy(g').

Remarks 3.5.1.

(1) Up to reparametrization, the definition of U,(£) coincides with that given
in [Let02, Koll4], see [AV22a, Rmk. 6.13].

(2) It is known that U, () is a right coideal, i.e., A(U,(8)) < U, (8)®@U,(g), with
the additional property U, (€) n U,(h) = U,(h%); U,(¥') satisfies analogous
properties with respect to U,(g’) and Uy((h')?), see [Koll4, AV22a].

(3) If cork(A) < 1 then U,(¥) = U, (), see [AV22a, Sec. 6.2]. v

3.6. Auxiliary R-matrices. Fix an extension of v : Q — F* to a character
v : P — F*. We consider the diagonal operator v € End(f),) acting on any
weight space V) as multiplication by ~(\). Moreover, one has A(y) = v ® « in
End(f,,, X f),,). Finally, Ad(y) is an algebra automorphism of End(f,,,), which re-
stricts to a Hopf algebra automorphism of U, (g).

For any V € Mod(Uy(g)), and any algebra automorphism 1 : Uy(g) — Uy(g), let
V¥ = ¢*(V) € Mod(U,(g)) be the pullback of V under 1.

Lemma 3.6.1. In the case ¢ = Ad(vy) 0 0,1 = ¢, " the following statements hold.
(1) For any VeW, V¥ eW.

(2) For any V € Ox.int, V¥ is in the opposite parabolic category O, i.e., V¥
is a weight module which is locally finite over Uy(n~) and integrable over

Uq(9x).
(3) For any V,W € O, the operator
J=(¥®7) Re-A(y)"" = Ry € End(f?)
yields an intertwiner
Jyw: (VW)Y - VY P WY,

where ®°P indicates that the action of Uy(g) is given by the opposite coprod-
uct AP,

(4) For any V,W € O, the action of the universal R-matriz on VY QWY is
well-defined and it is given by

Ryuwe = Jyw © (Ra1)vw © (Ja1) vy (3.6)
where (Ro1)vw = (12) o Ry o (12) and (Ja1)vw = (12) o Jwv o (12).
Proof. (1) It is enough to observe that, for any h € Qg, ¥(Kn) = Kgn). Therefore,
VY ew.

(2) Since 8, = Ty ow o7, it is enough to observe that the restriction under 7y
preserves X-integrable category O modules, see e.g., [AV22a, Lemma 5.2].

(3)(4) See [AV22a, Prop. 8.7]. In particular, note that
(Y®7)-Ro = Re - (v®7) = Ro- A7)

since Ry is a weight preserving operator and = is grouplike. (|
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Remark 3.6.2. The identity (3.6) is somewhat surprising. Namely, by (2), the
operator Ry vy« is well-defined whenever V' € Ox_int, since the locally finite action
of U, (n™) guarantees the convergence of ©, see Section 2.6. Instead, it is not clear
a priori why the operator is well-defined even for category O modules which are
not X-integrable. \Y

Proposition 3.6.3.
(1) There is a well-defined operator RY € End(f,,, X f) given by the collection
of maps
RYy = Rywy € End(V @ W)
where Ve W and W € O.

(2) There is a well-defined operator R;pl € End(f X f,,) given by the collection
of maps
(RY)vw = (12) 0 Ry, 0 (12) € End(V @ W)
where V,W € O.
(3) There is a well-defined operator R¥Y € End(f X ) given by the collection of
maps
RYY, = Rywyv € End(V@W)
where V,W € O.

Proof. (1) By 2.6, R € End(f,,, X f). Thus, by Lemma 3.6.1 (1), it follows that
Ry is well-defined and natural in both V and W.

(2) As in (1), it is enough to observe that
(R3))vw = (12) 0 Rypy 0 (12) = (12) 0 Ryywy 0 (12) = (Rat)ywe
and Rg; € End(f X f,,).

(3) It follows readily from Lemma 3.6.1 (3). O

3.7. The quasi K-matrix. The QSP subalgebra U,(¥') gives rise to a family of
basic K-matrices in U,(g), see [AV22a, Thms. 8.8-8.9]. The result stems from the
construction of the quasi K-matrix due to Bao and Wang [BW18b], subsequently
generalized by Balagovi¢ and Kolb in [BK19] to the symmetrizable Kac-Moody
setting. In [AV22a] it was shown that in this construction the parameters (v, o) €
I’ x 3 need not be constrained.

Theorem 3.7.1. [AV22a, Thms. 8.8-8.9] There ezists a unique element Y € End(f)

of the form
T=1+ > TY.e|] U,
pe(@)~° neQr
1170

which satisfies
e the intertwining identity

K-b=9(0) K for all be Uy ('), (3.7)
e the coproduct identity
AK)=J ' 19K -RY - T®]1, (3.8)
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o Cherednik’s generalized reflection equation
Ry -(1®K)-RY - (K®1)=(K®1) R - (1®K) - R, (3.9)

where
Y =Ad(y) o0, ' =¢,", J=Ry, and K=T.

= ¢,
Remarks 3.7.2.

(1) By the weight decomposition of T, one has uY = Yu for any u € Uy(h?).
Thus, the identity (3.7) for Uy (¥') implies the same identity for U, (£) which
appears in [AV22a, Thms. 8.8-8.9].

(2) By Proposition 3.6.3, the identities (3.8) and (3.9) are in End(f X f). v

In [AV22a], we introduced the notion of a cylindrical structure, encoding the
formal properties of the datum (¢, J, K), see Section B.2. Since the action of the
quasi K-matrix is defined at the level of category O modules, the result above can
be rephrased as follows.

Corollary 3.7.3. The datum (¢, J, K) = ( gl,Rg, ) is a cylindrical structure on
Uq(g) defined over O with respect to the QSP subalgebra Uy(¥).

3.8. Gauged K-matrices. In [AV22a, AV22b|, we described a procedure to obtain
new universal solutions of the generalized reflection equation (3.9) by gauging the
quasi K-matrix, see [AV22b, Cor. 3.6].

Proposition 3.8.1. Fiz a subset Z < I. Let Gz be the group of invertible elements
g € End(f,_,,) such that Ad(g) preserves Uy(g) < End(f,,.). For any g € Gz, the
datum (¢, J, K) given by

¢ =Ad(gy)o0;', J=(g®g) Ro-Ag)"" and K=g-T

satisfies the identities (3.7), (3.8), and (3.9). In particular, (¢, J, K) is a cylindrical
structure on Uy(g) defined over Oz iy with respect to the QSP subalgebra Uy(¥).

Proof. Tt is enough to observe that the results of Lemma 3.6.1 and Proposition 3.6.3
remain valid for this choice of ¢ and J, up to replacing f with f, ;.. O

4. THE CLASSICAL LIMIT OF UNIVERSAL K-MATRICES

In this section we discuss specialization. In the formal (h-adic) setting, it is
clear that the specializations below are well-defined. We will use the formalism for
specialization as discussed in [Wa21, Sec. 2.4] via subrings of F defined in terms of
certain Puiseux series. The main result of [Koll4, Sec. 10], characterizing U, (¥') as
the maximal subspace of Uy(g’) whose specialization is U (¥), directly carries over
to this setting.

In this section we rely on this result to characterize U, (¥') as the maximal right
coideal subalgebra of U,(g’) contained in a fixed-point subalgebra determined by
the quasi K-matrix.

4.1. Maximality for QSP subalgebras. We denote by cl(x) the specialization of
x at ¢ = 1 whenever well-defined. Henceforth, we assume that the QSP parameters
(v,0) € T x X are specializable. Note that, unlike in [Koll4], we do not assume
that cl(v;) = 1.
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Note that in Section 3.2 we defined subalgebras ¢ € g and ¥ = ¢ n g’ depending
on a tuple y € (C*)! satisfying (3.3). We recall the following characterization of
Uy(8)'.

Theorem 4.1.1. [Koll4, RV20] The QSP subalgebra U,(¥') < Uy(g') is a mazimal
subspace such that cl(Uy(¢')) = U(¥') with cl(y) = y.

Proof. In the involutive case, we refer to [AV22a, Rmk. 6.13] for the equality be-
tween Uy(¥') and Kolb’s subalgebra Bcs. In this case, the statement is proved in
[Kol14, Thms. 10.8, 10.11]. The proofs of loc. cit. naturally extend to generalized
Satake diagrams, as was pointed out in [RV20]. In the same way, the proofs are
still valid for general specializable v € T', the difference being that the procedure
yields the universal enveloping algebra of a Lie subalgebra ¢ < g’ depending on

y = cl(v). 0

Let (¢, J, K) be as in Proposition 3.8.1. We consider the automorphism of the
completion End(f,,,) given by'®

E=Ad(K) oy =Ad(T) tog! (4.1)
1

q

where we recall ¢! = Ad(vy) o 6, ".

Bt = {x e Uy(g) | (€®id)(A(x)) = Ax)} € Uy(g)*.
One checks that B is a right coideal subalgebra of U,(g’), maximal among all those

contained in U,(g’)*. Hence, the QSP intertwining identity (3.7) implies that the
right coideal subalgebra U, (¥') satisfies U, (¥') = Bt < Uy(g')°.

Then, we consider

Theorem 4.1.2. In fact, we have Uy(¥') = B.

The proof is carried out in Section 4.3. It relies on the classical limit of the
inclusion Uy(¥') € B; and the properties of the classical limit of T

4.2. Classical limit of the quasi K-matrix. We shall now study the classical
limit of Y. Note that cl(6,;) = 6. Since Ad(~y) € Aut,ig(Uq(g)) only depends on the
values =y;, not on the choice of extension of v : Q — F* to a group homomorphism
with domain P, we obtain cl(¢q) = ¢, defined by (3.2) in terms of y = cl(v).
Proposition 4.2.1.

(1) There is a unique element Y =3 g+ Y € [[,cqp+ 0} such that cl(T) =

exp(Y).

(2) For any be ¥, exp(ad(Y))(b) = ¢~ 1(b).

(3) Let a € ®* such that 0(a) # —a. Then Y, = 0.
Proof. (1) The coproduct identity (3.8) reads

A(T)=R;'1®YT-R% -T®1. (4.2)

Since the classical limit of R and Ry is trivial, it follows that cl(Y) € [[,5, U(n"),
is a grouplike element with cl(T)g = 1. Thus its logarithm is well-defined and
primitive.

16T here is a priori no reason why Ug(g) should be Ad(Y)-stable. In fact, it is easy to show
that this is false even for g = sly (see [DK17, Lemma 3.8]).
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(2) The intertwining identity (3.7), viz. T -b = ¢, (b) - T for all be U, (¥), yields
exp(Y) -b-exp(Y) ' =¢1(b) forallbet (4.3)

from which the desired equation readily follows.

