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SMOOTH GEOMETRY OF SKEW PBW EXTENSIONS OVER

COMMUTATIVE POLYNOMIAL RINGS I

ANDRÉS RUBIANO AND ARMANDO REYES

Dedicated to Professor Oswaldo Lezama on the Occasion of His 68th Birthday

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 σ of R and
a σ-derivation δ 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 xr = σ(r)x + δ(r) for
all r ∈ R. This Ore extension of R is denoted by R[x;σ, δ]. 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, 36, 38,
62, 63, 85, 89].

With the aim of generalizing Ore extensions of injective type (that is, R[x;σ, δ]
with σ 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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2 ANDRÉS RUBIANO AND ARMANDO REYES

and other noncommutative algebras having PBW bases defined in the literature
(e.g. [3, 5, 22, 37, 53, 60, 64, 80, 85]).

In this paper we are interested in the notion of differential smoothnness of alge-
bras defined by Brzeziński 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 ΩA =

⊕

n=0
ΩnA over a

k-algebra A = Ω0A with k a field, and then defines a connection in a left A-
module M as a linear map ∇0 : M → Ω1A ⊗A M that satisfies the Leibniz’s rule
∇0(am) = da⊗Am+a∇0(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 Brzeziński 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].

Brzeziński 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, Brzeziński [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 Rn and Ω1(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. Brzeziński 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, Brzeziński 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 Ω1(A) is free
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as a left and right A-module; Ω1(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, Brzeziński asserted that “one should expect Ω1(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 [41]. The con-
cept of a formally smooth commutative (topological) algebra introduced by him was
extended to the noncommutative setting by Schelter [84]. 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 [88], 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 Brzeziński [11, 13] and Krähmer [51], respectively.

Brzeziński 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 SUq(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, 4, 37, 29, 42, 43, 44, 57, 67, 75, 79, 87, 89], our purpose in this paper
is to investigate this smoothness for the SPBW extensions over the commutative
polynomial rings k[t] and k[t1, t2] (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 [8], 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 Brzeziński
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 Brzeziński’s ideas developed for
skew polynomial rings of the commutative polynomial ring k[t] [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 k[t] 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, . . . , xn ∈ A \ R such that A is a left free R-

module with basis given by the set Mon(A) := {xα = xα1
1 · · ·xαn

n | α =
(α1, . . . , αn) ∈ Nn}.

(iii) For each 1 ≤ i ≤ n and any r ∈ R \ {0}, there exists an element ci,r ∈
R \ {0} such that xir − ci,rxi ∈ R.

(iv) For 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, there exists an element di,j ∈ R \ {0} such that

xjxi − di,jxixj ∈ R+Rx1 + · · ·+Rxn,

i.e., there exist elements r
(i,j)
0 , r

(i,j)
1 , . . . , r

(i,j)
n ∈ R with
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xjxi − di,jxixj = r
(i,j)
0 +

∑n
k=1 r

(i,j)
k xk.

We use freely the notation A = σ(R)〈x1, . . . , xn〉 to denote a SPBW extension
A over a ring R in the indeterminates x1, . . . , xn. R is called the ring of coefficients
of the extension A.

Since Mon(A) is a left R-basis of A, the elements ci,r and di,j in Definition 2.1 are

unique. Every element f ∈ A \ {0} has a unique representation as f =
∑t

i=0 riXi,
with ri ∈ R \ {0} and Xi ∈ Mon(A) for 0 ≤ i ≤ t with X0 = 1. When necessary,

we use the notation f =
∑t

i=0 riYi. For X = xα ∈ Mon(A), exp(X) := α and
deg(X) := |α|. Let deg(f) := max{deg(Xi)}

t
i=1 [31, Remark 2 and Definition 6].

If A = σ(R)〈x1, . . . , xn〉 is a SPBW extension over R, then for each 1 ≤ i ≤ n,
there exist an injective endomorphism σi : R → R and a σi-derivation δi : R → R
such that xir = σi(r)xi + δi(r), for each r ∈ R [31, Proposition 3]. We use the
notation Σ := {σ1, . . . , σn} and ∆ := {δ1, . . . , δn}, and say that the pair (Σ,∆)
is a system of endomorphisms and Σ-derivations of R with respect to A. For
α = (α1, . . . , αn) ∈ Nn, σα := σα1

1 ◦ · · · ◦ σαn
n , δα := δα1

1 ◦ · · · ◦ δαn
n , where ◦ denotes

the classical composition of functions.

Definition 2.2 ([31, Definition 4], [56, Definition 2.3 (ii)]). Consider a SPBW
extension A = σ(R)〈x1, . . . , xn〉 over R.

(i) A is called quasi-commutative if the conditions (iii) - (iv) in Definition (2.1)
are replaced by the following:

– For every 1 ≤ i ≤ n and r ∈ R \ {0} there exists ci,j ∈ R \ {0} such
that xir = ci,rxi.

– For every 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, there exists di,j ∈ R \ {0} such that xjxi =
di,jxixj .

(ii) A is bijective if σi is bijective, for every 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and di,j is invertible, for
any 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n.

(iii) If σi is the identity map of R for each i = 1, . . . , n, then we say that A is
of derivation type. Similarly, if δi 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 xir = rxi,
for each i 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[x;σx][y;σy], if
r ∈ R then we have the following relations: xr = σx(r)x, yr = σy(r)y,
and yx = σy(x)y. Now, if we have σ(R)〈x, y〉 a SPBW extension of endo-
morphism type over R, then for any r ∈ R, Definition 2.1 establishes that
xr = σ1(r)x, yr = σ2(r)y, and yx = d1,2xy + r0 + r1x + r2y, for some
elements d1,2, r0, r1 and r2 belong to R.

If we have the iterated Ore extension R[x;σx][y;σy][z;σz], then for any
r ∈ R, xr = σx(r)x, yr = σy(r)y, zr = σz(r)z, yx = σy(x)y, zx = σz(x)z,
zy = σz(y)z. For the SPBW extension of endomorphism type σ(R)〈x, y, z〉,
xr = σ1(r)x, yr = σ2(r)y, zr = σ3(r)z, yx = d1,2xy+ r0 + r1x+ r2y+ r3z,
zx = d1,3xz+ r′0 + r′1x+ r′2y+ r′3z, and zy = d2,3yz+ r′′0 + r′′1x+ r′′2y+ r′′3z,
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for some elements d1,2, d1,3, d2,3, r0, r
′
0, r

′′
0 , r1, r

′
1, r

′′
1 , r2, r

′
2, r

′′
2 , r3, r

′
3, r

′′
3 of R.

As the number of indeterminates increases, the differences between both
algebraic structures are more remarkable.

(ii) 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 [8] 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].

(iii) PBW extensions introduced by Bell and Goodearl [9] are particular ex-
amples of SPBW extensions. More exactly, the first objects satisfy the
relation xir = rxi + δi(r) for every i = 1, . . . , n and each r ∈ R, and
the elements dij 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[θ1, . . . , θ1; δ1, . . . , δn] formed from commuting derivations δ1, . . . , δn; dif-
ferential operators introduced by Rinehart; twisted or smash product dif-
ferential operator rings, and others [9, p. 27].

(iv) 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 − αzy = λ, zx− βxz = µ, and xy − γyx = ν,

where λ, µ, ν ∈ kx + ky + kz + k, and α, β, γ ∈ k∗. A is called a 3-
dimensional skew polynomial k-algebra if the set

{

xiyjzk | i, j, k ≥ 0
}

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]).

(v) Diffusion algebras were introduced from the physicist point of view by Isaev
et al. [45] 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 α, β be two elements
belonging to the set IN := {1, . . . , n} with α < β. Consider quadratic
relations of the form

(2.1) gαβDαDβ − gβαDβDα = xβDα − xαDβ ,

with gαβ ∈ R \ {0}, gβα ∈ R, and xα, xβ ∈ C.
From [71, Definition 1.1], an algebra with set of generators given by

{Dα | α ∈ 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

(2.2) Dk1
α1
Dk2

α2
· · ·Dkn

αn
, with kj ∈ N and α1 > α2 > · · · > αn.

Due to physical reasons only relations with positive coefficients gαβ ∈
R>0 and gβα ∈ R≥0 (α < β) are relevant because they are interpreted as
hopping rates in stochastic models [71, p. 3268].

(vi) Let n ≥ 2 be a natural number. A family M = (mij)i>j of elements mij

belonging to R (1 ≤ j < i ≤ n) is called a lower triangular half-matrix with
coefficients in R. The set of all such matrices is denoted by Ln(R).

Bavula [6, Section 1] defined for σ = (σ1, . . . , σn) an n-tuple of commut-
ing endomorphisms of R, δ = (δ1, . . . , δn) an n-tuple of σ-endomorphisms
of R (that is, δi is a σi-derivation of R for i = 1, . . . , n), Q = (qij) ∈
Ln(Z(R)), A := (aij,k) where aij,k ∈ R, 1 ≤ j < i ≤ n and k =
1, . . . , n, and B := (bij) ∈ Ln(R), the skew bi-quadratic algebra (SBQA)
A = R[x1, . . . , xn;σ, δ,Q,A,B] as a ring generated by the ring R and ele-
ments x1, . . . , xn subject to the defining relations

xir = σi(r)xi + δi(r), for i = 1, . . . , n, and every r ∈ R,(2.3)

xixj − qijxjxi =
n
∑

k=1

aij,kxk + bij , for all j < i.(2.4)

If σi = idR and δi = 0 for i = 1, . . . , n, the ring A is called the bi-
quadratic algebra (BQA) and is denoted by A = R[x1, . . . , xn;Q,A,B]. A
has PBW basis if A =

⊕

α∈Nn

Rxα where xα = xα1
1 · · ·xαn

n .

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 Brzeziński 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-
negatively graded algebra Ω with the product denoted by ∧ together with
a degree-one linear map d : Ω• → Ω•+1 that satisfies the graded Leibniz’s
rule and is such that d ◦ d = 0.

(ii) A differential graded algebra (Ω, d) is a calculus over an algebra A if Ω0A =
A and ΩnA = A dA ∧ dA ∧ · · · ∧ dA (dA appears n-times) for all n ∈ N

(this last is called the density condition). We write (ΩA, d) with ΩA =
⊕

n∈N
ΩnA. By using the Leibniz’s rule, it follows that ΩnA = dA ∧ dA ∧

· · · ∧ dA A. A differential calculus ΩA is said to be connected if ker(d |Ω0A

) = k.
(iii) A calculus (ΩA, d) is said to have dimension n if ΩnA 6= 0 and ΩmA = 0

for all m > n. An n-dimensional calculus ΩA admits a volume form if ΩnA
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 ω, of ΩnA (as a right A-module), i.e. ω ∈ ΩnA, such that all elements
of ΩnA can be uniquely expressed as ωa with a ∈ A. If ω is also a free generator
of ΩnA as a left A-module, this is said to be a volume form on ΩA.
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The right A-module isomorphism ΩnA → A corresponding to a volume form ω
is denoted by πω, i.e.

(2.5) πω(ωa) = a, for all a ∈ A.

By using that ΩnA is also isomorphic to A as a left A-module, any free generator
ω induces an algebra endomorphism νω of A by the formula

(2.6) aω = ωνω(a).

Note that if ω is a volume form, then νω 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 (ΩA, d) be a differential calculus on A. The space of n-forms ΩnA is an

A-bimodule. Consider InA the right dual of ΩnA, the space of all right A-linear
maps ΩnA → A, that is, InA := HomA(Ω

n(A), A). Notice that each of the InA is
an A-bimodule with the actions

(a · φ · b)(ω) = aφ(bω), for all φ ∈ InA, ω ∈ ΩnA and a, b ∈ A.

The direct sum of all the InA, that is, IA =
⊕

n

InA, is a right ΩA-module with

action given by

(φ · ω)(ω′) = φ(ω ∧ ω′), for all φ ∈ In+mA, ω ∈ ΩnA and ω′ ∈ ΩmA.(2.7)

Definition 2.5 ([11, Definition 2.1]). A divergence (also called hom-connection)
on A is a linear map ∇ : I1A → A such that

(2.8) ∇(φ · a) = ∇(φ)a + φ(da), for all φ ∈ I1A and a ∈ A.

Note that a divergence can be extended to the whole of IA,

∇n : In+1A → InA,

by considering

(2.9) ∇n(φ)(ω) = ∇(φ · ω) + (−1)n+1φ(dω), for all φ ∈ In+1(A) and ω ∈ ΩnA.

By putting together (2.8) and (2.9), we get the Leibniz’s rule

(2.10) ∇n(φ · ω) = ∇m+n(φ) · ω + (−1)m+nφ · dω,

for all elements φ ∈ Im+n+1A and ω ∈ ΩmA [11, Lemma 3.2]. In the case n = 0,
if HomA(A,M) is canonically identified with M , then ∇0 reduces to the classical
Leibniz’s rule.

Definition 2.6 ([11, Definition 3.4]). The right A-module map

F = ∇0 ◦ ∇1 : HomA(Ω
2A,M) → M

is called a curvature of a hom-connection (M,∇0). (M,∇0) is said to be flat if
its curvature is the zero map, that is, if ∇ ◦ ∇1 = 0. This condition implies that
∇n ◦ ∇n+1 = 0 for all n ∈ N.

IA together with the ∇n form a chain complex called the complex of integral
forms over A. The cokernel map of ∇, that is, Λ : A → Coker∇ = A/Im∇ is said
to be the integral on A associated to IA.

Given a left A-module X with action a · x, for all a ∈ A, x ∈ X , and an algebra
automorphism ν of A, the notation νX stands for X with the A-module structure
twisted by ν, i.e. with the A-action a⊗ x 7→ ν(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 (ΩA, d)
is said to be integrable if (ΩA, d) admits a complex of integral forms (IA,∇) for
which there exist an algebra automorphism ν of A and A-bimodule isomorphisms
Θk : ΩkA →ν In−kA, k = 0, . . . , n, rendering commmutative the following diagram:

A Ω1A Ω2A · · · Ωn−1A ΩnA

νInA
νIn−1A

νIn−2A · · · νI1A
νA

d

Θ0 Θ1

d

Θ2

d d

Θn−1

d

Θn

∇n−1 ∇n−2 ∇n−3 ∇1 ∇

The n-form ω := Θ−1
n (1) ∈ ΩnA is called an integrating volume form.

The algebra of complex matrices Mn(C) with the n-dimensional calculus gener-
ated by derivations presented by Dubois-Violette et al. [27, 28], the quantum group
SUq(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 Brzeziński 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
Ω(A).

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

(1) (ΩA, d) is an integrable differential calculus.
(2) There exists an algebra automorphism ν of A and A-bimodule isomorphisms

Θk : ΩkA → νIn−kA, k = 0, . . . , n, such that, for all ω′ ∈ ΩkA and
ω′′ ∈ ΩmA,

Θk+m(ω′ ∧ ω′′) = (−1)(n−1)mΘk(ω
′) · ω′′.

(3) There exists an algebra automorphism ν of A and an A-bimodule map ϑ :
ΩnA → νA such that all left multiplication maps

ℓkϑ : ΩkA → In−kA,

ω′ 7→ ϑ · ω′, k = 0, 1, . . . , n,

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

ℓkπω
: ΩkA → In−kA,

ω′ 7→ πω · ω′, k = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1,

where πω is defined by (2.5), are bijective.

A volume form ω ∈ ΩnA 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 ΩkA are finitely
generated and projective right or left (or both) A-modules [12].

Proposition 2.9. (1) [20, Lemma 2.6] Consider (ΩA, d) an integrable and n-
dimensional calculus over A with integrating form ω. Then ΩkA is a finitely
generated projective right A-module if there exist a finite number of forms
ωi ∈ ΩkA and ωi ∈ Ωn−kA such that, for all ω′ ∈ ΩkA, we have that

ω′ =
∑

i

ωiπω(ωi ∧ ω′).

(2) [20, Lemma 2.7] Let (ΩA, d) be an n-dimensional calculus over A admitting
a volume form ω. Assume that for all k = 1, . . . , n− 1, there exists a finite
number of forms ωk

i , ω
k
i ∈ Ωk(A) such that for all ω′ ∈ ΩkA, we have that

ω′ =
∑

i

ωk
i πω(ω

n−k
i ∧ ω′) =

∑

i

ν−1
ω (πω(ω

′ ∧ ωn−k
i ))ωk

i ,

where πω and νω are defined by (2.5) and (2.6), respectively. Then ω is
an integral form and all the ΩkA are finitely generated and projective as
left and right A-modules.

Brzeziński and Sitarz [20, p. 421] asserted that to connect the integrability of the
differential graded algebra (ΩA, d) with the algebra A, it is necessary to relate the
dimension of the differential calculus ΩA 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

GKdim(A) := lim sup
n→∞

log(dim V n)

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 (ΩA, d).

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, . . . , xn] has Gelfand-Kirillov
dimension n and the usual exterior algebra is an n-dimensional integrable
calculus, whence k[x1, . . . , xn] is differentially smooth.
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(ii) If σ is an endomorphism of R, then a map δ : R → R is called a σ-derivation
on R, if it is additive and satisfies that δ(rs) = σ(r)δ(s) + δ(r)s, for every
r, s ∈ R (strictly speaking, this is the definition of left σ-derivation). The
pair (σ, δ) 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[x;σ, δ]
generated by R and an indeterminate x subject to the relation xr := σ(r)x+
δ(r), for every r ∈ R, such that R[x;σ, δ] is a free left R-module with basis
{

xk | k ∈ N
}

. In the literature, R[x;σ, δ] is called a skew polynomial ring
over R of mixed type. If σ is an injective map of R, then we call it an Ore
extension of injective type, while if σ is the identity of R, then we write
R[x; δ] and call it a ring of derivation type. On the other hand, if δ is the
zero map, then we write R[x;σ] which is known as a ring of endomorphism
type.

Brzeziński [14] characterized the differential smoothness of skew poly-
nomial rings of the form k[t][x;σq,r , δp(t)] where σq,r(t) = qt + r, with
q, r ∈ k, q 6= 0, and the σq,r−derivation δp(t) is defined as

(2.11) δp(t)(f(t)) =
f(σq,r(t))− f(t)

σq,r(t)− t
p(t),

for an element p(t) ∈ k[t]. δp(t)(f(t)) is a suitable limit when q = 1 and
r = 0, that is, when σq,r is the identity map of k[t].

For the maps

(2.12) νt(t) = t, νt(x) = qx+ p′(t) and νx(t) = σ−1
q,r (t), νx(x) = x,

where p′(t) is the classical t-derivative of p(t), Brzeziński [14, Lemma 3.1]
showed that all of them simultaneously extend to algebra automorphisms
νt and νx of k[t][x;σq,r , δp(t)] only in the following three cases:
(a) q = 1, r = 0 with no restriction on p(t);
(b) q = 1, r 6= 0 and p(t) = c, c ∈ k;

(c) q 6= 1, p(t) = c
(

t+ r
q−1

)

, c ∈ k with no restriction on r.

In any of the cases (a) - (c) we have that νx ◦ νt = νt ◦ νx. If the Ore
extension k[t][x;σq,r , δp(t)] satisfies one of these three conditions, Brzeziński
proved that it is differentially smooth [14, Proposition 3.3].

