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ABSTRACT. In this paper, we investigate the differential smoothness of skew
PBW extensions over commutative polynomial rings on one and two indeter-
minates.

1. INTRODUCTION

Ore [69, 70] introduced a kind of noncommutative polynomial rings which has
become one of most basic and useful constructions in ring theory and noncommu-
tative algebra. For an associative and unital ring R, an endomorphism o of R and
a o-derivation § of R, the Ore extension or skew polynomial ring of R is obtained
by adding a single generator x to R subject to the relation zr = o(r)x + §(r) for
all » € R. This Ore extension of R is denoted by R[z;c,d]. As one can appreciate
in the literature, a lot of papers and books have been published concerning ring-
theoretical, homological, geometrical properties and applications of these extensions
(e.g. [10, 22, 29, 30, 39, 40, 64, 60, 80, 85] and references therein).

On the other hand, Bell and Goodearl [9] defined the Poincaré-Birkhoff- Witt
(PBW for short) extensions with the aim of cover several families of generalized
operator rings as the enveloping algebra of a finite-dimensional Lie algebra, Weyl
algebras, differential operators over Lie algebras, the twisted or smash product
differential operator rings and universal enveloping rings [9, Section 5]. Different
properties of PBW extensions have been studied by some researchers [2, 35, 306, 38,
62, 63, 85, 89].

With the aim of generalizing Ore extensions of injective type (that is, R[x; 0, ]
with ¢ an injective map) and PBW extensions, Gallego and Lezama [31] intro-
duced the notion of skew PBW (SPBW) extension. Over the years several authors
have shown that SPBW extensions also generalize families of noncommutative alge-
bras such as 3-dimensional skew polynomial algebras introduced by Bell and Smith
[8], diffusion algebras defined by Isaev et al. [45, 71], ambiskew polynomial rings
introduced by Jordan [46, 47], solvable polynomial rings introduced by Kandri-
Rody and Weispfenning [48], almost normalizing extensions defined by McConnell
and Robson [64], and skew bi-quadratic algebras with PBW basis introduced by
Bavula [6]. As expected, there are different relations between SPBW extensions
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and other noncommutative algebras having PBW bases defined in the literature
(e'g' [ g ) ) ’ ’ ’ ) ])

In this paper we are interested in the notion of differential smoothnness of alge-
bras defined by Brzezinski and Sitarz [20]. Before saying some words about it, we
recall key aspects of connections and differential calculi in noncommutative geom-
etry.

The theory of connections in noncommutative geometry is well-known (for more
details, see the beautiful treatments presented by Connes [24] or Giachetta et al.
[34]). Briefly, one considers a differential graded algebra QA = @ Q™A over a

n=0

k-algebra A = QYA with k a field, and then defines a connection in a left A-
module M as a linear map V° : M — Q'A ®4 M that satisfies the Leibniz’s rule
VO(am) = da®@sm+aV®(m) for all m € M and a € A. As it can be seen, this is a
noncommutative definition obtained by a replacement of commutative algebras of
functions on a manifold X, and their modules of sections of a vector bundle over
X (in the classical definition of a connection), by noncommutative algebras and
their general one-sided modules. Just as Brzezinski said, “this captures very well
the classical context in which connections appear and brings it successfully to the
realm of noncommutative geometry” [11, p. 557].

Brzeziniski in his paper noted that, on the algebraic side, this definition of con-
nection seems to be only a half of a more general picture. In the first place, a
noncommutative connection is defined by using the tensor functor, and as is well-
known, this functor has a right adjoint, the hom-functor, so it is natural to ask
whether it is possible to introduce connection-like objects defined with the use of
the hom-functor. In the second place, the vector space dual to M is a right A-
module and a left connection in the above sense does not induce a right connection
on the dual of M, so having in mind the adjointness properties between tensor and
hom functors, the induced map necessarily involves the hom-functor.

Motivated by all these facts, Brzezinski [11] showed that there is a natural and
potentially rich theory of connnection-like objects defined as maps on the spaces
of morphisms of modules. Due to the role of spaces of homomorphisms, these
objects are termed hom-connections (also are called divergences due to that if A
is an algebra of functions on the Euclidean space R™ and Q'(A) is the standard
module of one-form, then we obtain the classical divergence of the elementary vector
calculus [12, p. 892]). As a matter of fact, he proved that hom-connections arise
naturally from (strong) connections in noncommutative principal bundles, and that
every left connection on a bimodule (in the sense of Cuntz and Quillen [26]) gives
rise to a hom-connection. Brzezinski also studied the induction procedure of hom-
connections via differentiable bimodules (and hence, via maps of differential graded
algebras), and proved that any hom-connection can be extended to higher forms.
He introduced the notion of curvature and showed that a consecutive application
of hom-connections can be expressed in terms of the curvature, which leads to a
chain complex associated to a flat (i.e. curvature-zero) hom-connection (this chain
complex and its homology can be considered as dual complements of the cochain
complex associated to a connection and the twisted cohomology, which is crucial in
the theory of noncommutative differential fibrations [7]).

Two years later, Brzeziniski et al. [18] presented a construction of differential
calculi which admits hom-connections. This construction is based on the use of
twisted multi-derivations, where the constructed first-order calculus Q!(A) is free
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as a left and right A-module; Q' (A) should be understood as a module of sections on
the cotangent bundle over a manifold represented by A, and hence their construction
corresponds to parallelizable manifolds or to an algebra of functions on a local chart.
One year later, Brzeziriski asserted that “one should expect Q(A) to be a finitely
generated and projective module over A (thus corresponding to sections of a non-
trivial vector bundle by the Serre-Swan theorem)” [12, p. 885]. In his paper, he
extended the construction in [18] to finitely generated and projective modules.

Related to differential calculi, we have the smoothness of algebras. Briefly, the
study of this smoothness goes back at least to Grothendieck’s EGA [11]. The con-
cept of a formally smooth commutative (topological) algebra introduced by him was
extended to the noncommutative setting by Schelter [34]. An algebra is formally
smooth if and only if the kernel of the multiplication map is projective as a bimod-
ule. This notion arose as a replacement of a far too general definition based on
the finiteness of the global dimension; Cuntz and Quillen [26] called these algebras
quasi-free. Precisely, the notion of smoothness based on the finiteness of this di-
mension was refined by Stafford and Zhang [38], where a Noetherian algebra is said
to be smooth provided that it has a finite global dimension equal to the homological
dimension of all its simple modules. In the homological setting, Van den Bergh [90]
called an algebra homologically smooth if it admits a finite resolution by finitely
generated projective bimodules. The characterization of this kind of smoothness
for the noncommutative pillow, the quantum teardrops, and quantum homogeneous
spaces was made by Brzeziniski [11, 13] and Kriahmer [51], respectively.

Brzezinski and Sitarz [20] defined other notion of smoothness of algebras, termed
differential smoothness due to the use of differential graded algebras of a specified
dimension that admits a noncommutative version of the Hodge star isomorphism,
which considers the existence of a top form in a differential calculus over an algebra
together with a string version of the Poincaré duality realized as an isomorphism
between complexes of differential and integral forms. This new notion of smooth-
ness is different and more constructive than the homological smoothness mentioned
above. “The idea behind the differential smoothness of algebras is rooted in the
observation that a classical smooth orientable manifold, in addition to de Rham
complex of differential forms, admits also the complex of integral forms isomorphic
to the de Rham complex [61, Section 4.5]. The de Rham differential can be under-
stood as a special left connection, while the boundary operator in the complex of
integral forms is an example of a right connection” [20, p. 413].

Several authors (e.g. [14, 15, 18, 19, 20, 28, 49, 50, 76]) have characterized the
differential smoothness of algebras such as the quantum two - and three - spheres,
disc, plane, the noncommutative torus, the coordinate algebras of the quantum
group SU,(2), the noncommutative pillow algebra, the quantum cone algebras, the
quantum polynomial algebras, Hopf algebra domains of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension
two that are not PI, families of Ore extensions, some 3-dimensional skew polynomial
algebras, diffusion algebras in three generators, and noncommutative coordinate
algebras of deformations of several examples of classical orbifolds such as the pillow
orbifold, singular cones and lens spaces. An interesting fact is that some of these
algebras are also homologically smooth in the Van den Bergh’s sense.

Considering the active research on differential smoothness of noncommutative
algebras, and having in mind that ring, theoretical and geometrical properties of
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SPBW extensions (and hence of PBW extensions) have been investigated by differ-
ent authors [1, , 29,42, 43, 44, 57, 67, , 87, 89], our purpose in this paper
is to investigate thls smoothness for the SPBW extensions over the commutative
polynomial rings k[t] and k[t1, 2] (in a sequel paper [83] we study the differential
smoothness in the case of commutative polynomial rings generated on three and
more indeterminates). Since these extensions are more general than 3-dimensional
skew polynomial algebras [3], diffusion algebras [45], and skew bi-quadratic algebras
[6] (see also double Ore extensions [94, 95]), and that the differential smoothness
of all these families of algebras has been investigated in 76, 81, 82|, this paper is a
sequel of the research of the smooth geometry of SPBW extensions from Brzezinski
and Sitarz’s point of view. In this way, we contribute to the study of the noncom-
mutative geometry (algebraic and differential) of SPBW extensions that has been
carried out by Lezama [54, 55, 57, 58] and other people [25, 68, 87].

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall the definitions and
preliminaries on SPBW extensions and differential smoothness of algebras in order
to set up notation and render this paper self-contained. Next, Section 3 contains
the first original results on the paper. We extend Brzezinski’s ideas developed for
skew polynomial rings of the commutative polynomial ring k[¢] [14] (Example 2.11)
to the setting of SPBW extensions over k[t]. Due to the length of the non-trivial
computations, first we take as toy models the SPBW extensions generated by two
and three indeterminates (Sections 3.1 and 3.2, respectively), while the general
case is presented in Section 3.3. Theorems 3.3, 3.5 and 3.7 are the key results
that establish sufficient conditions to assert that a SPBW extension over klt] is
differentially smooth. In Section 4, we study the differential smoothness of SPBW
extensions over k[t1,t2]. As it can be seen, the computations are highly non-trivial.
Just as we did in Section 3, we divide our treatment in the case of two, three and n
indeterminates (Sections 4.1, 4.2, and 4.3, respectively). The important results in
this section are Theorems 4.2, 4.5 and 4.7. Finally, in Section 5 we say a few words
about a future work related to the sequel paper.

Throughout the paper, the word ring means an associative ring with identity
not necessarily commutative. N denotes the set of natural numbers including zero,
K and k denote a commutative ring with identity and a field, respectively. Aut(R)
denotes the set of automorphisms of the ring R.

2. DEFINITIONS AND PRELIMINARIES
2.1. Skew Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt extensions.

Definition 2.1 ([31, Definition 1]). Let R and A be rings. We say that A is a
SPBW extension over R if the following conditions hold:

(i) R is a subring of A sharing the same identity element.

(ii) There exist elements x1,...,z, € A \ R such that A is a left free R-
module with basis given by the set Mon(A) := {z* = 2{* - - 2% | a =
(a1,...,an) € NT}

(iii) For each 1 <4 < m and any r € R \ {0}, there exists an element ¢; , €
R\ {0} such that z;r — ¢; ,x; € R.

(iv) For 1 <i,j < n, there exists an element d; ; € R \ {0} such that

T;x; — di,jxixj € R+ Rxy+ -+ Rxy,,

i.e., there exist elements r(l J),rgi’j), e ,Tsli’j) € R with
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ot

Tjx; — di jT05 = r(()w) + EZ:I r,(;’])xk.

We use freely the notation A = o(R){(x1,...,2,) to denote a SPBW extension
A over aring R in the indeterminates 1, ...,x,. R is called the ring of coefficients
of the extension A.

Since Mon(A) is a left R-basis of A, the elements ¢; , and d; ; in Definition 2.1 are
unique. Every element f € A \ {0} has a unique representation as f = ZE:O 7 X5,
with r; € R\ {0} and X; € Mon(A) for 0 < i <t with Xo = 1. When necessary,
we use the notation f = Z;O r;Y;. For X = 2% € Mon(A), exp(X) := « and
deg(X) := |a|. Let deg(f) := max{deg(X;)}!_; [31, Remark 2 and Definition 6].

If A=o(R)(x1,...,2n) is a SPBW extension over R, then for each 1 < i < n,
there exist an injective endomorphism o; : R — R and a o;-derivation §; : R — R
such that z;r = o;(r)z; + d;(r), for each » € R [31, Proposition 3]. We use the
notation ¥ := {o1,...,0,} and A := {d1,...,d,}, and say that the pair (X, A)
is a system of endomorphisms and X-derivations of R with respect to A. For
a=(o,...,0n) EN", 0% : =0 0- 002", 0% := " 0--- 002", where o denotes
the classical composition of functions.

Definition 2.2 ([31, Definition 4|, [56, Definition 2.3 (ii)]). Consider a SPBW
extension A = o(R)(x1,...,2z,) over R.
(i) Ais called quasi-commutative if the conditions (iii) - (iv) in Definition (2.1)
are replaced by the following:
— For every 1 <i<nandr € R\ {0} there exists ¢; ; € R \ {0} such
that z;r = ¢;,z;.
— For every 1 < 4,j < n, there exists d; ; € R \ {0} such that z;z; =
diyin{Ej.

(ii) A is bijective if o; is bijective, for every 1 < i < n, and d; ; is invertible, for
any 1 <i<j<n.

(iii) If o; is the identity map of R for each i = 1,...,n, then we say that A is
of derivation type. Similarly, if §; is zero, for every i, then A is called of
endomorphism type.

(iv) A is said to be semi-commutative if it is quasi-commutative and z;r = ra;,
for each ¢ and every r € R.

Next, we consider some interesting families examples of SPBW extensions.

Example 2.3. (i) SPBW extensions of endomorphism type over a ring are
more general than iterated Ore extensions of endomorphism type of the
same ring. Let us illustrate the situation with two and three indeterminates.

For the iterated Ore extension of endomorphism type R[z;0,]y; 0y], if
r € R then we have the following relations: zr = o, (r)z, yr = o,(r)y,
and yx = oy (z)y. Now, if we have o(R)(z,y) a SPBW extension of endo-
morphism type over R, then for any r € R, Definition 2.1 establishes that
ar = o1(r)z, yr = o2(r)y, and yx = dy2xy + 19 + rix + r2y, for some
elements di 2, 70,71 and 2 belong to R.

If we have the iterated Ore extension R[x;0.][y; 0y][z; 02|, then for any
r € R, xr = o,(r)z, yr = oy(r)y, zr = 0,(r)z, yzr = oy(x)y, 2z = 0,(x)z,
zy = 0,(y)z. For the SPBW extension of endomorphism type o(R){x, y, z),
ar =o1(r)z, yr = o2(r)y, zr = o3(r)z, yr = di2xy + 1o + 1T + 12y + 132,
zx =dysxz+ri+riz+rhy+riz, and zy = desyz + 1y +rix+riy +rfz,
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for some elements dy 2, d1,3,d2.3,70, 70, T4 71, 71, T s T2, 7h, 74 73, 75,74 of R.
As the number of indeterminates increases, the differences between both
algebraic structures are more remarkable.

From Definition 2.1 (iv), it is clear that SPBW extensions are more gen-
eral than iterated skew polynomial rings. For example, universal envelop-
ing algebras of finite dimensional Lie algebras and some 3-dimensional
skew polynomial algebras in the sense of Bell and Smith [$] cannot be ex-
pressed as iterated skew polynomial rings but are SPBW extensions. Quasi-
commutative SPBW extensions are isomorphic to iterated Ore extensions
of endomorphism type [59, Theorem 2.3].

PBW extensions introduced by Bell and Goodearl [9] are particular ex-
amples of SPBW extensions. More exactly, the first objects satisfy the
relation x;r = ra; + §;(r) for every ¢ = 1,...,n and each r € R, and
the elements d;; in Definition 2.1 (iv) are equal to the identity of R. As
examples of PBW extensions, we mention the following: the enveloping
algebra of a finite-dimensional Lie algebra; any differential operator ring
R[b1,...,61;61,...,0,] formed from commuting derivations 1, ..., d,; dif-
ferential operators introduced by Rinehart; twisted or smash product dif-
ferential operator rings, and others [9, p. 27].

3-dimensional skew polynomial algebras were defined by Bell and Smith
[8]. Briefly, a 3-dimensional algebra A is a k-algebra generated by the
indeterminates x,y, z subject to the relations

yz—oazy =2\, zx—frz=pu, and zy—yyr="v,

where A\, u,v € kr + ky + kz + k, and o, 3,7 € k*. A is called a 3-
dimensional skew polynomial k-algebra if the set {xiyjzk | i,7,k > O} forms
a k-basis of the algebra. Up to isomorphism, there are fifteen 3-dimensional
skew polynomial k-algebras [80], Theorem C4.3.1] (see also [72, 73, 78]).
Diffusion algebras were introduced from the physicist point of view by Isaev
et al. [15] as quadratic algebras that appear as algebras of operators that
model the stochastic flow of motion of particles in a one dimensional discrete
lattice, while Pyatov and Twarock [71] presented a construction formalism
for these algebras and to use the latter to prove the results in [45]: “Diffusion
algebras play a key role in the understanding of one-dimensional stochastic
processes. In the case of N species of particles with only nearest-neighbor
interactions with exclusion on a one-dimensional lattice, diffusion algebras
are useful tools in finding expressions for the probability distribution of the
stationary state of these processes. Following the idea of matrix product
states, the latter are given in terms of monomials built from the generators
of a quadratic algebra” [71, p. 3268|.

Following Pyatov and Twarock’s notation and let «, 5 be two elements
belonging to the set Iy := {1,...,n} with o < B. Counsider quadratic
relations of the form

9o DaDg — ggaDpDo = 23Dy — x4 Dg,

with gog € R\ {0}, gsa € R, and z,,23 € C.
From [71, Definition 1.1], an algebra with set of generators given by
{D, | @ € In} and relations of type (2.1) is called diffusion algebra, if it
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admits a linear PBW-basis of ordered monomials of the form
DDz ---Dir, with k; €N and oy >ag > -+ > oy,

Due to physical reasons only relations with positive coefficients gog €
R0 and ggo € R>g (o < B) are relevant because they are interpreted as
hopping rates in stochastic models [71, p. 3268|.

Let n > 2 be a natural number. A family M = (m;;)i>; of elements m,;
belonging to R (1 < j < i < n) is called a lower triangular half~-matriz with
coefficients in R. The set of all such matrices is denoted by L, (R).

