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INTEGRABLE MODULES OVER QUANTUM SYMMETRIC PAIR
COIDEAL SUBALGEBRAS

HIDEYA WATANABE

ABSTRACT. We introduce the notion of integrable modules over :quantum groups (a.k.a.
quantum symmetric pair coideal subalgebras). After determining a presentation of such
modules, we prove that each integrable module over a quantum group is integrable when
restricted to an iquantum group. As an application, we show that the space of matrix
coefficients of all simple integrable modules over an :quantum group of finite type with
specific parameters coincides with Bao-Song’s coordinate ring of the 1quantum group.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Representation theory. The quantum groups (a.k.a. quantized enveloping alge-
bras) were introduced by Drinfeld [Dr85] and Jimbo [J85] independently, and their repre-
sentation theory has been studied for many years and been applied to a number of areas of
mathematics and mathematical physics such as orthogonal polynomials, combinatorics,
knot theory, and integrable systems. One of the central objects in the representation
theory of quantum groups is the integrable modules. The notion of integrable modules
originates in the representation theory of semisimple Lie algebras. In this context, an
integrable module is a module over a semisimple Lie algebra which can be integrated to
a representation of a corresponding Lie group. The integrability can be described as the
local nilpotency of the Chevalley generators of the Lie algebra. This description can be
used to define the notion of integrable modules over quantum groups as it is.

The iquantum groups (a.k.a. quantum symmetric pair coideal subalgebras) of finite
type were formulated by Letzter [Le99] in order to perform noncommutative harmonic
analysis on quantum symmetric spaces based on earlier works such as [NS95], [Di96],
[N96]. Letzter’s construction was further generalized to infinite type by Kolb [Kol4].

It has been pointed out that the representation theory of :quantum groups develops
very slowly ([Lel9], [Wa21]). In fact, we do not still know any general theory to classify
the finite-dimensional simple modules over 1quantum groups of finite type, although such
rquantum groups are quantum deformations of the universal enveloping algebra of a finite-
dimensional complex reductive Lie algebra. Several type-dependent classification can be
found in e.g. [GK91], [IK05], [M06] [IT10], [Wa20], [We20], [Wa21]. Since the :quantum
groups have close resemblance to the quantum groups, it seems to be essential for better
understanding of their representation theory to formulate the notion of integrable modules
over rquantum groups. This is the aim of the present paper.

1.2. Integrable modules. Let us recall the definition of integrable modules over quan-
tum groups. Let U be a quantum group, and {E;, F; | i € I} its Chevalley generators.
Then, a weight U-module V' is said to be integrable if for each weight vector v € V| there
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exist tuples (a;)ier, (b;)icr of nonnegative integers such that
Ei(aH_l)U _ _Fwi(bi-i-l)v _ O,
where the elements Ei(aiﬂ), Fi(biﬂ) are divided powers.

Let us turn to the squantum groups. An :quantum group is a certain subalgebra of
a quantum group U, and has a distinguished family {E;, F;, By, | j € L., k € I,} of
elements, which play similar roles to Chevalley generators of U in some sense. Here, the
I, is a subset of I, and I, is its complement [ \ I,. An easy idea to define the integrable
modules over the iquantum group is the local nilpotency with respect to the Ej;, Fj,
and Bj. However, this is not acceptable since the Bj; may acts semisimply on many
modules which should be included in the class of integrable modules. Bao and Wang,
in their theory of icanonical bases [BWI§|, [BW2I], introduced the notion of :divided
powers, which are analogues of the divided powers of quantum groups. Using the idivided
powers, one may be able to resolve the semisimplicity issue of B above. Instead, testing
integrability would be too hard since the :divided powers are very complicated in general.

To overcome this difficulty, let us recall an alternative definition of the integrable U-
modules. Let X+ denote the set of dominant weights. For each A € X, let V() denote
the integrable highest weight module of highest weight A with highest weight vector v,.
Also, let “V(\) denote the integrable lowest weight module of lowest weight —\ with lowest
weight vector “vy. Then, a weight U-module V' is integrable if and only if for each weight
vector v € V, there exist A\, u € X and a U-module homomorphism “V(\) @ V(u) = V
which sends “vy ® v, to v. Namely, integrable U-modules are locally quotients of various
“VIA) @ V(p).

The U-modules “V(\) ® V(u) appear in Lusztig’s construction of the canonical basis
of modified form of U ([Lu92]). They are replaced by certain U’-modules L*(\, ) in
Bao-Wang’s theory of icanonical bases [BWIS], [BW2I]. Hence, it is natural to define
an integrable U’-module to be locally a quotient of V*(\, ). This definition turns out to
work well in the present paper as summarized below.

1.3. Results. First, we determine a presentation of the U*-modules V*(A, ). This en-
ables one to test a given U’-module to be integrable in a systematical way. In many
cases, one only needs to check the local nilpotency with respect to £, F};, By, just like the
quantum group case. In the remaining case, one needs to investigate local semisimplicity
of some Bj. As an application, we show that each integrable U-module is integrable as a
U’-module.

Next, we concentrate on the iquantum groups of finite type. We also assume that the
parameters of the U" is chosen in a way such that the U* is invariant under a certain
anti-algebra involution p on U, and that the :canonical basis of the modified form of U*
is stable (or, strongly compatible). It turns out that each simple integrable U*-module is
finite-dimensional and appears as submodule of a finite-dimensional U-module.

Let us consider the space of matrix coefficients of all simple integrable U’-modules. As
in the quantum group case ([Ka93, Section 7]), it admits a Peter-Weyl type decomposi-
tion. Furthermore, by using the stability of icanonical bases and the characterization of
integrability, we show that this space has a basis which is dual to the :canonical basis of
the modified form of U*. This shows that the space of matrix coefficients coincides with
Bao-Song’s quantized coordinate ring [BS22], and hence, gives an intrinsic description of
the latter.
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1.4. Organization. The present paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review
basic definitions and results concerning the structure and representation theory of quan-
tum groups. SectionBlis devoted to formulating integrable modules over tquantum groups.
In Section @] we give an integrability criterion, and then prove that each integrable module
over a quantum group is integrable when restricted to an :quantum group. As an appli-
cation of this result, we investigate the space of matrix coefficients of all simple integrable
modules over an rquantum group of finite type in Section [Bl

Acknowledgments. The author thanks Paul Terwilliger for comments on the represen-
tation theory of :quantum groups, especially the ¢-Onsager algebra. He is also grateful to
Stefan Kolb for fruitful discussion on a sufficient condition for a weight U*-module to be
integrable, which stimulates him to formulate Proposition 31 This work was supported
by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP24K16903.