From Brzeziński’s result we get that the algebras
• The polynomial algebra k[x1, x2];
• The Weyl algebra A1(k) = k{x1, x2}/〈x1x2 − x2x1 − 1〉;
• The universal enveloping algebra of the Lie algebra n2 = 〈x1, x2 |
[x2, x1] = x1〉, that is, U(n2) = k{x1, x2}/〈x2x1 − x1x2 − x1〉, and

• The quantum plane (Manin’s plane) Oq(k) = k{x1, x2}/〈x2x1−qx1x2〉,
where q ∈ k \ {0, 1},

are differentially smooth.
(iii) 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[x, y]/〈xy〉. 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 σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉. From Definition 2.1, we get the relations

x1r(t) = σ1(r(t))x1 + δ1(r(t)), x2r(t) = σ2(r(t))x2 + δ2(r(t)), and

x2x1 = c1,2(t)x1x2 + q
(0)
1,2(t) + q

(1)
1,2(t)x1 + q

(2)
1,2(t)x2,

where r(t), c1,2(t), q
(0)
1,2(t), q

(1)
1,2(t), q

(2)
1,2(t) belong to k[t] with c1,2(t) non-zero.

Let σ1(t) = a1t + b1 and σ2(t) = a2t + b2 be automorphisms of k[t] (this is
precisely the form of the elements of Aut(k[x]) [86, 91]) with the corresponding
σi-derivations (i = 1, 2) expressed as in (2.11), that is,

δ1(f(t)) =
f (σ1(t))− f(t)

σ1(t)− t
p1(t), and δ2(f(t)) =

f (σ2(t))− f(t)

σ2(t)− t
p2(t),

where p1(t), p2(t) are fixed elements of k[t]. Thus, the relations between the
indeterminates t, x1 and x2 can be expressed as

x1t = a1tx1 + b1x1 + p1(t), x2t = a2tx2 + b2x2 + p2(t), and(3.1)

x2x1 = c1,2(t)x1x2 + q
(0)
1,2(t) + q

(1)
1,2(t)x1 + q

(2)
1,2(t)x2.(3.2)

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

x1t
n = (a1t+ b1)

nx1 + p1(t)

n−1
∑

l=0

(a1t+ b1)
ltn−1−l, and

x2t
n = (a2t+ b2)

nx2 + p2(t)

n−1
∑

l=0

(a2t+ b2)
ltn−1−l.

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

x1t
k+1 = (x1t

k)t =

(

(a1t+ b1)
kx1 + p1(t)

k−1
∑

l=0

(a1t+ b1)
ltk−1−l

)

t

= (a1t+ b1)
kx1t+ p1(t)

k−1
∑

l=0

(a1t+ b1)
lt(k+1)−1−l

= (a1t+ b1)
k((a1t+ b1)x1 + p1(t)) + p1(t)

k−1
∑

l=0

(a1t+ b1)
lt(k+1)−1−l

= (a1t+ b1)
k+1x1 +

(

(a1t+ b1)
kp1(t) + p1(t)

k−1
∑

l=0

(a1t+ b1)
lt(k+1)−1−l

)

= (a1t+ b1)
k+1x1 +

k
∑

l=0

(a1t+ b1)
lt(k+1)−1−l,

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

νt(t) = t, νt(x1) = a1x1 + p′1(t), νt(x2) = a2x2 + p′2(t),(3.3)

νx1(t) = σ−1
1 (t), νx1(x1) = x1, νx1(x2) = c1,2x2 + q

(1)
1,2,(3.4)

νx2(t) = σ−1
2 (t), νx2(x1) = c−1

1,2x1 − c−1
1,2q

(2)
1,2, νx2(x2) = x2,(3.5)

where p′1(t) and p′2(t) are the t-derivatives of p1(t) and p2(t), respectively, and

c1,2, q
(0)
1,2, q

(1)
1,2, q

(2)
1,2 ∈ k, with c1,2 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 νt, νx1 , νx2

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

Table 1. Leibniz’s rule

Case Possibilities for a1, b1, a2, b2 Polynomials p1(t) and p2(t) Restrictions

(a) a1 = 1, b1 = 0, a2 = 1, b2 = 0
p1(t) = p2(t) = 0 q

(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, c1,2 ∈ k∗

p1(t), p2(t) ∈ k[t] q
(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, c1,2 = 1, q

(0)
1,2 ∈ k

(b) a1 = 1, b1 = 0, a2 = 1, b2 6= 0
p1(t) = p1, p2(t) = p2, p1, p2 ∈ k c1,2 = 1, q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, q

(0)
1,2 ∈ k

p1(t) = p2(t) = 0 q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, c1,2 ∈ k∗

(c) a1 = 1, b1 6= 0, a2 = 1, b2 = 0
p1(t) = p1, p2(t) = p2, p1, p2 ∈ k c1,2 = 1, q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, q

(0)
1,2 ∈ k

p1(t) = p2(t) = 0 q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, c1,2 ∈ k∗

(d) a1 = 1, b1 6= 0, a2 = 1, b2 6= 0
p1(t) = p1, p2(t) = p2, p1, p2 ∈ k c1,2 = 1, q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, q

(0)
1,2 ∈ k

p1(t) = p2(t) = 0 q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, c1,2 ∈ k∗

(e) a1 = 1, b1 = 0, a2 6= 1, b2 ∈ k

p1(t) = 0, p2(t) = p2

(

t+ b2
a2−1

)

, p2 ∈ k c1,2 = 1, q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0

p1(t) = p1 p2(t) = 0,p1 ∈ k q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, c1,2 = a−1

2

p1(t) = p2(t) = 0 q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, c1,2 6∈ {1, a−1

2 }

(f) a1 = 1, b1 6= 0, a2 6= 1 p1(t) = p1, p2(t) = p2

(

t+ b2
a2−1

)

, p1, p2 ∈ k There is not solution for all relations

(g) a1 6= 1, a2 = 1, b2 = 0

p1(t) = p1

(

t+ b1
a1−1

)

, p2(t) = 0, p1 ∈ k c1,2 = 1, q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0

p1(t) = 0 p2(t) = p2,p2 ∈ k q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, c1,2 = a−1

1

p1(t) = p2(t) = 0 q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, c1,2 6∈ {1, a−1

1 }

(h) a1 6= 1, b1 ∈ k, a2 = 1, b2 6= 0 p1(t) = p1

(

t+ b1
a1−1

)

, p2(t) = p2, p1, p2 ∈ k There is not solution for all relations

(i) a1 6= 1, a2 6= 1, b1 = 0 b2 = 0 p1(t) = p1t, p2(t) = p2t, p1, p2 ∈ k c1,2 = 1, q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0

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

(3.6) νt ◦ νx1 = νx1 ◦ νt, νt ◦ νx2 = νx2 ◦ νt, νx2 ◦ νx1 = νx1 ◦ νx2 .

Proof. For the first assertion, the map νt can be extended to an algebra homomor-
phism if and only if the definitions of νt(t), νt(x1) and νt(x2) respect relations (3.1),
and (3.2), i.e.

νt(x1)νt(t)− νt(a1t+ b1)νt(x1) = νt(p1(t)),

νt(x2)νt(t)− νt(a2t+ b2)νt(x2) = νt(p2(t)), and

νt(x2)νt(x1)− c1,2νt(x1)νt(x2) = q
(0)
1,2 + q

(1)
1,2νt(x1) + q

(2)
1,2νt(x2).

In this way, we obtain the equations

((a1 − 1)t+ b1)p
′
1(t) = (a1 − 1)p1(t),

((a2 − 1)t+ b2)p
′
2(t) = (a2 − 1)p2(t),(3.7)
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and

(a1a2 − 1)q
(0)
1,2 + (a2 − 1)a1q

(1)
1,2x1 + a1(p

′
2(t)x1 − c1,2x1p

′
2(t)) + (a1 − 1)a2q

(2)
1,2x2

+ a2(x2p
′
1(t)− c1,2p

′
1(t)x2) + (1− c1,2)p

′
1(t)p

′
2(t)− q

(1)
1,2p

′
1(t)− q

(2)
1,2p

′
2(t) = 0.

(3.8)

Note that the map νx1 can be extended to an algebra automorphism if and only
if the definitions of νx1(t), νx1(x1) and νx1(x2) respect relations (3.1), and (3.2),
that is,

νx1(x1)νx1(t)− νx1(a1t+ b1)νx1(x1) = νx1(p1(t)),

νx1(x2)νx1(t)− νx1(a2t+ b2)νx1(x2) = νx1(p2(t)), and

νx1(x2)νx1(x1)− c1,2νx1(x1)νx1(x2) = q
(0)
1,2 + q

(1)
1,2νx1(x1) + q

(2)
1,2νx1(x2).

Therefore,

a−1
1 p1(t) = p1(a

−1
1 (t− b1)),(3.9)

c1,2(a
−1
1 (a2b1 + b2 − b1)− b2)x2 + a−1

1 (c1,2p2(t)− (1 + a2)q
(1)
1,2t)

+ q
(1)
1,2(a

−1
1 b1(a2 − 1)− b2) = p2(a

−1
1 (t− b1)), and(3.10)

(c1,2 − 1)q
(0)
1,2 − q

(1)
1,2q

(2)
1,2 = 0.(3.11)

The map νx2 can be extended to an algebra automorphism if and only if the
definitions of νx2(t), νx2(x1) and νx2(x2) respect relations (3.1), and (3.2), i.e.

νx2(x1)νx2(t)− νx2(a1t+ b1)νx2(x1) = νx2(p1(t)),

νx2(x2)νx2(t)− νx2(a2t+ b2)νx2(x2) = νx2(p2(t)), and

νx2(x2)νx2(x1)− c1,2νx2(x1)νx2(x2) = q
(0)
1,2 + q

(1)
1,2νx2(x1) + q

(2)
1,2νx2(x2).

In other words,

c−1
1,2(a

−1
2 (b1 + a1b2 − b2)− b1)x1 + c−1

1,2a
−1
2 (p1(t)− (1 + a1)q

(2)
1,2t)

+ q
(2)
1,2c

−1
1,2(a

−1
2 b2(1 + a1) + b1) = p1(a

−1
2 (t− b2)),(3.12)

a−1
2 p2(t) = p2(a

−1
2 (t− b2)), and(3.13)

(c−1
1,2 − 1)q

(0)
1,2 + c−1

1,2q
(1)
1,2q

(2)
1,2 = 0.(3.14)

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 a1, b1, a2 and b2. For each of these combinations, equations (3.11)

and (3.14) will be used to determine the possible values for c1,2, p1(t), p2(t) q
(i)
1,2,

i = 0, 1, 2. Let us see.

Consider p1(t) :=
n
∑

j=0

mjt
j and p2(t) :=

n
∑

j=0

kjt
j .

(a) Equation (3.8) leads to the equalities
n
∑

j=1

[jkjt
j−1x1 − c1,2x1jkjt

j−1 + x2jmjt
j−1 − c1,2jmjt

j−1x2

+
n
∑

s=1

(1 − c1,2)jkjsmst
s+j−2 − q

(1)
1,2jmjt

j−1 − q
(2)
1,2jkjt

j−1] = 0,
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n
∑

j=1

[jkjt
j−1x1 − c1,2jkj

(

tj−1x1 + (j − 1)p1(t)t
n−1
)

+ jmj

(

tj−1x2 + (j − 1)p2(t)t
n−1
)

− c1,2jmjt
j−1x2

+

n
∑

s=1

(1 − c1,2)jkjsmst
s+j−2 − q

(1)
1,2jmjt

j−1 − q
(2)
1,2jkjt

j−1] = 0,

and

n
∑

j=1

tj−1[jkj(1− c1,2)x1 + jmj(1− c1,2)x2

+ j(j − 1)
n
∑

i=0

(mjki − c1,2kjmi) t
i+n−j

+

n
∑

s=1

(1− c1,2)jkjsmst
s−1 − j(q

(1)
1,2mj + q

(2)
1,2kj)] = 0.

If we focus on the coefficients of x1 and x2, these must be zero, that is,
kj(1 − c1,2) = 0 and mj(1 − c1,2) = 0. This implies that mj = kj = 0, for
1 ≤ j ≤ n and so the polynomials p1(t) and p2(t) are constants or c1,2 = 1.
From relations (3.10), (3.11), (3.12) and (3.14), we get that

(c1,2 − 1)p2(t)− 2q
(1)
1,2t = 0,

(c−1
1,2 − 1)p1(t)− 2c−1

1,2q
(2)
1,2t = 0,

(c1,2 − 1)q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2q

(2)
1,2 , and

(c−1
1,2 − 1)q

(0)
1,2 = − c−1

1,2q
(1)
1,2q

(2)
1,2.

If p1(t) = p1, p2(t) = p2 ∈ k, then q
(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0 and we obtain the

following options:

• c1,2 = 1, q
(0)
1,2 has no restrictions.

• p2 = 0, q
(0)
1,2 = 0 and p1 = 0, with no restriction over c1,2.

Finally, if c1,2 = 1 it is necessary that q
(1)
1,2mj+q

(2)
1,2kj = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

One possibility is precisely when mj = kj = 0, which means that p1(t) and
p2(t) are constants (as in the previous case). The other option is that

q
(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, with no restrictions on the polynomials p1(t) and p2(t). We

have considered all possible options.
(b) Equation (3.8) leads to the following way of relating the coefficients

n
∑

j=1

[

jmj

(

(t+ b2)
j−1

x2 − c1,2t
j−1

x2 +

j−2
∑

l=0

p2(t+ b2)
l
t
j−2−l

)

− q
(1)
1,2jmjt

j−1

]

= 0.

The coefficient of x2 must be zero, that is, jmj((t+b2)
j−1−c1,2t

j−1) = 0.
This implies that mj = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n whence the polynomial p1(t) is
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constant. From relations (3.10), (3.11), (3.12) and (3.14), it follows that

(c1,2 − 1)p2 − b2q
(1)
1,2 − 2q

(1)
1,2t = 0,

(c−1
1,2 − 1)p1 + 2b2c

−1
1,2q

(2)
1,2 − 2c−1

1,2q
(2)
1,2t = 0,

(c1,2 − 1)q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2q

(2)
1,2, and

(c−1
1,2 − 1)q

(0)
1,2 = − c−1

1,2q
(1)
1,2q

(2)
1,2,

and thus q
(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0. If c1,2 = 1, then there are no restrictions over

q
(0)
1,2. If c1,2 6= 1, then p1 = p2 = q

(0)
1,2 = 0. Again, all possible options are

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

x2 instead of x1.
(d) It is clear that (3.8) holds. By using the relations (3.10), (3.11), (3.12) and

(3.14) we obtain that

(c1,2 − 1)p2 − b2q
(1)
1,2 − 2q

(1)
1,2t = (c−1

1,2 − 1)p1 + (2b2 + b1)c
−1
1,2q

(2)
1,2 − 2c−1

1,2q
(2)
1,2t = 0,

(c1,2 − 1)q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2q

(2)
1,2, and

(c−1
1,2 − 1)q

(0)
1,2 = − c−1

1,2q
(1)
1,2q

(2)
1,2 .

These equalities are satisfied when q
(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0. If c1,2 = 1 then there

are no restrictions on q
(0)
1,2; in other case, then p1 = p2 = q

(0)
1,2 = 0.

(e) From expression (3.8) we have that

((a2 − 1)q
(1)
1,2 + (1− c1,2)p2)x1 + (a2 − 1)q

(0)
1,2 − q

(2)
1,2p2

+

n
∑

j=1

[a2jmj

(

(a2t+ b2)
j−1

x2 − c1,2t
j−1x2 + p2(t)

j−2
∑

l=0

(a2t+ b2)
ltj−2−l

)

− q
(1)
1,2jmjt

j−1] = 0.

Again, necessarily the coefficient of x2 is zero, that is, jmj((a2t+b2)
j−1−

c1,2t
j−1) = 0, and hence necessarily mj = 0, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, which shows

that the polynomial p1(t) is constant.
With respect to the coefficient of x1 and the constant term, both must

be zero, and so

(a2 − 1)q
(1)
1,2 + (1− c1,2)p2 = 0 and (a2 − 1)q

(0)
1,2 − p2q

(2)
1,2 = 0,

or equivalently,

q
(0)
1,2 =

q
(2)
1,2

a2 − 1
p2 and q

(1)
1,2 =

c1,2 − 1

a2 − 1
p2.
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Expressions (3.10), (3.11), (3.12) and (3.14) imply that

((c1,2 − 1)p2 − (a2 + 1)q
(1)
1,2)t+ (c1,2 − 1)

b2
a2 − 1

− b2q
(1)
1,2 = 0,

−2c−1
1,2a

−1
2 q

(2)
1,2t+ (c−1

1,2a
−1
2 − 1)p1 + 2c−1

1,2a
−1
2 b2q

(2)
1,2 = 0,

(c1,2 − 1)q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2q

(2)
1,2, and

(c−1
1,2 − 1)q

(0)
1,2 = − c−1

1,2q
(1)
1,2q

(2)
1,2.

In this way,

q
(1)
1,2 =

c1,2 − 1

a2 − 1
p2,

(c1,2 − 1)p2 = 0,

(c−1
1,2a

−1
2 − 1)p1 = 0, and

q
(2)
1,2 = 0,

so we get the restrictions q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0. Note that if c1,2 = 1,

then p2 ∈ k and p1 = 0; or c1,2 = a−1
2 with p1 ∈ k and p2 = 0; or in other

value of c1,2, p1 = p2 = 0.
(f) Equation (3.8) becomes

(a2 − 1)q
(0)
1,2 + (a2 − 1)q

(1)
1,2x1 + p2x1 − c1,2p2x1 − q

(2)
1,2p2 = 0, and

((a2 − 1)q
(1)
1,2 + p2 − c1,2p2)x1 + (a2 − 1)q

(0)
1,2 − q

(2)
1,2p2 = 0,

whence

q
(1)
1,2 =

c1,2 − 1

a2 − 1
p2 and q

(0)
1,2 =

q
(2)
1,2

a2 − 1
p2.

From expression (3.10) we have that c1,2b1(a2−1)x2 = 0, where the only
options are c1,2 = 0, b1 = 0 or a2 = 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 x1

with x2.
(h) This case is the same as (f) by replacing the indeterminate x1 with x2.
(i) Equation (3.8) leads to the following way of relating the coefficients:

(a1a2 − 1)q
(0)
1,2 + (a2 − 1)a1q

(1)
1,2x1 + a1(p2x1 − c1,2x1p2) + (a1 − 1)a2q

(2)
1,2x2

+ a2(x2p1 − c1,2p1x2) + (1− c1,2)p1p2 − q
(1)
1,2p1 − q

(2)
1,2p2 = 0.

After some computations, we get that c1,2 = 1, q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0.

Thus, expression (3.10) becomes

(a−1
1 (a2 − 1)b1 + (a−1

1 − 1)b2)x1 + a−1
1 ((1− a−1

1 )p2 − (1 + a2)q
(1)
1,2)t

+ q
(1)
1,2(a

−1
1 b1a2 − a−1

1 b1 − b2) + a−1
1 b1p2 −

b2
a2 − 1

p2 = 0.

By replacing the values found previously, we obtain that b1 = b2 = 0.
Finally, note that relations (3.11), (3.12) and (3.14) are trivially satisfied.
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For the second assertion, it is enough to prove it for the generators t, x1 and x2:

(νt ◦ νx1)(t) = νt(σ
−1
1 (t)) = a−1

1 (t− b1),(3.15)

(νx1 ◦ νt)(t) = νx1(t) = a−1
1 (t− b1),(3.16)

(νt ◦ νx1)(x1) = νt(x1) = a1x1 + p′1(t),(3.17)

(νx1 ◦ νt)(x1) = a1x1 + p′1(a
−1
1 (t− b1)),(3.18)

(νt ◦ νx1)(x2) = c1,2a2x2 + c1,2p
′
2(t) + q

(1)
1,2, and(3.19)

(νx1 ◦ νt)(x2) = a2c1,2x2 + a2q
(1)
1,2 + p′2(a

−1
1 (t− b1)).(3.20)

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 p1(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, νt ◦νx1 = νx1 ◦νt.

