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ORTHOSYMPLECTIC R-MATRICES

KYUNGTAK HONG AND ALEXANDER TSYMBALIUK

ABSTRACT. We present a formula for trigonometric orthosymplectic R-matrices associated with
any parity sequence. We further apply the Yang-Baxterization technique of [16] to derive affine or-
thosymplectic R-matrices, generalizing [27] that treated the case of the standard parity sequence.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Summary.

For classical Lie algebras g, the quantum groups Uétt(g) first implicitly appeared in the work of
Faddeev’s school on the quantum inverse scattering method, see e.g. [10]. In this RLL realization,
the algebra generators are encoded by two square matrices L* subject to the famous RLL-relations

+r+ +r+ _ _
RLTLy = Ly LT R, RLYL; = L; LR
(and some additional simple relations), where R is a solution of the Yang-Bazter equation
Ry2R13R23 = Ro3Ri3Ry2 . (1.1)

This is a natural analogue of the matrix realization of classical Lie algebras, and it also manifests
the Hopf algebra structure, with the coproduct A, antipode .S, and counit € given explicitly by
ALY =L*eL*, ST =", LH =1
The uniform definition of quantum groups U(?J (g) for any Kac-Moody Lie algebra g was provided
independently by Drinfeld [§] and Jimbo [19], and is usually referred to as the Drinfeld-Jimbo
realization. In this presentation, the generators e;, f;, k:l-ﬂ = ¢t are labelled by simple roots a;
of g, while the Hopf algebra structure is given formally by the assignment on the generators. In A-
type, the corresponding isomorphism Ugtt(gln) o~ U(? T(gl,,) and subsequently its sl,-counterpart
were constructed in [7, §2] by considering the Gauss decomposition of the generator matrices L*.
The next important class of Kac-Moody Lie algebras is the so-called affine Lie algebras g, which

admit a similar Chevalley-Serre type presentation associated with extended Dynkin diagrams. It
is well-known that they are central extensions of the corresponding loop algebra Lg = g@Clt, ¢t ]:

0—+C-c—g—Lg—0.

The aforementioned construction of [I0] was extended to the loop setup of Lg in [I1] by crucially
replacing the R-matrices satisfying (L) with parameter-dependent R-matrices R(z) satisfying

Rlz(Z)ng(Zw)Rgg (w) = Rgg(w)ng(zw)ng (Z) s (1.2)

the so-called Yang-Bagzter equation (with a spectral parameter). The generators of these algebras
Uétt(Lg) are now encoded by two square matrices LT (z) subject to analogous RLL-relations

R(z/w)Ly (2)Ly (w) = Ly (w) Lt (2)R(2/w),  R(z/w)L{ (2)L; (w) = Ly (w)L{ (2)R(z/w).

Finally, this was generalized to g in [32], thus producing Ugtt(ﬁ) by incorporating the central
charge. For classical g, this construction is an exact affine analogue of the construction from [10].

There is yet another realization [9] of quantum affine groups U, (g), which is usually referred to
as the new Drinfeld realization (a.k.a. current realization). The isomorphism U, () ~ U (g) was
stated in [9] without a proof, while the complete details appeared a decade later in the work of Beck
and Damiani. In A-type, the corresponding isomorphism Uétt(gﬁn) o~ Uq(gln) and subsequently
its g[n—counterpart were first constructed in [7] by considering the Gauss decomposition of the
generator matrices L¥(z), similarly to the finite type. For affinizations of other classical Lie

algebras such isomorphisms were first discovered in [I7] and were revised more recently in [2223].
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The above results also admit rational counterparts, with quantum loop/affine groups replaced
by the Yangians Y;/(g) (in the J-realization), first introduced in [8]. The representation theory of
these algebras is best developed using their alternative (new) Drinfeld realization Y3 (g) proposed
in [9], though it should be noted that the Hopf algebra structure is much more involved in
this presentation. One can also adapt [T0,11] to define Y*(g) in the RTT-realization. In this
presentation, the algebra generators are encoded by a square matrix 7'(u) subject to a single
RTT-relation

R(u — v)T1(u)Ta(v) = To(v)T1 (u)R(u — v)
(and some additional simple relations), where R is again a solution of the Yang-Baxter equation
ng(u)ng (u + U)R23(’U) = R23(U)R13(u + U)ng (u) . (13)

For classical series, the relevant R-matrices R(u) are the Yang’s matrix in type A, and the
Zamolodchikov-Zamolodchikov’s matrix in types BCD. The Hopf algebra structure on such
Y*(g) is especially simple, with the coproduct A, antipode S, and counit € given explicitly
by
AT(w) =T &T(w),  STw)=T""u), &T(u)=LI.

These features make the RTT-realization to be well-suited both for the representation theory as
well as the study of corresponding integrable systems. An explicit isomorphism Y;**(g) ~ Y;(g) is
again constructed using the Gauss decomposition of the generator matrix 7'(u). For A-type this
was carried out in [4], for BC' D-types it was carried a decade later in [2I], while a less explicit
isomorphism in general types was established in [33]. Finally, we note that the RTT realization of
the (antidominantly) shifted Yangians Y, (g) from [3] was recently obtained in [I2,[I3] for classical
g, thus significantly simplifying some of their basic structures as well as producing integrable
systems on the corresponding quantized Coulomb branches of 3d N = 4 quiver gauge theories.

The theory of quantum groups and Yangians associated with Lie superalgebras is still far from
a full development. While the Drinfeld-Jimbo realization of quantum finite and affine supergroups
was proposed two decades ago in [35,36], there is no uniform (new) Drinfeld realization of such
algebras in affine types, besides for A-type. A novel feature of Lie superalgebras is that they admit
several non-isomorphic Dynkin diagrams. The isomorphism of the Lie superalgebras correspond-
ing to different Dynkin diagrams of the same finite/affine type was established in [25, Appendix].
Upgrading the latter to the isomorphism of quantum finite/affine superalgebras associated with
different Dynkin diagrams is a highly non-trivial technical task that constitutes one of the major
results of [36]. The renewed interest in quantum supergroups over the last decade is often moti-
vated by intriguing predictions in string theory. In particular, the recent work [34] establishes a
duality between Ug(osp(2m + 1|2n)) and U_,(osp(2n + 1|2m)) generalizing a conjecture of [28§].

Likewise, there is no J- or new Drinfeld realizations of superYangians. The cases studied mostly
up to date involve rather the RTT realization. The general linear RT'T Yangians Y;"*(gl(n|m)) and
the orthosymplectic RTT Yangians Y " (0sp(N|2m)) first appeared in [30] and [I], respectively,
using the super-analogues of the Yang’s and Zamolodchikov-Zamolodchikov’s rational R-matrices.
In the above classical types, the underlying R-matrices posses natural symmetries, which yield
isomorphisms of Y;*'(g) associated with different Dynkin diagrams. In the recent work [14], the
new Drinfeld realization of Y;(g) was proposed for orthosymplectic Lie algebras g = osp(V') and
any Dynkin diagram, generalizing the treatment of the distinguished Dynkin diagram in [29]. We
note that the orthosymplectic type simultaneously resembles all three classical types B, C, D.

In this note, we evaluate finite and affine R-matrices associated with the orthosymplectic Lie
algebras (and any Dynkin diagram), while in the sequel note [24] we shall derive the new Drin-
feld realization of orthosymplectic quantum affine algebras, generalizing the BC D-types of [22123].
While for the distinguished Dynkin diagram, the corresponding R-matrices were presented almost
20 years ago in [27] (also cf. [15]), we hope that the present work also adds more in understand-
ing the origin of these formulas. Our presentation closely follows [26], the recent joint work of
I. Martin and the second author. To this end, we first obtain affine R(z) through the Yang-
Baxterization [16] of its finite counterpart R (which naturally arises from the product of “local
g-exponents”) and then verify directly that it does satisfy the desired intertwining property. We
note that a combination of the present work and [26] allows to evaluate finite and affine R-matrices
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for two-parameter orthosymplectic quantum groups and subsequently derive their new Drinfeld
presentation.

1.2. Outline.
The structure of the present paper is the following:

e In Section 2, we recall the basic conventions on superalgebras as well as definitions of orthosym-
pectic Lie superalgebras osp(V') and their Drinfeld-Jimbo type quantizations Ug(osp(V)).

e In Section B we explicitly construct the first fundamental representation of Uj(osp(V)), see
Proposition Bl We further provide three highest weight vectors in V' ® V which generate the
entire tensor square V ® V under the U, (osp(V'))-action, see Proposition B.17l

e In Section [ we evaluate the universal intertwiner }?vv from Proposition 4.8 on the first
fundamental U, (0sp(V'))-representation from Proposition B.I] see Theorems This generalizes
the formula of [27] for the standard parity. Our proof is quite different though, as we directly
verify the intertwining property, see Proposition 19 and match the eigenvalues of the three
highest weight vectors in V ® V featured in Proposition B.7, see Propositions [1.2T]

e In Section [ we extend the first fundamental U, (osp(V'))-module from Proposition B.1] to eval-
uation modules over the quantum affine orthosymplectic supergroup U, (osp(V)) and its reduced
version U} (0sp(V')) in Propositions 5.7 and B.I0L The main result of this Section is Theorem
which evaluates the universal intertwiner of U,(0sp(V)) on the tensor product of two such repre-
sentations, generalizing the orthogonal and symplectic types due to [20]. According to [20], R(z)
of (BI7)) produces a solution of the Yang-Baxter relation with a spectral parameter, cf. (5.15]).
While the proof of Theorem is straightforward, we derived this formula from its finite coun-
terpart (Theorem [.T5]) through the Yang-Bazxterization technique of [16], cf. Proposition [.24]

e In Appendix [A] we present a similar treatment for A-type quantum finite/affine supergroups
and derive the corresponding finite and affine R-matrices in Theorems[A.17]and [A.31] respectively.
While A-type is well-known to experts, it primarily served as a prototype for our treatment of
orthosymplectic type. In particular, the solutions (A.32)) of the Yang-Baxter equation with a
spectral parameter go back to [3I] (appearing long before the development of quantum groups).
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K.H. is grateful to A. Uruno for discussions on the orthosymplectic Lie superalgebras. A.T. is
grateful to M. Finkelberg for stimulating discussions on orthosymplectic quantum groups and the
duality of [28]; to L. Bezerra, V. Futorny, I. Kashuba for a correspondence on [2]; to R. Frassek
and I. Martin for collaboration on [14] and [26], respectively, which stimulated the present project.
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2. ORTHOSYMPLECTIC LIE SUPERALGEBRAS AND QUANTUM GROUPS

2.1. Setup and notations.
Fix non-negative integers m,n so that n = 2k is even, and set N = m +n as well as s = [%J
We shall assume that N > 2. We equip the index set I = {1,2,..., N} with an involution ' via:

i—i=N+1—13.
Consider a superspace V = C™" with a homogeneous C-basis {vy,ve, ..., vx} such that each v; is
either even (that is v; € Vj) or odd (that is v; € V7), the dimensions are dim(Vj) = m, dim(V;) = n,
and the vectors v;, vy have the same parity for any i € I (in particular, vsy; is even for odd N).
The latter condition means that

i=1, (2.1)
where for i € I, we define its Zg-parity i € Zo via:
. 0 ifwv;is
=y = [0 fuiis even 22
1 if v; is odd
The choice of Zo-parity of the basis vectors can be encoded by the parity sequence

o= (jvi],..., Jvs]) = (T,...,5) € {0,1}".
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We also choose a sequence Jy = (91,09, ...,0x) of £1’s satisfying

1 if i=0
0 = e (2:3)
—y ifi=1
(we do not assume that ¥; = 1 for i < s). Under the conventions (—1)° =1, (—1)! = —1, we get

97 =1 and 90y = (—1)’7 for any 1el.
Any superalgebra A = Ay @ A7 can be equipped with a natural Lie superalgebra structure via:
[z,2'] = ady(2') == za’ — (=1)1*11*" 1/ (2.4)

defined for homogeneous z, 2’ € A with |z|, |2'| denoting their Zs-grading, and extended linearly.
Given two superspaces A = Ay ® A7 and B = By @ Bj, their tensor product A ® B is also a
superspace with (A ® B)j = (A5 ® By) ® (A7 ® By) and (A ® B); = (45 ® Bi) ® (471 ® Bp).
Furthermore, if A and B are superalgebras, then A ® B is made into a superalgebra, called the
graded tensor product of the superalgebras A and B, via the following multiplication:

(z@y) (@ @y) = (1)l (z2") ® (yy/) for any homogeneous z,z' € A, y,o/ € B. (2.5)

We will use only the graded tensor products of superalgebras throughout this paper.