2. QUANTUM GROUPS

In this section, we prepare necessary notation and fundamental results regarding the
quantum groups. We more or less follow Lusztig’s textbook [Lu93|] except in Subsection
2.4l where we discuss Levi and parabolic subalgebras of a quantum group.

2.1. Cartan and root data. Throughout the present paper, we fix an indeterminate ¢,
a Cartan datum [ = (I,-) and a Y- and X-regular root datum (Y, X, (,), 11", II) of type
I. For each i, € I and n € Z>, set

11
di =
2
219
Qi 5 = — )
7] ’L'Z
g = q*,
[n]l = g _qila
qi — g,

For each i € I, let h; € IIV and «; € II denote the corresponding simple coroot and simple
root, respectively; in particular, we have

<hi, Oéj> = Qi j for all Z,j el.
Let Br and W denote the braid group associated with 7, and s; the simple reflection
corresponding to i € I. They act on Z[I], Y, and X by
Sij :] — ai,ji, Sl'h, = h — <h, Oél'>hi, Si)\ = )\ — <hl, )\)Oél

foreachi,5 €I, heY, A e X.

Let Q := >"..; Zo; C X denote the root lattice, and QF := £
and negative cones.

Let < denote the dominance order on X, the partial ordering defined as follows: For
each A\, € X, we have A < p if and only if p— A € Q*.

Let Xt denote the set of dominant weights:

Xt :={ e X | (hj;\) >0 foralliel}.

i1 Lo the positive
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2.2. Quantum groups. Let U denote the quantum group associated with the root da-
tum (Y, X, (,), 1V, II). Namely, the U is the unital associative Q(q)-algebra with genera-
tors

{E;, F;, K |iel, heY}

subject to the following relations: For each h,hy,ho € Y and i,5 € I,

Ko =1,

Ky Ky = Knyihy,

KBy = q" ) Bi K,

Ky Fi = " E K,
K, — K

4 —q

> (F)EVEEY =0 ifi#j,

r+s=1-a; ;

> (-1 FVEFY =0 ifi#j.

r+s=1-a; ;

EiFj — F5E; = 0

)

where

1 1
o Rk

The braid group Br acts on U by s; — T/} ([Lu93, §37.1]). For each w € W with
reduced expression w = s;, - - - 5;,, set

K= Kgp,, E™ =B F" .=

e 1/ /!
T’UJ «— T'171 A .ﬂlvl.

7

Let U™, UY and U™ denote the negative, Cartan, and positive parts of U, respectively.
We have a triangular decomposition:

(2.2.1) U=UUU"~U @U@ U".
Let B(400) denote the canonical basis of UT. They are graded by QF:
B(£o0) = | | B(£oo)y,
AEQT
where
B(£00)y := B(£00) NUF, UT :={uecUT | KwuK_, =¢" u forall h € Y}

For each b € B(£00), we set wt(b) := .
Let w denote the Chevalley involution on U, that is, the algebra automorphism such
that

LU(EZ) = E, w(Kh) = th for alli e [, hey.
Given a U-module V, let “V = {“v | v € V'} denote the U-module V' twisted by w:
u-“v =%w(u)v) for each u e U, veV.

Let U denote the modified form of U with idempotents {1y | A € X}, and B the
canonical basis of U.
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2.3. Weight and integrable modules. A U-module V is said to be a weight module
if it admits a linear space decomposition

V=W

such that
Vi={veV|Kw=¢" o forall heY}.

For each v € V) \ {0}, we set wt(v) := A.

For each A € X, let M(\) denote the Verma module of highest weight A with highest
weight vector my.

For each A\, u € X set

M, p) :==“M(A) @ M(p)
and
My = “my ®@m, € M(X\ p).
The linear map
Ul sy — MO\ p); s umy,

is a U-module isomorphism ([Lu93, 23.3.1 (c)]). The U-module M (A, u) (or rather
Ul_ A+u) 1s @ universal weight module of weight —X\ + p in the following sense: For
each weight U-module V' and a weight vector v € V_,,, there exists a unique U-module
homomorphism M (A, i) — V which sends m, ,, to v.

A weight U-module V is said to be integrable if for each A € X and v € V), there exist
(ai)ier, (bi)ier € ZIZO such that

E% Dy = FO Ty =0 foralli e 1.
For each A € X, let V() denote the integrable highest weight module of highest
weight A. It is the maximal integrable quotient of the Verma module M ()\):
V(A) == M)/ Y UE Y,
icl
Twisting it by the Chevalley involution w, we obtain
(2.3.1) V) = M)/ Y UEMITY e,
iel

Let vy € V(A) denote the image of the highest weight vector m, € M()X). Let B())
denote the canonical basis of V(\). The linear map

U = “V(A\); ursu-“vy
gives rise to a bijection

B(—o0)[-\] :={be€ B(—0) | b-“vy # 0} = “B(\).
Combining this fact with the presentation (2.3.1]), we obtain
(2.3.2) > Ub-“my =Y UE"A oy
bEB(—00)\B(—00)[—A] il
For each A\, u € X, set

V(A ) :=*V(A) @ V(p)
and

Upp =" ®@v, € V(A 1)
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By [Lu93, Proposition 23.3.6], we have

(2.3.3) VL) = MO )/ UE" Y my 3 UF M ),
iel el
The U-modules V (A, 1) are universal integrable U-modules in the following sense: Let
V be an integrable U-module and v € V' a weight vector. Then, there exist A\, € X*

and a U-module homomorphism V(A, 1) — V' which sends v, , to v (JLu93, Proposition
23.3.10]).