Next,

νt ◦ νx2(t) = νt(σ
−1
2 (t)) = a−1

2 (t− b2),

νx2 ◦ νt(t) = νx2(t) = a−1
2 (t− b2),(3.21)

νt ◦ νx2(x1) = c−1
1,2a1x1 + c−1

1,2p
′
1(t)− c−1

1,2q
(2)
1,2,

νx2 ◦ νt(x1) = a1c
−1
1,2x1 − a1c

−1
1,2q

(2)
1,2 + p′1(a

−1
2 (t− b2)),(3.22)

νt ◦ νx2(x2) = a2x2 + p′2(t), and

νx2 ◦ νt(x2) = a2x2 + p′2(a
−1
2 (t− b2)).(3.23)

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 p1(t), whence they are
satisfied in all cases. Note that relation (3.22) works in all cases but case (g) only
works when c1,2 = 1. In this way, νt ◦ νx2 = νx2 ◦ νt.

Finally, note that

νx1 ◦ νx2(t) = a−1
2 (a−1

1 (t− b1))− a−1
2 b2,(3.24)

νx2 ◦ νx1(t) = a−1
1 (a−1

2 (t− b2))− a−1
1 b1,(3.25)

νx1 ◦ νx2(x1) = c−1
1,2x1 − c−1

1,2q
(2)
1,2,(3.26)

νx2 ◦ νx1(x1) = c−1
1,2x1 − c−1

1,2q
(2)
1,2,(3.27)

νx1 ◦ νx2(x2) = c1,2x2 + q
(1)
1,2, and(3.28)

νx2 ◦ νx1(x2) = c1,2x2 + q
(1)
1,2.(3.29)

In any case, relations (3.26), (3.27), (3.28) and (3.29) hold. Expressions (3.24)
and (3.25) coincide when b2 = a2−1

a1−1b1. �

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

Theorem 3.3. If a SPBW extension σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉 satisfies one of the conditions
(a)-(i), except (f) and (h), in Proposition 3.2, then it is differentially smooth.

Proof. We know that SPBW extensions of the form σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉 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 Ω1(σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉)
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a free right σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉-module of rank three with generators dt, dx1 and dx2.
Define a left σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉-module structure by

(3.30) fdt = dtνt(f), fdx1 = dx1νx1(f) and fdx2 = dx2νx2(f),

for all f ∈ σ(k[t])〈x1 , x2〉, where νt, νx1 and νx2 are the algebra automorphisms
established in Proposition 3.2. Notice that the relations in Ω1(σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉) are
given by

tdt = dtt, tdx1 = a−1
1 dx1t− a−1

1 b1dx1, tdx2 = a−1
2 dx2t− a−1

2 b2dx2,

(3.31)

x1dt = a1dtx1 + dtp′1(t), x1dx1 = dx1x1, x1dx2 = dx2c
−1
1,2x1 − dx2c

−1
1,2q

(2)
1,2,

(3.32)

x2dt = a2dtx2 + dtp′2(t), x2dx1 = dx1c1,2x2 + dx1q
(1)
1,2, x2dx2 = dx2x2.

(3.33)

We want to extend t 7→ dt, x1 7→ dx1 and x2 7→ dx2 to a map d : σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉 →
Ω1(σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉) 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

dx1t+ x1dt = a1dtx1 + a1tdx1 + b1dx1 + dp1(t),

dx2t+ x2dt = a2dtx2 + a2tdx2 + b2dx2 + dp2(t), and

dx2x1 + x2dx1 = c1,2dx1x2 + c1,2x1dx2 + q
(1)
1,2dx1 + q

(2)
1,2dx2,

hold. In view of tdt = dtt which defines the usual commutative calculus on the
polynomial ring k[t], it follows that dp1(t) = dtp′1(t) and dp2(t) = dtp′2(t).

Now, we define k-linear maps

∂t, ∂x1 , ∂x2 : σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉 → σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉

such that

d(f) = dt∂t(f) + dx1∂x1(f) + dx2∂x2(f), for all f ∈ σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉.

Since dt, dx1 and dx2 are free generators of the right σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉-module
Ω1(σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉), these maps are well-defined. Then d(a) = 0 if and only if
∂t(a) = ∂x1(a) = ∂x2(a) = 0. Using relations (3.30) and the definitions of the maps
νt, νx1 and νx2 , we get that

∂t(t
kxl

1x
s
2) = ktk−1xl

1x
s
2,

∂x1(t
kxl

1x
s
2) = la−k

1 (t− b1)
kxl−1

1 xs
2, and

∂x2(t
kxl

1x
s
2) = a−k

2 c−l
1,2s(t− b2)

k(x1 − q
(2)
1,2)

lxs−1
2 .

Thus d(f) = 0 if and only if f is a scalar multiple of the identity. This shows that

(Ω(σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉), d) is connected with Ω(σ(k[t])〈x1 , x2〉) =
3
⊕

i=0

Ωi(σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉).

The universal extension of d to higher forms compatible with (3.31), (3.32) and
(3.33) gives the following rules for Ω2(σ(k[t])〈x1 , x2〉):

dx1 ∧ dt = − a1dt ∧ dx1,

dx2 ∧ dt = − a2dt ∧ dx2, and

dx2 ∧ dx1 = − c1,2dx1 ∧ dx2.(3.34)
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Since the automorphisms νt, νx1 and νx2 commute with each other, there are no
additional relationships to the previous ones, so we can write

Ω2(σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉) = dt ∧ dx1σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉

⊕ dt ∧ dx2σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉 ⊕ dx1 ∧ dx2σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉.

Note that

Ω3(σ(k[t])〈x1 , x2〉) = ωσ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉 ∼= σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉

as a right and left σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉-module, with ω = dt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2, where νω =
νt◦νx1◦νx2 . This means that ω is a volume form of σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉. From Proposition
2.9 (2), ω is an integral form by setting

ω1
1 = dt, ω1

2 = dx1, ω1
3 = dx2,

ω2
1 = dx1 ∧ dx2, ω2

2 = dt ∧ dx2, ω2
3 = dt ∧ dx1,

ω̄1
1 = dt, ω̄1

2 = − a−1
1 dx1, ω̄1

3 = a−1
2 c−1

1,2dx2,

ω̄2
1 = a−1

1 a−1
2 dx1 ∧ dx2, ω̄2

2 = − c−1
1,2dt ∧ dx2, ω̄2

3 = dt ∧ dx1.

Indeed, let ω′ = dta+ dx1b+ dx2c with a, b, c ∈ k. Then

3
∑

i=1

ω1
i πω(ω̄

2
i ∧ ω′) = dtπω(a

−1
1 a−1

2 adx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dt)

+ dx1πω(−c−1
1,2bdt ∧ dx2 ∧ dx1) + dx2πω(cdt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2)

= dta+ dx1b+ dx2c = ω′,

and let ω′′ = dt∧ dx1a+ dt∧ dx2b+ dx1 ∧ dx2c, with a, b, c ∈ k. We obtain that

3
∑

i=1

ω2
i πω(ω̄

1
i ∧ ω′′) = dx1 ∧ dx2πω(cdt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2)

+ dt ∧ dx2πω(−a−1
1 bdx1 ∧ dt ∧ dx2)

+ dt ∧ dx1πω(a
−1
2 c−1

1,2adx2 ∧ dt ∧ dx1)

= dt ∧ dx1a+ dt ∧ dx2b+ dx1 ∧ dx2 = ω′′.

Therefore, we have proved that σ(k[t])〈x1, x2〉 is differentially smooth. �

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 σ(k[t])〈x1 , x2, x3〉 satisfying the defining relations

x1r(t) = σ1(r(t))x1 + δ1(r(t)),

x2r(t) = σ2(r(t))x2 + δ2(r(t)),

x3r(t) = σ3(r(t))x2 + δ3(r(t)),

x2x1 = c1,2(t)x1x2 + q
(0)
1,2(t) + q

(1)
1,2(t)x1 + q

(2)
1,2(t)x2 + q

(3)
1,2(t)x3,

x3x1 = c1,3(t)x1x3 + q
(0)
1,3(t) + q

(1)
1,3(t)x1 + q

(2)
1,3(t)x2 + q

(3)
1,3(t)x3, and

x3x2 = c2,3(t)x2x3 + q
(0)
2,3(t) + q

(1)
2,3(t)x1 + q

(2)
2,3(t)x2 + q

(3)
2,3(t)x3,

where the elements r(t), c(t)’s and q(t)’s belong to k[t] with c1,2(t), c1,3(t) and
c2,3(t) non-zero. Consider the automorphisms of k[t] given by σi(t) = ait + bi, for
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ai, bi,∈ k, with ai 6= 0, i = 1, 2, 3, with the corresponding σi-derivations expressed
as in (2.11), that is,

(3.35) δi(f) =
f (σi(t))− f(t)

σi(t)− t
pi(t), for i = 1, 2, 3,

where pi(t) is a fixed element of k[t] for each i. The relations between t, x1, x2, x3

can be expressed as

xit = aitxi + bixi + pi(t), for every i, and(3.36)

xjxi = ci,j(t)xixj + q
(0)
i,j + q

(1)
i,j x1 + q

(2)
i,j x2 + q

(3)
i,j x3, for i < j.(3.37)

The following result is the natural extension of Proposition 3.2.

Proposition 3.4. Let

νt(t) = t, νt(xi) = aixi + p′i(t), i = 1, 2, 3,(3.38)

νxi
(t) = σ−1

i (t), νxi
(xi) = xi, i = 1, 2, 3,(3.39)

νxi
(xj) = ci,jxj + q

(i)
i,j , νxj

(xi) = c−1
j,i xi − c−1

j,i q
(j)
j,i , i < j,(3.40)

where p′i(t) are the t-derivatives of pi(t) for i = 1, 2, 3, and ci,j , q
(k)
i,j ∈ k, ci,j 6= 0,

for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3 and 0 ≤ 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
νt, νxi

, i = 1, 2, 3, of σ(k[t])〈x1, x2, x3〉 in cases (a) - (d).

Table 2. Leibniz’s rule

Case Possibilities for ai, bi, i = 1, 2, 3 Polynomials pi(t), i = 1, 2, 3 Restrictions

(a) ai = 1, bi = 0, for all i = 1, 2, 3
pi(t) = 0 for all i = 1, 2, 3 q

(k)
i,j = 0, ci,j ∈ k∗ for all i, j = 1, 2, 3, k ≥ 0

pi(t) ∈ k[t], for all i = 1, 2, 3 q
(k)
i,j = 0, ci,j = 1, q

(0)
i,j ∈ k, for all i, j = 1, 2, 3, k > 0

(b) ai = 1, for all i = 1, 2, 3, bl 6= 0, for some l = 1, 2, 3
pi(t) = pi, pi ∈ k, for all i = 1, 2, 3 ci,j = 1, q

(k)
i,j = 0, q

(0)
i,j ∈ k, for all i, j = 1, 2, 3, k > 0

pi(t) = 0, for all i = 1, 2, 3 q
(k)
i,j = 0, ci,j ∈ k∗, for all i, j = 1, 2, 3, k ≥ 0

(c) ar 6= 1, as = 1, bs = 0, for r ∈ S ( {1, 2, 3} and s ∈ Sc ps(t) = 0, pr(t) = pr

(

t+ br
ar−1

)

, for r ∈ S ( {1, 2, 3} and s ∈ Sc, pr ∈ k q
(k)
i,j = 0, ci,j = 1, for all i, j = 1, 2, 3, k ≥ 0

(d) ai 6= 1, bi = 0, for all i = 1, 2, 3 pi(t) = pit, pi ∈ k, for all i = 1, 2, 3 q
(k)
i,j = 0, ci,j = 1, for all i, j = 1, 2, 3, k ≥ 0

(2) Precisely, in cases (a) - (d), we have that

(3.41) νt ◦ νxi
= νxi

◦ νt and νxi
◦ νxj

= νxj
◦ νxi

, for i = 1, 2, 3.

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

νt(xi)νt(t)− νt(ait+ bi)νt(xi) = νt(pi(t)),

νt(xj)νt(xi)− ci,jνt(xi)νt(xj) = q
(0)
i,j + q

(1)
i,j νt(x1) + q

(2)
i,j νt(x2) + q

(3)
i,j νt(x3),

for i < j. This yields the equalities

(3.42) ((ai − 1)t+ bi)p
′
i(t) = (ai − 1)pi(t), i = 1, 2, 3,

and

(aiaj − 1)q
(0)
i,j + ai(p

′

j(t)xi − ci,jxip
′

j(t)) + aj(xjp
′

i(t)− ci,jp
′

i(t)xj) + (ajai − 1)q
(0)
i,j

+
3
∑

r=1

q
(r)
i,j (aiaj − ar)xr + (1− ci,j)p

′

i(t)p
′

j(t)− q
(1)
i,j p

′

1(t)− q
(2)
i,j p

′

2(t)− q
(3)
i,j p

′

3(t) = 0.

(3.43)
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The map νxi
can be extended to an algebra homomorphism if and only if the

definitions of νxi
(t) and νxi

(xj), for each i, respect relations (3.36), and (3.37), i.e.

νxi
(xi)νxi

(t)− νxi
(ait+ bi)νxi

(xi) = νxi
(pi(t)),

νxi
(xj)νxi

(t)− νxi
(ajt+ bj)νxi

(xj) = νxi
(pj(t)), and

νxi
(xj)νxi

(xi)− ci,jνxi
(xi)νxi

(xj) = q
(0)
i,j + q

(1)
i,j νxi

(x1) + q
(2)
i,j νxi

(x2) + q
(3)
i,j νxi

(x3),

for i < j. In this way,

a−1
i pi(t) = pi(a

−1
i (t− bi)),(3.44)

ci,j(a
−1
i (ajbi + bj − bi)− bj)xj + a−1

i (ci,jpj(t)− (1 + aj)q
(i)
i,j t),

+ q
(i)
i,j (a

−1
i bi(aj − 1)− bj) = pj(a

−1
i (t− bi)), and(3.45)

(c1,2 − 1)q
(0)
1,2 + q

(3)
1,2(c1,2 − c1,3)x3 − q

(2)
1,2q

(1)
1,2 − q

(3)
1,2q

(1)
1,3 = 0,

(c1,3 − 1)q
(0)
1,3 + q

(2)
1,3(c1,3 − c1,2)x2 − q

(3)
1,3q

(1)
1,3 − q

(2)
1,3q

(1)
1,2 = 0,

(c2,3 − 1)q
(0)
2,3 + q

(1)
2,3(c2,3 − c−1

1,2)x1 − q
(3)
2,3q

(2)
2,3 + c−1

1,2q
(2)
1,2q

(1)
2,3 = 0.(3.46)

Then, the map νxj
can be extended to an algebra homomorphism if and only if

the definitions of νxj
(t) and νxj

(xi), i = 1, 2, 3 respect relations (3.36), and (3.37),
and so

νxj
(xi)νxj

(t)− νxj
(ait+ bi)νxj

(xi) = νxj
(pi(t)),

νxj
(xj)νxj

(t)− νxj
(ajt+ bj)νxj

(xj) = νxj
(pj(t)), and

νxj
(xj)νxj

(xi)− ci,jνxj
(xi)νxj

(xj) = q
(0)
i,j + q

(1)
i,j νxj

(x1) + q
(2)
i,j νxj

(x2) + q
(3)
i,j νxj

(x3),

for i < j. We obtain the expressions given by

c−1
i,j (a

−1
j (bi + aibj − bj)− bi)xi + c−1

i,j a
−1
j (pi(t)− (1 + ai)q

(j)
i,j t)

+ q
(j)
i,j c

−1
i,j (a

−1
j bj(1 + ai) + bi) = pi(a

−1
j (t− bj))(3.47)

a−1
j pj(t) = pj(a

−1
j (t− bj))(3.48)

(c−1
1,2 − 1)q

(0)
1,2 + q

(3)
1,2(c

−1
1,2 − c−1

2,3)x3 + c−1
1,2q

(2)
1,2q

(1)
1,2 − q

(3)
1,2q

(2)
2,3 = 0,

(c−1
1,3 − 1)q

(0)
1,3 + q

(2)
1,3(c

−1
1,3 − c−1

2,3)x2 + c−1
1,3q

(3)
1,3q

(1)
1,3 + c−1

2,3q
(2)
1,3q

(3)
2,3 = 0,

(c−1
2,3 − 1)q

(0)
2,3 + q

(1)
2,3(c

−1
2,3 − c−1

1,3)x1 + c−1
2,3q

(3)
2,3q

(2)
2,3 + c−1

1,3q
(3)
1,3q

(1)
2,3 = 0.(3.49)

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 ai, bi for i = 1, 2, 3. Let us see.

We consider the expression pi(t) =
n
∑

j=0

mi,jt
j , for every i = 1, 2, 3.

(a) Equation (3.43) leads to the coefficients that accompany xi, so these must
be zero, mi,j(1 − ci,k) = 0. This implies that mi,j = 0, for 1 ≤ j ≤ n, and
so the polynomials pi(t) are constants or ci,k = 1, for i = 1, 2, 3 and i < k.
From relations (3.45), (3.46), (3.47) and (3.49), we get that if pi(t) = pi ∈ k

then q
(k)
i,j = 0 with k > 0, whence ci,j = 1 and q

(0)
i,j has no restrictions. Also,

it is necessary that q
(i)
i,kmi,j + q

(k)
i,k mk,j = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, which shows

that q
(k)
i,j = 0 with k > 0 and there is not restrictions over polynomials

pi(t).
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In this way, we have considered all possibilities.
(b) Equation (3.43) leads that the coefficient that accompany xl must be zero,

that is

jmi,j((t+ bl)
j−1 − ci,lt

j−1) = 0.

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

From relations (3.45), (3.46), (3.47) and (3.49), we obtain that q
(k)
i,j = 0

with k > 0, ci,j = 1 and there are no restrictions on q
(0)
i,j .

Again, all options are covered.
(c) Equation (3.8) implies that the coefficient of xr is zero,

jmi,j((art+ br)
j−1 − ci,rt

j−1) = 0.

Thus, mi,j = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, whence the polynomial pi(t) is constant.
Also, if we focus on the coefficient that accompany xs and the constant
element, both must be zero,

q
(0)
i,r =

q
(r)
i,r

ar − 1
pr and q

(s)
i,r =

ci,r − 1

ar − 1
pr.

By using expressions (3.45), (3.46), (3.47) and (3.49) we obtain the re-

strictions q
(k)
i,j = 0 for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3 and k ≥ 0. Also, note that cs,j = 1 and

ps = 0, for s ∈ S.