Bavula [6, Section 1] defined for o = (071, ...,0,) an n-tuple of commut-
ing endomorphisms of R, § = (d1,...,d,) an n-tuple of o-endomorphisms
of R (that is, 0; is a o;-derivation of R for i = 1,...,n), @ = (g;j) €
L.(Z(R)), A := (asjx) where a;;p € R, 1 < j < i < n and k =
1,...,n, and B := (b;;) € Ln(R), the skew bi-quadratic algebra (SBQA)
A = R[x1,...,2,;0,0,Q,A B] as a ring generated by the ring R and ele-
ments x1, ..., %, subject to the defining relations

x;r = oi(r)a; + 6;(r), fori=1,...,n, and every r € R,

n
TiTj — QijTix; = Zaij,kxk + bij, for all j < 1.
k=1

If 0, = idg and §; = 0 for i« = 1,...,n, the ring A is called the bi-
quadratic algebra (BQA) and is denoted by A = R[x1,...,2,;Q, A B]. A

has PBW basisif A= @ Rx® where 2% = z{* - - z0n.
aeNn
It is clear from the definition that bi-quadratic algebras having PBW

basis are particular examples of SPBW extensions.

2.2. Differential smoothness. We follow Brzeziriski and Sitarz’s presentation on
differential smoothness carried out in [20, Section 2| (c.f. [11, 13]).

Definition 2.4 (|20, Section 2.1]). (i) A differential graded algebra is a non-

(i)

(iii)

negatively graded algebra §2 with the product denoted by A together with
a degree-one linear map d : Q* — Q°*! that satisfies the graded Leibniz’s
rule and is such that dod = 0.

A differential graded algebra (2, d) is a calculus over an algebra A if QA =
Aand Q"A = A dANdIAN--- NdA (dA appears n-times) for all n € N
(this last is called the density condition). We write (QA,d) with QA =
P,,cn 1" A. By using the Leibniz’s rule, it follows that Q" A = dA A dA A
- ANdA A. A differential calculus QA is said to be connected if ker(d |qo o
) =k.

A calculus (QA,d) is said to have dimension n if QA # 0 and Q™A =0
for all m > n. An n-dimensional calculus QA admits a volume form if Q™A
is isomorphic to A as a left and right A-module.

The existence of a right A-module isomorphism means that there is a free gen-
erator, say w, of Q™A (as a right A-module), i.e. w € Q™ A, such that all elements
of Q™A can be uniquely expressed as wa with a € A. If w is also a free generator
of Q™A as a left A-module, this is said to be a volume form on QA.
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The right A-module isomorphism 2" A — A corresponding to a volume form w
is denoted by 7, i.e.

(2.5) 7w(wa) =a, forallae A.

By using that Q™ A is also isomorphic to A as a left A-module, any free generator
w induces an algebra endomorphism v, of A by the formula

(2.6) aw = wr,(a).

Note that if w is a volume form, then v, is an algebra automorphism.

Now, we proceed to recall the key ingredients of the integral calculus on A as
dual to its differential calculus. For more details, see Brzezinski et al. [11, 18].

Let (24,d) be a differential calculus on A. The space of n-forms 2" A is an
A-bimodule. Consider Z, A the right dual of Q2™ A, the space of all right A-linear
maps Q" A — A, that is, 7, A := Hom4 (2" (A), A). Notice that each of the Z, A is
an A-bimodule with the actions

(a-¢-b)(w) =ap(bw), forall ¢ eZ,A weQ"Aand a,be A

The direct sum of all the Z,, A, that is, ZA = @ Z,, 4, is a right QA-module with
action given by !

2.7 (¢-w) (W) =0¢wAw), forall p €L, A weQ"Aandw € Q™A

Definition 2.5 ([11, Definition 2.1]). A divergence (also called hom-connection)
on A is a linear map V : 73 A — A such that

(2.8) V(g -a) =V (d)a+ ¢(da), forall € 1A and a € A.
Note that a divergence can be extended to the whole of ZA,
Vo Top1 A — T, A,
by considering
(2.9) Vo(9)(w) = V(¢ w)+ (=) ¢(dw), forall ¢ € T,11(A) and w € Q" A.
By putting together (2.8) and (2.9), we get the Leibniz’s rule
(2.10) V(¢ w) = Vinga(9) - w+ (1) "¢ - dw,

for all elements ¢ € 7,4 +14 and w € Q™A [11, Lemma 3.2]. In the case n = 0,
if Hom 4 (A, M) is canonically identified with M, then V reduces to the classical
Leibniz’s rule.

Definition 2.6 (|11, Definition 3.4]). The right A-module map
F =Vyo0V;:Homa(Q2A, M) - M

is called a curvature of a hom-connection (M, Vo). (M, V) is said to be flat if
its curvature is the zero map, that is, if V o V; = 0. This condition implies that
Vno VnJrl =0 for all n € N.

TA together with the V,, form a chain complex called the complex of integral
forms over A. The cokernel map of V, that is, A : A — CokerV = A/ImV is said
to be the integral on A associated to ZA.

Given a left A-module X with action a -z, for all a € A, x € X, and an algebra
automorphism v of A, the notation X stands for X with the A-module structure
twisted by v, i.e. with the A-action a ® x — v(a) - x.
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The following definition of an integrable differential calculus seeks to portray a
version of Hodge star isomorphisms between the complex of differential forms of a
differentiable manifold and a complex of dual modules of it [14, p. 112].

Definition 2.7 (|20, Definition 2.1]). An n-dimensional differential calculus (QA4, d)
is said to be integrable if (2A,d) admits a complex of integral forms (ZA, V) for
which there exist an algebra automorphism v of A and A-bimodule isomorphisms
O : VA VT, 1A k=0,...,n, rendering commmutative the following diagram:

A—4 solp 4 024 4 .0 4 ognlyg 4, Ony
J@o J@l J@g J@nq J{@n

v v v . v v
7, A v Z,—1A v 7 n—2A S o 1A — A

The n-form w := O, (1) € Q" A is called an integrating volume form.

The algebra of complex matrices M,,(C) with the n-dimensional calculus gener-
ated by derivations presented by Dubois-Violette et al. [27, 28], the quantum group
SU,(2) with the three-dimensional left covariant calculus developed by Woronowicz
[93] and the quantum standard sphere with the restriction of the above calculus, are
examples of algebras admitting integrable calculi. For more details on the subject,
see Brzezinski et al. [18].

The following proposition shows that the integrability of a differential calculus
can be defined without explicit reference to integral forms. This allows us to guar-
antee the integrability by considering the existence of finitely generator elements
that allow to determine left and right components of any homogeneous element of

Q(A).

Proposition 2.8 (|20, Theorem 2.2]). Let (A, d) be an n-dimensional differential
calculus over an algebra A. The following assertions are equivalent:

(1) (A, d) is an integrable differential calculus.

(2) There exists an algebra automorphism v of A and A-bimodule isomorphisms
O : QFA — VI, A, k = 0,...,n, such that, for all ' € Q*A and
w” e QMA,

®k+m(w/ /\WN) — (_1)(n71)m®k(w/) . WN.

(3) There exists an algebra automorphism v of A and an A-bimodule map ¥ :
Q"A — YA such that all left multiplication maps

o QFA S T, 1A,
W =YW, k=0,1,...,n,

where the actions - are defined by (2.7), are bijective.
(4) (A,d) has a volume form w such that all left multiplication maps

o QFA - T, A,
W e T,w, k=01,...,n—1,
where m,, is defined by (2.5), are bijective.

A volume form w € Q™A is an integrating form if and only if it satisfies Propo-
sition 2.8 (4) [20, Remark 2.3].
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The most interesting cases of differential calculi are those where Q¥ A are finitely
generated and projective right or left (or both) A-modules [12].

Proposition 2.9. (1) [20, Lemma 2.6] Consider (UA,d) an integrable and n-
dimensional calculus over A with integrating form w. Then QF A is a finitely

generated projective right A-module if there exist a finite number of forms
wi € QFA and @; € Q"* A such that, for all w' € QF A, we have that

w = Zwmw(@ AW).
(2) [20, Lemma 2.7] Let (QA, d) be an n-dimensional calculus over A admitting
a volume form w. Assume that for all k =1,...,n— 1, there exists a finite
number of forms wk @k € OF(A) such that for all w' € QF A, we have that

W = waww(w?* AW') = Z vy (e (W' AWl )@k,
i i

where m,, and v, are defined by (2.5) and (2.6), respectively. Then w is
an integral form and all the QFA are finitely generated and projective as
left and right A-modules.

Brzezinski and Sitarz [20, p. 421] asserted that to connect the integrability of the
differential graded algebra (24, d) with the algebra A, it is necessary to relate the
dimension of the differential calculus 2A with that of A, and since we are dealing
with algebras that are deformations of coordinate algebras of affine varieties, the
Gelfand-Kirillov dimension introduced by Gelfand and Kirillov [32, 33] seems to be
the best suited. Briefly, given an affine k-algebra A, the Gelfand-Kirillov dimension
of A, denoted by GKdim(A), is given by

3 n
GKdim(A) := lim sup710g(dlrn V")
n—so0 log n
where V is a finite-dimensional subspace of A that generates A as an algebra.
This definition is independent of choice of V. If A is not affine, then its Gelfand-
Kirillov dimension is defined to be the supremum of the Gelfand-Kirillov dimensions
of all affine subalgebras of A. An affine domain of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension zero
is precisely a division ring that is finite-dimensional over its center. In the case
of an affine domain of Gelfand-Kirillov dimension one over k, this is precisely a
finite module over its center, and thus polynomial identity. In some sense, this
dimensions measures the deviation of the algebra A from finite dimensionality. For
more details about this dimension, see the excellent treatment developed by Krause
and Lenagan [52].
After preliminaries above, we arrive to the key notion of this paper.

Definition 2.10 ([20, Definition 2.4]). An affine algebra A with integer Gelfand-
Kirillov dimension n is said to be differentially smooth if it admits an n-dimensional
connected integrable differential calculus (QA4, d).

3

From Definition 2.10 a differentially smooth algebra comes equipped with a well-

behaved differential structure and with the precise concept of integration [19, p.
2414].
Example 2.11. (i) The polynomial algebra k[x1, ..., x,] has Gelfand-Kirillov

dimension n and the usual exterior algebra is an n-dimensional integrable
calculus, whence k[z1, ..., z,] is differentially smooth.



(i)

(2.11)

(2.12)

(iii)

SMOOTH GEOMETRY OF SKEW PBW EXTENSIONS I 11

If o is an endomorphism of R, then a map 6 : R — R is called a o-derivation
on R, if it is additive and satisfies that d(rs) = o(r)d(s) + d(r)s, for every
r,s € R (strictly speaking, this is the definition of left o-derivation). The
pair (o,6) is called a quasi-derivation on R [22, Definition 3.1]. According
to Ore [69, 70], the skew polynomial ring of R is defined as the ring R[z; o, ¢]
generated by R and an indeterminate  subject to the relation zr := o(r)z+
d(r), for every r € R, such that R[z;0,0] is a free left R-module with basis
{z* | k € N}. In the literature, R[z;0,0] is called a skew polynomial ring
over R of mized type. If o is an injective map of R, then we call it an Ore
extension of injective type, while if o is the identity of R, then we write
R[z; 4] and call it a ring of derivation type. On the other hand, if § is the
zero map, then we write R[x; o] which is known as a ring of endomorphism
type.

Brzezinski [14] characterized the differential smoothness of skew poly-
nomial rings of the form k[t][x; 0y ., dp)] Where og.(t) = qt + r, with
q,7 €k, q #0, and the o, .—derivation d,; is defined as

flogr(®) = ()
1) t)) = ———————=p(t
p(t)(f( )) Uq,r(t) —t p( )7
for an element p(t) € k[t]. o, (f(t)) is a suitable limit when ¢ = 1 and
r =0, that is, when oy, is the identity map of k[t].
For the maps

vt)=t, w@) =qr+p ) and v, (t) = a;i (t), vu(z)==x,

where p’(t) is the classical t-derivative of p(t), Brzeziriski |14, Lemma 3.1]
showed that all of them simultaneously extend to algebra automorphisms
vy and v, of k[t][x; oq,r, 0p(r)] only in the following three cases:

(a) ¢ =1,r =0 with no restriction on p(t);
(b) g=1,r #0 and p(t) = ¢, c € k;
(c) ¢#1,p(t)=c (t + (ﬁ%), ¢ € k with no restriction on r.

In any of the cases (a) - (c) we have that v, o vy = v o v,. If the Ore
extension k[t][x; 0., 0,()] satisfies one of these three conditions, Brzeziriski
proved that it is differentially smooth [14, Proposition 3.3].

From Brzeziniski’s result we get that the algebras

e The polynomial algebra k[x1, x3];

o The Weyl algebra A;(k) = k{z1, 22}/ (w1202 — 221 — 1);

e The universal enveloping algebra of the Lie algebra ng = (x1,22 |

[IQ,ZEl] = I1>, that iS, U(I‘lg) = k{I1,$2}/<I2I1 — 1Ty — $1>, and
e The quantum plane (Manin’s plane) Oy(k) = k{1, 22}/ {x221 —qu122),
where ¢ € k \ {0,1},

are differentially smooth.

For the 3-dimensional skew polynomial algebras and diffusion algebras (Ex-
ample 2.3 (iv) and (v)), its differential smoothness was studied by the sec-
ond author in [76].

Remark 2.12. There are examples of algebras that are not differentially smooth.
Consider the commutative algebra A = C[z,y]/(zy). A proof by contradiction
shows that for this algebra there are no one-dimensional connected integrable calculi

over A,

so it cannot be differentially smooth [20, Example 2.5].
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3. DIFFERENTIAL SMOOTHNESS OF SPBW EXTENSIONS OVER k[t]

In this section, we investigate the differential smoothness of bijective SPBW
extensions over the commutative polynomial ring k|[t].

3.1. SPBW extensions in two indeterminates. Consider a SPBW extension
of the form o(k[t]){x1,x2). From Definition 2.1, we get the relations

z1r(t) = or1(r(t))z1 + 61(r(t),  @2r(t) = o2(r(t))z2 + 62(r(t)), and
T2r1 = c12(t)T172 + q(o)( t)+ q%”( t)rr + q?’( t)xa,
where r(t), c1.2(t), q§02)( t), q§12) (t), q%)( t) belong to k[t] with ¢1 2(¢) non-zero.
Let 01(t) = a1t + b1 and o2(t) = ast + by be automorphisms of k[¢] (this is
precisely the form of the elements of Aut(k[z]) [36, 91]) with the corresponding
o;-derivations (i = 1,2) expressed as in (2.11), that is,

flo1(t) = F()
O'l(t) —t

floa(®) — f(B)

(/) = o

pi(t), and 62(f(t)) = p2(t),

where p1(t), p2(t) are fixed elements of k[¢]. Thus, the relations between the
indeterminates t, z1 and x5 can be expressed as
(3.1) 1t = artzy + biwy +p1(t), xot = astxs + bazs + pa(t), and

(3.2) a1 = c1a(t)ziws + g\ (t) + a5 (O)z1 + 4)(t)as

Proposition 3.1. From Equation (3.1), we obtain the commutation relations

n—1

x1t" = (a1t +b1)"x1 + p1(t) Z(alt + bl)lt"_l_l, and
=0
n—1

.Igtn = (agt + bg)nxg + pQ(t) Z(agt + b2)ltn_1_l.
=0

Proof. We proceed by induction on n. For n = 1, the assertion is clear. Suppose
that the relation holds for n = k. Since

k—1
Ilthrl = (Iltk)t = ((alt + bl T —|—p1 Z Cth + bl tk 1= l) t
=0

N
=

= (art + b)) ait +p1(t) Y (art + by)eFHH—1-
!

Il
=)
>

-1
= (art +b)*((art +b1)xy +pr (1) + pr(t) Y (art + by) kD1

~
Il
o

k—1
= (et + b))y + ((@1t+b1) t) +pi(t Z (a1t + b1) Lkt -1 l)
=0

k
= (a1t + bl)kﬂxl + Z(alt + bl)lt(k+1)_1_l,
=0

the assertion follows. The proof of the second relation is similar. (I
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Proposition 3.2. Let

(3.3)  wm(t) =t,
(34)  vay(t) = 07 (t),
(3:5)  vay(t) = 05 (1),

= a121 + py (1),

_ o1 -1 _(2)
iy (21) = C1,2%1 = €1 24 9,

13

vi(z2) = aswa + ph(t),
Vg, (T2) = ¢1022 + Q§ 2)7
Vg, (wQ) =

where py(t) and p4y(t) are the t-derivatives of p1(t) and pg(t), respectz'vely, and

0 1 2
C1 Z,Q§2)aQ§2)aQ§2)

€ k, with c¢1 2 non-zero. Then:

(1) Leibniz’s rule holds in the cases listed in Table 1. The maps defined by (3.3),
(3.4) and (3.5) simultaneously extend to algebra automorphisms vy, vy, , Ve,

of o(k[t]){x1,x2) only in cases (a), (b), (c), (d), (e), (g) and (i).

TABLE 1. Leibniz’s rule

Case | Possibilities for a1, by, as, ba Polynomials p;(t) and pa(t) Restrictions
(@) |ar=1,b1=0,a=1,by =0 Pit) = p2(t) = 0 Gy =ds=ah =0 sl
p1(t),pa(t) € It 3= =0 co=1q3¢ck
) |ar=1,b1=0,as=1,05£0 p1(t) =p1, pa(t) = p2, pr.p2 €k ap=1,¢3=¢%=0¢% ek
pi(t) = pa(t) =0 42 =a=d3=0caek’
© lar=1, b1 £0, a5 =1, by =0 pi(t) =p1, pa(t) =p2, pr.p2 €k ap=1q3=¢3=04%ck
Pi(t) = pa(t) = 0 )= =B =0 craek’
@ |ar=1,b1#0,a5=1, by £0 Pl(t):I)1<P2(t>:P2yP1~P2€k =1, qilrﬁ (2) =0, q(u2€k
p1(t) = pa(t) 115(2:«1513: 52) 0, c1p €k*
pi(t) =0, pa(t —]u(/ )’Pzek cp=1, q(o) 451;:(1;.2%:0
© |a=1bh=0azrlbeck pi(t) =p1 pa(t) = 0p1 €k 0t =) =aB =0, c10=az'
m( = pat) = «A”Q =3 =0 =0 c10¢ 105"}
(f) ap=1,b1#0, a2 #1 p1(t) =p1, po(t ( P 1) ,p1.p2 € k | There is not solution for all relations
p(tfpl( )P2 )=0,p1 €k a2=1¢%=¢ =43 =0
(8) ar#1l,a2=1,b=0 ()70172“) pops €k 09 = ¢ = =0, c1o = a7’
n(t) = pa(t) =0 A3 =ai3 =03 =0 cio# {Lar'}
(h) [ar# 1L, biek,aa=1,b2#0| p(t)=m (t + ok 1) p2(t) = pa2,p1.p2 € k | There is not solution for all relations
() [aa#1,a2#1,b1=0b=0 pi(t) = pit, p2(t) = pat, pr,p2 €k cg=1, (1(0%7(11(12) @3 =0

(2) In cases (a), (b), (c), (d), (e), (g) and (i), we get that

(3.6)

Vg O Vg, = Vg, Oy,

Vi O Vgy = Vg, O Uy,

Vg, O Vg = Vg, O Vg,.