(3) First consider an arbitrary element A € Q*\(Q*)~?. By Theorem 3.7.1, T) = 0
and therefore cl(T)y = 0. Since cl(Y) = exp(Y), it follows that

1
> u D Y Y =0 (4.4)
k2177 6y, Bre®™
Bit+...+Br=A
In particular, if & € ®* is a simple root such that 6(a) # —a, then for A\ = «
the identity (4.4) reduces to Y, = 0, as required. We now proceed by induction
on ht(a). Let a € &' be a positive root such that 6(a) # —a and ht(a) > 1.
For any decomposition o = 1 4+ --- + B with & > 1 and By,...,8: € 7 we
have 6(5;) # —p; for some j € {1,...,k}. Since ht(8;) < ht(«), by the induction
hypothesis one has Y, = 0. Thus, for A = a the identity (4.4) reduces to

Yoo-Ng X YaY -0

k227 gy, predt
Bit+...+Pr=a

and the result follows. O

The following statement is a generalization, to symmetric pairs of non-diagonal
type, of the fact that the classical limit of the quasi R-matrix is 1 € U(g ® g).

Proposition 4.2.2. Y = 0 if and only if ¢ is an involution.

Proof. 'Y = 0 then (4.3) implies that ¢ is contained in the fixed-point subalgebra
of ¢. Re-running the proof of Lemma 3.3.1, we deduce that ¢ is an involution.

Conversely, suppose ¢ is an involution. Now Lemma 3.3.1 and (4.3) imply that
[exp(Y),b] = 0 for all b € ¥. Since ¥ contains the elements f; for all ¢ € X and
fi + ¢(f;) for all ¢ € I\ X, this in turn implies

1 0 ifie X,
Tl k i = 1 . .
1§1 k! =7 kZ:l E[QS(fi),Yk] if i e I\X, (4.5)

which induces a recursive relation among the components of Y with respect to the
principal grading:

Y=>Y(Mh), Yhe @ nfcn’
h>1 et
ht(A\)=h

To specify this relation, for £ = (1, ..., lx) € ZX , we denote Y (€) = Y (¢1) - -- Y (¢x),
so that Y* = Zeezko Y (£). For m € Z consider the set of ordered partitions of m
in k parts:

Pe(m) = {€ = (01,....06) €ZEg| 01 + ... + £, = m}.



TENSOR K-MATRICES FOR QUANTUM SYMMETRIC PAIRS 19

Finally, for i € I\ X, note that ¢(f;) is homogeneous of degree m; = ht(wx (c-(;))) €
Z~o. With this notation, the component of (4.5) of degree m—1 (m € Z~) is given
by

0 ifi e X,
Y oY Yes-{y ¥y Lot Y (@) itienx. (46)

k>1 zePk(m k=1 £ePy, (m— mrl)

We now show by induction that Y (m) = 0 for all m € Z-g, yielding Y = 0 as
desired. The case m = 1 follows directly from (4.6): the left-hand side equals
[Y (1), f;]; the right-hand side equals 0 since Px(—m;) = & for all k. Hence we
obtain [Y (1), fi] = 0 for all 4 € I so that Y (1) = 0 by [Kac90, Lemma 1.5].

Now let m € Zs5 and suppose that Y(m') =0 for all m’ € {1,...,m — 1}. Since
for all k > 1 the elements of Py(m) are tuples whose entries are less than m, the
induction hypothesis implies that the left-hand side of (4.6) equals its k = 1 term,
namely [Y(m), f;]. Also, for all £ > 1 the elements of Py(m — m; — 1) are tuples
whose entries are less than m. Hence the right-hand side of (4.6) vanishes by the
induction hypothesis. We obtain that [Y(m), f;] = 0 for all 4 € I and by [Kac90,
Lemma 1.5] we deduce Y (m) = 0, which completes the proof. O

4.3. Proof of Theorem 4.1.2. Since Bé is a right coideal subalgebra which con-
tains Uy (¥'), it is enough to prove that cl(B;) = U(¥'). Indeed, in this case Kolb’s
maximality theorem, see Theorem 4.1.1, implies B; = Uy(¥'). We start with the
following basic result.

Lemma 4.3.1. Let H be a Hopf algebra over a field k generated by primitive
elements. Then every coideal subalgebra H' of H is a Hopf subalgebra.

Proof. Since H is cocommutative, H' is a subbialgebra. It remains to prove that
every subbialgebra H' € H is preserved by the antipode S, which is a consequence
from the following argument (see e.g. [EE05, Proof of Prop. 4.2] and [FGBOS5,
Prop. 5.2]). Let n, «, m(™ and A" denote the unit, counit, n-fold product and n-
fold coproduct, respectively. With respect to the convolution product on Endy(H),
the antipode is the inverse of idg, the neutral element being noe. Since any product
of primitive elements is annihilated by (1 o € — idg)®" o A € Hom(H, H®") for
sufficiently large n, the following identity makes sense:

S = Z m™ o (noe—idg)®" o A
n=0
Using this, we can express S(h) for all h € H' in terms of the bialgebra structure;
the desired result follows. O

By [MM65, Thm. 5.18, Prop. 6.13] we conclude that the coideal subalgebra
cl(Bg) of U(g') is equal to U(f) for some Lie subalgebra f < ¢’. Moreover, since

cl( q(? )) = U(¥) and cl((Uy(g))*) = U(g")"®), we have
¥ejc (o).

Note that cl(§) = Ad(cl(Y)) o ¢. By Proposition 4.2.1, cl(T) = exp(Y) for some
Y = ZHE@JF Y# € Hueq’Jr Il;t Thus,

()9 = {z e g'| A(cl(T))(2) = ¢~ ()} = {z € ¢'| exp(ad(Y))() = ¢~ (x)}.
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Lemma 4.3.2. £ = g<(¢),
Proof. Clearly, £ < g9(). Denote nf = nt n0(n~) = n* n ¢(n~). By [RV22,

Cor. 3.10], one has the Twasawa decomposition:
g=t@h ' Ong
(as linear spaces). Now suppose z € h=% @n, is fixed by cl(€), i.e.,

exp(ad(Y))(z) = ¢~ (2). (4.7)
Denote by b* = h@n* the standard Borel subalgebras. Note that exp(ad(Y))(z) €
[1,cq+ b whereas ¢~ (x) € b=. Hence (4.7) implies = € b, so that z € h=% = h=2.
Rewriting (4.7) as exp(Y)x = —x exp(Y) and comparing weight-0 components, we
obtain z = 0. Now (h~ @ n; )9 = {0} implies the desired result. O

Intersecting with g’, we obtain ¥ = (g/)“® so that f = #. Theorem 4.1.1 now
implies Theorem 4.1.2.

Remark 4.3.3. If ¢ is an involution, Lemma 4.3.2 follows immediately from Propo-
sition 4.2.2. v

5. TENSOR K-MATRICES

5.1. The QSP weight lattice Py. The involution 8 : h — b determines several
lattices in h and b* equipped with a natural pairing, see e.g., [BW18a, Wa24].
Adopting a slightly different approach, we consider the quotient lattice

Po=P/P7Y, (5.1)
with canonical projection [-]p : P — Py. The fixed-point sublattice of the Z-linear

automorphism —6 satisfies

P~? =P rspany, {A—6(N)[AeP}.
2

Given the bilinear pairing P x Qg — Z, define a pairing Py x Qg; — %Z as
follows: ((h) = 2A(h + 6(h)) for ¢ = [A]g € Py with A € P and h € QY (note
that it is independent of the choice of ). This restricts to a nondegenerate pairing

PQX( V)GHZ.

ext

Remark 5.1.1. Set I,s = {i € I'|0(a;) = —a;} so that [a;]p = 0 if and only if
i € I,s. Note that Py identifies with a subgroup of the lattice X* considered in
[Wa24, Sec. 3.2] of index 2!, v

5.2. QSP weight modules. Recall that we have
Uyg(h?) = (Kn | h e (Qe)’) = Ug(®) n Uy ().

Definition 5.2.1. 4 U,(¢)-module M is a (type 1) QSP weight module if, as a
U,y (h%)-module,

where the QSP weight spaces are defined by
M = {me M|VYhe (Q¥)?, Kn-m = ¢Mm).

ext

We denote the full subcategory of QSP weight modules by Wy < Mod(U,(¥)).
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Remark 5.2.2. Consider the case of a split quantum symmetric pair, i.e., § = w.
Then Py = {0} and Wy = Mod(U,(£)). In particular, every U,(£)-module M is a
QSP weight module which consists of a single QSP weight space: M = M. v

In the following proposition we collect some elementary properties of Wj.

Proposition 5.2.3.
(1) Let M € Wy. For any (€ Py, i€ and j € X, one has

B; - M < MC—[Oli]e and E; M. < MC+[O¢j]9'

(2) All finite-dimensional irreducible U, (8)-modules are objects in Wy up to
twisting by an automorphism of Ugy(¥).

(8) Wy is a right module category over the monoidal category W. Further, every
weight Uy (g)-module is a QSP weight module under restriction to Uy, ().

(4) The action of Uy() on Wy is faithful, i.e., Uy(8) embeds as a subalgebra
into End(fy), where fg : Wy — Vect is the forgetful functor.

Proof. (1) Note that o; = 0 if 8(c;) # —a;. Therefore, the result follows from the

relations
KnE; =g
foranyie I, je X, he (QY)’.

E;K,,  KnB; = ¢, " B,K), (5.2)

(2) This is a consequence of Theorem A.4.1 which we prove in the self-contained
appendix A.

(3) Since U, (%) < Uy(g) is a (right) coideal subalgebra, Mod(U,(¥)) is a right module
category over Mod(Uy,(g)) with monoidal action given by the tensor product, cf. C.1.
In particular, for any M € Wy and V € W, one has M ® V € Mod(U,(¢)). Then,

nev - @ (@i on)

CePy \pneP

(MEV)c

Let h e (QY,)? and ¢ € Pg. Then, K}, acts on (M ® V) as multiplication by ¢¢(").
Namely, write { = [A]s for some A € P. Then, it is enough to observe that K, is
grouplike and it acts on M¢_[,], and V), via multiplication by gA=m () and g,
respectively.

Finally, note that the restriction of V' to Ug,(t) is given by the action of V' on

6

the trivial representation U,(¢) = U,(g) —=5 F, thus yielding a restriction functor
W — Wy.

(4) By (3), every module in O restricts to Wy. This yields a morphism End(f,) —
End(f) and a commutative diagram

Ug(t) —— Uyl(0)

End(f,) —— End(f)

where the right vertical arrow is injective by [ATL24]. It follows that the map
Uq(t) — End(f,) is also injective. O
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5.3. Tensor weight operators. Let f: P — F be a Z-linear functional which is
self-adjoint with respect to the pairing on P, i.e., (f(A),u) = (A, f(n)) for any
A, € P. We consider the symmetric functional C/:PxP—>F given by

C'f()\, ) = q(f(A)-#).

