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DIFFERENTIAL IDENTITIES OF MATRIX ALGEBRAS

JOSE BROX AND CARLA RIZZO

ABSTRACT. We study the differential identities of the algebra My (F) of k X k matrices over a field F' of
characteristic zero when its full Lie algebra of derivations, L = Der(Mj(F')), acts on it. We determine a
set of 2 generators of the ideal of differential identities of My (F') for k > 2. Moreover, we obtain the exact
values of the corresponding differential codimensions and differential cocharacters. Finally we prove that,
unlike the ordinary case, the variety of differential algebras with L-action generated by My (F) has almost
polynomial growth for all k& > 2.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let A be an associative algebra over a field F' of characteristic zero, F(X) be the free associative algebra
freely generated by an infinite countable set X over F', and Id(A) C F(X) be the T-ideal of all polynomial
identities of A. From a celebrated theorem of Kemer it is known that in characteristic zero every T-ideal
is finitely generated (see [29]). The proof given by Kemer is not constructive, and finding an explicit finite
basis of the T-ideal of polynomial identities of an algebra is, in general, an extremely hard task. Indeed
there is only a handful of nontrivial examples of algebras for which this problem is completely solved. These
include the algebra UTy(F') of upper triangular matrices ([31]), the infinite-dimensional Grassmann algebra
G ([30]), and the tensor product G ® G of Grassmann algebras ([36]). If one adds to the above the full
matrix algebra My(F) of order 2 (see [12, 38]), one approximately gets the complete list of algebras for
which the identities are known. In fact, even the description of the T-ideal of 3 x 3 matrices is still an open
problem with no solution in sight. Since finding the exact form of the polynomial identities satisfied by a
given algebra is a goal that seems too hard to achieve for the vast majority of relevant algebras, one is led
to the study of identities of algebras with additional structure, such as algebras with a trace, group-graded
algebras, algebras with involution, algebras with a Lie algebra action induced by derivations and, more in
general, algebras with a Hopf algebra action. Such theories of identities include the theory of ordinary ones
as a special case and, overall, their study tends to be less challenging.

In this paper we focus our attention on algebras with derivations, i.e., associative algebras with a Lie
algebra action by derivations. If L is such a Lie algebra, then its action can be naturally extended to an
action of its universal enveloping algebra U(L), and we say that A is an algebra with derivations from L,
or an L-algebra. In this context the differential identities of A are defined as the polynomials vanishing on
A in the variables z¥ := u(z) with w € U(L), i.e., coming from the free L-algebra F(X|L). Notice that
the theory of differential identities generalizes the theory of ordinary polynomial identities, as any algebra
A can be regarded as an L-algebra by letting L act on A trivially, with L acting on A as the trivial Lie
algebra and U(L) = F. Differential identities were introduced by Kharchenko in [26] (see also [27]) and, in
later years, relevant work by Gordienko and Kochetov ([19]) has motivated a growing interest in them. The
Tr-ideals of differential identities of some important algebras have been determined: in [14, 43], Giambruno
and Rizzo gave a complete description of the differential identities of the algebra UT(F') of 2 x 2 upper

triangular matrices endowed with all possible actions of Lie algebras by derivations; in [8], Di Vincenzo
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and Nardozza determined the generators of the Tp-ideal of the algebras UT(F') under the action of the
nonabelian two-dimensional Lie algebra; in [42], Rizzo studied the differential identities of G with the action
of a finite-dimensional abelian Lie algebra of inner derivations. We also refer the interested reader to [32, 34]
for more results on differential identities of other interesting algebras.

Since the base field F is of characteristic zero, as it happens in ordinary PI theory, the T -ideal Id* (A)
is completely determined by its multilinear elements as well. Recall from ordinary PI theory that the
codimensions sequence {¢,(A)}nen of an algebra A is defined by taking ¢, (A) as the dimension of the space
P, of multilinear polynomials of degree n modulo Id(A). The codimensions sequence is also hard to compute,
in the sense that, quoting Regev ([41, p.2]), in general there is no hope to find a closed formula for ¢, (A).
Therefore one resorts to studying the growth of the sequence as n tends to infinity. In the late nineties
Giambruno and Zaicev ([15, 16]) proved that if A is an algebra satisfying a nontrivial polynomial identity,
then the limit exp(A) := lim,, o ¥/c,n(A) exists and is always a nonnegative integer called the (ordinary)
exponent of A. As a consequence, it follows that the codimensions of an algebra are either polynomially
bounded or grow exponentially. Given a variety V, its growth is defined as the growth of ¢, (A4) for any A
generating V. Then one says that variety V has almost polynomial growth if its growth is not polynomially
bounded but every proper subvariety of V has polynomial growth. In the ordinary setting, G and UT,(F)
are the only algebras generating varieties of almost polynomial growth ([28]).

Analogous definitions of PZ, c¢L(A) and exp®(A) can be given in the differential setting. In [18] Gordienko
proved that, in case A is finite dimensional, exp”(A) indeed exists and is a nonnegative integer called the L-
exponent of A, which allows to likewise define the concept of almost polynomial growth in this case. Moreover,
since U(L) is a unital algebra, we can identify P, with a subspace of P in a natural way and hence we have
cn(A) < ck(A) for all n > 1, from what it is clear that exp(A) < expl(A). In [19], Gordienko and Kochetov
proved that in case L is a finite-dimensional semisimple Lie algebra then exp(A) = exp(A); in [45], it was
shown that if A is finite dimensional and L is any Lie algebra then exp”(A) = 1 if and only if exp(4) = 1;
and in [44], the author proved that exp”(A) coincides with exp(A) for any Lie algebra L. In case L is
finite dimensional and solvable, the only two finite-dimensional L-algebras generating L-varieties of almost
polynomial growth are UT5(F) with trivial L-action, and UT,(F)¢ with L the one-dimensional Lie algebra
generated by the inner derivation € induced by the matrix unit e;; ([44, Corollary 5.5]). The assumption that
L is solvable is crucial; in fact, in this paper we present an infinite family of finite-dimensional L-algebras of
almost polynomial growth for a simple Lie algebra L. This points out that the structural properties of the
acting Lie algebra deeply affect the growth of the related varieties.

As matrix algebras are of great importance for both mathematics and its applications, the identities
satisfied by matrices have been an attractive object of study from the very origins of polynomial identities
theory. Concerning matrices with additional structure, to the best of our knowledge, so far the only known
results are on graded identities of the matrix algebras My (F') for cross-product gradings ([46, 47] for gradings
by Zi, and Z, [1] for gradings by an arbitrary group), and on the trace identities of the full matrix algebras
(see [37, 39)).

The main purpose of this paper is to determine the differential identities of the algebra My (F) of k x k
matrices for £ > 2 over a field F' of characteristic zero, when acted by its Lie algebra of all derivations
Der(Mj(F)), making all computations explicit along the way. To do so, in order to have a finite-dimensional
algebra at our disposal, for any L-algebra A we call U to the image of the representation of U(L) in End g (A)
and define two related free L-algebras, F(X|U) and FY(X) (with their corresponding notions of U- and
(L,U)-polynomials and Ty- and 7, y-ideals). These algebras allow us to make computations with U, and
between the two they model the desired properties of F(X|L): roughly speaking, F(X|U) inherits the linear
behavior of F(X|L), while FI-Y(X) inherits its L-action behavior. In Section 2 we conduct a careful analysis
of these algebras and their relations, and develop the general setting of the variety of (L, U)-algebras (which
we define), for which F%U(X) is the free algebra. In this way we show that we can study differential identities,
codimensions, and growth by considering U- and (L, U)-polynomials and the variety of (L, U)-algebras.

In Section 3 we particularize to the case L := Der(My(F)) = sli(F') and, via the representation theory
of L (see Theorem 2.1.4), describe U-polynomials of F(X|U) as being composed of variables either of the
form z%« = 2% for a,b elements of the standard Cartan-Weyl basis S := {h1,... hg—1,€12, .., €K1}
of sl (F), or of the form %99 = x99, with g = I}, the identity matrix, with the exponent endomorphisms
satisfying wapea = OpePaa and 1 = 3 s Vaa + ©gg € Endp(My(F)). It is this partition of unity into
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orthogonal idempotents what allows us to circumvent the apparition of ordinary PIs in our computations.
Moreover, the definitions of the endomorphisms g, allow us to directly translate identities from S U {g}
to U-identities of My (F) (see Lemma 4.1.3), e.g. ejzes; = 0 implies x®12¢12y12¢31 = (0 with the second
exponent index carrying the weight of the identities. In Section 4 we use this idea together with the linear
structure of F(X|U) to show a set of generators of Idy (M (F)), in 2 variables and with at most 3 terms,
which afterwards we reduce to a minimal set of 4 generators (in 2 variables and 2 terms) with the aid of the
L-action of F(X]|U), which allows to modify the second index of an exponent; finally we show, through the
result from the representation theory of L that we call the primitive element lemma (Lemma 2.2.2), that
Idp, (Mg (F)) is principal.

In order to translate this last result to F(X]|L) in an explicit way, if ¢ is the homomorphism sending U (L)
to U, we need to compute some preimages ¢~ !(p.5) € U(L) of the endomorphisms ¢, € U, and also some
generators of ker ¢, what we also do in Section 3. For the preimages, we just find expressions formed with
polynomials of degree at most 6 in the elements e;; € U(L). For the kernel, we recall that the center of
U(L) is a polynomial ring in k — 1 indeterminates ¢; which on each irreducible representation p of L act as
scalars A\, from which each ¢; — A? is in the kernel of p.' On the other hand, we know that e$, € ker ¢ and
that ¢ is the direct sum of the trivial and the adjoint representations of L. From these facts, the algebraic
geometry of U(L) (Grébner bases, primitive spectrum), and the primitive element lemma, we show that ker ¢
is principal (Theorem 3.4.5). Then, as FI"V(X) = F(X|L) /Id%»Y(X) with [d"V(X) the T;-ideal generated
by z* for z € ker ¢, we get as our main result, Theorem 4.3.1, that the differential identities of My (F) are
generated by 1 identity in 1 variable (coming from ker ¢ and depending on k) and 1 identity in 2 variables
(coming from Id, (Mg (F)) and not depending on k except for k = 2).

In addition, in Section 3 we also show a special kind of symmetry that holds for the U-identities of any
(L,U)-algebra A and that we use profusely thereafter, roughly speaking, that changes in the first exponent
index leave Ty (A) invariant. More concretely, consider the space Pg To(arssan ) With (Z,J) a partition
of {1,...,n} and |Z| = r, of those multilinear U-polynomials in which variable z; always appears paired
with first exponent g for ¢ € 7 and variable x; always appears paired with first exponent a; € S for j € J.

Then PIU,J,(al,...,anfr,v) is linearly isomorphic to PU’JH(a’l,...,a;,H) if and only if r = r/, and U-identities of

A map to U-identities. Moreover, defining an action of S, x S,_, by permutations of variables together
with their first exponents, the linear isomorphisms are in fact isomorphisms of S, x S, _,-modules. Since
then all of them are isomorphic to Prlfn_r = P{Ul,...,r},{r+1,...,n—r},(a,...,a) for fixed a, we can restrict to the
study of these S, x S, _,-modules for each 0 < r < n. With these ideas at hand, we show a combinatorial
formula for the U-codimensions (Formula (C)), arising from P, _,.(A), that is used in Section 4 together
with the U-identities of My, (F) to find a closed formula for c¢Z(My(F)) (see Theorem 4.3.1). In particular,
the associated generating function is rational; in contrast, when k > 3 is odd, the generating function of
(ordinary) ¢, (Mg (F)) is not algebraic ([41, Theorem 12.4]). As an aside, this proof also constitutes a simple
way of showing that exp(My(F)) = k? (as exp(My(F)) = exp®(My(F)) = k?), which was originally shown
by Regev by resorting to the asymptotics of trace identities ([40]), and can also be proved by Wedderburn’s
decomposition ([17, Theorem 6.6.1]).

Now let P([{L;T) (A) be the direct sum of all Pz 7 (a,.....a,_,)(A) such that |Z| = r; it is an S, x S,,_,-module
whose character ng;r) (A), which we call the (n,r)th U-cocharacter of A, is a multiple of that of PY, _,.(A)
(Formula (x)). In Section 6 we show, by a counting argument, that ng)(Mk(F)) is a multiple of the
irreducible S, x S, _,-cocharacter x () ® X(5,—r) for each 0 <r <n (Theorem 6.1.3).

Lastly, in Section 5 we prove a result which is, in our view, one of the most interesting and unexpected PI
results of this paper: unlike the ordinary case, the variety var’ (M}, (F)) of differential algebras with L-action
generated by My (F) has almost polynomial growth for all k > 2, i.e., var”(My(F)) has exponential growth
but any of its proper L-subvarieties has polynomial growth (Theorem 5.1.7). To show it, we prove that if an
L-subvariety V satisfies any L-identity not belonging to T, (M (F)), then it must satisfy all U-identities of
the form 2§12 - 2#** for a; € S for some t, implying that cf, (V) =c,, (V) =0 whenever n—r > N
for some N.

IWe also compute explicitly the values of the eigenvalues of a standard set of Casimir generators of sl (F) for the adjoint
representation, a result which may be of independent interest.
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2. GENERAL SETTING
2.1. Preliminaries.

Throughout this paper, F will denote a field of characteristic zero, A an associative algebra, and (L, [, -]1)
a Lie algebra. All algebras and vector spaces have F' as their underlying field. Although we work with varieties
of nonunital associative algebras, all results can be easily adapted to unital associative algebras as well. All
notations, once introduced, will maintain their meanings in the ensuing sections of the paper.

2.1.1. Associative algebras. Given a set S C A, by (S) we denote the ideal generated by S. A is split
semisimple (over F) if it is a direct sum of matrix algebras over F'. Given a unital associative algebra U with
product -, the opposite algebra U°P is the underlying vector space of U endowed with the opposite product
a-*b:=b-afor a,b € U; U is antiisomorphic to U as unital associative algebras (with (U°P)°P = U)
through the map °? : U — U°P such that a°? := a; in particular, any subset of U is mapped to itself.
If ¢ : Uy — U is a homomorphism of unital associative algebras, then ¢°P : U;® — UP defined by
¢°P(a) := ¢(a) is a homomorphism of unital associative algebras. Given a vector space V, a left (resp. right)
(algebra) U-action of a unital associative algebra U on Visamap - : U XV =V (resp. - : V. xU — V)
suchthat 1.z =z, a- (A +y)=ANa-z)+a-y, Aa+b)-c=Na-z)+b-z,and (ab) -z =a- (b-x) (resp.
z-l=z, (A+y)-a=XNz-a)+y-a,z-(Aa+bd)=ANz-a)+z b, and z - (ab) = (z - a) - b) for a,b € U,
z,y € Vand XA € F. Let Endp(V) be the algebra of the endomorphisms of V' acting on the left of V. Then
a left (resp. right) U-action on V produces a left (resp. right) representation of U, i.e., a homomorphism of
unital algebras ¢ : U — Endp (V) (resp. ¢ : U — Endp(V)) and vice versa. Any left action - of U on V
has an associated right action -°P of U°P? on V given by x -°P a := a - x for a € U°P?, x € V, and vice versa
(with (-°P)°P = .). If there is a (left, right) U-action on A we say that A is a (left, right) U-algebra (for
this action). Throughout this paper we define endomorphisms as acting on the left, but we use exponential
notation to denote their actions: hence we see any left U-algebra as a right U°P-algebra (notice that the
associated representation ¢ is the same), with exponents living in U°P; in addition, we denote the opposite
products appearing in exponents just by juxtaposition. Moreover, by abuse of notation we may also denote
@°P : UP — Endp(A)°P by ¢. For example, if ¢ : U — Endp(A) with ¢(u;) = ¢y, u; € U for i = 1,2 and
associated left action denoted by -, then we write

(a™)¥2 = g"1¥2 = q®u)o(uz) — (dr1d2 _ ba(h1(a)) = ug + (uy +a) = (ugur) a = (ug -°° uy) +a

for a € A and, in the exponents, u1,us € U°P, ¢1, 92 € Endp(A)°P. Since for any set S C U we have S°P = S
inside U°P, if no confusion may arise, when picking exponents we may write s € S instead of s € S°P.

2.1.2. Lie algebras. Given L, the opposite Lie algebra L°P is the underlying vector space of L endowed
with the opposite product [a,b|per := —[a,b]r (L°P is isomorphic to L). If ¢ : L — M is a homomorphism
of Lie algebras, then ¢°P : L°P — M°P defined by ¢°P(a) := p(a) is a homomorphism of Lie algebras. The
underlying vector space of A endowed with the commutator product [a,b] := ab — ba for all a,b € A is a Lie
algebra, denoted by A~. We have (A°?)~ = (A7)°P. A linear endomorphism § : A — A is a derivation of
A if it satisfies (ab)? = a®b 4 ab® for all a,b € A. If a € A, the endomorphism ad, : A — A defined by
adq () := [a, b] for all b € A is a derivation of A, called the inner derivation induced by a. For ease of reading,
given an element in A denoted by a lowercase letter, at times we denote the inner derivation this element
induces by the corresponding uppercase letter, e.g. E := ad. € Endg(A) for e € A. The vector space of all
derivations of A endowed with the commutator product is a Lie algebra denoted by Der(A) C Endg(A)~,
with the subspace ad(A) C Der(A) of inner derivations of A being a Lie ideal of Der(A). A semisimple Lie
algebra is split (over F) if it has a Cartan subalgebra H such that the eigenvalues of ady, lie in F for all
h € H, called a splitting Cartan subalgebra; hence a split-semisimple Lie algebra has a root system ([23,
Chapter 1V]). L is split simple if it is simple and split semisimple.

2.1.3. L-modules. A (left) representation of L on the vector space V is a Lie algebra homomorphism

p: L — Endp(V)~; we also say that that V has a (left) L-action given by d-x := p(d)xz ford € L, x € V,

and that V' (together with p) is a (left) L-module. We similarly define the same notions for the right side,

with any left L-action - giving rise to a right L°P-action -°P by the rule x -°P d := d - x; accordingly, we will

write left L-actions as right L°P-actions with exponential notation. The trivial representation on V' is given

by po := 0. The adjoint representation of L is given by ad on L. A representation p on V is irreducible
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if it has no proper nontrivial subrepresentation p|lyr on W C V. Weyl’s theorem states that, when L is
finite dimensional semisimple, every finite-dimensional L-module is completely reducible, i.e., a direct sum of
irreducible L-modules ([23, II1.7 Theorem 8]). For the rest of this paragraph let L be a finite-dimensional
split-semisimple Lie algebra (over a field of characteristic 0), with a fixed splitting Cartan subalgebra H C L
and a fixed set of positive roots; then L has a triangular decomposition L = N_ ® H & N where N_ | are
the linear spans of the negative and positive root spaces, respectively. Any finite-dimensional irreducible
L-module is absolutely irreducible, i.e., irreducible for any extension of scalars of the base field ([23, p.223]).
A weight of L is an algebra homomorphism A € Hom(H, F'). A vector v of the L-module V is a weight vector
of weight A if p(h)v = A(h)v for all h € H, a highest weight vector if in addition p(N4)v = 0, in which case
A is a highest weight of V. An L-module is a (cyclic) highest weight module if it is generated by a single
highest weight vector. Given a weight A of L we can build a universal highest weight L-module with A as
highest weight, the Verma module W, such that any highest weight L-module with highest weight A is a
quotient of W) ([23, Chapter VIIL.2]).

Given a representation p : L — Endg (V) ™, the enveloping (associative) algebra of p is the unital associa-
tive subalgebra of Endp (V') generated by p(L), denoted here by [p(L)]. The following result is known (see
e.g. [23, Theorem III.5.10] for a close result); we include a proof here since it is a key tool of our paper.

Theorem 2.1.4 (Full matrix algebras as enveloping algebras).

Let L be a finite-dimensional split-semisimple Lie algebra over a field of characteristic O and p be a finite-
dimensional representation of L. Then the enveloping associative algebra [p(L)] of p is split semisimple.
Moreover, if p is irreducible of dimension d, then [p(L)] is a matriz algebra of dimension d>.

