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NONSYMMETRIC DIFFERENCE WHITTAKER
FUNCTIONS

IVAN CHEREDNIK ¥ AND DANIEL ORR

ABSTRACT. Starting with nonsymmetric global difference spheri-
cal functions, we define and calculate spinor (nonsymmetric) global
q-Whittaker functions for arbitrary reduced root systems, which
are reproducing kernels of the DAHA-Fourier transforms of Nil-
DAHA and solutions of the g-Toda-Dunkl eigenvalue problem. We
introduce the spinor g-Toda-Dunkl operators as limits of the dif-
ference Dunkl operators in DAHA theory under the spinor variant
of the Ruijsenaars procedure. Their general algebraic theory (any
reduced root systems) is the key part of this paper, based on the
new technique of W-spinors and corresponding developments in
combinatorics of affine root systems.
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0. INTRODUCTION

This paper is devoted to the theory of nonsymmetric (spinor) differ-
ence Whittaker functions and the corresponding Toda-Dunkl operators
in the g—Toda theory for arbitrary irreducible reduced root systems,
generalizing the A;—case considered in [CM] and [CO1, CO2]. Our ap-
proach is based on the new technique of W—spinors, multicomponent
functions indexed by the elements of the nonaffine Weyl group W with
the natural action of W on the indices.

The applications of this technique are deep (despite its simple def-
inition), with important links to the classical harmonic analysis on
symmetric spaces and the theory of spherical, Whittaker and Bessel
functions. For instance, spinors arise in the study of nonsymmetric or
singular symmetric solutions of symmetric systems such as the Quan-
tum Many-Body Problem; see [C1, Op, CM]. However the main appli-
cations so far are for Dunkl-type operators; the Toda-Dunkl operators
simply cannot be defined without W —spinors.

The theory of global nonsymmetric spherical functions from [C5]—
the reproducing kernels of DAHA-Fourier transforms — is the starting
point of this paper. They are eigenfunctions of the difference Dunkl
operators, but this is just one of their remarkable properties. We con-
tinue their general theory (e.g. Proposition 3.2) and then define global
nonsymmetric g—Whittaker functions as the limits of global spherical
functions using a W—spinor variant of the Ruijsenaars limiting proce-
dure. These functions appear certain quadratic-type generating func-
tions of the ¢—Hermite polynomials, denoted by E, in the paper, for b
from the weight lattice P. See Theorem 3.4 and Proposition 3.3.

One can expect such a generating function to be a series in terms
of ¢ Ey(A) for generic z € C™ and all weights b € P. However, this
is not the case. The asymptotic behavior of such series is inconsistent
with the analytic Whittaker theory, where the presence of ¢ can be
expected only for (anti-)dominant b. The “right” generating function
requires W —spinors.

The symmetric theory. Symmetric global g—Whittaker functions
from [C10] solve the g—Toda eigenvalue problem; the ¢—Toda operators
are due to Ruijsenaars for GL,, [Ru] and Etingof, Sevostyanov [Et, Sev]
for any root systems (via Quantum Groups). The corresponding global
eigenfunctions are given in terms of E,(A) for anti-dominant b € P_
only; then E,(A) become W—invariant. They are not W—invariant
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(symmetric) in terms of X = ¢*, just like the classical Whittaker func-
tions. Calling them “symmetric” can be confusing, though they are
indeed W—invariant with respect to A.

These functions generalize the Whittaker functions from the classical
harmonic analysis on symmetric spaces [GW, Wa| and their p—adic
counterparts from [CS] given by Shintani-type formulas. W—spinors
are not needed in their definition (they are functions, not spinors).

It is necessary to mention a connection with the ¢—Whittaker func-
tions obtained in [Gil] from the quantum K—theory of the flag va-
rieties; see also [GLO1], [CO1, CO2] and [BeF, BrF]. Establishing
the relation to our global “symmetric” ¢—Whittaker functions is es-
sentially equivalent to the theory of Harish-Chandra decompositions of
q, t—spherical and ¢—Whittaker functions as weighted sums (over W)
of their asymptotic expansions; see [HC, C10, Sto, CO1].

It is essential here (and in other geometric applications) that the ¢—
Hermite polynomials coincide with the level-one Demazure characters
for affine Kac-Moody algebras (for all weights, not only dominant), due
to [San, Ton|. Thus, the present paper solves the algebraic-geometric
problem of finding the generating function for all level-one Demazure
characters; the answer is the spinor ¢—Whittaker function.

We note that the theory of global ¢—functions is actually very al-
gebraic (in contrast to the classical differential theory), including spe-
cial algebraic techniques in the difference Harish-Chandra theory. The
Harish-Chandra-type theory of asymptotic decompositions for nonsym-
metric (spinor) global spherical and Whittaker functions, including the
p—adic limit (¢ — 0), will be a subject of our further paper(s). The
theory becomes even more algebraic in the nonsymmetric setting due
to the use of DAHA intertwining operators, the main tool in the theory
of nonsymmetric Macdonald polynomials and its variants/applications.

The main results. The construction of Toda-Dunkl operators is
the key result of this paper. The global spinor Whittaker functions
are their eigenfunctions, though we can avoid this fundamental con-
nection in the theory of these operators. We define the operator spinor
Ruijsenaars-type procedure, which results in a completely algebraic
(though involved) theory of the Toda-Dunkl operators.

We give two related approaches to calculating these operators. They
are based on Parts A and B of Proposition 5.1 and Lemma 5.3. Using
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Part B enables one to obtain arbitrary Toda-Dunkl operators, but not
in a very explicit way. Part A provides the formulas for certain basic
Toda-Dunkl operators, including those for minuscule weights (which
are involved even for A, — see Section 5.5 for some examples), which
are then used to calculate all operators; see Proposition 5.4.

The formula for the global spinor Whittaker function for this function
and its interpretation via the DAHA-Fourier transform is the second
key result of this paper. This provides the most direct approach to
justification of the existence of Toda-Dunkl operators, however incon-
venient for clarifying their structure. This is in sharp contrast with
previously known families of Dunkl operators, where such operators
directly resulted from the existence of the polynomial representation
of the corresponding Double Affine Hecke Algebras, DAHA.

The construction of Toda-Dunkl operators in [CM] was a surprising
development not expected by specialists. The families of Dunkl opera-
tors known at that time served only W—invariant families of operators;
QMBP, the Quantum Many-Body Problem (also called the Heckman-
Opdam system in the differential setting), is a major and the most
universal example. In contrast to QMBP, the Toda operators are not
symmetric, which makes their theory very different. Only the case of
Ay was considered in [CM] and its continuation [CO1, CO2J; it was
not clear after these papers how to generalize the formulas for the one-
dimensional spinor Toda-Dunkl operators obtained there.

The general theory of nonsymmetric Whittaker functions follows es-
sentially that for Ay, though a significant development of the theory of
nonsymmetric Hermite polynomials was necessary (as was expected).
However, the intrinsic theory of spinor Toda-Dunkl operators (without
using the global g—Whittaker functions) required new tools, which de-
serve thorough analysis and may have applications beyond our paper.

Perspectives. We consider this paper a major step toward the
general theory (for arbitrary root systems) in the following directions:

a) The theory of pseudo-polynomial representations of Nil-DAHA ,
which will explain the algebraic origins of the Toda-Dunkl operators.
They are not induced representations of nil-DAHA in contrast to the
polynomial DAHA modules in all other theories. However, as in [CO2]
(the case of A;), they are induced modules of the core subalgebras of
Nil-DAHA; the Toda-Dunkl operators naturally act there. This con-
struction is part of the theory of canonical-crystal bases of Nil-DAHA
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(in process now), which is expected to have significant applications
in the representation theory of DAHA and beyond. The theory of
canonical-crystal bases was a major development in the theory of quan-
tum groups, closely related to Kazhdan-Lusztig polynomials (missing in
the DAHA theory so far) and cluster algebras.

b) The analytic theory of global nonsymmetric q,t—spherical and
q—Whittaker functions, including the Harish-Chandra theory of their
decompositions in terms of the asymptotic expansions. This theory
requires the development of analytic techniques for dealing with W—
spinors. The first application (already reached) is a nonsymmetric
generalization of the existence of the asymptotic expansions of global
spherical functions from [Sto] (see [CO1] for the case of A;), which
includes the global ¢—Whittaker functions as well. The nonsymmetric
methods significantly simplify considerations here, similar to their role
at all other levels of the theory of DAHA and Macdonald polynomials.

c) Applications of “symmetric” g—Whittaker functions, including the
K—theory of flag varieties [GiL], the theory of affine flag varieties
[BrF], the theory of Demazure characters and local and global Weyl
modules in the Kac-Moody theory, Rogers-Ramanujan identities (see
[CF] and the references there), g—Whittaker processes (random dis-
crete polymers, see [BC]) and, presumably, the quantum Langlands
program. We expect these directions to be enriched by our theory of
spinor g—Whittaker functions and Toda-Dunkl operators. One of the
applications (last but not least), which was outlined in [CM] for A,
will be the theory of “nonsymmetric” Matsumoto-type p—adic Whit-
taker functions in the classical p—adic harmonic analysis.

Acknowledgments. The first author thanks Tetsuji Miwa and the
Mathematics Department of Kyoto University for the invitation and
hospitality. We thank Eric Opdam for useful remarks and Evgeny
Feigin for his help with Conjecture 2.7. The second author thanks
the organizers of the 5th Southeast Lie Theory Workshop, where the
results of this paper were reported.

1. DOUBLE HECKE ALGEBRA

Let R = {a} C R™ be a root system of type A, B, ..., F, G with re-
spect to a Euclidean form (z,2") on R™ 3 z, 2/, W the Weyl group gen-
erated by the reflections s,, R, the set of positive roots (R_ = —R.)
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corresponding to fixed simple roots oy, ..., a,, I' the Dynkin diagram
with {a;, 1 <1i < n} as the vertices. Accordingly,

RY ={a" =2a/(a,a)}.
The root lattice and the weight lattice are:
Q - @?:1Z04i CP= @?zlzwiu

where {w;} are fundamental weights: (w;,af) = d; for the simple
coroots o). Replacing Z by Z. = {m € Z,+m > 0} we obtain Q, Px.
Here and further, see [B].

The form will be normalized by the condition (a, o) = 2 for the short
roots in this paper. Thus,

vp = {Va get (o, ) /2,0 € R} can be either {1}, {1,2}, or {1,3}.
We will use the notation v, for long roots and vg, = 1 for short roots.

The normalization leads to the inclusions Q C QV, P C PV, where
PV is generated by the fundamental coweights {w,} dual to {a;}.

We set v; = v,, and

of 1
(1.1) — 3 Vz_:ya = ;wi, where o € Ry, v € vp.
Accordingly, (p,, ) = 1 for v; = v. Together with p,, we will also use
the notation p, for ¢ = Ing, sht.

1.1. Affine Weyl group. The vectors & = [o,1,j] € R" x R C R**!

for a« € R,j € Z form the affine root system R O R (z € R"™ are

identified with [z,0]). We add ag aef [—9, 1] to the simple roots for

the maximal short root ¥ € R.. It is also the maximal positive coroot
because of the choice of normalization.

The corresponding set R, of positive roots equals R, U{[a, V4], a €
R, j > 0}. Indeed, any positive affine root [, 1,j] is a linear combi-
nation of {a;,0 < i < n} with coefficients from Z, .

We complete the Dynkin diagram I' of R by adding ag (=%, to be
more exact); it is called affine Dynkin diagram . One can obtain it
from the completed Dynkin diagram from [B] for the dual system RY
by reversing all arrows. The number of laces between «; and «; in r
will be denoted by m;;.

The set of indices of the images of a by all the automorphisms of r
will be denoted by O (O = {0} for Eg, Fy,Gs). Let O' ={r € O,r #
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0}. The elements w, for r € O" are the minuscule weights: (w,,a¥) <1
for all @ € R,

Given & = [0, vaj] € R and b € P, let
12)  sa(®) = F—(5a")d V() = [ — (b))
for 7 = [z,(] € R*.
__The affine Wieyl group W is generated by all sz for a € R, ; we write
W = (sz(a € Ry)). One can take the simple reflections s; = s,, (0 <
i < n) as its generators and introduce the corresponding notion of the
length. The group W is the semidirect product W x @’ of its subgroups
W = (sq,a € Ry) and Q' = {d’,a € Q}, where

(1.3) @ = SaSa,va] = Sl-a,va]Sa fOr @ € R.

The extended affine Weyl group w generated by W and P’ (instead
of Q') is isomorphic to Wix P’

(1.4) (wb)([2,¢]) = [w(2),¢ — (2,b)] for weW, be B.

From now on, b and ¥/, P and P’ will be identified.

Given b € Py, let w} be the longest element in the subgroup W ¢ W
of the elements preserving b. This subgroup is generated by simple
reflections. We set

(1.5) up = wowg cW, m,=buy) " € ﬁ/\, Ui = Uy, T = Ty,
where wy is the longest element in W, 1 <1 < n.

The elements 7, <X 7, (r € 0') and m = id leave I' invariant
and form a group denoted by II, which is isomorphic to P/Q by the
natural projection {w, — m,.}. As to u, (r € O’), they preserve the set
{—=9}U{a;,7 > 0}. The relations 7, (ag) = a, = (u,) (=) distinguish
the indices r € O’. Moreover, one has

(1.6) W= HD(W, where m.s;m ' =s; if m(o) =ay, 3,5 >0.

We note that 7! = 7« and u ' = u,- for r € O', where r* € O’ is
determined by the action of —wg on the nonaffine Dynkin diagram I':
—wo(a,) = Q.

We will need the following affine action of W on z € R

(wh)(2)) = w(b+z2), weW, be P,
(1.7) sal(z) = z—((z,0") + j)a, & =[a,vaj] € R
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For instance, (bw)((0)) = b for any w € W. The relation to the above

action is given in terms of the affine pairing ([2,1], 2’ +d) def (z,2")+1:

(1.8) (@([2,0), 0(2) +d) = ([2,1,2 +d) for ©eW,

where we treat d formally.

1.2. The length on W. Setting @ = m.@ € W (m, € Il,w € /V[7), the
length [(w) is by definition the length of the reduced decomposition
W = 8, - Si,S;, in terms of the simple reflections s;,0 < ¢ < n. The
number of s; in this decomposition such that v; = v is denoted by
l,(w). We will also use the notation I (@) for ¢ = Ing, sht.

The length can be also defined as the cardinality |[A(w)| of the A\—set
of w:
(L9) @) E=R.N&(R.)={deR,, @@ €eR}, veW.
One has:
(L10)  N@) = UA(@), M(@) 2£ {d € N@), (@) = v},

The coincidence with the previous definition is based on the equiva-
lence of the length equality

o~

(1.11) (a) l,(wu) =1,(w)+1,(u) for w,ueW
and the cocycle relation

(1.12) (b) M (@0) = A (@) UT (A (@),
which, in turn, is equivalent to the positivity condition
(1.13) (¢) @' (\(B)) C Ry

and is also equivalent to the embedding condition

(1.14) (d) M\,(uw) C A\ (W).

See, e.g., [C4, C8] and also [B, Hu|. Applying (1.12) to the reduced
decomposition W = 7,8, - - - $4,5;,, we obtain an ordering of the A\—set:

)‘('&7) = { 621 = Oy, &2 = Siy (ai2)> &3 = $i18i2(ai3)>
(115) ey &l :ﬁ_lsil(ail) }

We will call (1.15) the A—sequence associated with the given decomposi-
tion of w. Such sequences are exactly those in R, satisfying properties
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(,7i) from the following lemma. We consider A(w) as sets (not se-
quences) in quite a few statements below, which then depend only on
elements @ (not on their reduced decompositions).

—

Lemma 1.1. Given a reduced decomposition W = m,sj,---s;, € W,
form the A\—sequence \(0) = {a',...,a'} using (1.15).
(i) Ifa=a%+a" € R., then & = &P for some p between q and r.
The same holds if a = cia + CQOK € R+ for positive rational ¢y, cs.
(i) If (@) >a=0+7 for B,7 € R+ U0,Z.], then at least one of
B,5 belongs to ANW) and ezxactly one of B,5 comes before & in A(w).

See Main Theorem 2.1 of [C9]. Note that the corresponding reduced
decomposition of w can be uniquely recovered from the A—sequence
A(w); considered as a A—set, the latter is sufficient to recover .

Reduction modulo W. The following proposition generalizes the con-
struction of the elements m, for b € P, ; see [C4] or [C8].

Proposition 1.2. Given b € P, there exists a unique decomposition
b = myup, up € W satisfying one of the following equivalent conditions:
(i) U(mp) + Uup) = U(b) and l(up) is the greatest possible,
(1)) Nm)NR = 0.
The latter condition implies that I(m,) + l(w) = [(mw) for any

w € W. Besides, the relation u(b) ey ep = — P, holds, which,

in turn, determines uy, uniquely if one of the following equivalent con-
ditions 1s imposed:
(111) (up) is the smallest possible,
() if o€ Nuy) then (a,b) # 0.
O

Condition (i7) readily gives a complete description of the set mp =
{mp, b € P}, namely, only [a <0, v,j > 0] can appear in ().
Explicitly,
(1.16) Ab)={a>0,(ba’)>j>0 if a€R,,
a’y>j>0 if aeR_},

(b
(b
(1.17) Mmy) ={a >0, ae R, (b_,a”)>j >0 if u,'(a) € Ry,
(

b,a')>j5>0 if u,'(a)€ R},

For instance, [(b) = [(b—) = =2(p",b_) for 2p¥ =" _,a".
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Switching here to I, for © = Ing, sht, one has l,(b) = —2(p., b_), where

1
ps = ) Z a’ = po/vs.

a>0,va =V

The element b_ = uy(b) is the unique element from P_ that belongs
to the orbit W (b). Thus the equality ¢. = b_ means that b, ¢ belong

to the same orbit. We will also use b, 2= wp(b_), the unique element
in W(b) N P;. In terms of m,,
UpTTy = b_, TpUp = b+.
Note that l,(myw) = lo(m) + 1l (w) for all b € P, w € W. For instance,

(1.18) lo(b_w) = lo(b_) + lo(w), lo(wby) =1(by) + lo(w),
Lo (upmpw) = lo(up) + lo(mp) + lo(w) for be P, we W.