For any V, W € W, we denote by the same symbol the diagonal operator on VW,
acting on the subspace V\ ® W, as multiplication by /(A p). Let 2 WRW —
Vect be the 2-fold forgetful functor. Then, one readily checks that C/ e End(f},)
and in End(fj,,) the following identities hold:

(A®id)(C) = Cf,Ch. (@A) = clyCl,. (5.3)

5.4. Tensor QSP weight operators. Let f: P — F be a Z-linear, self-adjoint
functional such that f 0§ = f. Then, f(P~%) = 0 and C’ descends to a function
Py x P — F. Proceeding as in Section 5.3, C’ determines a diagonal operator on
any tensor product M ® V with M € Wy and V € W, which is natural in both M
and V. Let

fo Xy : Wy W — Vect
be the 2-fold forgetful functor fg K fyy (M, V) = M ® V. Then, C/ € End(fy X fy).

5.5. Tensor Drinfeld algebras. For any 3 € Q*, let Bs be a basis of U,(n™),
and set B = | |5 q+ Bg. Consider the Drinfeld algebra

D={Zc1x

zeB

Cz € Uq(b_)} = H Uq(b_)Uq(“+)5 2 Uqy(9).

BeQt

One readily checks that D has a unique algebra structure which extends that of
U,(g). Moreover, every element in D naturally acts on category O modules, since
it reduces to a finite sum due to the condition (C3). By [ATL24, Sec. 3.1], D
embeds as a subalgebra in both End(f) and End(f;,), where f : O — Vect and
fip: Oine — Vect are the forgetful functors.

Remark 5.5.1. By construction, the quasi K-matrix T is an element of D, see
Theorem 3.7.1. v

In a similar way, we equip

Egz{be@)czx

zeB

=[] U0 @ Uy(67)Uy(n") 5 2 Uy(¥) @ Uy (g)
BeQt

by € Uy(8), cp € Uq(b)}

with the unique algebra structure extending that of U, () ® U,(g). Every element
in & acts in particular on tensor products of the form M ® V with M € Wy and
V e O. The action is natural in M and V, thus yielding an morphism of algebras
Ep — End(fg X ). Proceeding as in [ATL24, Thm. 3.1}, one further shows that the
action of & is faithful on category O integrable U, (g)-modules. Thus, we obtain a
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commutative diagram

l\

End(f xf) — End(f, ®f) — End(f, X f,,)

where the first and second horizontal arrows are induced by the restriction functor
O — Wy and the inclusion Qi — O, respectively.

Finally, set Bx = | | 5eQt Bsz. We consider the opposite algebra
X

5;){[) ={ Z az ® cpw(x)

xeEBXx

az € Uy(gx), cz € Uq(b})}

= n Ug(ax) ® Uy (bx)Uq(nx)—5 2 Uy(gx) ® Uq(gx)
BeQik

We observe that £ acts on any tensor product V ®@ W with V' € Mod(Uy(gx))
and W € Oint(Uy(gx)). Namely, by [Lus94, Thm. 6.2.2], a category O integrable
module is completely reducible. Since X < [ is a subdiagram of finite type, W
decomposes as a (possibly infinite) sum of finite-dimensional irreducible U,(gx )-
modules. Thus, the action of 5;’(" on V®W is well-defined. Through the restriction
functor Ox.int — Oint(Uq(gx)) and the inclusion U,(gx) < Uy(t), we obtain an
embedding

EP — End(f, B fy ).

5.6. The tensor K-matrix. Let

Y =Ad(y) ol  =¢,', J=Ry and K=T,
be the cylindrical structure on Uy(g) with respect to the QSP subalgebra U, (¥)
constructed in Theorem 3.7.1. Let Ry, € End(f K f) be the operator defined in
Proposition 3.6.3 (2).

Theorem 5.6.1. The operator
K=RY -1®Q K - ReEnd(f Kf)

has the following properties.
(1) It satisfies the following QSP intertwining identity in End(f X f):

K-A() = (id®y)(AD)) - K for all b e Uy(¥). (5.4)
(2) It satisfies the following coproduct identities in End(f X f X f):
(A®id)(K) = RY, - K3 - Ras, (5.5)
(id ® A)(K) = Ja3" - Kz - Ry - Kio (5.6)
(3) It satisfies the generalized reflection equation:

RYY Kz - Ry -Kio = Ko - RY, - Kis - Roz € End(f K f X ). (5.7)
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There are elements Zx € EY and = € & such that
X
K = C4%.2y . 2.

In particular, K admits a canonical lift'" in End(f, X fy,.,), the identity
(5.4) remains valid in End(fy X fy ), and™® the identities (5.5-5.7) remain
valid in End(fy Ry, Rfy, ).

The proof is carried out in Sections 5.7 and 5.8.

Remark 5.6.2. One recovers K from K via K = (¢ ® id)(K). v
5.7. Proof of Theorem 5.6.1 (1), (2), and (3). (1) For any b € U,(¢) we have
RY, -1®Y -R-A(b) = RY, - (d®)(A®(B)- 1@ T - R

— (d®v)(Rot - A®()) - 1T - R
= (d@v)(A®L) Ry 1T R,
where the equality follows from the intertwining identity of Y (3.7), the coideal

property of Uy, (¢), and the intertwining property of R (2.2).

(2) The first coproduct identity (5.5) follows from that of the R-matrix (2.3):
(A®id)(RY, - 1® T R) = (id®id®¥)(Rs2 - Rs1) - (1®1®T) - Rys - Ros
= Ry - RY) -(1@1@1T) - Rag - Ros.

On the other hand, the second coproduct identity (5.6) follows from that of T (4.2)
and Lemma 3.6.1 (3). Namely, since A; = A°%_ one has

(id®A)(Ry,) - a3 = Ja3" - (d® Ay)(R3,)
= Jz" - (id ® APY)(Ry))
= Jy3' - ([d © 9 ®¥)(id ® A%)(Ro1)
= J2_31 ’ jol 'Rg)r
Therefore,
((d®A)RY, -1®Y - R) =
= (d®A)(Ry) - Jps' - (1@1@T) - Ryy - (1@ T ®1) - Ruz - Ruy
—Jy' RYCRY-(1®1QY)-RY- (1T ®1) - Ris- Rig
=J; - RY-(1®1®T)-RY, -RY-Riz-(1®@T®1)- Riy
—J5; -RY - (1®1Q®T)-Rys-RY-RY - (1QT®1)- Ryy

where in the last equality follows from the Yang-Baxter equation. Finally, the
generalized reflection equation (5.7) follows from (5.4), and (5.5).

17By construction, K acts on any tensor product V® W with V,W € O. This means that the
action of K is extended to any tensor product M @ W with M € Wy but W € Ox_int-

18gince Wy is a module category over O, the coproduct A naturally lifts to a morphism
End(f,) — End(f, K f), cf. Section 2.6.
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5.8. Proof of Theorem 5.6.1 (4). _
(3) We observe that, since ]y is involutive, the weight operator C*? e End(f,,, Xf,, )
has a canonical lift in End(f, X f,,), see Section 5.4. We have to prove that

—id—0 = =
C K==2x" 2

for some Ex € EF and = € &.
The universal R-matrix is equipped with the factorization R = C'¢-©, where

O = Z @56 1_[ Uq(ﬂ_)_ﬂ®Uq(n+)B

BeQ+ BeQ+
see Section 2.6. By Lemma 3.6.1 (1), one readily checks that
Clwe = Chw
for any V, W € W. Hence, R, = C’-©Y,. Thus, we have
CT90K = Ad(CT)(0%)) - Ad(CT)(1®T) - ©

Let Rx be the universal R-matrix of U,(gx) with the corresponding factorization
x = C?.0x. By [AV22a, Prop. 4.3],

0=0y"-0¢e [[ Uin)_s@Uyn"),
BeQH\QE

Since ¢ is the identity on U,(gx), we have %, = Ox o1 - 0Y,. Set
Zx = Ad(CT)(Ox521) and Z = Ad(CT)(OY) -Ad(CTH1®T) O
Clearly, Zx € €. It remains to prove that = € &. Set

DR = { Z Ay Q Cpx

zeB

az € Uy(g), czqu(b_)} > &y.

We claim that 2 € D®?). Clearly, Ad(CT)(1®Y)-© € D?). Then, it is enough to
observe that —@ preserves Q*\Q"’. Therefore,

o5 e [] Um),®@Uy ("), =D,
BEQT\QE
Finally, set £ = Ad(Y)~! 04 as in (4.1). By Theorem 4.1.2,
Uy¥) = {ue Uyl@) | (€ ®id)(Aw) = Aw)}.
Therefore, = € & if and only if
((®id®id)o (A®Iid)(E) = (A®id)(Z). (5.8)

Note that (5.8) is automatically satisfied by ZEx, since £ is the identity on U,(t).
Moreover, it is also satisfied by C'd+0, since

e the coproduct of C¥"? is provided by (5.3);
e for any V,W € W, one has C"C,if[‘e/v = C"%f,

o C*% commutes with T because T, = 0 whenever i ¢ (Q+)_0
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Thus, = € & if and only if K satisfies (5.8). Finally, it is enough to observe that,
by (5.5), the identity (5.8) for K follows from the generalized reflection equation
(3.9) for Y. Namely,

(@id®id) o (A®id)(K) =
5)

) (¢@id®id)(RY, - RY - 1©1®K - Riz - Rag)

4.1 _
R K '®101 RY 1010K Ry - K®1®1 Ry
(3.9

ot

R, R - 1®1®K - Riz - Ras
2 (A ®id)(K).

5.9. Boundary bimodule structure. In the Appendix, we describe a categorical
framework which encodes the defining properties of the tensor K-matrix K. In
Section C.4, we introduce the notion of a boundary bimodule category, which is a
generalization of that of braided module category, see e.g., [Enr07, Bro13, Kol20].
Corollary 5.9.1. Set

¢ =Ad(y)ob,  =¢,', J=Ry and K=T,

and let Rg’l € End(f X f) be as in Proposition 3.6.3 (2).

(1) The category Wy has the following natural bimodule structure over O,
cf. C.3.

e The right action is given by M <V = M @V for any M € Wy and
VeO.

o The left action is given by M 4V = M ® V¥ with the associativity
constraint

M4« VW)—>(MaW)4V
induced by Jyw, where M € Wy and V,W € O.

e The commutativity constraint
(M<V)4W > (M «W)<V
is induced by Rl‘/jw, where M € Wy and V,W € O.

(2) The tensor K-matriz K defined in Theorem 5.6.1 is a boundary structure
on the bimodule category Wy over Ox_int-

Proof. The notion of a boundary structure on a bimodule category is tailored to
encode the datum of the auxiliary R-matrix RY, the cylindrical structure (¢, J, K),
and the corresponding tensor K-matrix K. (I

5.10. Gauged tensor K-matrices. The construction of the tensor K-matrix is
compatible with gauging. We have the following analogue of Proposition 3.8.1.