2.2. Orthosymplectic Lie superalgebras.

Consider the set gl(V') of all linear endomorphisms of V. Using the basis {vy,vs,...,vn} of V,
we can identify gl(V) with the set of all N x N matrices. It can be made into a Lie superalgebra,
called the general linear Lie superalgebra, by defining the Zs-grading

|Eij| =i+]
and consequently with the Lie superbracket given by (cf. (2.4)))
[Eij, Eay) = 8ja By — 6pi(—1) D@D g o

where we use the basis { E;; }fyj:l of elementary matrices with 1 at the (¢, j)-entry and 0 elsewhere.
Consider a bilinear form Bg: V x V — C defined by the anti-diagonal matrix (cf. (Z3]))

N
=1

The orthosymplectic Lie superalgebra osp(V') associated with the bilinear form B¢ is the Lie sub-
algebra of gl(V') consisting of all matrices X =3, ;z;;F;; € gl(V') preserving Bg, i.e. satisfying

XG4+ GX =0 (2.6)
where the supertransposition of X is defined via
N -/ "
)(St = Z (—1)J(Z+J)$ijEji . (27)
ij=1
Thus, osp(V) is spanned by the elements
Xy =Eyj — (1) 99, V1<ij<N. (2.8)

We note that X = _(—1);(5*'3)79@-79]' - X;j. The following elements form a basis of osp(V):
{Xijli+i<N+1}U{X;p|i=11<i<s}.

We choose the Cartan subalgebra b of 0sp(V') to consist of all diagonal matrices. Thus, h has a
basis {X;;}?_;. Consider the linear functionals {&,}_; on gl(V') defined by er(X2;j TijBij) = Tpr
Their restrictions to h satisfy

gily = —eirly for any i, Est1ly =0 for odd N. (2.9)
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Therefore, {¢;}7_, give rise to a basis of h* that is dual to the basis {X;; }7_; of h. The computation
[Xii, Xap] = (Ea — ep)(X4i) Xap shows that X is a root vector corresponding to the root €, — €.
Hence, we get the root space decomposition 0sp(V) = b & P, cqe 05p(V)q with the root system
P={e,—cepla+b<N+1,a#b}U{2,|a=1}. (2.10)
We further have a decomposition ® = ®; U ®7 into even and odd roots. We also choose the
following polarization of ®:
={e,—epla<b<d}lU{2e,|a=

1, a
_ 2.11
—{aa—sb\b<a<b'}u{2€a =1, s}. (2.11)

2.3. Chevalley-Serre type presentation.
Consider the non-degenerate supertrace bilinear form (-,-): osp(V') x 0sp(V') — C defined by

(X,Y) = %sTr(XY). (2.12)

Its restriction to the Cartan subalgebra b of osp(V) is non-degenerate, thus giving rise to an
identification b ~ h* via &; +> (—1)*X;; and inducing a bilinear form (-,-): b* x h* — C such that

€i,€;) = 0;(—1)° for any 1<4,j<s. 2.13
j j

Following the choice of the polarization (2.I1]) of the root system (Z.I0)), the simple roots and
the corresponding root vectors can be written as follows:

e Case 1: m is odd.

o =€ — Ei41 for 1 <i<s,
€, = X@',i+1 for 1 < /) < S,
7 2.14
fi = (_1)2Xi+1,i for 1 < 1 < S, ( )
hi = [ei,fi] = (—1);X” — (—1)H_1Xi+17i+1 fOI“ 1 S Z S S.
e Case 2: m is even and 5 = 0.
o — Ei — Eit1 fl1<i<s
! €s—1 —Espl =E€s—1 +Es ifi=3s ’
Xi,iJrl if1<i<s
e = ,
‘ Xsfl,erl ifi=s
- (2.15)
£ (—1)ZXZ‘+17Z‘ if1<i<s
o (-1 ' Xgp151 fi=s ’
h — [e' f] . (—1)ZXM — (—1)i+1XZ'+17Z'+1 ifl1<i<s
— [ - S—1 S+1 r - .
(—1)3 1X5—1,8—1 — (—1)S+1X8+17S+1 if1=s
e Case 3: m is even and 5 = 1.
— &i+1 if 1 <i1<s
253 ifi=s ’
) X i1 <0<
| Eesp1 ifi=s ’
” (2.16)

)

( Z+1Z lf 1 S 7 <S8
2E8+1 s ifi=s
h; = [e;, fi] = (_1);Xii - (_1)H_1Xi+1,i+1 fl<i<s
(2 19 ' —2Xss lf Z — s .
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Define the symmetrized Cartan matriz (a;;); ;—, of osp(V') via

aij = (Oél',Oéj) . (217)
Then, the above elements {e;,f;, h;};_, are easily seen to satisfy the Chevalley-type relations:
[hi,h;] =0, [hi,ej] = ajej,  [hi ] = —ai;f;,  [eq, f5] = dizhs. (2.18)

In fact, the Lie superalgebra osp(V') admits a generators-and-relations presentation, which is a
special case of [37, Main Theorem|. Explicitly, it is generated by {e;, f;, h;}7_;, with the Zs-grading
0 if a; € _
leil =1Ifil =<= "~ %, |h]=0, (2.19)
1 ifo; € (131
while the defining relations are ([2.I8]) together with the standard Serre relations and the higher

order Serre relations. As we shall not need the explicit form of the Serre relations, we rather refer
the interested reader to [37, §3.2.1] for the exact formulas.

Remark 2.20. We note that our choice of the generators is a rescaled version of the one used
in [36137], as we use the symmetrized Cartan matrix instead of the non-symmetrized one in (2.18)).

2.4. Orthosymplectic quantum groups.

The orthosymplectic quantum supergroup U,(osp(V')) is a natural quantization of the universal
enveloping superalgebra U(osp(V)). Explicitly, U,(osp(V)) is a C(¢*!/?)-superalgebra generated
by {e:, fi, ¢*"/?}5_,, with the Zy-grading as in (ZI9), subject to the following analogues of (2.I8):

[qhi/Q’th‘/Q] — 0, qihi/Qq:Fhi/Q — 1’ (221)

qhi/2€jq7h¢/2 — qaij/2ej7 qh¢/2qu7hi/2 — qf(lij/2fj7 (222)
q (— q 7
[ei,fj] = 5z‘jﬁ )
as well as the standard and the higher order q-Serre relations, which the interested reader may
find in [35, Proposition 10.4.1], cf. [6, Proposition 2.7].
Moreover, the following formulas endow U, (osp(V')) with a Hopf superalgebra structure:

Ale) =q"P@eitewq ™2, Af) =" fi+fiog™?, Ag™?) =" o2,
(2.24)

(2.23)

the counit
ele) =0, efi)=0, g™ =1,

and the antipode

Slei) = —q e, S(fi)=—a""Pfi, S = ¢
Remark 2.25. In this note, we prefer to follow the notations from physics literature. Specifically,
we use ¢*" instead of the more common generators KijEl and also use the above coproduct (2:24])
instead of the one from [I8]. Likewise, the choice of the denominator ¢ — ¢~! in ([Z23) follows
conventions of [36], and may differ from some other literature by a mere rescaling of e;’s.

3. COLUMN-VECTOR REPRESENTATIONS

3.1. First fundamental representations.
In the following, we use the following convention ¢ for a diagonal matrix D = diag(dy, ..., dy):

" =q¢"En+...+¢"™Eyn.
We shall identify End(V') with the set of all N x N matrices using the basis {v1,...,ux} of V.
Proposition 3.1. The following defines a representation o: Ug(osp(V')) — End(V):
olei) =ei,  olfi) =i ol Py =g for 1<i<s, (3.2)
where {e;,fi,h;};_, denote the action of Chevalley-type generators of osp(V) given by (ZI4])-

2.16).
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Proof. We need to show that the operators (8.2]) satisfy the defining relations (22I)—(223]) to-
gether with the standard and the higher order g-Serre relations. The relations (Z2I]) are obvious
as all h; are diagonal in the basis {vy,...,vn}. For the first relation of ([222]), we note that its
left-hand side is the conjugation of e; by the diagonal matrix ¢"i/2. Hence, it suffices to compare
q%i/? to the ratios of the eigenvalues of ¢"/2 on the vectors v, and ejv, (assuming the latter
is nonzero), which follows from the second equality of (ZIS]). The second relation of ([Z22]) is
checked analogously. Finally, the relation (223]) follows from (ZI8]), since h; is diagonal with
{0, £1} on diagonal and

(@ —q ") (g-—qgH=r for re {0,£1}. (3.3)

To verify the g-Serre relations, we note that both Ug(osp(V')) and V are graded by P =

deg(e;) = oy,  deg(fy) = —a;,  deg(¢™/?) =0,  deg(v;) =¢j, (3.4)

where «; € P are expressed via (ZI4)-(2I6) and we follow the conventions (Z9) for s <
j < N. The assignment ([B.2]) preserves this P-grading: deg(o(z)v;) = deg(z) + deg(v;) for
x € {e;, fi,q*"/?}. Referring to the explicit form of all g-Serre relations, left-hand sides of which
are presented in [35, Definition 4.2.1], one can easily see that all of them, besides (v), are homo-
geneous whose degrees are not in the set {e; — ;|1 <4,j < N}. Hence, they act trivially on the
superspace V.

It remains to verify only the cubic ¢-Serre relation

[[657 [[68—17 65—2]]]] - [[68—17 [[657 68—2]]]] =0 (35)

arising from [35, Definition 4.2.1(v)], which occurs only when vy = (*,...,%,1,0) and N > 6 is
even. Here, evoking the pairing (-,-) on P defined via (ZI3]), we use the standard notation

[a,b] = ab — (—1)lellbl gldesta).deg®) (3.6)

Evoking the above P-grading, we note that the left-hand side of (3.5]) has degree ais_o4as_1+as =
€s—2 + €51, and hence acts trivially on v; for j ¢ {(s — 1), (s — 2)'}. It is straightforward to see
that it also acts trivially on the basis vectors v(,_1) and v(,_g). U

3.2. Tensor square of the first fundamental representation.

Proposition 3.7. The U,(osp(V))-representation VRV is generated by the following three highest
weight vectors

wp =v1 ®u1,

w9y = V1 KUy — (—1)T(T+§)q(71)1 - U2 ® Uy,
(3.8)
N
wgzz:ci-vi@vi/,
i=1
where the coefficients ¢;’s in w3 are determined by c1 = 1 and the following relations:
Casr = gV PHEDT2 g 90y ey for 1<a<s, 59)

Cql = (_1)6+m . q(_1)5/2+(_1)a+1/2 . 796”904’1 . C(a—l—l)’ fOl" 1 S a < S,
as well as one of the following

csa1 =TV VW1 o, con = (1D 90y egy for odd m, (3.10)

Csp1 = q(—1)3/2+(—1)ﬁ/2 Vg 1Us41 - Cs—1 for even m and =0, (3.11)

Csr1 = —q(fl)g'2 ces=—q 2y for even m and s =1. (3.12)
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Proof. Let us show that the vectors wi,ws,ws are indeed highest weight vectors for the action

0%? of Uy(osp(V)) on V @ V. First, we note that these vectors are eigenvectors with respect to
il
Q®2(qhi/2)w1 _ qzsl(hi/2)w1, Q®2(qhi/2)w2 _ q(€1+€2)(hi/2)w2, Q®2(qhi/2)w3 —wz V1<i<s.

It remains to verify that wy,ws,ws are annihilated by all ¢®2(e;). The equality 0%?(e;)(w1) = 0
follows from o(e;)(v1) = 0. Likewise, 0®2(e;)(ws) = 0 for i > 1 follows from o(e;)v1 = o(e;)va = 0.

