Mathematische Zeitschrift 234 (2000), 9-52 —  DOI: 10.1007 /5002090050502

DUAL AFFINE QUANTUM GROUPS
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ABSTRACT. Let g be an untwisted affine Kac-Moody algebra, with its Sklyanin-Drinfel’d
structure of Lie bialgebra, and let 6 be the dual Lie bialgebra. By dualizing the quantum
double construction — via formal Hopf algebras — we construct a new quantum group
Uq (6), dual of Uq(g). Studying its specializations at roots of 1 (in particular, its classical

limits), we prove that it yields quantizations of h and G (the formal group attached to
9), and we construct new quantum Frobenius morphisms. The whole picture extends to
the untwisted affine case the results known for quantum groups of finite type.

Introduction

” Dualitas dualitatum
et omnia dualitas”

N. Barbecue, ”Scholia”

arXiv.g-alg/9712013v3 15 May 2017

Let g be an untwisted affine complex Kac-Moody algebra, with the Sklyanin-Drin-
fel’d structure of Lie bialgebra; let 6 be its dual Lie bialgebra. Let R be the subring
of complex rational functions having no poles at roots of 1. Let U,(g) be the quantum
group — over the field C(q) — associated to g: then there exists an integer form $((g) of
U, (g) over R which for ¢ — 1 specializes to U(g) as a Poisson Hopf coalgebra (cf. [Lu2]).
On the other hand, another integer form U(g) exists which for ¢ — 1 specializes
(as a Poisson Hopf algebra) to F [ﬁ |, the function algebra of an infinite dimensional

proalgebraic Poisson group H whose tangent Lie bialgebra is b (cf. [BK]). All this can
be seen as an application of (a ”global version” of) the quantum duality principle: this
claims (cf. [Dr], §7, or [CP], §6; see also [Ga3| for a proof) that the quantization of
a Lie bialgebra — via a quantum universal enveloping algebra (QUEA) — provides

AMS 1991 Mathematics Subject Classification, Primary 17B37, Secondary 81R50
Partially supported by a post-doc fellowship of the Consiglio Nazionale delle Ricerche (Italy)

Typeset by ApS-TEX


http://arxiv.org/abs/q-alg/9712013v3

2 FABIO GAVARINI

also a quantization of the dual Lie bialgebra (through its associated formal Poisson
group) — via a quantum formal series Hopf algebra (QFSHA) — and, conversely, a
QFSHA which quantizes a Lie bialgebra (via its associated formal Poisson group) yields
a QUEA for the dual Lie bialgebra as well. In addition, both $(g) and U(g) can be
specialized at roots of 1, and special quantum Frobenius morphisms .(g) — 1(g)
and U1(§) — U-(g) exist which are quantum analogues (in characteristic zero!) of
the Frobenius morphisms U(gz,) — U(gz,) and F [ﬁzp} — F [ﬁzp] which exist
in characteristic p. Such results are not predicted by the quantum duality principle,
and are typical of the Jimbo-Lusztig’s approach to quantum groups.

Our aim is to find an analogue of U,(g) for the algebra h instead of §; inspired by the
quantum duality principle, and encouraged by the finite-type case (cf. [Gal]), we choose
as a reasonable candidate the linear dual U, (§)", which has a natural structure of formal
Hopf algebra. This dual can be studied by dualizing Drinfel’d’s construction of the
quantum double and using Tanisaki’s pairings between quantum Borel (sub)algebras.
So we find a description of U,(§)", as a topological algebra with formal Hopf algebra

structure, in terms of generators and relations: we call this algebra U, (6), for in fact we
prove that it is for § what U,(g) is for g. In particular, U, (6) has an integer form il(f))
(over R) which is a quantization of U (6), moreover, U, (6) has also a second integer
form U (6) which is a quantization of F'*° [@} , where G of course is a Kac-Moody

Poisson group with g as tangent Lie bialgebra. More in general, both 11(6) and U (6)
can be specialized at roots of 1, and quantum Frobenius morphisms exist (for both
kind of forms), which are dual of those of U,(g) and have a similar description.

Finally, a brief sketch of the main ideas of the paper. First, since U,(g) is a quo-
tient of a quantum double D,(g) := D (Uq(ﬁ_),Uq(B+),7r> , its linear dual U,(g)"
embeds into D,(g)". Second, since D, (§) = Uq(6+) ® Uq(fa_) (as coalgebras) we have

D,(g)" = U, ([;+) "® U, (6_) ' (as algebras), where & denotes topological tensor prod-
uct. Third, since quantum Borel algebras of opposite sign are perfectly paired, their
linear duals are suitable completions of quantum Borel algebras of opposite sign: thus
we find a presentation of U,(g)” (as a topological algebra) by generators and relations

which leads us to define U, (6) := U,(§)" (actually, one has to keep track of some
choice of lattices too, involved in the toral parts). From this, all claimed results follow.

In particular, the form L{(G) is the subset (of Uq(f)) :=U,(§)") of linear functions on
U, (g) which are R—valued on $(g), so U (6) >~ Homp(4(g), R) whence all results about
specialisations of U (6) and its quantum Frobenius morphisms follow from those about

$(g). On the other hand, the form u(ﬂ) is a proper subset of Hompg (Z/{(@),R) , for
sort of a (non-trivial) "locality condition” is required for elements of Hompg(U(g), R)
to belong to 11(6)
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§ 1 The classical objects

1.1 Cartan data. Let g be a simple finite dimensional complex Lie algebra, and
consider the folllowing data.

We take Ip = {1,...,n} to be the set of vertices of the Dynkin diagram of g (see
[Bo] for the identification between Iy and {1,...,n}); Ay = (aij)z‘,jelo the Cartan
matrix of g; Dy = diag(dy,...,d,) the (unique) diagonal matrix with relatively prime
positive integral entries such that DyAg is symmetric; t, a Cartan subalgebra of g,
with a fixed basis {hi,...,hn} ={hi|i€ lp}; Po = Po+ U(—Pp ) C t* the root
system of g, with ®y 4 the set of positive roots, and II := {a1,...,a,} ={; | i €
Io} the set of simple roots; Qo := ) cq, Zo = Die1,Zay; the root lattice of g, and
Qy = D gew, La¥ = Dier, Loy the coroot lattice; Wy the Weyl group of g. Finally,
we fix a function o: Iy — {£1} such that a;; <0 = 0(i)o(j) = —1.

We denote g the untwisted affine Kac-Moody algebra associated to g and we consider
its loop-algebra like realization as g = g ®c C [t,t‘l} BC-co»C-0 with the Lie
bracket given by: [c,2] =0, [0,z @t =mzt™, [zt ",y Rt = [z,y] @ "5 +
dp _sr(x,y)c forall ze€g, x,y €g, m,r,s € Z where (-, -) is the Killing form of g,

normalized in such a way that (h;, h;) = 52
J

For g we define: [ := {0,1,...,n} D Iy to be the set of vertices of the Dynkin
diagram, and I, := I U{oo}; A = (aij)i,jel the (generalized) Cartan matrix and
D = diag(dy, ds, . ..,d,) with dy = 1 (so that DA is symmetric); t := t&C-c®C-9(C
§); =0, U(—P4) (C(t®C-¢)" Ct*) the root system, ®; = ®° U P the set
of positive roots, {ag,c1,...,a,} = {a; | i € I'} the set of simple roots, ®¥" =
{md | m € Ny } the set of imaginary positive roots (where § = .., dio; = 0 4 ag
and 6 is the longest positive root of g), ®¥* = ®o L U{a+md|a € ®g,m >0} the
set of real positive roots. Then § has a decomposition into direct sum of t and root
spaces § = t® (@ae(p o), and dimc(@a) =1 if a e o, dimc(@a) = #(IO) =n
if a € CIJi ; therefore we define the set & of "positive roots with multiplicity”

¢, = P U <I> , where CIDIm := @™ x [;; then we denote p : <I>+ — @, the natural
projection map.

Furthermore, we have: the root lattice (of §) Q = co Z-a = @ierl-a; = LZ-0p®
Qo= QuPZS, Qoo := QBDZ e (Where ay € t* is defined by (o, t) = 0, (oo, d) =
0, (@s0,c) = 1), and the order relation < on Q. given by a < f <= [f—a € Q4,
with Q4 = Ziel N - «; ; the extended Cartan matrix A, = (aij)z‘,jeloo , defined by
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setting ajoo 1= 05,0, Gooj := 0p,;; the diagonal matrix Do, = diag(do,d1,...,dn,dx)
with do, = 1; the non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form on @, ®z R given by
(i, ;) = diai; (Vi j € I ); the group W = Wy x QY , the subset of simple reflections
{s0,81,---,$n} ={si |1 €1}(C W), and the length function I: W — N; the braid
group B (associated to W), generated by {7y,T1,...,T,} ={T; | i € I}, and the
section T: W — B such that T, =T;, ---T;, forall w=s; - -s;, € W withl(w) =r.
Notice that the form (-, -) is W-invariant. Finally, set Q_ := —Q4 =3, .;(=N)- ;.

We define the weight lattice Py, := HomZ(Qoo, Z) to be the dual lattice of ()., and
we fix the Z-basis {w; | i € I } such that (o;|w;) = d;;, where (| ): Qoo X Psx — Z is
the natural pairing; we set Pf := > " | Nw; (the subset of dominant integral weights).
Remark that W acts on Qo too. Via the form (-, -) we can embed @ into P, so
that a; = Zjeloo d;a;ijw; for all i € I,. We extend the form (-, ):Qw X Qo — Z
to a (non-degenerate symmetric) pairing (-, - ): QQo X QQs — Q of Q—vector spaces
by scalar extension (hereafter QT = Q ®z To(T = @Q, P)): then restriction gives
a pairing (-, -): Py X Py, — Q (looking at P, as a sublattice of QP = QQ ),
which extends (-, ):Qo X P — Z and takes values in Z [AL'], where Ay =

det <(aij)i,jelm> . Finally we define d, := @ for all a € ®I°.

Given any pair of lattices (M, M'), with Q. < M, M’ < QP., , we say that they are
dual of each other if M' = {yE QP ‘ (M, y) QZ}, M = {:C € QP4 ‘ (x, M") QZ},
the two conditions being equivalent; then for any lattice M with Q. < M < QP4
there exists a unique dual lattice M’ such that Qo < M’ < QP and (-, -): QP X
QP — Q restricts to a perfect pairing (-, -): M x M' — Z; in particular P/ = Qo
and Q. = P . In the sequel we denote by {u; |i € I} and {v; | i € I} fixed
Z-bases of M and M’ dual of each other, i. e. such that (u;|v;) = 6;; forall i,j € I,
and we set M, := M N P . In the following our constructions will work in general
for the pairs of dual lattices (Poo, Q) and (Qoo, P..); but in the simply laced case (in
which (, )= (, )) (M, M’) will be any pair of dual lattices.