Proposition 5.10.1. Fiz a subset Z < I. Let Gz be the group of invertible elements
g € End(f,,.) such that Ad(g) preserves Uy(g) < End(f,_,,,). For any g € Gz, let
(¥, J, K) be the datum given by

v=Adgy)ob,!, J=(g®g) Re-Alg)"', K=g-T,
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and set
K=RY -1® K -ReEnd(fXf,,,).
(1) K admits a canonical lift in End(f, X fy  ,..) which satisfies the identities
(5.4) in End(fy Kfy i) and (5.5), (5.6) and (5.7) in End(fy Kfy 5 B
quZ—int)'

(2) Consider the bimodule structure on Wy over Oz.ine induced by (¢, J) as in
Corollary 5.9.1. Then, K is a boundary structure on Wy over Ox_z.int-

—1
Proof. It is enough to observe that K = 1®g-Kg—1, where Kg—_; = Rgf 1T R
is the tensor K-matrix from Theorem 5.6.1. O

Remark 5.10.2. The gauge group Gz acts simultaneously on both the bimodule
and the boundary structures of Wy over Oz int. v

6. TRIGONOMETRIC TENSOR K-MATRICES

In [AV22b] we showed that, for g of untwisted affine type and for suitable twist
automorphisms ¢, the universal K-matrix K gives rise to a formal Laurent series
with a well-defined action on finite-dimensional modules of U, (g). Here we consider
similar questions for the tensor K-matrix K.

6.1. Quantum loop algebras and finite-dimensional modules. Let g be an
untwisted affine Kac-Moody algebra. By [Kac90], g’ is a central extension of the
loop algebra £ = g[t,t~'], where g = gp (0} < gis a distinguished finite-dimensional
Lie subalgebra appearing where the node 0 € I has been chosen as in [Kac90].
Let C < W be the category of finite-dimensional (type 1) U,(g’)-modules and
fg:C Mn _, Vect the corresponding n-fold forgetful functor.

Let § = >,.; aio; be the minimal imaginary root, i.e., the unique element of
Ker(A) n QT with setwise coprime coefficients, and set K5 = [[,.; K" € Uy(g’).
The element Ky is central and acts trivially on any module in C. Therefore, C
is equivalent to the category of finite-dimensional (type 1) modules over the quo-
tient Hopf algebra U, (L) = U,(g')/(Ks — 1), which is commonly referred to as the
quantum loop algebra.

6.2. Trigonometric R-matrices [Dri86, FR92, KS95]. Let z be a formal variable
and consider the 7-minimal grading shift ¥, : U,(£) — U,(£)[z, 27!] defined by

Ez(Ez) = ZSiEi EZ(E) = ZﬁsiFi and Ez(Kl) = Kz

where sg = s,y = 1 and 5; = 0 if i ¢ {0,7(0)}. For any U,(£)-module V, we
consider the modules V(z) = V®F(z) and V((z)) = V ® F((2)) with action given
by the pullback through ¥, and extension of scalars.

Let R € End(f X ) be the universal R-matrix of U,(g), see Section 2.6. Then,
R(z) = ([d®X.)(R) = (2.1 ®id)(R) € End(f; X f.)[[=] (6.1)

that is R(z) is a formal power series in z whose coefficients have a well-defined and
natural action on any tensor product in C. Moreover, R(z) satisfies the spectral
Yang-Bazter equation

R(w)u 'R(U)Z)lg . R(Z)Qg = R(Z)Qg . R(wz)13 . R(w)u (62)
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in End(f2)[[w, z]l. Thus, for any U, V,W € C, one obtains a matrix-valued formal
series satisfying (6.2) in End(U ® V ® W)[w, z].

By [KS95, Sec. 4.2] and [Cha02, Thm. 3], when V,W € C are irreducible, the
tensor product V®W is generically irreducible, i.e., V QW (z)) remains irreducible
as a module over U, (£)((z)). This yields a factorization, uniquely defined up to a
factor in F*, of the form

Rvw (2) = fvw(2) - Rvw(2),

where fyw(z) € F((2)) and Ryw(z) € End(V ® W)[z] is a non-vanishing operator,
commonly referred to as a trigonometric R-matriz.

Since irreducible modules are highest weight and the R-matrix is weight zero, it
is natural to normalize Ry (z) such that the tensor product of the highest weight
vectors has eigenvalue 1. This yields a non-vanishing operator R{ 7} (z) satisfying
the unitarity relation

Pw(2) T = (12) o RP(271) 0 (12).
Moreover, if V® W () is irreducible for some ¢ € F*, then R ({) is well-defined
and invertible.

6.3. Quantum affine symmetric pairs and categories of representations.
Let 6 be an automorphism of the second kind of g of the form (3.1), 6, the cor-
responding automorphism of U,(g) defined in (3.5), and U,(€) < U,(g) the corre-
sponding QSP subalgebra.

Since ¢ is fixed by both the Weyl group and the diagram automorphisms, one has
0(6) = —4. In particular, [§]yp = [0]p, where [-]o is the projection to the quotient
lattice Py, see (5.1). Therefore, 6, descends to an automorphism of U,(£), and
Uq(t) embeds in Uy(£) as a coideal subalgebra. We obtain the following analogue
of Proposition 5.2.3 (3).

Lemma 6.3.1. The category Wy of QSP weight modules is a right module category
over the category C of finite-dimensional Ug(L)-modules in W.

By Proposition 5.2.3 (2), up to twisting, irreducible finite-dimensional U, (¥)-
modules are objects in Wy. Now denote by Cy the full subcategory of finite-
dimensional U, (#)-modules in Wjy. Clearly, it is a right module category over C.

6.4. Spectral tensor K-matrices. Let Gy, be the set of gauge transformations
of the form g = 51?15'Xﬁ71 where
e YV < I\{0,7(0)};
e 3: P — F* satisfies B(8) = ~v(9).
Note that the identity belongs to Gy - if and only if 0 ¢ X. Let g € Gg 4 and set
v =Adgy)o ', J=(g®g) Ro-Alg)”" and K=g-T,
cf. Proposition 5.10.1.
Lemma 6.4.1.
(1) Y,09p =103, 1.
(2) (3: @id)(RY) = R(2)" .

(3) (2. ®id)(J) = J.
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(4) K(2) = X.(K) € End(f)((2)). If0 ¢ X, K(z) € End(f)[=].
Proof.
(1) Tt is enough to observe that X, is the 7-minimal grading shift.

(2) This follows from (1) and (6.1).

(3) Since g = S;'SxB " and Ry = (Se ® Sp) ' - A(Sp) by (3.4), the Drinfeld
twist J = (g®g) - Ry - A(g)~! is given by a Cartan correction of the quasi
R-matrix Oy of Uy(gy ). The result follows, since 0,7(0) ¢ Y.

(4) This is readily verified by direct inspection, see e.g., [AV22b, Sec. 4]. O
Let A, = (id®X.) o A be the shifted coproduct. We have the following.

Theorem 6.4.2. Let K = R;bl 1® K -Re End(f Xfy ) be the tensor K-matriz
corresponding to g € Gg o constructed in Theorem 5.6.1. Set

K(2) = (4@ 5.)(K) = R(2)%, - 1@ K(2) - R(2) (6.3)

in End(f, X f;)((2)) Then, K(z) has a canonical lift in End(f, K f,)(2)), which sat-
isfies the following identities:

e the intertwining identity
K(2)- AL (b) = (@) (A1 (b)) - K(z)  (be Uy(¥))

in End(fy W fc)((2);

o the coproduct identities

(A2, ®id)(K(22)) = R(z122)3 - K(22)13 - R(2)as,
(d® A,/ )(K(21)) = Ja5" - K(22)13 - R(2122)85 - K(21)12,

in End(fy X fo X f,) (21, 22/21));

e the generalized reflection equation

R(2)5) - K(z2)13 - R(2122)% - K(21)12 = K(21)12 - R(2122), - K(22)13 - R(22 )23
in End(fy X f, Bf.)(21,22/21))-
Moreover, if 0¢ X, then K(z) € End(f, K f,)[].

Proof. 1t is enough to observe that Sx,Sy are well-defined operators on finite-
dimensional Uy(£)-modules, g acts on V(z) through Laurent polynomials, and
therefore K(z) € End(f, ®f;)(2)). Then, the result readily follows from Theo-
rem 5.6.1. (]

6.5. Trigonometric tensor K-matrices. The construction of the spectral tensor
K-matrix from Theorem 6.4.2 immediately implies the following.

Lemma 6.5.1. Let M € Cy and V € C. Then, there exists a QSP intertwiner
Ky (2): M@V(z) > M@V¥(271).

Proof. The proof is standard, see, e.g., [AV22b, Lemma 5.1.1]. O
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At present, in general it is unclear if Kﬂgv(z) is obtained by normalizing the
action of K(z) on M ® V((2)). When M and V are irreducible, it would follow
automatically if the tensor product M ® V is (generically) irreducible over U, (¥),
which is currently out of reach.

Nonetheless, by relying on the construction of the trigonometric K-matrices car-
ried out in [AV22b], we can prove it when M € Cy is the restriction of an irreducible
Uqy(£)-module. Namely, in [AV22b, Thm. 5.1.2 (2)], we proved that, for any irre-
ducible V' € C, there exist a formal Laurent series gy (z) € F((z)) and a non-vanishing
operator-valued polynomial Ky (z) € End(V)[z], uniquely defined up to a scalar in
F*, such that

Ky (z) = gv(2) Ky (2).
Then, we have the following.

Theorem 6.5.2. Let M € Cy be the restriction of an irreducible Uq(£)-module.
For any irreducible V € C, set

Ky (2) = REG,(2)21 - (idy @ Ky (2) - RAGP(2)
in End(M ® V')(z), where R"™™(z) denotes the unitary R-matriz from Section 6.2.

(1) The operator-valued rational function K;&gv(z) is non-vanishing and there
exist a formal Laurent series hary () € F((2)) such that

K]wv(z) = th(Z) . Ks\l}gv(z)

(2) For any irreducible V,W € C, the generalized spectral reflection equation
hold

%va(z—f)w -Kﬁ(}gw(@)lg Ry (2122)23 'Kﬂg‘/(zﬂu =

= K35 (20)12 - R, (2122)32 - K8y (22)13 - RIS (22)2s.
Proof. The result follows immediately from (6.3) and [AV22b, Thm. 5.1.2]. O

Remarks 6.5.3.

(1) Consider the q-Onsager algebra, which is the QSP subalgebra U,(t) <
Uq(sA[Q) with § = w, see [BK05]. In [IT09], Ito and Terwilliger proved
that, up to isomorphism, every finite-dimensional irreducible module over
U, (®) is the restriction of a U, (glg)—module. This implies that, in this case,
Theorem 6.5.2 is valid for every irreducible module in Cy.

(2) For more general modules in M € Cg, Theorem 6.5.2 follows at once when-
ever the space of QSP intertwiners

MeV(z) > MeV(=)"
is proved to be one-dimensional. v

6.6. Unitary tensor K-matrices. The construction of unitary K-matrices re-
quires to consider only V' € C such that VY = (V¥)¥ is isomorphic to V as a
U, (t)-module. This constraint yields no loss of generality. Choosing the gauge
transformation g = Sp - v~! € Gy, we have 1) = wo 7. In particular, ¢ is an
involution so that V¥* = V for every V e C.