Meanwhile, combining o(e1)vs = vy, o(e1)v1 = 0, o(¢"/?)v; = q(*l)T/%l, and (2:24]), we also get:
0% (er)wz = (0(¢"/%) ® o(er))(v1 ® v2) — (1) I+ (g(er) @ o(g™"/?))(v2 @ v1)
= (=)@ gD2 (L) T (DT q+1>T/2) o @u =0,

where the sign (—1)T(T+§) in the beginning of the second line is due to the conventions (2.1)).
It remains to verify 0®2(e,)ws = 0 for all a. First, let us consider the case 1 < a < s. Then:

9®2(ea)w3 = (0(ea) ® Q(q_ha/z))(ca-i-l “Vat1 @ V(at1y + Ca - Var @ Va)
+ (Q(qha/2) ® Q(ea))(c(aJrl)/ “V(a+1) @ Vat1 + Ca - Va @ Ua’)
= ca+1 . qf(fl)a+1/2 . Ua ® rv(a+1)/ — Ca, . q7(71)5/2 . (_1)6(a+m)0a0a+1 . U(a+1)’ ® fua

+ (—1)FF1@+aFD G e

" Clat1y “V(at1) & Va

_ (_1)6(E+a+1) Cy - q(fl)a/2 . (_1)E(a+a+1)79a'l9a+1 vy ® Vat1)

with the first signs in the last two lines due to the conventions (Z3]). Evoking both defining
relations (B, we see that the right-hand side above vanishes, and so 0®2(e,)ws = 0 for 1 < a < s.
To evaluate 0®2(e,)ws, we have to consider three separate cases:

e Case 1: m is odd. In this case, we likewise have:

Q®2(€s)w3 = (o(es) ® Q(q7h5/2))(cs+1 “Vst1 ®VUsy1 + Cs42 - V2 @ Us)
+ (0(¢"?) ® 0(€s)) (Cot1 * Vs41 @ Vsg1 + Cs - Vs ® Vgy2)
=Csp1 - Vs @ Vg1 — Cs42° q*(*l)g/2 : (—1)§(§+s+_1) Vs Wsq1 - Vsy1 @ Vg
+ (—1)m(§+5+_1) “Cs41 * Us+1 @ Vs
— (—1)FEFED o D2 (L)FEESTD L 9, vy ® v

with the first signs in the last two lines due to the conventions (Z3]). Evoking both defining
relations (Z.I0), we see that the right-hand side above vanishes, and so 0%%(eg)ws = 0.
e Case 2: m is even and s = 0. In this case, we obtain:

Q®2(68)w3 = (Q(qhs/z) ® 0(es))(Cs * Vs @ Vg1 + €51+ Vs—1 @ Vsy2)
+ (o(es) ® Q(thsﬂ))(csﬂ V1 © Vs + Cop2 - Vs @ Vs1)
=1 ¢ V2 @y — g g VT2 (1 I Ly @
+ ()T gy g2 @y
— () TIET oy U CTIET gg @

with the first signs in the last two lines due to the conventions (Z.35]). Evoking both (3.9
and (BII]), we see that the right-hand side above vanishes, and so 0®2(e;)ws = 0.
e Case 3: m is even and 5 = 1. In this case, we again get the desired vanishing by (3.12)):
0% (es)ws = (0(¢"/%) @ o(es)) (cs - vs @ vss1) + (0les) ® 2(g™"*/2)) (€541 Va1 @ v5)
=Cs @l v Qs F o1 G Vs DUs =0,
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The fact that wy, ws, w3 generate the Uy(osp(V'))-module V ® V follows from the classical well-
known result that the osp(V)-module V ® V is generated by the vectors w; = wi|g=1 = v1 ® v1,

Wy = Wa|g=1 = V1 ®v2—(—1)T(T+§) @1, and W3 = w3lg=1 = Zf\il ¢; -v; @y with the coefficients
i = ¢i|g=1 explicitly determined through ¢; =1 and ¢;41 = ¥;9;41¢; for 1 <i < N. O

Remark 3.13. Reversing the above calculations, we see that the only highest weight vectors in
Ug(osp(V))-module V ® V' of weights 2€1, €1 + €2,0 are multiples of wy, wa, w3, respectively.

4. R-MATRICES

4.1. Universal construction.

Let us first recall the general construction of a Uy (0sp(V'))-module isomorphism VoW — WV
arising through the universal R-matrix, following the the treatment of [I8], §7] in non-super setup.
To this end, let U, (osp(V)) and U, (osp(V)) be the subalgebras of Uy(osp(V)) generated by

{e;}?_ and {f;}7_,, respectively. We also define qu(osp(V)) and U(IS(Oﬁp(V)) as subalgebras of
U,(0sp(V)) generated by {e;,¢t"/2}¢_, and {fi,¢™"/?}5_,. The basic property of all quantum
(super)groups is that they are Drinfeld doubles, which presently relies on the following result:

Proposition 4.1. There exists a unique bilinear pairing
(-,): Us(0sp(V)) x U (0sp(V)) = C(g*'*) (4.2)
satisfying the following structural properties
(wy,2) = (y®y,A@),  (y.22) = (A@y), " @ 2) (4.3)
Jor any x,x" € UZ(0sp(V)) and y,y' € U=(0sp(V')), as well as being given on the generators by:
(fisd™?) =0, (¢ e) =0, (fie;)=0i/(¢ " —q), ("2 ") =q /" (44)
This pairing is non-degenerate.

Remark 4.5. The non-degeneracy of (£.2]) easily follows from the non-degeneracy of its restriction
to U (0sp(V)) x U (0sp(V')). We note that the latter is a highly non-trivial result, and constitutes
the heart of [35], where the g-Serre relations were exactly derived to satisfy this property.

Recall the P-grading on Ug,(osp(V')), hence on all the above subalgebras, introduced in the
proof of Proposition B.Il We note that the graded components U, (0sp(V)), and U/ (0sp(V)),
are all finite-dimensional. Furthermore, in accordance with (L3} £4)), the pairing ([£2]) is graded:

(y,x) =0 for yeU; (0sp(V))y,x € U (0sp(V)), with p+v#0.
Let us pick dual bases {z}'}, {y}'} of U (0sp(V)), U, (osp(V)) with respect to ([#2]), and set

O=1+> 0, with ©,=) yea. (4.6)
©>0 )

For any superspaces A and B, we also define the graded permutation operator T = 74 g via
T:A®B—+B®A, x®yr—>(—1)|m”y‘y®x for homogeneous = € A,y € B. (4.7)

Finally, for any two P-graded Uy (osp(V'))-modules V and W, with the weight components denoted
by V]v] and Wu], respectively, we define a linear map f: V@ W — V @ W via

foow) =¢ ¥ . vew for any v e Vy],we Wy].
The following is proved completely analogously to [18, Theorem 7.3]:
Proposition 4.8. For any P-graded finite-dimensional Uy(osp(V'))-modules V' and W, the map
Ryw=0Oofor: VW -WaV (4.9)

is an isomorphism of Ug(osp(V'))-modules.
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Let Ryw =To Ryw =700 0 fo 7: VW — V ®W. Given finite-dimensional U, (osp(V'))-
modules V7, V5, V3, define the following three endomorphisms of V; ® Vo ® Vs:
Ris =Ry, v, ®1dy,, Roz=Idy; @ Ry v, Riz=(1d®@7)Ri2(Id® 7).
We likewise define linear operators ng, }?23, ng. Analogously to [I8], we have:
RisRi3R23 = Ro3Ri3R12: Vi@ Vo @ Vza = Vi@ Vo ® Vs,
RisRo3Rio = RosRioRos: Vi@ Vo @ Vs = V3@ Va @ V4.
In particular, we obtain a whole family of solutions of the quantum Yang-Baxter equation:
Ri2R13R23 = RosRisR12 € End(V @V V). (4.11)
Corollary 4.12. For any P-graded finite-dimensional Uy(osp(V'))-module, Ry satisfies ([EIT]).

(4.10)

4.2. Explicit R-matrices.
Let

Z a— = Z a (4.13)
a€<I>+ ae<1>+
be the Weyl vector of the root system ®, which is the graded half-sum of all positive roots. Due
to |5, Proposition 1.33], we have
(p, ) = (i, o) for 1<i<s. (4.14)
In accordance with (7)), we consider the graded permutation operator Tyy:V QV - VeV
defined via 7(v; ® vj) = (—1);31@ ® v; for any 1 <i4,7 < N, which is explicitly given by
N -
VY = Z (_1)]Eij X Eji
ij=1
We are now ready to state our first main result:
Theorem 4.15. The U,(osp(V))-module isomorphism Ryv:V @ V=5V @ V from Proposi-
tion [1.8) and its inverse Ry, for the Uy(osp(V))-module V constructed in Proposition [31] are
given by
Ryy = 1vv o Ry, Ry, = 1yv 0 Reg (4.16)

with the following explicit operators

RO — T+ (q71/2 _ q1/2)

-

(—1)7Es @ (g~ By — g2 By )

=1 o (4.17)
+@ -9 (-1VE;® (Eji - (—1)j(iﬂ)ﬁiﬁjq(p’eﬁej)Ei'j')
i<j
and
N
Reo=1+(q /2 _ —1/2 Z (q(fivfi)/QEn. — q_(aivfi)/in/i/)
=1 o (4.18)
+g—a HY (-1YE;® (EJ — (—1)J(i+j>q9iq9jq<f’7€f€ﬂEi,j,) .
i>j

To prove this theorem, we first establish some properties of Ry and R defined in (&I7)
and (EIR)). By abuse of notation, we shall often denote (o0 ® 0)(A(z)) simply by A(z) or 0%?(z).
We start with a straightforward result, the proof of which is postponed till the end of this Section:

Proposition 4.19. For any element x € Uy(osp(V')), the following equalities hold:
RyA(z) = A°P(z)Ro and RooA(x) = AP(2) Ry, (4.20)
where A°P is the opposite coproduct defined via AP =71 o0 A, cf. (@7).

Next, we evaluate the eigenvalues of Ty Ry and 7y Ry on the highest weight vectors from (3.8]).
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Proposition 4.21. The highest weight vectors wy,wa, ws from [B.8) are eigenvectors of Ty v o Ry
vy Ro(w,) = pf) - w, (1<2<3)
with the eigenvalues given explicitly by:

T —(=1)1 T (=17 m—n—
19 = (-1)lq =0t ugz—(—l)lq( DA 1 =q L (4.22)

Proof. We evaluate each eigenvalue separately.
° ,u(l]. For w1 = v1 ® v1, the direct computation shows that
Ro(wy) = v, @01 + (¢ = /) (1)1 20 @ vy = ¢V 0 @0y
The above equality implies the desired formula
T T
vy Ro(wr) = (=)' "V vy @0y
e 119. For wy = v1 ® vy — (—1)T(T+§)q(*1)T - v9 ® v1, the direct computation shows that
I - _
Ro(ws) = v; @ vy — (—1)11F2) gD (1)2 @vi+ (¢ — ¢)(~1)*(B12 ® Eg)(v2 @ Ul))

=1 Q@ Uy — (—1)1(1+2)q(_1)T ‘U2 ®v1 + (g — q_l)(_l)Tq(_l)l V1@V
— q(—l)T'2 c U1 QU — (—1)T(T+§)q(_1)T “U2 ® Uy

The above equality implies the desired formula

19 T

TVVRO(U)Z) = —(—1)Tq(_1)1 - V1 Q@ vg + (—1)1 q(_l)

. T (—1)1
2oy @y = —(=1)1q"Y - w,.

° ,ug. For wg = Z@']L ¢i - v; @ vy, we note that vy Ro(ws) is also a linear combination of
{v; ® vy }¥,. Furthermore, the intertwining property of Proposition ZI9 shows that

A(eq) (v Ro(ws)) = 1wy Ro(A(eq)ws) = 1vv Ro (Q®2(ea)w3) =0 Vi<a<s.