1.2 The classical Manin triple. Let be given for g the usual presentation by
Chevalley-type generators f;, h;, €; (i € I, j € 1) and relations; then let ny, resp. n_,
be the Lie subalgebra of g generated by the e;’s, resp. the f;’s (i € I'). Now let £ be the
Lie algebra £:= § @ §; inside it we find a diagonal copy of § and a second Lie algebra

~

h::{(n_t_,t+n+) ‘nieﬁi,tiE%,t_-l-tJr:O} (SB—XB+§%);

in particular h = A_ ®t@h, as vector spaces. Define a bilinear form on £ by the formula
<:1:1 DY, T2 @y2> = % (y1,92) — % (x1,22), where (-, -) is the Killing form; this form

makes (%, g, 6) into a Manin triple; in particular g and 6 are Lie bialgebras, and the

bilinear form on € gives by restriction a non-degenerate pairing (,): h®§ — C which
respect the Lie bialgebra structure on both sides, that is <a:, (Y1, y2]> = <55 (), 11 ®y2> ,

<[a:1,a:2] , y> = <a:1 ® o, 5@(y)> , where § is the Lie cobracket.
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1.3 The Poisson Hopf coalgebra U (6) . The presentation of g by generators and
relations gives a similar one for U(g), with the same generators. From the latter we

take for U(G) the following presentation, where f; = f;, 0, h;, =h; ®h;, e, =0De;:
U (6) is the associative C—algebra with 1 generated by f;, h;, e; (i =€ I,) with relations

hrhs — hshr = 0, eifj — fjei = 0, hrfj — fjhr = arj fj N hrej — ejhr = arj ej

g (1 —aij\ 1—ai—ke ok Qe k(1 —ai;\ 1—ai—k 1 (1.1)
Z (—1) ( j)fi YL =0, Z (—1) ( j)‘% Y oTejep =0

k k
k=0 k=0
for r,s € Io, i,j € I (i # j in the bottom row); its Hopf structure is given by
Alz)=z@1+1®z, S@x)=-z, e(x)=0 V zc {fi,hj,elicl,jels} (1.2)
(the natural one) and the co-Poisson structure 6:66: U(ﬁ) — U(ﬁ) ®U(6) by

0(f)=di- (hy®fi —f;@h) +2d7" - > cihdads - (ea @15 — 5 ® eq)

Oz,,BE%.F
p(a)—p(B)=—a;
S(hi) =4d; "+ D capda (lp(@)) - (ea ®fs — 15 @ eq) (1.3)
Oz,,BE%.F
p(a)—p(B)=0
6(e;) = d; - (ei ®@ h; —h; ®ei) +2d;t- Z cgkdadg : (ea ® fg — 13 ®ea)
a,BED,

p(a)=p(B)=+a;

for all 7 € I, j € I; here the e,’s and the f,’s are suitable "root-with-multiplicity
vectors” (respectively of "weight” p(v) and —p(y)) such that (e, f,) = +8y,d,/2,
<f7, f,7> = —0ynd, / 2 (f, and e, being root-with-multiplicity vectors of g), the c, g’s
are given by the equations [65, fa} = Ca,8 hp(a) and the cg’iﬂ’s by [fa, 65} = c;_g iy
[ fa, eg} = c;; - ¢; . Note that the formulas above contains infinite sums, so ¢ in fact
takes values in a certain completion of U (6) @ U (6) ; hence to be precise U (6) is a

Hopf algebra which is co-Poisson only in a larger sense; and similarly for 6 as a Lie
bialgebra).

§ 2 Quantum Borel algebras and DRT pairings

2.1 Quantum Borel algebras. From now on M will be any lattice such that
Qoo < M < P, ; then M’ will be the dual lattice, as in §1.1 (upon conditions therein).
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" n n (”)q!
For all s,n € N, let (n)q = quf (e Z[q]) , (n)q! =1I_ (r)q, (S)q = Wm0
"—q " — n n [n]q!
(€ Zlg)) and [n], = L= (€ Z[q.q7]). [l i= Ty Py 7], = poaeiis (€

Z [q,q_l]). Let go := ¢% for all a € ¢, and ¢; = oy for all ¢+ € I; then set
q(rs,i) := ¢i for every positive imaginary root (rd,i) € ®i*.

We define Ué”(fa_) , Tesp. Ué\/[(fl+) , to be the associative C(q)—algebra with 1 gen-
erated by L, (ne M), Fr,...,F,, resp. L, (n€ M), Ex,...,E,, with relations

LO = ]_7 L[LLU - L[L+V 3
s|1—aij
Lqu — q_(ajW)FjLM , Z (_1) l Sa j] FiijFiS =0
pt+s=l—a;; qi (21)
s|1—aij
resp. L,E; = q(ajW)Eij, Z (—1) [ Sa j] EVE;E; =0
p+s=1l—a;; qi

for all 4,5 € I, 1 # j, and u,v € M ; these are both Hopf algebras, with

A(Fl) == Fl & L—ai + 1 &® Fi, G(FZ) = 0, S(FZ) = FzLaz
AL,)=L,®L,, e(Ly) =1, S(Ly) =L_,
A(EZ) == E,L X 1 + Lai X Ei, E(E,L) == 0, S(EZ) == _L—aiEz

forall i € I', € M. We also consider the subalgebras U (t) (generated by the L,’s),
Ug(n_) (generated by the F;’s), Uy(ny) (generated by the E;’s). In the sequel we shall
use the notation K, := Lo, M, :=L,, Ay =L, Vo € Qu,p € M,v € M') (and in
particular K; := K, , M; :== M,, A;:=A,,), and U := UqM([AJ_) , U= Uéw(fu_) ,
Ug' = Uy(t), U_ :== Uy(n-), U, := Uy(ny). Multiplication yields various linear
isomorphisms, which we shall refer to as triangular decompositions, namely

UX=U_oUy=UyeU_, UX=U,Uy 22Uy ®U,

A natural @ —grading, resp. )_—grading, (of algebras) is defined on U2, resp. UL,
by setting deg(F;) := «;, deg(F;) := —ay; (i € I); then these are also gradings of
Hopf algebras, inherited by the various subalgebras defined above.

2.2 DRT pairings. If H is any Hopf algebra, we let H°P be the same coalgebra
with opposite multiplication, and H,, the same algebra with opposite comultiplication.
There exists perfect (i. e. non-degenerate) pairings of graded Hopf algebras (cf. [Ta])

m (UY),, @ UM — C(q), m UM @ (UM — C(q)
™ (UY), @UY — C(g), 7 UM @ (UM)" — C(q)
(v 1\ -1
W(LWLV) =4q (e )7 7T(LM?EJ) =0, 7T(FZWLV) =0, 7T(Fiij) = —51]‘((]1'_(]7; 1)
— v — — _ —_1y—1
7T(LM?LV) = q+(ﬂ’ ) ) 7T(Ei>Ll/) =0, W(LIM J) =0, W(EivFj) = +5ij (Qi —g; 1)



DUAL AFFINE QUANTUM GROUPS 7

These pairings were introduced by Drinfel’d, Rosso, Tanisaki, and others, so we shall
call them DRT pairings. If 7 is any DRT pairing we shall also set (x,y)_ for w(z,y).

2.3 Quantum root vectors. We define quantum root vectors along the lines of
Beck’s work (cf. [Bel], [Be2]), but fixing conventions as in [Dal, [Ga2|. It is possible

to define a total order =< on the set &, such that (1 <X s <X B3 < --- < [Br_1 =
Bk = Bkz—i—l == ((T+ 1)(5,71) = (T(Svl) = (T672)"' = (2(5,71) = (671) = (672) =
2 (0n) 2 2B g1y 2Bk R Boe—1) - 2 P2 X -1 X Bo and moreover
{5k‘k2 1} = {ré—a‘r>0,o¢€¢>07+} and {6k|k§O} = {r(5+a|r20,a€
®,+ } . Let such an order be fixed: then one defines — as in [Ga2], §2.2 — (quantum
root) vectors E. , for all v € &>+ , and also root vectors F, (for all v € CBJF ) associated
to negative roots. Definitions give E, € (Uy),,), Fy € (U-)_,, forall v € o, .
For later use we recall an important property of imaginary root vectors:

Claim: All root vectors attached to imaginary roots commute with each other.

2.4 PBW bases and orthogonality. It is proved in [Be2] that the set By of or-
dered monomials in the root vectors E,’s (according to the order < on CBJF ), namely the
Ha€¢,+ E%<’s is a C(q)-basis of U, (Remark: hereafter, when dealing with such a kind
of monomials, or the like, the function o+ n, € N will always be zero for almost allt
a). Similarly, the set B_ of ordered monomials in the root vectors Fy’s is a C(q)—basis
of U_; in addition, the set B} :=={ K, |a € Qx } = {Hieloo Kill,eZViely, }

is a C(q)-basis of Uj’. Then from triangular decompositions one concludes that the
sets of ordered monomials By - B}' and B{'- By are C(q)-bases of U, , and similarly
B_ - B}" and B{' - B_ are C(q)-bases of U_. From [Da] we know that

0o,
(q&l - QOz)

T (Frs.0)s Ess ) = 0r,s(0(i)o(4))

7 (Fy, Eg) = , T(Fay By) =0, 7(Fy,Ea)=0 VYa,f €, yecdm

T [Taij]qi . . Fim

7 1 N\ V(T’,é,l),(S(s,j) € (I)—f-
r (Qj - Qj)
and similarly for 7, for we have 7 (E,, Fg) = —m (F3, Ey); these formulas are the
starting point to build up orthogonal bases of U_ and U, : the key result is the following.