In [AV22b, Prop. 5.4.1], we proved that, in this setting, the operators Ky (z) and
Ky« (2) can be normalized to a pair of unitary K-matrices K™ (z) and K{°/"(2).
This yields the following.
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Proposition 6.6.1. Let M € Cy be the restriction of an irreducible Uq(£)-module.
For any irreducible V € C such that Ve~ V, set

v (2) = (R, (2)21 - (idy @ KPP (2)) - RTY (2)
in End(M ® V)(z). Then,

MV (2) 7T =Ky (27)

Moreover, if V(C) is Uy(8)-irreducible and M ® V(¢), V¥(() ® M are U,(£)-
irreducible for some ( € F*, then K37 (2) is well-defined and invertible.

Remark 6.6.2. As before, for more general modules in M € Cy, Proposition 6.6.1
follows at once whenever the space of QSP intertwiners

MV(z) - MeV(z)"

is proved to be one-dimensional. \Y

APPENDIX A. FINITE-DIMENSIONAL Ug(£)-MODULES

In this section we will sometimes write U, (£), to emphasize the dependence of
the QSP subalgebra on the tuple v € I'. Here we will show that, up to twisting
by straightforward algebra automorphisms of U,(t), finite-dimensional irreducible
U, (8)-modules are QSP weight modules. Note that restriction of the action induces
a functor Modq(Ug(g)) — Modsa(Uy(8)) and in affine type, we in fact have a func-
tor Mode(Uq(g')) — Modig(Ug(8)), by Remark 3.5.1 (iii). The full description of
Mod¢q (U, (£)) for general £ is an open problem which we do not discuss here (for the
case dim(g) < oo, see [Wa21] for recent developments and a survey).

Recall that on any finite-dimensional module V' of U,(g) with dim(g) < oo the
generators K; act via scalar multiplication by signed integer powers of ¢, see e.g.,
[CP95, Sec. 10.1]. Given n; € {£1}, consider the unique algebra automorphism ¥,,
of Uy(g) such that

V(B = miBi,  Wn(F) = Fi,  Uy(KF) = ik
As a consequence, for all finite-dimensional modules V' there exists n € {1} such
that \If;’;(V) is a type 1 weight module. We now set out to give a QSP analogue of
this statement for érreducible finite-dimensional U, (¢)-modules (we do not restrict

to the case dim(g) < o), with Wy substituting for the category of type 1 weight
modules of Uy(g).

A.1. Weak QSP weight vectors. First, we consider a weaker notion of QSP
weight module. Namely, for a Uy (#)-module M and a multiplicative character
B € Hom((QY,)?,F*), denote the corresponding weak QSP weight space by

M(B) = {me M|Kj,-m = B(h)m for all h € (QY,)?}.

ext

We call m € M a weak QSP weight vector if it is nonzero and lies in M(3) for
some 3 € Hom((QY,)?,F*) and we call M a weak QSP weight module if as a
U,(h?)-module it decomposes as a direct sum of weak QSP weight spaces. As in

Proposition 5.2.3 (1) one obtains
B;-M(B)c M(q~*doB),  E;-M(B) < M(ql*)p) (A1)

for all i € I, j € X, where we note [a;]p € (QY,)? for all i € I. Quite straight-
forwardly one obtains, relying on the algebraic closedness of F, any irreducible
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finite-dimensional U, (#)-module has a nonzero weak QSP weight space and hence,
by (A.1), is a weak QSP weight module.

We will now deduce a more powerful statement, still in full generality. For this it
is convenient to describe (QY,)?, and hence U,(h?), more explicitly as follows (see

e.g. [RV22, Lem. 4.8]). Fix a set Iy of representatives of the nontrivial T-orbits of
I\X. Then

(Qe)” = Spz {[culo|ie Iy v X}
and the commutative subalgebra U, (h?) = U, (£) is generated by KJil (j € X) and

(KiKT_(i))il (i € Iy). We call the elements of

{Ej, Fj, Ki' | j € X} U {Bray, Bi, (KK )5 i € I} v {B; |i € I\X, 7(i) = i}

(i

the canonical generators of Ug(®).
Consider (Qy,)"* = Spy_, {[ails |i € Iy U X}. Define a partial order >4 on

Hom((QY,)?,F*) as follows
BB = BB eq "

Lemma A.1.1. Let M € Modsg(Uy(¢)). Then the generators B.;y, B; (i € Ig) and
E;, F; (j € X) act locally finitely on M.

Now assume M 1is irreducible. Then it is a weak QSP weight module. Further-
more, M is generated by a weak QSP weight vector mq which is annihilated by the
action of By and Ej for all i € Iy and j € X and the eigenvalues of the action of
the following elements of Uy(h%) on mq lie in £q¢%: K; for all j in X and KZ-K;(;
for all i in

I):={iely | (6(c;), o) = 0}.

Proof. This is a variation on a standard argument. Note that M decomposes as a
direct sum of generalized weak QSP weight spaces

Me"(B) = {m e M |for all he (QY,)? and all 7 >> 0, (K, — B(h))" - m = 0}
where 3 € Hom((QY,)?,F*). The relations (5.2) imply that

ext
By ME(5) < M (g 1705), By MEN(B) = Mo (g1 )
forallie I, je X and 8 € Hom((Qy,)?,F*). Note that —[a, ;)]s = [wx (a;)]e for

ext
i € Iy. Owing to relations (5.2) the action of B (;) and E; on generalized weak QSP
weight spaces will strictly increase the weight with respect to >4 and the action
of B; and F}; will strictly decrease the weight, where 4 is an arbitrary element of
Iy and j is an arbitrary element of X. Since dim(M) < oo, we obtain the local
nilpotency and the existence of a nonzero element of M annihilated by, say, B
for all i € Iy and E; for all j € X.

Consider the nonzero subspace
My ={meM|B;; -m=E;-m=0forallielp, je}.
By (5.2), My is a U,(h?)-submodule. Since dim(My) < oo and F is algebraically

closed, M, contains a joint eigenvector mg of all K, (h € (QY,)?), i.e. mq is a weak
QSP weight vector. Since the canonical generators of Uy (£) send weak QSP weight
spaces to weak QSP weight spaces, we obtain that U, (£) - mg is a weak QSP weight

module which must equal M by irreducibility.
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Finally, for i € I§, [BK15, Thm. 3.6] implies the relation

KiKil, — K.ﬁlKT(i)
[Bray, Bi] = c ud -
qi — 4q;

where ¢ € F* is proportional to v, = Y-@)- Hence, for all i € IJ the subalgebra
F(B. ), B, (KiKT_é))ﬂ} C U,(¥) is isomorphic to U,(slz). Hence, a standard
Uq(sla)-argument, see e.g. [Jan96, Prop. 2.3], implies the characterization of the

eigenvalues of the action on mg of K; (j € X) and KlK;é) (i e I9). O

A.2. Defining relations of QSP algebras. Recall from the definition of U,(g)
the noncommutative polynomial Serre;;(F;, F;) of degree (1 — a;;)a; + «j. By
[Kol14, Thms. 7.1 & 7.3], the QSP algebra U, ()~ has a presentation as follows. It
is generated over U, (n})U,(h?) by elements B; (i € I) subject to the relations

KnB; = ¢, “"WBK, for all he (QY,)?, iel,
K- K !
[Ej,Bi] = 6@‘75 for allieI, jEX, (AQ)
qi — 4;
Serreij(Bi, B]) = Ci‘ for all i,j € I, 1 # j, (A?))

where Cj; is a noncommutative polynomial over U,(n¥)U,(h%) in B; and Bj;, of
degree strictly less than (1 — a;j)a; + «j. If i € X or if i ¢ {r(i),7(j)} then by
[Koll4, Lem. 5.11, Thm. 7.3] we have Serre;;(B;, Bj) = 0. For other (,7), various
more explicit forms have been provided for the relation (A.3), see [Let02, Koll4,
BK15, DC19, CLW21a, CLW21b, KY21].

Drawing on these works, here we give properties of the C;; which are sufficient
to our purposes. For all i € I\X there exists Z; € Uy(n% )wy (as)—a; such that the
following statements are satisfied.

(1) By [DC19, Cor. 3.5], for all 4, j € I\X such that 7(i) = ¢ # j, Serre;;(B;, B;)
is a [F-linear combination of products of one factor B;, M factors B; and
(1 —a;; — M)/2 factors Z;, where M runs through {0,1,...,—1 — a;;}.

(2) By [DC19, Cor. 3.9], for all ¢ € I\X and j € X such that 7(i) = 1,
Serre;;(B;, Bj) is an F-linear combination of products of one factor Bj,
M factors B; and either (1 — a;; — M)/2 factors Z; or (—1 — a;; — M)/2
factors Z; and one factor W;; K;, where M runs through {0,1,..., —1—a;;}
and W;; € UQ(n;r{)wX(ai)*ai*aj'

(3) By [BK15, Thm. 3.6], for all i € Iy uT(lp), Serre;(;)(Bi, B-(;)) is an F-linear

combination, with coefficients independent of ~, of v;B; “"®) Z; K K,

and "yT(Z—)B;a”(i)ZT(Z-)KZ'KT_(%).
This completes the enumeration of all (z,7) € I x I such that ¢ # 7, i€ {7(7),7(j)}
and i ¢ X.

Before we use these relations to describe certain automorphisms of Uy (¢), we look
at a special case which shows that in Lemma A.1.1 the irreducibility assumption
is necessary: for some U, (€) there exist reducible finite-dimensional U, (£)-modules
which are not weak QSP weight modules.

Example A.2.1. Suppose I = {0,1}, ap1 = a10 = —2, so that g’ =~ sly. Let 7
be the nontrivial diagram automorphism, and consider the Satake diagram (J, 7).
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Specializing the definitions in Sections 3.4-3.5 to this case, we obtain the QSP

~

subalgebra U, () < U,(sl2) generated by
By =Fy—qubiKy',  Bi=F—quEk', L

where 9,71 € F* and L = KOKfl. It is also known as augmented g-Onsager
algebra. By (A.2-A.3), relying on [BK15, Thm. 3.6] for the explicit expression of
C;; in this case (also see [BB17]), this is isomorphic to the algebra generated over
C(q) by By, B; and invertible L subject to the relations

LBy =q *ByL, LBy =¢'BL,
Serre01 (Bo, Bl) = (q + qil)(q?’ - qu)BO ("yoLil — "ylL)Bo,
Serrelo(Bl, BQ) = (q + q_l)(q3 — q_3)Bl (’ylL — ’)/QL_l)Bl.

Any finite-dimensional C(g)-linear space M becomes a U, (€)-module if we let By,
B, act by the zero map and L by any invertible operator Lj,;. Clearly, this is a
weak QSP weight module if and only if L), is diagonalizable. v

A.3. Some automorphisms of QSP algebras. We will use these defining re-
lations to describe certain automorphisms of the QSP algebra which act on the
canonical generators by scalar multiplication. The only defining relations which
constrain any such algebra automorphism f of U,(£) are the non-homogeneous re-
lations: (A.2) in the case ¢ = j € X, constraining only the scalar factor for E;, F}
and K;—rl (j € X), the g-Serre relations (A.3) in the case i # 7(i) = j € I\X, which
constrains the products of the scalar factors appearing in f(B;) and f(B;(;) in
terms of the induced scalar factors of Z; and Z,;), and the g-Serre relations (A.3)
in the case 7(i) = i € I\ X, which only constrains the scalar factor of B; in terms
of the scalar factors appearing in f(Z;) and f(W;; K;).