Partial orderings on P. The following two partial orderings on P are
commonly used in the theory of Dunkl operators and nonsymmetric
Macdonald polynomials. See [C3, Op, M2].

We mainly need the partial ordering on P defined by:

(1.19) b=<c,c=bif b <c_or{b_=c_ and b <c},
where b<c¢,c>0b for bjce P if c—be Q..

Recall that b_ = c¢_ means that b, ¢ belong to the same W—orbit. We

write <, >, <, > respectively if b # ¢. This ordering was also used in

[C3] in the process of calculating the coefficients of the Y —operators.
For any b € P, we define the sets

def

(120)  o(b) E{cePec=b}, 0.(b) XL {ce P e b,

def def

o_(b) =o0(b-), 04(b) = 0.(by) ={c€ P,c_ >b_}.
The second partial ordering is defined by
(1.21) b=<Xc,e»=b if bo<c_or{b_=c_and u, < u.},

where uy, is from Proposition 1.2 and < applied to elements of W is the
Bruhat ordering.

It is not hard to show that ¢ » b = ¢ = b and that the converse is
false (see [M3, (2.7.7)]). We remark that, if wj is the unique shortest
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element of W satisfying wy(by) = b, then u, < u, if and only if w. < wy.

1.3. On A-sequences of reflections. The construction of the Toda-
Dunkl operators will heavily use the sequences A(sg) for reflections
Sa, where a = [a,v,]j] € §+. As above, A—sequences will be fre-
quently considered as sets, i.e. without the orderings determined by
reduced decompositions; these sequences are described intrinsically by
Lemma 1.1. Formula (1.19) from [C9] states that all A—sequences for
sg are as follows:

(1.22) A(sa) = {sa(—=A(w))}op U @ U A(w) (as sequences),

where w € W is of minimal possible length such that w(a) = a,
among all m > 0; by { - },, , we mean the inversion of the ordering
of a given sequence { - }. Then sz = w 's,w is reduced for any
reduced decomposition of w and an arbitrary reduced decomposition
of s can be presented in this form for proper w, s,,, satisfying the above
minimality condition:

(1.23) S§ = Sj**8j,5mSj, "S5, where
(124) ’(fl\}:Sjp"'Sjl,p:l(ﬂJ/), jl,...,jpzo.

See e.g. Proposition 1.1 from [C9] for a proof of these (standard) facts.
We observe that if such a reduced decomposition is used to construct

the A—sequence A(sz) = {A',..., B}, where | = I(s5) = 2p + 1, then
(1.25) B = —s2(8Y), for 1<i<l.
Furthermore, for any w € W and any sequence A(w), one has

& € MN®) & Msz) \ {a} = J{B, B = —sa(B)} (as sets), where
5

(1.26) B € A@) N A(sz) such that 3 appears in A(@) before @.

See formula (1.20) in [C9]. Here 3 and E’ = —sa(ﬁ) do not coincide
unless 3 = a. Indeed, § = 283 a — B and B’ = B if and only if 3

(a,c0)
is proportional to a;, which occurs exactly for ﬁ = a. All pairs {ﬁ ﬁ’ }
are pairwise distinct. Indeed, if 7 = 3’ for any 3,7 € A(sz), then a,

which is c(ﬁ + B ) for ¢ > 0, occurs between B and 7 in this sequence,
which is impossible by construction. Here and below, see Lemma 1.1.
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Let us list some other properties of the sets A(sz). First of all, always

(o, 5) > 0 for any E = [B,vgk] € A(sa) and we have the following
equivalent inequalities :

(1.27) QMV«IJ > vpk = (o, 8)j > vk < 2 (@ 8)

(0.) (5.5 = *

The strict inequality (o, 3)j > vgk for § > 0 gives that 8 € A(sa).
If (o, 5)j = vgk, then the conditions (o, 5) > 0 and s,(5) < 0 are
necessary and sufficient.

If p # «, then the inequality in (1.27) becomes j > k unless (3 is
short and « is long; in the latter case, it becomes v,j > k. If 8 = «,
then f = [, v,k] are in A(sgz) if and only if 0 < k£ < 2j when a > 0,
and 0 < k < 27 when a < 0.

Following the calculation of the sets A(sz) for « € R_,j > 0 in
formula (1.28) from [C9] and the action of —sz in these sets described
there, let us calculate such sets for arbitrary positive affine roots.

Lemma 1.3. For a = [a,v,]] € R, and © = sht, ng, we set
00,0 =00 v Nao=1 unless Nao="ing when vo=1=vgy and ©=ng.
(i) For a € R, there exists a set {8} C R, \ {a} such that
(1.28)  Ao(sa) \ o} = { {8, =5a(B)} | v = vo, sa(B') <0},

lo(sa) - 604 o (Oé, p<>)
—_— l<> a) — 2 - 501 o
2 Y (S ) nao I/a )

More explicitly, ls(sa) = 2(a”, ps) — Oa. for long roots a € Ry and
lo(8a) = 2(ct, pY) — Oao for short c.

(ii) Let & = [a,vaj] for o € Ry,j > 0. Then provided that 3 =
[B,vgk] > 0 such that 5 # o, vg = v, and (a, ) > 0,

Aol(5a) = { [, vak], 0< k<2j} U {B>0,0<usk < (a,8)5}
(1.29) U{[B,(a,B)5]; B <0 or B e Xsa) }.

Accordingly, lo(sz) = l.(jo) + lo(54), where joo = 5455 = S[—a,aj]Sa-

where 1 <1 <

(ii) Let & = [—a,vaj] for a € Ry, j > 0. Then assuming that
B =[-p,vgk] > 0 and that vg = vs,

)\O(Sa) = {[_57 Vak] € ‘é-l- ) O S Vﬁk < (O@ﬁ)j}
(1.30) U{[=8, (. B)j] ; B>0<s4(8), (o, 3) > 0}.
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One has As(sa) = Ao(—ja) \ {[=5, (o, 8)j] | B € As(50a) }-

Proof. The presentation of A(s,) from (i) is a particular case of
(1.26). Then we will use that p, — w(ps) = >_5c5 () B: combining it
with (1.28) and the formula ' = —s,(8) = nasa—p for § € A(s.)\{a},
where 7,3 = 1 unless 1,3 = Ving for short o and long 5. One has

(1.31) (Po = 8alps), @) /Va = 2(ps, ) /Va
Y101
:501,0_" Z (7]5 ,Oé)/l/a :5o¢,<>+ Z Nap :6a,<>+77a<>l<>(3a)-
BEXs(Sa) BEX(5a)

Claim (77) follows from the previous considerations and formula (1.16).
One can also use that A(s,) N A(—ja) = 0. Claim (4i7) is formula
(1.28) from [C9]. It follows from (i) or (i7) using the decomposition
S—awaj] = Sa - (—jar); here —ja = s_q ,, j15q is reduced. O

Nonaffine reflections. Let sq = w™'s;w = s, -+ 8, SmSj, - -+ Sj, be a
reduced decomposition from (1.23) for @« € R, and proper m > 0; here
w = s;, 55, [(w) =p. Then one has the inequalities

(1.32) (o, 5) >0 for € Aw), equivalently,
(e, 8) <0 for ' =—w(B) € Nw™) = —w(Mw)).

Lemma 1.4. For any o € Ry, let w = s, ---5;, be a reduced decom-
position of an element w € W such that w(a) = o, and k = l(w)
is minimal possible among all o, (which is then k = (I(so) — 1)/2).
Equivalently, so = sj, -+ 8, 8mSj, - - - S5, 15 reduced.

(i) For such w, a,, and any reduced decomposition of w, there exists
its extension w = s;, -+ - 55, of length p = (I(s¢r) — 1)/2 and the corre-
sponding reduced decomposition s = S, - - 8j,5m,5;, - - - 55,, where 0" is

the maximal root 0 for long a and ¥ for short a; m, ji, ..., 75, > 0.
(ii)) When oo =0, any m = 1,...,n can be taken here provided that
|| = |0']; the corresponding element w = w(™ = s; ---s; (but not

its reduced decomposition) is uniquely determined by the choice of m,
equivalently, by the condition w(0') = oy, together with the inequalities

(8,0") > 0 for all B € MNw).

Proof. Let us demonstrate that the inequalities (., ") < 0 from
(1.32) for all B € A(w™') are actually sufficient to ensure that [(w) is
minimal possible among all w such that w(a) = a,, for a given a,.

We argue by “descending” induction on I(s,). Unless « satisfying
inequalities (1.32) is maximal long or short root, we can find a simple
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root oy such that (o, ;) < 0. Then o & A(s,). Therefore a; & A(w),

ws; is reduced, (ay,, w(o;)) = (W (o), aj) < 0and, finally, w gef ws;
is of length [(w) 4+ 1 satisfying the inequalities from (1.32) for any
B e Mw') = wla;) UA(w™"). Continuing this way by induction, we
eventually construct w satisfying w(f') = «,, and the inequalities from
(1.32), where |0'| = |ay,|.

Let @ = 9 here for the sake of definiteness. We claim that the
resulting w is a minimal element satisfying w () = «,,,; moreover, it is
unique (depends only on a,,). Indeed, the subgroup W? = {u € W |
u(¥) = 9} is parabolic generated by simple s, such that r # k for oy
connected with aq in the affine Dynkin diagram I for the (twisted) root
system R. We use here that ¢ = wy, unless for A,,, where ¥ = w; + w,,.
Due to the inequalities from (1.32), all products wu are reduced for
such w and any elements u € W, so w is really minimal and unique
such.

Here one can begin with any short simple @ = «,,, which proves
(77). Moreover, the induction process above automatically guarantees
that @ = ws; has to be minimal (though maybe not unique such)
for & = sj(a) = W (o), as well as for all consecutive w serving
{a,a,... 19}, since the last w in this chain has been proven to be
minimal. This justifies that the inequalities in (1.32) are sufficient for
the minimality of w and gives (i). O

As a by-product, we obtain that for any reduced decomposition w =
sj, -+ s;; of minimal w such that w(?¥) = a,, where a,, is any given
short root,

(133> (Sjk+1 o 'Sjp(am)7a;'/k) = (Sjk e Sjl(ﬂ>7a_}/k) =-1, 1<k<p
Indeed, using (1.32)

(Sjk+1 © S (am>7 ajk) = (Oém, Sjp " S (ajk))7

where Sjp 'Sjk+1(ajk) € )‘(w_l)>

P

which gives that the right-hand side in (1.33) is negative; so it must be
—1 since «, is short.

It is of interest to calculate explicitly the elements w from (i) and
their A—sets. Let us do the latter for m = & for short ay, connected with
ap in T Then w'(¥) = ay for w' = sys and A(w') = sp(A(sy) \ ).
Dividing w" by the maximal possible u € W+ on the right, we obtain
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that
Aw®) ={B€ R [(8,9)>0,(8,a4) =0}

Indeed, we need to remove s () from A(w’) for B € A(sy)\ ax such that
(sk(0),9) = 0= (8,9 —ay). Recall that 3+ ' = v for ' = —s4(5).
Therefore, either (8,ax) = vz and (8, a;) = 0 or (S,ax) = 0 and
(B'yax) = vg. Thus (5,9 — ay) # 0 is equivalent to (5, ax) = 0. This
also gives that the number of such 3 in A(sy) is ({(sy) — 1)/2 because
exactly one root from each pair {3, 8’} is orthogonal to .

1.4. Main definition. Let m denote the least natural number such
that (P, P) = (1/m)Z. Thus m = 2 for Dy, m = 1 for By, and Cj,
and m = |II| otherwise.

The double affine Hecke algebra depends on the parameters ¢, t, (v €

vg). It will be defined over the ring Q, ; = Qlgt/em), tfl/z]. Later we
will need the field of fractions Q/,, 2T Qg1 Cm) +1/?) and its subrings

(1.34) 0 ot Qe {ce@,,; ¢ is well defined when all ti/2 = 0},

(1.35) (@;t Qe {ce@,,; ¢ is well defined when all Y2 =0},

We set
t&:toe:tuaa ti:ttxm Q&:quaa Qi:quaia
(1.36) where & = [a,vqj] € R, 0<i<n.

It will be convenient to use parameters {k,} together with {t,},
setting here and further:

ta=t, =¢* for v=1,, and p, = (1/2) Zkaa.
a>0

Note that (pg, ) = k; = ko, = (p), ;) for i > 0, where

def def
pp == kpy for pl == p/v.

Using that wo(pr) = —pr, we obtain that (pg, —wo(b)) = (pr,b). For
instance, (pg,by) = —(pg, b_), where by Qe wo(b_) (see above).

By ¢, we mean [, £ here a € R, (pY,a) € Z and this
product contains only integral powers of tg, and t,, (non-negative if

a>0).
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For pairwise commutative X1,..., X, let

(1.37) X = [[XEd if b=Db.4), D(X;) = Xy

i=1

where b = Zliwi epP je iZ, @ eW.
i=1 m
For instance, X dof Xoy = qXﬁ_l.
We set (b,¢) = (b, ¢), ignoring the affine extensions in this pairing.
Recall that m;; denotes the order of s;s; in w (0 <i,7 <n)and
that r,7* € O are related by —wg(w,) = w.

Definition 1.5. The double affine Hecke algebra FHH is generated over
Q¢ by the elements {T;,0 < i < n}, pairwise commutative {X,,b € P}
satisfying (1.37), and the group 11, where the following relations are
mmposed.:

(o) (Ti—t)(Ti+1;7%) = 0,0 <i<n

(i) TiTT""—TTT -+ ,myj factors on each side, 0 < i # j <mn;
(ii) mTim b = T if 7 ()= ay;

(iii) T, X, = XbX AT Af (b)) =1, 0<i<n;
(w)TXb—Xb zf( J) =0, nggn,

(U) 7TTXb7TT = m(b) = X S1( ( ’b), re0.

One can rewrite (7ii,iv) as in [L]:

_ Xoy — X
/2 _y 1/2) i(b) b

138)  TXy — XDl = (& . L 0<
( ) b i(b) (7, i Xai_l

Given w € W r € O, the product

(1.39) T @ HTW where w = stl =l(w

does not depend on the ch01ce of the reduced decompos1t10n (because
T; satisfy the same “braid” relations as s; do). Moreover,

(1.40) T»Ty = Tsg whenever 1(0@) = (D) + (@) for 0,0 € W.

In particular, we arrive at the pairwise commutative elements:

(1.41) Yo=[[Y" if b= lw P, V=1, beP.
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For any b € P, the element Y, can be presented as the product
7T,,Tjjf1 x Tffl for any reduced decomposition b = m,s;,---s; and a
proper choice of signs 4+ (see (1.42) below). Note that [ = I(b) =
2(pY, by) depends only on b,. The total number of factors TjlLl in this
product with v; = v equals 2(p,/, b).

The signs £ can be described as follows (see [M3, (3.2.10)]). Given
the reduced decomposition above, form A(b) using (1.15) and write

a? = [aP, Varj]. Then one has Y, = mTjil - T3}, where

1 ifar>0
(1.42) ep:{+ o=

—1 ifa? <0.

Duality anti-involution. There exists a unique anti-involution ¢ of
TH satistying (see [C2]):

(143) @i X, ¢ Yoy, T T (1< i< n), gqon > gom, /2 s 12
Using Yy = TpT, and Y, = 7,1, , one finds that
(144)  o(To) = T.'X5", o(m) =T 12X, = Xo T, = p(r)).

Applying ¢ to (iii,iv) in the definition of 7, we obtain the dual
relations (for ¢ > 0 only):

(1.45) 7Y = YouTi if (ba ) 1,
Yy, = YT, if (ba/)=0,1<i<n

Z

The counterpart of (1.38) reads as follows:

19 Y — Y
(146) Ty — VoD = (/2 — 42— 1u0)

7 K3 )]__Yal 1<Z</n'

Automorphisms. We will need the following automorphisms of 7.
We refer to [C8] and the references therein for proofs and for a dis-
cussion of how these automorphisms can be described in terms of an
action of PSL(2,7Z).

We say that an automorphism (or anti-automorphism) of 7 pre-
serves q,t, if it fixes all fractional powers of these parameters (i.e., it
is Q,—linear). We say that an automorphism conjugates ¢, t, to mean
that it sends all fractional powers of these parameters to their inverses
(so such a map is only Q-linear).
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The following map can be uniquely extended to an automorphism of
HH fixing T; (i > 1) and preserving ¢, t,:

(wr,wr) Wr) _ (wr, Wr)

(147) 7o Xo = Xp, T = ¢ X, 7y Yo, — X0 Yo q ,
To v XI5, Yy X,

Define the automorphism 7_ def o1yp. Explicitly, 7_ fixes T; (i > 1),
as well as 7., preserves ¢, t,, and satisfies

(148) 71_:X,, — q(“T’“T)/ZYwTXwT, T = 7, 1o — Ty, Yy = Y.

We also need the following automorphism of 7#:

def
(1.49) o =1ty =77 Tl

it preserves ¢, t, and satisfies
(150) o: Ty T (i>0), Xy Yy YV, =g @IV 11X, Y,
pi X T =T, XY, Ty T,M X5

The equality of the two expressions for o(m,) follows from (1.44).
The following map can be uniquely extended to an involution of 7#
conjugating q,1,:

(1.51) e T T (i>0), X+ Y,
Using Yy = 1pT, and Y, = 7,1, , one finds that
(1.52) e(To) = XoTs,, e(m) = X, T

We will also need the involution 7 e o = o le. Explicitly, n

conjugates ¢,t, and satisfies
(1.53) n: T T (0 >0), Xy XY 0w,

1.5. Double-dot normalization. The case when all ¢, = 0 will play
an important role in this paper. Definition 1.5, which matches that
from [C8], [C4], and other first author’s papers, is not suited to this
specialization. We introduce the following normalization to handle the
specialization t, = 0.