Proof. For the first assertion, the map v; can be extended to an algebra homomor-
phism if and only if the definitions of v;(t), v (x1) and v (z2) respect relations (3.1),

and (3.2), i.e

vi(x1)

ve(22)

vi(z2)ve(x1) — e ovi(xr)ve(z2) =

ve(t) — ve(art + by)ve (1)
ve(t) — vi(agt + b)) (a2)

ve(pa(2)),
vi(p2(t)),

In this way, we obtain the equations

((a
(3.7)

0 1
o
1= Dt +b1)pi(t) = (a1 — 1)ps

((az = 1)t + b2)ps(t) = (a2 — 1)p2

Q1) + qi v

and

(z2).

(1),
(t),
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and

(aras — 1)g{’y + (a2 — 1)a1qi ha1 + ar(Py(t)ar — c12w1p5(1) + (a1 — 1)azgi 9

(3.8)
+ an(w2p (1) = e1.2p) (1)2) + (1= cr2)ph (Da() — 011294 (1) — a12p5(1) = 0
az(@2py(t) — c12p1(t)z2) + (1 — c1,2)p1 (O)p2(t) — @1, 2P q12P2(t :
Note that the map v, can be extended to an algebra automorphism if and only

if the definitions of v, (t), v, (21) and v, (x2) respect relations (3.1), and (3.2),
that is,

Vg (wl)VI1 (t) — Vg, (alt + bl)VI1 (‘Tl) = Vz, (pl( ))7

Vzl(:EQ)Vﬂﬁl (t) - Vzl(a‘Qt + bQ)Vrl (IQ) = Vg, (p2( ))a and

Var (22)V, (1) = €12V, (21)V, (02) = 61 + ¢1 30, (21) + 01 D0, (22).

Therefore,
(3.9) ay 'pi(t) = pi(ay ' (t — b)),
cr,2(ay (azby + by — b1) — ba)wa + aj (cropa(t) — (1 + a2)‘1§,12)f)

(3.10) + qi3(ay "bi(az — 1) = ba) = paay ' (t — b1)), and
(3.11) (c12 — 1)ats — gi2¢i3 = 0.

The map v, can be extended to an algebra automorphism if and only if the
definitions of v, (t), Vs, (21) and v,,(x2) respect relations (3.1), and (3.2), i.e.

Vi, (wl)VIQ (t) — Va, (alt + bl)VIQ (‘Tl) = Va, (pl (t))v

Viry (22)Va, (£) = Vi, (a2 + b2V, (22) = vary (p2(2)),  and

Via (€2)y (1) — 1,200, (21) 2y (22) = 45 + 0§ s (1) + 4\ Vs (222).

In other words,

c1(ag by + arby —ba) — bi)z1 + ¢ bay (pi(t) — (1 + ar)giot)

(3.12) + 3¢ 5(a5 ba(1+ @) + 1) = plaz ' (t — ba)),

(3.13) ay P2( ) = pg(a2 (t—b2)), and
0 1 2

(3.14) (c13 — D’ + c1aai2ai) = 0.

Notice that expressions (3.7) are the same as in [14, Lemma 3.1], and that these
equations are independent of each other, so we have nine possible combinations for
the values of aj,b1,a2 and by. For each of these combinations, equations (3.11)
and (3.14) will be used to determine the possible values for c¢; 2, p1(t), p2(t) q%,
1 =0,1,2. Let us see.

Consider p1(t) := Y m;t? and pa(t) := Y k;t’.

j=0 j=0
(a) Equation (3.8) leads to the equalities
n
Z[jkjtj71I1 — Cl)QIljkjtj71 + $2jmjtj71 - C1)2jmjtj71$2
j=1
+ Z(l — c1,2)jkysm "I — CIfz)jmjtjfl - qg,zz)jkjtrl] =0,

s=1
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M:

ki = exaghy (7Y + (= Dpi (017

Il
-

J
+imy (s + (5 — Dpo(t)t" 1) — crojmit! " lay

n
+ Z(l — c1,2)jkjsm "I — CIfz)jmjtj*l - qg,zz)jkjtjfl] =0,
s=1

and
D T k(1 = erp)mr + jmy(1 = c10)as
j=1

n
j — 1 Z mjki — Cl’ijmi) ti+n7j
=0

n

+ Z(l — c12)jkjsmst* ™ — (g (1%7”] + q§22)k )] =

s=1

If we focus on the coefficients of x1 and x5, these must be zero, that is,
k;j(1 —c1,2) = 0 and m;(1 — ¢1,2) = 0. This implies that m; = k; = 0, for
1 < j < n and so the polynomials p; (t) and pa(t) are constants or ¢; o = 1.
From relations (3.10), (3.11), (3.12) and (3.14), we get that

(12— Dpa(t >— 24\t = 0,

(01,2 D)p1(t) — 2¢, 2‘11 Pt=o,
0 _ (1) (2

(c12 — 1)‘11 2 = 412912, and
1 (0 1 (2
(01,2 )ql 2) = — 0, 2‘15 2)q§ %

If p1(t) = p1,p2(t) = p2 € k, then q§12) = qi% = 0 and we obtain the

following options:

o cio=1, q§02) has no restrictions.

e po =0, qg ) — = 0 and p; = 0, with no restriction over c; ».

Finally, if ¢; o = 1 it is necessary that q§ Q)mj—l—q(z)k =0foralll <i<n.
One possibility is precisely when m; = k; = 0, which means that p; () and
p2(t) are constants (as in the previous case) The other option is that
§12) = q(z) 0, with no restrictions on the polynomials p; (t) and p2(t). We
have considered all possible options.
(b) Equation (3.8) leads to the following way of relating the coefficients

j—2
Z |:]mj < + b2)J71 T2 — Cl,2t371502 + Zpg(t + bz)ltj2l> qglz)jmjtjl] =0.
j=1 =0

The coefficient of x5 must be zero, that is, jm;((t+b2)’ ' —c1 2t771) = 0.
This implies that m; = 0 for 1 < ¢ < n whence the polynomial p;(¢) is
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constant. From relations (3.10), (3.11), (3.12) and (3.14), it follows that

(c12—1)p 2—b2qg)—2q

(Cl 2 — 1)p1 + 2bacy, 2‘15 2) 2¢q %qg )t =0,

W, _ g

(C12—1)£2):qu)£22) and
1) (2
(Cl2 Lq 52) -G 2q£2)q§2),
and thus q§12) = q§22) = 0. If ¢1,2 = 1, then there are no restrictions over
q§2) If c12 # 1, then p; = p2 = qg ) = 0. Again, all possible options are
covered.

(c) Note that in this case the conditions are the same as in (b) by considering

o instead of x7.
(d) Tt is clear that (3.8) holds. By using the relations (3.10), (3.11), (3.12) and
(3.14) we obtain that

(

(c12 — 1)p2 — baay'y — 245t = (c1 — 1)py + (2b2 + bi)ey 3ai*s — 27 bai st = 0,
(c12 —1)g §2) =g, and
(01 2 —1)q g 2) —C 2q§12)q§22)

These equalities are satisfied when q%lz) = q§22) = 0. If ¢; 2 = 1 then there

are no restrictions on q§72), in other case, then p; = py = qg 2) 0.

(e) From expression (3.8) we have that
1 2
((a2 — 1)‘]§72) + (1 - C1,2)p2)l“1 + (a2 — 1)q § 2) - Q§ 2)p2
n ) j—2
+ Z[azjmj ((CLQt + b2)g71 T — 617215]71I2 —|—p2 Z azt + b2 tJ 2- l>
j=1 =0
1) . i
— qyajm;t '] = 0.

Again, necessarily the coefficient of x5 is zero, that is, jm;((agt+bs) =1 —
c12t771) = 0, and hence necessarily m; = 0, for 1 <4 < n, which shows
that the polynomial p;(¢) is constant.

With respect to the coefficient of x; and the constant term, both must

be zero, and so

(a2 — )iy + (1 —cro)p2 =0 and (a2 —1)gis — p2qis = 0,

or equivalently,

1 _az—1
CL2—1

qu) = p2.



SMOOTH GEOMETRY OF SKEW PBW EXTENSIONS I 17

Expressions (3.10), (3.11), (3.12) and (3.14) imply that
(1)

b
((e1,2 — 1)p2 — (ag + 1)g{' D)t + (c1,2 — 1) - "

_201 20 qi 2)t + (01 a; " — 1)p1 + 201 209 b2q(22)
(c12 = 1)l = qf%qf%, and
_ 1
(crs =Dl = —citaidal).

In this way,

1 _ce—1
q12 72_1 )

(c1,2—1)p2 =0,
(ci%agl —1)pp =0, and
2
¢} =0
so we get the restrictions q%z) = q%lz) = q%) = 0. Note that if ¢; 2 = 1,
then po € k and py = 0; or ¢12 = ay ! with p1 € k and py = 0; or in other

value of ¢1 2, p1 = p2 = 0.
(f) Equation (3.8) becomes

(a2 — 1)Q§?% + (a2 — 1)‘1512)951 + pom1 — C€1,2p2%1 — (J%)Pz =0, and

(a2 — 1)(11 5+ p2—ciop2)xr + (a2 — 1)Q§ % - qi 2)]92 0,
whence
2
© q§%
1

1 c12—1 ) _
d12 = _12

45 = ﬁpg and
From expression (3.10) we have that ¢1 2b1(ag — 1)xze = 0, where the only
options are c1,2 =0, by = 0 or az = 1. However, as it is clear none of these

are possible.

(g) The conditions corresponding to this case are the same as (e) since the
hypotheses are completely analogous but replacing the indeterminate x;
with z.

(h) This case is the same as (f) by replacing the indeterminate x; with xs.

(i) Equation (3.8) leads to the following way of relating the coefficients:

(aras — 1)gi’s + (az — 1)argi ha1 + ar(pazy — c121ps) + (a1 — 1)azgi gz

+ az(x2p1 — c12p122) + (1 — c12)p1p2 — qu)pl - qg?%pz = 0.
After some computations, we get that ¢; 2 = 1, q%o) gQ) = q%) = 0.
Thus, expression (3.10) becomes
(a7 (a2 = Dby + (a7 " = D)y + a7 (1= a3 Jpa — (1 + az)a )t
+ qg,lz)(@flblaz —ay by —ba) +ay 'bips — azbi 1

By replacing the values found previously, we obtain that by = by = 0.
Finally, note that relations (3.11), (3.12) and (3.14) are trivially satisfied.

p2 = 0.
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For the second assertion, it is enough to prove it for the generators ¢, x; and xs:
3.15) (Ve o v, )(t) = vi(o7 M (1)) = a] t(t — by),
= vy, (1) = a7 ' (t = b),
= w(z1) = a1z + py (1),

= a1 + pi(a ' (t — by)),

1
= ¢1,2a2%2 + 1 2P5(t) + tﬁ,%, and

Vg, © Vt) IQ) = Q2€1,272 + CLQQSQ) —|—p’2(afl(t - bl))

In any case, the two compositions shown in (3.15) and (3.16) are the same.
Relation (3.18) was used to find the conditions of the polynomial p;(t) to be equal
to the expression (3.17). Thus, all of them are satisfied in every possible case. As it
is clear, relation (3.20) holds in all cases to be equal to (3.19). So, viov,, = Vg, o4.

Next,

t
t

ve(o ' (1)) = ag ' (t = ba),
Vay () = ay " (t = b2),
1.(2)

c, 5011 + Cy, Laph(t) — G, 2‘11 2

Ut O Uy,

(3.21) Vg, O Ut

(
(

(3.22) Vay 0 1(21) = @167 421 — arcy say s + P (ag (¢ — b2)),

Vt O Uy, (T2) = ago +p2( ), and

)=
)
Vt 0 Ugy(21)
)=
)=

(3.23) Vs, 0 Ui(2) = aga + ph(ay ' (t — b2)).

In any case, the two compositions shown in (3.21) are the same. Relation (3.23)
was similarly used to find the conditions of the polynomial p;(¢), whence they are
satisfied in all cases. Note that relation (3.22) works in all cases but case (g) only
works when ¢; 2 = 1. In this way, v, o vy, = vz, 0 1.

Finally, note that

= a3 (a7 (t — b)) — a3 b,

In any case, relations (3.26),
and (3.25) coincide when by = £2= 1b O

Next, we formulate the first important result of the paper.

Theorem 3.3. If a SPBW extension o(k[t]){(x1,22) satisfies one of the conditions
(a)-(i), except (f) and (L), in Proposition 3.2, then it is differentially smooth.

Proof. We know that SPBW extensions of the form o(k[t]){z1, z2) have Gelfand-
Kirillov dimension three [74, Theorems 14 and 18], so we are able to formulate a
three-dimensional integrable calculus. With this aim, consider Q' (o (k[t])(z1,z2))
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a free right o(k[t]){x1, z2)-module of rank three with generators dt, dz; and dz,.
Define a left o(k[t]){z1, z2)-module structure by

(3.30) fdt =dtv(f), fdx1 =dxive, (f) and  fdze = dxove,(f),

for all f € o(k[t]){z1,z2), where v, v, and v,, are the algebra automorphisms

established in Proposition 3.2. Notice that the relations in Q!(o(k[t])(x1,z2)) are
given by

(3.31)
tdt = dtt, tdx1 = a;ld:clt — a;lbldxl, tdre = a;ld:cgt — a;lbgdxz,
(3.32)
z1dt = ardtzy +dtp) (t), z1dey = dziz, z1dey = deacy p11 — dz2ci§qgv
(3.33)

zodt = azdtzs + dtph(t), xodri = dzryici 2z + d:clq%l%, Todrs = dxroxs.

We want to extend ¢t — dt, 1 — dx; and xo — dxs toamap d : o(k[t])(r1,22) —
O (o(k[t]) {1, z2)) satisfying Leibniz’s rule. As expected, this is possible if Leibniz’s
rule is compatible with the non-trivial relations (3.1) and (3.2), i.e. if the equalities

dxit + x1dt = a1dtxry + artdry + bidzy + dps (t),
dIQt + Ith = agdtIQ + CLQtd.IQ + de{EQ + dp2 (t), and
dxoxy + xodx1 = c12d2x122 + €1221d22 + q%dzl + q@dazg,

hold. In view of tdt = dtt which defines the usual commutative calculus on the
polynomial ring k|t], it follows that dp,(t) = dtp}(t) and dp2(t) = diph(t).
Now, we define k-linear maps

8t, 811,(%2 : 0(k[t])<$1,$2> — U(k[t])<$1,$2>
such that
d(f) = dtoy(f) + dx104, (f) + dz204,(f), for all f € o(k[t]){(z1,z2).

Since dt, dx; and dxs are free generators of the right o(k[t])(z1,z2)-module
O (o(k[t]){z1,z2)), these maps are well-defined. Then d(a) = 0 if and only if
O¢(a) = Oz, (a) = 0z, (a) = 0. Using relations (3.30) and the definitions of the maps
Vi, Vg, and vg,, we get that

On(thalay) = ktP 1ol as,
O, (t* 2l 23) = la7™(t — by)*2! " ey, and
On, (tah5) = a3 " (t = bo)* (w1 — )5 "
Thus d(f) = 0 if and only if f is a scalar multiple of the identity. This shows that
(Qo(k[t])(z1,x2)), d) is connected with Q(o(k[t])(z1,z2)) = é Qi (o (k[t]){(z1,12)).
The universal extension of d to higher forms compatible vZVTtOh (3.31), (3.32) and
(3.33) gives the following rules for Q2(o(k[t])(z1, 22)):
drxy Ndt = — aidt N dxq,
dxo Ndt = — agdt ANdxy, and
(3.34) dxe Ndxy = — c12dxy Adxs.
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Since the automorphisms v, v, and v,, commute with each other, there are no
additional relationships to the previous ones, so we can write

O (o (k[t])(z1,22)) = dt A dzyo(k[t]) (21, x2)
@ dt A dzgo(K[t]) (21, x2) @ dxy A dzgo(K[t]){(x1, z2).
Note that
Qo (k[t]) (21, 22)) = wo (k[t]) (1, 22) = o(k[t]) (21, 22)

as a right and left o(k[t])(z1,z2)-module, with w = dt A dx; A dzo, where v, =
V4OV, oVy,. This means that w is a volume form of o (k[t])(z1, z2). From Proposition
2.9 (2), w is an integral form by setting

w% = dt, w% = dzxq, wé = dzo,
w%:dajl Adzs, w%:dt/\dajg, w%:dt/\d:rl,
w% = dt, (IJ% = — al_ldzzrl, GJ% = a;lcl_édajg,
wl = al_lagldxl A dxs, w2 = — cl_édt/\ dxs, o3§ = dt Ndx.

Indeed, let w’ = dta + dx1b + dxoc with a,b,c € k. Then
3
Zw}ww (@2 AW') = dtm,(ay tay tadey A das A dt)
i=1
+ daymy, (—cy gbdt A dao A dwy) + degmy, (cdt A day A day)
= dta + dx1b + droc = W',

and let w” = dt Adx1a + dt Adxob+ dry Adzsc, with a, b, c € k. We obtain that

3
waww(w} AW") = dzy A dwam,(cdt A dzy A dxs)
i=1
+dt A dzom,(—ay tbdry A dt A dao)
+dt A dxlww(aglciéadxg Adt A dx)
=dt Ndxia + dt Adxob+ dry Adrs =W
Therefore, we have proved that o(k[t]){(z1, z2) is differentially smooth. O

3.2. SPBW extensions in three indeterminates. In this section we develop
a similar treatment to the presented in Section 3.1 but now we consider a SPBW
extension of the form o(k[t])(x1, 22, z3) satisfying the defining relations

z17(t) = o1(r(t))z1 + 01(r (1)),
zor(t) = 02(r(t))z2 + d2(r (1)),
z37(t) = o3(r(t))z2 + d3(r (1)),
rax1 = c12(t) 172 + Q1(,)2)(t)
)

zax1 = c13(t)x123 + 0 5(t t)xg + q (t)Ig, and

(0)

+4q!
+4q!
T3T2 = c2,3(1)T2w3 + g9 5(1) + a5t

t)ry + qé,%( t)ws + q(g)( t)xs,

where the elements r(¢), ¢(t)’s and ¢(t)’s belong to k[t] with ¢1 2(¢),c1,3(¢) and
¢2,3(t) non-zero. Consider the automorphisms of k[t] given by o;(t) = a;t + b;, for

)
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a;, b;, € k, with a; # 0, i = 1,2, 3, with the corresponding o;-derivations expressed
as in (2.11), that is,
f(oi(t) — f(t)
3.35 5.(f) = Lot = J{t)
(3.35) (==
where p;(t) is a fixed element of k[t] for each i. The relations between ¢, z1, 22, 3
can be expressed as

pi(t), for i =1,2,3,

3.36 x;t = a;tx; + bix; + pi for every i, and
( P y
(3.37) xjm = ¢ () ziz; + ql( ) + q(l)xl + ql( ) o + qZ(J);Eg, for i < j.