Proof. Put p : L — Endp (V)™ with dimp V' = d. Since p is finite dimensional, by Weyl’s theorem it is
completely reducible, so it suffices to assume that p is irreducible. Denote U := [p(L)], let K be an algebraic
closure of F'; and consider the following objects produced by extension of scalars: Lx = L ®p K, Vg =
V @ K,Endp(V) @ K = Endg(Vk), the representation px := p ®r K : Lx — Endg(Vk)™, and its
enveloping algebra Uk := [px(Lk)] = U ®F K. Since L is a finite-dimensional split-semisimple Lie algebra
and char(F) = 0, p is absolutely irreducible. Therefore pg is irreducible, hence Vi is a finite-dimensional
irreducible Ug-module (since Uk is generated by L) which is also faithful (as Ux C Endg(Vk)); by
Jacobson’s density theorem ([24, pp.197,199]), Ux = Endp (Vi) with D := Endy, (Vi) a finite-dimensional
division algebra (by Schur’s lemma) over the algebraically closed field K, which forces D = K and Ux =
Endg (Vi) & My(K). Now U ®@p K = Ux = Endg (Vi) = Endp(V) ®p K implies U = Endp(V) (since
U CEndp(V)), so U = My(F). O

2.1.5. Universal enveloping algebras. The universal enveloping algebra U(L) of L is the quotient of
the unital tensor algebra generated by L by the ideal generated by relations a ® b — b ® a — [a, ]y, for
all a,b € L, ie., for a,b € L we have [a,b]y () = [a,b]r, hence [a,b]y(ryr = —[a,b]r = [a,b]por. The
universal enveloping algebra satisfies the following universal property: there is a monomorphism v : L —
U(L)~ of Lie algebras such that for any homomorphism ¢ : L — A~ of Lie algebras there exists a unique
homomorphism ¢ : U(L) — A of associative algebras such that ¢ = ¢ o+. Since its universal property
determines U (L°P) up to isomorphism, and U(L)P is easily seen to satisfy said universal property, we have
U(L°P) = U(L)°P as unital associative algebras. By abuse of notation, we identify L with (L) inside
U(L). Then the Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt (PBW) theorem asserts that if {e;};cs is an ordered basis of L, the
set B := {efl1 ~--er | j € Nye;, < --- < ey ky,...,k; € N'} is a basis of U(L) (including 1 € B). In
particular, U(L) =: U*(L) @ F - 1, where U*(L) is the nonunital universal enveloping algebra of L and the
augmentation ideal of U(L) (which is a maximal ideal). Note that U(L) is always an infinite-dimensional
algebra, even if L is finite dimensional. Universal enveloping algebras of finite-dimensional Lie algebras are
Noetherian rings ([23, V.3 Theorem 6(2)]) and the theory of Grobner bases is available for U(L) (see [7,
Section 6.3]); we are interested in a particular application. Let L be finite dimensional, fix an ordered basis
{e1,...,eq} with e; < e; if i < j, and let B denote the corresponding basis of monomials of U(L) given by
the PBW theorem. The deglex order extends < to B by the rule my := ef* -+ esd <éb... eif =: my if either
deg(mq) < deg(ms) or deg(mq) = deg(msz) and the first nonzero entry of (k; —ly,...,kq — lg) is positive.
Given an element f € U(L), its leading monomial LM(f) with respect to < is the largest monomial of f
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with nonzero coefficient. If I is an ideal of U(L), its set of leading monomials is LM(T) := {LM(f) | f € I}
and its set of normal words is N(I) :=={m € B | m ¢ LM(I)}. Then U(L) = I @ span N(I) ([7, p.231]).

We can make U(L) an L-module by extending the adjoint action of L to U(L), which is the restriction to
L of the adjoint action of U(L) on itself (given by ad,.(y) = [z,y] for x,y € U(L)). By the universal property
of U(L), any representation p : L — Endp(V)~ of L extends to an associative left U(L)-representation
p:U(L) = Endp(V) (note the abuse of notation). A U(L)-representation is irreducible if and only if it is
irreducible as an L-representation (since U(L) is generated as an algebra by L). If L is finite dimensional
split semisimple, the Verma module associated to weight A of L can be constructed as My = U(L)/Iy, with
I, the left ideal of U(L) generated by {h — A(h)1 | h € H} U NT (|23, Chapter VIL.2], [20, Chapter 9]).

The center Z(U(L)) of U(L) is the set of elements ¢ € U(L) such that [¢,U(L)] = 0, which are called
Casimir elements. For the rest of this paragraph let L be a finite-dimensional semisimple Lie algebra
over an algebraically closed field (of characteristic 0), and denote Z := Z(U(L)). By the Harish-Chandra
isomorphism ([21, Lemma 36]), Z is isomorphic to the algebra of polynomials in rank(L) indeterminates (see
also [11, Theorem 7.3.8]); we call a set of Casimir generators to any set of rank(L) algebraically independent
elements of Z. By Schur’s lemma, if ¢ € Z and p is an irreducible representation of L on V' then p(c) acts
as a scalar on V. A central character of L is an algebra homomorphism y : Z — F. If p is an irreducible
representation of L of dimension d then x,(c) := L tr(p(c)) for ¢ € Z is the central character associated
to p; we call x,(c) the eigenvalue of ¢ for p. We clearly have U(L)kery, C kerp. If p,p’ are two finite-
dimensional irreducible representations of L and x, = x,s then p = p’ ([5, Section 2]). Note that, for a fixed
set of Casimir generators, the maximal ideals of Z are in 1-to-1 correspondence with the central characters
of L. Now fix F' = C, the field of complex numbers. We will need the following results from the algebraic
geometry of U(L). Let Max(A), Prim(A) respectively denote the sets of maximal and primitive ideals of
the algebra A, and for I € Prim(U(L)) let w(I) := I N Z and say that I lies over J for an ideal J of Z if
I € 7=Y(J). Then 7(I) € Max(Z), and Dizmier’s theorem asserts the following: given M € Max(Z), the
set of primitive ideals of U(L) lying over M is finite and contains a minimal and a maximal element, with
7 : Max(U (L)) — Max(Z) being a bijection ([9, 10], see also [3, 3.2-3.3] and [6, Theorem 3.1.3]). Joseph’s
theorem on principal series submodules states that if the ideal I of U(L) satisfies I N Z(L) € Max(Z(L))
then I is the annihilator of the L-module W /IW) for some weight A of L (|25, Theorem 5.1]). We can say
more when the ideal is of finite codimension:

Lemma 2.1.6. Let L be a complex finite-dimensional semisimple Lie algebra and I # U(L) be an ideal of
finite codimension of U(L) such that IN Z(U(L)) € Max(Z(U(L))). Then I € Max(U(L)).

Proof. Denote Z := Z(U(L)). Since INZ € Max(Z), I is the annihilator of the U(L)-module N := Wy /IW)
for some weight A of L by Joseph’s theorem on principal series submodules. Since Wy =2 U(L)/I, as U(L)-
modules, we get N = % = U(L)/(I+1y) as U(L)-modules, with I + I of finite codimension, proving
N a finite-dimensional U(L)-module. By Weyl’s theorem N is completely reducible, N = @' ; N; with N;
irreducible and finite dimensional for 1 < ¢ < n. The primitive ideals M; := Ann N; are maximal by Jacob-
son’s density theorem ([24, pp.197,199]), in particular pairwise coprime, so I = Ann N = Ann(@)"_; N;) =
Ni_; Ann N; = N, M; and (by the Chinese remainder theorem) U(L)/I = [];_, U(L)/M; is a sum of
n > 1 matrix algebras (n > 0 because I # U(L)). Suppose n > 2; then there are at least two different
maximal ideals Mj, My of U(L) containing I, with I N Z maximal in Z forcing MiNZ =1INZ =M;N Z.
But Dixmier’s theorem implies the uniqueness of the maximal ideal of U(L) lying over I N Z, so My = Ma,
a contradiction which forces n = 1. So U(L)/I is simple and I is maximal. O

2.1.7. Hopf algebras. Consider a Hopf algebra H with comultiplication A : H — H ® H (in particular
Azy) = A(z)A(y) in HQH). H is cocommutative if ToA = A for the twist map 7: HQ H — H® H defined
by 7(a®b) := b®a. If H is cocommutative then H°P is also a Hopf algebra with the same comultiplication,
counit, and antipode. We write comultiplications in Sweedler’s notation, A(h) =: >  hy ® he. For n € N*,

—_—
the (n — 1)th iterated comultiplication is the operation A,_; : H - H ® --- ® H given iteratively by
An—l(h) = ZA(hl) R Qhpy_1 =: Zhl R hy

(which is well defined by the coassociativity axiom, see [33, 1.4.2]).
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Given H, we say that A has a right Hopf (algebra) H-action, or that A is a right H-module algebra, if
there is a right algebra action of H on A, - : AQ H — A, such that (ab)-h = > (a-h1)(b-h2) and 1-h = e(h)1,
for all a,b € A and all h € H, with A(h) =Y h1 ® ho. When A has a right Hopf action, then, for h € H,

(al...an)h:Zailln-aZ", with A, _1(h) :Zh1®---®hn.

The universal enveloping algebra U(L) of L (and hence U(L)°P) becomes a cocommutative Hopf algebra
when endowed with comultiplication A(0) := § ® 14+ 1 ® §, counit () := 0 and antipode S(d) := —d for
§ € L, and extended to U(L) via the PBW theorem: A(efll . 'efj) = A Aleg;)ks, S(efl1 . -eZ’) =

S(eil)kl s S(eij)kf. Eg, for (51,52 € L we have A((Slég) = 5152®1+(51®52+52®51+1®5152 and A2(5152) =
0102@1@1+6,@0@1+61@1®02+02 001 @1+02 0101 +1®6102 @ 1+100; @02 +1R02 @61 +1R 10102,

2.2. The variety of L-algebras.

2.2.1. L-algebras. Given L, we say that A is an L-algebra or that L acts on A by derivations, if there
exists a homomorphism of Lie algebras ¢ : L — Der(A), hence A has a right L°P-action satisfying (ajaz)?
ajay + ayal for a;,az € A, § € L. From now on, when we say that A has an L-action it will imply that
A is an L-algebra for that L-action. Note that when L is simple either ¢ = 0 or ¢ is a monomorphism.
By the universal property of U(L), an L-action on A can be uniquely extended to a right Hopf U(L)°P-
action (which by abuse of notation we also call an L-action), by extending ¢ to the homomorphism of
unital associative algebras ¢ : U(L) — Endp(A) such that ¢(ab) := p(a)p(b) (recall that we also denote
the opposite homomorphism ¢°P : U(L)°? — Endp(A)°P by ¢, see 2.1.1). In this way, A becomes a right
U(L)°P-module algebra (with action in exponential notation and opposite product denoted by juxtaposition).
More explicitly, the L-action on A satisfies

(arag---a,)’ = alag---an +arad---an + -+ ajag---ad

for aj,...,an, € Aand 6 € L, and, if A,,_1(u) =D u1 @ -+ ® u, for u € U(L)°P, then

(ar1a2- - an)" =) ai'ag? -y, ()

Note that when ¢(L) = 0, then ¢(U*(L)) =0, ¢(1) = 1, and the Hopf U(L)°P-action is just the linear action
of F.

For fixed L the class of L-algebras is equational, and so it is a variety in the sense of universal algebra
(see e.g. [4]). This variety is nontrivial, as it contains A. Ideals of L-algebras (L-ideals) are understood
to be invariant under the U(L)°P-action, and homomorphisms f : A — B between L-algebras A, B (L-
homomorphisms) must satisfy f(a*) = f(a)" for a € A, u € U(L)°P. The L-ideal generated by elements
ai,...,a, € A we denote by (a1,...,a,)r. In the next result, which we call the primitive element lemma,
it is shown that some L-ideals are principal; it is a direct generalization of [6, Lemma 3.1.5 and Corollary
3.1.6] by Catoiu.

Lemma 2.2.2 (Primitive element). Let L be a finite-dimensional split-semisimple Lie algebra and A be
an L-algebra. If the L-ideal I of A is generated by weight vectors ay,...,a, € A of different weights, then I
is generated by a1 + -+ + ap.

Proof. ([6]) Let H be a fixed Cartan subalgebra of L with basis {h1,. .., hn,} and let \;; denote the eigenvalue
of h; for a;. We proceed by induction on n. If n =1 then the result is trivial. Suppose n > 1 and that the
conclusion is true for all » < n. Since aq,...,a, have different weights, there exists 1 < ¢ < m such that
Zin 1= h; — A\in, does not kill all a;. Reorder the a; so that aji" =0 if and only if 7 > r for some 1 <r <n
(it kills at least a,,). Put @ :== a1 +---+ay. Then a*" = aja; + -+ ara,r € (a)p with 0 # ay,...,a, € K.

By the inductive hypothesis, (a1,...,a,)r = (@1a1,...,0r0,)1 = {101+ -+ ara,), C {(a)r, which implies
that ay41 + -+ + a, € {(a), since a = a3 + -+ - + a,. By the inductive hypothesis again, (a;11,...,a,)1 =
(ary1+ -+ an)r C (a)r. Therefore {(a);, = I. O

2.2.3. F(X|L). The variety of L-algebras contains the free (nonunital associative) L-algebra F(X|L), freely

generated by the countably infinite set of variables X := {z1, 2, ...}, which satisfies the following universal

property: each map v : X — A to an L-algebra A can be uniquely extended to an L-homomorphism

F(X|L) — A, which we call the evaluation of F(X|L) at elements v(x1),v(x2)... from A. We can describe
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F(X|L) as follows: F(X|L) is generated as an algebra by the set {z¥ | i € N*,u € U(L)°P}, subject to the
relations z} = x;, 2} = Azl +a?, (Aw; +a;)" = Az +ay for all u,v € U(L)P, A € F and i,j € IN". Note

that given a basis B := {e; };cz of U(L)°P, F(X|L) is generated as an algebra by the set {z’ | i € N*,j € 7}
and, moreover, the set

.. . . .
{a;v x| ne N iy, ... i, € N ej,,....¢;, € B}

1 in

is a basis of F(X|L). The free L-algebra is endowed with an L-action determined (as in (U)) by

(xleln .. x:in )u — szlm . xznun
for ej,,...,ej, € Band v € U(L)° with A,_1(u) =D u1 @ - @ Uy,

The elements of the free L-algebra are called differential polynomials or L-polynomials. A Ty -ideal of
the free L-algebra is an L-ideal which in addition is invariant under all L-endomorphisms of F(X]|L) or
substitutions, which send x; — f; for i € N* and f; € F(X|L); e.g., there is a substitution sending 1 to zjz4
and z; to x; for i # 1. Special substitutions are those mapping x; — xgzi) fori € I and z; — x; for j ¢ I, for
given I := {i1,...,in}, 0 € S, acting on I and u; € U(L)°P for ¢ € I, which we call substitutions swapping
variables. When referring to elements of a T7-ideal in at most two variables we write them with “generic”

variables x,y; since Tp-ideals are closed under substitutions, z,y may be replaced by any L-polynomials
fyg € F(X|L). Given a set S C F(X|L), by (S)r, we denote the smallest T -ideal containing S.

2.3. The variety of (L,U)-algebras.

We want to avoid, as much as possible, the infinite dimensionality of U(L) in the determination of the
differential identities of an L-algebra. For this reason, we introduce (L, U)-algebras.

Fix L, an L-algebra A, and the homomorphism ¢ : U(L) — Endp(A) corresponding to the right Hopf
U(L)°P-action on A. We denote U := ¢(U(L)) C Endp(A); note that U is a unital associative algebra,
which is finite dimensional when A is, but not necessarily a Hopf algebra. In the following we omit ¢ from
the notation, but the reader should be aware of the fact that the concepts defined below depend not only on
L and U but also on ¢.

2.3.1. (L,U)-algebras. The U(L)°P-action on A induces a right action of U°P as a unital associative
algebra on A; this action is not necessarily a Hopf action (it is a generalized Hopf algebra action as defined
by Gordienko in [18, Section 2]; see also Berele’s [2, Remark in p.878]), but satisfies a* = a®®) for all
u € U(L)°P and a € A. Accordingly, we say that an L-algebra B is an (L, U)-algebra if it is endowed with a
right algebra U°P-action such that b* = b®(®) for all u € U(L)°P and b € B, which we call an (L, U)-action.

If B,C are two associative algebras and C has a right U°P-action then the associative algebra B @ p C
has a right U°P-action given by (b ® ¢)* :=b® c¢* for u € U°P, b € B, ¢ € C, while if § is a derivation of C
then 1 ® 4 is a derivation of B ® C. Therefore, if C is an (L, U)-algebra then B ®p C is an (L, U)-algebra
with L-action given by (b®¢)* :=b® ¢ for u € U(L)°P, b€ B, c€ C.

The class of (L, U)-algebras is a variety that contains A, denoted by V*V. Ideals of (L, U)-algebras are
closed under the U°P-action (equivalently, the L-action), and homomorphisms f : B — C between (L, U)-
algebras B, C' must satisfy f(b%) = f(b)* for b € B, u € U°P (equivalently, u € U(L)°P). The variety of
(L, U)-algebras contains the free (nonunital associative) (L, U)-algebra FY(X) freely generated by X, which
is isomorphic to the quotient F(X|L) /Id*Y(X) where

Id"Y(X) := ({f* | f € F{X|L), z € ker ¢}), @
which is a Tr-ideal. The structure of Id¥V(X) is strongly dependent on the algebraic structure of U. For
example, if d := ¢(8) with § € L satisfies d® = 0, then 27" = 20 = 0 for any = € F=U(X), and so

2rdad = foxg + 2292 + mlng = (a:lxg)d2 =0

in F&-U(X).
We refer to the elements of FMU(X) as (L,U)-polynomials. The Ty, -ideals of F»Y(X) are defined
analogously to the Ty, ideals of F(X|L), with (S)r, , denoting the smallest Ty, y-ideal containing the set S.

2.3.2. F(X|U). Observe that the free (L,U)-algebra is generated as an associative algebra by the set
{z¥ | i € N*,u € U} for a basis U of U, albeit not freely, and the construction of a well-behaved basis of
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FLU(X) may prove challenging. To circumvent this issue we introduce F(X|U), an algebra with more freeness
than FI'U(X) and a better linear parallelism to F(X|L), which is an L-algebra but has no specified U-action.
We call F(X|U) the free algebra with U-exponents and define it as follows: F(X|U) is generated as an algebra
by the set {z¥ | i € N*,u € U°P}, subject to the relations z} = x;, ;" = Xl +2?, (\z;+z;)" = Az + Y
for all u,v € U°?, X € F and z;,z; € X. Note that given a basis U := {uy,...,un} of U, F(X|U) is freely
generated as an associative algebra by {z;? | i € IN*,u; € U} (so this is the same algebra considered by
Gordienko in [18, Section 2]). Moreover, the set
{xl-‘jl w?j" |neN"i,....0, € N uj,,...,u;, €U}

i1
is a basis of F(X|U). In addition, setting the subspaces MY := span{aﬂzj1 = x?;" 1, htn > 1, Jugy, .oy
U} of U-monomials of degree n for n € IN*, we get the grading F(X|U) = @, - M.

The L-action on F(X|U) is determined by

(xq.ijl N :Z;quj" )’U = nyjl #(v1) . xyj7z¢(vnr)

21 in 1 in

n

for wj,,...,uj, €U and v € U(L)°? with Ap,_1(v) =) v1 ®--- ® v,. In addition, the operation (z}")” :=
¥ for u,v € U°P is well defined, which allows defining the L-endomorphisms of F(X|U) which we call
substitutions swapping variables, that map z; — sr:z(z) for i € I and z; — x; for j ¢ I, for given I :=
{i1,...,in}, 0 € S, acting on I and u; € U°P for i € I.

Although it has no specified U-action, and we are not considering any variety of U-algebras which would
contain it as a free algebra, the algebra F(X|U) satisfies the following universal property: each mapy: X — B
to an algebra B with right U°P-action can be uniquely extended to a homomorphism of associative algebras
v : F(X|U) — B such that vy(z}) = v(z;)* for all z; € X and u € U°P. More importantly, although F(X|U) is
not an (L, U)-algebra, it satisfies z¥ = xf(u) for all u € U(L)°P and x; € X. Therefore F(X|U) also satisfies
the following universal property: each map v : X — B to an (L, U)-algebra B can be uniquely extended to
an L-homomorphism ~ : F(X|U) — B such that y(f*) = y(f)*™ for all f € F(X|U) and u € U(L)°?, which
we call an evaluation of F(X|U) at elements y(z1),y(z2) ... from B.

We refer to the elements of F(X|U) as U-polynomials. A Ty-ideal of F(X|U) is an L-ideal (so, invariant
under the Hopf U(L)°P-action) which in addition is invariant under all L-endomorphisms of F(X|U); in
particular, under all linear substitutions of the form x; — >, _; a;x; with fixed j, finite I C IN* and o; € F
for i € I, and all the substitutions swapping variables. Note that not every substitution of the variables by
U-polynomials is valid, as not all are L-endomorphisms of F(X|U), with this phenomenon depending on the
algebraic structure of U: e.g., if there is § € L such that 0 # d := ¢(§) satisfies d> = 0 then the substitution
¢ mapping x; — x122 is not an L-endomorphism, as @(x‘fQ) = <p(x‘f) =0 # 222§ = go(ml)52.

The Ty-ideal generated by fi,..., fin € F(X|U) is the set of U-polynomials of the form

Zgjf;jj (Pj1s - Djk; )y = Zgjfij (Pj1s - Djk; )" hy (TU)
=1 j=1

with 7 € IN*, i; € {1,...,m} (where we may have i; = i), for j # k), u; € U(L)°?, g;,h; € F(X|U) or g; = 1
or hj =1, and ¢;(f) := f(pj1,-..,Pjx;) With pj1,...,pr, € F(X|U) being an L-endomorphism of F(X|U)
which maps z;, — p;; for some z;, € Xand1<i< kj.