Combining this with Remark BI3] we see that this forces 7y v Ro(ws) to be a scalar
multiple of ws. Therefore, to find p it is enough to compare the coefficients of the term
v1 ® vy/. To this end, we note that

Ro(wg) = Z Ci U Q vy — (q*1/2 — q1/2) Z (—1)2(](6“6"‘)/20@' . (Eu X E@"i’)(vi &® Ui/)

1<i<N 1<i<N

+ (q_l — q) Z(—l)lcl . (EZ/Z (024 E”/)(’UZ &® ’Ui/)
i<

_ (q—l . q) Z(_l)qu(pfj—&)ﬁ]rﬁlcz . (Eﬂ ® Ej/i/)(vi X Ui’)
i<t

— Z Ci * U (%) Vi — (q_1/2 — q1/2) Z (_1)2q(61751)/2 <Gt U; X vyt

1<i<N 1<i<N

+@ " =) Y (1) e @ — (g —g) Y (=)' g ey @y
i'<s J<i

In particular, the coefficient of vy, ® v in Rg(ws) equals

(1 B (q_1/2 _ q1/2)(_1)Tq(—1)1/2) cp = q(_l)lcll R

and therefore the coefficient of v1 ® vy/ in Ty v Ro(ws) is (—I)Tq(*l)Tcl/. The latter implies
nd = (=1)1qV' ¢y /ey, As ¢ = 1, to deduce the last formula of [@22) it suffices to show:

e = (—1)Tg D gmn=1 (4.23)
The proof of ([#23)) is straightforward and is based on (3.9)-(B12). Indeed, multiplying

Car [Cq = (—1)6+mq(71)6+(71)m “Clat+1) [ Clat1) for 1<a<s,
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due to (39), we find

ey fer = (—1)T+§q(_1)T+(_1)5'2+"'+(_1):'2+(_1)§ e [Cs .

Combining this with Zfil(—l); = m — n and the explicit formula
(—1)5+5+—1q(_1)§ if m is odd

csr/cs = (—1)°F if m is even and =0 ,

I Ol

(‘qu(*l)g'? if misevenand s=1

due to BI)-(B12), we obtain the uniform formula for ¢1//c; = ¢/ from (E23]).

By completely analogous computations, we get the following result:
Proposition 4.24. The highest weight vectors wy,we, ws from [B.8) are eigenvectors of Tyy o Reo
Tvv Roo(w,) = u3° - w, (1<2<3)

with the eigenvalues given explicitly by:

= (DY =1, = ()T Y =, g =g = 1. (425)
Let us now evaluate action of }ARVV on wi, Wy, Ws:
Proposition 4.26. The highest weight vectors wy, ws, ws are eigenvectors of Ryv from (A9
Ryv(w) =X\-w, (1<1<3)

with the eigenvalues given explicitly by:

=D =0 = (DY =4S, A= =)l (a27)

Proof. The intertwining property of Ryv from Proposition [£.8 together with Remark B. T3] implies
that all three vectors wy,ws,ws are indeed eigenvectors for Ry . We shall now evaluate each
eigenvalue separately.

e ). For w; = v1 ® vy, the direct computation shows that

Frov(w) = (=D o @v) = (-1)'q o @ v = (-1)1g" D
which implies the desired formula for \; (as ©(v; ® v1) = v1 ® v1). B
e \y. The eigenvalue \s of the }?vv—action on wy = v] @ vy — (—1)1(1+2) -q(*l)1 - v9 ® v1 equals

the coefficient of v ® v in f?vv(wg). The latter appears only from applying f7v to the
above multiple of v9 ® vy (thus implying the desired formula for As):

— (D' f @) = ~(=D'¢ Vg o @0y = —(-1)T¢ v @ .

e )\3. The eigenvalue A3 of the Ryy-action on ws = vy ® vy + 2522 ¢ - v; ® vy equals the
coefficient of v; ® vy in Ryy(ws). The latter appears only from applying fryy to the
above multiple of vy ® v; (thus implying the desired formula for A3):

fTvv(le (v @uy)) =

- _ B - T o
(—1)101/f(7)1 ® Ul’) — (_1)101/(1 (61’61')1)1 RV = (_1)1q( 1) Cl’(vl ® Ul’) - qm n 1(1)1 Q Ul/) )
]

Combining the Propositions above, we can now immediately derive our main result:
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Proof of Theorem [{.15. Combining the intertwining property (£20) with the equality
A% (z) = 11 0 A(z) o Ty € End(V @ V), (4.28)
we obtain
(rvv Ro) 0 A(z) = Ty 0 A%(2) 0 Ry = (tvv 0 A®(z) o 7y7y) © (Tvv © Ro) = A(x) o (rvv Ro) ,

so that Tyy o Ro: V@V = V@V isa Uy(osp(V))-module isomorphism. Likewise is the operator
Ry, which acts on the generating highest weight vectors (B.8)) of V®V with the same eigenvalues
as Ty o Ry, due to A, = ¥ (see Propositions A2T] and E286]). This implies that Ryv = 1vv o Ry.

Similar arguments also show that 7y o Ry is a Uy(osp(V'))-module isomorphism. Since the
eigenvalues of Ty 0Ry and Ty 0R+ on the highest weight vectors of V®V are inverse to each other
(by Proposition d.24]), so are the isomorphisms. This implies }AR‘;%/ = (tyyoRy) ™t = TyyoRs. O

4.3. Proof of Proposition

In this separate Subsection, we sketch (presenting the key formulas) the proof of Proposi-
tion

We start with the intertwining property of R.,. To make the computations more manageable,
it is helpful to break the operator Ry, from (ZI8) into I and the following four pieces:

Ry = (¢"*—q'/? Z (_1)zq(€i’€i)/2Eii ® Ey ,

1<i<N
Ry=—(g"—q7'%) Y (-1)'q¢ “PE; ® By,
1<i<N
Ry=(q—q )Y (-1 Ey; ® Eji,
1>7
Ri=—(¢—q )Y (-1)"7qP5)0;0;E;; @ By |
>]

so that Ry =1 + Ry + Ry + R3 + Ry.

o Proof of RooA(es) = A°P(eq)Roo for 1 <a < s.
Recall the explicit formula A(e,) = ¢"/? ® e, + eq ® ¢/ as well as

i#a,a’ ,a+1,(a+1)’

o(qg"/?) = ¢"/? = Z Eii+
1<i<N

_1)@ _(—1)atT _(—1)® _1)a+l
VPR, + Y /2Ea+1,a+1+q V*2g 4+ gY + /2E(a+1)/,(a+1)'-

By direct computation, we get:

RlA(ea) = (q1/2 - q_l/Q){(_l)Eq(_l)E : Eaa ® Ea,aJrl

_ (_1)a+1(_1)E(E+a+1)q(*1)a+1ﬂaﬂaJrl * E(at1y (a+1y © Eat1y o

+ (—1)5 . Ea7a+1 ® Fao — (_1)0«+1(_1)5(5+a+1)'§a19a+1 . E(a+1)/7a/ X E(a+1)/,(a+1)’} ,

Aop(ea)Rl = (q1/2 - q1/2){(_1)a+—1q(1)a+1 : Ea—l—l,a—i—l & Ea7a+1
— (_1)50, 1q(71)619a19a+1 . Ea’a, ® E(a+1)/7a/

+ (_1)a+1 : Ea,a—H ® Ea—l—l,a-{-l - (_1)Ea+10a,§a+1 ’ E(aJrl)/,a’ ® Ea’,a’} ’
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RoA(ey) = — (¢* — q1/2){(_1)aq(1)a Bya @ Eaan
— — T art
. (_1)a+1(_1)a(a+a+1)q (-1) 9 19&+1 Ea+1 1 ® E(a+1)

+ (—1)6 . Ea,a-ﬁ-l &® Ea’a’ — (—1)a+1(_1)6(6+a+1)19a19a+1 . E(a-l—l)’,a’ ® Ea+17a+1} s

A°P(ey)Ry = — (q1/2 _ q1/2){(_1)a+—1q(1)a+1 - Ela41y (a41) © Baas1
_ (_1)6a_ﬂq_(_1)519a79a+1 + Faq ® E(gi1y o

+ (~1)" - Boas1 ® Egsry @ity — (D) atars - Blagay.w @ Eaa} )

R3A(eq) =(q — qil) {Z(_l); ) (Eatha/2) ® Eja+1

i<a

= > (=0T DY - (Blgy0™?) © By

j<(a+1)’

+ Z (a+z)(a+a+1) Ei,a-‘,—l & (Eaiqiha/Q)
i>a

o Z (_1)6(_1)i(6+a+1)79a79a+1 “Eiw ® (E(a—i-l)’,iq_ha/Q)} )
i>(a+1)’

A%(e)Rs = (g —q ") { 3 (—1) () @aEDEHaED (g mha 2R, L) @ By

i>a+1
_ Z Z a+a+1),19 19a+1 . (q_ha/QEia/) & E(a—l—l)’,i
1>a’
+ Y (1) By @ (¢"/?Ejat1)
j<a+1
= S Y )TNGBy @ (qha/ZEja/)} |
j<a’

Also note that the difference R3A(e,) — A°P(e,)Rs can be simplified as follows:
Rg(Aea) - (AOpea)R3 =
- (q(_1)a.3/2 - q_(_l)a/z)Eaa X Ea,a+1

_1)a+1. _(_1)a+L
1)(1 a+a+1)19 ¥ a+1 (q( 1)etl.3/2 q (—=1)e* /Q)E(a+1)’7(a+1)’ &® E(a-‘rl)’,a’

+ o+

(=

a pry _(_1\a+1
(q a2 _ o~ (-0F /Z)Ea—i—l,a'i‘l ® Eqat1
- (=

1)a (@+a+1) )9, Vot (q(fl)a.s/z _ q7(71)6/2)Ea,a, ® Egi1y o
To compute the last two terms, let us first note that (£I4]) implies:

€4 — €at1)€a — Eat1 —1)% 4 (=1)*+!
(p7€a_€a+1):(a a+2a a+):( ) 2( ) °
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Using this equality, one derives the following formulas:

i>a’

RiA(ea) == (g—q ") {Z (—1)17(—1)Tgleerte) = V29,9, . By @ Ei at1

_ Z 2a+1 )a(5+m)q(p,q—6a+1)q—(—l)m/%giga - Ej q41 ® Epo
i>a+1

+> (-1 )it ()@t o) VY299, By 1 ® By

i>a

_ Z (_1)56(_1)Eq(P,ei+ea+1)q(—l)m/Qﬂﬂga By @ Ei/,a+1}
i>(a+1)’

. q—1>{  (~1)%q . By ® Eagsn

(= 1)P T (—1)AE D = (D29 g By g ® E(“H)/’a/}

as well as

Aop(ea)R4 _ (q o q—l) {_ Z(—1)Q_qu(p75a_Ej)q_(_l)a/zﬂa-i-lﬂj . Eaj ® E(a-l—l)’,j’

Ii<a
+ > —1)F et pcanite) = (=D 2y g, “Elayiy,j @ Eaj
j<(a+1)’
ey (—1)aFT
+ Z a+1] (ptara J)q( ner /219a+119j ’ Eaj ® E(a+1)'7]'/
I<a+1

_ Z (_1)6j(_1)qu*(P,eaJrﬁj)q(*l)a/219a+119j . E(a+1)/,j X Eaj’}

/

=—(q— ql){ _ (_1)a+_1q*(*1)a+1/2 . E(a+1)/7(a+1), ® Egat1

+ (_Dmaqf(fl)a/zﬁa@a+1 N E(a+1)/,a/} .
Combining the above eight formulas, using the obvious equalities
(@2 =g V(1) = gCV2 gmCU2 0 (g (1) =g Y
and collecting similar terms, we finally obtain:

4
> (RilA(eq) = A%P(ea) Ri) = —Alea) + A% (eq) . (4.29)
i=1

This establishes the claimed intertwining property.

e Proof of RocA(es) = A% (es)R

As before, there are three cases to consider: odd m, even m and 3 = 0, even m and 5 = 1. The
computations are very similar to those used above to establish ([@29]) for a < s. Thus, we shall
only present the relevant changes in the third case (m is even and 5 = 1) that differs the most.