The following result is the natural extension of Proposition 3.2.

Proposition 3.4. Let

(3.38) ve(t) = t, vi(z;) = azoy + pi(t), i=1,2,3,
(3.39) ve,(t) = o, (t), Ve, (1) = 2, i=1,2,3,
(340) v (wy) = cigus+al), v (@) =clei—cldf, i<

where p}(t) are the t-derivatives of p;(t) fori=1,2,3, and ¢; ;, qg)j) ek, c; #0,
forall1<i,7<3 and0<k<3.
(1) Leibniz’s rule holds in the cases listed in Table 2. The maps defined by
(3.38), (3.39) and (3.40) simultaneously extend to algebra automorphisms
Vi, Ug,y 8= 1,2,3, of o(k[t]){(x1, 22, x3) in cases (a) - (d).

TABLE 2. Leibniz’s rule

Case Possibilities for a;, by, i =1,2,3 Polynomials pi(t), i = 1,2,3 Restrictions
o) w1 =0, foral i=1,2,3 pi(t) =0 for alli=1,2,3 qM) =0, ¢y €k forallij=1,23,k>0
pilt) € K[t], for alli=1,2,3 ¢* =0, c;=1, ,“” €k, forall i,j=1,23k>0
9 9 (H (0)
() a=1, foralli=1,2,3, b 0, for somel=1,2.3 pi)=pi pi €k foralli=1,23 =14 =04y € Jorall ij=123 k>0
pilt) =0, for alli=1,2,3 q,‘“:o cij €K, forall ij=1,23k>0
(© ar#lay=1,b=0,forreSC{1,23}andse S |p.t) =0, p,(t) = (r+—) forreSC{1,2,3} ands€ S, p, €k A% =0, ¢y =1, Jorall i,j=123k>0
() ai#1,b;=0, forall i=123 pi(t) = pit, pi €k, for all i=1,2,3 ¢M=0,c,=1, forall i,j=123k>0

(2) Precisely, in cases (a) - (d), we have that
3.41 VpOUy, = Vg, 0l and Vg, OVy = Uz OV, fori=1,23.
i i K J J ?

Proof. For the first assertion, the map v; can be extended to an algebra homomor-
phism if and only if the definitions of v;(¢) and v¢(z;), i = 1,2, 3 respect relations
(3.36), and (3.37), i.e

vi(xi)ve(t) — ve(ait + bi)ve(zs) = ve(pi(t)),

ve(z (@) — cogm(zv(a;) = 4 + ¢l (@) + a2 v(@s) + ¢ (),
for i < j. This yields the equalities
(3.42) ((ai = 1)t +bi)pi(t) = (i — Dpi(t), i=1,2,3,

and

(aia; — 1)(15,0} + ai(pj ()i — cijaip;(t) + aj(x;pi(t) — cijpi(t)z;) + (aja; — 1)(11(0])
(3.43)

+qu aiaj — ar)ze + (1 — ci)pi(O)p)(t) — al)pi(8) — ¢ 2 ph(t) — ¢ pi (1) = 0.
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The map v,, can be extended to an algebra homomorphism if and only if the
definitions of v, (¢) and vy, (x;), for each ¢, respect relations (3.36), and (3.37), i.e

Va, (Ti)Va, (8) — Vo, (@it + bi)va, (z:) = va, (pi(1)),
Ve, (T3)Ve, (t) — Vo, (ajt + bj) Ve, (2;) = va,(p;(t)), and

1) (2)

Ve, (25)ve, () = Cijve, (@i)ve, (25) = 4] + 645 Ve, (1) + 4.7 Vi, (@2) + 417 v, (w3),

for i < j. In this way,

(3.44) a; 'pi(t) = pi(a; (¢ = b)),

cig(a; (b + by = bi) = by + a7 eigpy (1) = (L4 a5)q; 1),
(3.45) + q(l) (ai_lb»(aj -1)—b;) = pj(ai_l(t —b;)), and

(c12 — 1)’ + ql Vet — 1)z — gt aassy — a5y =0,

(c1s — D)%) + ql Ners — 1)z — a1 9ats — a5al’) = 0,
(3.46) (cos = 1)ass + a53(cas — ey b)mn — aS9a5) + e baidass = 0.

Then, the map v, can be extended to an algebra homomorphism if and only if
the definitions of v, (t) and vy, (2;), i = 1,2, 3 respect relations (3.36), and (3.37),
and so

Vz; (xi)yxj (t) = Va; (ait + bi)yxj (:C,) Vﬂcj (pi(t))7

Va; (25)va; (1) — va; (a5t +bj)va; (x5) = va; (pi(t)), and

(3)

(0 1
Vi, (2 Vs, (23) — €i Ve, (23)va, (25) = ¢ + ¢ ve, (@1) + ¢ ve, (22) + ¢ v, (23),

for i < j. We obtain the expressions given by

¢ (a5 (bi + aiby — by) — bi)ai + ¢ oy (pilt) — (1+ a:)g)t)

1,] 7
(3.47) +a e a7 o (1 + ap) +b;) = pila; (t — b))
(3.48) aj p](t) pi(a;'(t —0)))

(01 2 1)‘19 +q 2(01,5 Co, 25)T3 + Cy, éng;l% - ngg =0,

(01 3 1)‘19 +aq 3(01,§ Co, 25)T2 + Cy, §q§3§q§1§ +C, éq%qg 0,
(3.49) (co3 — )qéo + 4, 3(02§ c13)T1 + ¢, zlaqéga))qézg + féq?gqg =0.

Expressions (3.42) are the same as in [14, Lemma 3.1]. It should be noted that
these equations are independent of each other, which means that there are different
combinations considering the values of a;, b; for i = 1,2,3. Let us see.

We consider the expression p;(t) = Y. m; ;t7, for every i = 1,2, 3.

j=0
(a) Equation (3.43) leads to the coefficients that accompany z;, so these must
be zero, m; j(1 — ¢; ) = 0. This implies that m; ; =0, for 1 < j < n, and
so the polynomials p;(¢) are constants or ¢; , =1, for i = 1,2,3 and i < k.
From relations (3.45), (3.46), (3.47) and (3.49), we get that if p;(t) = p; € k

then q( ) = 0 with k& > 0, whence ¢; ; = 1 and q( ) has no restrictions. Also,

it is necessary that qulzmz,] + quk)mm = 0 for all 1 < ¢ < 3, which shows

that qff;-) = 0 with £ > 0 and there is not restrictions over polynomials
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In this way, we have considered all possibilities.
(b) Equation (3.43) leads that the coefficient that accompany x; must be zero,
that is

jmiﬁj((t + bl)jil — Ciyltjil) = 0.

This implies that all the coefficients m; ; are zero, whence the polynomial
pi(t) is constant.

From relations (3.45), (3.46), (3.47) and (3.49), we obtain that ¢
(0)

VA

(k) _

i =0

with £ > 0, ¢; ; = 1 and there are no restrictions on q
Again, all options are covered.

(c¢) Equation (3.8) implies that the coefficient of z, is zero,
jmm((art + br)jil — Ci)rtjil) =0.

Thus, m;; = 0 for 1 < i < 3, whence the polynomial p;(t) is constant.
Also, if we focus on the coefficient that accompany zs and the constant
element, both must be zero,

By using expressions (3.45), (3.46), (3.47) and (3.49) we obtain the re-
strictions qgcj) =0for 1 <i,j <3 andk > 0. Also, note that ¢, ; =1 and
ps =0, for s € S.
(d) Equation (3.43) shows that ¢; ; = 1, qff;-) =0forl1<4j<3and k>0.1If
we consider the expression (3.45) then we get the condition b; = 0 for each
i. It is clear that relations (3.46), (3.47) and (3.49) hold.

For the second assertion, it is enough to prove it for the generators t, 1 and xs.
Note that

(3.50) v o vy, (t) = ve(o; 1 (t)) = a; ' (t — by),

(3.51) Vi, o (1) = v, (8) = a; * (t = by),

(3.52) v o v, (x;) = () = a;x; + pi(t),

(3.53) Va, o vi(xi) = aiwi + pila; (t — b;)),

(3.54) vi o vy, (75) = ¢ijary + cijpj(t) + ql(lj),

(3.55) Vg, o v (25) = ajcijxj + ajqff} +pi(a; Mt = b)), i<,
(3.56) vi o v, (Tk) = ¢ jarzk + Pk (t) — c,;iq,(j)z, and

(3.57) Vi, o vi(Tk) = apcy Tk — akc;qu +pila;t(t—b)), P>k

In any case, the two compositions shown in (3.51) are the same. Relation (3.53)
was similarly used to find the conditions of the polynomial p;(¢). Thus, they hold
in all cases, and relations (3.55) and (3.57) are correct. Then, vy o vy, = vy, 0 V4.
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Finally, we have that

(3.58) Va, 0 Vg, (t) = a; ' (a; ' (t = bs)) — a; by,
(3.59) Va, 0 Vg, (t) = a; ' (a; ' (t = b)) — a; "bs,
(3.60) Vg, O Vg, (1) = c;jlxi — cl_;qu-),
(3.61) Vg, O Vg, (1) = cZJ-lxl - c;jqufj),
(3.62) Ve, © Vg, (T5) = i 5 + ql(zj), and
(3.63) Vo, 0 Va, (25) = cij; +qi').
In any case, relations (3.61) and (3.63) hold. Relation (3.59) works in all cases.
Then, vy, o vy, = vy, 0 Vy,. [l

Theorem 3.5. If a SPBW extension o(k[t])(x1,z2,x3) satisfies one of the condi-
tions (a)-(d) in Proposition 3.4, then it is differentially smooth.

Proof. Since the SPBW extension o (k|[t])(z1, 22, z3) has Gelfand-Kirillov dimension
4, a 4-dimensional integrable calculus can be constructed. We know that we have
to consider Q! (o (k[t])(z1, 22, 73)), a free right o(k[t])(z1, 22, x3)-module of rank 4
with generators dt, dzy,dxz, dzs. Define a left o(k[t])(z1,x2, z3)-module structure
by
(3.64)

adt = dtv(a), adz; = dzvg,(a), forall 1 <i<3,ac o(k[t]){z1,x2,23),

where vy, vy, 1 <4 < 3 are the algebra automorphisms established in Proposition
3.4. Notice that the relations in Q! (o (k[t]){(z1, 22, z3)) are given by

(3.65) tdt = dtt tdx; = dv;a; ' (t —b;), foralll<i<3,

(3.66) xidr; = dv;z;, zidt = dt(a;x; + pi(t)), forall 1 <i<3,
and

(3.67) xidx; = dx;( i_jlx- - l-_jlql(]}) for i < j,

(3.68) xidzy = dxj(cj iz + qJ Z) for ¢ > j.

We want to extend ¢ — dt, x; — dx;, 1 < i< 3toamapd:oklt]){z1,z2,23) =
O (o(k[t]){z1, 22, 23)) satisfying the Leibniz’s rule. This is possible if the Leibniz’s
rule is compatible with the non-trivial relations (3.36) and (3.37), i.e

3
drjz; + xjdr; = ¢ jdz;x; + ¢ jridx; + Z qg?d:tk, for i < j.
k=1
Due to that tdt = dtt, which defines the usual commutative calculus on the
polynomial ring k[t], dp;(t) = dtp}(t), 1 <i < 3.
Define k-linear maps
O, Ou, + o(k[t]) (21, 22, 23) — o (k[t]) (21, 22, 75)

such that

d(a) = dtd;(a) + Zd:lcZ (@), for all a € o(k[t]) {1, x2, x3).
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These maps are well-defined since dt, dr;, 1 < ¢ < 3 are free generators of the
right o (k[t])(z1, x2, x3)-module Q! (o (k[t])(z1, 22, 23)). With that, d(a) = 0 if and
only if 0:(a) = 0,(a) =0, 1 <4 < 3. Using relations (3.64) and definitions of the
maps Vg, Vg, 1 <1 <3, we obtain that

(3.69)  Oy(thabralzaly) = kb lalialaly
O, (tF 2 22 23) = lhaT*(t — by)*al ~talrals,
Oy (tk:blllxl;x?) = lgagk(t - bg)kcig1 (21 — qu))llxérlx?, and
Oy (e e ) = lsag (¢ — ba) er§ (a1 — g1 p (@2 — 03) a7

Then, d(a) = 0 if and only if a is a scalar multiple of the identity. This shows
that Q(o(k[t]){z1,z2,23),d) is connected, where

The universal extension of d to higher forms compatible with (3.65), (3.66) and
(3.68) gives the following rules for Q!(o(k[t])(z1, x2,23)) (I = 2,3):

dr; Ndt = —az;dt Ndx;, forl <i<3,
dx; Ndx; = —c¢;jdx; Ndxy, for1l <i<j <3,
(3.70) dze Ndzy ANdt = — 1 2a102dt A dxy A dxg,
dxs Ndxo Ndt = — cazaza3dt A dzg A dxs,
dxs Ndxo Ndz1 = — c10¢1,3¢2,3dx1 Adro Adxs, and
drs ANdxi Ndt = — ajascy zdt Adzy A daxs.

Since the automorphisms vy, v,,, 1 < i < 3 commute with each other, there are
no additional relationships to the previous ones, so

O3 (o (k[t])(z1, T2, 3)) = [dt Adxy A dey @ dt A dxg A des @ dt A dxy A daxs
@® dx1 Adrs A d,’Eg]U(k[t]M,’El,xg, LL‘3>.

Now
Qo (k[t]) (21, 22, 23)) = wo(k[t]) (1, T2, 23) = o (k[t]) (21, T2, 3)

as a right and left o(k[t])(x1, z2, z3)-module, with w = dt Adxy Adxe Adxs, where
Uy = V4 O Vg, O Uy, O Vg, this means that w is a volume form of o(k[t])(z1, x2, z3).
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From Proposition 2.9 (2), it follows that w is an integral form by setting
w% = dt, wjl» =dxj_1, for 2 <j <4,
w% =dt Ndzq, wg =dt A dzo, wg =dt A dzs, wi =dzri N\ dxs,
w?) = dx1 Ndxs, wg = dxo N dxg,
w? =dt ANdzxi N dxs, wg =dt ANdzxy A dxs, wg =dzri Ndxs A dzxs,
wi =dt Ndxy N dxs,

1

_ _—1.-1 -1 -1 _ -1 -1 _ -1 _ —1 -1
Wy = —ag €] 365 3dxs, Wy = —ay dry, w3 =dl, W5 =cyay dTo

S B B |
Wy = ay " ag ¢y 3¢ odra Ades,

-2 _ -1 -1 -1 -2 _ o —1 -1 -2 _ —1 -1
Wy = —ay az Cyzdry Ndrz, w3 =a; ay dry ANdra, Wi = cj3¢53dt Adrs,
@ = —cygdt Adzy,  @F =dt Aday,

CIJ? = —aflaglagldajl Adzxy A dxs, LDS’ = ciéciédt Adzxy A dxs,

w3 = —cy3dt Adwy Adas, ©F = dt Adxy A das.

Let o’ = dta + dx1b + dwoc + dxsd, a, b, c,d € k. Then
4
Zwilﬂ'w (@ AW = ditry,(—aay tay tag tdey A dwa A das A dt)
i=1
+ dxlww(bciéciédt Adxo ANdxs A dxy)
+ dxzww(—cciédt Adxy Adxs A dzg)
+ dxsm, (ddt A dxy A dxe A dxs)
=dta + dx1b + dxoc + dxsd
=u'.
On the other hand, if
W' =dt Ndzia + dt A dxob + dt A dxsc + doy A deod + dry A drse + dxg A dxsf

with a,b,c,d, e, f € k, it yields that
6
Zwizﬂw (@7 AwW") = dt A dzymy(aay tag ey sep bdmy A das A dt A day)
i=1
+dt A d:bzww(—baflaglciédxl Adxs Adt A dxs)
+dt A dxgww(caflagldxl Adxo A dt A das)
+ dx1 A dxom, (dciéciédt Adzxs Adxi A dxs)
+dxy1 A dxgww(—eciédt Adxo Adxi Adxs)
+ dxo A dzsm,, (fdt Adzy A dxo N de‘3)
= dt ANdxra + dt A dxob + dt A dzsc
+ dx1 A dxod + dxy A drse + dro A dxsf
— WI/.

Finally, let
W =dt Adxy A dxaa + dt Adro A dxsb+ dry A daa A dese + dt A dzy A desd,
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with a, b, c,d € k. Since that
3

Zw?ﬂw (@} Aw™) = dt Adxy A dxgww(—aaglciéciédxg Adt A dxy A dxs)

i=1
+dt A dzy A daam,(—bay tdry A dt A des A dag)
+ dxy A dxo A dxgm,(edt A dxy A dag A dxs)
+ dt Adxy A dasm,(dey yay "oy A dt A day A das)

= dt ANdx1 Ndxsa + dt A dxo A dxsb + dri A drs A drse

+dt Adxy A drsd = W,

we conclude that o(k[t])(z1, 22, z3) is differentially smooth. O

3.3. SPBW extensions in n indeterminates. The noncommutative differential
geometry of SPBW extensions of the form o(k[t])(z1,. .., x,) satisfying the defining
relations

x;r(t) = oy (r(t)z; + 0;(r(t)), and
iz = cig(zizy + 3 (1) + > ") (),
k=1

In this case, we consider o;(t) = a;t + b;, for a;,b;, € k, and a; # 0, 1 < i < n,
and the derivations d; are motivated by (2.11), that is,

f(out) = f(#)

(3.71) 5i(f) = Ty pi(t), for 1 <i <mn,
where p;(t) € k[t], 1 < i < n. The relations between ¢,x1,...,x, can be ex-
pressed as
(3.72) x;t = aitz; + bix; + pi(t), and
(3.73) TjT; = €T T + qg?j) + i qg?xk, for 1 <1i,5 <n.
k=1
Lemma 3.6. Let
(3.74) nt)=t, w(z)=az; +p)t), forl1<i<n
(3.75) ve,(t) = 07 (t), v, (zi) =25, for1<i<n
(3.76)
Vg, (25) = ¢ijx; + qz(lj)7 fori<j and v, (z;) = cjfilxj - cj_llqj(ll), for i > j,

where pl(t) are the t-derivatives of p;(t) for 1 <i <mn, and ¢; j, qf? €k, cj; #0,
forall1 <i 5,k <n.
(1) Leibniz’s rule holds in the cases listed in Table 3.
The symbols defined by (3.74), (3.75) and (3.76) simultaneously extend

to algebra automorphisms vy, vy, 1 < i < n of o(k[t]){x1,...,2,) in cases

(a) - (d).
(2) In cases (a) - (d), we have that

(3.77) Viovy, =Vg,0ovy and Vg 0l =y, 0Uy,, for1<i,j<n.
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TABLE 3. Leibniz’s rule

pilt) € k), foralll<i<n

) | ar=1, forall1<i<n, b £0, for some1<1< pil)=pipiCk forall<isn
pilt) =0, foralll <i<n
(€) |ar# 1, as=1,b,=0,forr€SC{l,....,n} and s € S | ps(t) =0, p(t) = p, (f + '4) forr€SC{l,...,n} ands € S, p, €k
d ai#1,b;=0, forall 1<i<n pi(t) = pit, pi €k, forall 1<i<n
P pit, p

Theorem 3.7. If a SPBW extension o(K[t]){z1,...,2,) satisfies one of the condi-
tions (a)-(d) in Lemma 3.6, then it is differentially smooth.