The following is a special case of [Wa2l, Lem. 2.5.1], which we reproduce here
in the present conventions.

Lemma A.3.1. Let i€ I)\I) and k € F*. Given v €T, definev' €T by

V=K Ve W5 =10),
v, otherwise.
There is a unique isomorphism
fiw

Ug(8)y =5 Uy (8)

such that

Fon (G L)EY) = w2 (KK L)E

and f; . fixes all other canonical generators.

Proof. This follows from a direct inspection of the g-Serre relations given in [BK15,
Thm. 3.6], see point (3) above. O

We can also define certain algebra automorphisms of U, (), analogous to the
automorphisms U,, : Uy(g) — Uy(g) defined above. First note that for any choice
of n; € {£1} (j € X), the assignments

E; —mn,Ej, F; — Fj, K K
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extend to an algebra automorphism of Uy(gx). Now define iy € Hom(Qx,F*) by
nx(a;) = n;. For each T-orbit outside X, i.e. each element of

IF=1Ipufie \X|7(i) =i}

we need a correcting factor depending on X, in addition to a free choice of sign. If
i€ Ipset C(X,i) :=nx(wx(a;)—a;) € {£1}. On the other hand, if i € I\ X satisfies
7(i) = i then denote by C(X,4) a fixed square root of ny (wx(a;) — ;) € {£1}.

Lemma A.3.2. Givenn € {il}XUng, the above algebra automorphism of Uy(gx),
depending only on (nj)jex, extends to an algebra automorphism

Vo : Ug(8) = Uy(E)

by means of the assigments

B; — 0,C(X,4)Bi, ie I\X, 7(i) = i,
(KK L) o ma (K )E iel
By = n;C(X,4) B, 1€ Iy
B; — B, 1€ Iy.

Proof. Let j € X. As was the case for the automorphism ¥, of U,(g), given that
F; is fixed we readily obtain from (A.2) the form of the assignments for E; and
K;—rl and we obtain an algebra automorphism W, )., of Ug(gx). Let i € I\X and

j € X be arbitrary. Since Z; € Ug(n%)uyx (a1)—ai» Wij € Ug(0E)wx (a)—ai—a, and

wx () — oy is T-invariant, we see that \I/(,, )jex acts on Z;, Zr;) and Wi; K; by
scalar multiplication by the same s1gn n(w X(a ) — ).
-

Let i € Ip. Tt follows that C'(X,i) = C(X, ( Given that B; is fixed, the
g-Serre relations (A.3) in the case i # 7(i) = I\X require the form of the
assignments for B, ;) and (KiKT_(i))il

Finally, let ¢ € I\X such that 7(i) = i. The g-Serre relations (A.3) in the case
7(i) =i € I\X require the form of the assignments for B;. O

A.4. From weak QSP weight vectors to QSP weight vectors. Putting it all
together we arrive at the following result, which implies

Theorem A.4.1. Let M € Modi4(U, () be irreducible and let mo be as in Lemma
A.1.1. Then there exists an algebra automorphism f of Uy(¥) such that mg € f*M
is an eigenvector of the action of K; (j € X) and KlK;é) (i € I;) with eigenvalues
in ¢”.

Proof. Let M be a finite-dimensional irreducible Uy (€)-module with my € M as in

Lemma A.1.1. By Lemma A.3.1, there exists a tuple & = (k;) € (F*)7\3 such
that (f.)*M is a weak QSP weight module with the joint action of U,(h?) on m
given by scalar multiplication by signed powers of ¢, where

H fi,ni-

ieIp\I9

Now we can use Lemma A.3.2 to remove signs from the eigenvalues. O
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APPENDIX B. CYLINDRICAL AND REFLECTION BIALGEBRAS

We outline a generalization of the algebraic approach of [Kol20, Sec. 2] to a
braided structure on the category of modules of certain coideal subalgebras of qua-
sitriangular bialgebras. Part of this was developed independently by Lemarthe,
Baseilhac and Gainutdinov in [LBG23, Le23] (for comodule algebras over quasitri-
angular algebras). We also connect with a formalism for comodule algebras over a
weakly quasitriangular bialgebra extending its braided structure, as introduced by
Kolb and Yakimov in [KY20], which we call here weakly cylindrical.

B.1. Quasitriangular bialgebras [Dri86]. Fix a base field F. A quasitriangular
bialgebra (A, R) with coproduct A is a pair (A4, R) where A is a bialgebra with
coproduct A and R € A® A is a universal R-matrix, i.e., an invertible element
satisfying the intertwining identity

R-A(z) = A%®(z)- R (xe A) (B.1)
and the coproduct identities
(A®id)(R) = Ry3 - Ros and (id® A)(R) = Ri3 - Ri2 (B.2)
where A°P := (12) o A. Then R is a solution of the Yang-Baxter equation
Ri2 - Ri3 - Rog = Ra3 - Raz - Raa. (B.3)

Moreover, (e ®id)(R) = 1 = (id®z¢e)(R), where ¢ is the counit of A. Note also that
the co-opposite (AP, Ro1) is a quasitriangular bialgebra.

A quasitriangular bialgebra (A, R) can be twisted as follows, also see [Dav07].

o Let J € A® A be a Drinfeld twist, i.e., an invertible element satisfying
(J®1)- (A®id)(J) = (1®J)- ([d®A)(J) and (¢®id)(J) =1 = (ild®e)(J).
There is a quasitriangular bialgebra (A, Ry) such that A; = A as an
algebra, its coproduct is Ay = Ad(J) o A, the counit is e, and R; =
Jor1 - R - JL.
e Let ¢ : A —> A be an algebra automorphism. There is a quasitriangular
bialgebra (AY, R¥¥) such that AY = A as an algebra, its coproduct is
AY = (p@1p)oAop~!, the counit is e¥ = eoyp™1, and R¥Y = (¥®@v)(R). By
construction, v is an isomorphism of quasitriangular bialgebras (4, R) —
(A¥, R¥Y).
If A% = A; and R;/’f/’ = Ry, the pair (¢, J) is referred to as a twist pair, see
[AV22a).

Remark B.1.1. Note that, up to right-multiplication by elements of the centralizer
of A(A) in A® A, J is uniquely determined by 1 via the constraint (A°P)¥ = Ay,
in the same way that R is almost uniquely determined by (B.1). v

B.2. Cylindrical bialgebras [AV22a]. A cylindrical bialgebra (A, R, B, 1, J, K)
is the datum of

e a quasitriangular bialgebra (A, R);
e a (right) coideal subalgebra B € A, i.e., A(B) € B® A;

o a twist pair (¢, J);
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e a (basic) universal K-matrix K € A with respect to (B,,J), i.e., an in-
vertible element satisfying the QSP intertwining identity

K-b=4v¢(0) K (be B) (B.4)
and the coproduct identity
AK)=J' (1®K) RV - (K®1). (B.5)

Equivalently, we shall also say that (¢, J, K) is a cylindrical structure on (A4, R)
with respect to B. It follows, see [AV22a, Prop. 2.4], from combining (B.1), (B.5)
and the twist pair property that K satisfies the generalized reflection equation:

RY (1®K) RY- (K®1)=(K®1)-RY,-(1®K)-R. (B.6)

Moreover, e(K) = 1. This forms a generalization of the notion of cylinder-braided
coideal subalgebra, due to Balagovié and Kolb in [BK19, Def. 4.10], which in turn
generalizes the notion of cylinder twist, due to tom Dieck and Haring-Oldenburg in
[tD98, tDHO9S|.

Example B.2.1. Universal R-matrices are examples of basic universal K-matrices,
cf. [BW18a, Rmk. 4.10] for a similar remark about quantum symmetric pairs. More
generally, if (A, R) is a quasitriangular bialgebra, then so is (A®P, Ry1). Hence
(AP ® A, R31 - Ra4) is quasitriangular, and naturally equipped with a (diagonal)
cylindrical structure with respect to the coideal subalgebra A(A), given by the twist
pair ((12),1® 1), and K-matrix R. v

It is beneficial to require an additional condition of a cylindrical structure.

Definition B.2.2. Let (v, J, K) be a cylindrical structure on (A, R) with respect
to B. If

Ry -1® K-R € B®A (B.7)
then we call (v, J, K) supported on B. v

Note that (B.7) ties the objects B and K more closely together: without it, any
cylindrical structure (¢, J, K) on (A4, R) with respect to B would also be with re-
spect to any coideal subalgebra B’ of A contained in B, see also [Kol20, Rmk. 2.11].
Furthermore, we obtain a second derivation of (B.6) by combining (B.7) with (B.4).

Finally, since B is a coideal subalgebra, (B.7) permits the module category
Mod(B) over the monoidal category Mod(A) to be endowed with a braided struc-
ture compatible with the braided structure on Mod(A). We develop the categorical
framework in Appendix C. The key algebraic ingredient is the universal tensor
K-matrix.

B.3. Tensor K-matrices and reflection bialgebras. In a similar spirit, we in-
troduce the notion of a reflection bialgebra. This is the natural generalization
(to arbitrary twist pairs) of the notions of reflection algebra, given by Enriquez in
[Enr07, Def. 4.1], and quasitriangular comodule algebra, given by Kolb in [Kol20,
Def. 2.7].

Definition B.3.1. A reflection bialgebra consists of a tuple (A, R, B,¢,J) as in
Section B.2 and a universal tensor K-matriz K with respect to (B, J), ie., an
invertible element of B® A satisfying the QSP intertwining identity

K-A(®) = (d@¥)(AWB) - K (be B) (B.8)
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and the coproduct identities

(A®id)(K) = Ry, - Ky - Ros, (B.9)
(id ® A)(K) = Jg3" - Kz - RE; - Koo, (B.10)
FEquivalently, we shall also say that (¢, J,K) is a reflection structure on (A, R) with
respect to B. \Y,

Note that by applying id ® id ® € to (B.10) we obtain the normalization
(id®e)(K) = 1.

Similar to the situation for a cylindrical structure (¢, J, K) supported on B, one
readily deduces the following reflection equation in A®3:

R;f;" Kys - R;bg Ko = Ky - R;g -Ky3 - Ros.

Indeed, one can combine K € B® A with (B.8) and (B.9) or use (B.1), (B.10) and
the twist pair property.

We will see that a reflection structure is equivalent to a cylindrical structure
supported on B. First of all, in analogy with (part of) [Kol20, Lem. 2.9] (cf. [Enr07,
Rmk. 4.2]), reflection structures straightforwardly induce cylindrical structures.