When referring to elements of a Ty-ideal in at most two variables we write them with “generic” variables
x,y; since Ty-ideals are closed under substitutions swapping variables, x,y may be replaced by any variables
¥, ¥ with z;,z; € X and u,v € U°P. Given a set S C F(X|U), by (S)r, we denote the smallest Ty-ideal

1 J
containing S.

Remarks 2.3.3 (Action of L on F(X|U)).

(1) The free algebra with U-exponents is not an (L, U)-algebra in general: due to their respective universal
properties with respect to (L, U)-algebras, if both FVY(X) and F(X|U) were (L, U)-algebras, then they
would be isomorphic as (L, U)-algebras (see [4, Theorem 10.7]), in particular as L-algebras, which they
are not in general.

(2) Since F(X|U) is not an (L, U)-algebra, attention must be paid to the application of the L-action: expo-
nents must be in U(L)°P in general, and can only be taken from U°P when applied directly on “isolated”
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variables x;. A expression like (z7---x,)* with n > 1 and v € U°P makes no sense in F(X|U), and
(1 )" with u € U(L)°P expands to Y x]* ---azlr for Ap_1(u) = > u1 ® -+ @ uy, and v; 1= ¢P(u;)
forie{1,...,n}.

(3) The Hopf U(L)-action on F(X|U) does not necessarily produce a U-action on F(X|U) via z?®) := z*
for x € F(X|U), u € U(L)°P, as we may have u,v € U(L)°P generating different actions on F(X|U) and
such that ¢(u) = ¢(v). E.g, if § € L satisfies ¢(62) = 0 = ¢(0) but ¢(5) # 0, then

($1$2)62 _ Qxf(ﬁ)xg(ts) 7& 0= (l‘1$2)0
(recall that we have actually designed F(X|U) for this to happen).
2.4. Identities and growth.

2.4.1. L-identities, L-codimensions and L-exponent. A differential polynomial f(z1,...,z,) € F(X|L)
is a differential identity or L-identity of the L-algebra B if f(b1,...,b,) = 0 for any by, ..., b, € B (f vanishes
under all evaluations of F(X|L) at elements from B). We denote by Id”(B) the set of differential identities
of B, which is a Tp-ideal of the free L-algebra (in particular Id%(B) is closed under the Hopf U(L)°P-action
and under substitutions). Note that Id”(B) is the intersection of all kernels of evaluations of F(X|L) from
B.

For n > 1 we denote by PL the vector space of multilinear differential polynomials in the variables
T1,...,Tn, SO that

PL .= SpanF{xZi(ll) .. xj(;) | 0 € Spyeiys... e, € B},

where S,, denotes the symmetric group acting on {1,...,n}. As in the ordinary case, since F' has char-
acteristic zero, a Vandermonde plus linearization argument shows that the T -ideal 1dr (B) is completely
determined by its multilinear L-polynomials (see [13, Proposition 4.2.3]). We also consider the vector space

PL
PYB) = ——
PL N 1d%(B)
When the action of U(L)°P is finite dimensional, i.e., when U is a finite-dimensional algebra, the nth dif-
ferential codimension of B is ct(B) := dimp PF(B). Moreover, if B is finite dimensional then the limit
expl(B) := lim,, o, {/ck(B) exists and is a nonnegative integer called the L-exponent of B ([18]).

2.4.2. Growth of L-varieties. Given a variety V of L-algebras, the growth of V is defined as the growth
of the sequence of differential codimensions of any L-algebra B generating V, i.e., V = var’(B). In this case
we set cZ (V) := cL(B), n > 1, and expl (V) := expl(B). Then we say that V has polynomial growth if there
exist C,t > 0 such that cZ(V) < Cnl, ie., exp?(V) < 1, and that V has almost polynomial growth if cZ (V)
is not polynomially bounded, i.e., exp”(V) > 1, but every proper subvariety of V has polynomial growth.

2.4.3. Analogues for U-algebras and (L, U)-algebras. Mutatis mutandis, for B an associative algebra
with right U°P-action (resp. an (L, U)-algebra), inside F(X|U) (resp. F¥V(X)) we define the U-identities
(resp. (L, U)-identities) of B, the Ty-ideal 1dY(B) closed under the Hopf U(L)°P-action and the valid
substitutions (resp. the Tp, p-ideal Id*Y (B) closed under the Hopf U(L)°-action and substitutions), the
vector space of multilinear U-polynomials PV (resp. of multilinear (L,U )-polynomials PEU), the quotient
PY(B) (resp. PLU(B)), the nth U-codimension c{(B) (resp. the (L,U)-codimension ctV(B)) when U

n
is finite dimensional. If exp(B) := lim,_,o, /cV(B) (resp. explY(B) = lim, 00 1/ C,LL’U(B)) exists, we

call it the U-exponent (resp. (L,U)-exponent) of B; see Lemma 2.5.1 below. Similarly, for a variety of
(L, U)-algebras we define the growth and the notions of polynomial growth and almost polynomial growth.

2.5. Computing L-data through U-data.

In this section we relate L-identities to U-identities, L-varieties to (L, U)-varieties, and L-cocharacters
to U-cocharacters. Since F(X|U) is an L-algebra and F(X|L) is the free L-algebra, we can consider the L-
homomorphism ¥ : F(X|L) — F(X|U) sending x; — x;, which is defined by ¥(z}) := xf(u) for all x; € X and
u € U(L)°P. We denote IdV(X) := ker ¥. Analogously we have the L-homomorphism © : F(X|L) — F:Y(X)
sending x; — x;, defined by ©(z¥) := xf(u), which satisfies ker © = Id"V(X). We have IdY(X) C Id™Y(X).
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In addition, since F*'V(X) is an (L, U)-algebra, we have the L-homomorphism I' : F(X|U) — F¥Y(X) sending
x; — x;, which satisfies © =T"o W,
Let B be any (L,U)-algebra. By definition ¥(Id*(B)) = IdY(B), 1dY(X) C 1d"(B), and ¥(PL) = PV.
, , 1d"(B) _ . v F(X|L) _ F(XJU)
Hence by the isomorphism theorems we get A0X) - 1d” (B), kB - 1U(B) (as L-algebras) and
PL(B) = PY(B) (as vector spaces). We get analogous results for F*U(X) from ©, proving the next
elementary lemma.

Lemma 2.5.1 (Relating L-identities to U-identities).

Let B be an (L,U)-algebra.

(1) Let G = {gi}ier be a system of generators of 1dY (B) (resp. 1d“Y(B)) as a Ty -ideal (resp. Ty, y-ideal),
and for each g; € G pick a fived preimage f; € $=1(g) (resp. fi € ©71(g)). Let F := {f;}icz. Then
1d*(B) = (F)q, +1dY(X) (resp. 1d*(B) = (F)r, +I1d»Y(X)).

(2) If U is finite dimensional, then ck(B) = ¢{(B) = cLY(B) for all n > 1. Moreover, if B is finite
dimensional, then expV (B), exp™U(B) exist and exp®(B) = exp? (B) = exp™Y(B).

Remark 2.5.2 (IdY(X) is not a Ty-ideal).

Although Id%Y(X) is a Ty-ideal, IdV(X) is not a Ty-ideal in general: it may not be invariant under the
substitution z; + @129, x; — x; for i # 1, as 2% € [dY(X) for z € ker¢ but (z;75)? may not belong
to IdY(X). E.g., z := 6% with 6 € L, § & ker¢ and ¢(5)? = 0 satisfies 27 € IdY(X) and (z122)* =
rize + 20928 + 125 ¢ 1dY(X) since xiwy, 2125 € IdY(X) but 2 ¢ IdY(X).

Nevertheless, IdV(X) is invariant under substitutions swapping variables (since F(X|U) = F(X|L) /IdY(X)).

Therefore, since 1dV(X) C Id*(A), which is a Tp-ideal, the Tr-ideal (IdY(X))7, may contain some inter-
esting L-identities of A, obtained from substitutions in elements of IdV(X). More concretely, we have:
Proposition 2.5.3 (Structure of IdV(X)).

(1) 1dY(X) is generated as an associative algebra ideal by the set {x? | z; € X,z € ker ¢}, and as an ideal
with substitutions swapping variables by the identity x* for any z € ker ¢.

(2) 1dY(X)p, =1d"V(X)= () 1.d"(B).
BeviU

Proof.

(1) Since the restriction ¢ : U(L) — U is an epimorphism, we can write U = V @ ker ¢ for some V such
that the restriction ¢ : V' — U is an isomorphism of vector spaces. Let V, K be bases of V' and
ker ¢, respectively, and set B := V U K, which is a basis of U(L)°?. Then Fj, := {xfjl x| ne
IN*i1, ... i, € N* ej,,...,¢;, € B}is a basis of F(X|L), and we can write F, = MY UM where MY
is the set of monomials whose variables have all its exponents in V and M¥ is the set of monomials which
have at least one variable with exponent in ker ¢. Hence for f € F(X|L) we can write f = >,.; oY m} +
Zjej aJKmf, where Z, J are finite sets, alv,ajl-{ € FforallieZ,je J,m! € MY fori € T and mf €
M¥X for j € J. On the other hand, Fy; := {xzjl a:?: nelN iy, ... i, € N uj,...,u,, € Z/I} isa
basis of F(X|U) such that U(M") = Fy. Then, since O(M*) =0, U(f) =3 ,.7a) ¥(m)) is a linear
combination of monomials from the basis F; and thus ¥(f) = 0 implies o = 0 for all i € Z, i.e.,
f € span M¥ as we wanted to show.

Since IdY (X) is invariant under substitutions swapping variables, the second claim of this item follows.

(2) By definition, Id“Y(X) = ({2* | z € ker¢})7,, and clearly ({z* | z € ker¢})r, = ({27 | 7; € X,z €
ker o}, = (IdY(X))7, by item (1). On the other hand, given f € Id"V(X) in n variables we can write
[ = er hif gi with hy, fi, g; € F(X|L) and z; € ker ¢ for a finite set Z. Then, for any (L, U)-algebra B
and any by,...,b, € B we have f(bi,...,by) =Y ez hi(br, ..., bn)(fi(br, .., b))?CE)gi(by, ... by) =0
since ¢(z;) = 0, what implies Id™V(X) C Id*(B). Moreover, we have Id*(F*U (X)) = Id“V(X) because
FLU(X) is the free (L, U)-algebra. Thus we get

1d4Y(X) € () 1d"(B) € 1a" (F*Y(X)) = 1d"Y(X). 0
Bevi:U

11



F(X|L) —= F(X|U) = F(X|L) /1dV(X) —— FL“V(X) = F(X|L) / Id"V(X)

— T s

(C]

1d"Y(X) = (1dY(X))z, = ({f* | f € FX|L),z € kerg}) = (1] 1d*(B)
BevL:U

FIGURE 1. Relationships between the different free algebras

From the previous results we derive the following general strategy for computing the differential iden-
tities of A:

i) We determine its U-identities by exploiting the structure of the finite-dimensional algebra U C Endp(A)
and the good behavior of F(X|U). We find a system of generators of Id” (A) (which gives also a system
of generators of IdL’U(A)) and reduce it to a system G by resorting to the L-action. We consider the
system F of some fixed preimages of G in Id” (4).

il) We determine a system of generators Z of the ideal ker ¢, with the aid of the representation theory of L
applied to U (L) and of the algebraic geometry of U(L). Then Id%V(X) is generated by K := {2%,z € Z}
by substitutions and the L-action, as x** = ((x*)?)? for u,v € U(L)P, z € ker ¢.

iii) We check if any element of F is generated by the others plus (IdY(X))7, = Id™Y(X). If so, we remove
it and check again.

iv) We find the (small) system of generators F' U K of Id*(A).

Remark 2.5.4 (Same evaluations).

Let B be an (L, U)-algebra. We not only have ¥(Id*(B)) = IdY (B), but also ¥~ (IdY(B)) = Id*(B), and
similarly ©~1(I1d"Y(B)) = 1d%(B) and T~ (1d"Y(B)) = 1dY(B), since f(b1,...,bn) = U(f)(b1,...,bp) =
O(f)(by,...,by) for all f € F(X|L) and all by,...,b, € B. In particular, f € F(X|L) satisfies f € Id"(B) if
and only if U(f) € 1dY(B) if and only if ©(f) € 1d"Y(B), and f € F(X|U) satisfies f € 1d"(B) if and only
if 0(f) e Id“Y(B).

Proposition 2.5.5 (Relating L-varieties to (L, U)-varieties).
Let B be an (L,U)-algebra and C € varl(B).

(1) C is an (L,U)-algebra such that C € var®Y(B).
(2) varl(B) has almost polynomial growth if and only if var®>V (B) has almost polynomial growth.

(3) 1dY(B) c 1dY(C), and varb:V(C) is a proper subvariety of var™V(B) if and only if there exists a U-
polynomial f € 1dY(C)\ 1dY(B).

Proof.

(1) Since B is an (L, U)-algebra, Id“V(X) C Id*(B) by Proposition 2.5.3(2), and since C' € var’(B),
Id*(B) C Id*(C). Therefore Id%Y(X) C 1d*(C), whence z* € Id*(C) for all z € ker ¢, so the right
U°P-action ¢ := ¢ is well defined for any ¢ € C, uw € U and v € ¢~ (u) (¢(v1) = ¢(v2) implies
v; — vy € ker ¢, so ¢ = ¢*?), and is clearly an (L, U)-action. In addition, Id*Y(B) = ©(Id*(B)) C

0(1d*(C)) =1d"Y(C), hence C € varl-V(B).
1

(2) By item (1) and the fact that every (L,U)-algebra is an L-algebra we get var®(B) = var®U(B) as sets,
and ck(C) = &Y (C) for every C € varl:V(B) by Lemma 2.5.1(2), which in particular implies that
C € var®(B) generates a proper L-subvariety if and only if it generates a proper (L, U)-subvariety of
LU
var™”" (B).
12



(3) 1d*Y(B) C 1d*Y(C) by item (1), so IdY(B) C 1dY(C) by Remark 2.5.4. Moreover, var®V(C) is a
proper subvariety of var™V(B) if and only if there exists g € 1d“Y(C) \ 1d*Y(B), if and only if there
exists f € I"!(g) such that f € IdY(C) \ 1dY(B) by Remark 2.5.4. O

Therefore we can study the growth of var’(A) and its subvarieties by considering (L, U)-algebras, U-
polynomials, and U-codimensions.

3. MATRIX SETTING

3.1. Derivations of M (F).

In this section, we describe the enveloping algebra U of the Lie algebra of derivations of M (F) for k > 2.
Let Z(F) denote the center of My (F) (i.e., the scalar multiples of the identity matrix Ij) and let sl (F)
denote the special Lie algebra of order k, that is, the set of traceless matrices inside My (F') endowed with
the bracket product.

3.1.1. Der(My(F)) is isomorphic to slg(F). As a consequence of the Noether-Skolem theorem, all
derivations of My (F) are inner ([22, p.100]), so ad : My(F) — Der(M(F)) is a surjective linear map
between vector spaces. In addition ad(A) = ad(B) if and only it A — B € Z,(F), so ad : My(F)/Zy(F) —
Der(My(F)) is a linear isomorphism, which moreover satisfies ad([4, B]) = [ad 4, adg], giving an isomorphism
of Lie algebras between Der(My(F)) and My(F)/Z,(F). On the other hand, since char(F) = 0 we have
M(F) = Zi(F) @ slk(F) (direct sum of Lie ideals) and hence My (F)/Zi(F) = sl(F) as Lie algebras in a
natural way.

From now on we identify Der(My(F)) with slk(F) as the inner derivations arising from sl (F) C M (F),
and we fix L := sl (F) for the rest of this paper. Observe that L is split simple ([23, IV.5 Theorem 6]).

3.1.2. Structure of U. From the exposition of the previous paragraph, we infer that the L-action of sl (F)
on My(F) = Zi(F) @slk(F) is the direct sum of the trivial action py on the center and the adjoint action Ad
on sl (F), whence the image U = ¢(U(L)) of the left representation ¢ of U(L) on My (F) is the direct sum
U=U; ®U; C Endp(My(F)) with Uy = Endp(F - I;) = F and U, the enveloping algebra of the adjoint
action. Since Ad is finite dimensional and irreducible (because subrepresentations of Ad correspond to ideals
of L, which is simple), by Theorem 2.1.4 we have Uy = Endp(sli(F)). Therefore

U =Endp(F - I) ® Endp(slg(F)).
In particular, U is a split-semisimple algebra of dimension (k? — 1) + 1.
3.2. Explicit description of U°P.

In this section and the next we describe how to operate with exponents coming from U°P. We denote the
product of U°P by juxtaposition.

3.2.1. Basis of My (F). Let {eij}f’jzl be the standard matrix units of M (F') (with 1 as (4, ) entry and 0

elsewhere) and denote h; := e;; — €;41,441 for 1 <4 < k. Then a basis of slx(F) is
S = {eij|1 <i1#£j< k?} @] {hl,...,hkfl},
which we expand to a basis M of M (F) = slx(F) &Z;(F) by appending g := I,

M =S U{g}.
We will also refer to elements h;; 1= e;; —ej;; for i,5 € {1,...,k}, i # j (thus h; = hjq for 1 <i < k). We
have h;j = —hj;. Let us write (—1)">7 :=1if 4 < j and (—1)*>/ := —1 if i > j. Then in basis S we have
max(z,7)—1

hijg= (=17 Y .

l=min(z,7)
13



3.2.2. Basis of U°P. Write x € My (F') in basis M as x =\, uia, ie., ui denotes the coefficient of
with respect to a € M. Then, given a,b € M define ¢, € Endp (M (F))°P by

cpab(x) = ﬂibv

i.e., (qp is the endomorphism sending basis element a to basis element b and the remaining basis elements
to 0. For example, if = e13 4+ 2hy + 3hy € My (F) then x%r1e23 = 2e93, x¥h3e23 = 0 and

p¥PhieagPeazhs — (x¢h1623)<0323h4 — (2623)<Pe23h4 — 2h4.

We also define endomorphisms g, for any a € S and b € slk(F) by linearity. In particular, for elements h;;
and a € S, we define

max(%,j)—1

@ahij = (_1)1>‘7 Z Pahy -

l=min(¢,5)

Note that, in End g (M (F))°P, for a,b,c,d € M we have

PabPecd = 5bc90ad (F)

where 05 is Kronecker’s delta, since (z¥e0)¥ed = (uZb)¥ed = fpould = GpexPed for x € My(F). In fact,
{@ab }a,perm is nothing else than the standard set of matrix units of Endp (M (F))°P = M2 (F') when basis
M is fixed for My (F). With this presentation, Us® = Myz_1(F) has {pap}apes as a basis and U® = F
corresponds to the subspace of endomorphisms spanned by ¢,,. This is the presentation we will use in the
following; hence from now on we fix the basis of U°P

U = {pabtapes U{pgg}-

Notice that Iy2 = Y, Paa; S0 in this way we avoid the explicit use of the identity endomorphism and
thus the participation of the problematic ordinary polynomial identities.

To prevent the notation from becoming too cumbersome, throughout the rest of the paper we will omit
the letters ¢ from the exponents when applying endomorphisms of U°P to My (F') or writing U- or (L, U)-
polynomials; so, for example, 172 is shorthand for z#172. This notation of the form 2 with a,b € sl (F)
for polynomial x#< in F(X|U) or in F*'Y(X) should never be confused with notation for L-polynomial (z%)"
in F(X|L) with a,b € L; we will never write L-polynomials in the latter way.

3.3. Computations involving U°P.

3.3.1. Multiplication in sl (F). The Lie multiplication table of M is summarized by the following relations:
g,z] =0 for any = € M.

() [
(2) leij,ent] =0 (5 # Kk, 1#1), [eij,ejr] = e (k#1), [eij,e5i] = hij.
Eig {hzvem]} eij (7 # 1,014 1), [hi—1,ei5) = —eij (5 #1—1,1), [hij, ei5] = 2e45.

3.3.2. Computations involving inner derivations. Recall that for ¢ € sl (F) we write C := ad, € U°P.
Among the elements in U°P we find the inner derivations E;; generated by the elements e;; (¢ # j), which
will play a special role in some results. Denote ¢p,q := 0,pp,q := 0 for a € S. Then we can write F;; in
basis U as

Eij = Z Pejiea — Z Perier; + Pejihij + Phi—1ei; — Phiei; — Phj_1e;; + Phjei;- (E)
l#4,5 I#4,5
14



By Formulas (F) and (E), the product of two of these inner derivations is given by

EijETS =0is Z Pejien + (1 - 6.7'7‘)(906]‘#1”‘ + Phi—1er; — Phier; — Phji_1er; + (phjerj) +
l#i,5,m

+6j7‘ Z Periers — (1 - 67:8)(90651@7’5 + Phi_reis = Phieis — Phj_1eis + ‘Phjeq‘,s) +
l#i,5,s

+0;5505r (Phi_ihys — Phihy — Phy_1hye + Phihys) +
+8ji41 (Oir—1Peir1seirns — OirPeiiisess — Ois—1Peiirieriss + OisPeiprien) +
(1 = 835) (1 — 650) (1 — 8ir)e;ern + (1 — 8js)e.re,,) - (EE)
In particular, a useful identity derived from (EE) is
El = =20 ec.;- (E2)
Observe that efj =0 (i # j) implies Ef’j =0, since for all z € M (F),

3
w5 = [eij, leig, leij, 2]l] = efjx — 3¢

2 3 _
j ”xeij + 3€ij$€i- —ze;. = 0.