Proof. Since o(k[t]){x1, ..., 2zn) has Gelfand-Kirillov dimension n + 1, we can con-
struct an n+ 1-dimensional integrable. Consider Q! (o (k[t])(x1,. .., 7,)) a free right
o(k[t]){x1, ..., Tn)-module of rank n 4 1 with generators dt, dx1, ..., dz,. Define a
left o(k[t]){zx1,...,2,)-module structure by

(3.78)

adt = dtvi(a) and adx; = dave,(a), for all 1 <i<n, a € o(k[t]){x1,...,2n),

where vy and v, with ¢ = 1,...,n are the algebra automorphisms established in
Lemma 3.6. The relations in Q!(co(k[t])(z1,...,z,)) are given by
(3.79) tdt = dtt, tdx; = dra; *(t —b;), forall 1 <i<n,
(3.80) ridr; = dr;x;, z;dt = dt(a;z; + pj(t)), foralll<i<mn,
and
(3.81) zida; = dx; (cifj-lxi — ci_yj-lqgg-)), fori < j, and
(3.82) widej = daj(cjzi +q), fori > j.

We want to extend the assignments t — dt, x; — dx;, 1 <7 <n to a map
d:oK[t)(z1,...,xn) — Ql(a(k[t])<:v1, cey X))

satisfying the Leibniz’s rule, so we need to impose the compatibility between this
rule and the non-trivial relations (3.72) and (3.73). In this way, we have that

dz;t + z;dt = a;dtz; + a;tdz; + b;dx; + dp;(t), for 1 <i<n, and

n
dejx; + xjde; = ¢ jdxixy + ¢ jrdr + Z qf)kj)dxk, for @ < j.
k=1

Note that in view of the equality tdt = dtt, which defines the usual commutative
calculus on the polynomial ring k[t], we get that dp;(¢) = dtpi(t) for 1 <i < n.
Define k-linear maps

O, Ou, : oKt (x1, ..., xn) = ok[t){(z1,...,2,), i=1
such that

geeey

d(f) = dtoy(f) + Y du;0p,(f), forall f € o(k[t])(z1,. .. zn).
i=1

These maps are well-defined since dt and dz; (1 < i < n) are free generators of
the right o (k[t])(x1, ..., z,)-module Q' (o (k[t]){(z1,...,z,)). Thus, d(a) = 0 if and
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only if 0;(a) = 9,(a) = 0 for 1 < ¢ < n. Using relations appearing in (3.78) and
the definitions of the maps v; and v,, (1 <i < n), we obtain that

(3.83) 8t(tk3:l11 e xi{‘) = ktk_lxll coezlr and

no
k..l k l —1_lit1 1
awz(t S ) t_b Hcsz qsz) : ‘Ti-l-l'”xr{l'

Hence, d(a) = 0 if and only if a is a scalar multiple of the identity. This fact
shows that (Q(o(k[t])(z1,...,2s),d)) is connected, where

n+1

okl (@1, ... wn) = DU @ED @, ., 2a).

The universal extension of d to higher forms compatible with (3.79), (3.80) and
(3.82) gives the following rules for Q! (o(k[t])(z1,...,2z,)) (2 <1< n):

(3.84)

s l
d.%'q(l) A A dxq(s) Adt N dxq(SJrl) A A qu(l) = (—1)S H aq_(lr)dt A /\ qu(k),
r=1

ks,

l
(3.85) N drgy = (=1)F ] e /\ d

k=1 r,s€P

where where s; € {1,...,1} do not appear in Relation (3.84), ¢ : {1,...,l} —
{1,...,n} is an injective map, p : {1,...,l} — Im(q) is an increasing injective
map and f is the number of 2-permutations needed to transform ¢ into p, and

Pi={(s,t) € {L,...,1} x {L.....0} | q(s) > q(D)}.
Since the automorphisms v, v,,, 1 <14 <n commute with each other, there are
no additional relations to the previous ones, so we get that

Q" (o(k[t){(z1,...,2n)) = @ dt Ndzy A+ dxp_q ANdxpepg A Aday,

DddtNdxo AN--- ANdx, ®dt Ndxy A - Ndxp—1
@dzy A - ANdxp] o(K[t]) (21, ..., 2n).
Now, since
QMo (k[t]) (x1,. .., 2n)) = wok[t]) (@1, .., 2n) = o(k[t]){(z1,...,2,)
as a right and left o(k[t]){(z1,...,2,)-module, with
w=dtANdxy N---Ndx, and v, =14 0Vz 00Uy |

it follows that w is a volume form of o(k[t]){x1,...,zn). In order to make the
calculations easier, we consider the following notation ¢t = g, cp; = a; for1 <i <mn.
From Proposition 2.9 (2) we get that w is an integral form by setting

ot n+1
w] /\ dxy, (), for 1 <i < ( . ),
k=0 J

; 1
Q?Jrlﬁ - (_1)111',1 H /\ dzp, k), for 1 <i < <n+ >,

r,s€P; ; J
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for 1 <7 <n+ 1 and where
pij:{0,...,5—1} = {0,...,n}, and
Pij: {j, . ,n} — (Im(pi,j))c

(the symbol [0° denotes the complement of the set (), are increasing injective
maps, and f; ; is the number of 2-permutation needed to transform

{Z_)i,j(j)v---7ﬁi,j(n);pi,j(0);---7pi,j(j_1)} into the set {O,...,n},

and

P = {(S,t) € {0, ey — 1} X {j, . ,n} |pi7j(8) <]5i7j(t)}.
Consider o’ € OV (o(k[t])(x1,...,2n)), that is,

("7 -1

w = Z /\ dﬂ?pi,j(k)bia with b; € k.
=1 k=0

Then
SR _ ("7 i1
Z Wi, (@M AW = Z l/\ da:pi(k)] Ty [(—l)ﬁi’jD* Aw']
k

=1 =1 =0
(") -1
> N dep b =,

i=1 k=0

where

n

O* = H C:); /\ dwﬁi,j(k)'

T‘,SGPi,j k=j
By Proposition 2.9 (2), it follows that o (Kk[t]){z1,...,2,) is differentially smooth.
(]

Remark 3.8. Note that there is no unique way to define wzj and @?ﬁ‘ . Our way
of defining them is because it is the simplest.

4. DIFFERENTIAL SMOOTHNESS OF SPBW EXTENSIONS OVER K|[t1, 2]

Finally, we investigate the differential smoothness of bijective SPBW extensions
over the commutative polynomial ring k|[t1, to].

Aut(k[t1, t2]) are compositions of automorphisms of two types (see McKay and
Wang [65], Shestakov and Umirbaev [86] or Van den Essen [91] for more details):

e First type:
(41) tl — a11t1 =+ a12t2 + ais and t2 — agltl + CLQQtQ =+ ass,

where aij € k and ai1a00 — a12a901 75 0.
e Second type:

(42) t1 — tl, to —> to + h(tl),
where h(t1) € k[t1].

With these facts in our hands, we proceed to study the differential smoothness
of SPBW extension on two generators.
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4.1. SPBW extensions in two indeterminates. Let o(k[t1,t2]){z1,z2). From
Definition 2.1 we know that
,Tl’l“(tl) =0 (’I‘(tl)),fl + 61 (’I‘(tl)), $2T(t1) = 09 (’I“(tl)),fz + 62(T(t1)),
,Tl’l“(tg) =0 (T‘(fg)),@l + 61 (’I‘(fg)), $2T(t2) = 09 (T(fg)),’tz + 62(T(t2)), and
Tax1 = c12(th, t2)T122 + q;?%(tluw) + qu)(tl, ta)w1 + (Jfg)(flab)@,
Where the polynomials ’I”(tl, tQ), Clﬁg(tl, t2), qﬁ)Q) (tl, t2), q§112) (tl, t2), qu) (tl, t2) be—
long to k[t1, 2], and ¢1,2(t1,t2) is a non-zero element.
Considering the notation above, we write o1, 02 € Aut(k[t1, t2]) as follows:
o1(t1) = ar11t1 + arnata + b1y,
o1(t2) = a121t1 + araata + bia,
o2(t1) = ag11t1 + azi2tz +b21, and
o2(t2) = a2it1 + agaata + baa.

As in Section 3.1, the polynomials p;(t1,t2), p2(t1,t2) € k[t1,t2] are considered
in such a way that the following identities

1ty = a1n1ti121 + anigtexy + bz + pi(ty, ta),

Toti = ag11t1%2 + aziate®a + ba1xo + pa(ti, ta),

(43) T1ta = aj21t121 + a122taxy + bioxy + p1 (t17t2)7
(

Taly = aga1t1T2 + agaatams + baowa + pa(ti,t2), and
O (t1,t2) + at ' (b1, t)x1 + g o (b1, t2),

hold. Since the map d : o (k[t1,t2]) (1, 22) — Q' (o (Kk[t1,t2])) {21, 7o) must satisfy
Leibniz’s rule, it is straightforward to see that we need to guarantee the conditions

® Ci2, qg, q&), q%) € k, with ¢; 2 non-zero.

e pi(t1,t2) = p1 and pa(t1,t2) = p2, where p1,p2 € k.
® a1 = az12 = a12 = a121 = 0.

Toxy = c1,2(t1, t2)T 122 + Q§

Indeed, the first four relations in (4.3) can be written as
(4.4) ity = aijit1; + aijotox; + bijx; + pi(t,t2), ford,j € {1,2}.
By applying d to (4.4) we get that
0 = —d(zt;) + d(aijit1z; + aijetox; + bijx; + pi(ti, t2)).
Since d is k-linear, the Leibniz’s rule implies that
0= —dxit; — xidt; + ajjidtiz; + ajitidr; + aijodtex; + ajjatadr;
+ bijdz; + d(pi(t1, t2)).

By (2.6), the action of the module is written using the automorphisms vy, , v4,,
Vg, and vg,, that is,

0= — d,Titj — dthtj (J,'l) + aijldtlxi + aijldxium (tl) + aijgdtg$i + aijgdl'il/mi (tg)

Opi T dty Opi

+ JdiZ? +d 1(%1 atg
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If we put together the terms that multiply the different differentials, then
_ Op;
0 = dz;(—t; + aijive, (t1) + aijova, (t2) + bij) + dt1 | aijiz; + e
1

Ipi
8_1}2) — dtjl/t]. (ZZ?»L)

For j = 1, we obtain the term

dtz (aijgxi +

Op;

i12%; + m— =0,
Qai12%; + ot
whence a;12 = 0 and 87”1 =0 for i € {1,2}.
Next, when j = 2,
Ipi
212 + 75— =0.
;21T + a1,

Once more again, it follows that a;2; = 0 and apl =0 for i € {1,2}.

Since the partial derivatives of p; are zero, we conclude that p; is a constant
element for i € {1, 2}.

Finally, by applying d to the last equation in (4.3) we get that

d(xzow1) = d(c12(t1,t2)T122 + q@ (ty,t2) + qu)(tl, ta)xy + q%’ (t1,t2)x2)

= d(c12(t1,t2))x102 + c1,2(t1, t2)d(x122) + d(qﬁ)g) (t1,t2))

+d(gf3 (b, 12))21 + g1 (b, L) dr + d(qi ) (b1, 1)) + 5 (11, ) das
Ocy Ocy
= dty Bt 2.%'1.%‘2 + dito 8t2 .%'1.%'2 +c Q(tl,tg)dibll'g +c g(tl,tg)xld.%'g
daiy . Oay . ddiy LR
dt dt : dt dt t1,t2)d
+ 18t1+ 28t2+ 1613314— 28t2$1+q 5(t1,t2)dxy
(2) 94?)
9,2 (2)
+ dt| —= a1, To + dtog——= ot ,TQ =+ q, 2(f1,t2)d$2

The expression (2.6) implies that the action of the module is written using the
automorphisms vy, , v4,, vz, and v,, as follows:

ocy ocy
O = —d.IgIl d.Ilel (.IQ) =+ dtl 6t .Il.IQ + dtz 6t .Il.IQ + dIll/zl (Cl Q(tl, tQ))IQ
1 2

(9(](0) (9(](0) aq(l) (9(](1)
+ d,Tgl/mz (0172(t1, tg))VmQ (,Tl) + dty a1, + dito at, + dty a1, T1 + dits oty T
(1) a1 9\%) @)
—|— dIll/zl (ql,Q(tl’ tz)) —|— dtl atl X9 —|— dtQ 6t2 i) —|— d{EQVm2 (q172(t1, t2))
In this way,
(0) (1) (2)
ot (Gt Gt 4 St O )

e 04y oqty 04
dt E) ’ ’ .
+ 2((% T TR L TR



SMOOTH GEOMETRY OF SKEW PBW EXTENSIONS I 33

From the reasoning above, it can be seen that all partial derivatives must be

equal to zero. Equivalently, ¢y 2, qi(g, qg 2), qg 2) € k, with ¢1,2 a non-zero element of

the field k.
The five relations in (4.3) are reduced to

(4.5) r1ty = a1ntizy + by + pa,

(4.6) Tat1 = az11t1T2 + ba1x2 + po,

(4.7) z1ty = aigatary + bi2z1 + pu,

(4.8) Toty = agaotoxs + bapwsy +po, and
(4.9) TaT1 = C1271%2 + qi 2) + q(l)fEl + QSQ)CLQ-

All these facts allow us to formulate the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Let

(4.10)

vy, (t1) = t1, vy, (t2) = ta, Ve, (21) = ar121,
(4.11)

v, (w2) = ag1122, v, (t1) = t1, v, (t2) = ta,
(4.12)

Vty (Il) = 12271, Vty (I2) = (22272, Vzl(tl) - ‘1111( bu)
(4.13)

Vg, (t2) = afoy(ta — b12),  Vay (21) = 21, Va, (22) = 1,272 + qu),
(4.14)

Via (1) = agai (b1 = ba1), ¥y (t2) = agg(ta = bao), v (21) = exhar — crhal,
(4.15)

Vg, (T2) = 29.

Then:

(1) Leibniz’s rule holds in the cases listed in Table /. The maps defined by
(4.10), (4.11), (4.12), (4.13), (4.14) and (4.15) simultaneously extend to
algebra automorphisms vy, , Viy, Va,, Vay 0f 0(K[t1,t2]){x1,22) in cases (a) -

(p)-

(2) In cases (a) - (p), we have that
(4.16) vy ovy, = Vg0V, VyOVg; = Vg OV, Vg, OUy; = Vg Oly,, fori,j=1,2.

Proof. For the first assertion, the map v, can be extended to an algebra homomor-
phism if and only if the definitions of vy, (1), 4, (t2), v, (21) and 14, (22) respect
relations (4.5), (4.6), (4.7), (4.8) and (4.9), i.e
viy (w1)ve, (t1) = v, (arnnts + bunv, (1) = vy (
vty (z2)v, (1) — vty (a211ts + b )=t (
th(xl) 1(t2) _th( Il) Vt1(p1
( (t2) ( ) = v (
)= a1

e, (T2
L7
v, (@2)vy, (t2) — vy (a222t2 + bo2)vy, (22
L7

ay22te + b12)vy,
and

(2)

Ve, ()1, (1) — e1,201, (1), (22 i, + a9 (21) + ¢, (22).
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TABLE 4. Leibniz’s rule

Case | Possibilities for ay11, a123, azi, azz | Polynomials py and py Restrictions
1o =1, 4% = g% = 0, biy,biz, bar, bao, ) € k
pp2Ek =1, 4,;‘3 =0,¢2 #0, by =bi2 =0, by by, gf) € &
c2=1¢/3#0.4% =0, by = bn =0, b, bio, ¢} € k
(a) |am =1 a2 =1 am =1, az = a2l ) =at) =a) =0, bu,bio, b b € K
a1l % =al") =0 a3 #0, by = biz, biy, o, b
2 A1 ) = =0 £ 0, b = bt birbias b €
cp A1 gl = 2202 gl £ 0.gY £0, b = biz, ba = by, by, b €k
() | £1, o132 = 1, amm1 = 1, azss = 1 b1 =0, g1 = ¢} =0, c1o,bur, bio € k with by = 0 and gf') € k or ¢{') =0 and by € k
by =0, ) 0, e1.2 = any, bu, biz, booygl') € &
(© lam =1, au # 1, az1 = 1, azss =1 m=p=0__ bar =0, i) = ¢} =0, c12,b11,bia € k with by = 0 and gf') € k or q{') =0 and by € k
P =0, py = 202 b =0, ¢ = 0, 12 = a1z, bit, bia, ban,ql') €k
O | any =1, am =1 a L s =1 P=p2=0 b1y =0, q1") = g1} = 0, 1.9, b2, ban € k with biz = 0 and ¢} € k or 1) =0 and biz € k
| " e K ':"‘ b =0, 4% =¢{'} =0, c12 = azm. bz b, bl €k
(© @ =1, ame =1, az1 =1, azm # 1 m=p=0 b2 =0, ¢l = ¢{') =0, c1.2,b22, bz € k with by = 0 and ¢i*) € k or g2} =0 and by € k
=t m =0 b2 =0, 4% = gl = 0, 12 = azun, bur,bar. baneaf?) € &
) [am#Lam# 1 am =1, am =1 m=p=0 =043 =a ek
p=0pek bt =ba2 =0, 0% = i} = 0. a1y = @122 12 =y, afJbur bz € &
(&) |am#1 am=1,am #1, am =1 P=pa=0 =0l =0, by = ") bbb € K
am =z ¢l =al) =0, b u,nbu b11, bz, bao € K with ¢}%) = 0 and c10 € k or ¢\) € k and 1 =0
M) |am#Lam=1an=1an#l m=p2=0 ail = rn )=} =0, b =bin=0, c12.bu b €k
() @i =1, ame # 1, az #1, az = 1 p=p=0 A = =0 =0, b1 = b = 0, c1a, bz, s €k
i a3 =ah= 12,b1, b bs € K
() |amn=1an#lan=1an#l n=p=0
g = aph al') = ¢{) = 0, bio = —aghbaa, by, bor,ba € K with ¢\°) =0 and 12 €k or ¢\ €k and c10 =0
®) |am=1,am=1,am #1 n=p=0 0, c12.0%, bor by €
ek p=0 b =bi2=0, 4% =) @z, ¢, bar by € K
M) famn=1an#l an#lan#l A =) =q% =0, b1 =0, by s crabar, b €
(m) |ain #1, a1 =1, aan # 1, azmn # 1 p—— %) =g’ ,—q”—u. bia =0, by = el oy b ek
) |am#Lam# am =1, amm #1 At = al = qf? c12,bubo €k
(©) |am #L e # 1 aan # 1, a = 0l =0, b2 =0, by = "2 7D 0y by b €k
0% = i) = ) = 0, b = 2l py = buleen D o by b ek
() | # L am # 1, a0 # 1, am #1 n=pn=0 43 = a1 = i3 = 0. aon = apjh, ba = T, by = —aiihbu, e bu b € k
¢ =g =0, a1, = ap, a1z = agh, bay = —aphbir, biz = —aghbaa, biybe € k with ¢ =1 and \) €k or ¢{*) =0 and e, 5 €k

We obtain the equations given by

p1(ainn —
p2(agi1 —
(4.17) 1) (azirain —
(4.18) q§1§ (@211 —1

q@ (@111 —1

—_ =

and

I
o o o o o

)
)
)
)
)

Again, the map 14, can be extended to an algebra homomorphism if and only if
the definitions of vy, (t1), Ve, (t2), Vi, (1) and v, (22) respect relations (4.5), (4.6),
(4.7), (4.8) and (4.9), that is,

- Vtz 1

|
&
M
—
=
=

ayiity +bi1)v,
a11t1 + ba1)vy,

Jvts (21)
v, (w2)
— vy, (@122t2 + bi2) v, (21) =
Y, (22) = and
i, (2)

= ¢\ + ¢y (1) + ¢ vy (22).