2.4. Levi and parabolic subalgebras. In this subsection, we fix a subset J C I, and
set K =1\ J. We often regard J as a Cartan datum and

Y, X, ()b 1y e} {as 17 € T})

as a root datum of type J.
Let L = L; denote the Levi subalgebra of the quantum group U associated with J,
that is, the subalgebra generated by

{Ej’ F’ja Kh|j€‘]7 hEY}

The L itself is the quantum group associated with the root datum of type J above. Let
L~ and L™ denote the negative and the positive parts of L, respectively. Noting that the
Cartan part of L is the UY, we have a triangular decomposition

(2.4.1) L=L UL ~L @U’@L".

For each A € X, let My, (\) denote the Verma module over L of highest weight A with
highest weight vector my, 5. Similarly, for each A, u € X, set My (\, ) := My () @ My, (1)

and my,y , = “mp®@mu,, € My (X, ). Then, we have My, (A, ) ~ LLAW as L-modules,
where L denotes the modified form of L.

Let PT = P}r and P~ = P denote the parabolic and the opposite parabolic subalgebra
of U associated with the subset J. Namely, the P* (resp., P7) is the subalgebra of U

generated by L and
{E | k € K} (resp., {Fy | k € K}).
We have triangular decompositions:
(2.4.2) P'=L UU"'~L @U@ U";
(2.4.3) P =UUL"~2U ®U ®L";

Although the algebras P* are not quantum groups, we can construct their modified
forms P= = @, _ P*1, in a canonical way. Just like the modified forms of quantum

groups, the P* have natural P=-bimodule structure. Furthermore, the L-bimodule struc-

ture on P gives rise to an L-bimodule structure on P*.
Let R™ = R (resp., R~ = R) denote the nilradical part of P™ (resp., P7), that is,
the two-sided ideal of U™ (resp., U™) generated by

{E; | k € K} (vesp., {Fy, | k € K}).
Then, we have

(2.4.4) U* = L* ¢ R*.
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Proposition 2.4.1. As a Q(q)-linear space, we have
(2.4.5) Pt =LoL UR".

Moreover, the subspace L~ URY coincides with the two-sided ideal of Pt generated by
{Ep | k € K}.

Proof. By decompositions (2.4.2), ([2.4.4), and (Z4.1]) we have
P'=L UL"T®R") =LaL UR".

This proves the first assertion.
To prove of the second assertion, let us compute as

(2.4.6) L UR" =) L UU'EU" =) P'EU".
keK keK
For each k € K, we have

(2.4.7) PTE,P" =P"E,L UU" = P'L UE,U" =P"E,U".
Combining equations (ZZ4.0) and (ZZ4.7), we obtain
L'UR" =) P'EU" =) P'EP",
kEK keK

as desired. Thus, we complete the proof. 0

Lemma 2.4.2. Let A € X. We denote by 1V and 1%~ the idempotents in U and P~
corresponding to \, respectively. Then, as Q(q)-linear spaces, we have

(2.4.8) P~ 1} ~U1Y/UR"1}.
Proof. By decompositions (221]) and (Z44]), we have
Ul =U U0UNY =U UYLT e RN1Y = (P~ @ UR')1Y.
Hence, we obtain a linear isomorphism
(2.4.9) P 1Y ~ U1 /UR"1Y.
Since the triangular decomposition (2.4.3) of P~ is consistent with the one (221]) of U,

both the linear spaces P~1Y and P~1}  are isomorphic to U~ ® L™ in canonical ways.
Thus, we complete the proof. 0

Remark 2.4.3. The linear isomorphism (ZZ.9) has appeared in [BW21], §3.5].
Proposition 2.4.4. Let V be a weight L-module. Then, as a U-module, we have
Indp. V:=U®p: V=P @ V;

here, we regard V as a P*-module via the projection Pt — L with respect to the de-
composition ([ZZAT), and P~ (= @,.x P71,) as a U-module via the linear isomorphism

Z43).
Proof. Let
¢: Indpy V=P~ ®; Vand ¢: P~ ®; V — Indg, V
denote the linear maps given as follows. Let A € X, v € V\, u € QT, u= € U, u’ € U°,
ut € U}, and p € P~. Then, we set

p(uu'ut @ v) == u 1y, ® uPutv and Y(ply @ v) = p @ 0.
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That these maps are well-defined can be straightforwardly verified. Clearly, we have
¢o1 = id and see that v is a U-module homomorphism. Thus, we complete the proof. [J

Corollary 2.4.5. Let A\, € X. Then, as U-modules, we have
Indgs My(\, p) ~Indps L1 5y, 2P~ ®; L1 5, P71 5,

3. QUANTUM SYMMETRIC PAIRS

After formulating basic notation regarding quantum symmetric pairs following mainly
[BW21], we will introduce the notion of integrable modules over an iquantum group.

3.1. Quantum symmetric pair. Let (I, I,,7) be a generalized Satake diagram ([RV20,
Definition 1]). From now on, we assume that the root datum (Y, X, (,), 1V, II) is a Satake
datum of type (I, I,,7) ([Wa23d, Definition 3.1.3]). In particular, the I, is a subdatum
of I which is supposed to be of finite type, the 7 is an involutive automorphism on the
Cartan datum /7, and the lattices Y and X are supposed to be equipped with involutive
automorphisms 7 which are compatible with the one on I. Let w, € W denote the longest
element of the Weyl group W, C W associated with I,. Set
0 = —wet € Aut(Z[1]), Aut(Y), Aut(X);
Y':={heY |0(h)=h};
X =X/{A=0\) | e X}
I,:=1\I,.
Also, let
X = X
denote the quotient map, and
() Y'x X' 7Z
the bilinear pairing induced from the one on Y x X.
For later use, let us recall one of the axioms for generalized Satake diagrams from

([RV20, (2.19)]):
(3.1.1) (hi,0(c;)) # —1 foralli e I.

Lemma 3.1.1. Let k € I,. If 7(k) = k # wek, then we have
<hk, WeX} — Ozk> S —2.