J ij
We will also make use of the important bracket formula
©abC = Palc,p] B)
for any ¢ € sli(F) and a,b € S or a = g = b, which is true because for all x € My (F),
2P0 = (uih)© = [e, pugb] = ple, b] = aPelen,
In particular, for any left U-algebra A, x € A, and a € S, we have
(2a¢is)~Bsi = gahis (xahi,-)—%E,;j ——

The action of the power of a derivation on a product is given by Leibniz’s rule: for xz,y € A, ¢ € sl (F) and
peN,

P ) .

(wy)cp _ Z (p) xczycp .

7
i=0

As an example, let us compute the action of the square of derivation F;; on a product by using Leibniz’s
rule, the bracket formula, and Formula (E2):

(xabycd>Ei2j _ x(ab)E,’f’j ycd + 2x(ab)Eijy(cd)Eij + xaby(cd)Efj _ _2x(ab)(ejie”)ycd + 2xa[eu,b]yc[eij,d] . 2xaby(cd)(eﬁeij) _
_ _2(5beﬂxaeijycd _ goles Vlyelessdl | 6dejixabyceij).

The action of a general composition of derivations on a product is given by Formula (U).

3.4. Explicit description of U(L)°P.

In this section we describe how to operate with exponents coming from U(L)°P. We denote the product
of U(L)°P by juxtaposition.

Recalling that U°P = ¢(U(L)°P) =2 U(L)°P/ ker ¢, fix a unique preimage 0qp € ¢~ *(¢ap) for each @, € U.
Then U(L)°? =V & ker ¢, with

V:={0aw | a,b €S ora=g=>}
being a basis of V. We extend the notation g4 to any a € S, b € sl (F) by linearity.

3.4.1. Preimages of the basis elements. We first show a valid assignment of the elements g, € U(L)°P,
formed with polynomials of degree at most 6 in the elements e;; € U(L)°P.
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Proposition 3.4.2. Let ¢ - v denote the scalar product of vectors ¢ € F*=1 v € (U(L)®)F1 (c-v :=
101 + - + ¢k—1Vk—1). Then one valid assignment of V is

1
2 . . L,
Oerseij = Qesrerjeis (r#g,s#ir #s8,0#j)

1 1
2 ) ) 2 . )
Oerseir *— 75637"61'8 (i #sr#s,0#7T), Oersesj = Eesre?”j (r#jsr # 8,5 #7)
1 1
2 2 2
Oe,sers = lesrers (T # 8)7 Oe,sesr = 75657“ (1“ # s)
1 2 . . . 1 2
Qershy = 5C€5rCit1sCri€iitl (i#£r—Li#rits—Ls#r), Qe h, = 5 CrCri1sCrril (s#r+1lis#r)
1, 1,
Qershs_1 *— iesrers—les—ls (s#r+1s#7), Qershp_q ‘= gesrer_lsem,_l (s#r—1;s#r)
1, L,
Oerr_1hr_1 = 56,,,,17«6“«71, Oer_1rhry = _567*7“7167“*17“
1 2
Ohie,. :=— ﬂ(cis - Upg)ers, where
Urs = (UT$17 cooyUrss—1,Urss+1,Urss42y - - - 7Ursk) with
Upsj i= €gj€jp fOT j F#17,5 and Vysy = —€gp, and
p—1 k—p—1
. . .
Cpg = (=k+p,....,—k+p,mDp,....p),m:=—-k+pifp<qgandm:=pifp>q.
1
Onin; =7 (Cij - wj)ejr1j€j+1, where
wj = (wjl, sy Wy, Wij42, Wi543, - - - ,ij) with

1 1
. 2 2 . .
Wjr = €jr€rj — —€511,€ri411 forr 34,54+ 1 and wjj = 2ejj+1€j+1j-

Ogg =1 - Z Qaa-

a€S

For example, for k = 6 we have ¢35 = (—3,—3,-3,3,3), v45 = (e51€14, €52€24, €53€34, —€54, €56€64) and

2
Ohsess = 1(651614 + es0€24 + €53€34 + €54 — €56€64) €55

Proof. Proving the proposition is a matter of verifying that, for each assignment found in the statement
of the form g, = Zp“__,q Qp,..q€p- € With o o € F and ep,...,eq € sl(F), the identity @q, =
Zp,..., 0 Op,naBp By holds in U°P. Accordingly, we skip computations when they are straightforward.

(1) The first 11 assignments of the statement are easily checked with Formulas (E), (E2), (EE) and (F).
(2) For vp,e,., first check that

V= ESjEjTEES = 2(_@h]~_1ers + Ohjers T Phy_reps — Ohye,,) for j #r,s (Ea)
and
VT = — By B2y = 2(=Ph,sers F Phyere T Phorers = Pher.)- (Eb)
Then, for fixed r, s, write all identities in (Ea) for 1 < j < k, j # r, s together with (Eb) asa (k—1)x(k—1)
system of linear equations V"® = M(s) - ¢"%, with vectors ™ := (Qhieras- -« s Phy_ren.) and
V= L Vet Vior 1, Vears Verrtts o Voo 1, Vissit - Vik):

Compute M (s)~! to solve the system and find ¢"* = M(s)~'V". The matrix of coefficients M(s) is

described as follows: Suppose first 1 < s < k. For i < s — 1 (corresponding to j =4 in (Ea) or r = ¢ in

(Eb)) and for ¢ > s (corresponding to j =i+ 1 or r = i + 1), the ith row has a —1 entry in columns

i—1and s, a 1 entry in columns i and s — 1, and 0 elsewhere. The (s — 1)th row (corresponding to

j=s—1orr=s—1)has a —1 entry in columns s — 2 and s and a 2 entry in column s — 1. The sth
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row (corresponding to j = s+ 1 or r = s+ 1) has a 1 entry in columns s — 1 and s + 1 and a —2 entry
in column s.

0 cer el 0 1 -1 0 .- B 0
-1 1 0 - ... 0 1 -1 0 .- B

0 =1 1 0 -+ 0 1 =1 0 - e 0

M(s)= [ 0 -1 2 -1 0
0 o001 =2 1 0 . 0

0 01 -1 -1 1 0 . 0

0 01 -1 0 -1 1 0 0

0 oo e e 0 1 -1 0 oo .. 0 -1 1

Equivalently, if ¢ < s — 1 or i > s, the ith column C;s of M(s) has entries 1,—1 in rows 7,7 + 1 (resp.
i—1,4);if i =s—1 (resp. i = s), entry 2 (resp. —2) in row s — 1 (resp. s) and 1 (resp. —1) elsewhere.
Let us show that M (s) is invertible. It is straightforward to check that the row vector

i—1 k—i—1

cis i=(=k+i,....,—k+im,i,....,1),m:=—-k+iifi<sandm:=¢ifi >s
satisfies ¢;s - Cjs = —k0d;;, whence the matrix with rows cig, ..., cx—15 scaled by —1/k is the inverse of

M (s). Therefore @p,e,, = —4cis - V.
In the extreme cases, s = 1 and s = k, the matrix M (s) follows the same pattern with the obvious
changes and the same formula gives the inverse.

(3) For pp,n; check that, for r # j,j + 1,

EjrErjEj115Ejj41 = Yerjirerjor T Phoihy — Phohy — Phy_1h; T Phjh;

by showing first that E,.;Eji1; = —@c;; 160, = Pejresi; N (BrjEir15)Ejji1 = Qe,iiien o — Pejrhy -
Next apply that <p€rj+lerj+1 = iE]2'+1T‘E’I%j+1 = iEquLlrEgj{»lEj-i-lejj-f-l to find

) 1 ..
WoT = ETjEj+1jEjj+1_ZEJZ+1rEgj+1Ej+1jEjj+1 = Phy_1h; —Phrh; ~Ph;_1h; +(phjhj for r 7& J,j+1L (EC)
Check also that
Wjj = jj+1E]2+1jEjj+1 = 2(_S0hj71hj + Z@h]’h]’ - QDhj+1hj)' (Ed)

Now fix j and proceed as in the previous case by solving for ¢/ := (@hihgs s Phy_yn;) the (k —
1) x (k — 1) system of linear equations W7 = —M(j)y’ generated by (Ec) and (Ed), where W7 :=
(WAt Wiai=t Awid wiit2 o WiF) and M(s) is (thankfully!) the matrix described in the previous
item. Therefore ¢y, = %cij -WA.

(4) For pyy use that 1yer = @gg + > c5 Paa- U

3.4.3. Generator of ker ¢. The ideal ker ¢ of U(L)°P is infinite dimensional, but is finitely generated; in
this subsection, we show, through the primitive element lemma, that it is in fact a principal ideal. For most
of this section we work with U(L).

Let Ady denote the adjoint representation of sly(F) and yj its associated central character, and let ¢
be the representation of sly(F) on My (F') given by the action of ad. We have ¢, = Ady @po with py acting
on F' - g. Fixing the Cartan subalgebra of diagonal traceless matrices and the set of positive roots giving
N, = span{eja,eas, ..., er_1k}, the highest weight vector of Ady is eg.
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Denotexz»::eijforlgi;éjgk,andforlgigk,

k—1
, 1
.’L‘Z ZZ% Oéijhj, Qg I:k—jiiji, Q5 1= —J 1f]<l (X)
j=1
The elements z’ form a set of generators of sl (F) satisfying [}, 2] = 6,25 — disz}j. Then the Casimir
elements
k
Cori= Y whaEwl, 2<p sk, (Ca)

which have rational coefficients in the PBW basis, form a set of Casimir generators of Z(U(L)) (see [35,
(6),(64)]). For example,

c33 = (21)” + (21)%2) + (21)*w5 + wyael + wywged + -+ () =
= 2/9h3 +1/3h3hy — 1/3h1h3 — 2/9h3 + 2h% + hihg + 4hy + 2ho+
+ hieare1z + 2hgeaie1a — 2hiesaeasz — haesaeas + 3es1e12e23 + 3ea1ezae13 + hiesiers — haegrers+
+ 6ea1e12 + 3esien3.

Let A, i denote the eigenvalue of ¢, for Ady. These eigenvalues are the following positive integers.

Lemma 3.4.4. Put A\, :=0 and Ay := Xk(cpx) for2 <p <k. Then A\p = Ap—o . +kP™1 with g = 2k,

thus
kP —1
k(k21+1), p even
Aok = kPl -1
Fe podd

Proof. By [35, (8),(14),(16)] we have A, , = tr(A} Ey), where E}, is the k x k matrix full of ones and Ay, is
the k x k upper triangular matrix with (4, j) entries equal to —1 when i < j and diagonal
(mi4+k—1mo+k—2,....,mp_1+1,myg),

where m; is the eigenvalue of x! for the highest weight vector of the adjoint representation, i.e., xiej, =:
m;eii. A straightforward computation with Formula (X) produces my =1, mg =+ =my_1 =0, my = —1.
By induction on p with base case p = 1 it is proven that A} Ey = Ay, - (AzflEk) equals

Gpk  Apk " Apk
0 0o --- 0
-1 -1 -1
when p is odd and
Gpk  Op,k Qp k
1 1 1
1 1 1
when p is even, with a; ; =1,
P kap—1, +1, p even
PR\ kapo1x — (k—1), p>1odd ’
and
_ p _J apr+k—1, peven
Ap = tr(ALEy) = { apr — 1, p>1odd
Therefore

- E(ap—10+1) =k(Ap—1,x +2), peven
PR k(apr —1) =k(M\p_1x — k), p>1lodd "’
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with Ag; = 2k, A1, = 0. Notice that Ay — Ap—2.x = k(Ap—1,k — A\p—3k) regardless of whether p is even or
odd. By recursion Ay x — Ap—2x = kP73(A3 1 — A1) = kP73k% = kP! hence by recursion again we find

p/2—-1 1
2i+1 _
;k +2kk(k2_1+1), p even
)\p,k = (pil)/g 4 kjp_l 1 O
Z k,Qz = kQﬁ, p odd
i=1

Clearly cpr — Apk € ker xp C ker Ady, for 2 < p < k, and we also have e;?’j € kerAdg for 1 < i +#j <k.
We prove that these elements generate ker Ad;, in U(L) and show that ker ¢, is a principal ideal. We build
on ideas from [6, Corollary 3.1.4 and Proposition 3.1.7], which solve the problem for k = 3.

Theorem 3.4.5. Denote zp 1 1= cpr — Ap i for 2 <p <k and Z;'a,k = A kCpk — Ap,kCok for 3 <p < k.
(1) ker Ady = (€35, 20k, -+ s 2k k) -
(2) ker ¢y, = (€35, e1220k, 23 ks P k)

(3) ker ¢y = (€35 + €1222.) + €1323,6 + + + €1kZh k)

Proof. Let K be a field extension of F'. Then sl;(K) = slx(F) @ p K, U(slp(K)) = U(L) @p K, the adjoint
representation of sl (K) is Ady ® p K, and if p is a representation of sly(F) then p ® p K is a representation
of sl (K) such that

kery (a1, (k) (p @ K) = (kery(r) p) @r K.

In addition, if I is an ideal of U(L) such that I @ p K = {(g1,...,9n) in U(slx(K)) with g; e T for 1 <i < n
then I = (g1,...,9n) in U(L). Therefore, by extension and restriction of scalars, we can assume without
loss of generality that F' = C.

(1) Clearly Iy, := (€35, 22,5, - - -, 2k.k) C ker Ady. Let us show the opposite inclusion. First, we see that Ij, has
finite codimension. Consider a deglex order on the set of monomials of U(L) with
h; > ejiy1 > €41 for 1 <4 < k. Since U(L) = I, ®span N (I}), the ideal Ij has finite codimension if and
only if span N (Ix) has finite dimension, hence if and only if there are ny,...,ngz_1,my,...,mp_1 € N
such that e;;7, b € LM(Iy) for all 1 <i # j < k and 1 <1 < k. In the next identities let ad denote
the adjoint map of U(L); since we have

1 .
€3 = 6 adgm(e:fg) if k=2,

) 1 . . 1 . . L
efj =3 adgu (e‘fj), efj =—z adi’u (e3) fori#1#5#iif k> 2,
starting from e‘;’z we can show eg’j el foralll <is#j <k, forall K> 2: for k£ > 3, use the third
identity to get e:fj for all 3 < j < k from e3,, the second identity to get €2, for all 3 < i < k from e3,,
then the second identity again to get e3; from e3;; and so on. Also, since for all k > 2 and all 1 <i < k

we have
1
6 adgﬁ“ (G?Jr”) = h? - 6€i+1ieii+1hi - 3h3 + 4h1,
we find h3 € LM(Iy) for 1 <i < k. This proves that I; has finite codimension. Now, since 22 , ..., 2k k

is a set of Casimir generators, Iy N Z(U(L)) is a maximal ideal of Z(U(L)), and so Lemma 2.1.6 shows
that Iy is a maximal ideal of U(L), implying Ij, = ker Ady.

(2) The representation ¢y, is the direct sum of the adjoint representation Ady and the trivial representation
po, S0 ker ¢y, = ker Ady, Nker pg = I, NU*(L), where U*(L) is the nonunital universal enveloping algebra
of L; i.e., ker ¢y, is formed by those elements of I, which do not have a nonzero constant term. We first
change the set of Casimir generators to get rid of unnecessary constant terms in the generators of Ij.
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By Lemma 3.4.4 we have Ay ;, = 2k # 0, hence the matrix

1 0 0
A3k —Aok 0 cee 0
Adk 0 ok v 0
Ak 0 0 Aoy

is invertible. Therefore the central elements cy; and z k for 3 < p < k form another set of Casimir
generators such that xp(ce.r) = Aok, Xk( ) =0 for 3 < p < k. Then

3 / /
ker Ady = (€12, 22k, 25 ks - - +» Zp k)

with e%z,zg,k,...,zl’)’k € U*(slx(F)). Put I := <612,2’3k,...,21/7’k>7 J = (2z20%) and M := U*(L). Then
kergp, = I +J)NM =1+ JNM because I C M. Since M is a maximal ideal and 23 ¢ M,
J+ M =U(L), whence

JM CJNM=UL)JNM)=(J+M)(JNM)CJM+MJ=JM

since zg ) is central. This shows J N M = JM. Moreover, since slk(F) is simple, U*(L) = (e12), so
JM = (z2 1) Id(e12) = (22 ke12) because zs j is central. Therefore

/
ker ¢, = I + JM = (€3, e12201, 24 v Zhk)

Now repeat the argument above with I := (e},), J := (z24,...,2kx) to arrive at ker ¢, = < 3
€1222 ks - - -, €122k k). Oince [T, Yzp k] = [2,y]2p 1 for all ,y € U(L) and (e1,) = U*(L) for all 2 < p <k,
we get (e122p k) = {e1p2p k) for all 3 < p < k, so ker ¢ = (€35, €1222 1, - - -, C1R 2k k)

(3) The elements ey; correspond to different roots «; of sly(F) and as such are weight vectors of different
weights for the adjoint action of slk(F) on U(L). The identity [hi, e1p2zp.i] = ap(hi)eipzp s for 1 < i <k,
2 < p < k shows that the elements e,z are also weight vectors of U(L) of different weights, which are
also different from the weight 3a of the weight vector €2,. Since ideals of U(L) are L-ideals for the adjoint
action, by the primitive element lemma (Lemma 2.2.2) we find ker ¢, = (€35, 1220 k..., €162k k) =
(efy +er2zok + -+ e1k2h k). O

Now we turn back to U(L)°P

Corollary 3.4.6 (Generator of ker ¢).
ker ¢ = <6:;’2 + e1229k + €1323 + -+ €1kzk7k>.

Proof. We have ¢ = (¢y)°P, so ker ¢ = ker ¢y, as sets with z := 6?2+€1222,k+€1323,k+- --+e1r2k,; generating
ker ¢y, in U(L), and since 2, € Z(U(L)) for 2 < p < k, z generates ker ¢ in U(L)°P. O

3.5. U-polynomials and U-identities.

3.5.1. Modifying the first index of an exponent. As we will see below in 4.1.2, it is the second basis
element in the subindex of the endomorphisms ¢,, which carries the weight of the identities of My (F).
The first basis element is not that relevant, and in fact it can be freely changed by substitution: On the
one hand, if f(z1,...,z,) is a U-identity of (L,U)-algebra A and wy,...,u, € U, then f(ai*,...,zl") is a
U-identity of A. On the other hand, (%)% = 2% for a,b,c € S. Therefore, if variable % with a,b € S
features in a U-identity of A, there is an analogous U-identity replacing x%® with variable 2 = (2¢%)%" for
any ¢ € §. Hence we can fix one element a € S and assume that each endomorphism appearing as exponent
in a U-identity is either @44 or of the form g, for some b € S; that is, when looking for the generating
identities of the Ty-ideal of A we may assume that all exponents different from ¢4, start with the same
first basis element a. Taking this into account, for a fixed and previously specified a € S, we will write z®
as a shorthand for z% (%) with b € sl (F) (this should not be confused with element z° € F(X|L)); we
will also write x9 as a shorthand for 299 (x%99). In particular, in this format, the bracket formula takes the
simple form (2%)¢ = z[®% for b, ¢ € sl (F) and C = ad...
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3.5.2. Fixed-exponents components of U-identities. We expand and add rigor to 3.5.1. Let us write
multilinear U-polynomials of PV by grouping their terms with respect to the exponents of their variables,
with one set of indices Z for variables of the form zY and another set of indices J for variables of the form

a;b;

z;7 with a;,b; € S, and taking into account how the first exponent indices a; are paired with the variables
z;. For n > 1, let {[Z]} denote the set of pairs of sets (Z,J) such that {Z,J} is a partition of the set
{1,...,n} into two disjoint subsets, one of which may be empty (observe that (Z, J) and (J,Z) are different
elements belonging to {[g]}) Then for f € PY we have the decomposition

f: Z Z fI,aa
(I,j)G{[g]} acSIT|

where for fixed Z = {i1,...,0r}, T = {j1,.--,Jn—r} and @ = (a1, ..., an—_r), the U-polynomial fr , denotes
the sum of all terms of f in which only the variables

abi o gtnerbror for any (biy.. . bp—y) €S™T

jl ? ! jnfr

99
i

99

x 77 and x
-

T

appear, in any order. Call fz o the (Z,a) fized-exponents component of f.
Any U-polynomial whose only nonzero fixed-exponents component is (Z, a) is of the form

ag(1)b Ao (n)bn
f(Iv a, {aﬁ,b}) = Z Z Qo,b ‘/L.U(S) e .:L.O'(’fl)) ’

o€Sy b= (b1,..., bp) € M™
b; =g if and only if (i) € Z

where a; := g for all i € Z, S,, is the symmetric group acting on {1,...,n}, and a,p € F. If the first
exponent index is homogeneous, i.e., a = (a,...,a) for a € S, then we write f(Z,a,{a,p}). T ={1,...,r}
then we write f(r,a, {a,p}) and say that f has first r g-ezponents. We show that to study PV N1dY(A)
it is enough to study the U-identities with only one nonzero fixed-exponents component, with homogeneous
first exponent index and first r g-exponents.