(d) Equation (3.43) shows that ci,j = 1, q
(k)
i,j = 0 for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3 and k ≥ 0. If

we consider the expression (3.45) then we get the condition bi = 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, x1 and x2.
Note that

νt ◦ νxi
(t) = νt(σ

−1
i (t)) = a−1

i (t− bi),(3.50)

νxi
◦ νt(t) = νxi

(t) = a−1
i (t− bi),(3.51)

νt ◦ νxi
(xi) = νt(xi) = aixi + p′i(t),(3.52)

νxi
◦ νt(xi) = aixi + p′i(a

−1
i (t− bi)),(3.53)

νt ◦ νxi
(xj) = ci,jajxj + ci,jp

′
j(t) + q

(i)
i,j ,(3.54)

νxi
◦ νt(xj) = ajci,jxj + ajq

(i)
i,j + p′j(a

−1
i (t− bi)), i < j,(3.55)

νt ◦ νxi
(xk) = c−1

k,iakxk + c−1
k,ip

′
k(t)− c−1

k,iq
(i)
k,i, and(3.56)

νxi
◦ νt(xk) = akc

−1
k,ixk − akc

−1
k,iq

(i)
k,i + p′k(a

−1
i (t− bi)), i > k.(3.57)

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 pi(t). Thus, they hold
in all cases, and relations (3.55) and (3.57) are correct. Then, νt ◦ νxi

= νxi
◦ νt.
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Finally, we have that

νxi
◦ νxj

(t) = a−1
j (a−1

i (t− bi))− a−1
j bj ,(3.58)

νxj
◦ νxi

(t) = a−1
i (a−1

j (t− bj))− a−1
i bi,(3.59)

νxi
◦ νxj

(xi) = c−1
i,j xi − c−1

i,j q
(j)
i,j ,(3.60)

νxj
◦ νxi

(xi) = c−1
i,j xi − c−1

i,j q
(j)
i,j ,(3.61)

νxi
◦ νxj

(xj) = ci,jxj + q
(i)
i,j , and(3.62)

νxj
◦ νxi

(xj) = ci,jxj + q
(i)
i,j .(3.63)

In any case, relations (3.61) and (3.63) hold. Relation (3.59) works in all cases.
Then, νxi

◦ νxj
= νxj

◦ νxi
. �

Theorem 3.5. If a SPBW extension σ(k[t])〈x1, x2, x3〉 satisfies one of the condi-
tions (a)-(d) in Proposition 3.4, then it is differentially smooth.

Proof. Since the SPBW extension σ(k[t])〈x1, x2, x3〉 has Gelfand-Kirillov dimension
4, a 4-dimensional integrable calculus can be constructed. We know that we have
to consider Ω1(σ(k[t])〈x1, x2, x3〉), a free right σ(k[t])〈x1, x2, x3〉-module of rank 4
with generators dt, dx1, dx2, dx3. Define a left σ(k[t])〈x1 , x2, x3〉-module structure
by
(3.64)

adt = dtνt(a), adxi = dxiνxi
(a), for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, a ∈ σ(k[t])〈x1, x2, x3〉,

where νt, νxi
, 1 ≤ i ≤ 3 are the algebra automorphisms established in Proposition

3.4. Notice that the relations in Ω1(σ(k[t])〈x1 , x2, x3〉) are given by

tdt = dtt tdxi = dxia
−1
i (t− bi), for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3,(3.65)

xidxi = dxixi, xidt = dt(aixi + p′i(t)), for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3,(3.66)

and

xidxj = dxj(c
−1
i,j xi − c−1

i,j q
(j)
i,j ), for i < j,(3.67)

xidxj = dxj(cj,ixi + q
(j)
j,i ), for i > j.(3.68)

We want to extend t 7→ dt, xi 7→ dxi, 1 ≤ i ≤ 3 to a map d : σ(k[t])〈x1, x2, x3〉 →
Ω1(σ(k[t])〈x1, x2, x3〉) 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.

dxit+ xidt = aidtxi + aitdxi + bidxi + dpi(t), for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3

dxjxi + xjdxi = ci,jdxixj + ci,jxidxj +

3
∑

k=1

q
(k)
i,j dxk, for i < j.

Due to that tdt = dtt, which defines the usual commutative calculus on the
polynomial ring k[t], dpi(t) = dtp′i(t), 1 ≤ i ≤ 3.

Define k-linear maps

∂t, ∂xi
: σ(k[t])〈x1, x2, x3〉 → σ(k[t])〈x1 , x2, x3〉

such that

d(a) = dt∂t(a) +
3
∑

i=1

dxi∂xi
(a), for all a ∈ σ(k[t])〈x1 , x2, x3〉.
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These maps are well-defined since dt, dxi, 1 ≤ i ≤ 3 are free generators of the
right σ(k[t])〈x1, x2, x3〉-module Ω1(σ(k[t])〈x1 , x2, x3〉). With that, d(a) = 0 if and
only if ∂t(a) = ∂xi

(a) = 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ 3. Using relations (3.64) and definitions of the
maps νt, νxi

, 1 ≤ i ≤ 3, we obtain that

∂t(t
kxl1

1 x
l2
2 x

l3
3 ) = ktk−1xl1

1 x
l2
2 x

l3
3 ,(3.69)

∂x1(t
kxl1

1 x
l2
2 x

l3
3 ) = l1a

−k
1 (t− b1)

kxl1−1
1 xl2

2 x
l3
3 ,

∂x2(t
kxl1

1 x
l2
2 x

l3
3 ) = l2a

−k
2 (t− b2)

kc−l1
1,2 (x1 − q

(2)
1,2)

l1xl2−1
2 xl3

3 , and

∂x3(t
kxl1

1 x
l2
2 x

l3
3 ) = l3a

−k
3 (t− b3)

kc−l1
1,3 (x1 − q

(3)
1,3)

l1c−l2
2,3 (x2 − q

(3)
2,3)

l2xl3−1
3 .

Then, d(a) = 0 if and only if a is a scalar multiple of the identity. This shows
that Ω(σ(k[t])〈x1 , x2, x3〉, d) is connected, where

Ω(σ(k[t])〈x1 , x2, x3〉) =
4
⊕

i=0

Ωi(σ(k[t])〈x1 , x2, x3〉).

The universal extension of d to higher forms compatible with (3.65), (3.66) and
(3.68) gives the following rules for Ωl(σ(k[t])〈x1, x2, x3〉) (l = 2, 3):

dxi ∧ dt = − aidt ∧ dxi, for 1 ≤ i ≤ 3,

dxj ∧ dxi = − ci,jdxi ∧ dxj , for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ 3,

dx2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dt = − c1,2a1a2dt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2,(3.70)

dx3 ∧ dx2 ∧ dt = − c2,3a2a3dt ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3,

dx3 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx1 = − c1,2c1,3c2,3dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3, and

dx3 ∧ dx1 ∧ dt = − a1a3c1,3dt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx3.

Since the automorphisms νt, νxi
, 1 ≤ i ≤ 3 commute with each other, there are

no additional relationships to the previous ones, so

Ω3(σ(k[t])〈x1, x2, x3〉) = [dt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ⊕ dt ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3 ⊕ dt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx3

⊕ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3]σ(k[t])〈x1, x2, x3〉.

Now,

Ω4(σ(k[t])〈x1, x2, x3〉) = ωσ(k[t])〈x1, x2, x3〉 ∼= σ(k[t])〈x1, x2, x3〉

as a right and left σ(k[t])〈x1, x2, x3〉-module, with ω = dt∧dx1∧dx2∧dx3, where
νω = νt ◦ νx1 ◦ νx2 ◦ νx3 , this means that ω is a volume form of σ(k[t])〈x1, x2, x3〉.



26 ANDRÉS RUBIANO AND ARMANDO REYES

From Proposition 2.9 (2), it follows that ω is an integral form by setting

ω1
1 = dt, ω1

j = dxj−1, for 2 ≤ j ≤ 4,

ω2
1 = dt ∧ dx1, ω2

2 = dt ∧ dx2, ω2
3 = dt ∧ dx3, ω2

4 = dx1 ∧ dx2,

ω2
5 = dx1 ∧ dx3, ω2

6 = dx2 ∧ dx3,

ω3
1 = dt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2, ω3

2 = dt ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3, ω3
3 = dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3,

ω3
4 = dt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx3,

ω̄1
1 = −a−1

3 c−1
1,3c

−1
2,3dx3, ω̄1

2 = −a−1
1 dx1, ω̄1

3 = dt, ω̄1
4 = c−1

1,2a
−1
2 dx2

ω̄2
1 = a−1

2 a−1
3 c−1

1,3c
−1
1,2dx2 ∧ dx3,

ω̄2
2 = −a−1

1 a−1
3 c−1

2,3dx1 ∧ dx3, ω̄2
3 = a−1

1 a−1
2 dx1 ∧ dx2, ω̄2

4 = c−1
1,3c

−1
2,3dt ∧ dx3,

ω̄2
5 = −c−1

1,2dt ∧ dx2, ω̄2
6 = dt ∧ dx1,

ω̄3
1 = −a−1

1 a−1
2 a−1

3 dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3, ω̄3
2 = c−1

1,3c
−1
1,2dt ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3,

ω̄3
3 = −c−1

2,3dt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx3, ω̄3
4 = dt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2.

Let ω′ = dta+ dx1b+ dx2c+ dx3d, a, b, c, d ∈ k. Then

4
∑

i=1

ω1
i πω(ω̄

3
i ∧ ω′) = dtπω(−aa−1

1 a−1
2 a−1

3 dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3 ∧ dt)

+ dx1πω(bc
−1
1,3c

−1
1,2dt ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3 ∧ dx1)

+ dx2πω(−cc−1
2,3dt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx3 ∧ dx2)

+ dx3πω(ddt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3)

= dta+ dx1b+ dx2c+ dx3d

= ω′.

On the other hand, if

ω′′ = dt ∧ dx1a+ dt ∧ dx2b+ dt ∧ dx3c+ dx1 ∧ dx2d+ dx1 ∧ dx3e+ dx2 ∧ dx3f

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

6
∑

i=1

ω2
i πω(ω̄

2
i ∧ ω′′) = dt ∧ dx1πω(aa

−1
2 a−1

3 c−1
1,3c

−1
1,2dx2 ∧ dx3 ∧ dt ∧ dx1)

+ dt ∧ dx2πω(−ba−1
1 a−1

3 c−1
2,3dx1 ∧ dx3 ∧ dt ∧ dx2)

+ dt ∧ dx3πω(ca
−1
1 a−1

2 dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dt ∧ dx3)

+ dx1 ∧ dx2πω(dc
−1
1,3c

−1
2,3dt ∧ dx3 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2)

+ dx1 ∧ dx3πω(−ec−1
1,2dt ∧ dx2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx3)

+ dx2 ∧ dx3πω(fdt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3)

= dt ∧ dx1a+ dt ∧ dx2b+ dt ∧ dx3c

+ dx1 ∧ dx2d+ dx1 ∧ dx3e+ dx2 ∧ dx3f

= ω′′.

Finally, let

ω′′′ = dt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2a+ dt ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3b+ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3c+ dt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx3d,
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with a, b, c, d ∈ k. Since that

3
∑

i=1

ω3
i πω(ω̄

1
i ∧ ω′′′) = dt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2πω(−aa−1

3 c−1
1,3c

−1
2,3dx3 ∧ dt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2)

+ dt ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3πω(−ba−1
1 dx1 ∧ dt ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3)

+ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3πω(cdt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3)

+ dt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx3πω(dc
−1
1,2a

−1
2 dx2 ∧ dt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2)

= dt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2a+ dt ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3b+ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3c

+ dt ∧ dx1 ∧ dx3d = ω′′′,

we conclude that σ(k[t])〈x1 , x2, x3〉 is differentially smooth. �

3.3. SPBW extensions in n indeterminates. The noncommutative differential
geometry of SPBW extensions of the form σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉 satisfying the defining
relations

xir(t) = σi(r(t))xi + δi(r(t)), and

xjxi = ci,j(t)xixj + q
(0)
i,j (t) +

n
∑

k=1

q
(k)
i,j (t)xk,

In this case, we consider σi(t) = ait + bi, for ai, bi,∈ k, and ai 6= 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ n,
and the derivations δi are motivated by (2.11), that is,

(3.71) δi(f) =
f (σi(t))− f(t)

σi(t)− t
pi(t), for 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

where pi(t) ∈ k[t], 1 ≤ i ≤ n. The relations between t, x1, . . . , xn can be ex-
pressed as

xit = aitxi + bixi + pi(t), and(3.72)

xjxi = ci,jxixj + q
(0)
i,j +

n
∑

k=1

q
(k)
i,j xk, for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.(3.73)

Lemma 3.6. Let

νt(t) = t, νt(xi) = aixi + p′i(t), for 1 ≤ i ≤ n(3.74)

νxi
(t) = σ−1

i (t), νxi
(xi) = xi, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n(3.75)

νxi
(xj) = ci,jxj + q

(i)
i,j , for i < j and νxi

(xj) = c−1
j,i xj − c−1

j,i q
(i)
j,i , for i > j,

(3.76)

where p′i(t) are the t-derivatives of pi(t) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and ci,j , q
(k)
i,j ∈ k, ci,j 6= 0,

for all 1 ≤ i, j, 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 νt, νxi
, 1 ≤ i ≤ n of σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉 in cases

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

(3.77) νt ◦ νxi
= νxi

◦ νt and νxi
◦ νxj

= νxj
◦ νxi

, for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.
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Table 3. Leibniz’s rule

Case Possibilities for ai, bi, i = 1, 2, 3 Polynomials pi(t), i = 1, 2, 3 Restrictions

(a) ai = 1, bi = 0, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n
pi(t) = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n q

(k)
i,j = 0, ci,j ∈ k∗ for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, k ≥ 0

pi(t) ∈ k[t], for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n q
(k)
i,j = 0, ci,j = 1, q

(0)
i,j ∈ k, for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, k > 0

(b) ai = 1, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, bl 6= 0, for some 1 ≤ l ≤ n
pi(t) = pi, pi ∈ k, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n ci,j = 1, q

(k)
i,j = 0, q

(0)
i,j ∈ k, for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, k > 0

pi(t) = 0, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n q
(k)
i,j = 0, ci,j ∈ k∗, for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, k ≥ 0

(c) ar 6= 1, as = 1, bs = 0, for r ∈ S ( {1, . . . , n} and s ∈ Sc ps(t) = 0, pr(t) = pr

(

t+ br
ar−1

)

, for r ∈ S ( {1, . . . , n} and s ∈ Sc, pr ∈ k q
(k)
i,j = 0, ci,j = 1, for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, k ≥ 0

(d) ai 6= 1, bi = 0, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n pi(t) = pit, pi ∈ k, for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n q
(k)
i,j = 0, ci,j = 1, for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, k ≥ 0

Theorem 3.7. If a SPBW extension σ(k[t])〈x1 , . . . , xn〉 satisfies one of the condi-
tions (a)-(d) in Lemma 3.6, then it is differentially smooth.

Proof. Since σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉 has Gelfand-Kirillov dimension n+ 1, we can con-
struct an n+1-dimensional integrable. Consider Ω1(σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉) a free right
σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉-module of rank n+1 with generators dt, dx1, . . . , dxn. Define a
left σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉-module structure by
(3.78)
adt = dtνt(a) and adxi = dxiνxi

(a), for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n, a ∈ σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉,

where νt and νxi
with i = 1, . . . , n are the algebra automorphisms established in

Lemma 3.6. The relations in Ω1(σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉) are given by

tdt = dtt, tdxi = dxia
−1
i (t− bi), for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n,(3.79)

xidxi = dxixi, xidt = dt(aixi + p′i(t)), for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n,(3.80)

and

xidxj = dxj(c
−1
i,j xi − c−1

i,j q
(j)
i,j ), for i < j, and(3.81)

xidxj = dxj(cj,ixi + q
(j)
j,i ), for i > j.(3.82)

We want to extend the assignments t 7→ dt, xi 7→ dxi, 1 ≤ i ≤ n to a map

d : σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉 → Ω1(σ(k[t])〈x1 , . . . , xn〉)

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

dxit+ xidt = aidtxi + aitdxi + bidxi + dpi(t), for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, and

dxjxi + xjdxi = ci,jdxixj + ci,jxidxj +

n
∑

k=1

q
(k)
i,j dxk, for i < j.

Note that in view of the equality tdt = dtt, which defines the usual commutative
calculus on the polynomial ring k[t], we get that dpi(t) = dtp′i(t) for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Define k-linear maps

∂t, ∂xi
: σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉 → σ(k[t])〈x1 , . . . , xn〉, i = 1, . . . , n,

such that

d(f) = dt∂t(f) +

n
∑

i=1

dxi∂xi
(f), for all f ∈ σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉.

These maps are well-defined since dt and dxi (1 ≤ i ≤ n) are free generators of
the right σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉-module Ω1(σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉). Thus, d(a) = 0 if and
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only if ∂t(a) = ∂xi
(a) = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Using relations appearing in (3.78) and

the definitions of the maps νt and νxi
(1 ≤ i ≤ n), we obtain that

∂t(t
kxl1

1 · · ·xln
n ) = ktk−1xl1

1 · · ·xln
n , and(3.83)

∂xi
(tkxl1

1 · · ·xln
n ) = lia

−k
i (t− bi)

k

i−1
∏

s=1

c−ls
s,i (xs − q

(i)
s,i)

lsxli−1
i x

li+1

i+1 · · ·xln
n .

Hence, d(a) = 0 if and only if a is a scalar multiple of the identity. This fact
shows that (Ω(σ(k[t])〈x1 , . . . , xn〉, d)) is connected, where

Ω(σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉) =

n+1
⊕

i=0

Ωi(σ(k[t])〈x1 , . . . , xn〉).

The universal extension of d to higher forms compatible with (3.79), (3.80) and
(3.82) gives the following rules for Ωl(σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉) (2 ≤ l ≤ n):

dxq(1) ∧ · · · ∧ dxq(s) ∧ dt ∧ dxq(s+1) ∧ · · · ∧ dxq(l) = (−1)s
s
∏

r=1

a−1
q(r)dt ∧

l
∧

k=1,
k 6=s1

dxq(k),

(3.84)

l
∧

k=1

dxq(k) = (−1)♯
∏

r,s∈P

c−1
r,s

l
∧

k=1

dxp(k),(3.85)

where where s1 ∈ {1, . . . , l} do not appear in Relation (3.84), q : {1, . . . , l} →
{1, . . . , n} is an injective map, p : {1, . . . , l} → Im(q) is an increasing injective
map and ♯ is the number of 2-permutations needed to transform q into p, and
P := {(s, t) ∈ {1, . . . , l} × {1, . . . , l} | q(s) > q(t)}.

Since the automorphisms νt, νxi
, 1 ≤ i ≤ n commute with each other, there are

no additional relations to the previous ones, so we get that

Ωn(σ(k[t])〈x1 , . . . , xn〉) =

[

n−1
⊕

r=2

dt ∧ dx1 ∧ · · · dxr−1 ∧ dxr+1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn

⊕ dt ∧ dx2 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn ⊕ dt ∧ dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn−1

⊕dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn]σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉.

Now, since

Ωn+1(σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉) = ωσ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉 ∼= σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉

as a right and left σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉-module, with

ω = dt ∧ dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn and νω = νt ◦ νx1 ◦ · · · ◦ νxn
,

it follows that ω is a volume form of σ(k[t])〈x1 , . . . , xn〉. In order to make the
calculations easier, we consider the following notation t = x0, c0,i = ai for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

From Proposition 2.9 (2) we get that ω is an integral form by setting

ωj
i =

j−1
∧

k=0

dxpi,j(k), for 1 ≤ i ≤

(

n+ 1

j

)

,

ω̄n+1−j
i = (−1)♯i,j

∏

r,s∈Pi,j

c−1
r,s

n
∧

k=j

dxp̄i,j (k), for 1 ≤ i ≤

(

n+ 1

j

)

,
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for 1 ≤ j ≤ n+ 1 and where

pi,j : {0, . . . , j − 1} → {0, . . . , n}, and

p̄i,j : {j, . . . , n} → (Im(pi,j))
c

(the symbol �c denotes the complement of the set �), are increasing injective
maps, and ♯i,j is the number of 2-permutation needed to transform

{p̄i,j(j), . . . , p̄i,j(n), pi,j(0), . . . , pi,j(j − 1)} into the set {0, . . . , n},

and

Pi,j := {(s, t) ∈ {0, . . . , j − 1} × {j, . . . , n} | pi,j(s) < p̄i,j(t)}.