We set
(154) T 2Ll g AT (- 1),

Note that the same normalization is used for both T; and T, so that
T;T] =t;. Thus (T;)~" and 7, do not coincide.
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We observe that {7}} satisfy the same braid relations as {7;}. The
quadratic relations read: (T t)(T; +1) = 0.
The dot- normahzatlon { } will be applied term-wise to the products

of m. € 11 TZ,T provided that the corresponding word in W is re-
duced. We set 7, = m,.
Thus, using the description of Y} from the previous section, one has

Y}, = qb+rr)Y) Equivalently, one can set YZ def Twi and define

n

(1.55) Yy =gt TV i b= lLws.

1=1

Note that Y,Y_, = ¢2(0+pn).
The first line in (1.45) can be rewritten as

and (1.46) becomes
Y}) - Ki(b)

(1.57) TV, —VouTi = (ti_1)1_q—<mk>j'f_ai

where 0; = 0,1 for long, short «; respectively; to see this, use that 6;
is the only root in the intersection W(a;) N Py

We come to the following definition. Let us extend the scalars of 1
to Q; ; and define L C FH to be the subalgebra generated over @
by the elements

X, (a€P), Ty (@eW), Y, (beP).
It suffices to take here only
X, (aeP), T; (i >0), IL

Definition 1.6. The defining relations of L as an abstract algebra
are as follows

(o) (Ti )(T+1)_ 0,0 < i < ny
(i) TTT~---—T.TT---- ,mi; factors on each side, 0 <1 # j < n;
(ii) mTim = T if m(ow)=a;, m €11;

(iii) T,Xy = XXM if (b,af) =1, 0<i<n;
(iv) T.Xy, = XTI, if (b,aY)=0 for 0<i<n;
) mXm ! = Koy = Xaart. a
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The limit (reduction) of # when t, = 0 for all or some v will be
denoted by #H later and will be called the nil-DAHA.

2. POLYNOMIAL REPRESENTATION

From now on, we will switch from 7H to its intermediate subalgebra
HH’ C FH generated by T; (i > 0), X, (a € B), and Y, (a € B), where
B is any lattice between @ and P (see [C7]). Accordingly, we replace I1
by the preimage II’ of B/Q in II. Generally, there can be two different
lattices Bx and By for X and Y. We consider only Bx = B = By in
the paper. It is straightforward to check that all (anti-)automorphisms
introduced in the previous section preserve 7{’. The @;J—subalgebra

7‘# C H is defined accordingly.
We also set W’ = B-W ¢ W and replace m by the least m € N
such that m(B, B) C Z in the definition of Qg , Q; ;, 0 1 and Q;t.
We point out that 7{° and the polynomial representation can be
defined over the ring Z[qT'/ (™) =Y ?]. However, the ring Q,, and its
localizations above will be sufficient in this paper.

The Demazure-Lusztig operators are

21) T, = t1%s; + ()7 =t (Xe, = 1) Nss — 1), 0<i < n;

7 K3

they obviously preserve Q,:[X] aef Qq.+[ X, b € B]. We note that only

the formula for Tj involves ¢:
Ty = %50 + (1% —t5"/*)(Xo — 1) (so — 1), where
(22) Xo=qX;", s0(Xy) = XX, PVq0N oy = [0, 1).

The map sending 7; (i > 0) to the corresponding operator from (2.1),
Xy to X, (see (1.37)) and m, +— m, induces a Q,;—linear homomorphism
from 7’ to the algebra of linear endomorphisms of Q,,[X]. We will
extend the ring of constants here to the field of fractions Q/, or its

subring Qfm of the rationals well defined when ¢, = 0 for all v.

This 7’—module is faithful and remains faithful when ¢, ¢ take any
complex values assuming that ¢ # 0 is not a root of unity. It will be

called the polynomial representation; the notation is V 22 i X1 We
also set V 2 Li X and Pt &t Q;t[X].
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Given any H € #4{’, we continue to denote by H the corresponding
operator in V.
The polynomial representation can be described as the #{’—module

induced from the one-dimensional representation 7; ~— tg/ (i > 0),
Y, + qP+%) of the affine Hecke subalgebra H5 = (T}, Y}).

Elements of 7’ act in V by difference-reflection operators, which
are operators of the form

(23) Z 9b,w Fbwa 9b,w € Qi],t(X)a

weW, beB

where Q ;(X) is the field of rational functions in the X (b € B). We
denote the algebra of all such operators by .A; its defining relations are
as follows:

24) "Xy =TyX,, wX, = Xp@w, wly = Typw.

The algebra of difference operators is the subalgebra of A generated by
wi(X) and I'y (b € B). There is a natural linear map

(2.5) Red: Y guX)Tywe > gouly,

weW,beB weW, beB

sending difference-reflection operators to difference operators. Clearly,
Red is not a homomorphism of algebras.

The images of the Y}, in the polynomial representation are called
the difference Dunkl operators. Later we will make use of the following
explicit description of these operators. Let b = m,sj, - - - 5, be areduced
decomposition of any b € B, and recall the definition of €, from (1.42).
Then

(2.6) Yy =m T TE = bGZgzn(El) L zgln(El)’
where sgn(+1) = £ and
et 12 ,-1/2
(27) Gg & t(ll/2 + ﬁ(l . 3&) _ t;1/2(f& + s S&),
taXa_l -1 to — 1

12 ,—1/2

_ def ,_ o —ta —
(2.8) Gy =17 + % (—sa) = t."*(fa — 5a 9a).
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Note that
G+. = s;T;, GJ_r =Tis;, G, =s; T-_l, and G_, = T 's;.

Let Gé def E/QG% so that Y, = bGSgn(q : szgln(sl).

2.1. Macdonald polynomials. There are two equivalent definitions
of the nonsymmetric Macdonald polynomials, denoted Ey(X) = Eék)
forb € B.

The first definition is based on the truncated theta function:

M Xogh)(1 — X3'ql™)
(2.9) w(X;t) = = 1] H =X P e
acRy j= 0 - taQa)( o taqOé )

We will mainly consider i as a Laurent series with coefficients in the
ring Q[t,][[¢v]] for v € vr = {Vsht, Ving}- The constant term of a Laurent
series f(X) will be denoted by (f). One has

1 — q(pk O‘)J"] Va)2

(2.10) H H 1 —t.q (pr o +3ua)(1 _ talq(pk,a)—l-jua).

acRy j= 1

This equality is equivalent to the Macdonald constant term conjecture
proved in complete generality in [C3].

Let o def w1/ {u). The coefficients of the Laurent series ., belong
to Q(q,t,) for v € vg and are well defined at ¢, = 0. Define an inner
product on V by

def
(2.11) (f.9)e = (fg" o),
where « is the Q—linear involution on V defined by
(2.12) Xp=X,1 (¢ = g7V ()2 =112

One has pf = po and consequently (g, f) = (f, g)*.
The polynomials Ej, are uniquely determined from the relations

(2.13) By — Xy € ©0Q Xe, (B, Xc) =0 for B>c-b

and for generic ¢, t; they form a basis of V. Their coefficients actually
belong to Q(q,t,) and are well defined at ¢, = 0; for the latter, see
(2.30) below.

This definition is due to Macdonald (for kg = kg € Z4), who
extended the construction from [Op|. The general (reduced) case was
considered in [C4].
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We note that the £, satisfy the stronger condition (see [M3, (2.7.5)]):
(2.14) E,— X, € @c»b@;,tXw

in terms of the partial ordering » defined in (1.21).

The second definition of the EF—polynomials is based on the Dunkl
operators:

Proposition 2.1. The polynomials {Ey,b € B} are the unique (up to
proportionality) eigenfunctions of the operators Y, (a € B) acting in
V:

(2.15) Yo(Ey) = ¢ % B, for b defp uy (pr),
equivalently, Y,(FE,) = ¢\% =% B
where uy, = m, 'b is from Proposition 1.2, by = m,(—p))- O

The second definition readily leads to the orthogonality of the E—
polynomials. This is due to the fact that

(2.16) (H(f),g)=(f. H"(g)), for fgeV, He
where * is the anti-involution of 7’ extending (2.12) and defined by
(217)  *x:T=T7 ' (i>0), Xp—= X, 5 Vs Y, moes ol
The norms of the E—polynomials are given explicitly by
(218) (BB =b, ] U fale Xel@ )= alXo(d™))
wgiexmy (L~ @Xal(g”))(1 = qaXa(g))
where we set X,(¢*) = ¢\ for a € B; see [C4].
We note that
(2.19) (H(F)" =n(H)(f), for feV, HeR,
where 7 is the involution defined in (1.53).

2.2. Symmetric polynomials. For f € Q, ,[X]", let

def
L= fYor o Yo) = Y. gwlbw, gow € @ (X),
weW, beP
(220) Lf d_ef Red Ef Z gwab

weW,beP
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The operators £; and L; preserve VW and they coincide upon the
restriction to this space. Moreover, the L; are W—invariant difference

operators ie. waw‘1 = Ly for any w € W. If f has coefficients in

ot We set ﬁf def f(Yor,..., Y, ) and L; = Red(L;).

Following Proposition 2.1, the symmetric Macdonald polynomials
P, = Pb(k) can be introduced as eigenfunctions of these operators. Ex-
plicitly,

Li(P,.) = f(g" ") P,_, b_e€B_,

(2.21) Po= Y X, mod @y QX
beW (b_)

These polynomials were introduced in [M1]; For classical root systems,
they were first used in an unpublished work of Kadell. In the case of
Ay, they are due to Rogers.

For a € B, let L, det L and L, def Ly where f = ZweW/Wa Yi(a):
recall that W® is the stabilizer of @ in W. For these operators, (2.21)

reads
:( Z q_(a,7b7_ﬁk))Pb77
a’'eW(a)
(2.22) Lo(P, ) = q(a+,pk)( Z q_(a,7b7_ﬁk))Pb7'
a’'eW (a)

The connection between E and P is as follows:

(223) P, = Pb+Eb+, b_eB_, b, = wo(b_),
Pb+ Z Twc o Z e /2Twc7
ceW(by) ceW (by)

$@) dethl D for 1,(0) = |{&@ € M@), va = v},

where w, € W is the element of least length such that ¢ = w.(b,).
Hence P,  belongs to @;,t [X]. Taking the complete t—symmetrization
P here (with the summation over all w), one obtains P,_ up to pro-
portionality. See [Op, M2, C4].

There are two different kinds of inner products in V from [C8] and
other works, with and without using x; we will mainly need the former
in this work, which is (, ), from (2.11). In the symmetric setting, they
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essentially coincide. The inner products of the symmetric polynomials
P, for b = b_ read as follows (see [C8]):
(2.24) (Py, P.)o =

—((x\/,b)—l 1 — i
1— @1 X0 (7)) (1 — ¢ taXalg?
6bcH H (1— gt Xalg?™))(1 —q (q ))‘

a>0  j=0 (1- qg;Xa(qu))(l - qu+lXa(qpk))

2.3. Using intertwiners. The Y—intertwiners serve as creation ope-
rators in the theory of nonsymmetric Macdonald polynomials. Let

0<i<n,Yy=Y, aef ¢ 'Y, " Following [CS8] here and below, we set
A2 12 A2 12
- . R S /1 . A S
(225) \IIZ 7’+(7—‘Z) + Ya_il 1 s \IIZ T—i—(j—‘l) + Xai (qbﬁ) — 1

Recall the definition of the automorphism 7, of #4{’ from (1.47).
In the following theorem, which explicitly describes the action of the

intertwiners on the E—polynomials, we also need the pairing from (1.8)
and the affine action w((b)) from (1.7).

Theorem 2.2. Given b € B, 0 <i <n such that (a;,b+ d) > 0,

(b,b) _ (e0)

_(e0) i _(bb) qg 2 L -1 qg 2 E,
226 2 EC = tz? \I]? 2 E sy s e tz Q\I]zc )
( ) q (q b) <E67 Eb)o (<E07 Ec>o)

where ¢ = s;((b)). If (c;, b+ d) = 0, then

(2.27) T (T)(Ey) = .’ Ey, 7.(T)(BEy,) = t:E,, 0<i<n,
which results in the relations s;(Ey) = E, as i > 0. For ¢ = (b)),
where the indices r are from O,

(228)  qUOPCOLRE, 1 (n)(B) = Xuq ().
Also 1, (m,)(Ey) # Ey for m. #id, since (b)) # b for anybe B. O

If (a,b) > 0 and ¢ > 0, then the set \(m.) is obtained from A(m,)
by adding [«, (b_, a)] for & = up(ey) € R_ and (b_,a") = (b)) >
0. When ¢ = 0 and (ag,b+ d) = —(b,9) +1 > 0, then the root
[, (b_, ) + 1] is added to A(m,) for a = uy(—9) = a¥ € R_ and
(b_,a) = —(b,0) > 0.
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In each of these two cases, (a;,u; '(p)) = (a, p) < 0 and the powers
of t, in

(2.29) X, (¢"%) = q(aub—u;l(pkHd) = glonbtd) Ht;(aml)

v

are from Z,, with that of ¢; strictly positive.

Due to Theorem 2.2 (see also [C6], Corollary 5.3), the coefficients of
polynomial Ej, belong to Q,; divided by

(2.30) [T (-dXue).

[—a, vajler(my)

More exactly, the ring Q,; can be replaced here by Qg,t,], which
readily results in the existence of the limits of the EF—polynomials when
t, = 0 for all v € vg. Thus their coefficients become polynomials in
terms of ¢ in this limit.

Here the key is that powers of ¢ appearing in (2.30) are always mul-
tiplied by nonzero powers of t,. The same argument and a relatively
straightforward analysis of the leading t—powers of the coefficients of
E;, can be used to see that the limits of Ej exist when ¢, — co. More-
over, their coefficients become polynomials in ¢! in this limit; see
Corollary 2.6 below.

2.4. The limit ¢ — 0. The limit (reduction) of 7’ introduced in

Definition 1.6 when t, = 0 for all or some v will be denoted by 7H
and called the nil-DAHA. For the sake of definiteness, all t, = 0 in
this section.

The polynomials F, the images of Ej, as t, = 0 for v € vy linearly
generate the bar-polynomial representation:

V2 Q! [Xy, b€ B], where Q2 Q(q"/®™).

Thus, the @" action in V is given by the operators

(2.31) T 2L 7t =0) = (Xo, — 1) ' (1—s;), 0<i <,

(2.32) V.2V, (t,=0), a€ B,

and the action of IT and multiplication by X, (b € B).
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The E—polynomials are eigenfunctions of the Y—operators. Using
(2.15), one has explicitly:

- —@hp, if =a_
0, otherwise.

Note that using only Y, (a € B,) is obviously not sufficient to split
{E,} for generic ¢; all a € B must be involved.

Theorem 2.2 holds under this limit and gives quite a constructive
approach to the E—polynomials. The reductions EC of the intertwiners

Pe == et 1/2\110 from (2.25) can be used to generate Ey; these intertwiners
become 7'+(T ) + 1 in this limit.
This simplification is directly connected with the fact that

T 24, =0) = T, +1
satisfy the same homogeneous Coxeter relations as {7}, 0 < ¢ < n} do,
a special feature of the nil-DAHA. It readily results from the theory of
intertwiners, and, of course, can be checked directly as well.
Let us provide some details of the construction of bar-polynomials.
The action of 7, on {T/} by conjugation obviously remains unchanged
Thus relations (i,ii) from Definition 1.5 (and above) hold for {T'}.

Therefore, given w € W the element T = 7TTT/ . T does not
depend on the choice of the reduced decomp081t10n w = 7T7«Szl R
For instance, the operators H et 7‘+(T/ ) fori = 1,...,n are

pairwise commutative and, 1mportantly, are W invariant.

Indeed, one has: ﬁ/b = [I, (H ) for B 5 b= —> n;w;. Pro-
vided that all n; > 0, the reduced decomposition b = b_ = wgm,, holds
for the longest element wy € W and by = wy(b) € By ; see (1.18). Thus

ﬁ; is divisible on the left by (T; + 1) for any i > 0 and therefore divis-
ible by the W—symmetrizer on the left. It results in the W—invariance
of ﬁ; provided that b € B_.

The W—invariance of {II,, b € B_} simplifies significantly the rela-
tion of the E—polynomials to the P—polynomials. It becomes

(234) ?b = Fb for b=b_€ B_.

We come to the following explicit proposition.
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Proposition 2.3. In the representation V of mb,

7 (T)1)=qg "2 E, for & = m, be B,
(2.35) (1) = ¢®Y?%P, = ¢®Y2E, for be B_,

where ﬁ; can be replaced by their restrictions Redw(ﬁ;) to VW, which
are pairwise commutative W—invariant difference operators. U

Define 3(b) (resp. 3.(b),24(b)) to be the span of those monomials
X, with ¢ € o(b) (resp. 0.(b),0.(b)); cf. (1.20). Recall the partial
ordering » from (1.21).

Proposition 2.4. For any b € B, one has

(2.36) Ey= Y X, modX,(b).

c*>b,ceW (b)

Proof. We argue by induction on [(wy); recall that wy is, by defini-
tion, the unique element of W of shortest length such that wy(bs) = b.
For b = by, (2.36) clearly holds. Before the inductive step, we remark

that the intertwiners T, (i > 0) preserve %, (b). Modulo 3 (b), one
has for ¢ > 0 that

_ Xsi(b) + Xy, if (b, Ozi) > 0,
(237) TZ(XI)) = Xb, if (b, Oéi) = O,
0, if (b, Oéi) < 0.