RlA( ) ( 1/2 q 1/2){(_1)§q(1);3/2 : Ess & Ess’ + (_1)§q7(71)§/2 . Ess’ & Ess} )
Am@m:@ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁqmﬂ>/Eu®&fu1)<>ﬂ w@@%,

RQA(GS) = _(q1/2 - q_l/Q){( )S —= 1) 3/2. E gt & Ess +( 1)§ (= 1)5/2 : Ess’ b2y Es/s’}7
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A%(e)Ry = — (g2 — ql/z){(_l)gq(l);s/z By ® Eay + (—1)7qC V72 B, ®Ess},

R3A<€s>=(q—ql){z< 1) (Egq™?) @ Bjy + > (=1)7 - Big ® (Buig hs/Q)},

j<s i>s

A% (e)Rs = (q — qfl) {Z(_1)§ . (qihS/ins’) ® By + Z(_l)f By ® (th/2Ej8l)} .

i>s’ j<s’
For the last two terms, we note that (AI4]) implies:
(2¢e5, 2e5)

5= (=172,

(P, 288) =

so that we get:

RyA(es) =~ (¢ —q ") {Z(—l)zg(—l)gq(p’eﬁes) ~V0, - By © By

i>s'
+ Z(_1)g§q(p’€iies)q(il)gﬂiﬂs : E@'s’ & Eils,}
1>8

= (1 - q7(71)3-2) ' Es’s’ & Ess’ 5
AP(e)Ry=— (g —q 1) {Z(—l)ﬂq("‘s 9=V, - Ey; @ By

+ 3 (1) (1) et By @ E]}
= (1 - q7(71)§-2) “Bss @ Fsgr .
Assembling all the terms, we thus obtain:
Ri1A(es) — AP(es)Ry =

(672 = g07) - (Bs = Byy) @ Byg + (1- ¢~V

B

) : Ess’ ® (Ess - Es’s’) )

RoA(ey) — A% (e,)Ry =
(q—(_1); B q—(—l)m) (Bys — Eyy) @ Egy + (q(—l)g _ 1) By @ (Ess — Egy),

RyA(es) = A%(es) Ry = (47 ~ 1) - (Bus — Bu) @ Buw

RyA(es) — A(es)Ry = _(1 - q+l>5-2) (Egs — Egy) ® Eqyr .

Collecting the similar terms together, we finally get:

4
Z (RiA(es) - Aop(es)Ri) == (qhs/z - q_hs/Q) RKest+es® (qhs/Q - q—hs/Z)
i=1
= — Ales) + A%(eq).
This establishes the claimed intertwining property.
e Proof of Ry A(qh/?) = AP (¢"a/?)Ry, for 1 < a < s.

Since o(q"*/?) = ¢he/2 is a diagonal matrix, we can write o(q"+/?) = ¢"+/? = diag(k,..., ky).
Furthermore, we note that kjky = 1 for all i. Therefore, A(gh*/2) = A%P(gha/2) = gha/2 @ ¢ha/?
commutes with all the terms of the form Ej;; ® Ej;, Fy ® Ey, By @ Eyy, Eijj @ Ej;, and By @ Ey .
This implies the desired intertwining property for qha/2.

o Proof of RooA(fa) = AP(fa)Roo for 1 <a <s.
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We first recall some basic properties of the supertransposition (Z.7)). For any X®Y € End(V)®?,
let (X@Y)"M =X'@Y and (X @ V)52 = X ® Y denote the supertransposition applied to the
first and the second component, respectively. Then, we have:

(Xy)st _ (_1)|XHY\Ystht
as well as

((X 2 Y)(X/ 2 Y/))stlsm

= (=) IXHEYDIXHYD (X1 @ y'yshste (X @ y)shiste

for any homogeneous X, X" Y)Y’ € End(V).
We note that (¢"/2)st = ¢"/2 and (e;)** is always a nonzero scalar multiple of f;, due to formulas

2I4)-(216). Furthermore, (£18)) also implies
Roo = Tyv o (Reo)™ 52 0 7, (4.30)
Thus, applying st; o sty to the equation Ry A(e,) = A% (e,)Roo and evoking (£L.28]), we obtain
A(fa) (Roo) ™52 = (Roo 52 A%(£,)
Conjugating this equality by 7y and evoking ([A30), we get the desired intertwining property
RooAA(fa) = A (f) Ruc

This completes the proof of the second equality of (Z20]).

The intertwining property RoA(x) = A°(x)Ry is actually directly implied by the one for R,
which we just proved. To this end, let us first note the following equality:

vy o Ryoryy, =1+ (g% —q'/?) Z (_1);Eii ® (q_(ai’si)/ini - q(si’ai)/QEi'i/)+

1<i<N

(7 =) (-1 By @ (Bji = (-1 030,05 Bur) = Roclgngr - (4:31)
i>]

As the notation suggests, Reo|gq-1 is the C(g)-valued N? x N? matrix obtained from R. by
applying to all matrix coefficients the C-algebra automorphism

7:Clq) = Clg), q—q ', (4.32)
We claim that the assignment
o egrreq, farr fa, qiha/Q = q$ha/2 y 4 qil (4'33)

gives rise to a C-algebra involution o: U,(osp(V)) — U,(osp(V')). To prove this, we note that
relations (2.2I)—(2.23)) are clearly preserved by [@33), as well as the ideal of U, (osp(V)) (re-
spectively of U, (0sp(V))) generated by all Serre relations in {e;} (respectively {f;}) due to [36]
Lemma 6.3.1]1. We also define A%, (A°P)7 Ugy(osp(V)) — Uy(osp(V)) @ Ug(osp(V)) via

A°=(c®0c)oAoo !, (AP)7 = (0 ®0)o AP oo !, (4.34)
Then, applying & to all matrix coefficients in the equality Ry, o A(z) = A°P(z) o Ry, we obtain
Reolgsg-1 0 A%(o(x)) = (AP)7(0(x)) © Roolgyg1 Va e Uyosp(V)). (4.35)

However, direct computation of A% on the generators ey, fa, ¢="/2 (1 <a < s) shows that
A% = AP (A°P)7 = A (4.36)

Combining (4311 (230 £36) with (£28]), we obtain
Ryo A(o(z)) = A%(o(x)) o Ry Va e Ui(osp(V)).

As o is invertible, this implies RyA(z) = A°P(x) Ry, thus completing our proof of Proposition .19

I'We note that some of the individual higher order Serre relations of [35] are actually not preserved under ([@33).



18 KYUNGTAK HONG AND ALEXANDER TSYMBALIUK

5. R-MATRICES WITH A SPECTRAL PARAMETER

5.1. Quantum affine orthosymplectic algebras.
Let 6 be the highest root of osp(V) with respect to the fixed polarization of (ZIT]), and let
{ki};_; be the corresponding coefficients in the decomposition 8 = Y5, k;a;. Explicitly, we have:

9_{€1+€2 if‘?)ﬂ:(_)
= i

5.1
261 if |U1| = ( )

We define the lattice P = Z§ & P = 75 & @P;_, Ze;, with P introduced in the proof of Proposi-
tion Bl Then aq, ..., a5 as well as ag = § — 6 can be viewed as elements of P. We extend the bi-
linear pairing (-, -) on P, defined via (ZI3)), to that on P by setting (8,6) = (6, ;) = (&;,8) = 0 for
all i. We define the symmetrized extended Cartan matriz of osp(V') as (a;5); j—o with a;; = (i, o).
It extends the Cartan matrix of ([ZI7)) through agp = (6,60) and ag; = a;p = —(0, ;) for 1 <i <s.

The quantum affine orthosymplectic supergroup Uy(osp(V)) is a C(q*"/?)-superalgebra gener-
ated by {e;, fi, gt"/2}5_, U {y*, D'}, with the Zo-grading

’eo‘_’fo‘_{i ifo€d;’ ‘el‘_w_{i if a; €
= D = | =0 for 0<i<s,

subject to the following defining relations:

DD =1, [D,¢"/* =0, DeD ™' =¢%e;, DfiDl=g%if, (5.2)
AT AT =1, = gho/2. ﬁ(qh"ﬂ)ki , ~y — central element , (5.3)
i=1
the counterpart of ([Z2I)—(223]) but now with 0 <4,j < s
[qhi/Z’ th/z] _ 07 qj:hi/Qq:Fhi/Q _ 17 (5.4)
qhi/erq*hi/Q — qaij/2ej, qhi/2qu*hi/2 — q*aij/2fj ’ (5.5)
lei, fi] = 52‘]‘% , (5.6)

together with the standard and the higher order gq-Serre relations, which the interested reader
may find in [36] relations (QS4, QS5), cf. Theorem 6.8.2]. We note that U,(osp(V)) is equipped
with a Hopf superalgebra structure, with the coproduct A, the counit ¢, and the antipode S
defined on the generators {e;, f;, qFhi/ 215_, by the same formulas as in the end of Subsection 2.4
while also

AD)=DeD, S(D)=D"", «D)=1, A(y)=7®v, SH)=7", ey)=1.

It is often more convenient to work with a version of U,(0sp(V)) without the degree generators
D*!. Explicitly, Ué(o/ﬁ\p(V)) is the C(g*'/?)-superalgebra generated by {e;, fi, qihi/Q}fZO U {y*},
with the same Zy-grading, the same defining relations excluding (5.2)), and the same Hopf struc-
ture.

5.2. Evaluation modules and affine R-matrices.

Proposition 5.7. For any u € C* and a,b € C* specified below, the Uy(osp(V'))-action o on V
Jrom Proposition [31] can be extended to a U}(osp(V))-action 0% on V(u) =V by setting
0%t (z) = o(x) for all = € {e;, fi, ¢/},
and defining the action of the remaining generators ey, fo, ¢="0/2, v+ via [58) or (B3) below:
o Case 1: |vy| = 1.
04t (eo) = au- By, 0w (fo) = bu" - By,

QZ7b(qih0/2) _ q:I:X11 ’ Qg,b(,}/ﬂ:l) =1

(5.8)
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with parameters a,b subject to ab = —(qg+q7 ).
e Case 2: |v1| = 0.
0" (e0) = au - Xy, ou"(fo) = bu™" - Xy, -
0% (gho/2) = qq:((—1)TX11+(—1)5X22)/2’ 0 (vE) = 1 (5.9)
with parameters a,b subject to ab = (—1)2.

Proof. We need to show that the operators defined above satisfy the defining relations (5.3)—(5.6l)
together with all g-Serre relations. This verification is straightforward and proceeds similarly to
our proof of Proposition B11

e Case 1: |vy| = 1.

The second relation of (53] is verified by direct calculations, treating three cases as before: m
is odd, m is even and 5 = 0, or m is even and 5 = 1. The relations (5.4}, 5.5 then immediately
follow from their validity for 4, j # 0, due to Proposition Bl It remains to verify (5.6]) for i = 0
or 7 = 0. The relations [0%(eg), 0% (f;)] = 0 = [02°(fo), 0%°(e;)] for i # O are obvious, since
all four operators 05" (eo) oy (fi), 0 (fi) 0l (eo), 00" (fo) el (i), 0" (ei) 0" (fo) act by 0. Finally,
we have:

2X11 —2X11 a,b( ho a,b( ,—ho
- q —4q 9, \q ") — 0, \q
[0 (), 0% (fo)] = (¢ + ¢~ ") (B — Eyy) = T = ) =) )
q9—4q q9—4q
e Case 2: |v1]| = 0.
The verification of (5.3)—(5.H) is similar to that in Case 1. We also note that [0%°(eq), 0%°(fi)] =

0 and [02°(fo), 0%*(e;)] = 0 for i # 0,1 by the same reason as in Case 1. Finally, we have:
[0 (e0), 65" (f1)] = au[Xor1, Xon] = 0, [04"(fo), 6" (e1)] = bu™" [ X121, X19] = 0

as well as
_ ow(d") — 0" (a™)
q—q!

0% (e0), 02" (fo)] = —(~1)TX11 — (—1)% X2

where we used (B3] in the last equality.