Lemma 2.5 (cf. [Da], [Ga2]). For allr € Ny, let V,, resp. W,., be the C(q)-vector
space with basis { B,y |t € o}, resp. { Fips:) |1 € Io}, and let {x,; |i € Ip} and
{yr; | J € Lo} be bases of V, and W, orthogonal of each other with respect to m,
namely W(yr,i,a:r,i) %0 and W(yr,j,xr’i) =0 foralli,j € Iy. Then { Hkgo Eg: .
HTEN,'LEIO 37:2 : Hk>0 E,Z,f ‘nk>nr,i e N Vk,i} and { Hkgo Fg]zk 'HreN,jeIO ygf;ﬂ .
| P ngk ‘mk,ms,j eN Vk,j} are bases of U, and U_ which are orthogonal of each

Hereafter by ”almost all” we shall always mean ”all but a finite number of”.
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other. And similarly for the pairing ™. More precisely, we have

(M T o T Tme T Ties ) -

k<0 reNy,j€ly k>0 h<0 seNy i€ly h>0
na Nal, !
( 2 ) [ alq N
H 6na,mO¢Qa 1 = Na H 6nr,i,mr,inr,i!7(yr,i>$'r‘,z‘) ",
aEed’e (Qa - Qa) reN,iel
Nk ’” ng mp m mp _
m(Ilese 11 «w - 1ese 1 e 11 w1 e ) =
k<0 reNg,i€ly k>0 h<0 seN, ,jely h>0
() __[nal,!
2 do n )1
H 6naamaqa —1\ N« : H 6nr,iam’r',inrai! ﬂ-(xral 7y’l",7:) o * |:|
agdre (qu ~ o ) reN,iel,

2.6 Integer forms. Let R be the subring of C(g) of all rational functions having

no poles at roots of unity of odd order. Let UY be the R-subalgebra of UZ" generated
c—s+1 L

by the elements F,é(m) = Fim/[m]qi!, (M;;C> == % (the so-called ¢—

divided powers) and ]\Jj_1 forall m,c,t e Nyi €I, j€ I . Itisknown (cf. [Lu2]) that

UY is a Hopf subalgebra of U2. It is proved in [Ga2] that 4 has a PBW basis (as an R~

module) of increasing ordered monomials { Hjeloo(Mj; 0) MEntE/2) 11 Fire)

ti J acd

no €N, t; €N } (recall that the n,’s are almost all zero), where we use notation

F™ (T/ 1(7”5 Z))
n) . _~7v re (n) ._
F7 = [n]q ! Vyed, F(TM)

VY (ré,i) € o,

n!

a similar PBW basis of decreasing ordered monomials also exists; thus 4 is an R—form
of UY. Similarly we define the Hopf subalgebra ¥ and find PBW bases for it.

Let E, := (qa — qa_l) E, for all a € EIV>+ , and let U2 be the R-subalgebra of U2
generated by all the E,’s and all the M;’s; then (cf. [BK]) U2 is a Hopf subalgebra of
U, with a PBW basis (as an R-module) { [Lier, M;j : Hae&3+ E.|naeN, t;eN }
of increasing ordered monomials and a similar PBW basis of decreasing ordered mono-
mials; in particular U2 is an R—form of U2 . The same procedure yields the definition
of the Hopf subalgebra 4 and provides PBW bases for it.

Similar constructions and results hold for the algebras U_, Uy', U, providing integer
forms 4_, U, , and so on, all of them endowed with PBW bases of ordered ”monomials”.
Finally, we have triangular decompositions

UV g @Y U U, UM L @ U U @
UM U QU U U, UY = U, 9U) 2 UY o U,
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2.7 R—duality among integer forms. For all r € N, let V. and W, be the
C(q)—vector spaces defined in Lemma 2.5. Consider the elements E,s ;) := (7“ / 7] qi) :

E54 € Vi (i€ 1p); then {E(M,i) ‘ 1€ I } is a basis of V,.. The basis of W,. dual of
{E\(ré,i) jely } C W, such that
W(?(”’(Syj)’E(”‘&i)) = 0j; , for all 7,5 € Ip. Similarly, we define the basis {F\(r(s,j) ‘j €

Iy } of W, dual of {F(M’i)
7 instead of 7, and reversing the roles of E and F'.

1€ Iy } with respect to m, is the subset {F(m;,j)

1 € I } with respect to 7. Similar definitions hold with

Definitions and formulas in §2.4 give the following (see [Ga2|, Proposition 4.6):

Claim (a): for all v € N, the basis {f(m;,j) ‘j € IO} C W, of W, dual of

{ E(r&,i)

IO} C W, : in particular, it lies in U_ . Similarly, the basis {F\(Wg’j) ‘j € I } c W,

i€ Iy } (with respect to  or to T ) lies in the R-linear span of {F(m;,j) ‘j €

of W, dual of {E(m;,i) ‘ 1 € I } (with respect to ™ or to T ) lies in the R-linear span
of {ﬁ(r(g’j) ‘j e Iy } C W, : in particular, it lies in 4_ . Similar statements hold when
reversing the roles of E and F.

Then Lemma 2.5, and results in [DL], §3 (see also Lemma 4.4 later on) give:

Claim (b): If in one integer form (of a subalgebra of a quantum Borel algebra) we
fiz a PBW basis, then on the other hand the form (of the opposite algebra) of opposite
typographic "font” does contain a PBW basis — made with ”dotted” root vectors (which
are equal to the old ones for real roots) — which is dual to the initial one.

Therefore integer forms of opposite ”fonts” are R—dual of each other, in the following
sense: for every DRT pairing, if we take 4l on one side, then the form &/ on the other
side is equal to the subset of all elements which paired with il give a value in R; and
similarly exchanging il and /. For instance

ﬂf)”:{yeUé”‘ﬂ(L{éW,y)g }: xEUé”‘ﬁ(x,MéW
Uyt ={ye vy | m (. y)

iI.:{:zceU‘w(ac,Z/l+

u ={wevd|w(e, w2
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§ 3 The quantum group U, (g)

3.1 Quantum double. Let H_, H, be two arbitrary Hopf algebras on a ground
field (or ring) F, and let (H_)Op ® H, — F be any arbitrary Hopf pairing. The
quantum double D = D(H_,H+,7r) is the algebra T(H_ &) H+)/R, where T(H_ @
H+) is the tensor algebra on H_ @ H; and R is the ideal of relations

lg. =1=1pg,, TRy =1y for x,y € Hy or z,y€ H_
> m(yenre) o) @y = >, 7 (ya)yrw) e @@ for z€ Hy ye H_.
(z),(y) (x),(y)

Then (cf. [CP], § 4.2.D) D has a canonical structure of Hopf algebra such that H_,
H_ are Hopf subalgebras of it and multiplication yields isomorphisms of coalgebras

H ®H «~—D®D—"-D, H ®H, —D®D—"=D. (3.1)

Now take D2(g) := D (U2>,U, ) : by definition, D}’ (g) is generated by Kq, Ly,
F;, E; — identified with 1 ® K, L, ® 1, 1 ® F;, E; ® 1 when thinking at Dé”(@) =
UM @UE® — (0 € Qoo, p € M, i € I), while the relations defining R reduce to

KoL, =LKy, KoEj=q¢" 9B K, — L,Fj=q(&WEL,
Lo, — K_q,
Lai = Koo

qi — q;

Finally, PBW bases of quantum Borel algebras provide PBW bases of Dé”(@) In
the sequel we shall also use the notation D,, := D;(g).

E;F; — F;E; = 0,

3.2 The quantum algebra U;’(g). Let K" be the ideal of D;(g) generated by
the elements Lo1-1®L, L € Uj*; then 8" is in fact a Hopf ideal, whence D,/(g (§)/RM

is a Hopf algebra. The presentation above yields one of Uy(g) := D;(g) / KM it is

the associative C(g)—algebra with 1 given by generators Fj, L,, E; and relations

Lo, — L_,,
Lo=1, L,L,=L,,=L,L,, EiFy—F,E;= 00—
q; — q;
1—CL7;_7' _1 -
— A4 i —
L,F,=q “WEL,, > (-1)* L F 9 E R = 0 (3.2)
k=0 - 14
l—aij _1 R
L,E; =q¢"™WEL, (—1)F k“” E YR EF =0
k=0 - -q;
(for all p€ M, i,j,h € I with i # j) with the Hopf structure given by
A(FZ) :Fz‘®L—o¢i +1® F;, E(FZ) =0, S(F) = FLO@
AL,) =L, & L, (L) =1. Sy =L, (33

A(El)ZEZ(X)l-FLal@FZ, E(E,L):O, S(F)Z—L E
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Finally, let pry: Dy(g) — D(JI‘”(@)/.QM =: U,"(g) be the canonical Hopf algebra
epimorphism; we shall also use notation K, := Ly, M, := L, forall o € Quo,n € M.

3.3 Integer forms of U,"(g). Let 4" (g) be the R-subalgebra of U,*(g) generated

t

of U;"(g) (cf. [Lul], [DL]), with PBW basis over R (cf. [GaZ2])

by {Fi(e), (Mj;c> ,M]._l,E,i(m) ‘E, c,t,meN;tel,jely } ; this is a Hopf subalgebra

navtjamOCENa va)j ;

1 5o I1 (My’;o) T CTO I | QG

OCEE>+ -76]00 (XE&"+

this is also a C(q)-basis of U,*(g), hence 4" (g) is an R—form of U,*(g) .
Let U™ (g) be the R—subalgebra of U *(g) generated by {F. ‘ aed, }U{]WjjEl ‘j €
Io }U{Eqs|a € o, } (cf. [BK], §3); this also is a Hopf subalgebra, with PBW basis

ti € Z, no,my €N, Vi,

[T 2 J1 o I 7

OCEE>+ ]EIOO OCEE>+

(over R); the latter is also a C(q)-basis of U,*(g), hence U (g) is an R—form of U "(g).

Like for quantum Borel algebras, the same forms can also be defined using modified
root vectors, hence they have also PBW bases of ordered monomials in the M,’s and
the modified root vectors.