Lemma 3.5.3. Let A be an (L,U)-algebra, (Z,J) € {[;‘]} with T = {iy,...,i:} and T = {j1,-- -, Jn—r},
a=(aj,...,a;, ,)€S" ", andc€S.

(1) f € PY is a U-identity of A if and only if any nonzero fized-exponents component of f is a U-identity

of A.

(2) f(Z,a,{asp}) is a U-identity of A if and only if f(Z,c,{asp}) is a U-identity of A.

(3) f(Z,c,{cawp}) is a U-identity of A if and only if f(r,c,{asp}) is a U-identity of A.

Proof. Along the proof we use repeatedly that if f € 1dY (A) and p is a substitution endomorphism swapping
variables then p(f) € IdV(A) (see 2.3.2).

(1) One implication is clear from the definition, since any multilinear U-polynomial is the sum of its fixed-
exponents components. For the other one, fix f € PY N 1dY (A) and for j € J let p; denote the
substitution endomorphism sending variable x; to x;jaj . Then, since @4;a;Pa;b6 = Pa;b A Qg a;Pcd =0
for ¢ # aj;,

fr.a=pj 0 0pj,_ . (f)

(2) For j € J let p§ denote the substitution endomorphism sending variable z; to m;aj. Then

f(I> ) {amb}) = p§1 ©---0 pjn,r(f(za a, {amb}))'

Analogously, for j € J let p/ denote the substitution endomorphism sending variable z; to z; . Then

F(Z,a,{agp}) = plt o0 plr = (f(T, ¢, {a0p})).
(3) For o € Sy, let py denote the substitution endomorphism sending variable z; to z,(;) for all 1 <7 < n.
Let 7 be the permutation sending is to s for 1 < s <r and js to s+ 7 for 1 <s <n—s. Then

f(’l", & {O‘U,b}) = pT(f(Iv ¢, {Oég,b})) and f(I’ ¢, {aU,b}) = Pr—1 (f(’l“, C, {aa,b}))' U

Moreover, it is now clear that given a set of U-identities, we can homogeneously fix one single element
a € S as the first exponent index of all U-identities in the set, first exponent index which we may elide.
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3.5.4. Formula for the U-codimensions. For (Z,J) € {[Z]} and a € SV, we denote by PIUJJ1 the sub-
space of PY composed of the multilinear U-polynomials whose only nonzero fixed-exponents component is

(Z,a) (see 3.5.2). For 0 <r <nanda €S, wedenote PY, _, = P{U1 .... {1} (a,...a)0 UD€ vector space
of multilinear U-polynomials with only one nonzero fixed-exponents component, with homogeneous first ex-
U
ponent index a and first r g-exponents. If A is an (L, U)-algebra, we denote PV (A) := Lnona
g (L.U)-alg ol A) 1= e

and ¢, (A) :=dimp PY,_, ,(A) for any a € S (it is independent of a, as deduced from item (1) of the

following proposition). We show that to study PV N1dY(A) it is enough to study PP, N 1dY (A) for some
fixed a € S.

Proposition 3.5.5. Let A be an (L,U)-algebra.
(1) For (Z,J) € {[g’]} such that r = |Z| and any a € S"~" and ¢ € S there is a linear isomorphism between
P, . and PY, ., . sending PY ; ,n1dY(A) to PY, , .n1d"(A).

r,n—r,c rNn—Tr,C

)= (1) = et ), ©)

Proof.

(1) The proof of item (2) of Lemma 3.5.3 shows a linear isomorphism between PIUJ@ and PIU,j,(c,...,c) such
that PY , , NIdY(A) = PZUJAC,__”C) N1dY(A), while the proof of item (3) shows a linear isomorphism

) and PY, . . such that PIU,j,(c,...,c) NIdY(A) = pPY NIdY(A) (the isomorphisms

rn—r,C

U
between PI’ 74

C,..0nC

being given by the invertible substitutions specified there).

(2) By definition of fixed-exponents components we have
U U
P,n - @ PI,],G‘
,7)e{ 5} acs17I

This identity, combined with Lemma 3.5.3(1), leads to

PYN1dY(A) = &y (PY ; o n1dY(A)).
(T.7)e{l}1} acs17
So
PY PY, .
vV R- R s o)
" @.7)e{ P} aes171 " LT e
Now fix ¢ € §. By item (1), for each (Z,J) € {[Z]} such that |Z| = r and @ € SV! there is an
PZUJ a P?“Un—r c
isomorphism between i and — . Therefore,
Pll{jﬁl Nld (A) Prl,]n—r,c Nld (A)
PU n PU
Pr[L] A) r,n—"r,C — ( ) k2 —_ 1 ,n—r,C 7
“) D PU _ NI1dY(A) Oj@n ( ) Py, _,..N1d"(A)

0<r<n, (,7)e{ 3"} | 1Z|=r, agsn—r " TNTTC

since for any 0 < r < n we have () choices of the first 7 variables and (k? — 1)"~" distinct elements in
S"~". Hence Formula (C) follows. O

Fixed a € S, when no confusion may arise, we will write PY, _ := P, PY _(A):=PY (4).

rm—r,a’ * rn—r rn—r,a

3.5.6. U-cocharacter and its decomposition. In view of the previous sections, instead of considering

the usual permutations of variables as the actions of the symmetric groups on the spaces of multilinear

polynomials, we consider the actions which permute variables together with their first index exponent,
22



which is more natural in this context. Denoting by S7 and S7 the symmetric groups acting on the sets 7
and J respectively, the group St x S7 acts on Pg 7.a On the left in the following way:

(o, P (@)™ e = )
where p € Sy, a,i) = g = b; if p(i) € T, (0,7) € Sz x Sz, and 7(i) := o(i) if i € T while 7 (i) := 7(3) if
i € J. In this way ng’a becomes an Sz x Sy-module. If A is an (L, U)-algebra, then ng,a N1dY(A) is
invariant under the Sz x S7-action, making

U
PrLsa

PY 7 o(A) = ———%
o PY, .0 1dY (4)

an St x S7-module with the induced action.

If |Z| =7, then Sz x S7 2 S, x S,,_, where S, and S,,_, denote the symmetric groups acting on the sets
{1,...,7} and {r +1,...,n}, respectively. Thus, for any (Z,J) € {[g]} such that |Z| = r and @ € §"7",
PIUJ’Q(A) can be regarded as an S, x S,,_,-module. As a consequence, the space

Py (4) = S Pf 7.a(4)
@.De{l3} | 1Z|=r, acsm—"

is also an S, X S,,_,-module, whose character we denote by ng) (A) and call the (n,r)th U-cocharacter of

A.

Now, fixed a € S, the space PY, ,.(A) (defined in 3.5.4) is an S, x S,_,-module whose character we
denote by xY,,,.(A) (it is independent of a, as deduced Proposition 3.5.5(1)). From the same result we
know that for each (Z,7) € {[Z]} such that |Z| = r and @ € 8" " there is an isomorphism of vector spaces

between PY ; (A) and PY, _,.(A), and since the S, X S,,_,-action commutes with the isomorphism, it is in

addition an isomorphism of tS‘r X S,,—r-modules. Therefore
n n—r
Pl 2 (1) -0 R ) (3.1)

Recall that the irreducible S, x S, _,-characters are the tensor products xx ® x, of the irreducible S,.-
and S,,_,-characters x and x,, where X\ - r and p = n — r are partitions. Since char(F') = 0, by complete
reducibility we can write

Xgn—r(A) = Z My, XA @ Xpo (32)
M)k (rn—r)
where A7, u=n—r, and my , > 0 is the multiplicity corresponding to xx ® x,. Thus, as a consequence
of (3.1) and (3.2), the (n,r)th U-cocharacter of A can be decomposed as

n n—r
Go@= X ()00 @ ()
(/\’H)F(T’nf"‘)

4. DIFFERENTIAL IDENTITIES OF M (F')

In this section we determine the U-identities, (L, U)-identities, and L-identities of the algebra My (F') for
k> 2.

4.1. U-identities of M (F).

4.1.1. Multiplication table of My (F'). The multiplication table arising from M (see 3.2.1), with results
expressed in matrix units, is summarized by the following relations:

(1) gz = x = xg for any z € M.

(2) eijejr = ek, eijer =0 (j # k).

(3) hieij = eij, hieiv1,; = —e€it1), €ijhy = eij, €ijr1hy = —eij1, hiejr =0 (j & {i,i +1}), ejhy =0

(k& {47 +1}).
(4) h? =€+ €it1,i+1, hihi-i-l = —€i41,i4+1 = hi-‘,—lhia hih]‘ =0 (j ¢ {Z - 1,i,7:+ 1})
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4.1.2. Generating U-identities. Due to the nature of the endomorphisms ¢, (see Formula (F)), the
identities in the multiplication table of My (F) (see 4.1.1) translate well to U-identities of My (F): for
example, if z,y € My(F) and a,b € S then

a iyt = ptple;jem, = 0 if j # 1.
This idea provides us at once with the following U-identities of M}, (F') in two variables.

Lemma 4.1.3 (U-identities from multiplication table).
Fiz a1,a5 € M. For 1 <i<r, fixo; €Sy and let a; € F and m, mf € M be such that > ;_, a;mimb =0
in My(F), with a; = g (resp. as = g) forcing m’ vi(1) =9 (resp. mfn(Q) =g) for all1 <i<r. Then

Zaz ”7“)’”1 ""E;;”"Q € 1Y (M (F)).
Proof. Evaluating in x1, 29 € My(F ), by definition of ¢,, we get
Zaz ™ = Y et = it Zazmlmg -0, O
i=1
We will show in the following that all U-identities of M (F') can be generated from U-identities in two
variables, with at most two terms, arising from its multiplication table as in Lemma 4.1.3.

Recall that notation 2° with € F(X|U), b € S is shorthand for the element %+t € F(X|U), for a fixed
and elided first exponent index a € & which we will not explicitly mention in the next results (see 3.5.1).
Similarly we write P, . instead of PY, ., (see 3.5.4).

We start the description of the U-identities and codimensions of My (F') by appealing to the linear structure
of the Ty-ideal. We will tackle the simpler case k = 2 separately.

Proposition 4.1.4. The Ty-ideal of U-identities of My (F') is generated by the following U-polynomials:

h1 c

[29,y7], [9,y"), 2%y’ —ya®, 2yl alyt oy, a4ty gl
where a,b € {h1,e12,e21} and ¢ € {e12,e21}. In addition, c, (MQ(F)) =41 —3(n+1).

Proof. Firstly, note that My (F') has no nontrivial U-identities of degree 1 (as ¥ = 0 implies ¢ = 0 for any
¢ € End(My(F))), and so ¢/ (Ma(F)) = dimp(PY) = dimp(U) = 32 + 1 = 42 — 3 - 2 as needed. Hence in
the following, we assume n > 2.

Let I be the Ty-ideal generated by the U-polynomials in the statement of the proposition. We will show
that I = IdU(Mg(F)). Recall that S = {hq, e12,e21} for k = 2 by definition. By Lemma 4.1.3 it follows that
I C 1dY (My(F)).

In order to prove the opposite inclusion let f € IdY (My(F)) with deg f = n and assume, as we may, that
f is multilinear and f € P, where 0 < r <n (see 3.5.2 and 3.5.4). We will prove that f ? 0.

For all 1 < i < n —r, in order to simplify the notation, let us rename z7,,; to ¥, a € S, so that
variables x1,...,x, correspond to exponents g and variables yi,...,y,_, correspond to exponents a € S.
Since [z7, 23], [#9,y%] € I for all a € S, f modulo [ is a linear combination of U-monomials of type

T’YL 79

QApn—r
af adyft eyt
where a1,...,a4,_r € S. Ifr:nwehavef?am’fux% for some a € F'; by evaluating x; =g for 1 <i<n

we find, since f is a U-identity of My(F),
0=71(g:--,9) = al9)*---(9)" = ag" = ay,
henceaanndf?O. If r =n — 1 then we have

g

f=azf--- H 112
T

g hy €21
x) gyt agad x) Yy

g
+azat @)y

for some a; € F', 1 <4 < 3; by evaluating z; = g for 1 <i <n —1 and y1 = h1 + €12 + €21 We analogously
get, for some a € {hq,e12, €21},

a1(g)?9 - (9)99(h1 + e12 + 621)ah1 + -+ az(g)?? - (9)99(hy + e12 + €21)%* = arhy + asea + azear =0
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andhenceai:Ofor1§i§37andf?0.

Now let us assume that 0 < r < n — 2. Since yfy5 — y$yb € I with a,b € S, it is possible to reorder the
variables y1, ..., y, in each U-monomial of f modulo I without reordering their original exponents. Moreover,
since y§ys € I for ¢ € {e12,€21}, modulo I the nonzero terms of f do not have two variables with exponent
e12 nor with exponent es; adjacent to each other. Since in addition y{“yg + yfygl eI for c € {e12,€91}, we
can permute the h; exponents with the ejs, e57 exponents; it then follows that f modulo I can be written
as a linear combination of U-monomials of the following forms:

g g, hi, €12 ,e21 e12 €21
LTt Ym Ymp1Ymy2 YnZr—1Yn=r>

9., .90, h1 €21 ez e e12
Ly Ty Ym Ym4+1Ymy2 " Yn—r—1Yn-r

9. eyt g e12 21 €2 €2 e12
1131 ‘xryl ym ym+1ym+2ym+3 ynfrflyn—ra

o 9ot h1 €21 e pean o e12 €21
371 xryl ym ym+1ym+2ym+3 yn—r—lyn—r7

where 0 < m < n —r. Since yF12y52* 4 y21yS12 — yh1yh ¢ it follows that, if n — r > 2, we can write f
modulo I as a linear combination of U-monomials in which at most one exponent hy appears. Thus, if n —r
is even, we get that

— 9 ... 9,1, €12, €21, €12 ez e12 9 ... 9,01, €21, €12, e ez e21
f=onwy - aty g ys Y e Y2 a2y T s Ry gt (4.1)
g9 9,,€12,,€21 €12 €21 g9 g,,€21,,€12 €21 €12
FO3T] WY YT Y Yp—p 04T TRY T Y Y e Yy

for some «; € F, 1 <14 <4, whereas if n — r is odd, then we have that

— 9 ... 9,1, €12, €21, ei2 €21 9 ... 9,1, €21, €12 e e12
f ?0411'1 XRY1 Y T Ys Yner—1Yn—yp T Q2] TrY17 Y17 Y2 Yn—r—1Yn—rt+
g9...,9,¢€12,¢€21,€12 €21 €12 9...,r9,©21,¢€12,€21 ,€12 €21
+043331 TrYy Y27 Y3 Yn—r—1Yn=r + Q4T TrY1”7 Y277 Ys YnZr—1Yn=r

for some a; € F, 1 < ¢ < 4. Suppose that f is as in (4.1). By making the evaluation z; = g for 1 <i <r
and y; = h1 +ea + e for 1 < j < n—r we get ajern — anear + agerr + agezr = 0. Thus o; = 0 for
1 <i <4, and f is the zero U-polynomial modulo I. One can deal similarly with the other case. Thus
1dY (My(F)) =1.

The argument above also proves that

1, ifr=n
cgn—r(MQ(F)) = 37 ifr=n-— 1,

)

Therefore, by Formula (C),

Y (My(F)) = zn: (”) 377 (My(F)) = 4 zn: (’Z) 3" _3n—3=4"T1 —3(n+1). O
r=0

r=0 r
Next lemma, follows from simple computations.

Lemma 4.1.5. If k > 3, then:

(1) a¢tyes = —ghiy®s (mod(xiyhi-1 — peuyes ghiyei 4 peuyhi-1)p ) where 1 <i<k—1,2<j <k,
JAL1<I<k;

(2) ey = xhlyhl —|—J:h1yh2 (mod<xeljyejl —|—x62vlaz§l’2 _ mhlxg’l, zh
1<I<k,1#2;

(3) xCriyCik = xhk—lyhk—1+xhk—2yhk—l (m0d<x5k—1,]‘yej,k—1+x5k,lyel,k_xhk—lyhk—l’ mhk—2yhk—1_’_:L-ek—l,lyel,k—l>TU))
where 1 < j<k—1,1<I<k, l#k-1.

Proposition 4.1.6. The Ty-ideal of U-identities of My(F), k > 3, is generated by the following U -

polynomials:

(1) [29,99], [29,9%], x%® —y*xb, where a,be S;

(2) zCiiycim where 1 <i,5,l,m <k, j#I;

rxy? + a9y gy ), where 2 < j <k,
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iyt where 1 <i<k—1,1<j1<k,j#ii+1,14#j;
xCtyhi where 1 <i<k—1,1<j 1<k, l#ii+1,j#I
ahiyeis 4 gCiayli-n where 1 <i<k—1,2<j<k,j#i;
m}”*lyeiﬂ' + meiﬂ'yhi, where2 <i <k, 1<j<k—-1,j#i
ali-ryCis 4 iy where 2 < i <k, 1 <jl<k,j#i,4,j#L;
ahi-iyhi 4 geiyii where 2 <i<k—1,1<j <k, j#i;
ahiyhi where 1 <i,j <k—1,j#i—1,i,i+1, ifk>4;
[xhi, yhit1], where 1 < i < k —2;
xCiyCii 4 plitityClitt — phighi “phere 1 <i<k—1,1<4,1<k,j#i,l#i+1;
xCiyli-t f gyl where 1 < il <k, 2<j<k,j#14, i,j#L
In addition, c¥ (My(F)) = k>0 — (k2 — 1)(n + 1).
Proof. The proof of this result follows a scheme similar to that of Proposition 4.1.4 for 2 x 2 matrices, with
different computations. Firstly, note that there are no nontrivial identities of degree 1 and thus c¢{ (My(F)) =
dimp(U) = (k* —1)2 + 1 = k* — 2(k* — 1) as expected, so henceforth we assume n > 2. Let I be the Ty-
ideal generated by the U-polynomials in the statement of the proposition. By Lemma 4.1.3 it follows that

I C 1dY(My(F)). To prove the opposite inclusion, first, we find a set of generators of P modulo
PY N1, for each n > 1 and 0 < r < n, and after that, we show, by evaluation, that the sets of generators

rn—r
found are actually bases of their corresponding vector spaces.

TTl’I‘

Let f € P rn » be a multilinear U-polynomial of degree n. In order to simplify the notation, for all
1<i<n—r let us rename xp,; to yf, a € S, so that variables z1,...,z, correspond to exponents g and
variables y1, ..., yn—r correspond to exponents a € S. Since [z{,z]], [#9,y*] € I for all @ € S, f modulo I

is a linear combination of U-monomials of type
9. 9y .
Ty xryil yzn ”

where a;,,...,a;, . €S. So PU0 is generated modulo PnU0 N I by the U-monomial 2§ ---22. Iff r =n—1
then f modulo [ is a linear combination of U-monomials

ad-ad ytifor1<i<k—landaf---a? |y for 1 <j, 1<k j#L (4.2)

It follows that P, ; is generated modulo PY_; ; NI by the U-monomials in (4.2).