Consider ω′ ∈ Ωj(σ(k[t])〈x1 , . . . , xn〉), that is,

ω′ =

(n+1
j )
∑

i=1

j−1
∧

k=0

dxpi,j(k)bi, with bi ∈ k.

Then

(n+1
j )
∑

i=1

ωj
i πω(ω̄

n+1−j
i ∧ ω′) =

(n+1
j )
∑

i=1

[

j−1
∧

k=0

dxpi(k)

]

· πω

[

(−1)♯i,j�∗ ∧ ω′
]

=

(n+1
j )
∑

i=1

j−1
∧

k=0

dxpi,j(k)bi = ω′,

where

�
∗ :=

∏

r,s∈Pi,j

c−1
r,s

n
∧

k=j

dxp̄i,j(k).

By Proposition 2.9 (2), it follows that σ(k[t])〈x1, . . . , xn〉 is differentially smooth.
�

Remark 3.8. Note that there is no unique way to define ωj
i and ω̄n−j

i . Our way
of defining them is because it is the simplest.

4. Differential smoothness of SPBW extensions over k[t1, t2]

Finally, we investigate the differential smoothness of bijective SPBW extensions
over the commutative polynomial ring k[t1, t2].

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):

• First type:

(4.1) t1 7−→ a11t1 + a12t2 + a13 and t2 7−→ a21t1 + a22t2 + a23,

where ai,j ∈ k and a11a22 − a12a21 6= 0.
• Second type:

(4.2) t1 7−→ t1, t2 7−→ t2 + h(t1),

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 σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉. From
Definition 2.1 we know that

x1r(t1) = σ1(r(t1))x1 + δ1(r(t1)), x2r(t1) = σ2(r(t1))x2 + δ2(r(t1)),

x1r(t2) = σ1(r(t2))x1 + δ1(r(t2)), x2r(t2) = σ2(r(t2))x2 + δ2(r(t2)), and

x2x1 = c1,2(t1, t2)x1x2 + q
(0)
1,2(t1, t2) + q

(1)
1,2(t1, t2)x1 + q

(2)
1,2(t1, t2)x2,

where the polynomials r(t1, t2), c1,2(t1, t2), q
(0)
1,2(t1, t2), q

(1)
1,2(t1, t2), q

(2)
1,2(t1, t2) be-

long to k[t1, t2], and c1,2(t1, t2) is a non-zero element.
Considering the notation above, we write σ1, σ2 ∈ Aut(k[t1, t2]) as follows:

σ1(t1) = a111t1 + a112t2 + b11,

σ1(t2) = a121t1 + a122t2 + b12,

σ2(t1) = a211t1 + a212t2 + b21, and

σ2(t2) = a221t1 + a222t2 + b22.

As in Section 3.1, the polynomials p1(t1, t2), p2(t1, t2) ∈ k[t1, t2] are considered
in such a way that the following identities

x1t1 = a111t1x1 + a112t2x1 + b11x1 + p1(t1, t2),

x2t1 = a211t1x2 + a212t2x2 + b21x2 + p2(t1, t2),

x1t2 = a121t1x1 + a122t2x1 + b12x1 + p1(t1, t2),(4.3)

x2t2 = a221t1x2 + a222t2x2 + b22x2 + p2(t1, t2), and

x2x1 = c1,2(t1, t2)x1x2 + q
(0)
1,2(t1, t2) + q

(1)
1,2(t1, t2)x1 + q

(2)
1,2(t1, t2)x2,

hold. Since the map d : σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉 → Ω1(σ(k[t1, t2]))〈x1, x2〉 must satisfy
Leibniz’s rule, it is straightforward to see that we need to guarantee the conditions

• c1,2, q
(0)
1,2, q

(1)
1,2, q

(2)
1,2 ∈ k, with c1,2 non-zero.

• p1(t1, t2) = p1 and p2(t1, t2) = p2, where p1, p2 ∈ k.
• a221 = a212 = a112 = a121 = 0.

Indeed, the first four relations in (4.3) can be written as

(4.4) xitj = aij1t1xi + aij2t2xi + bijxi + pi(t1, t2), for i, j ∈ {1, 2}.

By applying d to (4.4) we get that

0 = −d(xitj) + d(aij1t1xi + aij2t2xi + bijxi + pi(t1, t2)).

Since d is k-linear, the Leibniz’s rule implies that

0 = − dxitj − xidtj + aij1dt1xi + aij1t1dxi + aij2dt2xi + aij2t2dxi

+ bijdxi + d(pi(t1, t2)).

By (2.6), the action of the module is written using the automorphisms νt1 , νt2 ,
νx1 and νx2 , that is,

0 = − dxitj − dtjνtj (xi) + aij1dt1xi + aij1dxiνxi
(t1) + aij2dt2xi + aij2dxiνxi

(t2)

+ bijdxi + dt1
∂pi
∂t1

+ dt2
∂pi
∂t2

.



32 ANDRÉS RUBIANO AND ARMANDO REYES

If we put together the terms that multiply the different differentials, then

0 = dxi(−tj + aij1νxi
(t1) + aij2νxi

(t2) + bij) + dt1

(

aij1xi +
∂pi
∂t1

)

dt2

(

aij2xi +
∂pi
∂t2

)

− dtjνtj (xi).

For j = 1, we obtain the term

ai12xi +
∂pi
∂t2

= 0,

whence ai12 = 0 and ∂pi

∂t2
= 0 for i ∈ {1, 2}.

Next, when j = 2,

ai21xi +
∂pi
∂t1

= 0.

Once more again, it follows that ai21 = 0 and ∂pi

∂t1
= 0 for i ∈ {1, 2}.

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

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

d(x2x1) = d(c1,2(t1, t2)x1x2 + q
(0)
1,2(t1, t2) + q

(1)
1,2(t1, t2)x1 + q

(2)
1,2(t1, t2)x2)

= d(c1,2(t1, t2))x1x2 + c1,2(t1, t2)d(x1x2) + d(q
(0)
1,2(t1, t2))

+ d(q
(1)
1,2(t1, t2))x1 + q

(1)
1,2(t1, t2)dx1 + d(q

(2)
1,2(t1, t2))x2 + q

(2)
1,2(t1, t2)dx2

= dt1
∂c1,2
∂t1

x1x2 + dt2
∂c1,2
∂t2

x1x2 + c1,2(t1, t2)dx1x2 + c1,2(t1, t2)x1dx2

+ dt1
∂q

(0)
1,2

∂t1
+ dt2

∂q
(0)
1,2

∂t2
+ dt1

∂q
(1)
1,2

∂t1
x1 + dt2

∂q
(1)
1,2

∂t2
x1 + q

(1)
1,2(t1, t2)dx1

+ dt1
∂q

(2)
1,2

∂t1
x2 + dt2

∂q
(2)
1,2

∂t2
x2 + q

(2)
1,2(t1, t2)dx2.

The expression (2.6) implies that the action of the module is written using the
automorphisms νt1 , νt2 , νx1 and νx2 as follows:

0 = −dx2x1 − dx1νx1(x2) + dt1
∂c1,2
∂t1

x1x2 + dt2
∂c1,2
∂t2

x1x2 + dx1νx1(c1,2(t1, t2))x2

+ dx2νx2(c1,2(t1, t2))νx2(x1) + dt1
∂q

(0)
1,2

∂t1
+ dt2

∂q
(0)
1,2

∂t2
+ dt1

∂q
(1)
1,2

∂t1
x1 + dt2

∂q
(1)
1,2

∂t2
x1

+ dx1νx1(q
(1)
1,2(t1, t2)) + dt1

∂q
(2)
1,2

∂t1
x2 + dt2

∂q
(2)
1,2

∂t2
x2 + dx2νx2(q

(2)
1,2(t1, t2)).

In this way,

0 = dt1

(

∂c1,2
∂t1

x1x2 +
∂q

(0)
1,2

∂t1
+

∂q
(1)
1,2

∂t1
x1 +

∂q
(2)
1,2

∂t1
x2

)

+ dt2

(

∂c1,2
∂t2

x1x2 +
∂q

(0)
1,2

∂t2
+

∂q
(1)
1,2

∂t2
x1 +

∂q
(2)
1,2

∂t2
x2

)

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

equal to zero. Equivalently, c1,2, q
(0)
1,2, q

(1)
1,2, q

(2)
1,2 ∈ k, with c1,2 a non-zero element of

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

x1t1 = a111t1x1 + b11x1 + p1,(4.5)

x2t1 = a211t1x2 + b21x2 + p2,(4.6)

x1t2 = a122t2x1 + b12x1 + p1,(4.7)

x2t2 = a222t2x2 + b22x2 + p2, and(4.8)

x2x1 = c1,2x1x2 + q
(0)
1,2 + q

(1)
1,2x1 + q

(2)
1,2x2.(4.9)

All these facts allow us to formulate the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Let

νt1(t1) = t1, νt1(t2) = t2, νt1(x1) = a111x1,

(4.10)

νt1(x2) = a211x2, νt2(t1) = t1, νt2(t2) = t2,

(4.11)

νt2(x1) = a122x1, νt2(x2) = a222x2, νx1(t1) = a−1
111(t1 − b11),

(4.12)

νx1(t2) = a−1
122(t2 − b12), νx1(x1) = x1, νx1(x2) = c1,2x2 + q

(1)
1,2,

(4.13)

νx2(t1) = a−1
211(t1 − b21), νx2(t2) = a−1

222(t2 − b22), νx2(x1) = c−1
1,2x1 − c−1

1,2q
(2)
1,2,

(4.14)

νx2(x2) = x2.

(4.15)

Then:

(1) Leibniz’s rule holds in the cases listed in Table 4. The maps defined by
(4.10), (4.11), (4.12), (4.13), (4.14) and (4.15) simultaneously extend to
algebra automorphisms νt1 , νt2 , νx1 , νx2 of σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉 in cases (a) -
(p).

(2) In cases (a) - (p), we have that

(4.16) νti◦νtj = νtj◦νti , νti◦νxj
= νxj

◦νti , νxi
◦νxj

= νxj
◦νxi

, for i, j = 1, 2.

Proof. For the first assertion, the map νt1 can be extended to an algebra homomor-
phism if and only if the definitions of νt1(t1), νt1(t2), νt1(x1) and νt1(x2) respect
relations (4.5), (4.6), (4.7), (4.8) and (4.9), i.e.

νt1(x1)νt1(t1)− νt1(a111t1 + b11)νt1(x1) = νt1(p1),

νt1(x2)νt1(t1)− νt1(a211t1 + b21)νt1(x2) = νt1(p2),

νt1(x1)νt1(t2)− νt1(a122t2 + b12)νt1(x1) = νt1(p1),

νt1(x2)νt1(t2)− νt1(a222t2 + b22)νt1(x2) = νt1(p2), and

νt1(x2)νt1(x1)− c1,2νt1(x1)νt1(x2) = q
(0)
1,2 + q

(1)
1,2νt1(x1) + q

(2)
1,2νt1(x2).
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Table 4. Leibniz’s rule

Case Possibilities for a111, a122, a211, a222 Polynomials p1 and p2 Restrictions

(a) a111 = 1, a122 = 1, a211 = 1, a222 = 1

p1, p2 ∈ k

c1,2 = 1, q
(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, b11, b12, b21, b22, q

(0)
1,2 ∈ k

c1,2 = 1, q
(1)
1,2 = 0, q

(2)
1,2 6= 0, b11 = b12 = 0, b21, b22, q

(0)
1,2 ∈ k

c1,2 = 1, q
(1)
1,2 6= 0, q

(2)
1,2 = 0, b21 = b22 = 0, b11, b12, q

(0)
1,2 ∈ k

p1 = p2 = 0 c1,2 6= 1, q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, b11, b12, b21, b22 ∈ k

p1 =
b11q

(2)
1,2

c1,2−1 , p2 = 0 c1,2 6= 1, q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = 0 q

(2)
1,2 6= 0, b11 = b12, b11, b21, b22 ∈ k

p1 = 0, p2 =
b22q

(1)
1,2

c1,2−1 c1,2 6= 1, q
(0)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0 q

(1)
1,2 6= 0, b22 = b21, b11, b12, b22 ∈ k

p1 =
b11q

(2)
1,2

c1,2−1 , p2 =
b22q

(1)
1,2

c1,2−1 c1,2 6= 1, q
(0)
1,2 =

q
(1)
1,2q

(2)
1,2

c1,2−1 q
(1)
1,2 6= 0 q

(2)
1,2 6= 0, b11 = b12, b22 = b21, b11, b22 ∈ k

(b) a111 6= 1, a122 = 1, a211 = 1, a222 = 1
p1 = p2 = 0 b21 = 0, q

(0)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, c1,2, b11, b12 ∈ k with b22 = 0 and q

(1)
1,2 ∈ k or q

(1)
1,2 = 0 and b22 ∈ k

p1 = 0, p2 =
b22q

(1)
1,2

c1,2−1 b21 = 0, q
(0)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, c1,2 = a111, b11, b12, b22, q

(1)
1,2 ∈ k

(c) a111 = 1, a122 6= 1, a211 = 1, a222 = 1
p1 = p2 = 0 b22 = 0, q

(0)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, c1,2, b11, b12 ∈ k with b21 = 0 and q

(1)
1,2 ∈ k or q

(1)
1,2 = 0 and b21 ∈ k

p1 = 0, p2 =
b21q

(1)
1,2

c1,2−1 b22 = 0, q
(0)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, c1,2 = a122, b11, b12, b21, q

(1)
1,2 ∈ k

(d) a111 = 1, a122 = 1, a211 6= 1, a222 = 1
p1 = p2 = 0 b11 = 0, q

(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = 0, c1,2, b22, b21 ∈ k with b12 = 0 and q

(2)
1,2 ∈ k or q

(2)
1,2 = 0 and b12 ∈ k

p1 =
b12q

(2)
1,2

c1,2−1 , p2 = 0 b11 = 0, q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = 0, c1,2 = a211, b12, b21, b22, q

(2)
1,2 ∈ k

(e) a111 = 1, a122 = 1, a211 = 1, a222 6= 1
p1 = p2 = 0 b12 = 0, q

(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = 0, c1,2, b22, b21 ∈ k with b11 = 0 and q

(2)
1,2 ∈ k or q

(2)
1,2 = 0 and b11 ∈ k

p1 =
b11q

(2)
1,2

c1,2−1 , p2 = 0 b12 = 0, q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = 0, c1,2 = a211, b11, b21, b22, q

(2)
1,2 ∈ k

(f) a111 6= 1, a122 6= 1, a211 = 1, a222 = 1
p1 = p2 = 0 b21 = b22 = 0, q

(0)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, c1,2, q

(1)
1,2, b11, b12 ∈ k

p1 = 0, p2 ∈ k b21 = b22 = 0, q
(0)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, a111 = a122 c1,2 = a111, q

(1)
1,2, b11, b12 ∈ k

(g) a111 6= 1, a122 = 1, a211 6= 1, a222 = 1 p1 = p2 = 0
q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, b21 = b11(a211−1)

a111−1 c1,2, b11, b12, b22 ∈ k

a111 = a−1
211 q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, b21 = −a−1

211b11, b11, b12, b22 ∈ k with q
(0)
1,2 = 0 and c1,2 ∈ k or q

(0)
1,2 ∈ k and c1,2 = 0

(h) a111 6= 1, a122 = 1, a211 = 1, a222 6= 1 p1 = p2 = 0 q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, b21 = b12 = 0, c1,2, b11, b22 ∈ k

(i) a111 = 1, a122 6= 1, a211 6= 1, a222 = 1 p1 = p2 = 0 q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, b11 = b22 = 0, c1,2, b12, b21 ∈ k

(j) a111 = 1, a122 6= 1, a211 = 1, a222 6= 1 p1 = p2 = 0
q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, b12 = b22(a122−1)

a222−1 c1,2, b11, b21, b22 ∈ k

a222 = a−1
122 q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, b12 = −a−1

122b22, b11, b21, b22 ∈ k with q
(0)
1,2 = 0 and c1,2 ∈ k or q

(0)
1,2 ∈ k and c1,2 = 0

(k) a111 = 1, a122 = 1, a211 6= 1, a222 6= 1
p1 = p2 = 0 b11 = b12 = 0, q

(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = 0, c1,2, q

(2)
1,2, b21, b22 ∈ k

p1 ∈ k, p2 = 0 b11 = b12 = 0, q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = 0, a211 = a222 c1,2 = a222, q

(2)
1,2, b21, b22 ∈ k

(l) a111 = 1, a122 6= 1, a211 6= 1, a222 6= 1

p1 = p2 = 0

q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, b11 = 0, b12 = b22(a122−1)

a222−1 , c1,2, b21, b22 ∈ k

(m) a111 6= 1, a122 = 1, a211 6= 1, a222 6= 1 q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, b12 = 0, b21 = b11(a211−1)

a111−1 , c1,2, b11, b22 ∈ k

(n) a111 6= 1, a122 6= 1, a211 = 1, a222 6= 1 q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, b21 = 0, b12 = b22(a122−1)

a222−1 , c1,2, b11, b22 ∈ k

(o) a111 6= 1, a122 6= 1, a211 6= 1, a222 = 1 q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, b22 = 0, b21 = b11(a211−1)

a111−1 , c1,2, b12, b11 ∈ k

(p) a111 6= 1, a122 6= 1, a211 6= 1, a222 6= 1 p1 = p2 = 0

q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, b12 = b22(a122−1)

a222−1 , b21 = b11(a211−1)
a111−1 , c1,2, b11, b22 ∈ k

q
(0)
1,2 = q

(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, a211 = a−1

111, b12 = b22(a122−1)
a222−1 , b21 = −a−1

111b11, c1,2, b11, b22 ∈ k

q
(1)
1,2 = q

(2)
1,2 = 0, a211 = a−1

111, a122 = a−1
222, b21 = −a−1

111b11, b12 = −a−1
222b22, b11, b22 ∈ k with c1,2 = 1 and q

(0)
1,2 ∈ k or q

(0)
1,2 = 0 and c1,2 ∈ k

We obtain the equations given by

p1(a111 − 1) = 0,

p2(a211 − 1) = 0,

q
(0)
1,2(a211a111 − 1) = 0,(4.17)

q
(1)
1,2(a211 − 1) = 0, and(4.18)

q
(2)
1,2(a111 − 1) = 0.

Again, the map νt2 can be extended to an algebra homomorphism if and only if
the definitions of νt2(t1), νt2(t2), νt2(x1) and νt2(x2) respect relations (4.5), (4.6),
(4.7), (4.8) and (4.9), that is,

νt2(x1)νt2(t1)− νt2(a111t1 + b11)νt2(x1) = νt2(p1),

νt2(x2)νt2(t1)− νt2(a211t1 + b21)νt2(x2) = νt2(p2),

νt2(x1)νt2(t2)− νt2(a122t2 + b12)νt2(x1) = νt2(p1),

νt2(x2)νt2(t2)− νt2(a222t2 + b22)νt2(x2) = νt2(p2), and

νt2(x2)νt2(x1)− c1,2νt2(x1)νt2(x2) = q
(0)
1,2 + q

(1)
1,2νt2(x1) + q

(2)
1,2νt2(x2).
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Then

p1(a122 − 1) = 0,

p2(a222 − 1) = 0,

q
(0)
1,2(a222a122 − 1) = 0,(4.19)

q
(1)
1,2(a222 − 1) = 0, and

q
(2)
1,2(a122 − 1) = 0.