3.4 Specialization at roots of 1 and quantum Frobenius morphisms. In
sight of specializations, C will be thought of as an R—algebra via C = R / (g —c), for
all ¢ € C\ {0}. Let ¢ be a primitive £~th root of 1, for ¢ odd, ¢ > d := max; {d,},,

or £=1. Then we set U (g) := ilM(@)/(q—s)LlM(@) ~ ¥ (§) ©r C. When £ =1

(i. e. € = 1) it is well-known (cf. e. g. [DL])? that $47(g) is a Poisson Hopf coalgebra,
and we have a Poisson Hopf coalgebra isomorphism

0(9) = U(9) ; (3.4)

in a word, U (g) specializes to U(g) for ¢ — 1: in symbols, 4" (g) RimiN U(g) .
Remark: this point deserves some care. Following Lusztig (cf. for instance [Lu2]),

people usually specialize U,(g) at ¢ = 1 by taking an integer form which is slightly

different from our U4(g): to be precise, it is defined like 4?(g) but with [K?C] =

c75+1K —c+s—1 —1

t ;
Hszl =

[

i—q; K, . Ki;e) . 17t ¢ K -1 .
pr— i~ instead of ( : ) =11y e (hence its toral part

loc. cit.] deals with the finite type case and quantum groups of adjoint type, but its arguments
apply to the present situation too.
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is smaller). In particular one has Ki—Ki_1 = (qi — q,é_l)- [Kil;o} , which at ¢ =1 gives

K? = 1: thus for ¢ — 1 what one gets is only a central extension of U(g§), namely
U(g) ®c C[Ky, K1, ..., K], with the K;’s central, group-like, and idempotents.
On the other hand, in our 4°(g) (and similarly for U (g), in general) we have

Ki—1= (g —1)- (Kj;0> , which at ¢ =1 gives K; =1, so that (3.4) holds.
When ¢ > 1 we have an epimorphism (cf. [Lul], [DL])
St - U () —— ' (9) = U(0) (3.5)

of Hopf algebras defined by (for all i € I, j € I, with M; := L, )

,
FOL o BP0 (M) e (M) ED| s B E‘s
q=¢ q=1 s g=c s/ g=1 q=¢ q=1
Fea:q FO| 0, (M;'O) —0, E®| 0 otherwise (3.6)
q=¢ q=¢ q=¢
M7 =1
\ g=1

As it is usual in literature, we call Fry a quantum Frobenius morphism (cf. [Lul}).
Similarly, we set UM (g) := Z/{M(@)/(q —e)UM(g) = UM(g) ®r C; when ¢ =1 it is

A~

U (8) = F[Hy] (3.7)

as Poisson Hopf algebras over C (see [BK], §5): here H,, is a Poisson proalgebraic
group with tangent Lie bialgebra h: it is simply an extension — by adding two copies
of C* to the maximal torus — of the Poisson proalgebraic group €2 which is defined in
[BK], §4. In a word, U™ (g) specializes to F[ﬁM] as ¢ — 1, or U"(g) BTN F[ﬁM] .
When /¢ > 1, assume in addition that the following technical condition is satisfied:

gcd.(fin+1)=1 if g is of type A,, or C,
gcd.(l,2n—1)=1 if g is of type B, (3.8)
gcd.(bin—1)=1 if g is of type D, '
g.cd.(£,3) =1 if g is of type Fg or Ga
Then from [BK], §3, we record the existence of a Hopf algebra monomorphism
Fro: FIHu] UM (§) — UM (9) (3.9)
which we call again quantum Frobenius morphism; it is uniquely determined by
Fry: Fol —TFi | LM‘ r—>L,f‘ B —ES (3.10)
q=1 q=¢ q=1 q=¢ q=1 q=¢
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for all a€®, , peM (this is a renormalized version of that in [BK]), and it enjoys

) E(r&,i) v (T(S: Z) < 51—?7 (311)

q=e

Fry: F(ré,i) q:1'—> EF(M(SJL) 1'_> EE(MM)

9= q=e

finally the image of Frj is the center of U2 (g), i.e.

Frg(Ui'(8)) = Z2(U(8) =: Ze . (3.12)

§ 4 Quantum formal groups

4.1 Formal Hopf algebras and quantum formal groups. In this subsection
we introduce the notion of quantum formal group. Recall (cf. [Di], ch. I) that for-
mal groups can be defined in a category of a special type of commutative topological
algebras, whose underlying vector space (or module) is linearly compact; following
Drinfel’d’s philosophy,we define quantum formal groups by simply dropping out any
commutativity assumption of the classical notion of formal group; thus now we quickly
outline how to modify the latter (following [Di|, ch. I) in order to define our new
quantum objects.

Let E be any vector space over a field K (one can then generalize more or less
wathever follows to the case of free modules over a ring), and let E* be its (linear)
dual; we write (z*,z) for z*(z) for x € E, z* € E*. We consider on E* the
weak x—topology, i. e. the coarsest topology such that for each x € E the linear map
x* — (z*,x) of E* into K is continuous, when K is given the discrete topology. We
can describe this topology by choosing a basis {e;};,.; of E': to each i € I we associate
the linear (coordinate) form e} on E such that (e],e;) = J;;, and we say that the
family {ej},.; is the pseudobasis of E* dual to {e;},.;; then the subspace E’ of F
which is (algebraically) generated by the e} is dense in E*, and E* is nothing but the
completion of E’, when E’ is given the topology for which a fundamental system of
neighborhoods of 0 consists of the vector subspaces containing almost all the e}; thus
elements of E* can be described by series in the e;’s which in the given topology are
in fact convergent. Finally, the topological vector spaces E* are characterized by the
property of linear compactness.

Let now E/, F' be any two vector spaces over K, and u: £ — F' a linear map; then the
dual map u*: F* — E* is continuous, and conversely for any linear map v: F* — E*
which is continuous there exists a unique linear map u: £ — F' such that v = u™*.

The tensor product E* ® F* is naturally identified to a subspace of (E ® F)* by
(" @y, z@y) = (2%, 2)-(y",y); thus if {e;},c; and {f;},c ; are bases of £ and F', and
{ei},er and {f-;k}jej their dual pseudobases in E* and F™, then {e! ® f;}iel,jeJ is
the dual pseudobasis of {e; ® fj};c; i, in (B ® F)*. Thus (E ® F)" is the completion
of E* ® F* for the tensor product topology, i. e. the topology of E* ® F* for which
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a fundamental system of neighborhoods of 0 consists of the sets F* @ V + W ® F*
where V', resp. W, ranges in a fundamental system of neighborhoods of 0 made of
vector subspaces; we denote this completion by E* ® F*, and we call it the completed
(or topological) tensor product of E* and F*; the embedding E* ® F* — (E® F)" =
E*® F* is then continuous. Finally, if w:Ey — FEy, v:Fy — F, are linear maps,
then (u®v)*: (Ea @ Fy)" = By QF," — (By®@ F)" = E;*®Fy* coincides with
the continuous extension to E»* ® F»* of the continuous map u* @ v*: Ey* @ Fy* —
E1* ® Fi*; thus it is also denoted by u* & v* .

We define a linearly compact algebra to be a topological algebra whose underlying
vector space (or free module) is linearly compact: then linearly compact algebras form
a full subcategory of the category of topological algebras; morever, for any two objects
A; and A, in this category, their topological tensor product A; ® A is defined. Du-
ally, within the category of linearly compact vector spaces we define linearly compact
coalgebras as triplets (C, A, €) with A:C' — C®C and e:C — K satisfying the usual
coalgebra axioms. The arguments in [Di] (which never require commutativity nor co-
commutativity) show that ()":(4,m,1) — (A*, m*,1*) defines a contravariant func-
tor from algebras to linearly compact coalgebras, while ()*: (C,A,¢€) — (C*, A*, €*)
defines a contravariant functor from coalgebras to linearly compact algebras. Finally,
we define a formal Hopf algebra as a datum (H,m,1,A,€,S) such that (H,m,1) is a
linearly compact algebra, (H, A, ¢€) is a linearly compact coalgebra, and the usual com-
patibility axioms of Hopf algebras are satisfied. ”Usual” Hopf algebras are particular
cases of formal Hopf algebras.

We define quantum formal group the spectrum of a formal Hopf algebra (whereas
classical formal groups are spectra of commutative formal Hopf algebras: cf. [Di], ch. I).

Our goal is to study U} (§)" . Since U}'(g) is a Hopf algebra, its linear dual U} (g)”
is a formal Hopf algebra. The functor ( )* turns the natural epimorphism pr,,: D,, —
U2 (§) into a monomorphism jy,:= (pr,,)": U2 (§)" < D,," of formal Hopf algebras:
therefore we begin by studying D,,*. The following is straightforward:

Proposition 4.2. Let H_, H. be Hopf F-algebras, let m:(H_), ® Hi — F be
an arbitrary Hopf pairing, and let D := D(H_, Hy, ) be the corresponding quantum
double. Then there exist F'—algebra isomorphisms

dual of the F—coalgebra isomorphisms D= H, ® H_, D2 H_® H, (cf. §3.1). O

4.3 Quantum enveloping algebras as function algebras. The DRT pairings
induce several linear embeddings, namely

U —— US>, imy: Uy —— U" ", UM —UM" (induced by )

U, — U™, dmy: U — 03" ", UM ——UM"  (induced by 7)

the right-hand-side ones being also embeddings of formal Hopf algebras; thus we iden-

tify the various quantum algebras with their images in the corresponding dual spaces.

(4.1)



DUAL AFFINE QUANTUM GROUPS 15

Lemma 4.4.

(a) U_ contains the pseudobasis of U,* dual of the PBW basis of 4. of decreasing
ordered monomials, and $_ contains the pseudobasis of U,* dual of the PBW basis
of U, of decreasing ordered monomials. Moreover, the PBW bases of U_ and of 4_
are also pseudobases of U,". A similar statement holds with the roles of U_ and U,
reversed.

(b) U (hence UYT ) contains the pseudobasis By, (relative to im,, ), resp. By, (rel-
ative to imy, ), of UM * dual of the PBW basis of U

(c) UM, resp. UM (hence UM | resp. UM ) contains the pseudobasis of UM ", resp. of
UM *. dual of the PBW basis of UM | resp. of UM . Moreover, the PBW basis of U,

Te;p. UL, is itself a pseudobasis of Uﬁ”' " resp. of Uﬁ”' "
Proof. Part (a) of the statement follows from Lemma 2.5 and the Claim in §2.7.
As for (b), let u, := Hi€oo (Ai;0> . Ai—Ent(ti/Q) (,7_ — (t(),tl,. N 7tn7too) c Nn—l—Z) be

t;
any monomial in the PBW basis of U3’". Then direct computation gives

m‘
L_ 7'> — 7 . —dimi~Ent(ti/2) Nn+2
< Nvu - H(u) q VM,TE
1€00 qi

where we identify M, = N"t2 so that My > p = mgpo + mq p1 + - + mp fn, +
Moo fhoo =2 (M, M1, ..., My, Mso) € N2 Then endowing N"™2 with the product
ordering (of the natural ordering of N) we have

<L_,J,u7> #0 <= 72U

<L_T, uT>7r —q T V7T eN*

where T'(7) := ), dit;Ent(t;/2); in particular ¢~ T(") is invertible in R. Thus we
have formulas (for all 7 € N*+2)

L_. = q_T(T) cut 4 Z <L_T,u7/> U

T/ LT

which tell us that { L_, |7 € N**2} is obtained from {
the matrix M := <<L_T, Upr >7T> which has lower triangular shape, all entries

7,7 €Nn+2
in R, and diagonal entries invertible in R; then the inverse matrix M~! has the same
properties, whence (b) follows.
Finally, for (c) note that 7(y-¢,z-m) = n(y,z) - n(¢,m) forall y € U_, £ € Uy,
m € UM, x € U, , as one sees at once from Lemma 2.5 (and similarly for 7 ); therefore,
since the PBW basis of, say, 4" is the tensor product of the like bases of L[, and (3"’

then the dual pseudobasis of (ill‘;')* is the tensor product of the pseudobases of &, *
and (L6 ')* given in (a) and (b). With similar arguments all of (¢) is proved. [

7€ N"*2} by means of
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4.5 Remark. Since D, = UM @ U2~ = U, @ U} @ U~ @ U_, we have
D, /"= Ug'* QU2 =2 U QUM RUE>"®U_*; hence from Lemma 4.4 we deduce
Every element f € D," has a unique expression as formal series

f= > armee F-M-LE
FMLE

in which ar mce € Clq), M € By, L € Br. , and the F'’s, resp. the £’s, are
ordered monomials in the F,’s, resp. in the E,’s; then the natural evaluation pairing
Dy™ @ Dy — C(q) is given by TQT QTR T .