Now suppose that 0 <7 < n — 2. By U- 1dent1tles (3)-(6), in each U-monomial of f we can move to the
left, modulo I, all the variables with exponent h; for 1 < i < k — 1; moreover, since yy5 — y$y? € I for all
a,b € S, we can always reorder the indices of the variables with exponent in S. Call (P1) to this moving and
reordering procedure. From (P1) it follows that f modulo I is a linear combination of U-monomials of type

h; hi, b by
X T P S T 1t N P
Ty TrY Ys Sys+1 Yn—r

for0<s<n-—r,1<iy,....,is <k—1and by,...,b,— € {e;; | 1 <4,j < k,i# j}. Since y;y5™ € I for
1<i4,4,I,m <k, j # 1, we can require in addition that the sequence of exponents by, ..., b,_, has nonzero
product by - - - by, i.e., if by = e;; and byy1 = e, then j = [. Notice that the U-identities of Lemma 4.1.5
also belong to I, thus by U-identities (7),(8) and Lemma 4.1.5 we can reduce each pair y; "y,
e If i # 4, k, to the pair yfy;_l
—1, €kj

e If i =k # j, to the pair yt Yit

e if i = j, to a linear combination of one or two U-monomials of the form y,"y! —1':1 with1 <I<k-1
and m € {I,1+ 1}.
To this reduction procedure call (P2). By applying (P1) and (P2) repeatedly, we find that f modulo I is a
linear combination of U-monomials of types

hiy hi h; h; e;
9...p9 n—r 9 ... 09,0, n—r—1, €ij
Ty xryl “Yn—r and 1 Y1 Yn—r—1 Yn-r
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for 1 <iy,...,ip—r <k—1and 1<4i,j <k, i#j By U-identity (9) we can assume that the product of
the exponents h;, - - h;, _  is nonzero, and by U-identity (10) we can assume that i; < --- < i,_,; hence we
may assume that 7,11 € {i;,4; + 1} for all 0 < j < n —r. Moreover, since for k > 4, by U-identities (9),(10)
we have

hi, hi hite _ 1 hi, Pi hi hi hi, hi
Yy Ty = [y e s T (s ) €1

for 1 < i < k — 3, we can assume that, for all £ > 3, in each U-monomial of f modulo I there are at most
two distinct (and consecutive) exponents h; (1 < i < k — 1), the rest of them being copies of one of those.
In addition, by U-identities (8) (applied twice) and (11) we find
hi, hi hi—1 h; hi, hi
R S T R S S
hi, hi Cit15, €ji hi—1_ h; i . €ji 2ij  €ji 2it1j  €ji h; h;
W™y ) T e ) — T T gt €T

for all 2 <4 < k—2, so by recursion on ¢ we may suppose that, in each U-monomial of f, either all exponents
h; are equal (for some 1 < ¢ < k — 1) or there are two distinct exponents, h; and hy. Now notice that by
U-identities (11),(8),(3) we have

hi, ha, h hi, h1, h h ha, h h hi, h h
y11y22y32 +y11y21y32 :yll(y22y32 _y2€21y§12 _y;31y§13)+y11(y21y32 +y§21y§12)+(y11y§31)y§13 c I,

SO y?lygzy? = —y?lygly?. Hence f modulo [ is a linear combination of U-monomials of types

g g, hi hi g g,h1 h1 ha
R Th R A Ly ZpYy Yn—pr1Yn"ps

9 G i R €ij 9. .. .90 ha elj
Ty LY Yn e Yn e 1 TRl Yn—r—2Yn=r—1Yn=r;

for 1 <i<k-1,1<j,0 <k |#j. Finally, since 3" 'ys" + 5 ys” € (" y57 + 5w, yiys’ ™" +
ity iy ys Yy’ gy, where 2 < i < k-1, 1< I <k, j # 4, | #i,j, and by U-identity (3), it
follows that f modulo [ is a linear combination of the following U-monomials:

9. g9yl Lyl 9.9yt ha
41 TrYy Yn—r> 21 TrYy Yn—r—1Yn=r;

g g, hi h; €ij g g, hk—1 hik—1  en (4'3)
Ly e Yn—r—1Yn=pr, L1 LpYy o Yn—r—1Yn—r>

where 1 < 4,1l <k—1,1<j <k, j#i Thus we have that Pr[{nﬂ, modulo Pgnfr N I is generated by the
U-monomials in (4.3).

The U-monomial z{ - - - 29 can be seen to be nonzero modulo I by evaluating z; = -+ = x,, = g. We next
show that the U-monomials in (4.2) and (4.3) are linearly independent modulo IdY (My(F)) if r =n —1 or
0 <7 <n—2, respectively. To that end, let us assume first that f € IdY (M, (F)) is a linear combination of
U-monomials in (4.2), i.e.,

= 9 hi [N I eji
= E Ty Ty Yy § Bjuxy - Ty _qyy

1<i<k—1 1<4,1<k
i
for some «a, Bj; € F. From the evaluation 2 = -+ =2, 1 =g and y = ) s a we get
g a;h; + E Bjiej =0,
1<i<k—1 1<4,1<k
i

from which it follows, since S is a linearly independent set, that a; = 3;; = 0forall1 <i<k—-1,1 <5, <k,
j # 1. Therefore the U-monomials in (4.2) are linearly independent modulo IdY (M (F)).
Let us assume now that f € IdY (M (F)) is such that

F= > cwaf-alyltyh 4 Bal o afy g D ygad e alyl ey
1<i<k—1 1<i<k—1
1<5<k
i#j
D D R VR Vit Yl
1<i<k—1
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If we evaluate z1 = =z, =gand y1 =+ = yYp_r = Zaesa, we get

Y ailentein)+Bent+ > e+ Y, (D" e =0,
1<i<k—1 1<i<k—1 1<I<k—1
1<j<k
i

which produces a; = 8 =y; =0forall 1 <i<k—1,1<1,j <k Therefore the elements in (4.3) are
linearly independent modulo Pf{n_r N1dY (M, (F)).

The fact that PY, _, N1dY (M, (F)) 2 PY,_,.NI foralln € N and 0 < r < n proves that Id" (M (F)) = I,
with z{ -+ 29 and the elements in (4.2), (4.3) forming a basis of PY, , modulo PY, . N 1dY (M, (F)) for
r=n,r=n—1and 0 <r <n— 2, respectively. Thus, by counting we get

1, if r =n,
o f(My(F) =< k*—1, ifr=n-1,
k2, fo<r<n-2

Hence, by Formula (C) it follows that

() = (1) 02 = 0oy = 3 (1) = = 02 = o - 2 - 1) =

r
r=0 r=0

= B2 ) (k2 — 1) (n+1). 0

4.1.7. Modifying the second index of an exponent. Through the L-action, the second basis element of
the subindex of ¢, can also be changed in the search for identities, albeit the result is less straightforward.
In particular, if d € L is a derivation then (z°%y®)? = plea)dycb o geay(cb)d  We will resort to this method
to reduce the number of generators in the basis of IdY (M, (F)).

We are working in F(X]|U), which has no U-action (see Remarks 2.3.3). Nevertheless, to simplify the
notation, instead of writing exponents belonging to U (L)°P whose action would eventually project to U°P once
they landed on isolated variables, we will write the exponents directly in U°P with the caution of evaluating
them only on isolated variables. For example, to apply the action of €2, € U(L)° to z%y* € F(X|U), we
write

2 2 2
(xuyv)Em _ :L,uE'my'u + 2qu12y’UE12 + l‘uvam

with By € U°P, and only then simplify the exponents uE?,, uE12,vE12, vE?, by computing in U°P.

Theorem 4.1.8. The Ty -ideal of U-identities of My (F) is generated by the following U-polynomials:
(1) Either x®12129€12€12 4f |p = 2 op 126129412631 4f | > 3,

(2) x612€12y612621 _ y€12312x612€217

(3) [299, y99],

(4) [xggyyemem]_

Proof. By Propositions 4.1.4 and 4.1.6, the Ty-ideal of U-identities of My (F') is generated by the following
list (L) of identities, for fixed a € S:

1) xociysem with 1 <i<k—-1,2<j <k, j#1i.

) aohiyrei with 1 <i<k—1,1<41<k, j#ii+1,1#7;

) a0ty hi with 1 <i<k—1,1<41<k l#ii+1,j#L

) wohiythi with 1 <, j<k—1,j#i—1,4,5+1.

5) xteiythi-1 4 gpecigecy with 1 < il <k, 2<j<k 1,j#14,j#L
) whiciyacis 4o geciyae with 2 <i <k, 1 <41 <k, 1,j#4,5#1;
) @thiyoci 4 preiyshion with 1 <i<k—1,2<j <k, j#i
)

pohicigacii 4 paciigehi with 2 <i <k, 1<j<k—1,j#1;
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(9) a@hi-1yrhi L gociyacii with 2 <i<k—1,1<j <k, j#1;

10) x@Ciuy®esi 4 preittiyaciitt — pohigahi with 1 < i<k —1,1<j 1<k, j#4,1#i+1;

11) 2%y2c — yobxe¢ with b, c € S;

12) [mqq y‘”] [wggy“b] with b € S;

13) [wohi yohint] with 1 <i < k — 2;

where some identities are not realized for k = 2 and k = 3. Let J be the Ty-ideal of F(X|U) generated by
either ze12€12y12€12 if | = 2 or g12¢12y€12081 if | > 3 gpe12c12yC12621 _g€12€12 per2ean 399 99] and [299, y©12912].
Clearly J C IdY (M, (F)). In the following, we will prove that .J = IdY (M} (F)) by showing that all identities
in the list (L) belong to J, mainly by the action of inner derivations. From now on we change, as we may,

the first exponent index a of any variable z% with b € S to e;5 and elide it by writing x°; we also write x9
for z99.

(
(
(
(

By the bracket formula (B), the action of the inner derivation F;; (generated by e;;) on x®y°® gives
(meabyecd)Ei]‘ — 5jax3ibyecd _ 5bixeajyecd + 6jcxeabyeid _ 5dixeabyecj
for ¢,7,a,b,e,d € {1,...,k}, i # j,a # b,c # d, where d,5 denotes Kronecker’s delta (see 3.3.2 to review the
key computational facts about inner derivations that we will need in the sequel). From now on we assume
without further notice that any element of the form ey, or E,;, satisfies a # b and imposes this restriction
wherever it appears.

For U-polynomials f,g € F(X|U) and u € U(L)°P let us write f — g to denote g = f*; we call this

kind of operation a deduction, with f its starting U-polynomial and g its ending U-polynomial, which is

deduced from f. More in general, we extend the notation and write f ﬂ g if some subtractions of other

U-polynomials also deduced from f are needed in the process of getting g from f, in addition to the action
of u. Notice that if the starting U-polynomial of a deduction belongs to a U-ideal I of F(X|U), then the
ending Unpolynomial of the deduction also belongs to I, as I is U(L)°P-invariant. In the following, we will
use this fact to show, in sequential steps, that the list of identities (L) belongs to J. When in this process
we deduce that some U-polynomial g is in J because f € J, we say that we reach g starting from f.

(D1) Identities with one U-monomial, with exponents of type ¢ and 2 distinct subindices:

12

2 ~ca

xeabyeab N xecbyecb (C # a)
3B
xeabyeab 5 xeacyeac (C # b) (44)

1 4

€ab, €ab ﬂEb“; €ba 4,Eb

x a y a x Lly a
To aid comprehension of the rest of the computations, let us show the details of the second and third
deductions. Recall that the appearance of e,. as the ending U-polynomial of the second deduction

implies the additional restriction ¢ # a:

Eye Epe
pEabyCab b (075“); —glacyCab _ plabyCac b (07&“); glecyCac 4 glacyCac = QpCacyCac (¢ oL p)

xeab yeab Eba 3

(xeab)Eifayeab +4($eab)E§a (yeab)Eba + 6(meab)E§a (yeab)Efa, + 4(xea,b)Eba, (yeab)Efa + (meab)(yeab)Efa _
_ 6($eab)E§’l (yeab)Efa = 24 (g )Peabera (y¢ab ) Peabcta = g Chay he

since B} =0 and EZ, = —2¢.,,c,. -
From (4.4) we deduce that, starting from x¢2y°2 € J, we can reach any U-monomial identity of the
form afebycer with a,b € {1,...,k}, for any k > 2:
If a,b # 1,2, apply the first and second deductions to reach the target U-monomial.
If a =1,b # 2, apply the second deduction.
If a #£ 1,b = 2, apply the first deduction.
If a=2or b=1 (or both), apply the third deduction, then the first or second as needed.
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In the following, we show the deductions of the rest of the identities with less degree of detail.
The computations are lengthy but straightforward to check.
(D2) Identities with one U-monomial, with exponents of type ¢ and 3 distinct subindices:

We assume a,b,c,d € {1,...,k} are pairwise different.
_1p2
xeabyeca 2 "ba Iebayeca
_1p2
xeabyeca 2Eac xeabyeac
_1p2
Jjeabyeca 2 bc; xeacyeba
1
5 Eba EabEya(*)
€ab,,C 2 bama @ €ba ,,Cch
goabyCea y ey (4.5)
xeabyeca 7EdaEad(*) :L'EdbyeCd

xeab yeca 7Ebd} xead yeca

€ab,,Cac —Eep €ab y,Cab
ry Ty

Let us show the fifth deduction of (4.5) explicitly:

a

Eq —FEad 5
xeabyeca “; medbyeca R _meabyeca + xedbyecd;

adding x®etyce (which is the starting U-monomial of the deduction) we deduce xcdbyced.
Now we explicit the fourth deduction:

xeabyeca 7Eb“\7 xhabyeca (a) 7Eab> 2xeabyeca _j’_xhabyecb;

subtracting 2z°wy® (twice the starting U-monomial of the deduction) we deduce z"evy¢ and
continue with

1
1E, 1
xha.byecb 2 ha, xebayecb + 7l,habyeca;

2
subtracting now a"ety®e (which we deduced in (a)) we finally deduce z®=y®e,

From (4.6) we deduce that, starting from x¢2¢®1 € J, we can reach any U-monomial identity of the
forms gCebyCea  gabyCac gpbayCea with a,b,c € {1,...,k} pairwise different, for any k > 3: deductions
1-4 show that we can get any valid permutation of the indices involved without introducing new ones
(a crucial property for £ = 3), deductions 5-6 allow to change the indices to others not appearing in
the original identity, and deduction 7 (together with deduction 2) shows that we can reach xz¢12y°2
and thus all identities with only two distinct indices (by (D1)), whence z°2y°2 is superfluous in
the basis of identities for k > 3.
(D3) Identities with one U-monomial, with exponents of type e and 4 distinct subindices:
We assume a, b, c,d,i € {1,...,k} are pairwise different.
xeabyeca *Ead> xeabyecd

1 ;2
“2%ba e e
S bay cd

xeabyecd
172
€aby,€cd 7§Edc €ab,,€dc
plabyled ——=5 glaby (4.6)

172
-1p
xeabyecd 2 bc} xeaCyebd
e e Eiq €ib,,E
T aby cd S T zby cd

From (4.6) we deduce that, starting from x®12y®3! € J, we can reach any U-monomial identity of the
form zCebyced with a,b,c,d € {1,...,k} all distinct: the first deduction allows to reach four distinct
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subindices, deductions 2-4 generate all permutations of the 4 subindices (through 3 transpositions)
without the need of introducing new subindices (a crucial property for & = 4), and the last deduction
allows the introduction of new subindices.

Through (D1),(D2),(D3) we have shown that identity (1) of list (L) is in J.

(D4) Identities with one U-monomial, with exponents of type h:

i gy Cab e N iyt (a#isb#i+1)
goiHL g Caitl “r“) yeai+1 + gCiitlgCar ? xh"ye‘”“ (a #i,i+1)
xeabye“_‘—l H’“; xeabyhi (CL ?é 1 b ;é i+ 1) (47)

geingeinn DN ey g ey = gty (b0 +1)

xhzyejjJrl 415 xhlyhj (Z#]*l,j,j#’l)

In the second and fourth deductions we have used (D2).

From (4.7) we deduce that, starting from x¢2¢%1 € J, we can reach any U-monomial identity of the
forms xliycer (a #i,i+ 1), zeyli (b#d,i+ 1), 2hiyhi (i £ 5 —1,7,7+ 1), with a,b € {1,...,k},
i,7 €{1,...,k—1}: by (D3) we can reach the startmg U-monomials of deductions 1-4 (with the
corresponding restrictions on a, b, i), so we can reach their ending U-monomials; then the ending
U-monomials of deductions 1-2 are the starting U-monomials of deduction 5. Therefore identities
(2),(3),(4) of list (L) are in J.

(D5) Auxiliary identities:

xeijyeli _E__)jl Ieilye” — ZL’eijyeji (l # ])

€4l

o
geityhi xeijyhﬂ' —xlyi (I1#j+1)

gl 2 J“_J; gCiyhi — peiat1yfitii (4.8)
xhiyel] _> f]j yel_] _ ell elj (l # Z+ 1)
%Eiz‘+1

I6i+lz‘y€i+1j xhi yeij _ xeii+1yei+1j

Since x%iy° is an identity in J for [ # j (by (DD2)), by deduction 1 we have

xeil

Y= aty (A1)

for all valid 1 <4, 4,1 < k. Since x¢ty" (I # j,j+ 1) and z®+1y%i+1 are identities in J (by (D2),
(D4)), by deductions 2-3 we get

e yhj ? xCily©li (A2)

for all valid 1 <1, 4,1 < k. Analogously, from deductions 4-5, we get

zhiysi ; iy, (A3)
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(D6) Identities in 2 or 3 U-monomials with variables in the same order:

—E.
ghtyhimn 2y eyt gty (14§ - 1)

_1p2
2

xeij—lyejj_l J—1j xeijyhj_l +xeij_1yej_1j
xhl_lye“ ! xhl_lye” oty (1£i—1) (4.9)

12
—1lp2
i tigyCim1i ERN xhi—lyeij + glii-1yfi-1i

Since z¢ity -1 (I # j—1,7) and x¢4-1y%i-1 are identities in J (by (D2), (D4)), deductions 1-2 give
identity (5) from list (L). Analogously, deductions 3-4 give identity (6) from list (L). Now identities
(7),(8) from list (L) are linear combinations of (5),(6) and auxiliary identities (A2),(A3):

xhiyeij + xeijyhjfl — (xhiyeij _ xeilyelj) + (:L»eijyhjfl + weilyelj)7
xhi_lyeij + xe,-jyh]' — (xhi_lyeij _|_ xeilyelj) + (xeijyhj o meily(ﬂj)‘
In addition, by auxiliary identity (A1) we find

h

T klye” + Ielzyeu AR xhlth” + xelzym _ l,e]zyezj + Ieﬂyem = xh
J

i—lyhij + xenyeu (G#i—1).
Since zhi-1y®i 4+ x¢iy® is an identity in J for all 1 < 4, 4,1 < k, particularizing for j = i 4+ 1 and
changing [ to j we get the identity

xhiflyhi + xeijyeji
in J, which is identity (9) in list (L).
Finally, starting from (A3) particularized with j =i 4 1 and changing [ to j we get

xhiyei,-ﬂ _ i yejprl —FEit1; xhiyh,i _ Qxe,-ﬂiyewl +xei+1jyeﬁ+1 — p® g % xh,iyhi — LY g is g €gi
since x®it1iyCitl = xCitliyCiit = xfitiiyei+l by (Al). Hence identity (10) from list (L) is in J.
All identities in this subsection have been reached starting from z©2y°3t.

(D7) Identities in 2 U-monomials with permuted variables:

If z%b € Id(My(F)) with a,b € S then 2%y® € J by (D1)-(D4) and hence z%y’ — y%z® € J,
reached starting from z®2y®2 if k = 2 and from x®2y®" if k > 3. Let us see that the rest of the
identities of the form 2%y’ — y®2® with a,b € S are reached from x¢12y2t — y123¢21, Those of the
form xCebycbe — yCabype are reached just from x®12y°21 — y©12x°21 by the application of the following
deductions, similar to those in (D1). We assume a,b,c € {1,...,k} are pairwise different:

:Eeab yeba — N xeab yebc

xeabyeba 3 lfLaecb yebu

geayee LBl peanyene (4.10)
1
xeabyeba 4EbaEabEbaEab(*)>

xeba yeab

E.g., we reach x¢21yc12 — ye21 212 € J applying deduction 4 to x€2y®2t — g2zt (by linearity), etc.
Let us explicit deduction 4:

—F E
xeabyeba ba> xhabyeba (a) “b> _zxcabyeba _I_ mhabyhab;
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adding 2z°wy® (twice the starting U-monomial of the deduction) we deduce x"s*y"a> (b) and con-
tinue with
1
xhabyha,b §Eb“> b yha,b + xha,byeba;

h

subtracting z"«vy®e (which we deduced in (a)) we deduce z*=y"e* and continue with

hay —2Pa. L pon Cba e
ab £ _gx aby ab +x bay ab;
Lghavyher (which we deduced in (b)) we finally deduce zaycar.

hi and ahiy®i —yhi x| we respectively apply x®4yhi ? xCily®li ? xligyCis

xebay

adding now

To reach z%iyhi —y®ig
from auxiliary identities (A2),(A3) (reached in (D5)), then deduce z®#*y®s from x°2y°2! as done in
(4.10). To reach z€iyhi-1 — yfiughi-1 and xhi-1y®s — yhi-12%5 we respectively apply x®dyhi—1 =

—ghiyeii and ghi-1yei = —z€iyhi from identities (7),(8) of list (L). To reach zhi-1y"i —yhi-1zhi we

apply ahi-1yl = —z®iyi by identity (9) of list (L), then deductions (4.10). To reach x"iyhi —gyhizh
we apply aPiyhi = xCiiy®ii 4 geituycitt by identity (10) of list (L). Finally, starting from identity
(5) of list (L) we reach

n+1

xei+1iyh1‘,—l —i—xei*”ye“ 3 33 y hi—1 +$€i+1iy€7:7:+1 +xeilyeli _xei+1lyeli+l hi

% T yhi—l _|_xeilyeli’

since xCi+liyCii+l . xeitityei+l by auxiliary identity (A3). Therefore

h hi—1 —
—X
v J

€4l

y (A4)

and so zliyhi-1 — yhighi-1 ¢ J by deductions (4.10).
In this subsection, we have shown that identity (11) is in J.
(D8) Identities with brackets:
U-polynomial [29,y9] is already a generator of J. To reach [x9,y?] with a € S starting from [z9, y°12]
we apply the following deductions. We assume a,b,c € {1,...,k} are pairwise different:

$gy5ab ECG; xgyecb
9, ,€ab —Epe 9,,Cac
-y r vy

2

xIyfad 2% p9yCta (4.11)
wgyeii+1 ”’1’} gyhi

In addition, by the previous subsection,

xhi—lyhi ? yhi—lxh =, yh th 1
since by identity (A4) and identity (11) of the list (L) we get
xhi—lyhi ; xezzyeu = phi yhz 1 (A5)

Therefore [z"i-1,y"] € J. With this we have shown that identities (12),(13) of list (L) are in J. O

Theorem 4.1.9. The set of generators of IdU(Mk(F)) formed by

€12€12, €12€ €12€12, €12€21 €12€12 ,,€12€21 99 ,,99 99 ,,€12€12
g1yt g2y —ytrergren [g99, y99), [g99, ye2er]
with e :=e19 if k =2 and e := e31 if k > 3, is minimal.