The verification of ¢-Serre relations proceeds as in our proof of Proposition B.Il To this end,
we note that the algebra Ué(o/s\p(V)) is P-graded via (34) and deg(ep) = —60,deg(fo) = 6,
deg(qiho/ 2) = deg(y*') = 0, and the above assignment preserves this P-grading. Referring to the
explicit form of all g-Serre relations, left-hand sides of which are presented in [36, (QS4, QS5)],
one can easily see that all of them, besides cases (8, 9, 10, 11) of both [36, (QS4, QS5)], are homo-
geneous whose degrees are not in the set {e; — ;|1 <4,j < N}. Hence, they act trivially on the
superspace V. By direct tedious check we see that these four remaining relations still hold. [

)

These evaluation U} (0sp(V))-modules ¢’ can be naturally upgraded to U,(osp(V))-modules:

Proposition 5.10. Let u be an indeterminate and redefine V(u) via V(u) = V ®¢ Clu,u™}].
Then, the formulas defining o™ on the generators from Proposition [5.7 together with

0 (D (v @ uF) = ¢*F v @ P VvoeV, kel (5.11)
give rise to the same-named action o%* of U,(osp(V)) on V (u).

Let Uf (osp(V)) and U, (0sp(V)) be the subalgebras of Uy(0sp(V)) generated by {e;}5_ and
{fi}i_o, respectively. We also define Uz (0sp(V)) and Uz (osp(V)) as subalgebras of Ug(0sp(V))
generated by {e;, ¢™"/%,yF1, D*1Ys o and {f;, qFhil2 AL D*1Ys_ . We likewise define the subal-
gebras U, (0sp(V)), Uy~ (0sp(V)), Uy=(0sp(V)), Uy=(0sp(V)) of U} (0sp(V)). We note that all

q
these subalgebras are actually Hopf subalgebras, and they also satisfy
Uy (0sp(V)) = U, (05p(V)), Uy (05p(V) = Uy~ (03p(V)) . (5.12)

Finally, similarly to Proposition [, one has bilinear Hopf pairings
CT78 (Fen > (== 1/4
()2 Us (0sp(V)) x UZ (05p(V)) = C(q*/"),

S S~ 5.13
() UyS(osp(V)) x U= (0sp(V)) — Cq"/*). (519
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The restriction of both pairings to Ul ~(0sp(V)) x Ul +(0sp(V)) coincide, cf. (5.1Z), and are non-
degenerate by [35,36], cf. Remark .5 However, the second pairing in (m is degenerate as v —1
is in its kernel. On the other hand (which is the key reason to add the generators D*!); the first
pairing in (5.I3)) is non-degenerate, and hence allows to realize U,(osp(V)) as a Drinfeld double
of its Hopf subalgebras Uz (0sp(V)) and Uz (0sp(V)) with respect to the pairing above.

The above discussion yields the universal R-matrix for U, (0sp(V)), which induces intertwiners
VoW -5 W YV for suitable U,(0sp(V))-modules V, W, akin to Subsection Il In order to not
overburden the exposition, we choose to skip the detailed presentation on this standard but rather
technical discussion. Instead, we shall now proceed directly to the main goal of this paper—the
evaluation of such intertwiners when V = ¢®* and W = p%® are the above evaluation modules.
In this context, we are looking for U, (0sp(V))-module intertwiners R(u/v) satisfying

R(u/v) o (0’ ® 0") (@) = (05" ® 6")(x) 0 R(u/v) (5.14)
for all z € Uy(0sp(V)) (equivalently, for all z € U} (osp(V')) in the context of U} (0sp(V))-modules).
In fact, the space of such solutions is one-dimensional due to the irreducibility of the tensor product
020 ® o®" (which still holds when viewing them as Ul (0sp(V))-modules as long as u, v are generic),
in contrast to Proposition 3.7l As an immediate corollary, see [20, Proposition 3|, the operator

R(u/v) = 771 o R(u/v) satisfies the Yang-Baxter relation with a spectral parameter:
Riz(v/w)Riz(u/w)Rag(u/v) = Ros(u/v)Rig(u/w)Riz(v/w),
ﬁlg(v/w)f{gg(u/w)}?lg(u/v) = Rgg(u/v)ﬁlg(u/w)}?gg(v/w) .

We shall now present the explicit formula for such R(z), which is the main result of this note:

(5.15)

Theorem 5.16. For any u,v, set z = u/v. For Ug(osp(V))-modules 0%°, 0%* from Proposi-
tion 510 (with the specified value of ab), the following operator R(z) = 7 o R(z) satisfies (5.14),
where

N -
R(z) = (z —q ") {I + (@2 =Y (1) E ® (q(ei’e")/zEﬁ - qf(ei’e"WEi'z")
i=1
. _ @) (oess) oz — g2
+ (q—q )Z(—l)jEij(X) (Eji—(—l)j J ﬂiﬂjq PrEiTEy Ei’j/) —|—(q—q )72_1 T
1>]

B asiaz: Z wlg 0q Ve By @ By (5.17)
B,j=1

Remark 5.18. We note that rescaling R(z) of (5IT) by the factor z,ﬁ and further spe-
cializing at z = 0 and oo, we recover our finite R-matrices Ry and R, from (AI7) and (IS,
respectively.

Remark 5.19. We note that rescaling R(z) of (5.17) by —— _m+n+2, setting ¢ = e 2,z = ¢ and
further taking the limit 7 — 0 recovers the rational R—matrlx of [14, (3.4)] (first considered in [I]
for the standard parity sequence) used to define the othosymplectic superYangian Y (osp(V)):

- R(z) 1
%%{W!qe—m”m} =l e Z 1) 999 - Eij ® Eyjr.
4,7=1

Remark 5.20. Up to a rational function in z and a change of the spectral variable z — 1/z, the
formula (5.I7) coincides with that of [27] for the standard parity sequence vy = (1,...,1,0,...,0).
We note that the change of the spectral parameter z = u/v — v/u = 1/z is due to the order of
the tensorands V (u) and V (v), similar to the relation Ry = 7(6f)7 from Subsection EI1

The proof of Theorem is straightforward and crucially relies on the expression of R(z)
from (BI7) through Ry, Ro of [@I7 AIF]), which is a special case of the Yang-Baxterization

from [16].
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5.3. Yang-Baxterization.

In this Subsection, we explain how R(z) was obtained from Ry through the Yang-Baxterization
procedure of [16]. This formal procedure produces R(z) satisfying (5I5) from R satisfying (EI0)
when the latter has 2 or 3 eigenvalues. In our setup, recall that the R-matrices }AEVV =R= Tvv Rg
have three distinct eigenvalues A1, A2, Az, in accordance with Propositions f.21] and In that
setup, the Yang-Baxterization of [16], (3.29), (3.31)] produces the following two solutions to (B.15):

N A )\1 )\1 )\2 )\1 D
RM(z) =\ —DR T+ 1+ D) - - 1R 5.21
() =Mz(z—1)R "+ (1+ " + " + o) T o (z—1) (5.21)
and
. . MM A 1
RO (z) = Mz(z - )R + (1 + 22 2) AdA-——(z— 1R (5.22)
X2 A3 A3 A3

provided that R satisfies the additional relations of [I6} (3.27)] (cf. correction [I6, (A.9)]), which,
in particular, hold whenever R is a representation of a Birman- Wenzl algebra.

Remark 5.23. For our purpose, we shall not really need to verify these additional relations, since
according to Theorem the constructed R(z) do manifestly satisfy the relation (G.15]).

Proposition 5.24. The affine R-matriz (5.I7) coincides (up to T and a rational function in
z) with the Yang-Bazterization of Ryy = Tyy o Ry, cf. [@I6). To be more specific, for R(z) =
Tvv o R(2):

(Z — 1)}?\/\/ (5.25)

. A A A A
M(z = DR(2) = Mz(z — )Ryt + (1 SR A ) P —

)\ )\3 )\2)\3 )\2)\3
if [vi| = 1 and
. AMA A 1
Mz = DR(z) = Mz(z — DRy + <1 W A—; + Ai) A= g-(a- 1) Ryy (5.26)

if [v1| = 0, with A\, A2, A3 computed explicitly in (EZT).
Proof. By straightforward tedious computations, based on (417 EI8|, B.I7), one verifies that

AM(z—=1)R(z) = Mz(z — 1)Roo + 1+ﬁ+ﬁ+ a Al
! - o PYRRED VLIS VS T Rl A VO

2L -1DRy,  (5.27)

if |v1] =1 and

1
M(z—=1)R(z) = Mz2(z — 1)Roo + (1 + M + A + )\2) 2y — — (2 — 1) Ry (5.28)
A2 A3 A A3

if |v1| = 0. Composing with 7y on the left, and using (£I6]), recovers equalities (5.25, 5.26). O

5.4. Proof of Theorem
Due to Proposition and Theorem [£.15, it only remains to verify (5.14]) for z = ey and
x = fo. We shall now present the direct verification for x = ey, while z = fy can be treated
analogously to the finite case using the supertransposition (Z7]). We also note that both sides
of (514) for x = ey depend linearly on a, thus, without loss of generality we can assume that a = 1.
For the latter purpose, let us first evaluate (p,e1). Since

261 = (81 —82)+(€2—€3)+...+(52/ —51,)

201 + ...+ 20 if m is odd
=<2 +...+ 2059 +as1+a; ifmisevenand3=0 ,
1

2000 + ...+ 20061 + o if m is even and 5 =
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a direct application of (£I4]) implies that

(=D + (=1)2- 24 ...+ (=1)%-2 if m is odd
20p,e1) =S (=D + (=12 2+ ...+ (=D)L 24 (=1)F if m is even and 5 =0
(D '+ (=1)2%-2+...+(=1)*1.24+(=1)°-3 ifmisevenand 3 =1
= (=D =1+ (m—n)

Thus, we have the following uniform formula:
(pe1) = 2(m—n—1—(=1)7). (5.29)

e Case 1: |vy| = 1.
Since 0%%(¢"0/?) is a diagonal matrix, we shall write it as 0%*(¢"0/2) = diag(ky,..., k). We
shall also use the same decomposition Ry, = I+ Ry + Ro + R3+ R4 as in Subsection .3 By direct

computation, we get:

RiA(eo) = (7' — 1)(q_1E1/1/ ®vEyn +uby ® qE1/1/) )
A°P(eg)Ry = (¢! — 1)(q71E11 ®@uvEyr +ubin ® un) )
RyA(eg) = —(1 — Q)(qEn ®@vEy1 +uF ® q_lEn) ;
A% (eg) Ry = —(1 — Q)(qE1'1' ®@uEyy +ubin @ q_1E1'1') ;

RsA(eo) = (q—q7 ") D (—1) (kj Evj ® vEj1) + (g — ¢ ) (g " Bry @ vE)
1<j<N

A(eg)R3 = (q—q ") Z (_1)T(7€¢_1Ei1 ®vEy) + (¢ — ¢ )¢ En ® vE1),
1<i<N

RyA(eo) = —(qg—q ") Z (—1)219i191q(p’6i761)(qu1 ®vEin) — (¢ —q ") (qEn @ vE),
1<i<N

A%P(eg)Ry = —(q—g¢7) 3 (~1Y010;q =D (qBy; @ vEuy) — (g — q ) (qBuvy © vE) .
1<G<N

Assembling all the terms (and using (5.29)) for the last two equalities), we get:

Aleg) — A%(eg) = (g —q v (E11 — Ev) @ Byvn — (g — ¢ Yu- E1n ® (By — Evy),
R1A(eq) — A%(eq)Ry = (¢ " — ¢ v+ (Biy — Bvy) ® Eyy + (¢ — Du- Eyy ® (B — Evy),
RyA(eg) — A% (eo)Ry = (¢* — q)v - (E11 — Evy) © Eyy + (1 — ¢ Hu - Eyy © (En — Eyy),

RgA(eo) — AOp(eo)Rg = —(1 — q_2)’U . (E11 — El/l/) X El/l
+q—q v Y (ki Ev;®@Ejpn+(qg—q Yoo Y k'-Ea® By,
1<j<N 1<i<N

R4A(€0) - AOp(eo)R4 = — (q2 - 1)U . (Ell - Ellll) & E1/1
—(q—q Yo-g "IN (<1 0ig ) - En @ Ein
1<i<N

+ (q — qil)’U . qi(min72)/2 Z (_1)_7191,1%(1*([),5]') . El/j X El/j/ .
1<j<N
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Collecting the terms together, we obtain:

RooA(eg) — A%(eg)Roe = —(q — ¢ v - g~ (m7772)/2 Z (—1);&791(](““) - By @ Ein

1<i<N
+(q—q Yo q TDRNT (109,47 - By @ By
1<j<N
tla—g o Y Wk By @Ept(@—q Yo Y k- Ea®Evi. (530)
1S7eN 1<i<N

Though one can evaluate RyA(eg)—A°P(eg) Ry in a similar way, we shall rather present a simple
derivation of the resulting formula by utilizing the automorphism o of Uy (0sp(V')), see (433)). To
this end, we note that o can be extended to a C-algebra automorphism of U, (0sp(V')) by assigning

+ho/2 ho/2 +1 1 +1 1
oiegrreq, fors fo, @O T2 4E 4T DEL L DL

Then, equalities (£36]) still hold, cf. (Z34]). Therefore, applying o of ([£32]) to all matrix coefficients
in the equality (530]), conjugating with 7, and using (4306 together with (L3T]), we get:

Ro(r A% (eg)r™) = (rA(eo)7 )Ry =
—(q—q Yo gm=2/2 3 (—1)"9:91¢»=) - Bjy ® Ein

1<i<N
+(q—q Ho-gm 22 Z (_1)3191,79].@[*(/),61) - By ® Eyji
1<G<N
+g—qg Y- Y kN Ep®@Euj+(q—q¢ Y- Y (=D)'ki- By ® By (5.31)
1<j<N 1<i<N

We also note the following equality of endomorphisms of V' (v) ® V (u):

0 (02 ® p®b) (A(z))or bt = (0% @ 02?) (A°P(z)) for any x € Uy(osp(V)).