In particular, every f € D,.* can be uniquely expressed as a formal series in the
F.,’s and the E,’s (o € B ) with coefficients in (3" @UG=)" 2 UM " RUF=".

Similarly the triangular decompositions U, @ U @ U_ = UqM/ @) 2U_UM U,
give U QUM QU_* = UqM'(@)* ~ U *@UM " ®U,*, whence Lemma 4.4 implies

FEvery f € Ué‘”'(@)* can be uniquely expressed as a formal series in the F,’s and
the E,’s (a € E)Jr) with coefficients in UM ™ ; then the natural evaluation pairing
Ué”/(@)* ® U (§) = C(q) can be described by m @TRT or by TQT QT .

In particular, a pseudobasis of U," "(3)" can be given by taking the tensor product of

pseudobases — for instance, those provided by Lemma 4.4 — of U,*, Uy’ " and U_*;

AN K

moreover, the (tensor) PBW basis of U_ @ U}’ ® U, is a pseudobasis of U} (§) .

In the sequel when considering the composed embedding Ul — U™ — U, e "(8)
we shall always mean that the first embedding is induced by 7 (cf. (4.1)); accordingly,

~

the evaluation pairing U}" §) ® U2 (§) — C(g) will be described by m@7T @7, hence
the pseudobasis of U™ to use is B,,.

Proposition 4.6. The monomorphism j: UqM'(@)* — D" (cf. §4.1) is given by
ju: Fi—F®l, L,—L_,®L,, E —1®L; Vi, i (4.2)
in particular the image of j,, is the closure of the subalgebra generated by the set

{FelL L 2L,10F,

ieIOO,MEM}.

Proof. For PBW monomials we have pr,, (E LoK- F) — E-L-K-F; therefore

4.2) comes out of the definition j,, := (pr,,) . As an example
M
<jM (LM)>E Ly, ® Ky - F> - <LI“E Ly - K - F> - 6E,1 ) 5F,1 ‘Q(MV—'—&)

(Loy® Ly B Ly @ Ko F) = 0p1-bpy - g+

TR

whence j (L) =L, ® L, . Since j,, := (pr,,)" is continuous (cf. §4.1), by Lemma
4.4 and Remark 4.5 it is uniquely determined by (4.2). O
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Remark 4.7. Thanks to the previous results, we can identify j,, (Ué” /(@)*> with

the space of formal series in the F},’s and the E,’s (« € <T>+ ) with coefficients in U™,
using Proposition 4.6 and the similar identification for U," "(3)" (cf. Remark 4.5). Then
similar remarks to those in Remark 4.5 hold.

4.8 Integer forms. We want to study the subspaces of linear functions on U," (9)
which are ”integer-valued” on its integer forms. Thus we define

w(@) = {f e U @) | (£ @) SR}, uM(@) = {f € U@ | (LU @) R}
={f vy @) | (Fu@) SR}, o= { £ € n(U" @) | (£ U @) <R
W= {rew | (W cr}, W ={reuy” | (fu) C R

~

notice that j,, restricts to isomorphisms j,: 4™ (§)" —— IV, ju: UM (§)° N 1

Proposition 4.9.

(a) 4 (§)" is the R-submodule (of Ué”'(@)*) of all formal series (cf. §4.5)
Z]—',¢,gf - - & in which ¢ € il(])”/* and the F’s, resp. the £’s, are monomials of
the PBW basis of U_, resp. of U, . So 4™ (§)" is aformal Hopf subalgebra of UM/(A)*

(b) UM (§)" is the R submodule (of UM (g )" ) of all formal series (cf. §4.5)
ZS,@@% - ¢ - € in which ¢ € LIO and the §’s, resp. the &€’s, are monomials of
the PBW basis of 4_, resp. of k.. So U™ ()" is a formal Hopf subalgebra of Ué”/(@)*.

Proof. Let us prove (b), the proof for (a) being completely similar.

Let f € Ué‘”'(@)* be given, and expand it as a series f = ZW? S4 Py €, in which
the §¢’s, resp. the €,’s, are PBW monomials of 4_, resp. of 4., and &4, € UM/*.
Now fix 7, and let £; be the PBW-like monomial of ¢/, which is (up to £¢°, for some
s € Z) the dual of §j: according to Lemma 2.5, this is an ordered product of the Ev’s
(v € @) and of the duals of the ﬁF(W;’Z‘)’S ((rd,i) € EI;lf‘ ); similarly, fix ¢ and let
F3 be the PBW-like monomial of U/_ ‘which is the dual (up to +¢, for some t € Z) of
€5 : thanks to the Claim in §2.7, we have &5, F 5 € U™ (g). Fix also v € M’: then

(£, 85 Lo Fa) =S (Fo P € €5+ Ly Fg) = 20"+ (25,5, 1)
@.n

Therefore, since the monomials & - L, - F 5 form a (PBW-like) basis of UM'(g), we
have f € Ué‘”/(@)* if and only if &5 - € UM, qe.d. )

Now consider the Hopf structure. Let f € U™'(g)" , and expand A(f) as a series
Af) =3, (8o Py - C)R(F, - D, - €) sothat D,0P, # &, P, (c UM QUM " =
(Uéﬂ ® U§4')>k ) for all o, 7, such that (§,, €5, 5., ¢) # (§r, €+, 5., € ) (this is always
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possible). As f € UM'(g), then A(f) is integer-valued on U™ (§) @ UM'(§). Fix any
o: as above there exist suitable PBW-like monomials €5, F5, €=, F» such that

(A(f), (Es@EL)  (Lu®Ly) - (Fo @ F5)) =+¢" - (¢ @ ¢, L, @ L)
for all v,/ € M’ (for some z € Z); since A(f) is integer-valued, ¢5 ® ¢% is integer-
valued on U @ U, that is ¢, @ ¢ € (U @UY) =U"" SUL™; but ¢ ® ¢ €
UM @UM™, thus ¢, ¢ € U™, q.e.d.
Finally, we have 1 € U™'(§)", because 1 := ¢, €(U™'(§)") C R because ¢ := 1* and
1€U™(g), and S(Z/IM/(@)*) =UM'(§)" because S := S* and S(U™ (g)) =UM () -
Thus U™’ (§)" is a formal Hopf subalgebra of Ué‘”/(@)*, q.e.d. O

Definition 4.10. We call A™ the subalgebra of UM @ UZ> ( C DM/*) generated by
{F,®1, L, ®L,, 1®E;|i€I, peM}. Then we set

AV = {fe A |(f,uM (@) C R} =AYNTV
A" = {fe AM| (U™ (§)) C R} =A" NIV,

Lemma 4.11.
(a) AM is an R—integer form of AM, generated as an R—subalgebra by

{FQ®LZ;M®LM1®EQ

aECBJF,pJEM}.

(b) AM is an R—integer form of AM, generated as an R—subalgebra by

a L_p; ®@Ly;;
{F’i( )®1’ ( " @; " C) s Ly @ Ly 1®Ei(d)

ieLjeIw;mudeN;ceZ}

Proof. Definitions yield a linear isomorphism &,,: A U ® Uy ® U, given by
Q,: Fi®l— F;el®l, L_,®L,— 1®L,21, 19F; — 1®1®E; ; but this restricts to

Dy AM U QUY U, , By AY 8 @ UM @ 8L, , s0 §3.3 yields the claim. O

4.12 Gradings. Recall (cf. §2.1) that U has a Q—grading UY = ©qcq, (Uﬁ”)a
given by decomposition in direct sum of weight spaces for the adjoint action of Uy”;
also UY has an analogous ()_—grading. These are gradings of Hopf algebras (in the
usual obvious sense), inherited by the integer forms, and DRT pairings respect them,

that is e.g. = ((Ué”)ﬁ, (Ué”')» =0 forall Be@Q_,v€ Qs such that g4+~ #0.

The gradings of quantum Borel subalgebras induce a ()—grading of the Hopf algebra
D, :=UY ®UZ*> (inherited by its quotient Hopf algebra U,'(g)), where the subspace
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(Ué”)ﬁ QU2 ), has degree 3+, and also a @-grading of the subalgebra U’ ® U=
of D,/ ; since D,/ is a completion (via formal series) of this subalgebra, it inherits
on its own sort of a ”"pseudograding”, in the sense that every element of D, is a
(possibly infinite) sum of terms each of whom has a well-defined degree: namely, given
f € D, with formal series expansion (cf. Remark 4.5) f =3 p  pF'-¢- E (where
¢ € (U ® Ugm)* and the F’s and the E’s are PBW monomials), we define the
degree of its various summands by

deg(F Nox E) = deg(F) + deg(E)

where deg (Hae$+ Faf‘l> = _Zaef_;_ faor, deg (Hae$+ Eo‘fa> = Za€5+ eq (this
degree is again a weight for a suitable action of U}* on UY @ULI> ). Now UY @ UL*> is
dense in D,,*, and the restriction of the pairing D,,*®D,, — C(q) to (UMY @U@
(Ué”/ ® US“’) is nothing but (7T®7T) 0Ty 3 (With T23: 2QYU®2QW TR 2QYRw;)
therefore, since m and 7 respect the gradings, also the pairing D, ® D, — C(q)
respects the pseudogradings we are dealing with.