Proof. Let us show first that the U-polynomials [299, y99] and [299, y©12¢12] cannot be generated by nor help

in the generation of the other three identities. Suppose f € PY is of the form f = fy5 + fgers + ferner» With

fag € (99,999 15 fgern € ([299,y°2°2]) 1, and fe,,e,, and f in the ideal generated by the remaining two U-

identities. Then by substitution (see 3.5.1, 3.5.2), since Ygge,ye,, = 0 while 2, = @gg and @2 | = ©e ey,
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by Formula (TU) we get 0 = f(z99,y99) = fgq and 0 = f(299,y°12%2) = fg,,, forcing f = fese,-
Analogously, if f € ([299,y99])1, then foe,, = 0 = ferserns f = fgg, and if f € ([@99,y°2¢2])7, then
fgg =0= f€12€12’ f = f9612'

Therefore it remains to show that x®12¢12¢¢12¢ is not in the Ty-ideal generated by x®12¢12¢¢12€21 —q€12€12 12621
and vice versa. To this end, we first show the general form of multilinear U-polynomials in variables z1, x5
belonging to the Ty-ideal of a multilinear U-polynomial f in variables x1,z2 and without g-exponents. By
Formula (TU), any U-polynomial in (f)r, is of the form G := Y"1, g; f(pi1, pi2)"* g}, with the ith substi-
tution L-endomorphism sending, for j € {1,2}, ; to pij == >, yes or a:g:b(a?fx’fb + B8Px3°) + qij, with
a%ﬂ ?jb € F and ¢;; € F(X|U) such that degg;; > 1. Write

~q t
f = Z a?stu ‘T:ré(l)xc;zZ)

o€Sa;r,s,t,ueS

with a7y, € F. Then f(pi1,pi2) = > e s,abedes aggcdf(xglzl),x?@))—i—qi, where o' . € F and ¢; € F(X|U)
is of degree greater than 2 or not multilinear, and

Uj

m

_2 : ) } : [ ab cd ) r_

G= 9i X ybed (gja(l)’ ma(Z)) + g 9i =
=1 o€Ss;a,b,c,deS

_ o, X ab cd w; Wi
= E aabcdgtf(xo'(l)7 550(2)) 9i + 9i4; ' 9;-
1<i<m;o€S2;a,b,c,deS

Now, due to the grading of F(X|U) and the fact that g;q;" g is of degree greater than 2 or not multilinear,
when G is multilinear in z1,z2 it must equal the sum of its multilinear terms in x1,z2 (the rest of terms
must cancel out). Therefore, reordering if necessary, there are some 1 < i < m’ such that g; =1 = ¢} and

_ o,i ab cd \u; _ ab cd \uZ
G= E Wopeal (TG(1), T5(2)) " = E f(@5(1), T5z)) ered
1<i<m/;0€82;a,b,c,deS oc€Sq;a,b,c,deS

. g)i “1e . .
(With w5 = 321 <icms Qapeqtts)- Hence, any multilinear element of (f)r, in 1,22 is of the form

— o ab cd u
F(xy,20) := E g bedut (To(1), To(2))"s
c€Sa;a,b,c,deS;ucU(L)°P

where o2

T bedwu € F and only a finite number of these coefficients is nonzero. Now put

fl(x,y) = x512512y512€ and f2($,y) = x€12612y612€21 _ y€12€12$€12€21

in F(X|U); then all U-polynomials in (f1)7, (resp. {f2)r, ) are of the form F; (resp. F3).
Let us show that f1 & (fa)1,. If f1 € (f2)7,, then for some F» we have

aeys , beat beia (l€21)u

i@y, 22) = Folar, @) = > Vb To () T0@) ~ Ta@ (1)
o€S2;a,beS;ucU(L)°P

)

which is a skew-symmetric U-polynomial, so we have fi(x1,z2) = Fa(x1,22) = —Fa(xe,21) = —f1(z2, 21),
a contradiction since fy(x1,z2), f1(x2,x1) are different elements of the basis of F(X|U).

To show that fo & (f1)7, we consider the (L, U)-algebra Ma(F) ® p My, (F) with Hopf U(L)-action given by
(a®@b)* :=a®b" for u e U(L)P, a € Ma(F), b € My(F). The evaluation at uy,us € Ma(F) @ My(F) of a
U-polynomial F; takes the form

_ o aey2, be cd
Fi(ug,uz) = E %,b,o,d(ug(l)%@)) :
o€Sa;a,b,c,deS or c=g=d
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On the one hand, we have

fa(e12 ® e12,e21 ®e12) =
=(e12 ® €12)12°12 (€21 ® €12)“12% — (€21 ® €12)12°1? (€12 ® €12)“12%! =
=(e12 ® €5°1)(ea1 © €5™) — (em @ €5 (en2 @ €5) =
=(e12 ® e12)(e21 ®e21) — (€21 @ e12)(e12 ®eg1) =e11 @ e —exn ey =
:hl X e1 7£ 0.

On the other hand, we get
Fi(e12 ® e12,e01 ® €12) =

ae beycd
= Z g pe.dl(€a(1)o2) ® €12)"2 (€s(2)0(1) @ €12)7) =
o€S2;a,b,c,deS or c=g=d

= > g pea(€o)o@ @ €152 (€a)e) © €45) =

o€S2;a,b,c,deS or c=g=d

o

= > A erned((€o()o(2) @ €12)(€a(2)0(1) ® €)=
o€S2;¢,deS or c=g=d

_ fod cd __
- § : a€127€12707d(e‘7(1)0(1) ® 6126) =0,
o€S2;c,deS or c=g=d

as e1ge12 = 0 = ejgeg1. Since fa(e12 ® e12,e21 @ e12) # Fi(e1z ® e12,e21 ® e12) for any Fiy € (fi)r,, we
conclude that fo # Fy for any Fy € (f1)1,, hence fa & (fi)r, - O

Remark 4.1.10 (Generators of IdY (Mj,(F)) in the unital case).

In this remark we consider M (F) in the variety of unital associative (L, U)-algebras and take F(X|U) to
be unital. We have to take into account the L-endomorphisms of the form z; — A for fixed ¢ and A € F' - 1,
which allow to reduce the degree of U-polynomials with factors of the form z¥?, since ¢4y = 1 — s with
5 1= Y 4c5Paa in U implies A9 = X in F(X|U), as s is generated by derivations and A € F'- 1. These
reducing substitutions do not affect the result of Theorem 4.1.9, since they amount to the fact of allowing
substitutions with U-polynomials with nonzero constant terms in the general expression given by Formula
(TU), and since in the bulk of the proof of Theorem 4.1.9 we only have to consider U-polynomials f with
no g-exponents, such constant terms get killed by the derivations.

On the other hand, the reducing substitutions allow to show that IdY (M (F)) is principal as a Ty-ideal,

at the expense of using three variables, for it is generated by the U-identity
wgyeuze + x612ye212«g _ yeuxeng + [xg) Zg]yg + [.’Eg, zGIQ}yg

(we get y€122¢ from x — 1, 212y — y€122°21 from z — 1, and [29, 29], [29, 2°'2] from y — 1 then z — 29
and z — 2°12 respectively).

4.2. (L,U)-identities of M (F).

Theorem 4.2.1. The Ty, yy-ideal of (L,U)-identities of My (F) is generated by the following identities:

(1) [2%9, %],

(2) 299, yor212],

(3) aerzeizgeizen _ geierzgenzen

(4) xe122y2est 4f I > 3,

Moreover 1A%V (M}, (F)) is principal, generated as a Tr, -ideal by the sum of identities (1)-(4).

Proof. The first assertion is a direct consequence of Theorem 4.1.9, which provides generators of 1dY (M (F))

and hence of 1d“Y (M (F)), with the caveat that if k = 2, the (L, U)-polynomial z¢12¢123/°12¢12 is redundant
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because it is 0 in FI"Y(X): we can write

E4
pe2eIzy L1201z — lx(512521)E122y(el2€2l)Ef2 — (1x612621y612621) " =0
4 24
because E3, = 0.
The second assertion is a consequence of the primitive element lemma (2.2.2): By the bracket formula
(B), since Hy,...,Hx_1 € U°P are derivations, for a,b,¢,d € S or a =g =b or ¢ = g = d, with b, d weight
vectors of My (F) for the adjoint action of L of respective weights ay,, ag, we get

(IabyCd)Hi — xa[lu,b}ycd + xabyc[hi,d] — (ab(hi) + Oéd(hi))l“abyCd,

which shows that 2%%y°? is a weight vector of FU(X) for the L-action, of weight ap + ag. Now, the
elements g, €19, €21,e31 € My (F) are weight vectors of My (F') for the adjoint action of L, with respective
weights 0, a, —a, 3. Hence the (L, U)-polynomials (1)-(4) in the statement are weight vectors of FI"U(X),
with (2),(4) having different nonzero weights and (1),(3) having zero weight. By Lemma 2.2.2 we have
(D)+@2)+3)+ @)1 =((2),(4),(1) + (3))7,. - In addition, applying the substitution x — x°2¢12 to
(1) 4 (3), 88 PeisernPgg = 0 and @2 . = Qeiyers We get (3) as a consequence of (1) + (3) (hence also (1),
by subtraction). Therefore ((1) + (3))7, , = ((1), (3))7, , and the result is proven. O

Open Problem 4.2.2 (Minimality of the set of generators). Is the set of generators of Id™Y (Mj,(F))
appearing in Theorem 4.2.1 minimal? We can reason similarly to the proof of Theorem 4.1.9 to find that
(1),(2) are independent of themselves and of the rest, and that (3) is independent of (4); but the proof of (4)
being independent of (3) now fails because we don’t know a basis of FIvU(X). So either (1)-(3) or (1)-(4) is
a minimal set of generators. It could even happen that (4) is 0 in F&»U(X) (hence redundant), but this we
are not able to prove nor disprove at the moment, for we have found neither an expression of (4) in terms of
the elements of Id™Y(X), nor an (L, U)-algebra for which (4) is not an (L, U)-identity. Note that (1)-(3) are
not 0 in F»U(X), since there are nonzero evaluations for them from the (L, U)-algebra My(F) @ p My (F) as
in the proof of 4.1.9 (respectively, with elements x := €15 ® g,y := €21 R g, T:=e€12 R ¢,y := €21 ® €12, and
T:=ep®e1n,y = €21 ® e12).

4.3. L-identities of M (F).

Theorem 4.3.1. For k > 2 let L be the Lie algebra of all derivations of My(F), cpi for 2 < p < k be
its pth Casimir element (given in (Ca)), A, i the eigenvalue of cp i for Ady (given in Lemma 3.4.4), and
denote zp 1 = Cpi — Ap i and 2 1= 6?2 +e1220) + -+ epzk. Let pap be a valid assignment of preimages
of pap tn U(L)°P (as in Proposition 3.4.2). The Ti-ideal of differential identities of My (F') is generated by
the following L-polynomials:
(1) %,
(2) [I’Ogg, yp99+p€12612] + xPerzerzyPerz(eartest) — yPeizerz ypPerzear

the Pejses, €xponent appearing only if k > 3.
Moreover, ck(My(F)) = k2D — (k2 — 1)(n + 1).
Proof. The generators arise from Lemma 2.5.1(1), Formula (I) together with Corollary 3.4.6 (which provide
the first identity as generator of Id™V (X)), and Theorem 4.2.1 (which gives the generator of Id“Y (M (F))).

The L-codimensions formula arises from Lemmas 2.5.1(2), 4.1.4 (which gives ¢ (M3(F))) and 4.1.6 (which
gives ¢l (M (F)) for k > 2). O

From ¢k (M, (F)) = K2+ — (k2 — 1)(n + 1) we immediately get:

Corollary 4.3.2.

(1) exp(My(F)) = k.

(2) The generating function of the differential codimensions, CE(x) := Y 0", ck(My(F))z™, is rational:
k2 k2 -1

T1-kKax (1—x)?
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5. GROWTH OF DIFFERENTIAL CODIMENSIONS OF M (F)

In this section, we shall prove that varl (M (F)), k > 2, is a variety of almost polynomial growth. To this
end it is enough to work with var®Y (M, (F)) and U-polynomials, by Propositions 2.5.5 and 2.5.1(2). Recall
that notation x® with # € F(X|U), b € S is shorthand for the element x¥=> € F(X|U), for a fixed and elided
first exponent index a € S which we will not explicitly mention in most of the next results (see 3.5.1).

We start by proving some results on proper subvarieties of var®V (M (F)).

Lemma 5.1.1. Fora € S,
1 k—1 k—2
(l,aelgyaegl)gg = E (Z xahiyahi + Z xahiyahi+1> (mod IdU(Mk(F)))
=1 i=1

Proof. Since for any z € My (F) and a,b € S, % = u2b (see 3.2.2), for all z,y € My(F) we have

k—1 99
1 ) 1,
(722 2099 = ity (o) = Tzl <Z<k S 9) = RHakad
i=1
. 1 k—1 . . 1 k=12 k—2
since e1y = - > iz1(k—1)h; + g). On the other hand, since g = Z Doici hi+ 3.1 hihiy1), we have
= k—2 1 k—1 k—2 1
- ah;, ah; ah;, ah;qi1 — T, h2 R — T,
L (; X Y + ; X Yy > k/u’alua (; 7 + ; 2141 k_/'l‘ap’ag
and the proof is complete. O

We prove now a characterization of the proper subvarieties of var®V (My(F)).

Proposition 5.1.2. Let V = varl:V(A) be a subvariety of var™V (My(F)). Then V is a proper subvariety
if and only if there exists t > 2 such that 2§22 - 282 25 € 1AV (A).

Proof. By the proof of Proposition 4.1.4, z{"2z5?* --- a3 z;* ¢ IdU(MQ(F)) for any ¢ > 1, hence one
implication is clear by Proposition 2.5.5(3). Now, suppose that V is a proper subvariety of var’V (My(F)).
Then by Proposition 2.5.5(3) there exists a U-polynomial f € IdY(A) such that f ¢ IdY (Ms(F)). We may
assume that f is a multilinear U-polynomial of degree n. Moreover, by Lemma 3.5.3 and Proposition 3.5.5
we may suppose that f € PrUn_rﬂIdU(A) for some 0 < 7 < n. In order to simplify the notation let us identify
xp,; with yf, a € S, for all 1 <14 < n—r,so that variables z1, ..., z, correspond to exponents g and variables
Y1, Yn_r correspond to exponents a € S. Since by Proposition 2.5.5(3) we have IdY (My(F)) C 1dY (A),
we may reduce f modulo IdU(Mg(F)). Thus, by the proof of Proposition 4.1.4 we may suppose that either
f=af -zdifr=n,

_ g g ha g g €12 g g €21
f=onxy - xy gyt +oory - mn gy +osay e x gy (5.1)
with o; € F, 1 <4 <3, not all zero, if r =n —1,
_ g ... 9,01, €12, €21, €12 €21 €12 9 ... 9,01, €21, €12 e | ez €21
f=oaay - aly s Pyt Yyt et amd e Pyt 2, (52)
g9 9,,€12, €21 €12 €21 g g .€21 ,.€12 €21 €12
T 3T XYy Yy YnZr—1Yn=r TOqYy YTy Xy T Ty r—1Tn=r

with a; € F', 1 < i <4, not all zero, if 0 <r <n —2 and n — r is even, or

_ 9 ... 9,1, €12, €21 ez €21 9 ... 9,k €21, €12 €2 e12
f =2 Lr¥Y1 Y2 Y3 YnZr—1Yn=r + Qa7 TrlY1 Y17 Ya Yn=r—1Yn=r (53)
g g9,,€12,,€21, €12 €21 €12 g g,,621,,€12,,€21 €12 €21
+ Q3Ly LY Yo Y3 Y1 Yn "y + Qa7 - LpY1” Yo "Ys™  Yn e —1Unr

with a; € F', 1 <i <4, not all zero, if 0 <r <n—2 and n — r is odd.
Suppose that f is as in (5.2). Let us assume that «; # 0; the remaining cases follow from similar
arguments. Multiplying f on the right by 37!, since y7*'y5*" € 1dY (M;(F)) by Lemma 4.1.3, we get that

L g ... 9,1, €12, €21, €12 €2 €12 , €21 9 .. ..9,621,.612 . .€21 e12 €21 U
f T 0411‘1 xryl y2 y3 y4 yn—r—lyn—ryn—r+1+a4y1 yrxl 1‘2 xn—r—lxn—ryn—r+leld (A)
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Since [29,y°], ¥ ynt + yMys2, y2ye2t € 1Y (My(F)) (Lemma 4.1.3) and a; # 0, if we multiply f’ on
hl €21 €12,€21, €12 €21 €12 €21

the left by ;2! o we get that =f - - 29y Y2 oys Y5> s - Un 2 1 Un oYt g € 1dY (A4). We substitute
variables to reorder them (we rename variables) and get

hi, €21, €12, €21

U
= 33517 R A T I Ve '-'yilfr+1yi"3r+z € 1d” (A).

Now for all 1 < i < r we substitute in f” the variable z; with y;'* 5. 425, ;. By Lemma 5.1.1 and after

renaming variables we obtain that yi - yhl  ys2 oy a2l YRy s € 1AV (A).

Hence if we multiply the last U-polynomial on the left by ny}H 3, by renaming the variables we obtain that
€12,,€21 hi. hy

sl s Y aYsehs o Yn eyt s € 147 (A). Now recall that 57252 + 412 45" — 1 5", y5ys €
1Y (My(F)) for ¢ € {e12,e21} (Lemma 4.1.3). Thus it follows that y{>'ys™> - -yo'2, Lyt 5 € 1Y (A).
Multiplying the last U-polynomial on the left by y;'?,,, and renaming variables we get that

€12, €21

U
YrPYs Y s Ynt ey € 1d7 (A)

and we are done. One deals in a similar way with case (5.3).

Suppose now that f = z{ - - - 9. If we substitute variable z; with y; Pyt forall 1 <4 < n, then by Lemma
5.1.1 and after renaming variables we get that yl'yht ...yb1 yh1 c 1dY(A). Since yf'2ys?t + ySys'2 —
Yyl ysys € 1dY (My(F)) for ¢ € {e12, €1}, it follows that y<12ys2! - ySl2 g2l 4 glargeiz gl g2 o
IdY (A). Thus we obtain a U-polynomial of the form (5.2) with 7 = 0 and we are done.

€12 , €21

Finally, suppose that f is as in (5.1). If we substitute in f the variable z; with y;}%y;3), forall 1 <i <n—1
then, by Lemma 5.1.1, we obtain that

hi h hi h h hi h hi h hi h b h U
1Yy YUnl1 Y Yamo1Yr T2y Yy Un Yo 1Y+ QsYs Yny Y Yo 1Yy € 1dT (A).

Thus, as we have done above, by reducing modulo IdY (M, (F)) we obtain a U-polynomial of the form (5.3)
with » = 0. Now the proof is complete. O

Next, we prove some technical lemmas that lead to a similar characterization for the proper subvarieties
of varl:V (M (F)) for k > 3.

Lemma 5.1.3. Let A € varbVU (M (F)) for k > 3. Ifz" ...zl € 1dY(A) for some 1 <i<k—1ands>1,
then there exists t > s such that 25" -z € 1AV (A) for all ai,...,a; € S.

Proof. Since IdY (M;,(F)) C 1dY (A) by Proposition 2.5.5(3), by the proof of Proposition 4.1.6 it is enough
to prove that modulo I1dY (M (F)) there exists ¢ > s such that

R T B ST g
forall 1< jim<k—1,1<I<k,l#].

Suppose that 2 - - - 2" € 14V (A) with 1 < ¢ < k—2. If we multiply 2" - - - 2" on the right by 20/ 255",
then since zligyeitti 4 ghitiyeirii [ghi yhin] e 1dY (M}, (F)) by Lemma 4.1.3, we get that

x’fi“ eghingtiip Tt ¢ 1Y (A). (5.4)

Moreover, since z¢+2iyhi — ghitiycitzi ¢ IdY (M, (F)) (Lemma 4.1.3) , by multiplying " - - - 27 on the left

S
€i+2,i

by x 7", we get i w?”lx;ff € 1dY(A). Thus it follows that
py gl St e 1dY(A). (5.5)

Hence since x®ittiyciitt 4 gpeit2igyhit2 _ ghivighits ¢ 1dY (M, (F)) (Lemma 4.1.3), by (5.4) and (5.5) it
follows that " x?ﬁl € 1dY(A). Therefore, by iteration, we obtain that a/’ xgj_Q € 1dY(A) for all
i<i<k—1.