Hence, switching the roles of the spectral variables u and v in (B.31]), we obtain:

RoA(ep) — A%(eg)Ry = —(¢ — g Ju-¢m™2/2 %" (—1)"0;01¢") - By @ Eny

1<i<N
+ (g =g Du- gt N (S0 00970 - By @ By
1<G<N
+ ( - kN Ep®E+(g—q Dus Y (=1)'ki- By @ En . (5.32)
1<j<N 1<i<N

Combining (5.30)) and (5.32]) with formula (5.27) and the equality

Tva(eo) — AOp(eo)TVV = (1) — u) Z (—1);/% . El’j & Ejl + (1) — u) Z /{?i_l . Eﬂ & El’i7
1<j<N 1<i<N

we ultimately get the desired result:
R(2)A(eg) — A°P(eg)R(z) = 0.

e Case 2: |v1| = 0.
We use the same notations as above. By direct computation, we obtain:

RlA(eo) = (q1/2 - q1/2){(—1)§q(1)22} . EQ/Q/ &® E2/1 — (—1)T (= ) ’192’0 E1/1/ &® E1/2

+ (=1)?u - By1 ® Byy — (—1)'ou- Eys ® E1'1'} ;
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AP (eg)Ry = (¢'/% - q1/2){(_1)Tq(l)lv - E11 ® By — (—1)2q(71)27920 - E9o @ Eyro

+ (—1)Tu - FEoyqy ® Eqq — (—1)519211, - FEio ® EQQ} ,

RoA(eg) = — (¢"* — ql/Q){(—l)Eq(mU “Foo @ Egrq — (—1)Tq7(71)1020 - E11 ® By

+ (‘UEU - Fory @ Fog — (—1)T192U “Fio ® En} ,

A°P(eg)Ry = — (¢1/? — Q‘l/Q){(—l)Tq‘(‘l)lv - Eyy ® Eyy — (=12~ 090 - By ® By

+ (‘UTU < B @ By — (—1)519211 “FEig ® Ez/z/} ;

RgA(eo) = (q — q_l){ Z (—1)5/{]’0 . E2/j & Ejl — (—1)§q(_1)2/2’(} . E2/2/ X E2/1
1<j<N

— (—1)Tq(71)1/2v . E2/1/ (029 E1/1 — Z (—1);19214/‘]"0 . Ellj &® Ejg

1<j<N

+ (1) gD 2950 - By @ Bys + (—=1)1g™ V' 2y By @ EQ,I,} ,

A (eo)R3 = (q — ql){ Z (_1)527%‘_1” - Ein ® Byi — ¢V 20 Eyy @ Eay
1<i<N

- Z (—1)52192’“;10 B @ By + q(_1)T/2192v - Ei9 ® B

1<i<N

+ (—1)5(](71)2/2192’0 . E22 & E1/2 — (—1)Tq7(71)1/2192u . E1/1 X E12} s

RyA(eg) =
—(q— q_l){ Z (—1)25791'792(1(“61')q(_l)T/zq_(m_n_Q)/zv B @ Eiq — q(—1)T/21921) - B2 ® By
1<i<N
- (—1)5617(71)2/20 - Boo @ Forq — Z 0i90q ) g~ (V' 2q=(m=n=2/2, . B\ @ By

1<i<N

+q V2950 By @ Big + ¢~V 2050 By E12} ,

AOP(GQ)R4 =

_ 273 — N (=T —(m—n—
—(q—gq 1){ S (—1)2ig g e (D2 men=D /2y g By
1<j<N
—q TV By @ By — Y 05470V R menD 2y o By

1<j<N

T

1)1 (—1)2 (=
+q( 1 /21)'E2/1/®E1/1—|-q (=1 /202/’0'E2/2/®E1/2—q =1 /2’U,-E1/1®E2/1/}7
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where we used (.14 £.29) in the last two equalities. Combining the above eight formulas, we get:
ReoAfeo) — A% (eq) Rog =

(g—q Y Y (~1k By @B — (q—q Vv Y (=1)k; - B ® Ej

1<j<N 1<j<N
—(qg—q M- Z (—1)5%;1 Bt ® By + (¢ — q v - Z (—1)5%;1 - Big @ Eysj
1<i<N 1<i<N
—(g=q ) g PO ST (1) P02 By @ Ein
1<i<N
tla—g ") gm0 3 0PV By @ By
1<i<N
+lqg—q )Py N (1) P g2 By @ By
1<5<N
1<j<N

Evoking the paragraph after (5.30]), we immediately obtain (similarly to Case 1):
ROA(@O) — AOp(eo)RQ =
—(a=q Du- Y, DYk Ep @By (g— g 0w Y (“1)*k Ejp @ By,

1<j<N 1<j<N
+(g—qu- D (=D'ki By @ Eq — (q—q ou- Y (=1)'ki- By ® E
1<i<N 1<i<N
+(@—q ) gD Yu Y 9P By @ By
1<i<N

—(g—q ") ¢ Y > (—1)"20;¢P<0¢"2 . Eip © Ein

1<i<N
—(q—q¢ ") g Py Y 970G By @ By
1<j<N
+ (q _ qil) . q(m*n*2)/2u . Z ( )2]0 iq —(p, EJ) 1/2 El/] ® EQ/ /
1<j<N

Likewise, we also obtain:

Tva(eo) — AOp(eo)Tvv = (1) — u) . Z (—1)3kjE2/j & Ejl
1<j<N

— Z (—1)j192k‘jE1/j®Ej2— Z ( )ZQk 1E@1®E2/ + Z 22192145 E@2®E1/ .
1<j<N 1<i<N 1<i<N

Combining the above three equalities with formula (5.28]), we ultimately get the desired result:
R(2)A(eo) — A (eg)R(2) = 0.

APPENDIX A. A-TYPE COUNTERPART

In this Appendix, we present an analogous (though simpler) derivation of both finite and affine
R-matrices associated with the first fundamental representation of A-type quantum supergroups.

A.1. A-type Lie superalgebras.

We shall follow the notations of Section 2.1l with the exception that we do not assume n to be
even and we do not assume (2.1). Recall the Lie superalgebra gl(V') of Section The elements
{Ez‘j}%‘:l form a basis of gl(V'). We choose the Cartan subalgebra b of gl(V') to consist of all

diagonal matrices. Thus, { E;; })¥; is a basis of h and {e;}¥; is a dual basis of h*. The computation
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[Eii, Eap) = (64 — €b)(Eii) Eqp shows that Eg, is a root vector corresponding to the root g, — &.
Hence, we get the root space decomposition gl(V) =b @ @,co 91(V)o with the root system

Q= {e, —cp|la#b}. (A1)
It decomposes ® = &5 U @7 into even and odd roots. We also choose the following polarization:
Ot ={e, —ep|la<b}, O™ ={e, —ep|a>b}. (A.2)

Consider the non-degenerate supertrace bilinear form (-,-): gl(V) x gl(V) — C defined by
(X,Y) = sTr(XY). Its restriction to the Cartan subalgebra h of gl(V') is non-degenerate, giving
rise to an identification b ~ h* via ¢; +> (—1)E;; and inducing a bilinear form (-,-) on h* such
that

(Ei,z’fj) = 52‘j(—1)i for any 1<4,j<N. (A3)
Following the above choice of polarization (A.2]) of the root system (A.Il), the simple roots are
a; =¢; —&i41 (1 <1i < N) and the corresponding root vectors are given by:

e =FEii1, fi=(—1VEip1;, hi=(-1)E;— (-1 " Ey1,01 VI<i<N. (A4
As before, we define the symmetrized Cartan matriz (aij)l]-y];ll via a;; = (a4, «;). Then, the above

elements {e;, f;, h,}f\i _11 are easily seen to satisfy the Chevalley-type relations:
[hi,hj] =0, [hi,e5] = aijej,  [hi, 5] = —ayfj,  [ei,fj] = dishi. (A.5)
Define a Lie subalgebra sl((V') of gl(V) via sl(V) = {x € gl(V)|sTr(X) = 0}. For m = n, we
note that the identity map I belongs to sl(V'). Accordingly, we define the Lie superalgebra A(V):

if
A(V) = sl(V) 1 m#n.
s(V)/C-T ifm=n

This basic A-type Lie superalgebra admits a generators and relations presentation, due to [37,
Main Theorem]. Explicitly, it is generated by {e;, f;, h; }Z 1 , with the Zo-grading

\m:w:{gizii,\m:@, (A6

with the defining relations (A.5) as well as the following Serre relations:
le;,ej] =0, [fi,f;]=0 if a;;=0, (A7)
leis [ei el =0, [fi,[fi, )] =0 if j=i£1l and « € @, (A8)
[[lei—1,ei],eir1],e]) =0, [[[fiz1,fi], fiza], fi) =0 if «; € ®7. (AL9)

A.2. A-type quantum supergroups.

The A-type quantum supergroup Uy (A(V')) is a natural quantization of the universal enveloping
superalgebra U(A(V)). Explicitly, U, (A(V)) is a C(g'/?)-superalgebra generated by {e;, fi, ¢*"/2} N1,
with the Zs-grading as in (A.6), subject to the analogues of (2.21])—(2.23)):

[qhi/Q’th‘/Q] :0, qﬂ:hl/Qq:th/z =1
qhi/2€jq7h¢/2 — qaij/2ej7 qh¢/2qu7hi/2 — qfaij/2fj7
q [ — q 1
€i, f = 527 )
s £ = 52—
as well as the following g-Serre relations (cf. [35, Proposition 10.4.1}):

[[62‘, ej]] = 0, [[f@, f]]] =0 lf CLZ']' = 0, (AlO)
[[62‘, [[62‘, ej]]]] =0, [[fu [[fl, f]]]]] =0 if j=1+%1 and oy € (I)(), (All)
[[lei-1,ei], eir1], e =0, [[lfi-1, fil, fira], il =0 if oy € @1, (A.12)

with the notation [-, -] introduced in (36). Moreover, U,(A(V')) is equipped with a Hopf superal-
gebra structure by the same formulas as in Subsection 241
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A.3. First fundamental representations.
Using the notation of Section B, we have the following analogue of Proposition B.1F
Proposition A.13. The following defines a representation o: Uy(A(V)) — End(V):
oled) =ei,  olfi)=Ffi, o) =g  for 1<i<N, (A.14)
where {e;,f;,h; Y71 denote the action of Chevalley-type generators of A(V') given by (AA4).
Proof. The proof is completely analogous to that of Proposition Bl O
A.4. Tensor square of the first fundamental representation.