Proof. Since weay, — oy, € Y., Lo, we have

j€1e
(hi, weev, — ) € Zi<y.
Our assumption on k that wek # k implies this value cannot be 0.
On the other hand, taking into account the assumption that 7(k) = k, we compute as
follows:
<hk,w.()ék — Oék> = <hk, —9(0%) — Oék> = -2 <hk, H(C‘ék»
By axiom (B.1.7]), the rightmost-hand side cannot be —1. Hence, the assertion follows. [
Let U* denote the :quantum group associated with the Satake datum (Y, X, (,), [TV, IT)

and parameters ¢ = (¢ )rer, € (Q(q)*)°, kK = (Ki)rer, € Q(q)™. Tt is the subalgebra of
the quantum group U generated by

{E;, F;, By, Ky | jel., kel,, heY'},
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where
By, = Fy + @ Tu, (Br) K 4 ki K
for each k € I,. The parameters are supposed to satisfy the following for all k € I,:
o ¢, =G if k-0(k)=0.
o k= 0 unless 7(k) =k, a; = 0 for all j € I,, and ay € 27Z for all k' € I, such
that 7(k") = k" and a ; = 0 for all j € I,.
They are as general as possible (see [Kol4, Definition 5.6]).
Let U* denote the modified form of U* with idempotents {1, | ( € X'}.
Let L, P*, and R* denote the Levi, parabolic subalgebras, and the nilradical parts
associated with I,, respectively.

Proposition 3.1.2 (¢f. [BWIS, Lemma 3.22]). Let A € X and ( == X € X*. As U'-
modules, we have

Uzlc ~ UZIA ~ P_IA.

3.2. Weight modules. A U'-module V is said to be a weight module ([Wa23al, Definition
3.3.2]) if it admits a linear space decomposition

V=@
eXr
such that

o Vi={veV|Kyw=q¢"v forall he Y}
o EiVe C Viyas, FiVe CVig; forall j € I
o BV, C Vi g forall k € Iy;

A weight U-module V' = @,_ V) has a canonical weight U’-module structure:
(3.2.1) V=P Vv. v.:=Pw
cex AEX
A=¢
For each A\, u € X set
MY\, 1) == Indgy My,(—woh, p1)
and
m@w =1® ML, —weApu € MZ()\,,M)
Then, by Corollary 245, we have
(3.2.2) M\, p) =~ Indps Llyoai, = P Ly,

as U-modules. The U'-module M*(\, 1) is a universal weight module of weight we\ + 1
in the following sense:

Proposition 3.2.1. Let \,u € X and set ( := weA+p € X*. Let V be a weight U*-
module and v € V. Then, there exists a unique U'-module homomorphism M*(X\, i) — V
which sends m} , to v.

Proof. By isomorphism ([3.Z2)) and Proposition B.I.2] we have
M\, p) =~ U,
as U'-modules. Then, the assertion can be found in [Wa23al, after Definition 3.3.5]. [
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3.3. Integrable modules. For each A\, u € X set V*(\, ) to be the quotient U-module
of M*(\, ) factored by the submodule generated by

((hj,—weA)+1) o ((hgm+1) o
(3.3.1) {E; ms ,, F m
3. ;

h ,wo)\+ +1 1 .
Apo L A0 Flc(< § g )m)\,u | J € IO? ke IO}'

Let v , € V'(A, p) denote the image of mj , € M*(\, 1) under the quotient map.

Lemma 3.3.1. Let A\, € X7*. Then, as a U-module, the V*(\, 1) is isomorphic to the
quotient module of Uly, x4+, factored by the submodule generated by R 1,14, and the set

B.3.0)

Proof. The assertion follows from the definition of V*(\, ) and the isomorphisms (3.2.2))

and (Z4.8). O

Lemma 3.3.2. Let \,u € Xt. Then, there exist a finite number of dominant weights
vi,...,vp € X1 such that

Lo, ~ @D V()

s=1

as L-modules and
Vi 1) = D V()
s=1
as U-modules, where Vi,(v) denotes the integrable highest weight L-module of highest
weight v € X; .
Proof. By the definition of V*(\, u) and the presentation (23.3) of Vi(—weA, ), there

exists an L-module homomorphism
VL(_woAa M) — L'Ug,u

which sends vr,; -y, t0 05 . This homomorphism is clearly surjective. Since the domain

is finite-dimensional, so is the codomain. This implies that there exist v,..., v, € X{
such that

Lvy , =~ @ VL(vs).

s=1

On the other hand, the U-module V*(\, 1) is integrable, and
(3.3.2) Uty , =L,

Since the right-hand side is finite-dimensional, the weights of V*(\, ) are bounded above.
Therefore, the U-module is a direct sum of submodules isomorphic to integrable highest
weight modules. By equation (8:332), we see that the highest weight vectors in the U-
module V*(A, i1) are exactly those in the L-module Lvj ,. This implies that

v, ... €XT
and

V(A )~ P V().

Thus, we complete the proof. O
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Proposition 3.3.3. Let L'(\, p) denote the U-submodule of V(X) @ V(i) generated by
Vwor ® Uy, where v,y denotes the unique element in B(X) of weight weX. Then, we have

VA, 1) = LA, )
as U-modules.

Proof. 1t is easily verified that R*(v,,) ® v,) = 0 and

for all j € I,, k € I,. Hence, Lemma [3.3.1] implies that there exists a U-module homo-
morphism

) — Flg<hk7w.>\+ﬂ>+1) ('Uw.)\ ® U“) — O

VIA ) = L\ )

which sends v§ , t0 Vy\ @ v,

On the other hand, since L(vy,) ®v,,) o Vi,(—wa A, it), there exists an L-module homo-
morphism

L(vy\ ® v,) — Loy,

which sends v,y ® v, to VY -

Combining the two homomorphisms above, we see that Lov} , =~ L(vy,\ ® v,). By
Lemma[3.3.2] the U-module structure of V*(\, u) is determined by the L-module structure
of Lv} ,. On the other hand, by [Wa23b, Proposition 3.4.3], the U-module structure of

L'(A, p) is determined by the L-module structure of L(v,,» ® v,). Hence, the assertion
follows. O

Definition 3.3.4. A weight U’-module V is said to be integrable if for each weight vector
v €V, there exist A\, u € Xt and a U-module homomorphism V*(\, u) — V which sends
vy, to v

As explained in Section [I the U-modules L*(A, ) in Proposition B33 which are
isomorphic to V*(A, ), are counterparts of “V(A\) ® V(u) in the theory of «canonical bases
[BW18], [BW21], and the latter can be used to define integrable U-modules. From this
point of view, Definition [3.3.4] is quite natural.