Now suppose [(wp) > 1 and choose any i > 0 such that [(s;w,) <
l(wp). Then wy, = s;w, is reduced for ¢ = s;(b) = s;wy(by) »= b. One
has (¢, ;) > 0 and hence E), = T;(Ec).

We must show that for any w < wj, the monomial X, ) appears
in £}, with coefficient 1. Now w < w, implies

(1) w<w. or (i) s;w<w, (or both).

Assuming (i), E. contains X,@,) with coefficient 1, by induction.
Then either (w(by), ;) > 0, in which case (2.37) applies directly, or
(w(bs), ;) < 0. In the latter case, s,w < w < w,. and one applies
(2.37) to Xsiw(bJr).

Case (77) can be handled by a similar argument. O
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Comment. For the affine root systems considered in this paper
(with o defined in terms of the maximal short root ¥), a connec-
tion was established between the polynomials E, and the level-one De-
mazure characters of the corresponding irreducible affine Lie algebras;
see [San| and, especially, Theorem 1 from [lon|. Paper [lon] is based
on the technique of intertwiners (from [KS] in the GL,,—case and [C6]
for arbitrary reduced root systems).

It is important that only positive powers of ¢ appear in the coeffi-
cients of Fj (see the discussion following (2.30) above). In fact, the
coefficients of these ¢—polynomials are non-negative. One can obtain it
from the interpretation via Demazure characters or using the intertwin-
ers (we are going to discuss the latter in further papers). As ¢ — 0, the
polynomials P, become the classical finite dimensional Lie characters,
which can be seen, for instance, from (2.44) below. O

Concerning the orthogonality of the E—polynomials, the y—function
from (2.38) becomes

(238) A=t =0)= ] J]( - Xaa)) (1 - X7'¢S7).

aERy j=0

The constant term formula becomes a well known identity:

n o

(239 o = I

i=1 j=1

The polynomials £} can be uniquely determined from the relations
(2.13) as t, = 0:

(240)  Ey,— X, € ®ebQX,, (EyX. ') =0 for B3 c>b.

To state the counterpart of the norm formula (2.18) as t, = 0 we will
need the limits EZ of the E—polynomials as t, — oo. More generally,
we set ?T def lim;, .., f for any Laurent polynomial or series depending
on q,t,, provided the existence of this limit. Using the conjugation
from (2.12) (sending t/* to t,'/?),

(2.41) M= =0

where X def Xb—17 (ql/(2m))* def q—l/(zm)_
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Using this notation, the limit of the norm formula from (2.18) as
t — 0 is as follows:

def

(2.42) (Eb, Be)o = lim (B}, Ec)
— (By (B )o = 6 [ [ (1 — 1),

[a,5]

where the last product runs over all [, j] € N(m,) with simple a =
a; € Ry. Use that (pr, @) = (pr, var”) and (pg, @) = k;; recall that
Go = ¢" and t, = qza-

Assuming that ¢ is not a root of unity, these formulas readily provide
the existence of the polynomials Fl for any b € B and that they form
a basis of V. This holds in fact for any nonzero ¢, but the justification
requires a different approach. For instance, we use (2.30) in the limit
t, — oo to establish Corollary 2.6 below.

The relation between the limits ¢, — 0 and ¢, — oo goes through
the general formula

(243) By = [ b0, (B,), where o(b) = —wo(b),

VEVR

from [C8] and other first author’s works. This connection becomes
especially simple for the symmetric polynomials:

P(X) = P(X") for b=0b_, P,=PBy(t, = 0) = Pp(t, — 00).

We use that P,(X ') = P, (X). This formula readily follows from the

relations w(p)/p = (wW(p)/p)* for any w € W if one uses the definition
of {P,} via u. The ratios w(u)/p are rational functions in terms of
Xz, q,ta, so the conjugation (applying x) is well defined.

For b,c € B_, the norm formula from (2.24) reads as:

S
|
—
Q

<
=

44)  (PLOPX ) = 6 [ [T —a).

We use that P} = Py = B,(X ') for b € B_, which makes defining

-t : :
P, unnecessary in this case.
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2.5. The limit ¢ — oo. Let us discuss the limits EZ of the E—poly-
nomials more systematically. As orthogonal polynomials, they can be
introduced using (2.42); let us outline an approach based on the real
integration instead of taking the constant term.

We will use that

def 1\ —
ph = (Xt = ]

aEE+

1-— t;lXa
1— Xz

satisfies the relations @ '(p)/p = @' (u!)/ut for @ € W. Thus p/pt
is (formally) W—invariant and either function can be used for the cor-
responding orthogonal polynomials and operators depending on the
setting of the theory. See formula (2.7) from Part I of [CM]. Recall
that Xz = ¢/ X,, for a = [a, v,j] € R.

In the limit ¢, — oo,

(2.45) = 1] H i

a€ER j= 0 aCIa

X 1qJ+1)

We need to replace the constant term functional (f) by

/f(X)d:ef Z/ f(¢®)dx for e e R",
€ wew Y wletR™)

provided that (e,a) > 0 for « € R,.. We set X = ¢%, X}, = ¢®?, and

1€, +00 1€1+00
/ (.)dx:/ / (Vday - da,
1e+R"™ 1€, — 00 161 — 00

where x; = (z,w;); the mtegratlon contours w(ze + R™) are the images
of 1¢ +R"™. The integral fe i is connected with the Appell-Lerch sums
and will not be discussed here; it does not depend on the choice of e.
Cf. Section 2.3.5, “Etingof’s theorem”, from [C8].

Now {EZ} can be introduced by means of the relations
(2.46) EIT) - Xy € ©ebQXe, /EZXc—lﬁT =0 for B>c>b.
Setting 7! = '/ [ 7', the norm formula (2.18) becomes

(47) (B F, / B (B = o [[(1 - 0.

[av,]
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where [o, j] € N (m,) for simple a.
Calculating the integrals here can be reduced to taking the constant
term. Namely,

[BErw = (B ES®E) for bees
This follows from the relation 777i' = 1, which connects the action of W
on fi, and 7. Formally, it /i’ is a W—invariant function. We conclude
that (2.47) and (2.42) result in coinciding families of polynomials.

Proposition 2.5 below uses the intertwining operators to establish
the existence of {EZ} in a more direct way; it also relates them to
the E—polynomials when b € B_. In Corollary 2.6, we show that the
coefficients of {FZ} belong to Z[q™'].

We set
TJr def t,_l/QT. (TT)/ def -_1/2T-_1
TT def TT(t _ )7 (Tj)/ def (TT) ( OO) _ Tj 1,
ol = Xa, _
T,' = (s; + 1)1 X, (Tj)’ X, - 1(8, —1) inV

Recall that V = Q,[Xs,b € B] as a space; by VT, we will mean this

space with the action of Tj_.and other f—operators.
Correspondingly, we set Y,! = ¢~(@+#%)Y,. Then it is straightforward
to see that the limit

(2.48) vl 2l i v

t—0

exists. Using (2.15), we arrive at the analog of (2.33):
e —(@hF _
(249) YZ(EZ) — q Eb if ub(a')' A+,
0 otherwise.
Proposition 2.5. (i) Forb € B_,
(2.50) By = " (Ty, (o))",

—/
where T =
TrSjy - 3]1 (
position.

T T;»l w1 is defined for a reduced decomposition T, =
E ) and does not depend on the choice of such a decom-
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(ii) In the opposite direction, the polynomials {E, } for b € B_ can
be obtained from Fiwo(b) as follows:

= _ ot gt
(2.51) E, = TwO(E_wo(b)).
In particular, the polynomaials on the right-hand side are W—invariant

and nonzero for any b € B_ with coefficients in Z.[q7'].
(111) If (bycy;) < 0 (1 <i<n), then

i {(1 — g0y WTH(ED) if (up(as), p*) = 1,

Combining this with (2.50), we obtain another proof of the existence

of EZ for any b € B, which holds for any q # 0 due to (2.30) (see
Corollary 2.6 below).

(iv) Assuming that (b, ;) > 0 (1 < i < n), we set Tib = limy, ij
for ij = q_(b’bﬁ)t;pTiYgfl. Then

—t b E
i (j;i,b +Tq ®, l))(Eb) if (up(ay), p¥) = —1,
Ti4(Ey) if (up(cv), p¥) < —1.
Proof. Claim (i). Let b = b_. We will normalize (2.43) to prove
(2.50). Note that ¢(@w0®F)y =1 acts as the identity on E_,, @) for
any ¢ € B. Taking ¢ = ¢4, so that [,(c) = 2(c, p,/), one therefore has

(2.54) E} = q(C,wo(b)) H t;l"(wO)/2+l"(c)/2Tw0Yc_l(E—wo(b))~

v

Specializing further to ¢ = p, we have Y, = T, T, and (2.54) becomes

(2.55) E} = q—(p,b) H tfju(np)/zTJ(E_wo(b)) - q_(”’b)T{p(E—wo(b)),

where by definition 7’ 7’Tp = TJ’1 = Tj’l 7, ! for any reduced decomposition
T, = T8 - 8j. Moving x to the right-hand side and taking ¢, — oo,
we obtain (2.50).

Claim (4¢). This is immediate from (2.43), which is (2.54) for ¢ = 0.

Note that (2.51) modulo X, (b) results in (2.36) for b =b_.
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Claim (#7i). This follows from a modification of (2.25) and (2.26). It

is convenient to use the normalized intertwiners &; def (I Wy, for
/2 ,—-1/2 /2 ,—1/2
./ — e =t

2.56 v, = T; S =t 4

( ) T—i-( ) + Ya_il —1 w i + Ya_il —1

For simplicity, let us take here 1 < ¢ < n. In addition to the braid
relations, the normalized intertwiners satisfy &? = 1. Hence W;' =
G Ut Now, when (b, ar) < 0, (2.26) gives By @) = t; /W, (E).
Applying ¥; ! = ;"W ! to E,, the first ¢; ' produces

(7 + Lol ti_m)_l _ g o1
' gloats) — 1 bogleabdt, — 1

Moving ¢; ' through W, changes Y, ' to Y,,. Thus, the second (left)
v, ! produces the factor

1/2 -1/2  _ —(ou,by) _ (cvisby)
t. t 1 _ : 1 _ ¢ 1
(t.1/2 i i ) t 1/2 4 12 4

v q_(aivbﬁ) — 1 q_(aivbﬁ) — tl_l T q(alvbﬁ)tl_l — 1

Multiplying these two factors and taking ¢, — oo, one arrives at (2.52).
Note that uy(a;) > 0 and hence ¢\®%) contains non-positive powers of
t, and at least one t; *.

Formula (2.52) can be directly deduced from (2.26) and the norm
formula (2.18) in the limit ¢ — co. Indeed, for ¢ > 0 and due to the
inequality (b, ;) < 0,

(2.57)

1 _ —
Then limy ;o0 t; 200 = T —1= (TiT), and

lim (B, By)o = [[(1 - ¢27) = (1 = ") lim (E., E.)..
[a,4]
The product here is over [a, j| € N(m) for simple o. Cf. (2.47) and
recall that ¢, = ¢"* = ¢/,
Claim (iv). Using (2.26) and (2.15), we can write

A2 ti—1/2

(258)  Buw =t T+

-t @t _(b7bﬁ) -1
q(ai,bn) 1 )q YE, (Eb)
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We claim that t} / Qq_(b’bﬁ)Tin_1 is well defined as t, = oco. Indeed,
ll’(b) = 2(b+7 pz\j/> = _Q(b—vpz\//)
and since (b, ;) > 0, u, has a reduced decomposition ending in s;.

Hence (1.42) gives the claim.
Now taking ¢, — oo in (2.58), while noting that

1 —(oad) N VY —
(2.59) lim — _{q ,Af (wp(ai), p¥) = =1,

t—oo glaits) — 1 )1, if (up(a;), p¥) < —1.

we arrive at (2.53). O

Corollary 2.6. (i) For b € B_, one has

(2.60) Flz Xy + Z ¢™9X, mod X (b), where ny(c) € Z_.
w(

b)Sc-b
(ii) The coefficients of Ez belong to Z|q'] for any b € B.

Proof. (i) The proof is straightforward using (2.50) and (2.36).
(7i) By (2.30), the denominators of the coefficients in £, are of prod-
ucts of factors of the form

(1—qutf,””), where j,Zmy>O.

By Proposition 2.5(7ii), we already know that the FZ exist, at least with
coefficients in Q7. Hence we may set t = t, for all v when calculating
the limits of the coefficients. As polynomials in ¢, the denominators of
E), then have leading terms of the form +¢"t* where r, s > 0. Since EZ
exists, no higher power of ¢ can appear in the corresponding numerator.

Therefore, we see that the coefficients of FZ belong to Z[¢*!]. Using (i)
and then (2.52) inductively, now it is easy to see that the coefficients

of EZ lie in Z[g™']. O

Positivity conjecture. We conjecture that the coefficients of Ez for
all b € B belong to Z, [¢~'], which will hopefully follow from a more
systematic theory of the intertwiners in the nil-case.

For b € B_, we expect that the polynomials Ez and their untwisted
counterparts (not considered in this work) coincide with the corre-
sponding level-one Demazure characters for the Kac-Moody algebra
@ associated with R upon shifting the g—powers by the PBW-degrees
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from [FFL] (twisted or untwisted). We thank Evgeny Feigin for his
help with settling the conjecture below, which is directly related to our
ongoing joint research project with him.

It would give the positivity of the coefficients of EZ for b € B_.
Moreover, then (2.52) can be generally applied to verify that the coef-
ficients of EZ are from Z, [¢~'] for all b € B, though their “geometric”
meaning is unclear to us. We suspect here a connection with the local
Weyl modules considered under the PBW-filtration.

Since the relations of E} to the level-one Demazure characters holds
only in the twisted case [lon] and simply to avoid giving the definitions
of the untwisted dag-polynomials and the twisted PBW-filtration, we
state the conjecture in this paper only for g of ADE—type. Let b, D n
be the Borel subalgebra and its radical.

Conjecture 2.7. Forb e B_, let V_;, be the Demazure module in the

so-called basic representation of g, which is a E+—m0dule generated
by the extremal vector v_, of weight —b € B.. In the setting from
[San, Ion],

E, = Z dim_.q4q° X, for c€ B,
c>b, g

where dim_., = dimcV_., for the subspace V_., of the vectors of
degree g € Zy in the subspace V_. C V_, of weight —c for ¢ € B and
the standard Kac-Moody grading. Then

th = Z dime (Gr NV_ey/Gpo1 NV_cy) ¢ 779 X,, where

B3cs-b, f>0
G1 =10}, Go = Coy, Gy = 0 (Gpa) +Gpu for f>0.

In particular, —ny(w(b)) for w € W defined in (2.60) equals the mini-
mal number of 5 € R, such that w(b) —b=>_ [ in the case of A,.

U

. . s b7
Connection maps. Let us introduce 1 " as the subalgebra of 7’
generated over Q;t by the elements

(2.61) X, (be B), T! (i >0), II".

7

Cf. Definition 1.6. The defining relations of ﬁ{b’T in terms of these
generators are:
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(o) (T} —D)(T!+;") = 0,0 <i <my

(7) T:T]TTZT = T]TTZTT]T , m;; factors on each side;
(i) mTimt = 1) if m(ow) = oy, m €11

(iii) T/ Xy = XpXHTT) it (b)) =1, 0<i<m;
(iv) TIX, = X, T if (b,aY) =0 for 0<i<n;

Wy 7b)

(U) 7TrXb77r_1 = pr(b) = Xu;l(b)q(

— .. b, .
Let 7" be the specialization of " as all t, = oo (ie, t;' =0),

and V' the image of the polynomial representation under this special-
ization. The involution 7 from (1.53) gives the following isomorphisms:

(2.62) 0 A — A

Ti = (TI)/v Xb = Xb_17 Ty = Tpy, G 2 q_l

(2.63) ot &t S A

TIHT;, Xbl—>Xb_1, Ty — Ty q|—>q_1.

Due to (2.19), one has
(2.64) (H(f) = n(H)(f*), for feV, HeR
(2.65) (H() =t (H)(f*), for feV, Her "

3. NONSYMMETRIC WHITTAKER FUNCTION

Let us recall the definition of the Ruijsenaars-Etingof limiting pro-
cedure from [Ru, Et] employed and developed in [C10] (the symmetric
theory). Given a difference operator £ and a function F', it is defined
by

(31) %(ﬁ) = (XPkF—Pk) E (XPkF_Pk)_17 %(F) = XPkF—Pk(F>
RE(A) = lim &(A), RE(F) = lim ao(F).

This procedure was applied in [C10] to obtain global Whittaker func-
tions from global symmetric q,t—spherical functions in the symmetric
case. The existence a nonsymmetric analogue of this procedure re-
mained an entirely open question until [CM], where it was shown for the
root system A; as an application of W—spinors. In [CO2], a systematic
algebraic study the corresponding nonsymmetric (spinor) Whittaker
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functions (still for A; only) was carried out; this involved a detailed
analysis of certain subalgebras of the nil-DAHA, most importantly the
core subalgebra.

In this section, we develop a nonsymmetric (spinor) variant of the
Ruijsenaars-Etingof procedure and apply it to global nonsymmetric
q, t—spherical function. Algebraically, these constructions are closely re-
lated with the theory of pseudo-polynomial representation of nil-DAHA,
which is introduced at the end of this section and will be the subject
of our future works.

3.1. Global spherical functions. By the Gaussians we mean

(3.2) 79 = Z g 02X, 7O = Z q®D2 X,

beB beB

We need mainly the Gaussian 7° in this paper. The multiplication by
7© preserves the space of Laurent series with coefficients in Q[f][[¢7]],
where m is from the definition of Q ;.