Proposition A.15. The U,(A(V))-representation V@V is generated by the following two highest
weight vectors

wy = v U1, Wy = V1 ® vy — (—1)T(T+§)q(71)1 <9 @ vy . (A.16)

Proof. Let us show that the vectors wy and wsy are indeed highest weight vectors for the action
0%? of Uy(A(V)) on V ® V. First, we note that these vectors are eigenvectors with respect to
hi/2.

q"il=:

Q®2(qhi/2)w1 _ q261(hi/2)w1’ Q®2(qhi/2)w2 _ q(51+52)(hi/2)w2 V1<i<N.
It remains to verify that w; and ws are annihilated by all ¢®2(e;). The equality 0®2(e;)(w;) = 0
follows from g(e;)(v1) = 0. Likewise, 0®?(e;)(wy) = 0 for i > 1 follows from o(e;)vy = o(e;)v2 = 0.
Meanwhile, combining o(e1)vs = vy, o(e1)v1 = 0, o(¢"/?)v; = ¢Y"/2p;, and [224)), we also get:

0% (e1)wa = (0(¢"/?) @ o(e1))(v1 ® v2) — (1)1 ¢V (o(e1) ® 0(g7"/2)) (v2 @ 1)
_ ((_1)(T+§)T LgDY2 (L) TERD) (D! .q—(—l)l/Z) v ®@v; =0,

The fact that wq, wy generate the Uy(A(V))-module V@V follows from the classical result that
the gl(V)-module V' ® V is generated by the vectors w; = wi|g=1 = v1 ® v; and Wy = wa|g=1 =
v1®@vg—(—1)M 042 @y . In fact, V@V splits into the direct sum of two irreducible gl(V)-modules
S2V, A2V generated by wy,ws (here, Wy generates SV if |vy| = 0 and A2V if |vy| = 1). O

A.5. Explicit finite R-matrices.

Let p be the Weyl vector of ®, defined by the same formula (£I3)). We note that it still

satisfies (I4]). We also define the U, (A(V))-module isomorphism Ryy: VOV -~ V@V precisely
as in Proposition [£.8 The following is a counterpart of Theorem

Theorem A.17. The U,(A(V))-module isomorphism Ryy:V @ V=5V @V and its inverse
Ryt for the Uy(A(V))-module V' constructed in Proposition are given by

Ryy =1yv o Ry, Ryy =71yv o Ry (A.18)
with the following explicit operators
N - -
Ro=1+(¢"?=¢"?)Y (-1)iq I PE; @ Ei+ (¢ — )Y (-1 E; @ Ej;  (A.19)
i=1 1<J

and
N - b
Ro =1+ (q1/2 _ q71/2) Z(_l)zq(ei,a)/?Eii ® By + (¢ — qil) Z(—l)JEz‘j ® Ej; . (A.20)
i=1 1>]
Remark A.21. We note that all summands in (A.19] [A.20]) already featured in (Z.I7), LIS]).
The proof is analogous to that of Theorem and follows from the next four Propositions.
Proposition A.22. For any element x € Uy(A(V)), the following equalities hold:
RoA(z) = A°P(z)Ro and RooA(x) = AP(2)Ry (A.23)
where A°P is the opposite coproduct defined via A°P = 70 A.
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Proof. We shall only verify RooA(x) = A% (2) Ry when x = e, (the proof for the other generators
z = ¢The/2 f, as well as for Ry instead of R is completely analogous to our treatment in
Proposition E19). Since ¢"+/2 is a diagonal matrix, we shall write it as ¢"+/? = diag(k, ..., ky).
By direct computation, we get:

RooA(ea) = (0® 0)(Alea)) + (¢ — 1>{q<”5/2  Baq ® Egar1+q V2 EBia ® E}
+(q—qh Z(—l);kj “Eqj ® Ejat1
ij<a
+(g—q )Y (-1)F(~)EDE B e By,
i>a

and
A%(eq)Roo = (0 ® 0)(A%(€q))

+ ((1(71)a+1 - 1){q(1)a+1/2 “Eot1,041 @ Egat1 + g VT

Ea,a+1 ® Ea—i—l,a—l—l}

+ (q - q—l) Z (_1)(1-1—1(_1)(6+a+1)(i+a+1)ki—1 . Ei,a—f—l ® Eai
i>a+1

+(g—q ") Y. (~1Ykj Eqj ® Ejag-
j<a+1

Combining these two formulas with
(0® 0)(Alea) — A%P(ea)) = (¢/* - q—1/2>{(<—1>5Eaa — (1) Eat1011) ® Egat

~ Bua1 ® (417 — (-1 By ) .

we obtain the desired equality RooA(eq) — A°P(eq)Roo =0 for all 1 <a < N. O

Next, we evaluate the eigenvalues of 7Ry, T R, }?vv on the highest weight vectors from (A.T6]).
Proposition A.24. The highest weight vectors wy, ws from (AI6) are eigenvectors of Ty o Ry

mvvRo(wi) = pf -wi,  TyvRo(wz) = ph - wo
with the eigenvalues p = (—1)Tq_(_1)T and p = —(—1)Tq(_1)T.
Proposition A.25. The highest weight vectors wy,ws from (A16) are eigenvectors of Tyy o Reo
vy Roo(wr) = p3° - wy Tvy Roo(w2) = p15° - w2
with the eigenvalues us° = (—1)Tq(_1)T =1/p? and p = —(—1)Tq_(_1)T =1/u9.
Proposition A.26. The highest weight vectors w1, ws are eigenvectors of Ryv
Ryy(wi) =M -wi,  Ryv(w) =Xy ws

with the eigenvalues A\; = (—1)Tq*(*1)T =l and Ny = —(—1)Tq(*1)T = u3.

The above three results are proved completely analogously to Propositions 4.21], [4.24] and [4.26l
This completes the proof of Theorem [A. 17

A.6. Explicit affine R-matrices.

Let 6 =1 —ey = a1 +...+ay—1 be the highest root of A(V') with respect to the polarization
(A22). Define the symmetrized extended Cartan matriz (aij)fyj_:lo of A(V') as in Subsection 5.1l The
A-type quantum affine supergroup, denoted by Uq(A(V)), is a C(¢*'/?)-superalgebra generated
by {ei, fi, qihi/2}i]\i_01 U {y*!, D*1}, with the Zo-grading

0 ifOéZ‘GCI)()

- for 0<i< N,
1 lfOzZ'E(I)i

V= [DF =il =0, el = Ifil = {
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where ag is a root of the same parity as 6, subject to the analogues of (5.2)—(5.6):

D .DT =1, [D,"? =0, DeD™'=¢%e;, DfiD™t=q%if;,

+1 ho/2gh1/2 .. ghn-1/?
)

~ 'Wﬂ =1, y=¢q -q ~ — central element ,

[qhi/zthj/Q] — 7 Zl:hi/Qq:Fhi/Q =1
qhz/erq—hz/Q qaw/Q th/Qqu—hl/Z — q—aij/ij’
—h;

" —q
&, fi] = 60—
les, fi] Wy g1

together with the g-Serre relations specified in (A.10)-([A.12). The Hopf superalgebra structure
on Uq(g(V)) is given by the same formulas as in Subsection (.1l Similarly to the last paragraph
of Subsection 5.1}, we also define the superalgebra Ué(ﬁ(V)) by ignoring the degree generators
D*L,

Proposition A.27. For any u € C* and a,b € C* satisfying ab = (—1 )N the Uy(A(V))-action
o on' V' from Proposition [A. 13 can be extended to a Ué(ﬁ(V)) action 0%* on V(u) =V by setting

ngb(x) — Q((L‘) fOI' al] T € {ei7 fl?qihl/Q}Z:E

+ho/2 +1
0/2 5

and defining the action of the remaining generators ey, fo,q as follows:

0%%(eq) = au - Eny, 0% (fo) =bu~t - Ern,

ab( tho/2y _ F(-DTEn—(-D¥Exn)/2 b+l (A.28)
o (a77) =q NN)/2 o pab( ALy
Proof. The proof is analogous (though much simpler) to that of Proposition [5.71 O

We also note the following analogue of Proposition L.I0

Proposition A.29. Let u be an indeterminate and redefine V(u) via V(u) = V ®c Clu,u™!].
Then, the formulas defining o%® on the generators from Proposition [A.27 together with

(DY (v @ uF) = ¢FF v @ WP VvoeV . keZ (A.30)
give rise to the same-named action o%° of Uq(ﬁ(V)) on V(u).
We shall now present the explicit formula for R(z), cf. Theorem

Theorem A.31. For any u,v, set z = ufv. For Uq(A(V))—modules 020, 0%Y from Proposi-
tion [A29 (with ab = (—1)N), the following operator R(z) = 7 o R(z) satisfies (5.14), where

R(z) = (2 — 1){1+(ql/2 —qM?) Y (~1)iglEe? 'En@Equ(q—q1)2(_1)3E”®Eﬂ}

1<i<N i>j
+(qg—q¢ Hr. (A32)

Remark A.33. We note that rescaling R(z) of (A.32) by :11, setting ¢ = e /2,2 = " and
further taking the limit 7 — 0 recovers the rational R-matrix (super-analogue of the Yang’s R-
matrix):

lim {_R(z)

1 1
M\ 2= 1 lametvimetn p = 1= 0

The proof of Theorem [A31] is straightforward and crucially relies on the expression of R(z)
from (A.32) through Ry, R of (A9 [A.20), which is a special case of the Yang-Baaterization
from [16]. Recall that the R-matrix RVV =R= Ty Ro has two distinct eigenvalues A1 and Ag, in
accordance with Propositions[A.24] and [A.26]. In that setup, the Yang-Baxterization of [16] (3.15)]
produces the following solution to (B.15):

R(z) = \;'R+ 2\ R (A.34)
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Proposition A.35. The affine ]A:{—matm'x R(z) of (A32)) coincides (up to TAand a scalar multiple)
with the Yang-Baxterization of Ryy = Tyy o Ry. To be more specific, for R(z) = Tyy o R(2):

MR(2) = \ ' Ryy + 2\ Ry (A.36)
with A1, A2 evaluated explicitly in Proposition [A.26.
Proof. By straightforward computation, based on (A.19] [A.20] [A.32]), one verifies that

MR(2) = Ay 'Ry + 2\ R . (A.37)
Composing with 71 on the left, and using (A.I8]), recovers equality (A.36]). O
Remark A.38. We note that one recovers Ry, Ry, of (A.19] [A.20) as renormalized limits of R(z):
Ry = —R(2)]:=0, Roo = lim {R(2)/z} .

A.7. Proof of Theorem [A.31]

Due to Proposition [A.35] and Theorem [A.17] it only remains to verify (5.I4]) for z = ey and
x = fo. We shall now present the direct verification for x = ey, while z = fy can be treated
analogously to the finite case by utilizing the supertransposition (Z7]). We shall also assume that
a =1, as in the orthosymplectic case.

Since gz’b(qhoﬂ) is a diagonal matrix, we shall write it as gg’b(qhop) = diag(ki,...,kn). By
direct computation, we get:

RooAl(eg) = A(eo) + (q(fl)N - 1){(1(1)N/2U -Enn ® Ent + qf(fl)Nﬁu -En1 ® ENN}

+lg—a ) Y (~1Vkju-Enj @ Ej— (g — ¢ )(=1)Ng"V" 20 Exy ® En,
152N

A°P(eg)Roo = AP (eg) + (q(fl)l - 1){(1(1)1/20 “Fi @ Ent + qf(fl)l/Qu “En1 ® En}

Fla—g ) 3 ()N By @ By — (g — ¢ (1)) 20 By © By
1<i<N

Collecting the terms together, we thus obtain:

ReoA(en) — A% (e0) Roo =

(g—q - Z (—1)k; - Enj ® Ejy — Z (-UNHTNJJ%;l - Eij1 @ En;
1<j<N 1<i<N

Evoking the paragraph after (5.30]), we immediately obtain:
RoA(eg) — A%(eo) Ro =

(g—q Mu- Z (—1)7@ ‘BN @ Ej — Z (—1)NE+TN+H]€;1 - Eij @ En;
1<j<N 1<i<N

Combining the above equalities with formula (A37), we get the desired result:
R(2)A(eg) — A°P(eg)R(z) = 0.
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