4. PROPERTIES OF INTEGRABLE MODULES

Although Definition B.3.4] is a natural generalization of the definition of integrable U-
modules; it is not quite useful to determine whether a given U*-module is integrable or
not. This is because we only know presentations of the V*(\, u)’s as U-modules, but not
as U’-modules. In this section, we shall give presentations as U’-modules.

4.1. Some elements %lgn() The aim of this subsection is to introduce a family {%g@ |

kel, (€ X" né&Zsy} of elements in U, which will be used to express the U'-modules
V*(A, i) in terms of generators and relations.

4.1.1. Casel:1(k) =k = wek. First, let us consider the case where 7(k) = k = wek. For
each ¢ € X" and A € X such that A\ = ¢, the parity of the integer (A, \) is independent
of the choice of \. We call it the parity of ¢ at k. Set pi(¢) € Z/2Z = {0,1} to be 0 if
the parity of ¢ at k is even, and to be 1 otherwise. Similarly, given an integer n, set p(n)
to be 0 if n is even, and to be 1 otherwise.

For each ( € X" and n > 0, define the element ‘B,(C"C) € Ullc inductively as follows:
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o If pi.(¢) =0, then %g% = (By — ki) 1c.
n n—1
o If pi(¢) = ( ) and n > 1, then %22 = ﬁBk%l(aC ),
o If pi(¢) # p(n) and n > 2, then
1

[n]iln — 1]k

Let us see where this definition comes from. Let K denote an algebraic closure of the
field Q(gq), and consider the following quadratic equations
(QE)ap 2* — (qx + g, ax +a®> —b=0

with variant x and constants a,b € K. Since this equation is symmetric with respect to x

and a, it follows that if ¢ € K is a solution to (QE), s, then a is a solution to (QE). .
Given scalars a® b € K, define a family (a™),cz € K? of scalars as follows: The a(!)

and a(-Y are the solutions to the quadratic equation (QE) 40 p; the ambiguity will not

B = (B = (g " B+ (5 — [0 — 1)) B

matter in the subsequent argument. Suppose that we have defined a™ for —n < m <n
for some n > 1. Then, set a**+)) = (g, + ¢, ")a*™ — oF=1),

By the construction above, it is clear that the a1 and a1 are the solutions to the
quadratic equation (QE),w) , for each n € Z. In particular, we have

") 4 0D = (g, 4 g o™,
a(nJrl)a(nfl) — (a(n)>2 —b

Then, one can straightforwardly verify that for each n > 1, the a™ and a™™ are the
solutions to the quadratic equation

? — (¢ + ¢."a%2 + (a9)? — [n)2b = 0.

Now, let us consider the (n + 1)-dimensional irreducible representation V,, of U,(sly),
which we shall identify with the subalgebra of U generated by FEj, Fjy, and K ,;tl. By a
similar argument to [Wa21l, §3.1], one can show that the B, € U" acts on V,, semisimply
with eigenvalues ™, k(™2 . k(=" where we set £ := k;, and b := gi5;. Therefore,

we see that
1

[n]i!

where P,(z) denotes the minimal polynomial of the action of By on V,,.
The following are straightforward consequences of the argument above.

Proposition 4.1.1. Let V' be a weight U-module, A € X, v € V). Assume that n :=
(hi, \) > 0 and EyLTv = 0. Then, we have

(n+1) (1)
%k,i v=F, .

B — P (Bl for all ¢ € X" with py(¢) = p(n),

Proposition 4.1.2. Let V' be an integrable U-module, N € X, and v € V). Then, there
exists N € Z>o such that %("H v=20 foralln > N.

4.1.2. Case 2 : 7(k) = k # wek. Next, let us consider the case where 7(k) = k # w.k.
For each ( € X" and n > 0, set

1

D] (A —

BT !

Set Y, := B, — F, and Z, := F.Y, — qk_QYka. Then, the following hold (cf. [BW21,
§5.2]):

BI'..



INTEGRABLE MODULES OVER QUANTUM SYMMETRIC PAIR COIDEAL SUBALGEBRAS 13

e /. commutes with both F}, and Y.
(] Zk € LJr (o) —au”

We (X[ (657

oY, € L+EkL+.
Hence, for each n > 0, we have
(4.1.1) By = > ap., 7YY
f+2z+y=n
for some ay ., € Q(q).
Proposition 4.1.3. Let V' be a weight U-module, N € X, v € V). Assume that n :=
(hi, \) > 0 and EyLTv =0. Then, we have
n+1 z
’B](C; Jy = Z aﬁsz(f)Zkv
f+2z=n+1

for some ay, € Q(q) such that a,410 = 1.
Proof. The assertion is immediate from equation (ZI.T]). t

Proposition 4.1.4. Let V' be an integrable U-module, N € X, and v € V). Then, there
exists N € Z>o such that ‘B,&";\Ll)v =0 foralln > N.

Proof. Since V is integrable, the Y}, which is a scalar multiple of Tw_(ET(k))Kk_l, acts on
V locally nilpotently. In particular, there exists yy > 0 such that
Yiv =0 forally> y.