2

)

1) — Uty
)
)

N N R

|

&

M

—

=

no
NP

— U, (a222t2 + bao) vy,

Viy (T2) 14, (1) — C1,200, (@114, (22
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Then
(G122 - 1) 0,
p2(agee —1) =0,
(4.19) qi 2)(a222a122 -1)=0,
§ 5(age2 —1) =0, and
g3 (a2 — 1) =

The map v,, can be extended to an algebra homomorphism if and only if the
definitions of vy, (t1), vs, (t2), Ve, (1) and vy, (z2) respect relations (4.5), (4.6),
(4.7), (4.8) and (4.9). This yields that

Vg, (21)Vg, (t1) — Vay (@111t1 + b11)Va, (21) = Vo, (P1),
Vg, (22)Vg, (t1) — Ve, (a211t1 + b21)Vz, (22) = Vg, (p2),
Vi, (21)Va, (t2) — vz, (12282 + b12) Ve, (21) = v, (P1),
Vg, (22)Vg, (t2) — Ve, (a222t2 + b22) Vs, (22) = vz, (p2), and
Va, (2)V, (11) = €12V, (1), (32) = @13 + ¢\ 30, (21) + @30, (22).

Thus, we get that

pl(al_lll -1)=0,
Y41 (a1_212 -1)=0,
(4.20) ayy(bar — b1y + agiibii) — bay = 0,

_ _ 1
p2(a11110172 -1)= a1111b21Q§,2)=

1oy (D22 — bia + agaabia) — bao = 0,

p2aiycra — 1) = al_zlgbmq&)a and

0 1 2
(J§,2)(01,2 -1)= (ﬁ ﬁqig)

As above, the map v,, can be extended to an algebra homomorphism if and only
if the definitions of vy, (1), Vs, (t2), Vs, (1) and vy, (x2) respect relations (4.5), (4.6),
(4.7), (4.8) and (4.9). Then:

aa (1) (p1);
Waa (T2) = Vo, (p2),
aroaty + b12)Ve, (71) = Vo (P1),
Was (T2) = Vay (
Way (2)

ay11ty + b11)vz, (71

a11t1 + ba1)vz, (22

~ o~~~

a222t2 + b22) Vs, (T2 p2), and

1)

Vo (22)Viy (1) — 1,000, (11 )00y (2) = 4% + 61 90, (1) + 4\ vy (w2).
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Equivalently,
p2(a2_111 -1)=0,
p2(a‘2_212 - 1) = 05
(4.21) agyy (D11 — bay + ag11b21) — by = 0,

-1 -1 _ -1 _-1 (2)
pi(agici o — 1) = — ¢y 2a91;b1147 5,

Aoy (D12 — bag + a129b29) — 12 = 0,

1 - 1 - 2
b1 (a121201 % -)= - C, §a2212b12q§ 2)= and
0 1) (2
qu)(clz 1) = - C, 2‘15%‘1%2)

These equations are satisfied by the conditions formulated in the Table 4.
For the second assertion, it is enough to prove it for the generators t1, to, 1 and

To:
(v, ov,)(t1) = vy (1) = t1,
(v, oy )(t1) = v, (1) = t1,
(Vey o vy )(t2) = v, (t2) = ta,
(Vey o vy )(t2) = v, (t2) = ta,
(4.22) (U, o vy ) (1) = v, (@12271) = a111012271,
(Ve o vty ) (1) = vy (a11171) = a111012271,
(Vey o v, )(T2) = vt (a22272) = agazaiiwa, and
(Vs o v, )(12) = v, (a21172) = a202a211T2.

In each case, the conditions shown in (4.22) hold, and so v, o vy, = v, o 1y, .
Next,

(ary (t — b)) = ajyy (t1 — bun),

2 (B1) = a111(t1 —b11),

1 (@195 (f2 — b12)) = ajyy (2 — bi2),
(

= Vg CL

I
X

I
N

2y (t2) = a1_212(t2 — b12),

€ ) = a11171,

I
N

(4.23)

t1
= Vg, (a11121) = a11121,

= vy, (c1202 + qi 2)) = a211€1,2%2 + qi 2)7 and

S

~— O~ O~ N ' ' '
I
X

= Vg, (a21122) = a211(c1,2@2 + qu))

Note that the only conditions that appear to be different in (4 23) are (1, o

Vg )(z2) and (v, oy, )(x2); these are satisfied when qg 2) = agqu 2+ As we can see,
every case in Table 4 satisfies these conditions.
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Now,

(1, 0 v, ) (1) = iy (a a11(t1 = b21)) = a211( — ba1),
(Vs 011, ) (11) = vy (t1) = ag’ (t1 — ba1),
(ve, © Vay ) (t2) = v, (a395 (t2 — b22)) = agys(ta — baa),
(Vay 0 11, )(t2) = Vay (2) = a9 (t2 — ba2),

(424) (v, ovay) (1) = vr, (¢ 3(m1 — 1)) = erplanm — a13)),
(Vay 0 v, )(01) = Vay(@11121) = alllci%(xl - q%)),
(Vt, 0 Ugy)(22) = vy (22) = a21122, and
(Vg 0 V4, )(T2) = Vay(a21172) = a21172.

Once more again, note that the only conditions that appear to be different are

(vty O Ve, ) (1) and (vg, o 14, )(x1); these are satisfied if qg 2) = aulqg 2), and all cases

in Table 4 satisfy both conditions.

Consider
(V1 0 vy )(t1) = 1, (a 1t = b)) = CL111( —bu),
(Vay o, )(t1) = vy, (t1) = a111( 1 —b11),
(V1 © vy )(t2) = Vg (agn(t2 — b12)) = aggs(ta — bi2),
(Vay o v,)(t2) = vay (t2) = a1_212(t2 — bi2),
(4.25) Viy O Vay )(T1) = vy (21) = a12271,

= Vzl(a 21?1) = 12271,

= v, (c1,072 + q§ 2)) = C1,20222T2 + q§ 2), and

= Uy, (a220%2) = a222(c1,2T2 + qu))
By using a similar reasoning, it can be seen that all cases in Table 4 satisfy these

conditions.
We continue with the following compositions:

(Ve © Vo )(t1) = v, (agyy (t1 — b21)) = agyy (t1 — ba1),
(Ve 0 v1,)(t1) = vy (t1) = agyy (t1 — ban),
(Vt © 3 )(t2) = Vg (admp (t2 — b22)) = aggs(ta — ba2),
(Vs © V1, )(t2) = Vi, (ta) = aggs(ta — baa),

(426) (v oven)(@1) = via(er bl — 03) = € bz — a13),
(Vi 0 V1, ) (1) = Vi, (@12271) = a12201_é($1 q;zg))
(Vi 0 Vay )(T2) = Vi, (T2) = a22222, and
(Viey 0 V1, )(T2) = Vi, (a20272) = a22272.

All cases in Table 4 satisfy conditions in (4.26).
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Finally,

(Vay © vy (t1) = v, (agy (b1 = ba1)) = agy (g (b = bin) = bar),
(Vay 0 Vay )(t1) = Vi, (af111 (t1 — b)) = a711(a27111 (t1 = b21) — bu1),
(Vay © Vi, )(t2) = i, (agay(t2 — ba2)) = agon(ajoy(tz — bi2) — bao),
(Vay © Vi, )(t2) = Vay (@195 (t2 — b12)) = aigs(asm(t2 — bao) — bia),

(427) (v o vm)(@1) = va (cra(@r — a12) = eph(en — 1),
(Vs © v )(31) = vy (1) = e (w1 — afD),
Vi, © Uy )(X2) = Vg, (22) = C1222 + qu, and
(Viy © Vg, )(X2) = Vg, (€1 272 + qf)) =C1,2T2 + q§12)

At first glance, it seems that compositions (v, 0 Vs, )(t1) and (va, o vy, )(t1) are
different. However, due to the expression (4.21), they coincide. Similarly, it occurs
with the compositions (v, o vy, )(t2) and (Vg, o Vg, )(t2). All are satisfied. O

We arrive to the important result of this section.

Theorem 4.2. If a SPBW extension o(Kk[t1,t2]){x1, 22) satisfies one of the condi-
tions (a)-(p) in Proposition 4.1, then it is differentially smooth.

Proof. As GKdim(o (k[t1, t2]){x1,z2)) = 4, we proceed to construct a 4-dimensional
integrable calculus. Consider Q! (o (k[t1, t2]){z1,22)), a free right o (Kk[t1, t2]) (21, x2)-
module of rank 4 with generators dt1, dte, dx1, dxs. Define a left o(k[t1, ta])(x1, 22)-
module structure by
(4.28)

adt; = dtivy, (a), adx; = davg,(a), for all i € {1,2},a € o(Kk[t1,t2])(x1, z2),

where vy, v, i € {1,2} are the algebra automorphisms established in Proposi-

tion 4.1. Notice that the relations in Q! (o (k[t1,t2]){(z1,22)) are given by
(429) tidtj = dtjti tide = da:jafl(ti — bij)7 for all i,] € {1,2},

Jit

(430) x;dx; = dIEiIEi, Iidtj = dtjaijjxi, for all i,j S {1, 2},

and
(4.31) z1dxo = d$2(01_,;$1 - Cl_%qg))a
(4.32) Todry = dxi(c10w2 + q;,l))-

We extend the maps t; — dt;, z; — dx; for i € {1,2} to a map
d: o(K[ty, t2])(z1, 22) — Q' (o (k[t1, t2]) (21, 22))

satisfying the Leibniz’s rule. From relations (4.5), (4.6), (4.7), (4.8) and (4.9) we
get that
dxit; + x;dt; = a;j;dtjz; + aijit;de; + bijda;, ford,j € {1,2}, and
droxy + xodx1 = c10dx122 + €1 021dT2 + qsz)dxl + q%da@g.
Define k-linear maps

8ti,8mi : U(k[tl, tz])<$1, I2> — U(k[tl,tQ])<$1,$2>
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such that
2
d(a) = dt10y, (a) + dt20y, (a) + Z dz;0y,(a), for all a € o(k[t1,t2])(x1, z2).
i=1

These maps are well-defined since dt; and dx; for i € {1,2} are free generators of
the right o(k[t1, t2])(x1, x2)-module Q! (o (k[t1, t2]){(z1, z2)). Hence, d(a) = 0 if and
only if 0, (a) = 0, (a) = 0 for i € {1,2}. Using relations (4.28) and the definitions
of the maps vy,, vy, 1 € {1,2}, we obtain that

(4.33) Oy, (ttsay ) = kY~ 52t o,
Or, (t1t527 25) = styty'altaf?,
) kys, 1,12 = —k —s —b k -b s di—1 12 d
L (HTt527 25 ) = liaggyajss(tn — bin)"(t2 — bi2)*2y' 25,  an
e 2 _
By (50 ) = laeT Y azlhagsy (ty — bar)*(ta — bas)* (21 — i) e ™

Then, d(a) = 0 if and only if a is a scalar multiple of the identity. This shows
that Q(o(k[t1,t2]){(x1, z2), d) is connected, where

4

o (k[tr, o)) (21, 22)) = D Q' (o (k[t1, b)) (w1, 22)).

i=0

The universal extension of d to higher forms compatible with (4.29), (4.30) and
(4.32) gives the following rules for Q!(o(k[ty, t2]) (21, z2)) with [ = 2, 3:

(4.34) dto AN dty = — dty A dts,
de; Ndt; = — ag;;dt; ANdx;,  for i,j € {1,2},
dxg Ndx1 = — ¢; jdz1 A dxo,
(4.35) dzi ANdta ANdti = — ar11a122dt A dta A dxy,
dro Ndty Ndty = — ag11a2900dty A dts A dxo,
dzo Ndxy ANdti = — c12a1110211dE A dzy Adxe, and
dxo Ndxy A dly = — c1,2a1220222dEs A\ dxy A dzs.

Since the automorphisms v, and v,, for ¢ € {1,2} commute with each other,
there are no additional relationships to the previous ones, so we write

Q?’(o(k[tl,tz])<x1,x2>) = [dtl Adzy Adxre @ dts A dxy Adrs @ dty A dts N dxs
@ dty Adta A d,’El]U(k[tl, tg])<$1, $2>.

Now, due to that
Qo (k[t1, t2]) (w1, 22)) = wo(k[tr, t2]) (1, 22) = o (K[t1, to]) (21, 72),

as a right and left o(k[t1,t2]){x1, x2)-module, with w = dt; A dta A dx1 A dxo,
where v, = vy, 0V, 0 Vg, OVy,, then w is a volume form of o(k[ty, t2])(x1, z2). From
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Proposition 2.9 (2), it follows that w is an integral form by setting

w% = dtq, w% = dto, w§ =dxq, wi = dxo,
wf = dt; A dts, w% = dt; N dzq, wg = dt; N dzs, wz = dty N dzq,
wg = dts A dzs, wg =dzri N\ dxs,
w% = dt; ANdty N dx, wg’ = dt; ANdty N dxs, wg’ = dt; Ndzxy N dzs,
wi = dtz A del A d{EQ,
-1 -1 -1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1
W] = —Gg110999Cy 5dT2, Wy = ayppayyydiy, W3 = —dby, Wy = dty,
-1 -1 -1 -1
Wi = Gg110771101220222d%1 N dx2,
Wy = —a;lllcl_édtg Adzs, (Dg = al_llldtg Adzy, @2 = a2_21201_édt1 Adzs,
Wy = —a1_212dt1 ANdxq, (Dg = dty N dts,
@F = —ajagidts Adzy A drs, @3 = ajgnagandty A dxy A ds,

@’g = —Ciédtl ANdty A dxs, (Dz =dt1 Ndta A dxq

Let w’ = dtia + dtob + dxic + dxad, a,b,c,d € k. Then

4
Zwilﬂ'w ((2)13 AW = dtlww(—aaﬁllagllldtg Adxy Adxa A dity)
i=1
+ dtom, (bajsnaasdty A dxy A dag A dts)
+ day i, (—cey ydty A dby A day A day)
+ d{EQﬂ'w(ddtl A dtz A d:El A d{EQ)
= dtla + dtzb + d,’Elc + d,’Ezd

=uw'.
On the other hand, if
A dt1 N\ dtaa + dt1 A\ dzib + dt; A dxoc + dis A dxid + dits A drge + dxy A d:EQf

with a,b,c,d, e, f € k, it yields that

iwfww (@2 AW") = dty A dtamy,(aag)yarajonasseder Adee Adty A dis)
i=1
+ dt; A dxlﬂ'w(—baglllciédtg Adxg Adty A dxq)

(cafllldtg Adxy Adty A dxg)
(dagyyey ydty A dao Adty A day)
+ dty A doamy,(—ealyydty A dzy Adta A das)

+ dxy A dxom, (fditr Adtg Adzy A dag)
= dt1 Ndtaa + dty Adx1b+ dt; N dzsoc

+ dto A dx1d + dta A dxge + dxy A dza f

1"
=W .

+ dtl AN d.IQﬂ'w
+ dtQ A d.Ilﬂ'w
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Finally, let

W = dty AN dty A dxia + dt A dts A daobdty A dxy
AN dxoc+ dta N dxy Adxed, with a,b,c,d € k.
Since
3
Zw;—o’ww (@} Aw") = dty Adty A dwlww(—aaglllagzgciédxg Adty Adty Adxy)
i=1
+ dt1 A dtg A dxgww(baﬁlzaﬁlldxl Adty A dta A dxs)
+dty Adxy A dl‘gﬂ'w(—cdtg Adti ANdxy A dl‘g)
+ dto Adxy A dl‘gﬂ'w(ddtl Adta A\ dxy A dl‘g)
= dt1 Ndta Ndxia+ dt; N dig A dxabdty A dxy N dxsce
+ dty Adxy Adzod = W',
we conclude that o(k[t1,t2]){z1, z2) is differentially smooth. O
Remark 4.3. Only automorphisms of the form ¢; — aq1t1 + a12ts + a3, to —
CLQltl + CLQQtQ —|—a23, where (2%} € k and a11a22 —a12a21 7§ 0 are taken. This holds for
the following reason. Without loss of generality, suppose that we have a relation

with an automorphism of the form t; — t1, ta — t2 + h(t1), where h(t;) € k[t1]
as follows

x1ty = tixy + p(ty, ta),
ity = toxy + h(t1)z1 + p1(t1,t2).