Lemma B.3.2. Let (A, R, B,v, J,K) be a reflection bialgebra and set
K=(¢®id)(K) € A.

Then (A, R, B,v,J,K) is a cylindrical bialgebra, i.e., K is a universal K-matriz
with respect to (B,,J). Furthermore,

K=RY 1QK-R. (B.11)

Proof. This follows from a straightforward computation, almost identical to [Kol20,
Lem. 2.9]:

K = (¢ ®id) o A) ®id)(K) = (¢ ®id ®id)(RY, - K13 - Re3) = RY, - 1® K - R.
Then (B.4) follows from (B.8), while (B.5) follows from (B.10). O

Remark B.3.3. If ¥ is a bialgebra automorphism and J = R;ll, the setup of Kolb
in [Kol20, Sec. 2] is recovered. Note that in Kolb’s approach the twist automor-
phism 1) is removed from the axiomatics by replacing Mod(A) by an equivariantized
category. However, we are mainly interested in the case where A is a g-deformed
Kac-Moody algebra U,(g), which is a reflection bialgebra up to completion with
respect to a full subcategory C of Mod(A), see Theorem 5.6.1. Since C is not pre-
served by the pullback of ¢ (except when g is of finite type, which is assumed in
[Kol20]), equivariantization is not applicable in our setting. v

The concept of a universal tensor K-matrix generalizes to the case where B is
a right A-comodule algebra with coaction map Ap (by definition, a linear map:
B — B® A satisfying (Ap®id4) o Ap = (idp ® A) o Ap), which is the setting
in [LBG23, Le23]. In order to formulate the generalized notion of universal tensor
K-matrix, simply replace the coproduct A by Ap in axioms (B.8-B.9). If B is a
subalgebra of A and Ap = Al|p, then the situation described above is recovered.

More generally, if there exists an algebra map ep : B — F (i.e., B is an augmented algebra)
then B = ((eg ®ida) o Ap)(B) is a right coideal subalgebra of A and a universal tensor K-matrix
K € B® A with respect to (A, R, B,, J) induces a cylindrical structure (1, J, K) on (A, R) with
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B.4. Gauge transformations. Given a quasitriangular bialgebra (A4, R) and a
coideal subalgebra B. Then it is straightforward to check that the following assign-
ments define an action of A* on cylindrical structures called gauge transformation
(also see [AV22a, Rmk. 8.11]):

(1/),J,K)>—>(Ad(g)01/),(g®g)JA(g)ilth)’ QEAX'

This immediately lifts to an action on reflection structures, with the action on the
tensor K-matrix given by

K~ (1®9)-K,

which is compatible with Lemma B.3.2. Note that the support condition (B.7) is
invariant under this action so that, in order to prove (B.7), it suffices to do so for
a convenient choice of gauge transformation.

B.5. Weakly cylindrical bialgebras. Several authors [Ta92, Re95, Ga97] have
considered a generalization of the notion of a quasitriangular bialgebra where the
role of the universal R-matrix is played by an algebra automorphism. A boundary
analogue of this, generalizing the notion of reflection algebra with a distinguished
comodule algebra, was considered by [KY20] in a very general context of pairs
of suitable Nichols algebras and comodule algebras. To describe both types of
structures we will mostly use the conventions from that paper, in particular the
terminology weak.

In particular, a bialgebra A with coproduct A is called weakly quasitriangular if
there exists an algebra automorphism S of A® A fixing A(A) € A® A pointwise
such that

([d®A) oS = (S®id) o (id®S) o (A®id),
(A®id) oS = ([d®S) o (S®id) o (id® A).

Quasitriangular bialgebras are weakly quasitriangular: just set S equal to (12) o
Ad(R).

We call a weakly quasitriangular bialgebra (A, S) weakly cylindrical if there exists
a right coideal subalgebra B € A and an algebra automorphism x : A — A fixing
B pointwise such that

Aok =(k®id)oSo(k®id)o A. (B.12)

Further, we say that the weakly cylindrical structure s on (A, S) is supported on B
if the automorphism S o (k ® id) o S preserves B® A.

We readily obtain that cylindrical bialgebras with twist pair (¢, J) are weakly
cylindrical by setting x = 1~! o Ad(K), i.e. kK = ¢! in the notation of Section 4,
and this weakly cylindrical structure is supported on B if the cylindrical structure
(¥, J, K) is supported on B. Note that the verification of (B.12) relies on the fact
that A“PY = A.

respect to B via K = (ep ®id)(K) € A. It has the property Rg’l -1® K-Re B® A. A natural
sufficient condition for this cylindrical structure to be supported on Bis isomorphicity of B and
B as right A-comodule algebras, i.e., injectivity of (e ®ida) o Ap.
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A weak reflection bialgebra is a weakly quasitriangular bialgebra (A, S) together
with a right coideal subalgebra B < A and an automorphism K of B ® A fixing
A(B) pointwise such that

(A®id) oK = (i[d®S) o (K®id) o (id®S) o (A®id),
([d®A) oK = (K®id)o (id®S) o (K®id)o (id® A).

Generalizing the coideal subalgebra of A to a comodule algebra over A as at the end
of Section B.3, this coincides with the notion of a weakly quasitriangular comodule
algebra, see [KY20, Def. 6.11].

Remarks B.5.1.

(1) The definition of weak cylindricity is clearly simpler than the definition
of cylindricity involving the twist pair (¢, J). On the other hand, for the
representation theory of quantum loop algebras it is natural to separate the
role of the universal K-matrix and the twist automorphism.

(2) In the traditional (non-weak) formalism for quasitriangularity and cylin-
dricity, typically universal solutions are constructed in a completion of the
bialgebra with respect to a certain category of representations. If the rep-
resentation theory of the bialgebra is intractable then the weak formalisms
provide workarounds, although the use of completions, see [KY20, Sec. 6.3],
is still necessary?’.

(3) If A is a Hopf algebra then B ® A®? is generated®' as a unital algebra by
the subalgebras A(B)® A and BRQA(A). In this case, the above axioms for
the maps S, k and K imply the weak analogues of Yang-Baxter and (basic
and tensor) reflection equations:

([d®S) (S®id)- ((d®S) = (S®id) - (Id® S) - (S®id),
S (k®id)-S- (k®id) = (k®id)-S-(k®id) - S,
([d®S) - (KRid)- ((d®S) - (Kid) = (K®id) - (([d®S) - (K®id) - ((d® S),

equations for algebra automorphisms of A®¥3 A®2? and B ® A®2, respec-
tively. Hence, we get a representation of the Artin-Tits braid group of type
B, on BQA®" for any n € Z=g, cf. [AV22a, Prop. 2.4]. In fact, for suitable
Nichols algebras, by [KY20, Thms. 6.9, 6.15] one has weak analogues of a
system of parameter-independent Yang-Baxter equations and left reflection
equation in the style of Cherednik, see [Che92, Sec. 4], cf. [AV22a, Sec. 2.5].
v

B.6. From K-matrices to tensor K-matrices. Returning to the approach of
[Kol20], we ask the natural question when a cylindrical bialgebra (A, R, B, 1, J, K)
can be promoted to a reflection bialgebra (A, R, B, ¢, J,K) with K = Rg’l -1 K- R.
From Lemma B.3.2 it follows that the support condition (B.7) must be satisfied. It
turns out that this is sufficient.

201ndeed, if (A, B) is a quantum symmetric pair, then (12) o Ad(R) is not an automorphism of
A® A, although it fixes A(A) pointwise, and similarly =1 o Ad(K) is not an automorphism of
A, although it fixes B pointwise.

2170 see this, note that a ® 1 = A(a?) - (1® S(a®)) for all a € A.
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Proposition B.6.1. Let (A, R,B,v,J,K) be a cylindrical bialgebra and define
KeA® A by (B.11).

(1) The identities (B.8-B.10) are satisfied and K = (e ® id)(K).
(2) K is a universal tensor K-matriz with respect to (B, v, J) (in other words,
(A, R, B, J,K) is a reflection bialgebra) if and only if (B.7) is satisfied.

Proof.
(1) For any b € B we have

RY,-1®@K-R-A(b) = RY, - (id®y)(A®(}) - 1@ K - R
— (i[d®)(Ray - AP (b)) - 1Q K - R
= ([d®@¢)(AD) - Ry, - 1@ K - R,

where we have used (B.1), (B.4) and the coideal property A(B) € B ® A, thus
establishing the QSP intertwining identity (B.8). The first coproduct identity (B.9)
follows from the identities (B.2) for the R-matrix:

(A®id)(RY, - 1®K-R) = (id®id®¢)(Rsz - Ra1) - (1® 1@ K) - Ry3 - Ros
=Ry Ry -(1®1®K)- Rz - Ros.

On the other hand, the second coproduct identity (B.10) follows from (B.5) and
the fact that (¢, .J) is a twist pair. Indeed, since A; = A°®¥  one has

(4@ A)(R) - Jog' = T35 - (id @ Ag)(RS,)
= Jast -+ (id ® A%)(R3,)
= J3' - (d@ Y @ ¢)(id @ A®)(Ra)
= J2_31 ) jol 'Rg}u
therefore
([d®A)(RY, - 1® K - R) =
= ([d®A)RY,) J53'  (1®1®K)-Ry;- (1@ K®1)- Riz - Rz
= J5' "Ry Ry, -(1®1®K)-RY;- (1@ K®1)- Riz- R
=Jy' Ry -(1®1®K) Ry Ry Ris- 1@ K®1)- Ria
=Jy' Ry -(1®1®K) Riz- Ry - Ry - (10 K®1)- Ria
where in the last equality we used (B.3). Finally, note that
(e®id)(K) = (e®id)(RY, - 1® K - R) = K.
(2 IfK = Rg’l -1® K - R is a universal tensor K-matrix with respect to (B, v, J)
then (B.7) is just the defining condition K € B® A. O
APPENDIX C. BOUNDARY BIMODULE CATEGORIES

In this section, we introduce the notion of a boundary bimodule category tai-
lored around the category of modules over a reflection bialgebra, see Section B.3.
This framework encodes in particular the action of the tensor K-matrix of a quan-
tum symmetric pair of arbitrary type. Thus, it is very similar, in spirit, with the
approach used in [Enr07, Brol3, Kol20], and more recently in [LYW23].
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As braided monoidal categories are equipped with a natural action of the braid
group on the tensor powers of their objects, boundary bimodule categories give rise
to representations of a cylindrical braid groupoid whose definition relies on Chered-
nik’s generalized reflection equation (see Section C.6).

Conventions. A boundary bimodule category is a category M acted upon by a
braided monoidal category C and equipped with an extra structure. In the cases
of our interest, the monoidal structure on C is always given by the ordinary tensor
product of vector spaces. Hence the associativity and the unit constraints will be
omitted for simplicity. In contrast, the monoidal action of C on M, while being
canonically unital, has a non—canonical associativity constraint, which will therefore
not be omitted.

C.1. Module categories. We briefly review the notion of a module category M
over a (braided) monoidal category C as presented in [Har01, Kol20]. Let C be a
monoidal category with tensor product ® and unit 1.