The map νx1 can be extended to an algebra homomorphism if and only if the
definitions of νx1(t1), νx1(t2), νx1(x1) and νx1(x2) respect relations (4.5), (4.6),
(4.7), (4.8) and (4.9). This yields that

νx1(x1)νx1(t1)− νx1(a111t1 + b11)νx1(x1) = νx1(p1),

νx1(x2)νx1(t1)− νx1(a211t1 + b21)νx1(x2) = νx1(p2),

νx1(x1)νx1(t2)− νx1(a122t2 + b12)νx1(x1) = νx1(p1),

νx1(x2)νx1(t2)− νx1(a222t2 + b22)νx1(x2) = νx1(p2), and

νx1(x2)νx1(x1)− c1,2νx1(x1)νx1(x2) = q
(0)
1,2 + q

(1)
1,2νx1(x1) + q

(2)
1,2νx1(x2).

Thus, we get that

p1(a
−1
111 − 1) = 0,

p1(a
−1
122 − 1) = 0,

a−1
111(b21 − b11 + a211b11)− b21 = 0,(4.20)

p2(a
−1
111c1,2 − 1) = a−1

111b21q
(1)
1,2,

a−1
122(b22 − b12 + a222b12)− b22 = 0,

p2(a
−1
122c1,2 − 1) = a−1

122b22q
(1)
1,2, and

q
(0)
1,2(c1,2 − 1) = q

(1)
1,2q

(2)
1,2.

As above, the map νx2 can be extended to an algebra homomorphism if and only
if the definitions of νx2(t1), νx2(t2), νx2(x1) and νx2(x2) respect relations (4.5), (4.6),
(4.7), (4.8) and (4.9). Then:

νx2(x1)νx2(t1)− νx2(a111t1 + b11)νx2(x1) = νx2(p1),

νx2(x2)νx2(t1)− νx2(a211t1 + b21)νx2(x2) = νx2(p2),

νx2(x1)νx2(t2)− νx2(a122t2 + b12)νx2(x1) = νx2(p1),

νx2(x2)νx2(t2)− νx2(a222t2 + b22)νx2(x2) = νx2(p2), and

νx2(x2)νx2(x1)− c1,2νx2(x1)νx2(x2) = q
(0)
1,2 + q

(1)
1,2νx2(x1) + q

(2)
1,2νx2(x2).
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Equivalently,

p2(a
−1
211 − 1) = 0,

p2(a
−1
222 − 1) = 0,

a−1
211(b11 − b21 + a111b21)− b11 = 0,(4.21)

p1(a
−1
211c

−1
1,2 − 1) = − c−1

1,2a
−1
211b11q

(2)
1,2 ,

a−1
222(b12 − b22 + a122b22)− b12 = 0,

p1(a
−1
122c

−1
1,2 − 1) = − c−1

1,2a
−1
222b12q

(2)
1,2 , and

q
(0)
1,2(c

−1
1,2 − 1) = − c−1

1,2q
(1)
1,2q

(2)
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, t2, x1 and

x2:

(νt1 ◦ νt2)(t1) = νt1(t1) = t1,

(νt2 ◦ νt1)(t1) = νt2(t1) = t1,

(νt1 ◦ νt2)(t2) = νt1(t2) = t2,

(νt2 ◦ νt1)(t2) = νt2(t2) = t2,

(νt1 ◦ νt2)(x1) = νt1(a122x1) = a111a122x1,(4.22)

(νt2 ◦ νt1)(x1) = νt2(a111x1) = a111a122x1,

(νt1 ◦ νt2)(x2) = νt1(a222x2) = a222a211x2, and

(νt2 ◦ νt1)(x2) = νt2(a211x2) = a222a211x2.

In each case, the conditions shown in (4.22) hold, and so νt1 ◦ νt2 = νt2 ◦ νt1 .
Next,

(νt1 ◦ νx1)(t1) = νt1(a
−1
111(t1 − b11)) = a−1

111(t1 − b11),

(νx1 ◦ νt1)(t1) = νx1(t1) = a−1
111(t1 − b11),

(νt1 ◦ νx1)(t2) = νt1(a
−1
122(t2 − b12)) = a−1

122(t2 − b12),

(νx1 ◦ νt1)(t2) = νx1(t2) = a−1
122(t2 − b12),

(νt1 ◦ νx1)(x1) = νt1(x1) = a111x1,(4.23)

(νx1 ◦ νt1)(x1) = νx1(a111x1) = a111x1,

(νt1 ◦ νx1)(x2) = νt1(c1,2x2 + q
(1)
1,2) = a211c1,2x2 + q

(1)
1,2, and

(νx1 ◦ νt1)(x2) = νx1(a211x2) = a211(c1,2x2 + q
(1)
1,2).

Note that the only conditions that appear to be different in (4.23) are (νt1 ◦

νx1)(x2) and (νx1 ◦ νt1)(x2); these are satisfied when q
(1)
1,2 = a211q

(1)
1,2. As we can see,

every case in Table 4 satisfies these conditions.
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Now,

(νt1 ◦ νx2)(t1) = νt1(a
−1
211(t1 − b21)) = a−1

211(t1 − b21),

(νx2 ◦ νt1)(t1) = νx2(t1) = a−1
211(t1 − b21),

(νt1 ◦ νx2)(t2) = νt1(a
−1
222(t2 − b22)) = a−1

222(t2 − b22),

(νx2 ◦ νt1)(t2) = νx2(t2) = a−1
222(t2 − b22),

(νt1 ◦ νx2)(x1) = νt1(c
−1
1,2(x1 − q

(2)
1,2)) = c−1

1,2(a111x1 − q
(2)
1,2)),(4.24)

(νx2 ◦ νt1)(x1) = νx2(a111x1) = a111c
−1
1,2(x1 − q

(2)
1,2),

(νt1 ◦ νx2)(x2) = νt1(x2) = a211x2, and

(νx2 ◦ νt1)(x2) = νx2(a211x2) = a211x2.

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

(νt1 ◦ νx2)(x1) and (νx2 ◦ νt1)(x1); these are satisfied if q
(2)
1,2 = a111q

(2)
1,2, and all cases

in Table 4 satisfy both conditions.
Consider

(νt2 ◦ νx1)(t1) = νt2(a
−1
111(t1 − b11)) = a−1

111(t1 − b11),

(νx1 ◦ νt2)(t1) = νx1(t1) = a−1
111(t1 − b11),

(νt2 ◦ νx1)(t2) = νt2(a
−1
122(t2 − b12)) = a−1

122(t2 − b12),

(νx1 ◦ νt2)(t2) = νx1(t2) = a−1
122(t2 − b12),

(νt2 ◦ νx1)(x1) = νt2(x1) = a122x1,(4.25)

(νx1 ◦ νt2)(x1) = νx1(a122x1) = a122x1,

(νt2 ◦ νx1)(x2) = νt2(c1,2x2 + q
(1)
1,2) = c1,2a222x2 + q

(1)
1,2, and

(νx1 ◦ νt2)(x2) = νx1(a222x2) = a222(c1,2x2 + q
(1)
1,2).

By using a similar reasoning, it can be seen that all cases in Table 4 satisfy these
conditions.

We continue with the following compositions:

(νt2 ◦ νx2)(t1) = νt2(a
−1
211(t1 − b21)) = a−1

211(t1 − b21),

(νx2 ◦ νt2)(t1) = νx2(t1) = a−1
211(t1 − b21),

(νt2 ◦ νx2)(t2) = νt2(a
−1
222(t2 − b22)) = a−1

222(t2 − b22),

(νx2 ◦ νt2)(t2) = νx2(t2) = a−1
222(t2 − b22),

(νt2 ◦ νx2)(x1) = νt2(c
−1
1,2(x1 − q

(2)
1,2) = c−1

1,2(a122x1 − q
(2)
1,2),(4.26)

(νx2 ◦ νt2)(x1) = νx2(a122x1) = a122c
−1
1,2(x1 − q

(2)
1,2),

(νt2 ◦ νx2)(x2) = νt2(x2) = a222x2, and

(νx2 ◦ νt2)(x2) = νx2(a222x2) = a222x2.

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

(νx1 ◦ νx2)(t1) = νx1(a
−1
211(t1 − b21)) = a−1

211(a
−1
111(t1 − b11)− b21),

(νx2 ◦ νx1)(t1) = νx2(a
−1
111(t1 − b11)) = a−1

111(a
−1
211(t1 − b21)− b11),

(νx1 ◦ νx2)(t2) = νx1(a
−1
222(t2 − b22)) = a−1

222(a
−1
122(t2 − b12)− b22),

(νx2 ◦ νx1)(t2) = νx2(a
−1
122(t2 − b12)) = a−1

122(a
−1
222(t2 − b22)− b12),

(νx1 ◦ νx2)(x1) = νx1(c
−1
1,2(x1 − q

(2)
1,2) = c−1

1,2(x1 − q
(2)
1,2),(4.27)

(νx2 ◦ νx1)(x1) = νx2(x1) = c−1
1,2(x1 − q

(2)
1,2),

(νx1 ◦ νx2)(x2) = νx1(x2) = c1,2x2 + q
(1)
1,2 , and

(νx2 ◦ νx1)(x2) = νx2(c1,2x2 + q
(1)
1,2) = c1,2x2 + q

(1)
1,2.

At first glance, it seems that compositions (νx1 ◦ νx2)(t1) and (νx2 ◦ νx1)(t1) are
different. However, due to the expression (4.21), they coincide. Similarly, it occurs
with the compositions (νx1 ◦ νx2)(t2) and (νx2 ◦ νx1)(t2). All are satisfied. �

We arrive to the important result of this section.

Theorem 4.2. If a SPBW extension σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉 satisfies one of the condi-
tions (a)-(p) in Proposition 4.1, then it is differentially smooth.

Proof. As GKdim(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉) = 4, we proceed to construct a 4-dimensional
integrable calculus. Consider Ω1(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉), a free right σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉-
module of rank 4 with generators dt1, dt2, dx1, dx2. Define a left σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉-
module structure by
(4.28)
adti = dtiνti(a), adxi = dxiνxi

(a), for all i ∈ {1, 2}, a ∈ σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉,

where νti , νxi
, i ∈ {1, 2} are the algebra automorphisms established in Proposi-

tion 4.1. Notice that the relations in Ω1(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉) are given by

tidtj = dtjti tidxj = dxja
−1
jii (ti − bij), for all i, j ∈ {1, 2},(4.29)

xidxi = dxixi, xidtj = dtjaijjxi, for all i, j ∈ {1, 2},(4.30)

and

x1dx2 = dx2(c
−1
1,2x1 − c−1

1,2q
(2)
1,2),(4.31)

x2dx1 = dx1(c1,2x2 + q
(1)
1,2).(4.32)

We extend the maps ti 7→ dti, xi 7→ dxi for i ∈ {1, 2} to a map

d : σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉 → Ω1(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉)

satisfying the Leibniz’s rule. From relations (4.5), (4.6), (4.7), (4.8) and (4.9) we
get that

dxitj + xidtj = aijjdtjxi + aijjtjdxi + bijdxi, for i, j ∈ {1, 2}, and

dx2x1 + x2dx1 = c1,2dx1x2 + c1,2x1dx2 + q
(1)
1,2dx1 + q

(2)
1,2dx2.

Define k-linear maps

∂ti , ∂xi
: σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉 → σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉
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such that

d(a) = dt1∂t1(a) + dt2∂t2(a) +

2
∑

i=1

dxi∂xi
(a), for all a ∈ σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉.

These maps are well-defined since dti and dxi for i ∈ {1, 2} are free generators of
the right σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉-module Ω1(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉). Hence, d(a) = 0 if and
only if ∂ti(a) = ∂xi

(a) = 0 for i ∈ {1, 2}. Using relations (4.28) and the definitions
of the maps νti , νxi

, i ∈ {1, 2}, we obtain that

∂t1(t
k
1t

s
2x

l1
1 x

l2
2 ) = ktk−1

1 ts2x
l1
1 x

l2
2 ,(4.33)

∂t2(t
k
1t

s
2x

l1
1 x

l2
2 ) = stk1t

s−1
2 xl1

1 x
l2
2 ,

∂x1(t
k
1t

s
2x

l1
1 x

l2
2 ) = l1a

−k
111a

−s
122(t1 − b11)

k(t2 − b12)
sxl1−1

1 xl2
2 , and

∂x2(t
k
1t

s
2x

l1
1 x

l2
2 ) = l2c

−l1
1,2 a

−k
211a

−s
222(t1 − b21)

k(t2 − b22)
s(x1 − q

(2)
1,2)

l1xl2−1
2 .

Then, d(a) = 0 if and only if a is a scalar multiple of the identity. This shows
that Ω(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉, d) is connected, where

Ω(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉) =

4
⊕

i=0

Ωi(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉).

The universal extension of d to higher forms compatible with (4.29), (4.30) and
(4.32) gives the following rules for Ωl(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉) with l = 2, 3:

dt2 ∧ dt1 = − dt1 ∧ dt2,(4.34)

dxi ∧ dtj = − aijjdtj ∧ dxi, for i, j ∈ {1, 2},

dx2 ∧ dx1 = − ci,jdx1 ∧ dx2,

dx1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dt1 = − a111a122dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1,(4.35)

dx2 ∧ dt2 ∧ dt1 = − a211a222dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx2,

dx2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dt1 = − c1,2a111a211dt1 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2, and

dx2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dt2 = − c1,2a122a222dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2.

Since the automorphisms νti and νxi
for i ∈ {1, 2} commute with each other,

there are no additional relationships to the previous ones, so we write

Ω3(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉) = [dt1 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ⊕ dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ⊕ dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx2

⊕ dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1]σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉.

Now, due to that

Ω4(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉) = ωσ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉 ∼= σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉,

as a right and left σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉-module, with ω = dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2,
where νω = νt1 ◦ νt2 ◦ νx1 ◦ νx2, then ω is a volume form of σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉. From
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Proposition 2.9 (2), it follows that ω is an integral form by setting

ω1
1 = dt1, ω1

2 = dt2, ω1
3 = dx1, ω1

4 = dx2,

ω2
1 = dt1 ∧ dt2, ω2

2 = dt1 ∧ dx1, ω2
3 = dt1 ∧ dx2, ω2

4 = dt2 ∧ dx1,

ω2
5 = dt2 ∧ dx2, ω2

6 = dx1 ∧ dx2,

ω3
1 = dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1, ω3

2 = dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx2, ω3
3 = dt1 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2,

ω3
4 = dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2,

ω̄1
1 = −a−1

211a
−1
222c

−1
1,2dx2, ω̄1

2 = a−1
122a

−1
111dx1, ω̄1

3 = −dt2, ω̄1
4 = dt1,

ω̄2
1 = a−1

211a
−1
111a

−1
122a

−1
222dx1 ∧ dx2,

ω̄2
2 = −a−1

211c
−1
1,2dt2 ∧ dx2, ω̄2

3 = a−1
111dt2 ∧ dx1, ω̄2

4 = a−1
222c

−1
1,2dt1 ∧ dx2,

ω̄2
5 = −a−1

122dt1 ∧ dx1, ω̄2
6 = dt1 ∧ dt2,

ω̄3
1 = −a−1

111a
−1
211dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2, ω̄3

2 = a−1
122a

−1
222dt1 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2,

ω̄3
3 = −c−1

1,2dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx2, ω̄3
4 = dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1

Let ω′ = dt1a+ dt2b+ dx1c+ dx2d, a, b, c, d ∈ k. Then

4
∑

i=1

ω1
i πω(ω̄

3
i ∧ ω′) = dt1πω(−aa−1

111a
−1
211dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dt1)

+ dt2πω(ba
−1
122a

−1
222dt1 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dt2)

+ dx1πω(−cc−1
1,2dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx1)

+ dx2πω(ddt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2)

= dt1a+ dt2b+ dx1c+ dx2d

= ω′.

On the other hand, if

ω′′ = dt1 ∧ dt2a+ dt1 ∧ dx1b+ dt1 ∧ dx2c+ dt2 ∧ dx1d+ dt2 ∧ dx2e+ dx1 ∧ dx2f

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

6
∑

i=1

ω2
i πω(ω̄

2
i ∧ ω′′) = dt1 ∧ dt2πω(aa

−1
211a

−1
111a

−1
122a

−1
222dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dt1 ∧ dt2)

+ dt1 ∧ dx1πω(−ba−1
211c

−1
1,2dt2 ∧ dx2 ∧ dt1 ∧ dx1)

+ dt1 ∧ dx2πω(ca
−1
111dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dt1 ∧ dx2)

+ dt2 ∧ dx1πω(da
−1
222c

−1
1,2dt1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1)

+ dt2 ∧ dx2πω(−ea−1
122dt1 ∧ dx1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx2)

+ dx1 ∧ dx2πω(fdt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2)

= dt1 ∧ dt2a+ dt1 ∧ dx1b+ dt1 ∧ dx2c

+ dt2 ∧ dx1d+ dt2 ∧ dx2e+ dx1 ∧ dx2f

= ω′′.
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Finally, let

ω′′′ = dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1a+ dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx2bdt1 ∧ dx1

∧ dx2c+ dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2d, with a, b, c, d ∈ k.

Since

3
∑

i=1

ω3
i πω(ω̄

1
i ∧ ω′′′) = dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1πω(−aa−1

211a
−1
222c

−1
1,2dx2 ∧ dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1)

+ dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx2πω(ba
−1
122a

−1
111dx1 ∧ dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx2)

+ dt1 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2πω(−cdt2 ∧ dt1 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2)

+ dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2πω(ddt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2)

= dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1a+ dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx2bdt1 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2c

+ dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2d = ω′′′,

we conclude that σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2〉 is differentially smooth. �

Remark 4.3. Only automorphisms of the form t1 7−→ a11t1 + a12t2 + a13, t2 7−→
a21t1+a22t2+a23, where ai,j ∈ k and a11a22−a12a21 6= 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 t1 7−→ t1, t2 7−→ t2 + h(t1), where h(t1) ∈ k[t1]
as follows

x1t1 = t1x1 + p(t1, t2),

x1t2 = t2x1 + h(t1)x1 + p1(t1, t2).

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

d(x1t2) = d(t2x1) + d(h(t1)x1) + d(p1(t1, t2)),

dx1t2 + x1dt2 = dt2x1 + t2dx1 + d(h(t1))x1 + h(t1)dx1 + d(p1(t1, t2)).

Consider h(t1) =
∑

s ast
s
1, dt1h

′(t1) is the usual derivative with respect to t1 and

dt1
∂p1

∂t1
is the usual partial derivative with respect to t1. Then

dx1t2 + dt2νt2(x1) = dt2x1 + dx1νx1(t2) + dt1h
′(t1)x1

+ dx1

∑

s

as [νx1(t1)]
s + dt1

∂p1
∂t1

,

and

dx1

(

t2 − νx1(t2)−
∑

s

as[νx1(t1)]
s

)

+ dt2(νt2(x1)− x1)

+ dt1

(

h′(t1)x1 +
∂p1
∂t1

)

= 0.

Since that dt1, dt2, dx1 and dx2 are generators for Ω1(k[t1, t2]), the elements
that multiply them must be zero. In particular,

(4.36) h′(t1)x1 +
∂p1
∂t1

= 0.
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Now,

h′(t1)x1 =
∑

s

sast
s−1
1 x1 =

∑

s

sas
(

x1t
s−1
1 − (s− 1)ts−2

1 p1(t1, t2)
)

= x1h
′(t1)−

∑

s

sas(s− 1)ts−2
1 p1(t1, t2).