The Gaussians satisfies the fundamental difference equations

(3.3) To(7%) = ¢ 92X 3%, T,(3°) = ¢ @2X'3° for a € B.
Later we will need the following special case of (3.3):
(34) Fﬁk (;}79> = q_(pk7pk)/2X—pk;}//ev

provided p, € B (when B = P, the condition k, € Z is sufficient).
If one uses here the real Gaussians defined as

(3.5) ' = qﬂQ/z, where X def ¢,y = (2,b),2° = Z Ty Tus) s

then (3.3) is satisfied for any complex a. Note that if the series 7©
is considered as a holomorphic function for |¢| < 1, then the function
¥°~ is B—periodic in terms of z.

We assume that |¢| < 1 and use the notation 7§ for the Gaussians
defined for the variable A = ¢*. Let 35 = 4° for the sake of uniformity.
Thus, 75 = 7°(¢"). Accordingly, we use superscripts when applying
operators from the polynomial representation of 74 to functions of
X or A. For instance, we write T} for the action of 7} from (2.1) on
functions of A = ¢*, where we replace X,, by A,,. When no superscript
is used, the action is understood in terms of X.
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We will also use the normalization constant

(36) ) = g,

aeB

The following theorem results from Theorem 5.4 and Corollary 7.3
of [C5]. The function G(X, A) introduced in (3.8) is called global non-
symmetric q,t—spherical function.

Theorem 3.1. (i) The Laurent series
2 Bp(X) Ey(A)

3.7 2(X, A q, 1) 2L N7 g Gab)/2=(prp
(3.7) (X, 050,8) =) g Ty B,

beB

is well defined with coefficients in Q[t][[q=]]. For |q| < 1, E converges
to an entire function of X, A\, provided t, are chosen so that all E—
polynomials exist (by (2.30), the conditions |t,| < 1 are sufficient).
Accordingly, G(X, A) defined via

20RO

Tz Ix def —
3.8 G(X,AN) = =(X, A;q,
(3.5) LG, A) S i)

s a meromorphic function of X, A, which is analytic apart from the

zeros of Y775 -
(i1) The function G(X, ) satisfies

(3.9) G(X,A) =G\ X), T*(G(X,A) =TNG(X,A), 1<i<n,
and the following extension of (2.15):

(3.10) Y.(G(X,N) = AJ'G(X,A) for a€ B.

For an arbitrary b € B, one has

1_qpk ) +vaj
b —
311 GX,q*) = Eb ) 51 H<1—t 1q“’k“”“)

O!ER+ j=1

U
Note that relations (3.9) and (3.10) can be uniformly presented using

the anti-involution ¢ from (1.43) as follows:
(3.12) H*(G(X,A) = (p(H)NG(X,N)) for H e 1.

It reflects the fundamental fact that G(X,A) represents the Fourier
transform of DAHA corresponding to the automorphism o from (1.50),
which satisfies the relation pop = o71; see [C5].
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3.2. Action of intertwiners. Relation (3.12) results in the following

formulas for the action of the intertwining operators on Ej. Let us

first modify the intertwiners ¥; and 7 (m,) from (2.25) and Theorem

2.2 by applying the automorphism 7-', which preserves the elements

Yy, T; for any b € B,i > 0. Namely, we set Yy =Y, = q_lYﬁ_l,
RICEESTE

(3.13) Uo=" = 7' () + o 0Sizm,

_ 1 B
U, =17 7 (m,) for reO, V=V W ... 0

217

where the decomposition W’ s @ = 7S, -+ 51 is reduced and W
does not depend on its choice. Then W.(E,) is proportional to E.

for ¢ = w(b)) and any b € B. More precisely, using the action
B = ¢ E, (b € B) in the polynomial representation from

[C8],Proposition 3.3.4,

(c+7pk:) (b+7pk:)E
1/23q,t ( (b4.p1) _ (et,pr) —1/2.4,7 14 ey 4 b
t)/* E,) = E., t7'20] Bey _ ,
i z(q b) q i z( <E07 Ec>o) <Eb7 Eb>o

(3.14) for 0 <i<mn, ¢c=s;(b) provided that (a;,b+ d) >0,
\I];'r (q(b+7pk)Eb) = q(C+7pk)Ec fOI. c = 7T7-((b)> and re O/'

Second, we set ‘?1}20 = ‘?I};T \i;l L , for induced decompositions W s

W =T,8; Sy, where 0 <7 <n, re O and
_ _ 2 12
(3.15) Vo=l =7 YT;) + .

. |
S; i W; \I]ﬂr = 7L (7Tr).

Note that
(3.16) 7 (0 4(Xy)) = o M7 (X)) = 07 H(X}), which results in

To(W) = WS W for W =0 (m,), €O,

- . t.1/2 o 75.—1/2 ) t;/z _ t'—1/2
O — + 77 T, — 1 = o YT A
% T T—i— T ( )_'_O'_l(Xai)—l o ( )+0__1(Xai)_1

Therefore both families here do not depend on particular choices of the
reduced decompositions of @ € W’ and intertwine {o1(X})} :

(317) Wi o' (X)) (V) = 0 (Xaw) = ¥ 071 (X4) (¥5) 7,

where b € B, @ € W".
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Proposition 3.2. For E(X A;q,t) from (3.7) and © € W,

(3.18) (m:'om) (V) = W, (WH)M(E(X, A))=(W51)" (E(X, A)).

Accordingly, \Tf%(Eg) is proportional to E, for ¢ = w((b)) and any b € B.
More precisely,

b,b c,c
( )E* q<2>E*

(Ev, By)s’ (Ee By’
for0<i<mn, be B, c=s(b) when (a;,b+d) <0,
and T+ YT (Ep) = t)>Bf when (a;,b+d) =0, i >0,
(b,b) l;* qggﬁlg*

E];T(7<Eb7Eb>o) = 7<EC,EC§O for c=m(b), re0.

Proof. To check (3.18), we use that 7, (7;) = T; for ¢ > 0 and that
7 (m,) = q_wngwrm = _wngerur*Yw:i (r€0),
7 (Ty) = X' Ty = ¢ ' XyT,,Y, ', which result in
(3.20) (74 (m))= T4 (mpe) for €O, o(r(T0))= 14(Tp).

Use (1.47) and the relation 7, = 72!, Accordingly,

T (T () = i ter (e ()
=(r i) (me) = () () = 7 (),

and TI180T+(T__IT+(T0)) == 7-;1(T0).

(319)  120(L (¢ EY) = P B

Also,
er (V) = (X, ) = e (X T) = o TN X,

This gives the first relation from (3.18); the second follow directly
from (3.12) and the definition of the series Z(X, A; g, t). The remaining
formulas result from (3.14) and the structure of this series. O

We note that one can prove this proposition directly using the relation
o' (Xp) =0 (0(Xp) = 0(Yy ) = TugYuow) Ty

from Proposition 3.2.2 from [C8]. Combined with (2.43), which states
that

w lu(wo)
= Cb Two( fOI' Cb H tlu( 2 = Cq(b) ,g(b) = —wo(b),

VEVR
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we obtain that
(3.21) o X)) (E) = ¢ (E}) for a,b€ B.
Indeed,
Cb_1 o (Xa) (Elj) =Ty Yo (a) Tz;ol (Two (E<(b))) = T (on(a) (E<(b)))
:C{‘(;) g~ (wo(a)s(®)g) (Eg) =t gt (Eb*)
This provides a direct approach to the justification the symmetries

(3.12), though related to that based on the interpretation of G(X,A)
as the reproducing kernel of the DAHA-Fourier transform.

The symmetry (3.12) coupled with (3.20) becomes even simpler for
the standard W—intertwiners (without the conjugation by 7';1). Follow-
ing (2.56), let &, = Wiyt (i > 0) for v, = 612+ (/2 —1;"%) /(Y = 1).
We also set & = W/ (r € O) and define &; accordingly.

Then for @ = aw € W’, where a € B, w € W,

(3.22) (&5-)" (G(X, ) = 0" (G(X, A))
o? * o ni
=q7 X_,G(Ej(X)~w(E;(X)),A).
Indeed, ¢(7='74(H)) = o(t-'¢rs(H)) = H for H =T;(i > 0) or
for H =m, (r € O). Therefore
$2 2 A2y 12
(W) =Tyl —l Tt R
X, — 1 X, — 1
for 0<i<n and oV, ) = (&) = m (re0).
Formula (3.22) is compatible with the Shintani-type formula (3.11). As
a matter of fact, this provides a direct way for establishing (3.11). Thus

the formulas for the action of the U—intertwiners on the E—polynomials
are essentially sufficient for a direct verification of Theorem 3.1.

Siy Sp(ﬁg) = 5

3.3. W—spinors. By W—spinors, we simply mean maps W — V; we
denote the space of W—spinors by Spin(V). Thus Spin(V) is naturally
a Q; ,—algebra under pointwise multiplication and addition. For any
w € W, denote by (,, the characteristic function ,,(u) = d,,. These are
pairwise orthogonal idempotents in Spin(}V). Any element in Spin())
can be written uniquely as

def

(3.23) f=> fuCu where f, <= f(w)€eV.

weW
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We refer to f,, as the w—component of f.
We equip Spin(V) with an action of W via

(3.24) (6(w) ) (u) £ f(w™"w).
Note that §(w)(¢,) = Cuww and hence for any f € Spin(V),
(325> (5<U)f)w - fvflw-
One has a natural embedding
(3.26) 5D flun fEV;
weW

its image is the space of W—invariants of Spin(}), which will be denoted
by Spin®(V). These W—invariants will be called d—spinors.
These definitions are completely independent of the natural action
of W in V and can be applied to any spaces of functions instead of V.
Using the action of W in V), there is another embedding o : V —
Spin(V) defined by

(3.27) o(f) == )" w(f) G

weW
The spinors in its image will be called principal spinors or o—spinors,
sometimes, simply functions.
For W—invariant f € V, the spinors o(f) and 6(f) coincide; thus we
will simply write f for W—invariant functions. For arbitrary f € V we
. def
may also write f¢ = p(f).

Spinor difference operators. Generally, any endomorphism of V acts
pointwise in Spin()V). For instance, for a translation I',, we set

(3.28) To(f) (1) <= Ty(f(w).
We define
(3.29) 5(Iy) =15 <= 3" Ty G
weW
(3.30) =T7 == > Ty Cun
weW

where (,, acts by multiplication in Spin(V).
Similarly, we may view X, as a pointwise multiplication operator:
def

(3.31) Xo(f)(u) = Xo(f(u)).
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By a spinor difference operator we mean any linear combination of
operators of the form g(X)T, ¢, (9(X) € Q ,(X),b € B,w € W).
Spinor difference-reflection operators are defined as linear combinations
of operators of the form ¢(X) I’y (, d(v), where v € W.

Recall that A denotes the algebra of difference-reflection operators
(see the beginning of Section 2). Replacing polynomials by rational
functions in the definition of Spin(V), we define an action of A in
Spin(Q,, ;(X)) by sending

¢: gTyw = o(g) o(ls) 6(w), where g€ Q (X), be B, weW.

It is a homomorphism of algebras: ¢ : A — Endg , (Spin(Q,(X))).

We obtain an action of #{ in Spin(Q; ,(X)) by composing ¢ with
the polynomial representation viewed as a homomorphism H{ — A;
here 7 acts by spinor difference-reflection operators. Note that 7
does not preserve Spin(V).

3.4. Spinor RE-procedure. Following [CM], we set
& (L) &L 5(X, T_,) (L) 6(X, T_,) "
(3.32) 2’ (F) £ 5(X,T-,,) (e(F)),

for any function F' and any difference-reflection operator £. The non-

symmetric variant of (3.1), d—Ruijsenaars-Etingof procedure, is then
defined as

(3.33) RE°(L) ==

def def

khm 2’(L), RE’(F)== khm 2’ (F),

where k — oo means Rk, — oo for all v (equivalently, ¢, — 0).
We record here the following formulas for later use:

(3.34) 2’ (vLw) =vae’ (L)w for all v,w e W,

(335> %5(Xb> — Z Ht;(p\”/’wil(b))wal(b) ij
weW v

(3.36) 2 () = > [[tr" 1) Cun
weW v

Spinor Whittaker function. Let Q(X,A) = def RES(G(X,A))/7°(1),
where the RE, is applied to X and we assume that p, € B; for instance,
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7 3 k, — oo is sufficient for B = P. Equivalently, we can introduce
xz

7P(X)q®
ok

7o (qP*)q=

G'(X,\) = G(X,A) . Y(X,\) = REX(G'(X, M),

where Rk, — oo for arbitrary complex k. Then Av'@(X)qéﬁ(X, A) =
Q'(X,A). Using G’ instead of G will not influence the corresponding

22
operators (studied below) acting on this function since 7°(X)qz is
W—invariant. Recall that |¢| < 1, so t, — 0 if Rk, — oco. Equivalently,

TN = Jim T, (FEOGEEN)/7 ().

Proposition 3.3. The limit, as Rk, — oo for all v, of the series
g = . efa- = . ; :

I (2(X, A5 q,t)) exists; here Z(X,A;q,t) is the series from (3.7).
Accordingly, one has

e Ey(A
(337) (X, A) = Go79) " gt DB s v G
beB (b Bv)o sy
where ay,, is the limit, as all t, — 0, of the coefficient of X_,p_y in

E}. In particular, ay,, € Z[q] and a, = 1, apia = Opp._ -

Proof. First, one has
(X L) (37)71 = P02 (7)1 5(T ),

as operators acting on spinor-functions of X (due to the W —invariance
of 79, we omit p here). Hence it suffices to consider the limit of

g "8I, - o( B (X)),
or equivalently, for each w € W, the limit of
(3.38) g T, (W (E)) Cur

Using (2.13), the limit of (3.38) as ¢, — 0 clearly exists and is given

as apy X_p_ Gy for ap, as claimed. By (2.41), Fg = (EZ)* Hence
Corollary 2.6 implies that a;,, € Zlg]. O

This proposition can be used to justify the existence of the RE—
limits of the Dunkl operators, which we will call Toda-Dunkl operators.
Moreover, We arrive at the following Whittaker counterpart of Parts
(1) and (i7i) of Theorem 3.1 and formula (3.12).
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3.5. Main theorem.
Theorem 3.4. (i) The operators RE°(H?) are well defined for H €
7:?:[b, where H? = p(H); their coefficients are from Q[X,,b € B,

so they preserve Spin(V) et Spin(Q;[Xy, b € BJ). For instance, the
following operators are well defined:

(3.39) f/}» = RE&(YE) )A(b = REJ(Xb) for Xb = Ygo ta’*’pv)Xb,

T, 2L REV(T)) fori >0, Ty &£ REX(TY), 7. == RE’(n¥) forr e O
(i1) The function Q(X, ) has the followmg symmetries:
(340)  T(QUX,A)) = TNQUX,A)), 7r(QX,A)) = 1} QAX, A))
for 0<i<n,reO, T} =T |xon T =T |xon -

~ def

It satisfies the following limiting version of the relations from (3.10):
(341)  Ty(QUX,A)) = A, X, A), V(X A)) = X, Q(X, A),

where 72\ =Y |xsn forb e B.

(11i) For an arbitrary ¢ € B, let f(q°) et fu-1(q°") for a spinor
[ =22 wew fulw and for u = u. € W from Proposition 1.2 such that
u(c) =c_ € B_ and l(u) is minimal possible. Then

e 1) = quz/g

21]1 beB

Equivalently, see (3.37) and (2.42),

(3.43) > gl 2Ma

b,ufl =
beB (Ep: Ey)o

(342)  F7(L)QA(g™, A)

3
8

1—

i=1 j=1

Proof. The key claim here is (i7). It follows from Theorem 3.1 and
provides the existence of the operators in (i). Let us demonstrate this
in the case of Y. One uses (3.10) as follows:

(cyrcq)

Yilg 500 B1(X) (G2)71) = (VH(GX, A)) EX(A) 35 a(A)),
(3.44) — (A, G(X, A) EX(A)F (M),

Applying &° and taking ¢, — 0, the right-hand side of (3.44) is well
defined. Hence it follows that the action of RE°(Y}) is well defined on
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the spinor

Pl:PL) ~
R B GBI = (X G

In general, one obtains that the action of the operators from (i) is
well defined when they are applied to linear combinations of spinors
of the form Xj ¢, (35)7! for dominant regular b and w € W. The
operators z’(H) have rational coefficients; nevertheless, this property
is sufficient to see that their coefficients are well defined in the limit
t, — 0. Moreover, this gives that the coefficients of RE°(H) actually
belong to Q) [X3,b € B, i.e., do not have nontrivial denominators. As
a matter of fact, this can be formally deduced from (2.7) (see also (4.4))
and the fact that RE°(H) exist.

We will give below a direct and constructive proof of the existence of
these operators and the absence of the denominators. Actually, we will
prove a stronger result based on direct calculation of the RE’—limits of
the Dunkl operators, which, for instance, allows to obtain the formulas
for the leading terms of the spinor Toda-Dunkl operators and clarify
their structure (including the analysis of the vanishing coefficients).

The claims in (i) follow directly from Theorem 3.1. This is a non-
symmetric generalization of the ¢—Shintani formulas, which in turn
generalize the classical Shintani-type formulas in the theory of p—adic
Whittaker functions. Note that the identity from (3.43) does not con-
tain/require spinors; it involves only the E—polynomials and the coef-
ficients {ap. }- O

Symmetrization. The symmetric (nonspinor) ¢—Whittaker function
W(X, A) constructed in Theorem 3.2 of [C10] is the symmetrization of
Q(X,A). More precisely, one has

(3.45) SOW(XA) = Y TL(QXA) = Y THQX, A
weW weW

In particular, the right-hand side is a diagonal spinor (in the image of
9); all its components coincide. See Propositions 5.6 and 5.5 below.

We note that the (nonaffine) hat-symmetrizer ZwEWf preserves
the id—component of any W-—spinor, which can be readily deduced from
(3.35) and formulas for T; acting in the polynomlal representation. See
(5.26) below for explicit formulas for T;(i > 0), which are sufficient
to check this claim. Therefore it is not actually necessary to perform
the symmetrization in (3.45) because the id—component of Q(X, A) is
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exactly W(X, A). Using (3.42) and formulas (3.40) for T; with i > 0,
we see that this coincidence can be also deduced from formula (2.34),
which states that E, = P, for b€ B_.