Recall that the algebra L™ is a quantum group of finite type. Hence, the L -submodule
of the integrable module V' generated by the finite set {Y;’v | y > 0} is finite-dimensional.
Hence, there exists zy > 0 such that

ZYP v =0 forally >0, z > z.
Since the Fy, acts on V locally nilpotently, and the number of vectors of the form Z;Y v
with z,y > 0 is finite, there exists f; > 0 such that
F/Z:vv =0 forall 2,y >0, f> fo.
Now, set
N := fo+ 220 + fo.
By equation (1.1, we have

Byt = Z af,z,yFnglikaU-
f+2z4y=N+1

All the summand in the right-hand side is 0 by the definition of N. Hence, the assertion
follows. O

4.1.3. Case 3 : 7(k) # k. Finally, let us consider the case where 7(k) # k. For each

(e X" and n > 0, set
1
D] OUEE— L
k. [n]k' k+C
Set Yj := By, — F}. Then, the following hold (c¢f. [BW21], §5.5]):
® FkYk — qk_QYka = 0.
o Y, € L+E7(k)L+.
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Hence, for each n > 0, we have

(4.1.2) Bi =Y ap, FlYY

f+y=n

for some ay, € Q(q).

Proposition 4.1.5. Let V' be a weight U-module, N € X, v € V. Assume that n :=
(hg, Ay >0 and EyLtv = E gy Ltv = 0. Then, we have

‘B](:;l)v _ Fénﬂ)u
Proof. The assertion is immediate from equation (£LI.2]). t

Proposition 4.1.6. Let V' be an integrable U-module, N € X, and v € V). Then, there
exists N € Z>o such that %("H v=20 foralln > N.

Proof. One can prove the assertion in the same way as Proposition 1.4l O

4.1.4. Summary. Let us summarize in a unified manner what we have obtained in the
preceding argument.

Proposition 4.1.7. Let V' be a weight U-module, A € X, v € V), and k € I,. Assume
that (hg, \) > 0 and E Lo = ET(k)LJrv = 0. Let U, denote the subalgebra of U generated
by Fj,. Then, the following hold:

(1) ’Bg}g’“’)‘ﬁl)v — F“hk’ VE D hemy(—oonf1} s I (e AP D, where we under-
stand that Fk( =01n<0.

2) B %“hk”“)v € Ypeny (oop oy UFL AT,

(3) b/B! ’““ e veB(eony Up FMAT O by for all i € Br(—o0).

wt(b)>wt (')

Proof. By Lemma [B.1.1] the first assertion follows from Propositions A 1.1l E1.3] and
4.1.5l The other assertions are immediate from the first one. U

Proposition 4.1.8. Let V' be an integrable U-module, ¢ € X*, and v € V. Then, there
exist (a;)jer., (bj)jer, € le‘o, (ck)ker, € ZIE"O such that

(aj+1)  ~(b+1) (ex+1)
EVy = FOy — 3ty — 0,

Proof. Since the weight vector v is a finite sum of weight vectors of the weight U-module

V (see (B21)), the assertion follows from Propositions 1.2] T4l and A.1.6l O
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4.2. A Presentation of the U-module V*(\, ). In this subsection, we fix A\, u € X,
and set

V= We + [,
£ Z UEJ((hj,—w.A)+1)mg\7M’
j€le
z h ;—WeA 7
Z UE mw’
]EIQ
F=YU Fj(<hj’“>+1)m3\#,
j€le
_ Z Ule«hij)Jrl)mZ)\,u’
j€le
_ (g, wertp)+1) 2
=Y URM gy
kel,

B— Z Z Uplg<hkvl'+wt(b)>+1)bmz>\w

k€To beBy, (—00)[we ]
=YY Ul
k€lo beBr, (—00)[we Al
The aim of this subsection is to show that
E+F+Fo=E+F+B=E+F +B.
This provides us with a presentation of the U'-module V*(A, p).

Lemma 4.2.1. Let V be a weight U-module, and W C V a subspace. If URTW C W,
then UW = U'W.

Proof. The assertion follows from the isomorphism U1, ~ P-1 N U1 »/URT1,, which
is obtained from Proposition B.1.2] and Lemma 2.4.2) O

Lemma 4.2.2. We have
E=¢.
Proof. Let j € I, and set v := E;Khj’*w'/\Hl)mf\,u € M'(\, p). Since RTE; C R*, we have
R*v C R"mj , = 0.
Applying Lemma 2.1l to the 1-dimensional subspace spanned by v, we obtain
Uv = U'v.
This implies the assertion. ([l

Lemma 4.2.3. We have
F=F.
Proof. Let j € I, and set v := Fj«hj’mﬂ)mf\,u € M*(\, ). Let x € LT and k € I,. By the
triangular decomposition (2.4.1)) of L, the vector Eyzv is, up to scalar multiplies, of the
form Ekx*ﬁmf\’u with 2= € L™, 2t € L', Since the E), commutes with the elements in
L~, we have
Epa~atm) , = 2~ Epe™m)y , € 27 RImj , = 0.

The argument above implies that RTv = 0. Hence, the assertion follows by applying

Lemma 2.1 as in the proof of Lemma [£.2.2] O
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Lemma 4.2.4. We have
B+E&=B+E&.

Proof. For each k € I, and b € Bp,(—0), set

° )\b =V—+ Wt(b)
F(<hk )‘b>+1)bml

® Uy = A

° Ukb _ %l(:];k )\b>+1)b ZAW

o IVop = Zkelo ZbIEBL o) Utpy + &,
Wt(b’)>wt( )

o W.,:= Ekelo > B (—o0) Uzvk y +E,
wt(b’)>wt( )

o Wy = Q(q)vrp + Wop,

o Wéb = Q(q)v; b W,
Since b, , € € for all b € By,(—00)\Br(—00)[w.A] by equation [Z.3.2), we have vy 5, v}, €
€ for all k € I, and such b € By,(—00). Hence, it holds that

Wor=>»_ Y Upy+&andW, =) Y U, +€E

ke€lo b/ €By,(—00)[weA] k€lo b/ €By,(—00)[we ]
wt(b')>wt(b) wt (b)) >wt(b)

In particular,
UWsy =B+ & and UWL, =B + €.
We shall show that
U'WL, = UWs,
for all b € By,(—o0) by descending induction on wt(b). If this is the case, then we obtain
B+&=UW: =UW,, =B +¢,

as desired.