Therefore, expression (4.36) can be written as

x1h
′(t1)−

∑

s

sas(s− 1)ts−2
1 p1(t1, t2) +

∂p1
∂t1

= 0.

In this way, it is necessary that h′(t1) = 0, i.e. h(t1) = h ∈ k, whence the
automorphism has the form t1 7−→ t1, t2 7−→ t2 + h, where h ∈ k. Note that this
automorphism coincides with the first type above when a11 = 1, a12 = 0, a13 = 0,
a21 = 0, a22 = 1 and a23 = h.

Sections 4.2 and 4.3 contain sufficient conditions to guarantee the differential
smoothness of SPBW extensions over σ(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 σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, 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

xitj = aijj tjxi + bijxi + pi, for i = 1, 2, 3 and j = 1, 2,(4.37)

xjxi = ci,jxixj + q
(0)
i,j +

3
∑

k=1

q
(k)
i,j xk, for i, j, k ∈ {1, 2, 3}, and i < j,(4.38)

where ci,j ∈ k∗, q
(0)
i,j , q

(k)
i,j ∈ k, for i, j, k ∈ {1, 2, 3} with i < j, and aijj ∈ k∗,

bij , pi ∈ k for i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and j ∈ {1, 2}.

Proposition 4.4. Let

νti(tj) = tj , νti(xk) = akiixk,(4.39)

νxk
(ti) = a−1

kii(ti − bki), νxk
(xk) = xk,

(4.40)

νxi
(xj) = ci,jxj + q

(i)
i,j , for i < j, νxi

(xj) = c−1
j,i xj − c−1

j,i q
(i)
j,i , for i > j,

(4.41)

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

bsl(aill − 1) = bil(asll − 1),(4.42)

q
(s)
s,i (aill − 1) = 0,(4.43)

pi(cs,i − asll) = bilq
(s)
s,i ,(4.44)

q
(s)
i,j (cs,jcs,i − 1) = 0,(4.45)

q
(s)
s,j (ci,j − 1) = q

(i)
i,j (cs,j − 1),(4.46)

q
(s)
s,i (ci,j − 1) = q

(j)
i,j (cs,i − 1),(4.47)

q
(k)
i,j (cs,jcs,i − c−1

k,s) = 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ 3, and(4.48)

s−1
∑

k=1

c−1
k,sq

(k)
i,j q

(s)
k,s −

n
∑

k=s+1

q
(k)
i,j q

(s)
k,s + q

(s)
s,i q

(s)
s,j (1 − ci,j) + (cs,jcs,i − 1)q

(0)
i,j = 0.(4.49)

for 1 ≤ i, j, s ≤ n, i < j, l ∈ {1, 2}, where cr,t := c−1
t,r , q

(p)
r,t := −c−1

t,r q
(p)
t,r ,

for all 1 ≤ r, t, p ≤ n, t < r, and cr,r = 1 and q
(p)
r,r = 0 for all 1 ≤ r, p ≤ n.

The maps defined by (4.39), (4.40) and (4.41) simultaneously extend to
algebra automorphisms νt1 , νt2 , νx1 , νx2 , νx3 of σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉 when
the previous relations are satisfied.

(2) If the mentioned conditions in (1) hold, then we have that

(4.50) νti ◦ νtj = νtj ◦ νti , νtj ◦ νxk
= νxk

◦ νtj , νxk
◦ νxl

= νxl
◦ νxk

,

for i, j = 1, 2 and 1 ≤ k, l ≤ 3.

Proof. For the first assertion, the map νtl , l = 1, 2 can be extended to an algebra
homomorphism if and only if the definitions of νtl(tj), and νtl(xi) respect relations
(4.38):

νtl(xi)νtl(tj)− νtl(aijj tj + bij)νtl(xi) = νtl(pi), for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, j, l ∈ {1, 2},

and

νtl(xj)νtl(xi)− ci,jνtl(xi)νtl(xj) = q
(0)
i,j +

3
∑

k=1

q
(k)
i,j νtl(xk),

for i, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, l ∈ {1, 2} with i < j. Then

pi(aill − 1) = 0, for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, l ∈ {1, 2},

q
(0)
i,j (ajllaill − 1) = 0, and(4.51)

q
(l)
i,j(ajllaill − akll) = 0, for i, j, k ∈ {1, 2, 3}, l ∈ {1, 2}.

It is necessary that νxs
for s = 1, 2, 3 can be extended to σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉,

that is,
(4.52)
νxs

(xi)νxs
(tj)− νxs

(aijj tj + bij)νxs
(xi) = νxs

(pi), for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, j, l ∈ {1, 2},

and

(4.53) νxs
(xj)νxs

(xi)− ci,jνxs
(xi)νxs

(xj) = q
(0)
i,j +

3
∑

k=1

q
(k)
i,j νxs

(xk).

From Equation (4.52) we get the following three cases to be considered:



44 ANDRÉS RUBIANO AND ARMANDO REYES

• s < i:

νxs
(xi)νxs

(tj) − νxs
(aijj tj + bij)νxs

(xi) = νxs
(pi)

cs,i(xi + q
(s)
s,i )a

−1
sjj(tj − bsj) − aijja

−1
sjj(tj − bsj)cs,i(xi + q

(s)
s,i )

− bijcs,i(xi + q
(s)
s,i = pi.

In this way,

bsj(aijj − 1) = bij(asjj − 1),

q
(s)
s,i (aijj − 1) = 0, and

pi(cs,i − asjj) = bijq
(s)
s,i .

• s = i: It is straightforward that no new conditions are obtained.
• s > i:

νxs
(xi)νxs

(tj) − νxs
(aijjtj + bij)νxs

(xi) = νxs
(pi)

c−1
i,s (xi − q

(s)
i,s )a

−1
sjj(tj − bsj) − aijja

−1
sjj(tj − bsj)c

−1
i,s (xi − q

(s)
i,s )

− bijc
−1
i,s (xi − q

(s)
i,s ) = pi.

Then,

q
(s)
i,s (aijj − 1) = 0 and pi(ci,sasjj − 1) = asjjbijq

(s)
i,s .

Due to expression (4.53) we have to consider the following cases:

• s < i:

νxs
(xj)νxs

(xi)− ci,jνxs
(xi)νxs

(xj) = q
(0)
i,j +

3
∑

k=1

q
(k)
i,j νxs

(xk)

From this equation, we obtain the following new conditions

q
(s)
i,j (cs,jcs,i − 1) = 0,

q
(s)
s,j (ci,j − 1) = qii,j(cs,j − 1),

q
(s)
s,i (ci,j − 1) = qji,j(cs,i − 1),

q
(k)
i,j (cs,jcs,i − c−1

k,s) = 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ s− 1,

q
(k)
i,j (cs,jcs,i − cs,k) = 0, s+ 1 ≤ k ≤ 3, k 6= i, j, and

s−1
∑

k=1

c−1
k,sq

(k)
i,j q

(s)
k,s −

3
∑

k=s+1

q
(k)
i,j q

(s)
k,s + q

(s)
s,i q

(s)
s,j (1 − ci,j) + (cs,jcs,i − 1)q

(0)
i,j = 0.

• i < s < j:

νxs
(xj)νxs

(xi)− ci,jνxs
(xi)νxs

(xj) = q
(0)
i,j +

3
∑

k=1

q
(k)
i,j νxs

(xk).
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Hence,

q
(s)
i,j (cs,j − ci,s) = 0,

q
(s)
s,j (ci,j − 1) = q

(i)
i,j (cs,j − 1),

q
(s)
i,s (ci,j − 1) = q

(j)
i,j (ci,s − 1),

q
(k)
i,j (cs,jc

−1
i,s − c−1

k,s) = 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ s− 1, k 6= i,

q
(k)
i,j (cs,jc

−1
i,s − cs,k) = 0, s+ 1 ≤ k ≤ n, k 6= j, and

s−1
∑

k=1

c−1
k,sq

(k)
i,j q

(s)
k,s −

3
∑

k=s+1

q
(k)
i,j q

(s)
s,k + c−1

i,s q
(s)
s,j q

(s)
i,s (ci,j − 1) + (cs,jc

−1
i,s − 1)q

(0)
i,j = 0.

• s ≥ j:

νxs
(xj)νxs

(xi)− ci,jνxs
(xi)νxs

(xj) = q
(0)
i,j +

3
∑

k=1

q
(k)
i,j νxs

(xk).

Then,

q
(s)
i,j (cj,sci,s − 1) = 0,

q
(s)
j,s (ci,j − 1) = q

(i)
i,j (cj,s − 1),

q
(k)
i,j (c

−1
j,s c

−1
i,s − c−1

k,s) = 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ s− 1, k 6= i, j

q
(k)
i,j (c

−1
j,s c

−1
i,s − cs,k) = 0, s+ 1 ≤ k ≤ n, and

s−1
∑

k=1

c−1
k,sq

(k)
i,j q

(s)
k,s −

3
∑

k=s+1

q
(k)
i,j q

(s)
s,k + c−1

j,sc
−1
i,s q

(s)
j,s q

(s)
i,s (1− ci,j) + (c−1

j,sc
−1
i,s − 1)q

(0)
i,j = 0.

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 tj , xi, 1 ≤
i ≤ 3 and j ∈ {1, 2}. Since

νtk ◦ νtm(tj) = νtk(tj) = tj ,(4.54)

νtm ◦ νtk(tj) = νtm(tj) = tj ,(4.55)

νtk ◦ νtm(xi) = νtk(aimmxi) = aimmaikkxi, and(4.56)

νtm ◦ νtk(xi) = νtm(aikkxi) = aimmaikkxi.(4.57)

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 3 and k,m, j ∈ {1, 2}, then all relations are satisfied, and hence
νtk ◦ νtm = νtm ◦ νtk for k,m ∈ {1, 2}.

Now,

νtk ◦ νxm
(tj) = νtk(a

−1
mjj(tj − bmj)) = a−1

mjj(tj − bmj),(4.58)

νxm
◦ νtk(tj) = νxm

(tj) = a−1
mjj(tj − bmj),(4.59)

νtk ◦ νxm
(xi) = νtk(cm,ixi + q

(m)
m,i ) = cm,iaikkxi + q

(m)
m,i , and(4.60)

νxm
◦ νtk(xi) = νxm

(aikkxi) = aikk(cm,ixi + q
(m)
m,i ),(4.61)

for all 1 ≤ i,m ≤ 3 and k, 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, νtk ◦ νxm

= νxm
◦ νtk , for 1 ≤ m ≤ 3 and k ∈ {1, 2}.
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Finally,

νxk
◦ νxm

(tj) = νxk
(a−1

mjj(tj − bmj)) = a−1
mjja

−1
kjj(tj − bkj)− a−1

mjjbjm,(4.62)

νxm
◦ νxk

(tj) = νxm
(a−1

kjj(tj − bkj)) = a−1
kjja

−1
mjj(tj − bmj)− a−1

kjjbkj ,(4.63)

νxk
◦ νxm

(xi) = νxk
(cm,ixi + q

(m)
m,i ) = cm,i(ck,ixi + q

(k)
k,i ) + q

(m)
m,i , and(4.64)

νxm
◦ νxk

(xi) = νxm
(ck,ixi + q

(k)
k,i ) = ck,i(cm,ixi + q

(m)
m,i ) + q

(k)
k,i ,(4.65)

for all 1 ≤ i,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 νxk

◦ νxm
=

νxm
◦ νxk

, for 1 ≤ k,m ≤ 3. �

We formulate the important result of this section.

Theorem 4.5. If a SPBW extension σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉 satisfies the conditions
in Proposition 4.4, then it is differentially smooth.

Proof. We know that GKdim(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉) = 5 and that we have to con-
sider Ω1(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉), a free right σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉-module of rank
5 with generators dt1, dt2, dx1, dx2, dx3.

Define a left σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉-module structure by

(4.66) fdti = dtiνti(f), fdxj = dxjνxj
(f),

for all i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, f ∈ σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉, where νti , νxj
are the

algebra automorphisms for i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, 2, 3} established in Proposition 4.4.
The relations in Ω1(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉) are given by

tidtj = dtjti tidxj = dxja
−1
jii (ti − bij), for all i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, 2, 3},(4.67)

xidxi = dxixi, xidtj = dtjaijjxi, for all i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, 2, 3},

(4.68)

and

xidxj = dxj(c
−1
i,j xi − c−1

i,j q
(j)
i,j ), for i < j, and(4.69)

xidxj = dxj(cj,ixi + q
(j)
j,i ), for i > j.(4.70)

We extend ti 7→ dti and xj 7→ dxj for i ∈ {1, 2} and j ∈ {1, 2, 3} to a map

d : σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉 → Ω1(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉)

satisfying the Leibniz’s rule. This must satisfy the relations given by

dxitj + xidtj = aijjdtjxi + aijj tjdxi + bijdxi, for i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, 2, 3}

dxjxi + xjdx1 = ci,jdxixj + ci,jxjdx1 +

3
∑

k=1

q
(k)
i,j dxk, for i, j, k ∈ {1, 2, 3}, i < j.

Define k-linear maps

∂ti , ∂xi
: σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉 → σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉

such that

d(a) = dt1∂t1(a) + dt2∂t2(a) +
3
∑

i=1

dxi∂xi
(a), for all a ∈ σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉.
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These maps are well-defined since dti, dxj , i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, 2, 3} are free gen-
erators of the right σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉-module Ω1(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉). With
that, d(a) = 0 if and only if ∂ti(a) = ∂xj

(a) = 0, i ∈ {1, 2} and j ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Using
relations (4.66) and definitions of the maps νti , νxj

, i ∈ {1, 2} and j ∈ {1, 2, 3}, we
obtain that

∂t1(t
k
1t

s
2x

l1
1 x

l2
2 x

l3
3 ) = ktk−1

1 ts2x
l1
1 x

l2
2 x

l3
3 ,

(4.71)

∂t2(t
k
1t

s
2x

l1
1 x

l2
2 x

l3
3 ) = stk1t

s−1
2 xl1

1 x
l2
2 x

l3
3 ,

∂x1(t
k
1t

s
2x

l1
1 x

l2
2 x

l3
3 ) = l1a

−k
111a

−s
122(t1 − b11)

k(t2 − b12)
sxl1−1

1 xl2
2 x

l3
3 ,

∂x2(t
k
1t

s
2x

l1
1 x

l2
2 x

l3
3 ) = l2c

−l1
1,2 a

−k
211a

−s
222(t1 − b21)

k(t2 − b22)
s(x1 − q

(2)
1,2)

l1xl2−1
2 xl3

3 , and

∂x3(t
k
1t

s
2x

l1
1 x

l2
2 x

l3
3 ) = l3c

−l2
2,3 c

−l1
1,3 a

−k
311a

−s
322(t1 − b31)

k(t2 − b32)
s(x1 − q

(3)
1,3)

l1

(x2 − q
(3)
2,3)

l2xl3−1
3 .

Then, d(a) = 0 if and only if a is a scalar multiple of the identity. This shows
that Ω(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉, d) is connected, where

Ω(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉) =

4
⊕

i=0

Ωi(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉).

The universal extension of d to higher forms compatible with (4.67), (4.68) and
(4.70) gives the following rules for Ωl(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉) with l = 2, 3, 4:

dt2 ∧ dt1 = − dt1 ∧ dt2,(4.72)

dxi ∧ dtj = − aijjdtj ∧ dxi, for i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, 2, 3},

dxk ∧ dxj = − cj,kdxj ∧ dxk, for j, k ∈ {1, 2, 3}, j < k

dxj ∧ dt2 ∧ dt1 = − aj11aj22dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dxj , for j ∈ {1, 2, 3},

dxk ∧ dxj ∧ dti = − cj,kajiiakiidti ∧ dxj ∧ dxk, for i ∈ {1, 2}, j, k ∈ {1, 2, 3}, j < k,

dx3 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx1 = − c2,3c1,2c1,3dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3, and

dxk ∧ dxj ∧ dt2 ∧ dt1 = cj,ka1jja1kka2jja2kkdt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dxj ∧ dxk, for j, k ∈ {1, 2, 3}, j < k,

dx3 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dti = c1,2c1,3c2,3a1iia2iia3iidti ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3, for i ∈ {1, 2},

Since the automorphisms νti , νxj
, i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, 2, 3} commute with each

other, there are no additional relationships to the previous ones, so we write

Ω4(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉) = [dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ⊕ dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx3

⊕ dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3 ⊕ dt1 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3

⊕ dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3]σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉.

Now,

Ω5(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉) = ωσ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉 ∼= σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉

as a right and left σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉-module, with

ω = dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ x3, where νω = νt1 ◦ νt2 ◦ νx1 ◦ νx2 ◦ νx3 .
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Then ω is a volume form of σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉. From Proposition 2.9 (2), it
follows that ω is an integral form by setting

ω1
1 = dt1, ω1

2 = dt2, ω1
3 = dx1, ω1

4 = dx2, ω1
5 = dx3

ω2
1 = dt1 ∧ dt2, ω2

2 = dt1 ∧ dx1, ω2
3 = dt1 ∧ dx2, ω2

4 = dt1 ∧ dx3,

ω2
5 = dt2 ∧ dx1, ω2

6 = dt2 ∧ dx2, ω2
7 = dt2 ∧ dx3, ω2

8 = dx1 ∧ dx2,

ω2
9 = dx1 ∧ dx3, ω2

10 = dx2 ∧ dx3,

ω3
1 = dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1, ω3

2 = dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx2, ω3
3 = dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx3,

ω3
4 = dt1 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2, ω3

5 = dt1 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx3, ω3
6 = dt1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3,

ω3
7 = dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2, ω3

8 = dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx3, ω3
9 = dt2 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3,

ω3
10 = dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3,

ω4
1 = dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2, ω4

2 = dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx3,

ω4
3 = dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3, ω4

4 = dt1 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3,

ω4
5 = dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3,

ω̄1
1 = a−1

311a
−1
322c

−1
1,3c

−1
2,3dx3, ω̄1

2 = −c−1
1,2a

−1
222a

−1
211dx2, ω̄1

3 = a−1
122a

−1
111dx1,

ω̄1
4 = −dt2, ω̄1

5 = dt1

ω̄2
1 = c−1

1,2c
−1
1,3a

−1
211a

−1
311a

−1
222a

−1
322dx2 ∧ dx3, ω̄2

2 = −c−1
2,3a

−1
111a

−1
311a

−1
122a

−1
322dx1 ∧ dx3,

ω̄2
3 = a−1

111a
−1
211a

−1
122a

−1
222a

−1
111dx1 ∧ dx2, ω̄2

4 = c−1
1,3c

−1
2,3a

−1
311dt2 ∧ dx3,

ω̄2
5 = −c−1

1,2a
−1
211dt2 ∧ dx2, ω̄2

6 = −a−1
111dt2 ∧ dx1, ω̄2

7 = −c−1
1,3c

−1
2,3a

−1
322dt1 ∧ dx3,

ω̄2
8 = c−1

1,2a
−1
222dt1 ∧ dx2, ω̄2

9 = −a−1
122dt1 ∧ dx1, ω̄2

10 = dt1 ∧ dt2,

ω̄3
1 = −a−1

111a
−1
211a

−1
311a

−1
122a

−1
222a

−1
322dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3,

ω̄3
2 = −c−1

1,2c
−1
1,3a

−1
211a

−1
311dt2 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3, ω̄3

3 = c−1
2,3a

−1
311a

−1
111dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx3,

ω̄3
4 = −a−1

211a
−1
111dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2, ω̄3

5 = c−1
1,2c

−1
1,3a

−1
222a

−1
322dt1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3,

ω̄3
6 = −c−1

2,3a
−1
122a

−1
322dt1 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx3, ω̄3

7 = a−1
122a

−1
222dt1 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2,

ω̄3
8 = c−1

2,3c
−1
1,3dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx3, ω̄3

9 = −c−1
1,2dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx2, ω̄3

10 = dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1,

ω̄4
1 = a−1

311a
−1
211a

−1
111dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3,

ω̄4
2 = −a−1

322a
−1
222a

−1
122dt1 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3,

ω̄4
3 = c−1

1,2c
−1
1,3dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3, ω̄4

4 = −c−1
2,3dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx3,

ω̄4
5 = dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2.