A (right) monoidal action of C on a category M is a functor <: M x C - M
together with an associativity constraint

P: <ofid x ®) > o(< xid)
such that
o forany M e M, M 1= M;
o forany M e M,V eC, ®priv = idyrgv = Pasva;
e for any M e M and U,V,W €,

Ma(UeV)®W) MaU®(VeWw))
<I>M,U®V,WJ J(PM,U,V(@W
(Ma(UV)) aW) O (M<aU) (VW)

(I:'m %‘/

(M<aU)yaV))aW)

Let M, N be module categories®? over C and F : M — N a functor. A module
structure on F' is a natural isomorphism

Juv: FIM) <V - FM V)

such that
o for any M € M, Jn1 = idpar);

22By abuse of notation, we use the symbols < and ® to denote, respectively, the action and
the associativity constraint on both M and N.
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e for any M € M and V,W € C,

(F(M)<aV)<aW Jary didw FIMaV)aW
‘I’F(M)VWI JJMqv,w
FM)< (VW) @) F(MaV)<W)

m) A@

F(M < (VW)
Henceforth, we refer to the datum (F,J) as a module functor M — N.

Example C.1.1. Set C = Mod(U,(g)) and M = Mod(U,(¥)). Since U,(¢) is a
coideal subalgebra in U,(g), the usual tensor product induces a functor

<: Mod(Uy (8)) x Mod(U,(g)) — Mod(U,(¥))
which is readily verified to be a monoidal action of Mod(U,(g)) on Mod(Uy()). v

C.2. Braided module categories. Let C be a braided monoidal category with
braiding ¢: ® — ®* and M a right module category over C. For any M € M and
V,W eC, set

(idyr < cvw)o = Puwy o (idy < cvw) o @3/

Following [Bro13, BZBJ18, Kol20], a module braiding on M is a natural automor-
phism
dyyv MV ->M<aV
such that
e for any M € M, dyq = idyy;

e for any M e M, V,WW e,

(MaV)aWw —2Y o qv)yaw
(idMﬂcvw)@J/ @) T(idchwvﬁp (C-l)
(M<1W)<1VW> MaW)aV
e for any M e M, VW e_C,
M < (VW) darvew M < (VW)
Parvw | @arvw |
(MaV)<W ¢ MaV)aW
de<]idwl T(idM<Icwv)<I>

MaV)<W (MaW)QV —— s (M1 W) 2V
mw lidy

(idp<evw)e

(C.2)
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A module functor F': M — N is braided if the module structure on F' intertwines
the braidings, ¢.e., if the diagram

drvy,v

FM)aV F(M)aV

-]I\/IVJ/ J/J]\/IV

FMaV) — FM V)
F(dav)

commutes for any M € M and V € C.

Remarks C.2.1.
(1) The identity idasrqv does not define a module braiding on M unless the
monoidal category C is symmetric, i.e., cyyy = Cx_/%/v

(2) It is pointed out in [BZBJ18, Rmk. 3.6] that there is an infinite family of
possible axioms for a braided module category. The relations (C.1) and
(C.2) constitute just one example of such axioms.

(3) In [Kol20], Kolb proved that the action of the tensor K-matrix of a quantum
symmetric pair U, () < U,(g) with dim g < oo gives rise to a braided module
structure on Modsq(Uy(8)) over Modgg(Uq(g)). This is no longer true when
dim g = oo, which motivates the notion of a boundary bimodule category,
which we introduce in Sections C.3-C.4. v

C.3. Bimodule categories. Let C be a monoidal category. A left monoidal ac-
tion of C on a category M is a functor €4: M x C — M together with a natural
isomorphism

(I)MvwlMﬂ(V@W)H(M(W)ﬂV

for any M € M and V,W € C.
A bimodule category over C is a category M equipped with

e a right monoidal action <1: M x C — M with associativity constraints ®<;
e a left monoidal action €4: M x C — M with associativity constraints ®<;
e a natural isomorphism
eyvw: (M 4V)<W - (M<aW) 4V (C.3)
forany M e M and V,W e C
such that
o forany M e M,V €C, epvy = idyqv and epyriw = idyrqw;
e for any M e M, U, V., W e_,

eM URQV,W

(M 4(URV))aW) (M<aW)4(URV)

Q;{Utid"VJ Jq)quw,u@v

(M «V) «U) aW (M aW)«V) <U (C4)

eM <4V, U,W ey vw didy

(M 4V)<aW)4U)

G
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e for any M e M, U,V,W €C,

eMURQV,W

(M 4U) < (VW) M<a(VW)) «U

<I>$I<U.V,VV <Iide J@ﬁjvwﬁdy

(M aU)<aV)aW o (MaV)<aW) <U (C.5)

em %

(MaV)4U)<aW)

Remark C.3.1. Let C be a braided monoidal category with braiding c: ® — ®>.
Then, C is naturally a bimodule over itself. Namely, the right action < is given
by the tensor product and has a trivial associativity constraint, i.e., @3y w =
idp@vew. The left action « is also given by the tensor product, but its associativ-
ity constraint is given by the braiding, i.e., @3 = idy @ cyw. Finally, the com-
mutativity constraint (C.3) is also given by the braiding, i.e., epryw = idy Qcyw.
It is easy to check that (C.4) and (C.5) follow from the hexagon axioms and the
naturality of c. v

Let M, N be bimodule categories?® and F' : M — AN a functor. A bimodule
structure on F' is the datum of a pair of natural isomorphisms

I3, F(M)aV > F(M V) and J%,: F(M) 4V — F(M «4V)

such that
e for any M e M, V., W eC,

I vew
F(M) < (VW) Mven F(M < (VW)
‘I’F(M)vwl O lF(‘I’va)
(FIM)<aV)aW —— FMaV)aW —— F(M V) a W)

JQ <id <
My <dw Mav,w
e for any M e M, V., W eC,

JEI.V@VV
F(M) 4« (VW) F(M <« (VW))
‘I’;(M)vwl O lF(‘I’va)
(F(M) «W) 4V Towadr F(M <«W) 4V R TP F(M 4W) V)

e for any M € M and V,W €,

€F (M), V,W

(F(M) 4 V)W FM)aW) 4V

J 4y <idw I3, «idy
FM4V)<aW @) FMaW) 4V
J1<V]I<V,W J1T4<]W,V

F(M4V)<<W) — F(M aW) «4V)

F(emvw)

238y abuse of notation, we use the same symbol to denote the monoidal actions on M and N.
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C.4. Boundary bimodule categories. Let C be a braided monoidal category
with braiding ¢: ® — ®* and M a bimodule category. A boundary structure on
M is a natural isomorphism

fyuy M <V - M 4V (06)
such that
e for any M € M and V,W € C,

(M<V)
Ma(VeW) (M<V)
idMQCVW‘/ @) /l\eMWV
Ma(WRV) (M 4W)aV

k‘ %‘/
(M < W)

e forany M e M and VW e C,

M4« VW)
W N
(VW) (M 4W) 4V
QJTIVW‘/ O /l\va(idV
(M <aV) (MaW) 4V
fﬂm %
(M 4V)

Remark C.4.1. Consider C as a module category over itself. Then, every braided
structure on C (see Section C.2) is also a boundary with respect the bimodule

structure described in Remark C.3.1. v
Let M, N be boundary bimodule categories and F': M — N a bimodule functor.

Then, F' is boundary if the bimodule structures intertwines the boundary structures,
i.e.,
£
FM)aV —27 5 F(M) 4V
3| |as

F(M<]V) —>F(M<V)
F(fay)
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for any M € M and V € C.

C.5. From reflection bialgebras to boundary structures. The notion of a
boundary structure on a bimodule category is tailored to encode the defining datum
of a reflection bialgebra (see Section B.3). From

Proposition C.5.1. Let (4, R, ¥, J, B,K) be a reflection bialgebra. The following
datum defines a boundary bimodule structure on Mod(B) over Mod(A).

(1) Module structure. There is a right monoidal action
<: Mod(B) x Mod(A4) — Mod(B)
with trivial associativity constraint given by the standard tensor product,
e, MV =M@V .
(2) Bimodule structure. The left monoidal action
<: Mod(B) x Mod(A) — Mod(B)
is obtained by twisting <I with 1, i.e., M V. = MQV"¥. The associativity
constraint
P MRV RW) > MW VY
is provided by the action of J. The commutativity constraint
evvw: MRV QW > MW V"
is provided by the action of the R-matriz R on the second and third factor.
(3) Boundary structure. The boundary structure
fuv: MV > M@V
is provided by the action of the tensor K-matriz K.

C.6. The model of a boundary bimodule category. In a braided monoidal
category, every tensor power V®" is naturally acted upon by the ordinary braid
group (Artin-Tits group of type A,_1). Similarly, in a braided module category,
every object of the form W <1 V®" is naturally acted upon by the cylindrical braid
group (Artin-Tits group of type B,,). In the case of boundary bimodule categories,
the symmetry is encoded instead by a cylindrical braid groupoid M, whose genera-
tors satisfy constant versions of Cherednik’s generalized reflection equation [Che92,
Sec. 4]. Its definition can be thought of as a boundary analogue of the free PROP,
see, e.g., [Law63, Mac65, KS20].

Let C be the strict monoidal category defined as follows.

e The objects of C are the non—negative integers. For any n € Zxg, the
corresponding object is denoted [n].

e The tensor product in C is the sum and the unit is zero.

e The morphisms in C are generated by an invertible element t € Endc([2])
satisfying the following braid relation in Endc([3]):

tiotogtio = toztiotas.
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Remark C.6.1. Let V be an object in a braided monoidal category C with braiding
c. Then, there is an essentially unique?* monoidal functor G : C — C such that
G([n]) = VO™ and G(t) = cyv. v
Let M be the strict bimodule category over C defined as follows.

e The objects of M are given by {*} x [, 5, A", where A = {£}.

e The morphisms in M are generated by the following elements.

e For any s € M, three invertible elements
t*" e Homm(s + +, s+ +)
t™~ e Hompm(s— —,s— —)
t~" e Homm(s — +,s+ —)
subject to the mixed braid relations
t15t55t75 = 37675655
in Hom¢(so7(,s{70), for all o,7,( € A such that the corresponding
operators are all defined.

e For any s € M, an invertible element
b € Hompm(s+,s—)
subject to Cherednik’s reflection equation in Homp(s + +,s — —):

t bt b =Dbt Tbt™t.

e The right and left actions of [n] € C are given by concatenation with length-
n sequences of + and —, respectively. The associativity constraints are
trivial. The commutativity constraint (C.3) is given by t~*. Finally, the
boundary structure (C.6) is given by b.

Proposition C.6.2. Let C be a braided monoidal category and M a boundary
bimodule category.

(1) For any V €C, the functor G : C — C defined in Remark C.6.1 induces on
M a boundary bimodule structure over C.

(2) For any M € M, there is an essentially unique boundary bimodule functor
F : M — M such that F(x) = M and F(b) = f£.
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