Finally, the pseudograding of D,,” is compatible with the formal Hopf structure.
For example, look at S(x), for homogeneous = € D,/ : given homogeneous y € D, ,
we have (S(z),y) = (z,5(y)) = (z,y') where y' := S(y) is homogeneous on its
own of degree deg(y’) = deg(y) (for the grading of D,,, is compatible with the Hopf
structure); therefore we have deg(S(x)) = deg(x), because

(S(x),y) # 0= deg(y) = deg(y') = deg(z) == S(2) € (D) geg(z) -

4.13 Some umbral calculus. In this section we provide concrete information
about the Hopf structure of our quantum formal groups. This will be especially im-
portant to define integer forms and speciale them at roots of 1. To be short, we set

FP:=F®l, 19:=1®1, Ef:=1®E;, L;:=L_,®L, VYiel,peM
The counit e: D, — C(g) is €:=1*, hence e(z*) := (z*, 1> Vaz* € Dy~ ; thus
e(F?) =0, G(Lf?) =1, e(EP) = (4.4)

the elements above generate the algebra j,, (U M(g) ) (in topological sense, cf. Propo-

sition 4.6), hence (4.4) uniquely determines e: .]M(U(;W( ) ) — C(q) .
The antipode of D,,” is by definition the dual of the antipode of D,,s, hence it is
characterized by (S(z*),z) = (2*,S(z)), for all 2* € D,,/*, v € D,,. Now consider

F,i®f = Fif ®1 e UM ®UI < Dy, feN: itis homogeneous of degree —fa;,
whence S (Fif ® 1) has the same degree. Thus writing S (Fi®f ® 1) as a series

(F®f) ZF B, - E,
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we have deg (F, - @, - E,) := deg(F,) 4+ deg(F,) = — fa; . Now, the pseudograding of
D,,” induces a pseudograding of J* too; hence, since J™ is a formal Hopf subalgebra
of D,, (Proposition 4.9), we can apply the same procedure and get

S(F) =S ot (1.5)

where ¢, € U M7 and the Fo's, resp. £,’s, are PBW monomials of ¢/_, resp. U, , such
that deg(F,) + deg(€,) = —fa; . An entirely similar argument yields

s(Fe@r) = ISR (4.6)

where ¢, € U, M and the §,’s, resp. €,, are PBW monomials of $[_, resp. i, , such

that deg(ga) + deg( ) = _faz .
Now, 3" and Z* can be compared through the natural embedding T = {™’(§)" —
UM (§)" = 3" (dual of UM'(§) — UM (g)); directly from definitions we get

e

f
Fl =Tl -a*)-FPD, ES=T[ (@ —a7*) EL Wy € e

s=1 s=1

o pw o Fe r_ e g N e Gim
F(r5 n=(a—a") 7 Tosn Eosy = (¢ —a") o Ersy V(rdi) ey

thus comparing (4.5) and (4.6) we find

f fs
&-%-c‘ige(H(qZ‘—q{“)_l- IT 1I@E-47) H )

u=1 B,y€PL r=1 s=1

I @) -q S)e(s‘”’)-ZM

(r8,),(t5.) € Bt

(4.7)

for §, = Haeinr F(f") ¢, = Haeiu Eogek). Similar remarks hold for the other
generators of A : in partlcular a first consequence is the following

Claim I: The series S( ®(f)> S ((L%;c>>, S (LQE’M) and S (Ef@(e)> are con-

vergent in the (q —q- )IMfadzc topology of " ; in particular, they are finite sums
modulo (g —1).

In principle, one can compute all the terms of these series up to any fixed order (in
(q — q_l)): actually, we need to know them only up to the zeroth order. For S (Fi®)
the first term (call it Fy), of order zero in the (q — q_l)—adic expansion of S(Fi@’),
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corresponds to the terms §, - ¢, - €, in (4.6) such that Za€5+ (fa + ea) =1; on
the other hand, these must have degree deg(§,) + deg(€,) = —a; too, whence it is

5o = FZ.@ and €2 = 1. Now, F; takes non-zero values only on PBW monomials of
type E; - L, , (v € M"); so let Vi,i be the free U —module with basis {EZ}) direct
computation shows that Fi + g, 2. F,?L%’ai is zero in Vy*,, therefore

S(Ff)=—-q % F?L® mod (q—q ') -I"

—a

Similar arguments give

((L® o)) ( ;‘?1;0) nod (1)o7

—q*t?. L% EP mod (q—q ') I

—a

As for the coproduct A: D,,* — D,,/* ® D, , it is the dual of the product of D,,,
hence it is characterized by <A(:L‘*), Yy & z> = <:1:*, Y - z> . The same kind of procedure
used for S may be applied in the present case. Thus for instance, if

A (Ffi@(f)) - Z (go ’ ¢a ’ ea) & (gr ’ ¢7’ ’ G7-) (48)

o, T

is the series expansion of A (Fi®(f)> as in Proposition 4.9(b) (via Z™ = U™ (3)"),
then

f
(8000 €) ® (8o 00 - €r) € (H (g —a7) "
u=1
. 8 —S$ frsi s —58\ €(sé,5
H H _qB H(qv_qv) H(qZ q )(6)(%—% )(6)' (49)
pyeditr=1 s=1 (r8,3),(t8,5)€Bim
I M@0 Te-e T G- )) P
ByePirr=1 s=1 (r6,4),(t8,5) €D

for §o = [Tocs, Foa™\ €0 = Tlacs, &™) For = [acs, Fal™, €0 = Tlocg, B8
Similar remarks hold for the other generators of A" . As a first consequence, we have:
Claim II: The series A (F,é®(f)>, A ((L%;C>>, A (L@M) and A (E,fz’(e)> are con-

vergent in the (q — q_l) . (ZM (X\)IM)fadic topology of IM @ I™ ; in particular, they are
finite sums modulo (¢ — 1).
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Direct computation gives us the following congruences modulo (q — q_1)2 :

® .
AFP)=FPo@1° +1°QF + (¢, — 1) - (Lai" 0) ® F2+
+ (Qi — qi_l)_l . Z C&E (Qa - qa_l)(% - qﬁ_l) -L?iEg? ® Fgg mod (q - q_1)2

a,BED,
p(a)—p(B)=—o;

Lo - Lo - Lo - Lo - Lo -
A(( “i"o>>s< ”i’0>®1®+1®®( “i"o>+(Qi—1)-< ’“‘i’o>®< “i’0>+

@I Y (- Cap ), [ul)], L ES © FPLE, mod (q-g¢7")°

a,565+
p(a)—p(B)=0

Lo .

—(@—a Y O (da—aa ) (as—a;Y) EE@FPLE mod (¢—qY)

a,ﬁ6&5+
p(a)—p(B)=+ai

2

where the C’;’,iﬁ’s are given by the equations ([Fa, Eg]) = C’fx_ﬁ Fy, o ([Fa, Eg]) =

C&EEZ (m; :UZ(g) - C(q)-F; and T Ug(8) = C(q)-E; being the canonical maps)

. . Lyoy—L 71 . .

and the Cy g’s by the equation [Fy, Eg] = Capg %I here F, resp. E, is
5

the dual, resp. minus the dual, of E,, resp. F,, with respect to m, resp. 7.

§ 5 The quantum group U}’ (6)

5.1 The quantum enveloping algebra U’ (6) . The results of §4 can be given
an axiomatic form: to this end, we introduce a new object U’ (6) which is with respect
to U(G) what Uy’ (g) is for U(g). Here M is a fixed lattice as in §2.1.

We define H,, to be the associative C(g)—algebra with 1 with generators F;, L, ,
E; forall A€ M,i € I, and relations (for all u,v € M, i,j5 € 1,1 # j)

Lo=1,  LyL,=Lyy,, E;F; — FjE; =0
1—CL7;_7' r T
1—ai;| i—ay-
LuFy =g WE L, 3 0f T BT RE =0 ()
k=0 - ~di
1—aij _1 -
— Qg4 i —
LEj=q“WEL,, Y (- V| BT EEr =0.

k=0 - 445



DUAL AFFINE QUANTUM GROUPS 23

We also use notation M; := L, (i € I), where { 1% | 1€ Ioo} is a fixed Z-basis of M.
Define N®+ to be the set of all functions f : <I>+ — N such that f(a) =0 for
almost all o € <I>+. For any ¢ := (fa)a€¢,+ € Nq“r, n = (e oé)aeqr”r € N®+ | set

Fy = Ha€$+ Fafa , B = Hae&3+ E e~ where the products are meant to be ordered,

like in §2. We shall also use a similar notation when dealing with PBW monomials

of U, or of Uy, eg Ty = Hae&rF(fa) Ey = Hae&r Faea. Moreover, for any

7 € Nl = N2 get B, := u* (the element of the pseudobasis B,, constructed in
Lemma 4.4(b).

We define Ué‘”(ﬂ) to be the completion of H,, by means of formal series (i.e. infinite
linear combinations), with coefficients in C(q), in the elements of the set

IB%M::{F¢-BT~E,7 ¢,neN5+,TeNfoo}.

Thus Uy’ (6) is the completion of H,, with respect to the topology (of H ) for which

a fundamental system of neighborhoods of 0 is the set of vector subspaces of H,, which
contain almost all the elements of B, , and the set B, is a pseudobasis of Uy’ (h)

Roughly speaking, U," (6) is an algebra of (non-commutative) formal series with the
(5.1) as commutation rules. Finally, thanks to Lemma 4.4, we can identify U’ (6) with

the space of formal series in the F,’s, E,’s, (a € CTJJF) with coefficients in U"""
From 84 we can explicitely realize U," (h) and endow it with a Hopf structure: in

fact, the definition of Uy’ (6) is just a presentation of U," /(ﬁ)*, as the following shows:

Theorem 5.2. There exists an isomorphism of topological C(q)—algebras
vart Uy (6) —— s (U3 (8)")
given by Fii—>Fi®::Fi®1, LMHLg:zL_#®LM, Eﬂ—)E?:zl@Ei.

Then the pull-back of the formal Hopf structure of 7., (Ué”'(@f) defines a formal

Hopf structure on Uy" (6), so that vy, and ju~ Y ovy are isomorphisms of formal Hopf
algebras.