It can be seen that any element ω′ ∈ Ωl(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉), l ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4} can

be generated by ωl
i, ω̄

5−l
i , 1 ≤ i ≤

(

5
l

)

. Hence, σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, x2, x3〉 is differentially
smooth. �

4.3. SPBW extensions in n indeterminates. Let σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉. Con-
sider once more again the family of automorphisms of the previous section. We get
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that

xitj = aijjtjxi + bijxi + pi, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n and j = 1, 2,

xjxi = ci,jxixj + q
(0)
i,j +

n
∑

k=1

q
(k)
i,j xk, for 1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ n, i < j,(4.73)

where ci,j ∈ k∗, q
(0)
i,j , q

(k)
i,j ∈ k, for 1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ n, i < j and aijj ∈ k∗, bij , pi ∈ k

where 1 ≤ i ≤ n and j ∈ {1, 2}.

Proposition 4.6. Let

νti(tj) = tj , νti(xk) = akiixk,(4.74)

νxk
(ti) = a−1

kii(ti − bki), νxk
(xk) = xk,

(4.75)

νxi
(xj) = ci,jxj + q

(i)
i,j , for i < j, νxi

(xj) = c−1
j,i xj − c−1

j,i q
(i)
j,i , for i > j,

(4.76)

Then:

(1) Leibniz’s rule holds if the following relationships are satisfied:

bsl(aill − 1) = bil(asll − 1),(4.77)

q
(s)
s,i (aill − 1) = 0,(4.78)

pi(cs,i − asll) = bilq
(s)
s,i ,(4.79)

q
(s)
i,j (cs,jcs,i − 1) = 0,(4.80)

q
(s)
s,j (ci,j − 1) = q

(i)
i,j (cs,j − 1),(4.81)

q
(s)
s,i (ci,j − 1) = q

(j)
i,j (cs,i − 1),(4.82)

q
(k)
i,j (cs,jcs,i − c−1

k,s) = 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ n,(4.83)

s−1
∑

k=1

c−1
k,sq

(k)
i,j q

(s)
k,s −

n
∑

k=s+1

q
(k)
i,j q

(s)
k,s + q

(s)
s,i q

(s)
s,j (1 − ci,j) + (cs,jcs,i − 1)q

(0)
i,j = 0.(4.84)

for 1 ≤ i, j, s ≤ n, i < j, l ∈ {1, 2}, having the convention of cr,t := c−1
t,r ,

q
(p)
r,t := −c−1

t,r q
(p)
t,r , for all 1 ≤ r, t, p ≤ n, t < r and cr,r = 1 and q

(p)
r,r = 0 for

all 1 ≤ r, p ≤ n.
The maps defined by (4.74), (4.75) and (4.76) simultaneously extend to

algebra automorphisms νt1 , νt2 , νxi
, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, of σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉

when the previous relations are satisfied.

(2) If the relations in (1) hold, then

(4.85) νti ◦ νtj = νtj ◦ νti , νtj ◦ νxk
= νxk

◦ νtj , νxk
◦ νxl

= νxl
◦ νxk

,

for i, j = 1, 2 and 1 ≤ k, l ≤ n.

Proof. For the first assertion, the map νtl , l = 1, 2 can be extended to an algebra
homomorphism if and only if the definitions of νtl(tj), and νtl(xi) respect relations
(4.73), i.e.

νtl(xi)νtl(tj)− νtl(aijj tj + bij)νtl(xi) = νtl(pi), for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, j, l ∈ {1, 2},
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and

νtl(xj)νtl(xi)− ci,jνtl(xi)νtl(xj) = q
(0)
i,j +

3
∑

k=1

q
(k)
i,j νtl(xk),

for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n, l ∈ {1, 2}, and i < j. Then

pi(aill − 1) = 0, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, l ∈ {1, 2}

q
(0)
i,j (ajllaill − 1) = 0, and(4.86)

q
(k)
i,j (ajllaill − akll) = 0, for 1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ n, l ∈ {1, 2}.

Now, it is necessary that νxs
, 1 ≤ s ≤ n, can also be extended to the entire

SPBW extension σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉. Thus,
(4.87)
νxs

(xi)νxs
(tj)− νxs

(aijj tj + bij)νxs
(xi) = νxs

(pi), for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, j, l ∈ {1, 2},

and

(4.88) νxs
(xj)νxs

(xi)− ci,jνxs
(xi)νxs

(xj) = q
(0)
i,j +

n
∑

k=1

q
(k)
i,j νxs

(xk),

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

• s < i. We obtain

νxs
(xi)νxs

(tj)− νxs
(aijj tj + bij)νxs

(xi) = νxs
(pi)

cs,i(xi + q
(s)
s,i )a

−1
sjj(tj − bsj)− aijja

−1
sjj(tj − bsj)cs,i(xi + q

(s)
s,i )− bijcs,i(xi + q

(s)
s,i ) = pi

From this equation, we obtain the following conditions

bsj(aijj − 1) = bij(asjj − 1),

q
(s)
s,i (aijj − 1) = 0,

pi(cs,i − asjj) = bijq
(s)
s,i .

• s = i. In this case, when the calculations are made, no new conditions are
obtained.

• s > i. We obtain

νxs
(xi)νxs

(tj)− νxs
(aijj tj + bij)νxs

(xi) = νxs
(pi)

c−1
i,s (xi − q

(s)
i,s )a

−1
sjj(tj − bsj)− aijja

−1
sjj(tj − bsj)c

−1
i,s (xi − q

(s)
i,s )− bijc

−1
i,s (xi − q

(s)
i,s ) = pi

From this equation, we obtain the following new conditions

q
(s)
i,s (aijj − 1) = 0,

pi(ci,sasjj − 1) = bijq
(s)
i,s .

By Equation (4.88), we have the following three cases:

• s ≤ i. We obtain

νxs
(xj)νxs

(xi)− ci,jνxs
(xi)νxs

(xj) = q
(0)
i,j +

n
∑

k=1

q
(k)
i,j νxs

(xk)
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From this equation, we obtain the following new conditions

q
(s)
i,j (cs,jcs,i − 1) = 0,

q
(s)
s,j (ci,j − 1) = q

(i)
i,j (cs,j − 1),

q
(s)
s,i (ci,j − 1) = q

(j)
i,j (cs,i − 1),

q
(k)
i,j (cs,jcs,i − c−1

k,s) = 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ s− 1,

q
(k)
i,j (cs,jcs,i − cs,k) = 0, s+ 1 ≤ k ≤ n, k 6= i, j,

s−1
∑

k=1

c−1
k,sq

(k)
i,j q

(s)
k,s −

n
∑

k=s+1

q
(k)
i,j q

(s)
k,s + q

(s)
s,i q

(s)
s,j (1 − ci,j) + (cs,jcs,i − 1)q

(0)
i,j = 0.

• i < s < j. We obtain

νxs
(xj)νxs

(xi)− ci,jνxs
(xi)νxs

(xj) = q
(0)
i,j +

n
∑

k=1

q
(k)
i,j νxs

(xk)

From this equation, we obtain the following new conditions

q
(s)
i,j (cs,j − ci,s) = 0,

q
(s)
s,j (ci,j − 1) = q

(i)
i,j (cs,j − 1),

q
(s)
i,s (ci,j − 1) = q

(j)
i,j (ci,s − 1),

q
(k)
i,j (cs,jc

−1
i,s − c−1

k,s) = 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ s− 1, k 6= i

q
(k)
i,j (cs,jc

−1
i,s − cs,k) = 0, s+ 1 ≤ k ≤ n, k 6= j,

s−1
∑

k=1

c−1
k,sq

(k)
i,j q

(s)
k,s −

n
∑

k=s+1

q
(k)
i,j q

(s)
s,k + c−1

i,s q
(s)
s,j q

(s)
i,s (ci,j − 1) + (cs,jc

−1
i,s − 1)q

(0)
i,j = 0.

• s ≥ j. We obtain

νxs
(xj)νxs

(xi)− ci,jνxs
(xi)νxs

(xj) = q
(0)
i,j +

n
∑

k=1

q
(k)
i,j νxs

(xk)

From this equation, we obtain the following new conditions

q
(s)
i,j (cj,sci,s − 1) = 0,

q
(s)
j,s (ci,j − 1) = q

(i)
i,j (cj,s − 1),

q
(k)
i,j (c

−1
j,s c

−1
i,s − c−1

k,s) = 0, 1 ≤ k ≤ s− 1, k 6= i, j

q
(k)
i,j (c

−1
j,s c

−1
i,s − cs,k) = 0, s+ 1 ≤ k ≤ n,

s−1
∑

k=1

c−1
k,sq

(k)
i,j q

(s)
k,s −

n
∑

k=s+1

q
(k)
i,j q

(s)
s,k + c−1

j,sc
−1
i,s q

(s)
j,s q

(s)
i,s (1− ci,j) + (c−1

j,sc
−1
i,s − 1)q

(0)
i,j = 0.

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 tj , xi, 1 ≤
i ≤ n and j ∈ {1, 2}. Note that

νtk ◦ νtm(tj) = νtk(tj) = tj ,(4.89)

νtm ◦ νtk(tj) = νtm(tj) = tj ,(4.90)

νtk ◦ νtm(xi) = νtk(aimmxi) = aimmaikkxi,(4.91)

νtm ◦ νtk(xi) = νtm(aikkxi) = aimmaikkxi.(4.92)

for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n and k,m, j ∈ {1, 2}, so all relations are satisfied. It yields that
νtk ◦ νtm = νtm ◦ νtk for k,m ∈ {1, 2}.

Now,

νtk ◦ νxm
(tj) = νtk(a

−1
mjj(tj − bmj)) = a−1

mjj(tj − bmj),(4.93)

νxm
◦ νtk(tj) = νxm

(tj) = a−1
mjj(tj − bmj),(4.94)

νtk ◦ νxm
(xi) = νtk(cm,ixi + q

(m)
m,i ) = cm,iaikkxi + q

(m)
m,i ,(4.95)

νxm
◦ νtk(xi) = νxm

(aikkxi) = aikk(cm,ixi + q
(m)
m,i ),(4.96)

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 νtk ◦ νxm

= νxm
◦ νtk , for 1 ≤ m ≤ n and k ∈ {1, 2}.

Finally,

νxk
◦ νxm

(tj) = νxk
(a−1

mjj(tj − bmj)) = a−1
mjja

−1
kjj(tj − bkj)− a−1

mjjbjm,(4.97)

νxm
◦ νxk

(tj) = νxm
(a−1

kjj(tj − bkj)) = a−1
kjja

−1
mjj(tj − bmj)− a−1

kjjbkj ,(4.98)

νxk
◦ νxm

(xi) = νxk
(cm,ixi + q

(m)
m,i ) = cm,i(ck,ixi + q

(k)
k,i ) + q

(m)
m,i ,(4.99)

νxm
◦ νxk

(xi) = νxm
(ck,ixi + q

(k)
k,i ) = ck,i(cm,ixi + q

(m)
m,i ) + q

(k)
k,i ,(4.100)

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 νxk

◦ νxm
= νxm

◦ νxk
, for 1 ≤ k,m ≤ n. �

Theorem 4.7. If a SPBW extension σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉 satisfies the conditions
in Proposition 4.6, then it is differentially smooth.

Proof. It is clear that GKdim(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉) = n + 2. We know that
we have to consider Ω1(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉), a free right σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉-
module of rank n + 2 with generators dt1, dt2, dxj , 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Define a left
σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉-module structure by

(4.101) adti = dtiνti(a), adxj = dxjνxj
(a),

for all i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, a ∈ σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉, where νti , νxj
,

i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} are the algebra automorphisms established in Proposition
4.6. Notice that the relations in Ω1(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉) are given by

tidtj = dtjti tidxj = dxja
−1
jii (ti − bij), for all i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, . . . , n},

(4.102)

xidxi = dxixi, xidtj = dtjaijjxi, for all i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, . . . , n},

(4.103)
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and

xidxj = dxj(c
−1
i,j xi − c−1

i,j q
(j)
i,j ), for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n, and(4.104)

xidxj = dxj(cj,ixi + q
(j)
j,i ), for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n.(4.105)

We extend ti 7→ dti, xj 7→ dxj , i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} to a map

d : σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉 → Ω1(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉)

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

dxitj + xidtj = aijjdtjxi + aijjtjdxi + bijdxi, for i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}

dxjxi + xjdx1 = ci,jdxixj + ci,jxjdx1 +

n
∑

k=1

q
(k)
i,j dxk, for i, j, k ∈ {1, . . . , n}, i < j.

Define k-linear maps

∂ti , ∂xj
: σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉 → σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉

such that

d(a) = dt1∂t1(a) + dt2∂t2(a) +

n
∑

i=1

dxi∂xi
(a), for all a ∈ σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉.

These maps are well-defined since dti, dxj , i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} are free
generators of the right σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉-module Ω1(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉).
Then d(a) = 0 if and only if ∂ti(a) = ∂xj

(a) = 0 for i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Using
relations (4.101) and definitions of the maps νti , νxj

, i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we
obtain that

∂t1(t
k
1t

s
2x

l1
1 · · ·xln

n ) = ktk−1
1 ts2x

l1
1 · · ·xln

n ,(4.106)

∂t2(t
k
1t

s
2x

l1
1 · · ·xln

n ) = stk1t
s−1
2 xl1

1 · · ·xln
n ,

∂xj
(tk1t

s
2x

l1
1 · · ·xln

n ) = lja
−k
j11a

−s
j22(t1 − bj1)

k(t2 − bj2)
s(4.107)

j−1
∏

s=1

c−ls
s,j (xs − q

(j)
s,j )

lsx
lj−1
j x

lj+1

j+1 · · ·xln
n , 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

Since d(a) = 0 if and only if a is a scalar multiple of the identity, it follows that
Ω(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉, d) is connected, where

Ω(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉) =

n+1
⊕

i=0

Ωi(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉).
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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 Ωl(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉) (l = 2, . . . , n+ 1):

dxq(1) ∧ · · · ∧ dxq(s) ∧ dt2 ∧ dt1 ∧ dxq(s+1) ∧ · · · ∧ dxq(l)(4.108)

= (−1)s+1
s
∏

r=1,
r 6=s1,s2

a−1
q(r)11a

−1
q(r)22dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧

l
∧

k=1,
k 6=s1,s2

dxq(k),(4.109)

dxq(1) ∧ · · · ∧ dxq(s) ∧ dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dxq(s+1) ∧ · · · ∧ dxq(l)(4.110)

= (−1)s
s
∏

r=1,
r 6=s1,s2

a−1
q(r)11a

−1
q(r)22dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧

l
∧

k=1,
k 6=s1,s2

dxq(k),(4.111)

dxq(1) ∧ · · · ∧ dxq(s) ∧ dti ∧ dxq(s+1) ∧ · · · ∧ dxq(l)(4.112)

= (−1)s
s
∏

r=1,
r 6=s1

a−1
q(r)iidti ∧

l
∧

k=1,
k 6=s1

dxq(k),(4.113)

l
∧

k=1

dxq(k) = (−1)♯
∏

r,s∈P

c−1
r,s

l
∧

k=1

dxp(k),(4.114)

where s1, s2 ∈ {1, . . . , l} do not appear in expression (4.109), (4.111) or (4.113).
Besides,

q : {1, . . . , l} → {1, . . . , n}

is an injective map, and

p : {1, . . . , l} → Im(q)

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

Since the automorphisms νti , νxj
, i ∈ {1, 2}, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} commute with each

other, there are no additional relationships to the previous ones, so

Ωn+1(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉) =

[

n−1
⊕

r=2

dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ · · · dxr−1 ∧ dxr+1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn

⊕ dt1 ∧ dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn

⊕dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧ · · · ∧ dxn]σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉.

Now,

Ωn+2(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉) = ωσ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉 ∼= σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉

as a right and left σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉-module, with ω = dt1 ∧ dt2 ∧ dx1 ∧
· · · ∧ xn, where νω = νt1 ◦ νt2 ◦ νx1 ◦ · · · ◦ νxn

, this means that ω is a volume form
of σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉. In order to make the calculations easier, we consider the
following notation:

t1 = x−1, t2 = x0, c−1,0 = −1, c−1,i = ai11, c0,i = ai22, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.
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From Proposition 2.9 (2) we get that ω is an integral form by setting

ωj
i =

j−2
∧

k=−1

dxpi,j(k), for 1 ≤ i ≤

(

n+ 2

j

)

, and

ω̄n+2−j
i = (−1)♯i,j

∏

r,s∈Pi,j

c−1
r,s

n
∧

k=j−1

dxp̄i,j(k), for 1 ≤ i ≤

(

n+ 2

j

)

,

for 1 ≤ j ≤ n+ 2, where

pi,j : {−1, . . . , j − 2} → {−1, . . . , n}, and

p̄i,j : {j − 1, . . . , n} → (Im(pi,j))
c

(the symbol �c denotes the complement of the set �), are increasing injective
maps, and ♯i,j is the number of 2-permutation needed to transform

{p̄i,j(j − 1), . . . , p̄i,j(n), pi,j(−1), . . . , pi,j(j − 2)} into the set {−1, . . . , n},

and

Pi,j := {(s, t) ∈ {−1, . . . , j − 2} × {j − 1, . . . , n} | pi,j(s) < p̄i,j(t)}.

Consider ω′ ∈ Ωj(σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉), that is,

ω′ =

(n+2
j )
∑

i=1

j−2
∧

k=−1

dxpi,j(k)αi, with αi ∈ k.

Then

(n+2
j )
∑

i=1

ωj
i πω(ω̄

n+2−j
i ∧ ω′) =

(n+2
j )
∑

i=1

[

j−2
∧

k=−1

dxpi(k)

]

· πω

[

(−1)♯i,j�∗ ∧ ω′
]

=

(n+2
j )
∑

i=1

j−2
∧

k=−1

dxpi,j(k)αi = ω′,

where

�
∗ :=

∏

r,s∈Pi,j

c−1
r,s

n
∧

k=j

dxp̄i,j(k).

Therefore, σ(k[t1, t2])〈x1, . . . , xn〉 is differentially smooth. �

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 [86, p. 197].

For k[X ] = k[x1, . . . , xn], an automorphism τ ∈ Aut(k[X ]) is called elementary
if it has a form

τ(x1, . . . , xi−1, xi, xi+1, xn) 7→ (x1, . . . , xi−1, axi + f, xi+1, . . . , xn),

where 0 6= a ∈ k, f ∈ k[x1, . . . , xi−1, xi+1, . . . xn]. 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 σ ∈ Aut(k[x, y, z]), constructed by Nagata
[66]:

σ(x) = x+ (x2 − yz)z,

σ(y) = y + 2(x2 − yz)x+ (x2 − yz)2z, and

σ(z) = z.

Note that Nagata automorphism is stably tame ; that is, it becomes tame after
adding new variables. Shestakov and Umirbaev [86] gave a negative answer to the
above question; in particular, the Nagata automorphism σ is wild.

Since that the study of Aut(k[x, y, z]) and Aut(k[x1, . . . , xn]) 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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