When we want to take the automorphisms that can work to build the differential
calculus, we obtain the following:

d(z1t2) = d(taz1) + d(h(t1)z1) + d(p1(t, t2)),
dIth + IldtQ = dtle + t2d$1 + d(h(tl)).Il + h(tl)dI1 + d(pl (tl, tz))

Consider h(t1) = ), ast], dt1h/(t1) is the usual derivative with respect to ¢; and
dty g—fll is the usual partial derivative with respect to t;. Then

dxltg + dtQVt2 (Il) = dt2$1 + dIll/zl(tQ) + dtlh/(tl)Il

s 0
+ dx Zas [1/11 (tl)] =+ dtl%’

and
dxy (fz = Vo, (t2) — Zas[%l(tl)]s) + dta (v, (21) — 21)
/ op1 _
+ dty (h (tl)iCl + a—tl) =0.

Since that dt;, dts, dr; and dxo are generators for Q!(k[t1,t2]), the elements
that multiply them must be zero. In particular,
op1

/ _ =
(436) h (tl),fl + ot 0.
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Now

)

Rtz = Z sastf_lxl = Zsas (a:ltf_l —(s— l)ti_2p1(t1,t2))
S S

=z (t) = Y sas(s — 1)t; *pi(t1, t2).

S

Therefore, expression (4.36) can be written as

o
wih/(t) =Y sau(s — 1)t 2 (tr, 1) + @y,

S

In this way, it is necessary that h'(¢t1) = 0, i.e. h(t1) = h € k, whence the
automorphism has the form ¢, — ¢y, to — to + h, where h € k. Note that this
automorphism coincides with the first type above when a1 =1, a12 =0, a13 =0,
a1 = O, ag9 = 1 and a3 — h.

Sections 4.2 and 4.3 contain sufficient conditions to guarantee the differential
smoothness of SPBW extensions over o(k[t1, t2]) on three and n generators. How-
ever, as we saw in the previous sections, the number of cases in which the Leibniz’s
rule holds increases considerably as we consider more indeterminates on the SPBW
extension. Due to this reason, in the next two sections we will not include any table
but will simply formulate the adequate conditions to the extension of this rule.

4.2. SPBW extensions in three indeterminates. Let o(k[t1,t2]){x1, 22, x3).
Consider the family of automorphisms as in the previous section. Since the condi-
tions in (4.3) also hold in this case, it yields that

(437) Tty = agjitjx; + bijl'i + pi, fori=1,2,3and j =1,2,

3
(4.38)  wjw = cigmiuy + a0 + Y a ek, fori j k€ {1,2,3}, and i <,
k=1

where ¢; ; € k¥, qg?j),qggj) €k, for i,5,k € {1,2,3} with ¢ < j, and a;;; € k¥,

bij,pi €k fori e {1,2,3} and j € {1,2}.

Proposition 4.4. Let

(4.39) v, (t;) = t;, v, (T) = akiixg,
(4.40)
Vi (t:) = g (b = bri), Vo (@) = @,
(4.41)
Vg, (25) = ¢ x5 + qz(lj), fori <j, wvg(x;)= cjfilxj - c;llqj(ll), for i > j,

Then:
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(1) Leibniz’s rule holds if the following relationships hold:

(4.42) bsi(ain — 1) = bu(as — 1),

(4.43) a$)(ain —1) =0,

(4.44) pi(csi —asu) = buqéi-),

(4.45) 0\ (cs 55— 1) =0,

(4.46) a$)(eiy = 1) =a)(eey = 1),

(4.47) 05 (ciy = 1) =g (cai = 1),

(4.48) qZ(J)(cSJcS i~ Ch Y =0, 1<k<3, and

s—1
(449) Y eitaMql) Z 0, + a1 — i) + (esjesi — 1)) =
k=s+1

for 1 <i,j,s<m,i<j,1le€{l,2}, where ¢,y := c;}, qfft) = —ctfrlqt(f’r),
foralll<rt,p<n,t<r,andc.,=1 and qffr) =0 foralll<rp<n.

The maps defined by (4.39), (4.40) and (4.41) simultaneously extend to
algebra automorphisms Vi, , Viy, Ve, Vas, Vas Of 0(K[t1, t2]){@1, 2, 23) when
the previous relations are satisfied.

(2) If the mentioned conditions in (1) hold, then we have that
(4.50) Vi, Oy, =V, OVy, Vi, Ol =V, OV, Uy

fori,j=1,2 and 1<k, <3.

w O Ve, = Vg, O Vg,

Proof. For the first assertion, the map 14, | = 1,2 can be extended to an algebra
homomorphism if and only if the definitions of 1, (¢;), and vy, (z;) respect relations
(4.38):

vt (xi)ytl (tj) -y (aijjtj + bij)ytz (xl) =y (pi)u fori e {17 2, 3}7 Jl € {17 2}7

and

v, (@5)ve (23) — v, (zi)v, (25) = ql,_] + Z 4; ; Vtz (k)
k=1
for i,5 € {1,2,3}, 1 € {1,2} with ¢ < j. Then
pi(ag —1) =0, forie{1,2,3}, € {1,2},

(451) qz(,(;) (aj”am — 1) = 0, and

qz()l])‘(ajllaill —apu) =0, fori,jke{l,2,3} [€{l,2}.

It is necessary that v, for s = 1,2,3 can be extended to o(k[t1,t2]){z1, z2, x3),
that is,
(4.52)
Vi, (Ti)Va, (t5) = va, (aijjts + bij)ve, (i) = va, (pi), forie{1,2,3}, j,l € {1,2},

and
(453) Uws (‘T])Uws (‘Tz) Ci ]Uws (xz)yws x] - ql J + Z q

From Equation (4.52) we get the following three cases to be considered:
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o 5 <1

Ve, (Ti)Va, (tj) — va,(@ijiti + bij)ve, (i) = v, (pi)
coi(wi+ q$))ag (b = bsy) — aizjag(ty — ba)e (@i +qf)
—bijcs,i(wi + qi? = pi-

In this way,

gi) (aijj — 1) = 0, and
= bwqgsz)

e s =1: It is straightforward that no new conditions are obtained.
® 5> 1

Ve (Ti)Va, (tj) — va,(ijit; + bij)ve, (7:) = vz, (i)
et (@i — qi*D)agh (1 — bey) — aizali(t; — bay)ei (@i — f)
bUCz s (xl - qz( s)) = Pi-

Then,
)i —1) =0 d 0l cteii —1) = aesibiig™
4 s (aijj )= and  p;(Ci,s@sjj ) = asjj 15,5 -
Due to expression (4.53) we have to consider the following cases:
o s < i

Vo, (T )Va, (%) = CijVa, (Ti)Va, (2;) = qw + Z 4;.5 Vrs Tx)

From this equation, we obtain the following new conditions

(s)

q; ; (cs,jesi—1) =0,
qig)( i—1) _q’fj(cs,j 1),
¢y —1) = ql j(cai — 1),
q”)(cwc“ - C/?D =0, 1<k<s—1
q”)(csyjc“ csk) =0, s+1<k<3k+#14,5, and
s—1
chiqfﬁ)qks Z qm qks +q§?q§?(1—c )"’(Cs,jcs,i_l)%(g) =0.
k=1 k=s+1
o i <5<y

Vo, (2)Va, (%) — Ci Ve, (T)Va, (2 +Zq
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Hence,
qu)(cs,j cis) =0,
a5 (e —1) = a)(esy = 1),
0 (eig—1) = a7 (cis — 1),
qu)(cs,ngsl _ C}:;) =0, 1<k<s—1,k#i
qgj)(csyjcz.sl —csp) =0, s+1<k<nk+#j and

s—1
_ s s — 0
Ck ];ql( qk s q’L qs k Cis qi )qz(s)(czyj 1) + (CS7JCZ sl - 1)(]1( ) =0.
» 2J 2J »J »J
=1 k=s+1

e s> 7t

Vo, (Tj)Va, (%) — CijVa, (Ti)Va, (T;) _ng +Zq

Then,

qg:qj) (Cj,sci s — 1)
¢\ (eig —1) = a(ess — 1),
o (eitet—al) =0, 1<k<s—1k#i,j
)

(k)

qw(mczs—csk , $+1<k<n, and
s—1
-1 (k) 1 (s) (s) -1.-1 0 _
ch,sqi J qk s Z q’L \J qs + CJ s sqjssqlss (1 - Ci;j) + (Cj,sci,s - 1)q'LJ =0.
= k=s+1
If we put together all the conditions for s € {1,2,3}, then we obtain the restric-
tions for the extension of the automorphisms.

For the second assertion, it is enough to prove it for the generators t¢;, z;, 1 <
i <3andje {1,2}. Since

(4.54) v, o, (t;) = v, () = tj,

(4.55) v, o, (tj) =, (t5) =5,

(4.56) v, o v, (%) = v, (Qimm®i) = GimmQikkZi, and
(4.57) v, o vy (i) = v, (Qikk®i) = Gimm Qikk X

for all 1 < i < 3 and k,m,j € {1,2}, then all relations are satisfied, and hence
v, ov,, =1, oy, for k,m e {1,2}.

Now,
(4.58) Viy, © Vi, (t5) = vy, (@55 (B = b)) = a5 (t5 = bmj),
(4.59) Ve © Vi () = Va,, (8) = agj (L — bing),
(4.60) Vi, © Vg, (i) = v, (Cmii + qfnnfl)) = Cpm,iGikkTi + quji), and
(4.61) Van 0 Vi (23) = Vo, (ikks) = Qige(Cmii + 4)),

forall1 <i,m <3andk,j€ {1,2}. As it is clear, expressions (4.58) and (4.59)
hold, while relations (4.60) and (4.61) are also satisfied due to expression (4.45). In
this way, vy, o vy, =V, oy, for 1 <m <3 and k € {1,2}.
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Finally,
(4.62)  va, o v, (t) = vay(a,);(t; — bmy)) = amﬁjam( — bij) — a5 ibjm,
(4.63) Vo, © Ve, (tj) = (alm( = bij)) = akjj mi‘j (tj — bmj) — a’];jljbkjv
(4.64) vy, o vy, (x;) = Vg, (Cm i + qfn Z)) = Cmi(CriTi + ql(gkz)) + quzli)v and
(4.65) v, 0 v (23) = Vo, (crizi +4\)) = crilemazi +a5) + a),

for all 1 < 4,m,k < 3 and j € {1,2}. Then relations (4.62) and (4.63) hold
because relation (4.42) is satisfied. With respect to relations (4.62) and (4.63), both
are satisfied due to the expressions (4.46) and (4.47). This yields that v, ov,, =
Vg, O Vy,, for 1 <k,m <3. [l

m

We formulate the important result of this section.

Theorem 4.5. If a SPBW extension o(k[t1,t2]){z1, x2,x3) satisfies the conditions
in Proposition 4.4, then it is differentially smooth.

Proof. We know that GKdim(o (k[t1,t2]){z1, 2, 23)) = 5 and that we have to con-
sider QY (o (k[t1, t2]) (@1, 2, 23)), a free right o(k[t1, t2])(x1, ¥2, 73)-module of rank
5 with generators dty, dte,dx1, dze, dxs.

Define a left o(k[t1,t2]){z1, 22, x3)-module structure by

(4.66) fdt; = dtivg, (f), fdw; = dxjvg,(f),
for all i € {1,2}, j € {1,2,3}, f € o(k[t1,t2]){x1, 22, 23), Where vy, vy, are the
algebra automorphisms for 7 € {1,2}, j € {1,2, 3} established in Proposition 4.4.
The relations in Q! (o (k[t1,t])(z1, 22, 73)) are given by
(467) tidtj = dtjti tid,Tj = dxjaj_i%(ti — bij), for all i € {1, 2}, j € {1, 2,3},
(4.68)
ridr; = dx;x;, ,Tidtj = dtjaijj;vi, for all i € {1, 2}, j € {1, 2,3},

and
(4.69) zidzj = drj(c; 1331 —c; ]1ql(J])) fori < j, and
(4.70) zidx; = dxj(cj iz + q](<7i)), for i > j.

We extend ¢; — dt; and x; — dx; for i € {1,2} and j € {1,2,3} to a map
d: o(k[ty, t2]) (w1, 22, x3) = Q' (o (k[t1, ta]) (21, 2, 23))
satisfying the Leibniz’s rule. This must satisfy the relations given by
dxity + xdt; = aijjdtjz; + azj;tide; + bjjdz;, forie {1,2}, j e {1,2,3}
dajx; + xjdr = ¢ jdrsxy + ¢ jxjder + Z ql(k)d:rk, fori,j,k € {1,2,3}, i < j.

k=1
Define k-linear maps

Ot;, Op, : o(K[ty, t2]) (w1, 22, v3) — o (k[t1,t2]) (71, T2, 73)
such that

d(a) = dt104, (a) + dt20:, (a) + Zdwl (@), for all a € o(k[t1,t2]) (21, 22, x3).
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These maps are well-defined since dt;, dzj, ¢ € {1,2},j € {1,2,3} are free gen-
erators of the right o(k[t1,t2])(z1, 22, x3)-module Q! (o (k[t1, t2]) (w1, 22, 23)). With
that, d(a) = 0 if and only if ¢, (a) = 0,;(a) = 0, i € {1,2} and j € {1,2,3}. Using
relations (4.66) and definitions of the maps vy,, vz, i € {1,2} and j € {1,2,3}, we
obtain that

(4.71)

Btl(tktgxlllxlfx? ktk71t5 bglzpls

2dy Loy L3’

S l1 l2 l3

O, (152 22ty ) = sthey tabialzals

)
( ) = Ty Ty Xy
O, (tit32 2 2) = Liarfagsy(t — buy)¥ (2 — bio)*al ~'afa,
Oua (1501 €5 ) = Loy 5 agfiaggy(ty — ban)* (12 — boo)* (21 — a19)"a "'y, and
o (tkts ll 12 l3) = 1302 301 13 a31kla322( 1 b31)k(t2 —b32)*(z1 — q(33)’)l1
(v2 — ')t~

Then, d(a) = 0 if and only if a is a scalar multiple of the identity. This shows
that Q(o(k[t1, t2]) (@1, 2, 23),d) is connected, where

4
Q(O’(k[tl, tz])<$1 , L2, LL‘3>) = @ Qi(U(k[tl 5 tz])<£[:1, ZTo, LL‘3>)

=0

The universal extension of d to higher forms compatible with (4.67), (4.68) and
(4.70) gives the following rules for Q!(o(k[ty, ta]) (21, z2, 73)) with [ = 2,3, 4

(4.72) dto Ndt] = — dt1 A dta,
dz; Ndty = — agjdt; Ndg,  for i € {1,2},5 € {1,2,3},
dry Ndry = — cjpdxj ANdxy, for j, k€ {1,2,3},j <k
dz; Ndta Ndty = — aji1aj02dts Adta Adxj, for j € {1,2,3},
dri Ndry Ndt; = — ¢j pajiiaridt; Adxy Aday, for i€ {1,2},5,k € {1,2,3},5 <k,
dr3z Adxe ANdx1 = —c2,3c1,2¢1,3dx1 Adxa Adrs, and

dxy A dl‘j Ndta ANdt; = cj’kaljjalkkagjjagkkdtl Adta A dl‘j Adzy, for j,k € {1,2,3},j <k,
dx3 A dxo Adry Adt; = c1,2¢1,3¢2,30145024i0343dt; A dxy Adxe Ades, for i € {1,2},

Since the automorphisms vy, v,,, i € {1,2},7 € {1,2,3} commute with each
other, there are no additional relationships to the previous ones, so we write

94(0(k[t1,f2])<$1,$2,LL‘3>) = [dtl ANdto Adxy Adxo @ dty Adts N\ dxy N dxs
© dtl A dtz A dxz A\ dxg D dtl A\ d:El A\ dZEQ A\ diEg
@ dta A dxi N dxo A d$3]0’(k[t1, tz])<£[:1, xo, LL‘3>.

Now

Q% (o (Kk[tr, to]) (x1, 22, 23)) = wo(kltr, ta]) (w1, 22, 23) = o(K(t1, t2]) (@1, 72, 223)
as a right and left o(Kk[t1,t2]){z1, 22, x3)-module, with

w =dt; Ndta ANdxy Ndxg ANx3, where v, = vy 0V, O Vgy O Vg, O Vg



48 ANDRES RUBIANO AND ARMANDO REYES

Then w is a volume form of o(k[t1,t2]){z1, 2, x3). From Proposition 2.9 (2), it
follows that w is an integral form by setting

w% = dtq, w% = dts, wgl, =dxq, wi = dzs, wé = dzs

wf = dty N dtsg, wg = dt1 N dzx, wg = dt; N dzs, wf = dt; N dzxs,
w?) = dts ANdz, wg = dts A dxs, w? = dts A dzs, wg = dxi N dxo,
wg = dx1 Ndxs, wfo = dxo N dxs,

wf = dtl A dtz A dIl, wg = dtl A dtQ A dIQ, wg = dtl A dtQ A dIg,
wz = dt; Ndzxy N dzs, wg =dt; Ndxy N dxs, wg’ = dt; Ndzxy N dzs,
w? = dtQ A dIl A dIQ, wg = dtz A dxl A dfbg, WS = dtQ AN dIQ A dIg,
wfo = dx1 ANdxo A dxs,

wil = dtl A dtz A dIl A dIQ, w% = dtl A dtQ A dIl A dIg,

w§ = dt1 Ndty N\ dxo A dxs, w:f = dt1 Ndx1 Ndzo N dzs,

wg‘ = dtQ A dIl A dIQ A dIg,

-1 _ —1 -1 -1 -1 -1 _ _ ~1 -1 -1 -1 _ o —1 -1

Wy = a311“32201,3c2,3d3337 Wy = _01,2“222“211513527 W3 = ay39a77;d21,

(Di = —dty, (Dé =dty

-2 _ 1.1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -2 _ _ ~1 -1 -1 -1 -1

Wi = €1 91 30571031109 0399dT2 N dT3, @y = —Co 30110311 41950395071 N d,

-1 -1 -1 -1 -1 2 1 -1 -1
W3 = A3710911 01950932011, dT1 A dT2, @i = 01,302,3a311dt2 A dz3,

-2 -1, -1 -2 ~1 -2 -1 -1 -1
W5 = —C1 90911 dt2 Ndxe, w5 = —ajdie ANdxy, W7 = —c 365 3a395dt1 A ds,
-2 _ -1 -1 -2 __ -1 2
Wg = €] 2Qg00dl1 Ndxa, W5 = —ayppdiy ANdry, Wi = dty Adls,
-3 _ _ -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 —1
WY = =017 09110311 0199029503941 N dxa N di,
@8 = —c] 3¢y sag i azdta A dxo A dx @08 = ¢y sazta dta Adxy A dx
2 = TC€1,201,302110311 002 2 3, W3 = Cg30311017;0l2 1 3
-3 _ -1 -1 -3 _ ~1 -1 -1 -1
Wy = —ag911a171dba Ndxy Ndze, W5 = €] 5C1 30995a395dt1 N dxg A ds,
-3 _ _.—1 -1 -1 -3 _ —1 -1
Wy = —C 307199A335d01 N dx1 Ndxs, W7 = a195a995dt1 N dx1 A dg,

©f = cy5cy3dty Adby Ndas,  ©F = —cpgdty Adty Ndaa, @Y = diy Adby Aday,
@i = azayyardts Adzy A doy A drs,

Wy = —Q3op0nmaioedls A day A dzo A drs,

w3 = cyyepgdty Adta Adao Adas, @) = —cgy3dty Adty Aday A das,

s = dty Adty Adxy A dxs.