Proof. By construction H,, = U_ ® UyeU, =2 A™ (C ju (Ué”'(@f)) as vector
spaces; now F;®1, L_, ®L,, 19 E; € U¥ ®@UZ> , hence comparing (5.1) and (2.1) we
see that formulas above gives a well-defined isomorphism of algebras v,,: H,, =AM
Moreover, A™ contains a pseudobasis B,, of j,, (U(y'(ﬁ)*) (cf. Lemma 4.4, Proposition
4.6, and Remark 4.7) such that v, (B,,) = B,,, hence v,, continuosly extends, in a
unique way, to an isomorphism of topological algebras v,,: Uy’ (6) = G (Ué‘”'(@)*) ,
q.ed. UJ
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Remark: For "restricted” specializations at roots of 1 the algebra Uy (6) is too big;
in order to get a reasonable R—integer form, it turns out to be necessary to impose
two bounding conditions. The first condition is on the size of the ”toral part” of an
element in U," (6) we tackle it in §§5.4-5 below; the second one is on the behaviour

of an element in U’ (6) (as a series), and is inspired by (4.7) and (4.9): we deal with
it in §§5.7-9.

Hereafter, we freely use the term pseudobasis to mean a topological basis of a topo-
logical module, so that any element in the module has a unique expansion as a series
in the elements of the pseudobasis.

Definition 5.3. We define the subset 2y, of U)” (6) to be
Q,, = {xzz F, &, E, € UY (D) ‘@U c UM, va}

(where v =Y _F,-®,-E, is the expansion of x as a series with coefficients in Uy ).

Lemma 5.4.

(a) The set of all products F - L-E in which F, resp. L, resp. E, is any element of
a fired PBW basis of U_, resp. Ug", resp. U, is a pseudobasis of 2y, .

(b) Q. is a formal Hopf subalgebra of Uy (6)

Proof. Claim (a) follows from definitions. As for (), it is clear that Q,, is a subalgebra
of Uy’ (6) Now we show that it is also closed for the antipode and the coproduct.
Let v =) F-® -E.€Qy: then & =3 ) cr Ly, with ¢p ), # 0 for finitely
many p. Let S(x) =) F, P, - E,: for any fixed &, we must prove that &5 € Uy’
(Q S ) , so that S(€,) = Q, ; to this end, we identify U, (6) = Ué”/(@)* (cf. The-

orem 5.2). By Lemma 2.5 there exists two PBW monomials £ 5 and F 5 such that
<S(33): Sa'y'j:&> = <Fa'¢a'Eaag6'y'f6> = <Fa ) S6>'<E67 f5>-¢5(y-La)

for all y € Ué‘”’, with « = S(Fa) + S(Ea) and ¢z := <F5, 55> . <Ea, .7:5> #%0: in

other words, @5 = c5 - ((L_a ]:5) >S(z) <1€5> ‘U (where < and > denote standard

M/
0

left and right action, cf. [DL], §1.4), hence we have to study <S(:U), Es-y- L_af5>
as a function of y € U}"" ; by linearity we can assume y = L, , v € M’ . By definition,
<S(:U) L Es -y L_af5> = <:U, S(S(—, cyL_q - ]—"5)> ; to compute the latter we have to
"straighten” S(Sa-y-L_aj-"a), i.e. to write it in terms of a PBW basis of U,®U(§W®UJr .

Since S(c‘f& - L_aj:a) = S(L_aj:a) - S(y) - S(c‘f;,) , let us consider the various
factors. First, S(L_aj:a) € Ué”/, and S(L_aj:a) does not depend on y. Second,
S(y) = S(L,,) = L_, . Third, S((‘j&) € Ug" , and 5(55) does not depend on y.
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Now we straighten the product. Commuting S(L_aj-"a) and S(y) = L_, pro-
duces a coefficient ¢~ ¥1Ps) = <L_56, L,,>f in which (5 € Q_ is the weight of S(].-}).

Straightening the product S(L_aj-"a) . S(c‘f&) produces a sum ), xj of terms which
do not depend on y . Straightening the product S(y) = L_, - >, x; produces for each
term zj, a coefficient g~ ("17x) = <L_’Y&,k7Ly>ﬁ7 where vz 1 € Q)+ is the weight of the

"positive” part :1:@Ir of x (with respect to the triangular decomposition).

Therefore <a:, S(S;, Y- L_af5)> depends on y according to the functions L_g_,

L., ., and & oS: to be precise, &5 = (L_oF5 > S(z) < &5) is a linear com-

MI

UO
bination of functions of type L_g, - (®,0S5) - L_,,, = > pent Criwl—p—gs—vs 4 s SO
&5 € Uj", q.e.d. An entirely analogous procedure — slightly simpler indeed — works
for comultiplication, thus proving that A(Q M) C Q,, ®Q,,. The claim follows. [

Now we start introducing integer forms of U," (6) and proving their first properties.
Definition 5.5. We define H, to be the R-subalgebra of U, (6) generated by
{Fa, L,, E, | a € &>+; we M } , and UM (6) to be its closure in U (6)

Theorem 5.6. U" (6) is an R—integer form (in topological sense) of Uy (6), as a
formal Hopf algebra, with R—pseudobasis

¢,7,m

IEM ::{Y

TENIW;(ﬁ,UEN%*}:{./T¢'BT'S?7‘T€NIOO;¢77IEN&>+} (5.2)

where Y, ., = F¢ - B, - &y in particular vy, (Z/{M (6)) = Jum (LIM/(@)*> =:JM.

Proof. By construction B, C UM (6) , so the claim follows directly from §5.1. UJ

Lemma 5.7. Let QY, := Q,, Nv, Y (Z™); then QY, is the set of all = € Ué‘”(ﬁ) which
have a series expansion xr = Zg,@ S 0z.¢- € where the § €U and € € 4, are PBW
monomials and ¢z ¢ € U5" for all §, €.

Proof. Trivial from definitions and Proposition 4.9(b). O

Definition 5.8. X X
(a) We define $, to be the R-subalgebra of Ué‘”(h) generated by the set

H Mj;c —1 (e) Lo
{Fi ( j ),Mj o) f,c,t,eeN,jEIoo}.

(b) We define ilM(ﬁ) to be the subset of all elements x in Q) whose series ex-
pansion T =Y o Gom - &y (with notation of §5.1) is such that, for some

. mENT+
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p(x) € Zq,q7 "],

b, € P(T (H H a5 —a5") H ¢ —4,°)

B,yePIE r=1 s=1
! (5.3)

I =) -a ))w

(rd,i),(sd,5) €D
for almost all the ¢ = (fa),ed, 1= (€a)yes, € N®+.

Remark: indeed, what we do in Definition 5.8 is a "refinement” of the construction
provided in [Dr], §7, to locate inside a quantized formal series Hopf algebra — whose
semiclassical limit is a formal Poisson group G*° — a quantized universal enveloping
algebra — whose semiclassical limit yields the Lie bialgebra dual to that of G*°; see
also [Ga3]. This will permit us to specialize at roots of 1, which is not possible in [Dr].

Theorem 5.9. (a) UM (6) is a topological Hopf subalgebra (over R ) of U, (6)
(b) ilM(ﬁ) is an R—integer form of U" (6) and Q,, (as topological Hopf algebras).

Proof. By construction " (6) is an R-subalgebra of U’ (6) and of €2,,; moreover,
Theorem 5.2 and Proposition 4.9(b) ensure that Y, is an R—-integer form (in topological
sense) of 2,, (as an algebra), hence also U (6) is. Furthermore, Proposition 4.9 (b) and
Lemma 5.4 imply that Y, is a (topological) Hopf subalgebra of Q,,. Now the analysis
in §4.13 via v gives S(UM (6)) = uM(G) and A(HM(G)) C UM (6) QUM (6) , thus
> (6) is also a topological Hopf subalgebra. The claim follows. [

Remark: in addition, the analysis in §4.13 shows — via v,,~! — also that {* (6)
contains the minimal topological Hopf subalgebra (over R) of Uy’ (6) (or of Q,, ) which

contains §,,: this follows from formulas (4.7) and (4.9) and condition (5.3) (which is
modeled on (4.7) indeed). In fact for our purposes we might also take this minimal

algebra to play the role of U (6) the crux fact in any case is that (5.3) holds.

5.10 Presentation of 4" (6) . From the similar result available for 4" (g) (cf. [DL],
§3.4: it deals with the finite case, but it is the like) we get a presentation of L™ (6)

by (topological) generators and relations. The algebra Hu of §5.8 is the associative
R-algebra with 1 with generators

s — M: T
Fl()7 Mj, Mj 1, ( ]t C) : El()

(i€l;j€lx; c€Z, t,r,s €N; here we set M; := L, ), and relations

1 _ 1 _ ag=1as +1as41l _ apElap £l
MM =1=M;'M;,  MM*=M*M
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M;;c +1 M;;c M;; 0
; = i — 1 =M,;—1
(45 Yaen, (M5 =0, (M)
M;;c Mj;ec—t\  (t+s M;;c
t s S\t J \t+s
Mj;c+1 g M;;c _ M;;c Vi1
t t t—1)" -

p<c,t .
=3 glepin) Mis 0N s
P t—1

p>0

M. — ¢ -1 M;: 0
( J; C) _ Z (—1)Pg~HetP)p(p+1)/2 <p+; ) ( . J_’p ) , Ve>1
q

p=0

Mj;e+1Y\ _ (Mj;c) _ ¢t M;j; c Vi1
t t t—-l o

Mj Ej(P) — q+p (o l'ui)Ej(p)Mj , Mij(p) — q—p (o |’”)Fj(p) Mj

(Mj§ c) £® _ p® (Mj; c+p(@j|ui)>
t J J

H
VN
L=
o
N————
Il

t
(Mj; C) P® _ p® (Mj; C—p(aﬂui))
t J J t
BB = [”31 Bl PR = [”S] R
r qi r qi

S EVEES =0, Y (—)'FYRFY =0, Vit

r4+s=1—a;; r+s=l—ag;

El(O) — 17 El(T)Fj(S) — FJ(S)EZ(”“) 7 F(O) =1

(2

Then UM (6) is the completion of §,, obtained by taking formal series in the PBW
monomials of {_ and &, , with coefficients in (", which satisfy the ”growth condition”
in Definition 5.8. Finally, formulas in §4.13 yield the following (with K; := Ly, ):

Ki;()
AF)=Fi®l+10F+ (¢ —1) ( : >®Fi+

ta—a )Y (e —aa) (a5 —a5") KiBa®F;  mod (q—qb)°

a,BED
p(a)—p(B)=—a;

¥ ¥ ; Ly, Lo
A((L“i’o)) = (L“i’0)®1+1®<L’“1’0)+(q7;—1)-( “1’0)@9( ’“1’0)+

+ @70, Y (a=1)Capldy] [(l)], - Ly B ® FsLy, mod (q—q7")°

Ol,ﬁE&"Jr
p(a)—p(B)=0
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Ki;O
A(Ei)El®E¢+E¢®1+(qi—1)-E¢®< )—

1
—(@i—a) Y Ciplae—a)(as— a5 B ® FgKi  mod (g—g7')’
Oz,,BE&)_F
p(a)—p(B)=+oy
S(Fl) =—q * FK ', S(El) = ¢ K 'E; mod (q — q_l)

S ((Mjl; O)) =-M;"- Mjl; 0) mod (¢ —q ")

5.11 Quantum Poisson pairing. Since j,, ' ov,,: U (G)iUQM'(@)* , via eval-
uation we get a perfect Hopf pairing

my': Uy (h) @ Uy (8) — Clo)
defined by 7 (h,g) = (ju *(va(h)),g) forall h e U¥(h), g € UM (5).
We call m," quantum Poisson pairing.