When wt(b) > 0, it holds that ¥ ¢ Bp(—o0)[w,A] for all ¥ € Bp(—o0) such that
wt(b') > wt(b). These imply that vy, v, € € and hence the subspaces W, and Wi,
are equal to £. Hence, our claim follows in this case. -

Assume that the claim holds for all ¥’ € By, (—o0) with wt(d') > wt(b). Since

Wop= > UWsyandWl,= > UW,,,

b,EBL(—OO) b/EBL(—OO)
wt(b')>wt(b) wt(b')>wt(b)

these spaces are identical to each other.

Let us show that URTW., C WL,. Since WL, = Q(q)v;, ® Wy and UWs, = Wy,
we only need to show that R+vk » € Wy To this end, we will prove that Fyb"v , € Wy
for all & € I, and V" € Br(— ) It is easily seen that the vector Epb"vy , is equal to 0

unless &' = k. Hence, we may assume that &' = k.
When 0" = 1, by Proposition IL.T.7 (2)), we have

B, e Y UR OOy oy
b1€B(—o0)\{1}
Since byb is a linear combination of by € B(—o0) with wt(by) = wt(b) + wt(by), we see
that
F]g(hk,V—l—wt(b)-l—wt(bl))-l—l)blbmg\ﬂu c Z @( ) ((hg,v+wt(b2)) +1)b

wt(b2)>wt(b)

,u
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Therefore, we obtain
Ekvfmb S W>b,
as desired.
When b” # 1, by Proposition ILT.7 (3)), we have
B, ey UR OO iy,
wt(b) Wt (b")

This completes the proof of the claim that UR*WL, C W,
Let us apply Lemma E2.1] to obtain

Uwl, = U'WL,.
By Proposition .17 (), we have
Vi — Ukp € Wsp.

This shows that

Thus, we complete the proof. O
Lemma 4.2.5. We have

Fo+&E=B+E.
Proof. Clearly, we have F, C B. Hence, we only need to show that F,§<hk’y+m(b)>+1)bmf\,ﬂ

Foforall k € I, and b € By,(—00). Since bm} , € £ if b ¢ Br(—00)[w, ], we may assume
that b € Br(—oo)[wsA]. Noting that wt(b) € > . ; Zsoa; and (A — weA) — wt(b) €
> ier, L>oo, we see that

(hi, wt(b)) < 0 and (hg, weA + o+ wt(b)) > (hg, A + ) > 0.

Fk((hk,l/ert(b))Jrl

Therefore, the vector )bm§\7 ., 1s a scalar multiple of the vector

El;(hk,wt(b»bF]g(hk,w.)\Jrﬂ)Jrl)m&’H.

This implies our claim, and the proof is completed. O

Theorem 4.2.6. We have
E+F+F.=E+F+8B.

In other words, the U'-module V*(\, ) coincides with the quotient U'-module of M*(\, 1)
factored by the submodule generated by

(B gy F O e 1)
and
{%if%iiﬁ?ﬁf*’”“’% |kel,, beBy(—o0)}.
Proof. The assertion follows from Lemmas d.2.2] [1.2.3] £.2.4] and AL.2.5] O

Corollary 4.2.7. Let V' be an integrable U'-module. Then, for each ( € X* and v € V¢,
there exist (a)jer,, (bj)jer, € 2%y and (ck)rer, € Z%, such that

(aj+1)  (bj+1) .
E;7 v =F""v=0 forallje€l

and
B =0 for allk € I..
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4.3. Some sufficient conditions. In this subsection, we give some sufficient conditions
for a weight U’-module to be integrable.

Proposition 4.3.1. Let V' be a weight U'-module generated by a weight vector v of weight
(. Suppose that there exist (aj)jer,, (bj)jer, € 2%y and (ci)rer, € Z5, such that
(a4+1)  S(bi+1) .
E7 v=F""v=0 forallje€l,
and

B =0 for all k € I..

Then, the V' is integrable.

Proof. The assumption on v implies that the L-module Lv is integrable. Since the L
is a quantum group of finite type, every cyclic integrable module is finite-dimensional.
Therefore, the set

By :={b € Br(—00) | bv # 0}
is finite.
Let A\, u € X be such that we\ + p = (. By replacing A and p by A+ 7(v) and pu+ v,

respectively for a suitable v € X, we may assume that
<hj7 _w')‘> > aj,
<hj7M> > bja
(hp, WeA + 1+ wt (b)) > ¢

for all j € I,, k € I,, and b € By. These imply that

((hj,—weA)+1) v o(a;+1)
E; ve ULE; v =0,

ij(<hjyﬂ>+1)v c UZF]»(ijrl)U — O,
((hi,weA+pu+wt(b))+1) o ((hi , weA+p+wt(b))+1) e (ce+1)
k,we A+p+wt(b) b = b%k,w.A+M velU %M v=0

for all j € I,, k € I,, and b € By. Hence, the assertion follows from Theorem £2.6l [

Proposition 4.3.2. An integrable U-module is integrable as a U'-module.

Proof. Let V be an integrable U-module. It is a weight U-module. Let ¢ € X* and
v € Vi. Let us write
b=,
r=1

for some s € Z+g, v, € V)., and A\, € X with A = C.
Since V' is an integrable U-module, there exist a;,b; € Z>( for j € I, such that

Ejgaj+1)vr _ Fj(bjﬂ)vr —0
forall r =1,...,s. Hence, we obtain
B\ ™y = F Ty =0 for all j € L.
Also, for each k € I,, by Proposition [L.1.8 there exists ¢, > 0 such that

%,(:zﬂ)bv =0 for all b € By(—00).
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5. QUANTIZED COORDINATE ALGEBRAS

In this section, we assume the following:
e the Cartan datum [ is of finite type.
e the involution p on U ([Lu93, 19.1.1]) preserves U".
e the canonical basis B* of U’ possesses the stability property.

For example, the last two conditions above are satisfied if the parameters ¢, kK are as in
[Wa23d, proof of Lemma 4.2.1] by [BWIS|, Proposition 4.6] and [Wa23c, Theorem 4.3.1].