It can be seen that any element w’ € Q! (o (k[t1, t2]){z1, 2, 23)), 1 € {1,2,3,4} can
be generated by w, (211-571, 1<i< (‘?) Hence, o(k[t1,t2]){x1, x2, x3) is differentially
smooth. O

4.3. SPBW extensions in n indeterminates. Let o(k[t1, t2])(x1,...,2y). Con-
sider once more again the family of automorphisms of the previous section. We get
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that
rit; = aij;t;0; + bijl'i + pi, forl<i<mnandj=1,2,
(4.73) TjT; = €T T; + q” + Zq Jrp, for1<i,5,k<mn, i<},
k=1

where ¢; ; € k¥, qz(oj),qz(]) ek, forl <i,j,k<n,i<jand a;; € k¥, b,p €k
where 1 < ¢ <nand j € {1,2}.

Proposition 4.6. Let

(4.74) w,(t)) = t;, ve,(Tk) = agizy,
(4.75)
Vi, (ti) = aku( — bri), Vo, (Th) = T,
(4.76)
Vg, (x5) = cijxj + ql(jj), for i < j, vg(zj)= cjiilxj ;1(]](1), for i > j,

Then:
(1) Leibniz’s rule holds if the following relationships are satisfied:
bsi(ain — 1) = biasu — 1),
q§ J(an —1) =0,
= buqsi),
=0,

Di (Cs i — Qsll

(4.77)
(4.78)
(4.79)
(4.80) 0\ (cs s — 1
(4.81)
(4.82)
(4.83)

(s) = 9 (cai — 1),

) =
) =
ey —1) = q\ oy — 1),
qsi(cij—1) =
Y =0, 1<k<n,

013 (eneni = i}

(4.84) chsqlqus > a4 + 400 — i) + (enyens — DAY =
k=s+1

for1 <i.j,s <n,i<j,1le{l,2}, having the convention of ¢, := cgrl,
qut) = c;qu,E?r), foralll <rt,p<n,t<randc., =1 and qﬂ) =0 for
all 1 <r,p<n.

The maps defined by (4.74), (4.75) and (4.76) simultaneously extend to
algebra automorphisms vy, , Vi, vz, 1 < i < n, of o(k[t1,t2])(x1, ..., Tn)
when the previous relations are satisfied.

(2) If the relations in (1) hold, then
(4.85) Vi, Oy, =V, OVy, Vi, Ol =V, OV, Uy

fori,j=1,2 and 1 < k,l <n.

w OVxy = Vg OVgy,

Proof. For the first assertion, the map 14, | = 1,2 can be extended to an algebra

homomorphlsm if and only if the definitions of th( i), and vy, (x;) respect relations
(4.73), 1

v, (Ti)vy, (t5) — vi (@ijity + big)ve (z:) = vy, (pi), for 1 <i<mn, j,l €{1,2},
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and
v, (@) ve, (@) — ci v (@) () —qu +Zq ‘v (Tr),

for 1 <4,j<mn,le€{l,2},and i <j. Then
pi(a —1)=10, forl<i<n,le{l,2}
(4.86) qgoj) (ajuau —1) =0, and
qu)(a]llal” —apy) =0, forl<i,jk<n,le{l?2}.

Now, it is necessary that v, , 1 < s < n, can also be extended to the entire
SPBW extension o (k[t1, t2]){x1,...,2s). Thus,
(4.87)
Vo, (Ti)Va, () — Vo, (aijjty + bij)ve, (2:) = v, (pi), forie{l,...,n}, j,l € {1,2},

and
(4.88) Vo, (T)Va, (@) = CijVa, (0:)Va, (25) = q1 g o+ Z 4;.5 Vrs ),

For Equation (4.87), the following three cases are considered:

e s < 1. We obtain
Vo (Ti)Va, (t5) — Va, (@igits + bij)ve, (i) = va_(pi)

tj — bsj) — aijj a’s;i (tj — bsj)es,i(zi + qgsz)) bijcs,i(wi + qgsz)) pi

From this equation, we obtain the following conditions

bsj(aij; — 1) = bij(asj; — 1),

¢\ (aij; —1) =0,

(S)) -

Coi(i 4 g )ags(

pilesi — asjy) = bial).

e s = 4. In this case, when the calculations are made, no new conditions are
obtained.
e s > i. We obtain

Ve, (Ti)Va, (t5) — Va, (@igit; + bij)ve, (v:) = ve, (pi)

—1 —1 1 —1 —1
€2 (i = aD)ag (b —bag) = aigjag(t; —ba)e H (@i —af7) = bije; Hwi — i) = pi
From this equation, we obtain the following new conditions

¢\ (ai;; —1) =0,
b (8)

pi(cisasj; —1) = bijq; .

By Equation (4.88), we have the following three cases:
e s <i. We obtain

Vo, (2)Va, (%) = CijVa, (Ti)Va, (2 +Zq
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From this equation, we obtain the following new conditions

q;fj)(cs,jcs,i —-1) =0,
aeiy 1) = a0y — 1),
¢y —1) = a7 (coi — 1),
ql(,kj)(csdcw - C}Z,i) =0, 1<k<s-—1,
QE?(Cs,sti —csp) =0, s+1<k<nk#1i,5j,
s—1
D sty 6 Z a5 a) +alal)( = cig) + (cogens = 1afy = 0.
k=1 k=s+1

e i <5< j. We obtain

Vo, (@), (@) = € jVa, (i)Va, (2;) = q” +Zq

From this equation, we obtain the following new conditions

qz(,sj) (€s,j —ciys) =0,
a(eig —1) =q) ey — 1),
0\ (cij—1) =q)(cia— 1),
@ (oot —cl) =0, 1<k<s—1k+#i
0 (cajeit —cor) =0, s+1<k<nk#j,
s—1
> cesaal) Z a?a%) 1 et al ey — 1) + (esyeit - Dal) =
k=1 k=s+1

e s> j. We obtain

Vo, (T)Va, (%) — CijVa, (Ti)Va, (2)) = q’Lj +Zq

From this equation, we obtain the following new conditions

0\ (¢jscis — 1) =0,
¢\ ei;—1) = q)(ejs — 1),
qf?( CiaCia—Cos) =0, 1<k<s—1,k#1i,j
qz(,lz)( CiaCia—Csk) =0, s+1<k<n,

— s S -1 — 0
ch,iql(j qk s Z q’L i qs + CJ s“ slqg( s)qz( s)(l - Ci»j) + (Cj,slci,sl - 1)qZ(J) =0.
= k=s+1

Putting together all the conditions for s, we obtain the restrictions for the extension
of the automorphisms.
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For the second assertion, it is enough to prove it for the generators t;, z;, 1 <
i <mnand j € {1,2}. Note that

(4.89) Vi, 0, () = v, (t5) = 15,
(4.90) v, oV, (tj) = i, (tj) = tj,
(4.91) Vi © Vg, (%3) = Vi, (GimmTi) = QimmQikkTi,
(4-92) Vt,, oV, (Ti) = 1y (azkk%) = GimmQikkLi-

for all 1 <i <mnand k,m,j € {1,2}, so all relations are satisfied. It yields that

v, ov, =, ovy, for kym e {1,2}.

Now,
(493) Vi, © Vzm( J) = ( m_]_](tJ - bm])) = a’;zi_](tJ - bmJ)’
(4.94) Ve © Vi () = Va,, (t5) = ag i (tj — bin),
(495) Vty, O Vg, (xz) = (Cm i%i + qr(n 1)) = Cm,iGikkTi + qr(nﬂ711)7
(496) Vg, OVt (xz) = (aikkxz) = Qikk (Cm iTi + q(m))

for all 1 <i,m <n and k,j € {1,2}. In this way, expressions (4.93) and (4.94)
hold. With respect to the relations (4.95) and (4.96), both also hold since (4.80) is
satisfied. So v, o vy, = vy, ouy, for 1 <m <nand k € {1,2}.

Finally,

-1 1 1
L OVa, (t5) = Vzk(amjj(tj —bmj)) = am]]ak”( —by;) — QO

(
w0V, (8) = Vo, (a3 () = bij)) = aij00,55 (6 = bmg) — ag bk,

( )
( )

(4.99) Vi, 0 v, (1) = Ve (Cmizi + a5) = emi(enizi + al)) + a0,
( )

4-100) Vg, © Vay, (xi = Vg, (Ck,ixi + QI(ck'L)) Ck l(cm i + q(m)) + QI(cl,ci)v

for all 1 < i,m,k < n and j € {1,2}. Relations (4.97) and (4.98) hold due to
expression (4.77). Relations (4.97) and (4.98) work, since we have the expressions
(4.81) and (4.82). So vy, 0 Vg, = Vs, OV, for 1 <k,m < n. O

Theorem 4.7. If a SPBW extension o(K[t1,t2]){x1,...,xn) satisfies the conditions
in Proposition 4.6, then it is differentially smooth.

Proof. Tt is clear that GKdim(o(k[t1,t2]){(21,...,2s)) = n + 2. We know that
we have to consider Q! (o(k[t1,t2]) {1, ..., 2,)), a free right o (k[t1, t2]) (21, ..., Tn)-
module of rank n + 2 with generators dti, dtz,dz;, 1 < j < n. Define a left
o(k[t1, ta]){x1, ..., zn)-module structure by

(4.101) adt; = dtivy, (a), adv; = dzjv,,(a),

for all i € {1,2}, j € {1,...,n},a € o(k[ts,t2])(x1,...,2n), Where vy, vy,
1€ {1,2},j€{1,...,n} are the algebra automorphisms established in Proposition
4.6. Notice that the relations in Q!(o(k[t1,t2]){(z1,...,2,)) are given by
(4.102)

tidtj = dtjti tid,Tj = dxja;i%(ti — bij), for all i € {1, 2}, j € {1, .. .,TL},
(4.103)

ridr; = d.Ii.Ii, Iidtj = dtjaijin, for all 7 € {1, 2}, je {1, .. .,n},
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and
(4.104) zidzj = drj(c; 1331 —c; ]1ql(J])) for1<i<j<mn, and
4.105 vidr; = dv;(c;ix; + q(J) , for1<i<j<n.
J \Cj,

We extend t; — dt;, z; — dz;, i € {1,2}, j € {1,...,n} to a map

d: 0(k[t1,t2])<$1, - ,Jin> — QI(U(k[tl,tg])<£L‘1, - ,Jin>)

satisfying the Leibniz’s rule. This is possible if we guarantee its compatibility
with the non-trivial relations (4.73), i.e

d,Tit‘ + ,Tidt‘ = aijjdt»xi + aijjt‘d,fi + bijd,fi, for i € {1, 2}, j € {1, R n}

drjz; + x;dxy = ¢ jdxxy + ¢ jxjdr + Zq( )dx;g, fori,j,k € {1,...,n}, i<
k=1

Define k-linear maps

O, 0p; s oKty ta]) (w1, ... 2n) — o(k[ty, to])(z1,. .., 2n)

such that

d(a) = dt10y, (a) + dt20y, (a) + dez L. (a), for all a € o(k[ty, ta])(z1, ..., Tn).

These maps are well-defined since dt;, dz;, i € {1,2},57 € {1,...,n} are free
generators of the right o(k[t1,ts]){(z1,...,2,)-module Q' (o (k[t1,t2]) (21, .., 7))
Then d(a) = 0 if and only if 9, (a) = 0, (a) = 0 fori € {1,2},j € {1,...,n}. Using
relations (4.101) and definitions of the maps vy,, v, i € {1,2},5 € {1,...,n}, we
obtain that

(4.106) Oy, (thtsalr - aln
Op, (thtsal -l y = stbps ol . o

(4.107) O, (thesaly - als

)= kthlegal gl

no

)

) = ljazags(t — bj)* (ta — bja)®

- -1 lJ n y
[ o tws —atay et a1 <<,
Since d(a) = 0 if and only if a is a scalar multiple of the identity, it follows that
Q(o(k[t1, ta]){x1, ..., Tn),d) is connected, where

n+1
Q(O’(k[tl,tg])<$1,..., @Ql tl,tz <£L'1,...,J,'n>).
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The universal extension of d to higher forms compatible with (4.102), (4.103) and
(4.105) gives the following rules for Q! (o (k[t1,t2]){T1,..., 7)) ([ =2,...,n+ 1):

(4.108) qu(l) AN d(E (s) N dtg A dt; A de (s+1) Ao A d(Eq(l)
l
(4.109) = (—1)**H H gt Adia A N\ daggry,
r=1, k=1,
r#51,82 k#s1,82

(4.110) d:Eq(l) VANCIRRWAN dCL'q(S) ANdty A dtg A d.%'q(s+1) VANERIAY d.%'q(l)
l

(4.111) H Ay gmadts Adia A N\ daggry,
k=1,
r;ésl 52 k;fSl,Sz
(4.112) qu(l) AN d(lj (s) N dt; A qu(s_H A qu([)
l
(4.113) =(-1)* H aghudts AN\ dag
= k=1,
r#s1 k#s1
l
(4.114) /\ d.%'q(k) = H CTS /\ d$p(k),
k=1 r,s€P

where s1,52 € {1,...,1} do not appear in expression (4.109), (4.111) or (4.113).
Besides,

q:{1,...,0} = {1,...,n}

is an injective map, and

p:{1,...,1} = Im(q)

is an increasing injective map, f is the number of 2-permutations needed to
transform ¢ into p, and P := {(s,t) € {1,...,{} x {1,..., 1} | ¢(s) > q(¢)}.

Since the automorphisms v, v, i € {1,2},j € {1,...,n} commute with each
other, there are no additional relationships to the previous ones, so

n—1
Q" (o (kftr, o)) (z1, ..., an) = @D dts Adts Aday A+ dapy Adwrgi A Adan
r=2
Ddtr Ndx1 N -+ Ndxn

Ddto Ndx1 N -+ A d:cn] U(k[tl,tz])<x1, - ,:En>.
Now,
Qn+2(0'(k[t1, tg])<$1, ceey IZ?n>) = UJO’(k[tl,tQ])<$1, e ,CCn> =~ U(k[tl,tQ])<$1, e ,CCn>

as a right and left o(k[t1,t2]){z1, ..., x,)-module, with w = dt; A dta A dxy A

-+ A\ p, where v, = vy, oy, O Vy, 00U, , this means that w is a volume form

of o(k[t1,t2])(21,...,2y,). In order to make the calculations easier, we consider the
following notation:

t1 =x_1, ta =20, c_1,0 = —1, c_15 = @i11, Coi = G2, for 1l <i<n.
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From Proposition 2.9 (2) we get that w is an integral form by setting

) i=2 n—+ 2
wzj = /\ d‘rpi,j(k)7 for 1 S ) S ( . >7 and

k=—1 J
n
— 2
w7 = (=0f [ et N\ dap g, for1<i< <n+ )
r,sEP; ; k=j—1 J

for 1 < j < n+ 2, where
pij:{-1,...,7—2} = {-1,...,n}, and
Piji{i—1,...,n} = (Im(pi;))°

(the symbol [0° denotes the complement of the set ), are increasing injective
maps, and f; j is the number of 2-permutation needed to transform

{Pij(G—1),...,Pij(n),pi;(=1),...,pi;(j —2)} into the set {—1,...,n},

and

P = {(S,t) S {—1, ey g — 2} X {j —-1,.. .,n} |pi7j(8) < ﬁi)j(t)}.
Consider o’ € OV (o (K[t1,t2]){z1,...,7,)), that is,

("7%) j—2

w' = Z /\ day, (i, with o; € k.
i=1 k=—1

Then
(") ("7%) l i=2

J
S win@ T n) =

i=1 i=1 [k=—1

(";2) Jj—=2

= Z /\ da:p”(k)az =w,

i=1 k=-1

where
Oo* = H C:); /\ dxﬁi’j(k).
T‘,SGPi,j k=j

Therefore, o(k[t1,t2]){x1,...,x,) is differentially smooth. O

5. FUTURE WORK

As expected, a natural task is to investigate the differential smoothness of SPBW
extensions over commutative polynomial rings on three and more indeterminates.
With this aim, we recall briefly some interesting facts on automorphisms of these
polynomial rings. We follow Shestakov and Umirbaev’s presentation [36, p. 197].

For k[X] = k[z1,...,x,], an automorphism 7 € Aut(k[X]) is called elementary
if it has a form

T(.Il,-- '7$i71;xiaxi+laxn) = (Ila' -y Li—1,0T; +f7xi+17" '5In>5

where 0 # a € k, f € k[x1,...,%i—1,%it1,...2y]. The subgroup of Aut(k[X])
generated by all the elementary automorphisms is called tame subgroup, and the
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elements from this subgroup are called tame automorphisms of k[X]. Non-tame
automorphisms of k[X] are called wild.

In the literature it has been shown that the automorphisms of polynomial rings
and free associative algebras in two indeterminates are tame (e.g. [65, 91]). Never-
theless, in the case of three or more indeterminates the similar question was open
and known as “The generation gap problem” [91] or “Tame generators problem” [91].
The general belief was that the answer is negative, and the best known counterex-
ample is the following automorphism o € Aut(k[x,y, 2]), constructed by Nagata

[66]:
o(r) =z + (22 —y2)z,
o(y) = y+2(2* —yz)x + (2* —yz)%2z, and

o(z) = z.

Note that Nagata automorphism is stably tame ; that is, it becomes tame after
adding new variables. Shestakov and Umirbaev [30] gave a negative answer to the
above question; in particular, the Nagata automorphism o is wild.

Since that the study of Aut(k[z,y, z]) and Aut(k[xy,...,2,]) requires greater
mathematical techniques that have not been considered at the time when this paper
was written, the study of the differential smoothness of SPBW extensions over these
polynomial rings will be one of our next tasks.

On the other hand, since Artamonov [4], Venegas [92] and the second author
[77] presented some results concerning automorphisms and derivations of SPBW
extensions, it is natural to study relationships between this kind of morphisms and
those adequate to characterize the smoothness of these extensions. This will also
be our topic of interest in the immediate future.
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