Now if 2 < i < k — 1, then we multiply z" - - 2" on the left by 231" and on the right by z;%5". Thus

S

since z¢-tiyhi — ghi-1yci-ii ¢ 1AY(My(F)) (Lemma 4.1.3), we get

e gl el € 1dY (A). (5.6)
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Now since zhiycii+t 4 ghimigeiitt ¢ 1dY (M (F)) (Lemma 4.1.3), by multiplying 2/ - - - 2/
€ii+1 _€it+1,i
T Ty we have that

i on the right by

el s € (), o7

S

Thus since z¢-1iychi-1 4 geiitigeitti — ghiighion ¢ [dY(My(F)) (Lemma 4.1.3), from (5.6) and (5.7)
we obtain that z]*" x?_’[; € 1dY(A). Hence, by iteration, we get that a7 a:};j_z € 1dY(A) for all
1 < j < k— 1. Therefore it follows that x?-j . Z+2xs+3, xi”‘ te x?izlxzi’g, a2l e 1dY (A)
forall1 <jm<k—1,1<1<k,1#jand the proof is complete. O

Lemma 5.1.4. Let A € var®V(My(F)), for k > 3. If 2l -. x? zs? e 1dY(A) for some 1 <i < k-1,
1<j<kands>1, then there exists t > s such that x7* ---z}* € IdU( ) forallay,...,a; €S.

Proof. Recall that 1dY (M (F)) C 14" (A) (by Proposition 2.5.5(3)). Then since z%® — y%z? € 14 (My(F))
for all a,b € S by Lemma 4.1.3, modulo IdU(Mk(F))7 we can always reorder the indices 7;, 1 <[ < m, in

any U-monomial of type z{' ---x{™ with ai1,...,a, € S.
Let now 1 <i < k—1and 1< j < k such that x{“ '-x?ilxi“ € IdU(A), s > 1. Then we may assume
that j =i+ 1: indeed if j # i + 1, then @} - - 2" 257 2% € 1dY(A). Thus since o/ yeiitt — geisyciitt €

1Y (My(F)) (Lemma 4.1.3), it follows that 2 - - - xS0 € 1dY (A).
Since z7 M gl 4 aligh € 1dY (M (F)) (Lemma 4.1.3), if we multiply 27 --- 2" 257" € 1dY(4)
on the left by xiﬁf *_ then by reordering the index of the variables, as we may modulo IdU(Mk(F)), we

get a2l 2f it € 1dY(A). Moreover, we have also that o - - ft | 25"+ ;:11 = IdU(A). Thus
since x®hi+1yCitti fglittiyciitt —ghiyhi € 1qY (M (F)) (Lemma 4.1.3), we obtain that 2" - - 2% | € Id"(A)
and by Lemma 5.1.3 we are done. O

Lemma 5.1.5. Let A € varlU (M, (F)), for k> 3. If a2 ah2 ¢ 1dY(A) for some 1 <i <k —1 and
5> 2, then there exists t > s such that 5" ---z* € 1dY(A) for all ai,...,a; € S.

Proof. If )" - 2 2" € 1dY(A) for some s > 2, then also a* - -2l 22221 € 147 (A). Since [z, y"2],

hiyear 4 ghayean ¢ 1dY (M, (F)) (by Lemma 4.1.3) and IdY (M, (F)) € 1dY(A) (by Proposition 2.5.5(3)), it
follows that 2 - .z T3 € 1dY(A) and by Lemma 5.1.4 we are done. O

We are now in position to prove the following characterization of the proper subvarieties of var®V (M, (F))
for k > 3.

Proposition 5.1.6. Let V = varl"V(A) be a subvariety of var™V (My(F)), k > 3. Then V is a proper
subvariety if and only if there exists t > 1 such that 2$* --- 2% € IdY(A) for all ay,...,a; € S.

Proof. By the proof of Proposition 4.1.6, 27" - - - z}* ¢ 1dY (M (F)) for any t > 1 and any ay,...,a; € S, hence

by Proposition 2.5.5(3) one implication is clear. Let V = var®:V(A) be a proper subvariety of var™V (M (F)),

k > 3. Then by Proposition 2.5.5(3) there exists a U-polynomial f € IdY (A) such that f ¢ IdY (M, (F)). We
may assume that f is a multilinear U-polynomial of degree n. Moreover, by Lemma 3.5.3 and Proposition
3.5.5 we may suppose that f € PY IdU(A) where 0 < r < n. In order to simplify the notation

r,n—r
let us identify z7,; with y, a € §, for all 1 < ¢ < n —r, so that variables x1,...,x, correspond to

exponents g and variables y1,...,y,—, correspond to exponents a € S. Since by Proposition 2.5.5(3) we

have IdY (M, (F)) C 1dY(A), we may reduce f modulo IdY (M (F)). Thus, by the proof of Proposition 4.1.6

we may suppose that either f =229 if r =n,

Z aix?...zi_ly?l + Z le'rg.' i 1yfjl
1<i<k—1 1<4,1<k
G4l
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with «;, B;; not all zero, if r =n —1, or

f= > ouml-alylt oyl 4 Bl alyt eyl it Y gl
1<i<k—1 1<i<k—1
T<j<k
i#£]
D g aly Ty e
1<i<k—1

with «;, 8, v not all zero, if 0 <r <n —1.
Suppose first that » =0, i.e.

A _ . R hi_ .
F= D gty Byl oyt Y ity s > Ty e
1<i<k—1 1<i<k—1 1<i<k—1
1<j<k
i#]
with a;, 8,71; not all zero. Let us assume that ag_; # 0. Since yS*yni, i/ ys= =" € 1dY (M (F)) for all
1<i<k-21<j<k 1<1<k-1,1+# jbyLemma 4.1.3, by multiplying f on the left by y,'}; and on the

. ok e hi g e ST hi—1, k- ke U
right by y,'75™" we get ap1yn 9" T un T ST et T Yt e s € 1T (A).

Since yf‘lky;’“‘l + ytrysrr yeriycrotk e 1Y (My(F)) (Lemma 4.1.3) and ap_; # 0 and after renaming
e1x , Ck,k—1 €k,k—1 €1,k—1

the variables, it follows that y/"* cyhigeie gl € 1dY(A). Moreover, since y' vy, — yiys €

1dY (M (F)) for k > 3 (Lemma 4.1.3), then y™ yZirlnyﬂr’gl € 1dY(A) and by Lemma 5.1.4 we are
done. Thus we may assume that ap_; = 0. Now if & > 4 and a,_s # 0, then we multiply f on
the left by yo4%™" and on the right by y5*5 "> and we obtain that aj oyt Yt~ - - ynt 2y =2 4
7k72’k71y211@-1—1y?k72_._yz;iz2y:;k—2,k—1yzi—21,k—2 c IdU(A) since yil,k—1y§7¢7 ylejly;k—l,k—2 c IdU(Mk(F)) for
al 1 <i<k—-31<j<k1<I<kl#k—1,j7#1 (Lemma 4.1.3). As above since yfl’“’ly;k’z +
Yyt g ygk 2kt e 1dY (M, (F)) (Lemma 4.1.3), and aj_g # 0, after renaming variables we get

€1,k—1, €k—1,k—2

that yi* -yt ek, "7 € IdY(A). Moreover since y;'* 'y, —ylysti=2 e 1dY (M (F)) for k > 4
(Lemma 4.1.3), then y --~y2i1y21’“2_2 € 1dY(A) and again by Lemma 5.1.4 we are done. Then we
may assume that ar_o = 0. Since if & > 5 we can iterate the above procedure, we may assume that
a2:"':ak_1:0.

Now assume that a; # 0. By multiplying f on the left by y;°!; and on the right by y;'?, we get
that ¥ yr" -yl yn2, € 1d7(A) because yi'yy', y12y5'2, v ys' € 147 (My(F)) for all 2 <i < k — 1,
2<j<k1<1<k-1,j+#1I(Lemma 4.1.3). Hence since y¢2' yht —yl1yszt ye21yer2 pyhiyhe o 1qV (M (F))
(Lemma 4.1.3), after renaming variables it follows that y/ - - yZ}HyZiQ € 1dY(A) and by Lemma 5.1.5 we
are done. So we may assume also that a; = 0.

Let us suppose then that 8 # 0. By multiplying f on the left ny Y71 and on the right by y;2,,
as above we obtain that yi“ ij_lyfll_ﬁQ € IdU(A) since yf”yg", Y1 Y5, yf”ygl + y{“yS”, yf”yQQ —
sy, yits — s € 10T (Mi(F)) for all 3< i <k —1,1<5,j <k, j#2, 1#j (Lemma
4.1.3). Thus by Lemma 5.1.4 we are done. So we may assume that

i i ij e~ -
F= D0 wt b D> e
1<i<k—1 1<I<k—1
1<j<k
i#]
where at least one v;;, 1 <4,5 <k, i # j, is not zero. Let 1 < p,q < k, p # ¢, such that v, , # 0. Since
k > 3, there exists 1 < m < k such that m # p, q. Since y;""yn*, y{7ys™ € 1Y (My(F)),1<i<k—1, 1<
G U<k, i#pp—1, j#1lq (Lemma 4.1.3), if we multiply f on the left by ;4 and on the right by y,%,,
then we get that either

mp, b h U
VoaUn U1 " Un Y Yl € 1A (A)
in case p # k,k — 1 or in case (p,q) = (k— 1,k), or
hi—1 hi—1, er—1,q, €qp

m m,p hr— hp— U
'Yk—l,qyfu—ﬁyl U Yn—1 Yn Ypqo T 'quyfb+f3/1k i 'yn’“_fyiqui"ﬁz €ld” (A)
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in case p=4k — 1 and ¢ # k or in case p = k. Let us suppose first that p # k and m = k. Notice that from
m = k it follows that ¢ # k. Now since yf’”’yg” + y?""lyg’”’, y " yske € 1dY (Mg (F)) (Lemma 4.1.3) and
Ypq # 0, after renaming we have that y}* =1 - -y yriry2e g, € 1dY (A). Thus since yf=y57 4y ys™ €
14V (M, (F)) with (i, 7) = (p, q) or (i,5) = (q,p) (Lemma 4.1.3), it follows that y.* " -- -yZ'j_‘llyzﬁ_}l’p e 1dY(A)
and by Lemma 5.1.4 we are done. The cases p,m # k and p = k follow with similar computations. Hence
for r = 0 the proof is complete.

Suppose now that r =n, ie., f=2Y-- 2 € 1dY (A). If for all 1 <4 < n we substitute in f the variable

€12, €21

x; with yi*?y;2 , then by Lemma 5.1.1 we obtain a U-polynomial with exponents in {h;}1<i<x—1, and by
reducing it modulo IdU(M;C (F)) (using the same strategy of Proposition 4.1.6’s proof) we get that

hi hi h h h U
Dy 4+ By iy, €17 (A),
1<i<k—1

with «;, 8 not all zero. Therefore, by repeating the same argument of the case r = 0, we are done.
Finally, let us assume that 1 <7 <n — 1. By Lemma 5.1.1, if we substitute x; with y;}2 _ yi? for all
1 < i < r we obtain a U-polynomial with exponents in S. Thus by reducing it modulo IdY (M}, (F)) we get
that
hi h; h h h h; hs i
D VA o VT e WY /i B S S 107 VR RY VAT
1<i<k—1 1<i<k—1
1<5<k
i#]
By By U
+ Z ’}/l/clyllC P ynirl—ly're:il-r €ld (A)
1<i<k—1

with o, 5,7, ; not all zero. Thus by repeating the same argument of the case r = 0 the proof is complete. O

We are now in position to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.1.7. Let L be the Lie algebra of all derivations of My,(F), k > 2. Then the variety varl (M (F))
has almost polynomial growth for all k > 2.

Proof. Let V be a proper subvariety of var’ (M (F)), k > 2. By Propositions 2.5.5(2) and 2.5.1(2) it suffices
to show that c¥ (V) is polynomially bounded. Notice that as a consequence of Formula (C) it is enough to
prove that there exists N > 1 such that cf{n,T(V) = 0 whenever n —r > N: indeed, if such N exists, then
we have that

#mfj( el e B ()" ey see et 3 e <an

n—r n—r
r=0 n—r<N n—r<N

for o := k%(k* — 1)V N. Thus it follows that var®(My(F)) has almost polynomial growth for all k& > 2.
Suppose first that k& = 2. Then by Proposition 5.1.2 there exists ¢ > 2 such that z{?25*' --- 2713 27> €
1dY (V). It follows that 2225 coemyPieay?, xPas?? - wh e ey, a as? - xh ey, € 1Y (V).
Therefore since [29, y9], [29,y%], 2y + 2M1y® € IdY (V) for all a € S and ¢ € {e12, €21} (Lemma 4.1.3), we
have that ¢, (V) =0ifn—r>t+2.
Now let us assume that k > 3. By Proposition 5.1.6 there exists t > 1 such that z{" ---z{* € IdY(A) for
all ay,...,a; € S. Since [29,y9], [29,y%] € IdY(V) for all a € S, it follows that o ,(V)=0ifn—r>t

and we are done. O

6. U-COCHARACTER OF M} (F)

In this section, we shall compute the (n,r)th U-cocharacter of M (F) for k > 2. Recall that notation z°
with z € F(X|U), b € S is shorthand for the element z¥«* € F(X|U), for a fixed and elided first exponent
index a € S which we will not explicitly mention in most of the next results (see 3.5.1). Similarly we write
PY,_, instead of PY, ., (see 3.5.4).
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We start by proving some technical lemmas which give us a lower bound for the multiplicities my_,, of the
S, x S, _,-character

X?l"{nfr(Mk(F)) = Z mA’# XA & Xl“
Mp)k(rin—r)

of PY, . (My(F)), for k > 2 (see 3.5.6). To this end recall that any irreducible left S, x S,_,-module
Wi, € Prn » With character x» ® x, can be generated as an S, x S,_,-module by an element of the

form er, er, f, for some f € W), , and some pair of Young tableaux (T, 7},) of shape A -7 and p=n —r,

respectlvely Here e1, = ) secRry, (sgn7)o7 stands for the symmetrizer corresponding to some Young tableau
7€Cr,
T, of shape v - p, where Ry, and Cr, are the subgroups of S, stabilizing the rows and columns of 7},

respectively.
Lemma 6.1.1. If A\ = (n—1) and p = (1), then my, > k* — 1.

Proof. Let us consider the following tableaux

Thn=[1]2]---[n—-1], T,=[n].

fb(mvy) :\‘rg"'xg,ybv bGS,

n—1

Then, the U-polynomials

are obtained from the symmetrizers corresponding to the pair of tableaux (T,7),) by identifying all the
elements in the row of \. It is easily checked that fy(x,y), b € S, are not U-identities for My (F'). Moreover,
such U-polynomials are linearly independent modulo IdY (Mj,(F)). In fact, suppose that

Z aifhi(xvy) + Z /Bljfelj (.Z‘,y) =0 (mOd IdU(Mk(F)))

1<i<k—1 1<1,j<k
I#j
The evaluation x = g and y = Z a, gives
acS
Z a;h; + Z Bijer; = 0.
1<i<k—1 1<1,j<k
15
Thus o; = 55 =0,1 <i<k—-1,1<1,5<k,1l#j. Asa consequence the U-polynomials f;, b € S, are
linearly independent modulo IdY (Mj,(F)). For each b € S let ey p(21, ..., 2,) == epyer, (xf -+ 29 _;2h) be
the complete linearization of fi,(x,y); it follows that the k? — 1 U-polynomials ey , p(1, ..., x,) are linearly
independent modulo IdY (Mj,(F)). This implies that Mn-1),1) = k* — 1. O

Lemma 6.1.2. If A= (r) and p=(n—r), 0 <r <n—2, then my, > k*.
Proof. For 0 <r <mn — 2, let us consider the tableaux

n=[1][2]---[r], Tu=[r+i]r+2[---[n].

Suppose first £ = 2. We associate to the pair of tableaux (T, T},) the following U-polynomials:

filaw,y) =9 af yhyory iy gy f(ay) =gl al gyt y ey iy
r n—r r n—r

fS(xa y) =x9...29 yelzyezl .. y€12y€21’ f4($7 y) =x9...29 yezlyelz .. y€21y€12’
T n—r T n—r

if n — r is even, or

— 9. hi,e12, €21 .. .n€12,,€21 — 9. hi, €21, €12 .. .n€21,€12
filz,y) =g S yy Tty Yy, folzy) =g Yyt Yy Yoy,
r n—r r n—r
— 9 ...29 ,€12,€21,€12 ,€21,€12 — 9 ... 29 €21, €12, €21 ., €12, €21
fs(z,y) =g -af yryy y=y?, falzy) =gf - ad Yy ty Yy,
T n—r r n—r
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if n — r is odd. These U-polynomials are obtained from the symmetrizers corresponding to the pair of
tableaux (T, 7),) by identifying all the elements in the row of T and 7}, respectively. Clearly they do not
vanish on My(F). Also, they are linearly independent modulo IdY (M, (F)). In fact, suppose that

arfi(@,y) + aafo(@,y) + asfs(,y) + asfa(z,y) = 0 (mod1d” (My(F))).

Then if we evaluate x = g and y = hy + e13 + €21, we get either aje1s — ases; + age; + ageao =0ifn —r
is even, or a1e11 — ia€an + azeq1a + agenr = 0 if n — r is odd. Thus oy = s = a3 = a4 = 0 in both cases.
This implies that f;(z,y), 1 <4 < 4, are linearly independent modulo IdY (M(F)). As in 6.1.1, this implies
that M), (n—r) = 4, for0<r<n-—2.

Now let k > 2. Then we consider the following U-polynomial associated to the pair of tableaux (T, T),):

i i _ hp_ hi_ X
fij(@y)=g% a9 yhi gty fo(my) =gl Ytk oyl ryes
r n—r T n—r
— 29 ... 09 yhm o hm — 9. . 29 ha hz
gm(w,y) =27 --a% y y'm op(a,y) =g af ytyiy
" n—r r n—r

1 <i,jl <k,i#j,1#k 1<m<k—1. These U-polynomials are obtained from the symmetrizers
corresponding to the pair of tableaux (7),7),) by identifying all the elements in the row of T and T},
respectively. Also, it is clear that f;;(z,y), gm(z,y), p(z,y), 1 < 4,5 <k, i #j, 1 <m < k-1, are
not U-identities of M (F). Next, we shall prove that they are linearly independent modulo IdY (Mg (F)).
Suppose that

Z O‘i,jfi,j(x7y) + Z /Bmgm(xvy) +7p(z7y) =0 (mOd IdU(Mk(F)))

1<i,j<k 1<m<k—1
i#£]
If we evaluate z = g and y = g a, then we get
a€S
—r—1

> aijei+ ()" > akjerj+ Y. Bmbam + €22 = 0.

1<i<k—1 1<j<k—1 1<m<k—1
1<j<k
i#£]

Thus it follows that o; ; = B8 =7 =0,1<14,7 <k,%# j, 1 <m <k —1. Hence the U-polynomials
fii(z,y), gm(z,y), p(x,y), 1 <i,j <k,i#j, 1 <m <k—1, are lincarly independent modulo 1dY (M (F)).
Again, as in 6.1.1, this implies that m ) ,—y > k* for 0 <r <n —2. O

At this point, we can prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 6.1.3. Let n > 1 and 0 < r <n. The (n,r)th U-cocharacter of My(F), k > 2, is

n .
i ) X @ X0 if r=n,
n .
Xnery (My(F)) = 3 (K = 1)* X(n-1) ® X(1) ifr=n-—1,
=R Gy @ Xy W n-22720.

Proof. By formula (x) we have X(n o (Mi(F)) = 3200k (rn—r) () (k* = 1)"""m . XA ® X, SO it is enough
to compute the multiplicities my , of the S, x S, _, character Xgn_T(M (F)) of PY, _, (M(F)). We show

T,n—r
that

1 if r=mnand (A pu) = ((n),0),
I k=1 ifr=n—1and (\ pu)=((n—1),(1)),
A= g2 if n—2>r>0and (X pu)=((r),(n—r)),
0 otherwise.

To this end we shall use that ¢, (My(F)) = degx¥, . (Mp(F)) = 2ok (rn—r) M drdy, where
dy = deg x» and d, = deg x,-
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First notice that if r =n, A = (n) and p = 0, then f(z1,...,2,) = z§ - 29 is a U-polynomial associated

to the pair of tableaux
1, (2] Tn] T.-9

that is not an U-identity of M (F'). Thus m,) ¢ > 1. By Propositions 4.1.4 and 4.1.6 we have that
1= o o(Mi(F)) = diydy = 1.
Hence m,),¢g = 1. Now assume that r = n — 1. By Propositions 4.1.4, 4.1.6 and Lemma 6.1.1 we get
k? —1=cp_11(Mp(F)) > (k* = 1)d—1)d1y = k* — 1.

Thus m(,—1),1) = k? — 1. Finally, suppose A = (r) and u = (n — ), 0 < 7 < n — 2. By Propositions 4.1.4,
4.1.6 and Lemma, 6.1.2, it follows that

k2 = cgj,nfr(

My(F)) > k*d(ydin—ry = k*.
Thus mp_py, ) = k2 and we are done. O

Acknowledgements: We are grateful to Professor Alberto Elduque for pointing us to absolute irre-
ducibility for the proof of Theorem 2.1.4 and for detecting a mistake in an earlier version of Lemma 2.1.6.
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