5.1. Simple integrable modules. Let A, u € X and consider the U’-module V*(\, p).
It is equipped with a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form (,) = (,)s, such that
<U3,w Uﬁ,u) =1 and

(xu,v) = (u, p(x)v) for all x € U', u,v € V(A )

(cf. [BWIS|, §6.6]). Since the V*(\, p) is finite-dimensional, the existence of such a bilinear
form ensures that it is semisimple. With some index set I, let

V(y) | veT}

denote a complete set of representatives for the isomorphism classes of simple U*-modules
appearing as a submodule of V*(\, ) for some A\, u € X ™. Since the U-module V*(\, u)
is integrable by Proposition [£3.2] so is each V(7).

Let V' be a simple integrable U-module, and v € V' a nonzero weight vector. Then,
there exist A\, u € X and a U’-module homomorphism V*(\, z) — V which sends (W
to v. Since the V is simple, this homomorphism must be surjective. The semisimplicity
of V*(\, u) implies that it has a simple submodule isomorphic to V. Therefore, the V' is
isomorphic to V() for some v € I'.

The argument above shows that the set {V(v) | v € I'} is a complete set of represen-
tatives for the isomorphism classes of simple integrable U*-modules.

Lemma 5.1.1. Let v € I'. Then, almost all the elements in B* acts on the U'-module
V() as 0:

t{be B' | bV (y) # 0} < 0.

Proof. Let B(y) = {v] | i € I,} be a basis of V() consisting of weight vectors. Since
the V() is finite-dimensional, the index set I, is finite. By the integrability of V' (), for
cach ¢ € I,, we may take \;, i; € X such that there exists a U-module homomorphism
V*(Ni, i) — V() which sends vy, . to v}

Since the B* possesses the stability property, we have

#{be B | b, #0} =dim V' (A, p) forall A\, p€ X

Hence, the number of elements b € B* such that bvs, ., 7 0 for some ¢ € L, is finite.

Now, suppose that b € B* acts on V() as nonzero. Then, there exists i € I, such that
bvs, ., # 0. By the argument above, the number of such elements is finite. O

5.2. Space of matrix coefficients. Given a linear space V', let V* denote the linear
dual space Homgq)(V,Q(q)) to V, and ([): V' x V* = Q(q) the canonical pairing.
Set U™ := (U")*. It is equipped with the following U-bimodule structure:

(u| zoy) = (yuz | ¢) forall z,y € U', u e U, ¢ € U™,
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For each v € I', v € V(7), and ¢ € V(y)*, let ¢, € U™ denote the corresponding
matrix coefficient:

(x]cy) = (v |¢) forallx e U

The matrix coefficients {c, , | v € V(7), ¢ € V(7)"} form a simple U'-bimodule isomor-
phic to V' (7) ® V(7)*; the matrix coefficient ¢ ; corresponds to the vector v @ ¢.

Let O* denote the subspace of U™ consisting of ¢ € U™ such that the U'-submodule
U'¢ and the right U’-submodule ¢U" are integrable.

Lemma 5.2.1. Every integrable cyclic U'-module is finite-dimensional.

Proof. Let V be an integrable cyclic U-module with a cyclic vector v. Without any loss
of generality, we may assume that v is a weight vector. By the definition of integrable
U'-modules, there exist A\, u € X and a U~module homomorphism V*(\, u) — V which
sends v} , to v. Since the V' is cyclic, the homomorphism must be surjective. Hence, the
finite-dimensionality of V*(\, i) implies that of V. Thus, we complete the proof. O

The following two statements can be proved by a similar way to classical results (e.g.

see [PO7, 6.2.6]).

Lemma 5.2.2. Let ¢ € U*. Then, the following are equivalent:

e U'¢ is integrable.
e oU" is integrable.

Proposition 5.2.3. The O is a U-bisubmodule of U™. Moreover, the assignment
V) oV(H)* = U™ v é— Coo
gives rise to a Peter-Weyl type decomposition.:

@ V(y) @ V(y)" ~ 0" (as U'-bimodules).

~er
Let B* := {6, | b € B'} denote the dual basis to B":
(by | 8,) = Op,4, for all by, by € B
Theorem 5.2.4. The B* is a linear basis of O".

Proof. First, we shall show that B* c O .

Let b € B'. Take A, € X7 in a way such that bv , # 0. Set B := {V/ € B' | b0} , #
0}. Note that the set B is finite: Since the U'-module V*(\, ) is integrable, there exist
(a;)jer., (bj)jer € le‘o, (ck)rer, € ZI>_°0 such that

By = FOg =8y forall j e I, ke I, V' € B,

where ¢ € X* denotes the weight of ¢/ VY e
We shall show that 6,z = 0 for all

we (B pOY gt | el ke, (e X'}
Let b, € B* and write

(5.2.1) why = Y by

bQEBZ
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with ¢, € Z[q, ¢~ ']. Then, we have
<b1 | 5bZL‘> = <l‘bl | 5b> = Cp.
We want to show that ¢, = 0. By equation (B.21]), we have

1 (a
xblvAMZ E CbeQ’UA7M.

boeB

The left-hand side equals 0 by the definition of . Since the elements {byv} , | b € B}
forms a basis of V*(A, 1), we must have ¢,, = 0 for all by € B. In particular, we obtain
Cp = 0. .

Next, we shall prove that the B™ spans O. Let {v; | i € I,} be a linear basis of V(7)
and {¢] | i € I} its dual basis. By the Peter-Weyl type decomposition £.2:3] the O* has
the following linear basis:

{¢hlideL).

We can formally express this basis elements as

gy = 2 iy (D)%

beB?
Since c/, 5 (b) = 0 for almost all b € B' (Lemma L), the right-hand side is a finite
i 9%

sum. This proves the assertion. O

Corollary 5.2.5. The space of matriz coefficients for the semisimple integrable U'-
modules coincides with the quantum coordinate algebra of U* in [BS22] 3.2.2].

Proof. The former is the O, and the latter is the subspace of U™ spanned by the dual
basis B*. Hence, the assertion follows from Theorem [(.2.4 O
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