Explicitly, one has

(346)  W(X,A) = (F575)7 3 g2 Xy, Py(A7T)
. " —(Oé;/,b) 1_ j 9
beB_ Hi:l Hj:l ( q)
~O c D
FI(W(¢°, A) = Po(A) —— for c€ B_,
(b—c)?/2p (A) o n oo 1
q b ~
(347) > = — =3PV ]]]] .
ven. L1 [ o b( —q)) i:lj:ll_qg

The latter formula results from (3.43)and the equality B, = P, for
b€ B_. Indeed, when ¢ € B_ and hence u. = id, the coefficient a;, ,—1
is nonzero only for b € B_; in this case, one has a;;¢4 = 1 and the
summation in (3.47) ranges over b € B_.

It is worth mentioning that the left-hand side of (3.47) becomes zero
in the (p—adic) limit ¢ — 0 when ¢ ¢ B_, which gives that

(3.48) lIm W(q°,A) = 0 unless c € B_.
q—0

3.6. Fourier transform. Let us interpret the function (X, A) as the
reproducing kernel of the nil-DAHA Fourier transform.

The X « Y symmetry of 7’ is not present in mb. More precisely,
the anti-involution ¢ from (1.43) does not act in FH'. To recover this

symmetry, we define ’H—[b ¥ det cp(ﬂ{b), a Q;t—subalgebra of 7’; see
(1.34) for the definition of qu

As an abstract algebra, ﬁ{b can be described as follows. Let IT" 2
©(I1"), which is 1som0rph1c to the abelian group II’, and let 7, = ¢(m,)

for r e O, T, = (T, )f0r0<z<n Note that T; = T} unless 7 = 0.

We set T/ —ef o(T)), ie., T! = T; — (t; — 1). Then in terms of the

generators
P, T;(0<i<n), Y (beB),
the deﬁnmg relations for 7-;1-'[W are
(0) (T- )(T+1):0 for 0 <@ < n
(i) TIT;--- = TyLT; -, my factors on each side;
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= T1; if m () =0qy, 7 eIl
iii) 7Y, = VY, ', if (hay)=1,0<i<n;
= YW if (b,e)) =0,0<i<m;
Yt = Yeu) = Yugl(b)q(wr*’b)-
The elements X, (b € B) from (3.39) belong to 7-‘?-'[b’@ they are the

images of Y_, under . Namely, X, = ¢(Y_;) and X, 2t oY) =

¢+ X, in the last equality, we use that (—b), = —wo(b,) and
(—wo(by),p) = (by,p). The corresponding relations in 7% are ob-
tained by applying ¢ to those from 7—Hb

. .. . b e

By construction, the anti-involution ¢ of 7’ sends 7 to 7"~

The automorphism o from (1.50) also has this property. Explicitly, o
preserves ¢ and

(3.49) o: Ty T, (i>0),X, = Y,
r = X, Tpor = cp(7rr_1) = 7“?[1.

e Wil . . . a b7
Now define 7 " to be the specialization of 7 ¥ for all ¢, = 0. The
anti-isomorphism ¢ and the automorphism o are compatible with this
specialization, and we use the same symbols to denote the resulting

maps from @b to m”’“”
Recall the definition of the algebra @b from Section 2.5. The in-
volution ¢ of 7’ from (1 51) conjugates q,t,. Accordingly, we obtain

an isomorphism e : 7—H — 7—H given by

(3.50) T s T (z' >0), Xp> Yy, ¢ q 1,
T T =X, T = = p(m ).

Now we are ready to state the Fourier transform interpretation of
Theorem 3.4.

Corollary 3.5. Define the transforms

(3:51) S(/)(X) = (f(4) AX, A) i),
(3.52) E(f)(X) <= (f(A)" QX A) 7)o,
acting from functions of A to X—spinors. Then one has:

(3.53)  S((E)'F) = EEAY) = ¢"2F) Y apw Xy G,
weW
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and

(3.54)  S(H(f)) = o(H)S(f) for HeTH, o(H) e ",
(3.55)  E(H(f)) = (H)E(f) for He T, &t(H) e Y,
provided the existence of the transforms S(f) and E(f).

Proof. The formula (3.53) is immediate from the explicit expression
(3.37) for 2 and the orthogonality relations (2.42). The intertwining
properties (3.54) and (3.55) follow from the relations € = % and o =
EN = p*1). U

Pseudo-polynomial representation. The transform S embeds V)77,
which is V5° under X + A, into the space of X—spinors. The image
S(Vy75) can be described explicitly as follows.

We need the following properties of the coefficients a;,, from (3.37):

(3.56) apw =0 unless w>uwu, ',
(3.57) Apas = Apasy if y € WO,

Recall that W? is the centralizer of b in W. These properties are
immediate from the description of the a;,, given in Proposition 3.3.
For (3.56), one must also use (2.14). Formula (3.57) asserts that a,,
depends only on the coset of w in W/W?"-. The elements u, ' for
b € W(b_) are exactly the minimum length coset representatives for
W/We-.

For any b € B, we set

(3.58) Xp= > X=X Y

yeublebi yeublebi
Then we can write (3.53) as follows:

(3.59) S(E)FR) = ¢*2(3F) Z a1 Xe

ceW (b

Ue 1>“b 1

We conclude that the image S(Vy7Y) is precisely the span of the ele-
ments {X,75,b € B}.

Note that when b € B is regular, i.e., Wb = {id}, then one sim-
ply has Xb =X ¢, E Hence the image of S contains all elements
Xy Gy for domlnant regular b and w € W. This observation was
used above in the proof of Theorem—3.4 to establish the existence of



52 IVAN CHEREDNIK AND DANIEL ORR

the limits RE®(H) for all H € 1 as spinor difference-reflection ope-
rators; in particular, it establishes the existence of f/b for all b € B,
which we call the Toda-Dunkl operators.

The remainder of the paper is devoted to a direct proof of the exis-
tence of these operators, which is quite interesting in its own right and
provides valuable information about the structure of these operators.

4. MANAGING G-PRODUCTS

We will give in the next two sections a constructive justification of the
existence of the Toda-Dunkl operators and the other operators RE®(H )

for H € 7-'?-‘[b’@, without any reference to the spinor Whittaker function
Q(X, A) obtained above. We assume that B = P for the remainder of
the paper, which is sufficient for establishing the existence and finding
the formulas.

The direct approach involves some nontri}\ial combinatorics of re-
duced decompositions and A—sequences in W but gives more exact
information about the structure and the coefficients of such operators.
We will begin with basic estimates and examples and then we will
proceed by induction in the next section.

4.1. Basic t-estimates. We will denote Spin(Q; ,(X)) by Spin(}’) in
this and further sections. For any f € Spin()V'), w € W, and v € vg,
we define ord? (f) to be the order of the w-component f,, with respect
to t,. Hence for f,g € Spin(V’),

(4.1) ordy,(fg) = ordy,(f) + ordy,(g).
Note that
(4.2) ordy, (6(v) f) = ordy-1,(f),

due to (3.25).
For f € Spin(V’) and v, w € W, define
(43)  ordy(fv) Eordi(f), Tord(v f) <= ordi(f).
More generally, we set ord”, (Aw) = ord”, (A) = Tord (wA) for w € W

and any spinor difference operators A, the sums of the products of
X—spinors and ['—spinors.
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Recall that given a reduced decomposition u = m,s, - --s;, for | =
l(u) and r € O,

(4.4) Th = uGsiGa = G g G znu
for 621 = Oéjl,&2 = Sjl(Oéj2>, ey gr = —b(&’") S é.;_,
/2 ,—1/2
def ,1/2 o —ta
@) Ga = 4l e (1)
<11/2X571 _ t;1/2 (1)6/2 _ t;1/2
= =) - ) Sa,
125 o120 1212
G_a — (0% (0% « - (0% (0% 8a7
Xa—1 Xa—1
where @ € R. Recall that Xz = X,¢/ for @ = [a,j] and that

{at,a?,...,a'} = \@W) C R,. Note that Usz -+ sz1 = 7.

We will restrict ourselves to the estimates of the orders of operators
Yb_l for b € P,. This is totally parallel to the case of Y}, and comple-
mentary to the proof of Proposition 5.1 provided below, where the case
of positive powers will be addressed.

Accordingly,

ta—Xajl+ ty — 1
1-xz' 11— Xx:t

«

(4.6) Ta_l = éal s éal ﬂ‘l, éa =

Sa-

where, as above, a' = a;,, &% = s;,(aj,), & = sj,8,(aj,) and so on.
We set

T fhm1 o~
4.7 s = ——2%  gsg = ———, Gz = fz+gasa.
4.7) . oxo1 Y e fa+yg

Our aim is to estimate the orders of operators a’(T;) with respect
to t, for v € vg aiming at the limit ¢, — 0 for all ». Recall that for
be P and v € vg,

(4.8) q(pk,b) — qzuku(pu,b) _ Hquy(px,b) _ Htlspg,b)’

v

also, t!(@/2 — 1_[15£”(@)/2 = ¢t @2 for @ e W,
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The following straightforward formulas are actually the key. For any

~ . def
vV E VR, @ = |a, V]| and 64, = 6, 1,

N 0 if w(a) >0
49 dy,(2°(ga)) = 7 |
(4.9)  ordl(’(a)) {_(w—l(a),pg), if w™ (@) <0,
and

_ S if w(a) >0
410 d(='(fa)) = ¢ 7 |
(4.10) ord,, (e’ (fa)) { 0, ifw(a)<0.
Indeed,
411 *(9a) = b
( . ) x (ga) - Z 1 . q(pk,wfl(a))w—l(X—l) CUH

weWw
SiFN t,— qProw T (@)= 1(X 1)

(4.12) o (fa) = Y = @1 (X, )

weW
We also need the t,—orders of I', = (—b):

ord?, (22’ (Iy)) = ord’, (Y ¢~ OIT 1 ¢,) = — (o), w ™ (B)).
veW

Applying this formula to szs, = T['Z for a = [a,v.j] € R, we obtain
that
ordy,(’(sa)) = —j (p/,w ™' (@)), and

ord” &5 T~5~)) = _] (pz\//’w_l(a))> if w_l(a) > 07
(4.13) 4y, (@ (9asa)) {—(1 + ) (pY,w ), if w(a)<O0.

Recall that we set ord” (Aw) = ord” (A) = Tord” (wA) for w € W
and any spinor difference operators A, the sums of the products of
X—spinors and ['=spinors. One also has that

g&S& = Sar_jg—&> and

(L +4) (o, w™H(e),  if w™(e) >0,

ford” (22’ (Gass)) = ,
(4.14)  Tord; (e’ (Gasa)) {](pg,w—l(a)), if w(a) < 0.
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4.2. Leading terms. In this section, we provide the estimates for
some of the coefficients of the Y—operators, which will be main in-
gredients of the direct justification of the existence (and invertibility)
of RE(Y},) in the next section.

It is straightforward to calculate the top coefficient in the expansion
of To1 = @t def Y oeiv C3®, which is C;-1. It can be obtained
only by picking the terms without sz from all binomials in (4.6). Thus

w15 = [ F= [ e
)

deA(@ [a,f]EA(@) L= Xa
Let us apply this formula to u = b € P.. Then
AN ={a=[,vj];a>0,v,=v,0<j< (ba’)}
and (p) — w(p),),b) is exactly the number of @ € A, (b) such that

w(a) < 0, which coincides with the number of fz for &@ € A, (b)

such that ord”,(f5) = 0.
Therefore,

(4.16) ord, (& (CyTp)) = D ord(fa) — (o), w'(b)

acA,(b)
=2(p;,0) — (p, —w(p)),b) — (py, w™ (b)) = (p;, D).

We see that the term ¢~ -?a’(C_,I')) in the a’—image of the expan-
sion

(4.17) y;)—l — q—(pk,b)y;)—l — q—(pk,b) Z Coo

weW
is of zero order, as it is supposed to be due to the existence and invert-
ibility of RE(Y; ).

We will prove below that the order ord”, (z°(II)) is non-negative for
each w € W and any individual product II contributing to YbjEl (b €
P,), where we pick terms with and without s; from 77! in the polyno-
mial representation. Equivalently, we can expand YbjEl with u placed on
the left. In the case of ¥, ', which we mainly consider in this section,

ordy, (2’ (1)) ordy, (2’ (@) > (p),b) < ordy (e’ (I1F)) ordy, (e ()
for any individual products 117, of j??;j and Js contributing to Cp from

(4.17) and their counterparts IT% for ford, i.e. for ¥;"' = 3" @ 11% with
w collected on the left.
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4.3. The lowest terms. The smallest possible w that can be obtained
from w is when we always pick the terms with sz from the binomials
in the product (4.6) for o' = @271 H @

It will contribute to the C—coefficient of 7 (max1mally dlstant from
@™1). There can be of course other products that contribute to C’W;17
their number grows exponentially with {(%). This particular product is
as follows:

(4.18) Hg% = Hlt'_;(ll;

recall that {a;} are sunple roots.

Let v € vg, w € W and N} (b;w) be the number of simple reflections
s; for v; = v in a given decomposition of b € P, such that w™*(a;) < 0.
Accordingly, N} is zero when w™(¢) < 0 or v = v}, and the number
of 89 in this decomposition of b otherwise. We set N7 (b) if all s; with
v; = v are counted, and omit the super-index v if all v € vy are
considered. Actually here we need only the decomposition of 7 1b,
where b — w, € Q).

In such case, we claim that for any reduced decomposition of b = b,
and for an arbitrary w € W,

I
(4.19)  ord} (q_(”’“b)ae‘s((H fq'ajr)ﬁgl)) > 0, equivalently,

NG (b w)(0, w(p,)) Z Ny (b w) (o, w(py) + (W w(py) = (b, py)-

7=1

Here we use that 7' = u,[',, and therefore

=0 (7_(7,—1) —u, (q—(vfl(erPk)Z I‘;}l (wr)gv) — q—(vfl(wr)vﬁk)z I‘;}l (wr)curv

veW veW
= q_(wfluT'(UJr')vpk) Z F;llur(wr) CUJ — (w™Hwypx),pK) Z Fw Hwn)
weW weW
Recall that w,« = —u,(w,) for the image r* of r under the involution

of the nonaffine Dynkin diagram on the set O induced by —wjg. Also,
(b, pY) = (—wo(b), pY) for v € v,

The existence of a reduced decomposition of b such that (4.19) holds
for any w can be justified directly using that the left-hand side of
(4.19) is additive for b = a + ¢, where a € QN Py and ¢ € P, (so is its
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right-hand side). We use here that {(a + ¢) = l(a) + I(c) and therefore
NY(a+ c;w) = Ny (a;w) + NY(c;w) if the reduced decomposition of a
and ¢ are combined together (without further using the homogeneous
Coxeter transformations).

For instance, for w = id and b € P,, the inequality becomes the
estimate No(b) > (b — wy,p’)/(¥,pY). Taking w = s;(j > 0) and
assuming that the root system is not A;, we arrive at

No(D)(0, p" = @) 4+ Nj(b) > (b= wy, p’) + by .

For b = w,, it means that N;(w,) > 6,«; and that u, = 7, 'w, contains
at least one s, in any of its reduced decompositions. This holds since
otherwise u,(w,+) = w,+, which is impossible because u,(w,+) = —w;..

When w = wy, we obtain the inequality, which is of some interest
and clarifies the combinatorics related to our estimates:

D_Ni(b) = 26,6Y) = No(B) > (b, p").

It can be readily transformed to Ny(b) < (b—w,,p") and is sharp for
b=w,, rel.

4.4. Taking one g. Let us now pick only one term gziszi (1 <i <1)
from the binomials in the product (4.6) and then move o* 4ol s to the

left. We will also use the notation s' S s_; for a' = [a?, v4i7]. Recall
that

X e . CEE |
(4.20) Tal :Gal---Galu 1, Ga: 1—Xa_1 +1_X671$a.

The contribution of this term to }'}},_1 ot gy, for b e Py s

(421) Ui <foi(a1)f0i(a2) cee fo-i(a'ifl) (g_ai)fai+l cee f&l ) Fb.

We claim that the order of this expression is no smaller than (pY,b).
Using (4.16) and (4.14), it suffices to check the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1.
(422) Ol"d;ju (};i(al)_ﬁ.i(a2) s ]?Ui(ai—l)) + TOl”dZ)(fgvai (UZ))
> OrdZ] (]’%1]’%2 s faz)
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Let us begin its proof with the example of simplest w = id. We set

here and below a7 = [a/,vm,] for j = 1,--- 1, for instance &' =
[a’, vyim;), and B def o'(@") = [B",vsrk,] for r = 1,2,...,4; thus
Bi—al

If w = id, then w='(a’) = &/ > 0 and we need to check that for 3"
such that vg- = v and for a given v € vp,

(4.23)  (mi+1)(p),0') = [{B"; B =5'(a") <0, 1 <7 <i}.

Using (1.26) we obtain that if o’ # 8 € A\, (s), then for each k, either
18, vgk] or |8, vsk] for B’ = —s'(3) can belong to the set {8", 1 <r <
i}, but not both.

More exactly, Claim (i7) from Lemma 1.3 gives that there will be ex-
actly one such occurrence for each 0 < k < (af, 3¥)m;. The coefficient
(o', BY) is 1 unless 3 is short and o' is long, when it equals vy, i.e. it
is 73,4 in the notation from this Lemma.

Therefore the total number 9 of f = [B,vgk] € {f"} such that
a' # B e \s') is as follows:

m - (p7 aV) =m; (plnga av> —1 + Vlng(pshtv av))
(plng> Oé) -1+ (psht> Oé))
((pY,a) = 1) for long a = o,
(
(

pl{lg? Oé) + (Psht> Oé) - 1)

Accordingly, for 91, defined when o # 3 € \,(s?),
N, — (pv, ") = m;i((p, ,a) = b4y)) for long o = o',
N, — (py, ) = mi((p, , @) — a,)) for short a = o'

Allowing the roots { [a,v,k], 0 < k < m;}, ie. omitting the re-
striction 8 # ', we obtain that the right-hand side of (4.23) equals
(14+mi)((py, @) = 0gi ) +04i (1 +m;) for short o', which does coincide
with the left-hand side, and is strictly smaller than the left-hand side if
a' is long, (o', psny) # 0 and v = vg,. Recall that the latter constraint
means that we calculate the order with respect to tgy.
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As another example, let us consider w = wy. One needs to verify
that

mi(p), ) < [{ B B =5 (a") <0, var =v=uvg, 1 <r<i}|
in this case. The right-hand side for 1 < r <, i.e. with ¢ added to the
range, has been already calculated above. So the required cardinality
is m;(p,), a') — b4, Plus (p,, ') for short o' and (p,, (o*)") for long a’.
Thus the inequality holds and is strict unless o' is a simple root and
VvV =v;.

4.5. One g and any w. This case is actually the key for the general
consideration, which will be managed by induction with respect to the
number of terms gz gi taken in the products.

We will use that " = o'(a’) € {a*,...,a'} for r < i if and only if
B < 0. Indeed,

o ~ (ai> ar) ~i
) Rilliev
=
and if 7 > 0, then either 4" is a sum of two roots from A »(b) with
positive coefficients and therefore belongs to {a,. 1} or (a',a") >

0 and a" is such a sum of 6’" and . In the latter case, 6’" must belong
to A, (b) because otherwise a' would occur before a” in this sequence;

see Claim (d’) Theorem 2.1 from [C9]. Moreover, 5" must appear before
a' (actually before @") in this case. This proves that 5" < 0.

For arbitrary w € W and v € vg, let us first consider ET such that

(4.24) ord;(fgr) < ord’(far) for r < i, equivalently,
w (") = w (s (a") <0 and w(a") > 0.

We assume here and below that v, = v = vgr; otherwise we have
0 =0 in (4.24). Setting ¢ = sgn(w=(a?)) and o’ 2= ¢w=(af) € R,
we have

w™H(a") € \,(so) and therefore (w™'(a"),a’) = €(a”,a') > 0.
We can stick here only to negative BT due to the remark above; only
such A" may influence the difference Z _, ordy,( fﬁr) >y ordy( far)

(a) The case of w™'(a') < 0. Accordingly, ¢ = — and (a”,a’) <0
for @” under consideration. However then the corresponding " =
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ar—2 ((zzr)) a' belong to A, (b) and, moreover, coincides with certain a”

for p < i, as it was noted above. We see that

(4.25) > ordl(f5) = ord(far) > 0.

If m; = 0, i.e. o' is nonaffine, this concludes the verification of (4.22)
in the considered case. Otherwise, the difference from (4.25) must be
large enough to compensate the negative t,—order due to gzio®. Let us
address this.

We can now assume that m; > 1. It suffices to consider a" =
(", vorm,] with verm, > 0 and & = [a",0] with o &€ A(s%). The
roots & from A(s’) have been already used; recall that s' = s,,. Let

us evaluate the corresponding number of pairs {a”, Br < 0} such that
Vor =V = vgr and

(4.26) ord;(fgr) > ord”(fsr) for r < i, equivalently,

wH(B") = w H(s4:(a”)) >0 and w (") < 0.
Thus o, a” € A\, (w™!). We continue to assume that ¢ = —; so o/ =
—w Ha') > 0.

Let us take an arbitrary 7 € A, (sn); then 7/ = —s, () belongs to
A (8o) as well. We will first consider the AD E—case. For an arbitrary j
such that m; > j > 0, we claim that either [—w(7), j] or [-w("), m;—Jj]
belongs to the sequence {a", 1 < r <i}. Indeed,

(4.27) w(—y) +w(—y) = w(—a') =o' and

[w(=7),j] + [w(=7"),m; — j] = [w(=a'),m;] = a&".
Therefore exactly one of these two roots must occur in the sequence
A(b) before a'. Generally speaking this one can be with a negative
nonaffine component, but all nonaffine components are positive in A(b)
since b € Py.

Moreover, we can assume that —w(y) > 0, since at least one of
w(—y) and w(—+') must be positive. Then the claim is that either
w(—y) = a" &€ A\(s) for certain r < i or [w(—7),m;] = a" for r < 1,
which readily follows from (4.27) with j = 0.

We obtain that the number of a” ¢ A(s') in the form [—w(7), j] for
v € A(so) will be m;((p, ') — 1) +m; = my(p, '), where the second

m; counts the roots [, j| for 1 < j < mj.
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In the BC'FG—case, the calculation is very similar to that for (4.23);
the general answer for &" ¢ A\(s') satisfying (4.26) is m;(p), ’). Indeed,
for any root system R, we need to count the number 9, of 7 = [v, v, k|
such that

v e M(sa) \{'}, 0 <k <vpimy, [w(v),vk] € {a", 1 <r <i};

the consideration of the roots & ¢ A(s'), with & = 0 and those for
v k = vaimy, is left to the readers. We obtain that

M, =(m; —1)((p,, @) — ba,,) for long or short o = o'.

The remaining a” with & = 0 and those for v,k = v,:m; will change
(m; — 1) in N, by m,;. Then we add the roots with v = o’ if v, = v
and obtain the required m;(p,., o).

To finalize this calculation we use (4.14):
ford”, (2 (Gassai)) = Tords (22’ (sai TG -a)) = my (py, w™ ' (a));

recall that w™'(a’) < 0. Therefore (4.22) holds in this case.

(b) The case of w™i(a’) > 0. Now ¢ = + and (a”,a’) > 0. We
fix v € vg. We can essentially follow the same verification as for (4.26)

with @ = wow instead of w. Indeed, W' (a’) < 0 and we need to count

the number of pairs {a", ET def o'(a")} satisfying the same positivity

conditions as in (4.26), namely, w!(a") < 0 and w=(5") > 0.

However now the switch from ord,(fz.) to ord”,(fa) in the corre-

sponding pair {a", E”} will increase

(4.28) ord”, (J%IJ?EQ . ~J%H) = ordzj(fgl) + .+ ordi’u(f@,l)

from (4.22) by one. Accordingly, it suffices to know the upper bound
for the number of such pairs, not the lower bound (actually, the exact
number) needed in (4.26). Relation (4.22), which compares the sum in
(4.28) plus ford(gz:o?) with that for @ (1 < r < i), holds (only) due
to the positive t,~orders of gz and o’ = sz.

In contrast to (4.26), we now have to include nonaffine @ from A(s").
This is straight and will be considered below. We obtain that the
number of pairs {a", f} such that the substitution " — a" increases
(4.28) can be no greater than

(mi + 1)(([7,\,/, O/) - 50/,1/) + 50/,Vmi = (ml + 1)(p1\//’ O/) - 606'7'/;

recall that o/ = w™(a’) and v € vg is fixed.
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On the other hand, (4.14) results in
fordy, (2’ (gassar)) = (mi +1) (py, w™'(a')).

Thus the change of this order versus ordl"v(ae‘s(fai)) = 0q, I8 exactly
(mi + 1)(p,, /) — dar,, and therefore it “compensates” the total sum
of negative differences ord,,(fz — far) for r < i. We establish that

the inequality from (4.22) holds when w!(a’) > 0 and conclude the
justification of Lemma 4.24.

5. TODA-DUNKL OPERATORS

The general case will be managed by induction with respect to the
number of s’ taken in the products. We will begin with some notations
and basic estimates. _

Recall that for a = [o, v,j] € R, tz = to = t,,,

1/2 —-1/2

GF =l %(1 —sa) = t,"*(fa + ga sa),

X3 -1 ot —1
Toxco o T oxm

1/2 —1/2
o et e =0
o 1— Xz

fa

(1—sa) =t,"*(fz — sa 9a)-

Also, G= def }&/QG§ and Y, = q(b*’pk)béfzgln(”) . "sagln(q) for b € P;
see (2.6). Note that G~ = Gz was used in (4.6).

See the definition and basic properties of ord”, and ford”, in the be-
ginning of Section 4.1.

The following proposition provides the basic tool needed for a direct
proof of the existence of the Toda-Dunkl operators. The proposition
consists of two parts. In part A, given u € W and a reduced decompo-
sition u = sj, - - - 55, we will consider arbitrary products of the form
(5.1) GE -G GEL - GE

a’™ —ar "’ —aP

for 1<r<p<l,

and expand such products by choosing from each G?; either f, or g, Sa.
The statements in part B are more restrictive, though they directly
result in the existence of the Toda-Dunkl operators; see Corollary 5.2.
We will see in Proposition 5.4 that it is sufficient to manage only the
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nonaffine products from (5.1) in order to prove the existence of the
Toda-Dunkl operators.

5.1. The key step. The following proposition is the key in our ap-
proach.

Proposition 5.1. A. For u € W and its reduced decomposition u =
Sj, 85, let 1<r<p<landweW.

(i) The ord’, of any product in the expansion of &°(GL, - GZ,) is
bounded below by ord’ (ae°(far -+ far))-

(ii) The ord”, of any product in the expansion of &’ (G* . ---G*t.,)
is bounded below by ord” (se°(f_ar -+ foar))-

(iii) The ford”, of any product in the expansion of (G - - - Gy
bounded below by ord”, (2e°(far =+ far)).

(iv) The Tord”, of any product in the expansion of 2 (GG )
is bounded below by ord” (a0 (f_or -+ far))-

B. Let b = m,sj,---sj, be a reduced decomposition of b € Py and let
1<p<lL,weW.

(i) The ord”, of any product in the expansion of a°(G%, -- Ggl) is
bounded below by ord” (se®(fan -+ fa1))-

(ii) The Tord”, of any product in the expansion of ae‘;(é:al . -C’:ap)
is bounded below by ord”, (a°(f_q1 -+ f_ar)).

) is

Corollary 5.2. Letb € Py. The ord. of any particular product in the
expansions of

2’ (b'Y,) = GL--GL or (Y, ') = G5 -Gy,

is no smaller than ord” (b) and ord’ (b=') correspondingly. Therefore,
the operators Y, = RES(Y;) and }A/b’ = RES(Y, ") are well defined and
invertible; Ybe_l = 1 results in }A/bf/b’ = 1. Moreover, the RE°—limits
of all products in their G—expansions are well defined.

The corollary readily follows from Part B of the proposition. For
instance, use (i) and calculations performed in (4.16) and (4.17) in
the case of Y, .

We provide below a complete proof only for Claim (i) from Part A
of the proposition. Statements (i, i, iv) and Part B can be proved by
similar arguments. The justification is based on the following lemma.
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Lemma 5.3. A. Let u € W, choose a reduced decomposition u =
Sj, - S, and let 1 <r <p <I. Then for anyp >1>1r andw € W,
one has

(5.2) Ord;(a%é(gaifsi(aifl) te fsi(ar-))) > OI‘dZ}(%(S(fai s far)).

B. We use the notation o* = szx, where 1 < k < 1. For a reduced
decomposition b = m,s5,---s;, € P and any 1 <1 <[, we W,

(5.3)  ord) (2’ (gai fri@1) +* foiay ') > ordy (e’ (fai - -+ far))-

5.2. The justifications.
Proof of Lemma 5.3. We prove Part A only; the second part is quite
parallel to Section 4.5 instead of the arguments below. Actually, for-
mula (4.26) above is the only really special feature of the affine case.
This formula and related ones were given in Section 4.5 in the case of
Y, '; the adjustments needed for (5.3), the case of Y;, are straightfor-
ward. This formula is exactly the reason why we need to make r = 1
when extending (5.2) to the affine case.

Let us begin with some basic orders. We note first that for a =

[, Vo]

0, if w™(a) >0,
(@), it wa) <0,

(54)  ordy(e’(ga)) = {
and

0 if w™(a) >0
5.5 A (2 (fz) =14 ’
( ) or w(& (f )) {5%”&7 if w_l(a) <0.
The second line in (5.5) follows from the fact that (p’, w=(a)) # 0 for
all w € W provided v = v,.

Let w = s;,---s;, be the reduced decomposition from Part A and
r<i<p<Il Write a = a' (sos, = s') and take 3 = oF for any
i >k >r. Using (5.5), one has

ord;, (&5(fﬁ)) < ordy, (&5(f8a(5)))

unless

(5.6) v=uz w (B)<0, and w '(s.(B)) > 0.



NONSYMMETRIC DIFFERENCE WHITTAKER FUNCTIONS 65

An equivalent description of (5.6) is
(5.7) ord’ (2°(fs)) =1 and ord’(z’(fs.(s)) =0,

Assuming (5.6) holds, there are two cases to consider: either w™'(a) >
0 or w™(a) < 0.

Suppose w~(a) > 0. Then ord” (’(g,)) = ord’ (’(f.)) = 0. If
(5.7) occurs, then one must have (8,a) < 0. Hence s,(3) belongs
to AM(u) and by Lemma 1.1, one has s.(8) = o/ where i > j > k.
Therefore, the application of s, to the product f,i-1--- for reverses
the positions of the factors f, (s and fg for all pairs {f3, so(3)}, where
3 satisfies (5.7); the ord;, of any other factors in this product can only
increase upon the application of s,. This proves (5.2) when w™!(a) > 0.

It remains to consider the case when w™'(a) < 0. We note that

w1 (sa(B)) = Sw-1(a)(w™(3)). By (1.28), one has
(5.8) L(Sw-1(0) < =2(p), w™H (@) = Gy

(The only case when (5.8) is not an equality is v, = Vpg and v = vgy.)
Combining this with (5.4) and (5.5) yields

lu(surl(a)) - 5V,Va

(5.9)  ordy(’(ga)) > ordy(2’(fa)) + 5

Using (1.28), one sees that

lu(swfl(a)) - 6u,ua
2

is the maximum possible number of 5 satisfying (5.6). In other words,
(5.9) compensates for all drops in the order coming from (5.7) when
applying s, to the product fui-1--- for. This establishes (5.2). O

Now we are going to prove Statement (i) from Part A of Proposition
5.1.  We argue by induction on the number of factors of the form
Ja Sa chosen to form a particular product in the expansion — the base

case being the product when no such factors are chosen, i.e., P’ def
EEé(fap cee fa”")-

First, let us consider some particular cases. Suppose that just one
factor of the form g, sS4, say g.: %, is chosen. In other words, take the
product

def

Pi — %6(]0@1’ te fa”l Joi Si fa“l o 'fOlT)‘
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Due to (4.3),
OI"dZ](PZ) = Ol"dzj(%é(fap te fai+1 o fsi(aifl) s ‘fsi(ar)))
= Ordzyu(%é(fap o fair1)) + Ordzyu(aeé(gai fsai(oéifl) T fSai(O‘T)))7

Then (5.2) gives ord” (P?) > ord”, (P?), as claimed.
Next, let us consider the case when two factors of g, s, are chosen:

P92 e (fup -+ fairt (Gus 8°) fair -+ fares (Gas 87) fars -+ for).

Due to (4.3),

OrdZ(Pij) = ordZJ(ae‘s(fap o faitt Gai fsiai-1y o fsiqaitn
(5.10) X Gsi(as) fsisi(ai-1)  * fsisi(ar)))-
Apply (4.2) and (5.2) as follows:

ord’, (8’ (gsi(ar) fsisi(ai-1) *** fsisi(ar)))

=ord:, (8" (gos fitai-1) * fsitar)))
> ordYiy, (8 (fai fai—1 -+ far)) =o0rdl, (8" (fsi(as) fsi(@i-)  ** fsitar)))-
Returning to (5.10), one then has
(511)  ord}(PY) 2 ot (& (- fars G Fitar sy Fotar))
= ord” (P") > ord” (P).

In general, for any decreasing sequence p > i1 > 19 > -+ > i, > T,
we set
pivein & 2, - h,),
where h; = g, s° whenever i € {iy,...,4,} and h; = f, otherwise.
The same reasoning used to arrive at (5.11) shows that
(5.12) ordy, (P1"m) > ordy, (P1m=1),
which gives the induction step and completes the proof. O

Omitting all f,. As an example clarifying the nature of the estimates
in Lemma 5.3, let us discuss the extremal case of Proposition 5.1 when
we choose all g, s, when expanding ae‘;(G;Q -+ GT). That is, consider
the product

2% (gor 5" g 81) = aeé(g_ufl(ajl) G u(ay,) ut).

Let MY (u;w) denote the number of simple reflections s; for v; = v in
the given decomposition u = sj, - - - s;, such that (uw)™'(a;) > 0 (so it
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depends on the choice of the reduced decomposition). Using (5.4) and
(5.5), Proposition 5.1(i) then translates to

S M) (g () =Y G

Jj=1 aeX(u)NA(w=1)

Similarly, Proposition 5.1(i77) in such a case leads to the product
(s g1 5 gar) = .':E‘S(u_lgajl = 'gajl)

and gives that

(5'13> - Z 51/7043' Nj(“? w) (ajv w(pz\//)) > Z 5!/,117

aeX(u)NA(w—1)

where N;(u;w) is the number of simple reflections s; in v = s;, - - - 55,
such that w™'(a;) < 0. It is a counterpart of formula (4.19) with
u € W instead of b € Py.

When w = wy, relation (5.13) becomes the identity [, (u) = [, (u).
Taking w = v~ ! and assuming that there is only one simple «; in A, (u),
we obtain the following upper bound for [, (u):

—N;(w)(u(ay), py) = b(u), Nj(u) = {jr =j, 7 =1,2,.... 1}].

5.3. Y-hat operators. In this section, we use the considerations above
to give a direct and constructive justification of the existence of the
Toda-Dunkl operators, based on the consideration of minuscule weights,
¥ and short roots (considered as weights).

Proposition 5.4. The limit RE°(Y}) exists when
(Hb=w, (reod, (2) b is a short positive root,
(B)b=—w, (re0), (4)bis a short negative root,

and therefore it exists for any b € P.

Proof. The final claim holds because P is generated by the minuscule
weights together with (), which in turn is generated by the short roots.

For (1) and (2), we consider first b € P.. Write b = mw =
mSj, -85, (L= 1(b)) in W and form a” (1 < p < 1) from (1.15).
Since b € Py, one has [,(b) = 2(b,p;) and Y, = T}, = n, 1}, ---Tj,.
Hence Y, = ¢~ T, G, - - - GL,. Using (3.36), we can write

%5(%) _ Z q—(b, pr—w(pr)) F—url(b) Co &5((;*;'[ - Ggl)
weW
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We claim that for any b € P,
(5.14) &) = = Z q GOy G (far e far)
weWw

is regular at ¢, = 0. Indeed, one has

q —(b, pr—w(px)) Ht (b, py —w(py))

and the exponents (b, p/ — w(p,))) count the number of @ = [, v,j] €
A\, (b) such that w™!(a) < 0. This follows from (1.16) and the following:

(5.15) pl—wip)= >, o
aeX, (w™T)
Now the regularity of £2(Y}) is immediate from (5.5).

(1) Let b = w, for r € O'; recall that w, = m,u,. Using Proposition
5.1, where we take u = u,., the regularity of 2’(Y,, ) follows from that
of £(Y,,).

(2) Suppose b = « is any short positive root. Using Lemma 1.4,
find a reduced expression sy = s; ---5;,5,5;, - -s; such that a =
;. -85, (V) where 0 < r < p. Let | = (sy) = 2p+ 1 and construct
A(sq) = {at, ..., a'} using the chosen reduced decomposition.

Recall that ¥ = sgsy and [(J) = l(sy) + 1. Accordingly, one has
Yy = ToTs, and A\(9) = A(sy) U {[9,1]}.

Due to (1.33) and (1.45), one has

Ya - (7}:1 o TYJZI) TO (,’le o 'TyjmeTyjp o 'Tyjr+1>’
Hence, for v =s;, ---s;,, we can write
(516) /U_l Ya V= q_(ﬂ’pk) G;r st G;l F_rﬂ G?l; 1] G+ T éa7+1
We note that by (3.34)
2’ (v Y, v) = v el (V) v.

Hence it suffices to prove that z’(v='Y, v) is regular at ¢, = 0.
By Proposition 5.1(1, 4i7), it is enough to consider

q_(197pk)%5(far . fal _ [19 1 fal ce far+1).

We expand this product by choosing either fiy 1 or g s, from
G+

[9,1]°
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Choosing fjy 1) from C';Y[J;’l], we arrive at £°(Yy), which is known to be

regular at ¢, = 0 (cf. (5.14)).
Thus it remains to choose gy 1) Si9,1). This yields
q—(ﬁ,pk)&é(far o fa1 g9,—-1] Sv fal T .foc”q)a

where we have used that I'_y gjg,1) Sj9,1] = g9,—1] 9. According to (4.3),
when calculating ord;,, one must move sy to the right:

9 (far + - farer) = (foar -+ foai—r) S0,
where we have used (1.25). By (5.4), we need to show that

Ordtyu(%é(fa”" o falf—al te f—alfr))

9, py if w™i(Y
(5.17) > {0 o w0
(0, py +w(py)), ifw™(d) <0,
for any 0 < r <p.
To this end, assume first that w=1(J) > 0. Clearly we have

ord, (& (far -+ far foar = foar)) = D Opar-
i=1

For the remaining factors in the left-hand side of (5.17), one has

p
OrdZ(EE(S(f—aT*l e f—a“”")) > 51/,19 + Z 51/,0/‘“

i=r+1
This can be seen as follows. First, a?™* = ¢ and hence by (5.5)
ord” (2°(f_aw+1)) = d,9. Second, for each r + 1 < i < p, at least
one of w=(a?) or w(a!~*1) must be positive. This follows from
Lemma 1.1(i7), (1.25), and the assumption w='(d) > 0. Therefore,
altogether one has

p
(5.18) ord, (@ (far -+ far far ++ foatr)) = Opp + > Oy
=1

Finally, using Lemma 1.3(i), one finds that the right-hand side of (5.18)
is exactly (¢, p)).
Now assume w™! () < 0. One has

(5.19) OrdZ(%é(f_al cee f_alfr')) = E 61,’0{2'
1<i<l—r
w™l(a?)>0
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and
(5.20) ordly (@ (for - fu)) = > G = Y Oy
1<i<r I—r+1<i<l
w1 (a?)<0 w™Hat)>0

The inequality in (5.20) follows from Lemma 1.1(i¢), (1.25), and the
assumption that w=(¥) < 0. In particular, if w=!(a!/="!) > 0 for
1 < i < p, then necessarily w™!(a’) < 0. Putting (5.19) and (5.20)
together, one has

(521) Ord;(&%é(far te falf_al ce f—alfr)) > Z 51/,0/'
1<i<l
w™Ha?)>0

Finally, to get (5.17), we observe that

(5.22) o +w(p)) = Z a’

a>0,va=v

wil(a)>0
and consequently (U, p,, + w(p))) is exactly the number of a € A, (V)
with w™!(a) > 0. Note that since w™'(¥) < 0, such @ must belong to

Au(s9) \ {V}.

This completes the proof of (5.17) and hence the proof of (2) as well.

Comment. The relation T, 'Y, T, ' = Y, @) from (1.45), which was
used at the beginning of (2), is valid only when (b, ) = 1. In partic-
ular, it does not hold for b = «,,, and ¢ = m. In this case,

(5.23) TV, Tt =Yoo+ (a2 =, YTt

aAm - m

m

patible with the limit ¢, — 0. Nevertheless, we can reach Ya‘"}, along
with all the operators corresponding to negative short roots, by starting
from Y '. This is carried out in (4) below. O

Before (3) and (4), let us make some general remarks about Y_,
for arbitrary b € P,. Write b = m,s;,---s;, (I = [(b)) and construct
Ab) = {at,---,a'} using this reduced decomposition. Then —b =
T S () Seo(iy), Which is a reduced decomposition.

For 1 <p <, let

One cannot use (5.23) to pass from Y, to Y, ! in a way that is com-

- L
BP = 0@ = sp () Sl pia) (O Gipi))s
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so that A(=b) = {B*,---, B'}. We can write

Y., = q—(b,pk)rb GEI .. Ggl — G:a1 G q—(b,Pk) I,.
Hence

(524> %J(Y—b) = &5(é:a1 e G:m) Z q_(b7 prtw(pr)) Fw—l(b) Cw-
weW

We claim that for any b € P,

(5.25) (Vo) Zae(frgr o fra) D g OAT DTy G
weW

is regular at t, = 0. The proof is similar to that for £°(Y;) from (5.14)
that was given before step (1). One uses (5.22) instead of (5.15).

(3) In the case of b = w, (r € O'), the regularity of &°(Y_,) is
immediate from that of £(Y_;), due to Proposition 5.1(47).

(4) For b equal to any negative short root «, the proof is simi-
lar to (2). Use Lemma 1.4 to choose a reduced decomposition sy =
Sjy**5j,5mS;, -+ S5 such that s; ---s;(=V) = —a where 0 < r < p.
Then, starting from Y, ' = T 'T;™", we use (1.33) and (1.45) to get
= szleyﬁ_lleT'

J2s

Y_l ) = leyﬁ_lTjU Y_l

55, (9 85851 (0)
Ya_l = err o 'erlyﬂ_lf‘rjl te ,’TJT

Then, as in (2), the regularity of a°(Y,!) can be shown using Propo-
sition 5.1(i, iv). O

5.4. Other generators. Recall the definition of ﬁ{b’p from Section 3.6
(we continue to take B = P). We will calculate the RE? limits of the

remaining generators T, (1> 0)and I1. Recall that T, = 7} fori > 0 and
To = o(Ty) = té/zT_lTO_l. We also consider X, 2 ¢(b+20) X, = o(Y.y).

Sy

Proposition 5.5. (i) The operators T; = RES(T}) exist for all i =
0,...,n. Moreover,

(5.26) T,=RE‘(T)= > Cu(si—1) for i>0.

weW s.t.
w1 (a;)<0
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(ii) For any b € P,
(5.27) RE'(X)) = Y X, Cu

weW s.t.
w(b)=by

(i1i) For any r € O,

=S (Ko I 0-X1 006w

weW a€X(ur) s.t.
(w(e@),pY)=1

(5.28) + Y (O fowlu) v for certain f,., € Q,[X,,b € B].
v<u, b WEW

Proof. (i) Using a°(s;) = s; and (3.35), we readily arrive at (5.26)
for i > 0. The case of i = 0 is significantly more involved. We have Ty =
go(To) 1/ °T o Xy ! where ¢ is the duality anti-involution defined

n (1.43). Write Sy = Sj,---S;; = Sj---8; (I = U(sy)). Let of =
sjl -85, () € A(sg) forp=1,...,1.

Now

(5.29) To =t 2 [t o2 G G so X5

By Lemma 1.3(7), one has ( (319) =29, p.) — d0,9. Hence
1/2 Ht—l (819 Ht 19 pu +6u19

Returning to (5.29), we have

(5.30)
@ (Ty) =2 (G2 - GZ ) D taw g ) X ) Gy s
weWw
By Proposition 5.1(iv),
Tordi';(ae‘s(G’:Ol1 . -Gf:al)
> ordl (e’ (foar -+ frat)) = > Sac

a€X(sy)N(Ry\A(w1))

The claim now follows from (5.22) and the description of the sets A, ()
due to ¥ = spsy. The tg, factor in (5.30) accounts for the case when
w™(¥) > 0, because A(sy) = A(V) \ {[9,1]}.
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(i) By definition, X; = ¢®+ %) X}; hence

%5()'50 _ Z q(b+—w71(b)7pk)Xw71(b) Co-
weWw
Now (5.27) follows, using the fact that b, > w=!(b) for all w € W.
(777) Recall that 77" = X, T, 1. Let u, = s;, - - - 55, be a reduced de-
composition. Construct A\(u,) = {al, ..., a'} using this decomposition.
Then
il= q_(“’“p’“)XwTGJ_ra1 o -GJ_FQI ut.

We have used here that I, (u,) = [, (w,) = 2(w,, p),). Hence
%5(7\%;1) = (Z q_(w'ﬁpk'l'w(pk)) wal(wr) Cw) &6(éi—a1 e é—"—_al) u_l.

T

weW
Now, by (5.22) and Proposition 5.1(ii), the limit RE°(#, ') exists. Then
(5.28) follows readily. O

Propositions 5.4 and 5.5 provide a direct justification, independent of

Theorem 3.4, of one of the key results of this paper: the action of @W,
o0 b . . .

the limit of 2L * as t, — 0, in Spin(Q,(X)). Moreover, we obtain that

=, . .
the generators of H{ ” have no nontrivial denominators and therefore

preserve Spin(V), as in Part (i) of Theorem 3.4. Finally, we also see
that it is not necessary to work over the field Q) = Q(g"/®™)); the

action of the generators of @b’”, including that of the Toda-Dunkl
operators, is defined over the ring Z[g*!/(™)].
Symmetrization. Let Spin‘s(V) denote the space of W—invariants of

Spin(V) under the d—action, which is simply §(V). Recall that RE
(without the super index ) is the non-spinor Ruijsenaars-Etingof pro-
cedure defined in (3.1). We will use the operators £; and L; from

(2.20), where f € Q[X]".
Proposition 5.6. Upon the restriction to Spin®(V), one has
RE*(Lg) = RE(Lg) Gu,

weWw
for any f € Q[X]V.

Proof. First, f(Y) is central in 7—1—{@, the subalgebra of 7~ gen-
erated by 7; = T; (i > 0) and Y} (b € P), and hence RE°(Lf) com-

mutes with RE?(T;) from (5.26) for i = 1,...,n. Second, an element
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g € Spin(V) belongs to Spin’ (V) if and only ifi-(g) =0fori=1,...,n
Indeed, applying (5.26) to g = > 1y Gw Cw gives

Ti(g) = Z (gsiw = Gw) Cu-
weW s.t
w1 (a;)<0

The right-hand side vanishes if and only if gs,,, = ¢, Whenever one has
w(a;) < 0. The latter condition is always met either by w or by
w’ = s;w. Thus all differences gs,,, — g, must vanish.

We conclude that RE°(L) preserves Spin’(V). Therefore it has the
form ) ., M ¢, upon the restriction to Spin’ (V) for some difference

operator M. By considering the id—component of RE°(L;), one sees
that M = RE(L;). O

5.5. Examples. Toda-Dunkl operators. For the root system Aj,
T =T, ((Ga+ (1= X)) M +(—Ga + X ¢ s),
Bt =P = (0= X)Ga+ )8 + (Ga— X6 )re

in terms of the fundamental weight w and simple root o, where s = s,
and T'?  is from (3.30). Upon the restriction to Spin’(V), one has

Y, +Y, ! = ((1 — X, + F_w),

a special case of Proposition 5.6.
For the root system A,, one has

T =T, ((Ga+ (1= X))o+ G + (1= X )Cores
+(1 - X;f)Cszsl + (1= X5, )Corsas ) idd
(=G + X5, G = Goo = (1= X5 )oass + X Goroans) 51
o Xy Coron = X o — X o)
(=G = Gt (1= X)X e+ X0 oo+ X s Gorsass) 515251 )

5152

The operator 17;,2 is obtained by interchanging the indices 1 and 2 of
wi, si, and «a; in the above formula. The operators Y, are invertible
(their inverses are Y, ), and one has

Y + Y Y + Y (1 - Xojll)run + (1 - X(;21)F_w1+W2 + F—wz

W1+ wo
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upon the restriction to Spin’(V), where the right-hand side is the ¢—
Toda operator RE(L_,, ); cf. Proposition 5.6 and (2.22).

For the root system B, with a4 long and «s short, the fundamental
weight wy is minuscule, while w; = ¥ is not. One has

Y = Fg—wg ((Cid + <S1 =+ (1 - X;11>(Cszs1 + C818281)

(1= X ) (Cos + Corsy + Cogsron + Corsasrsn)) id

H(—(Ga + 1) + X (Con A+ Corsasisa) — (1= X3 ) Corsa
_(1 - X,;ll)cslsgsl) 52

F(Cor + (1= X ) Corsn + Xy Coost — X Corsas

+Xa11+a2(1 - XOQ )Coosrss — Xa11+a2C51825152) S251
H(— (G 4 o) = (1= X ) oren + X0 (1= X0 )Cns
Xa11+2a2C828132 + X;11C3132sl) 895152
(= (Cor + Consr) + X3 Corsy + X3 (1 = X1 Consas

1 1 —1
+Xa1+a2<815281 Xa1+a2(]' - X, )CS1828182) S18281

(G, — X(;Q Csyso — a1+a2g515251 + Xa1+2a2C31523132) 51523132)-

Application to the nonsymmetric Whittaker function. Let us give the
values of the coefficients a;,, from (2.60) and Proposition 3.3 in the case
of the root system A,. These coefficients are the only ingredient of the
theory of ET—polynomials necessary for an explicit description of the
nonsymmetric Whittaker function Q. See [CM] or [CO2, (2.7)] for the
Aj—case.

Note that ag,, = 1 for all w € W. The following tables give the
values of a,, for nonzero b with a fixed b_ and all 6 elements w € Ss.

For b_ = nwy (n < 0):
‘ b\w H id ‘ S1 ‘ So ‘ S9S51 ‘ S1S2 ‘ S1S2S51 ‘

b =mnw | 1]|1|q¢"| ¢" | " q
b=sa(b_) |00 |1 1 q" q"
b=—nw  ||0] 0] 0 0 1 1

n n

We put @, in the corresponding row and column above and in the
following tables.
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For b_ = nw; (n < 0):

| b\w |id] s | s2] s2s1 | 5182 | 515051 |
b = nw || 1|¢"| 1| ¢ | ¢" q"
b=s1(b_) |0 ] 1|0 ¢" 1 q"
b=—nwy|| 0] 0|0 1 0 1

Note that one can pass from either of these two tables to the other by
relabeling the indices 1 and 2 in the columns.

For b_ = njw; + nows (ny1,ne < 0):
‘ b\ w H id‘ 51 ‘ S9 ‘ 5951 ‘ 5159 ‘ $15981 ‘
b 1 qnl qn2 qn1+n2 qn1+n2 qn1+n2
si(b—) 1O 1 [ 0| ¢ [¢g"™] O
so(b—) || O] O | 1 [gmtm| ¢™ 0
S951(b_) 1O O | O 1 0 q"?
8182(6_) 0 0 0 0 1 qm
b, |00 0] 0 0 1

Furthermore, let us provide the values of a;., = g @®) for Ay in
the notation from Conjecture 2.7 for b = b_, i.e. for antidominant
b. Confirming this conjecture, —n;(w(b)) coincides with the lowest g—
degree of the coefficient of X,y in the product J[,cp, (1 — qX,)!
from Lusztig’s definition of the (nonaffine) Kostant g—partition func-
tion. See [JLZ] and [FFL] concerning using the Kostant g—partition
function in the theory of the BK—filtration and the PBW-filtration.

Namely, ny(w(b)) = (b,7) for w(b) » b € P_ and proper v, € Py.
In this case, 7, is the maximal positive root in the set A(w) (7, = 0
for w = id), except for the following permutations:

Yo = €12 + €34 for w = (2143), 7, = €14 for w = (3142),
(5.31) 7w =€+ ey for w=(3412), (4312), (3421), (4321),

where €;; = ¢, — €, a; = €; — €41 in the notation from the tables of [B].

We note that one can compute the ET—polynomials for A, using the
SAGE software for the E—polynomials based on the formula due to
Haiman-Haglund-Loehr followed by t — co. However a direct usage of
the intertwining operators of nil-DAHA is more efficient (and we need
them for all root systems).
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