By previous analysis, the integer forms of quantum enveloping algebras are R—dual
of each other (cf. §2.7) with respect to 7" ; so the latter restrict to perfect Hopf pairings

Todin P 8 (0) QUY (@) — R, 7 g s UM (D) @ U (§) — R.

§ 6 Specialization at roots of 1

6.1 The case ¢ — 1: specialization of " (6) to U(G) and consequences.
To begin with, set

4 (B) = 4 (B) /(g = 1) (h) = 1w (B) @ C
and let pi: UM (6) — Uy (6) be the canonical projection; then set f; := p; (F,i(l)),

m; = p; ((M;;O)), e == p1 (E}”), (where M; =L, ) forall i €I, € I..

Theorem 6.2. For ¢ — 1, U (6) specializes to the Poisson Hopf coalgebra U(G) ;amn
other words, there exists an isomorphism of Poisson Hopf coalgebras

() = U(h).
Proof. The proof mimick that for £}"(g) = U(g). From the very definition of 4" (6)

we get ﬂ?(()) = S%M‘ X = 5:3M/(q — 1)5:3M , hence we are reduced to study S%M‘ 1;
q= q=
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moreover the presentation of S% » provides one of Jr:) M‘ . Now the definition of Jr:) M‘ .

q= q=
and the explicit form of the PBW basis of 4" (cf. §2.6) imply that the elements
Fi(r), (MfO), Mj_l, Ei(s) (i e€l,jely;rts e N) are enough to generate §,, ;

™

finally, straightforward computation gives pq (F,}”) = i, . D1 ((M?O)) — (H;J'),
p1 (Mj_l) =1, m (Ei(s)> = & (where (") := m (my — 1) (m; —2)--- (m, —t+1) ), hence

s! t t!

e (6) = ﬁM‘ is generated by the f;’s, the m;’s, and the e;’s, with some relations.
q=1

When M = ) this presentation is exactly the same of U(G) (cf. (1.1)), with
h; = m;; in addition, comparing (1.2) with formulas in §5.10 (for ¢ = 1) shows that

also the Hopf structure is the same. In particular 9> (6) is cocommutative, hence

A—A°P
qg—1

— deduced from those in §5.10 — which do coincide with (1.3), as a straightforward

checking shows. X X
Finally, for M # Qo we prove that L}’ (h) & §[Fee (h) as Poisson Hopf coalgebras:

since U (6) D Qoo (6) by definition, it is enough to check that ij‘ = f)QOO‘ )
q= q=

as C—vector spaces. Assume we are in the simply laced case. Since M; := L,, and
K; = Lo, , itis K; =[], M7, where ¢;; € Z are such that o; = 1" | c;jp;.

Then (Kj;()) ‘q:l = Dil1Cij (Mi;()) ‘q:l so that ﬂé\f‘ = ﬂgw‘ follows,

has a canonical co-Poisson structure, given by ¢ := , described by formulas

= Nao

q=1

whence $,, , q.e.d. In the other cases M = P, , and this argument
1

q:
. . . _ n . . o n Qs 4
still works, mutatis mutandis, because o; = Y. a;; w;, hence K; :=[[,_; La;’ , so
Kj;O _ n . Li ;0 .
that ( ) ) ‘q—l = i 1Gji ( , ) ‘q—l and we are done again. [J

Theorem 6.2 has an interesting corollary, namely U™ (g) AN [ﬁM] (cf. §3.4).

The original proof in [BK] is lenghty involved, and requires hard computations; on the
contrary, we can deduce this result as an easy consequence of the previous one:

Theorem 6.3. The Hopf algebrald (g) specializes to the Poisson Hopf algebra F [IAJM]
for q — 1, in other words, there exists an isomorphism of Poisson Hopf algebras

U (8) = UM (@) [(a— VU (3) = F[H,] .

Proof. Since U (g) is perfectly paired with 4’ (6) , we have that U;"(g) is perfectly

paired with 7}’ /(6) =U (6) : the latter is cocommutative, hence the former is com-
mutative. Then U (g) is a commutative Hopf algebra over C, with countably many
generators: hence it is the algebra of regular functions of a complex affine proalgebraic
group, say H': moreover Ur(g) = F [ﬁ[ ! } inherits from U™ (g) a Poisson structure,

so H' is a Poisson (proalgebraic) group. It is clear from the presentation of U™ (g)
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that F[ﬁ[’] (=U(g)) = F[ﬁIM] as Hopf algebras, hence H' = H,, as proalgebraic
groups (the non-trivial part, as in [BK], is about the Poisson structure!). Now the
Hopf pairing among 1111‘4/(6) = U(G) and U (g) = F[ﬁ’} = F[ﬁM} is compatible
with Poisson and co-Poisson structures, that is <h, {f,g}> = <5(h), f® g> , where § is
the Poisson cobracket of {3’ (6) =U (6) and { , } is either the Poisson bracket { , },
of H,, or the Poisson bracket {, }, of H': since the pairing is perfect, we must have

{7 }*:{7 }oaq-e-d.D

6.4 The case ¢ — 1: specialization of Z/{M(G) to F'*° [CA}’M} We are going to
show that U (6) is a quantization of F'*° [@ M]; such a result can be seen as (Poisson)

dual counterpart of U (g) Sl F[ﬁIM] (cf. Theorem 6.3). As usual, we set

U (h) == U () /(g — U (h) = U (B) @5 C.

Theorem 6.5. The formal Hopf algebra U™ (6) specializes to the formal Poisson Hopf

algebra F'*° {CA}M] for q — 1; in other words, there exists an isomorphism of formal

Poisson Hopf algebras
U'(h) = F>[Gy] .

Proof. Recall that F'>° [CA}M} is isomorphic to the linear dual of U(g), that is F'*° [@M] =

AN K

U(§)". On the other hand, we have an isomorphism j,, 'ov,, : Ué‘”(f)) =, UqM'(g)
of formal Hopf algebras, and Theorem 5.6 ensures that it restricts to

a tova s UM (H) ——— UM ()" (6.1)

When ¢ — 1, we have that 4*'(§) specializes to U(g), therefore (6.1) implies
Uy (h) =M (§)" @r C =)' (§)" = U@H)" = F*[Gy] = F®[Gy], qed O

6.6 The case ¢ — ¢: quantum Frobenius morphisms. Let € be a primitive
(—th root of 1 in k, with ¢ odd satisfying (3.8) and such that ¢ > d := max;{d;}, and
set

4 (b) == ¥ (h) /(g — &) 4 (5) = 4 (h) @r C
The next result is the analogue of (3.5) for U* (6)

Theorem 6.7. There exists a continuous epimorphism of formal Hopf algebras

Fry: U (b) —— 1" (h) = U(h)
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defined by (for all i €1, j€ I )

.
Fi(s)

p—>F,£(5/£) 7 (Mg; 0) — (]\ig‘/;£0> , Ei(s) ,_>Ei(3/£) if E‘S
q=¢ g=1 q=¢ q=1 q=¢ q=1
gtﬁ: Fz‘(s) =0, (Mf;; 0) =0, Ei(s) — 0 otherwise
q=& g=¢ q=¢
M7 =1
\ q=1

which is adjoint of Fry (cf. (3.9)) with respect to the quantum Poisson pairings, i.e.

mity,, (§e(0)s 9) = 7o, (h, Fral) ¥ he s (h), g €U ().
Proof. The formulas above uniquely determine a continuous Hopf algebra epimor-
phism 31‘6, if any, because Fi(s)‘ , (MJS”O) , Mj_l‘ , Ei(s) are topologi-
q=¢ q=¢ q=¢

cal generators of the algebra (6) Now consider the embedding Fry : F [I;T M/} =
UM (§) — UM (§) of Hopf algebras (cf. (3.9)): its dual is a (continuous) epimor-
phism of formal Hopf algebras U’ (§)" — UM'(§)". On the other hand we have an
embedding (2 (6) — UM'(§)" provided by the specialized quantum Poisson pair-
ing mem, @ U (6) ® UM (g) — C : therefore composition yields a morphism
Sy o L (6) ——— UM (§)". Furthermore, the very construction gives <$t6(h), g> =
Wl,HM,(S‘CG(h), g) = 7T€7HM,(h, ]-"rg(g)), hence gtﬁ is adjoint of Frg(g), and is de-
scribed by the formulas above. Finally, we have to prove that Stﬁ has image 7’ (6)
The problem is that (Y (6) is made of series, say infinite linear combinations —

of PBW monomials — whereas 4}’ (6) is made only of finite linear combinations —
of (the same type of) PBW monomials: so we must show that these infinite linear
combinations indeed are mapped by Stﬁ to finite ones.

Recall the definition of U (6) (see Definition 5.8(b)), in particular condition (5.3):
when g = ¢ (a root of one of odd order ¢ satisfying (3.8)) the right-hand-side in (5.3)
vanishes as soon as ¢ and 7 are such that fg > ¢ or e, > £ for some 8,7y € ®I°
(for in this case one of the factors in the upper line is zero); and, of course, almost
all the PBW monomials §, and €, which appear in the summands §, - ¢y, - €, of
the series expansion of an element of L[ () do satisfy one of (or both) the conditions
fs >4, e, > L forall §,7 € . Now let (76,1) € Cfﬂfl, let F(m;’i) be the element
of U_ which is dual (with respect to 7 or to 7) of ﬁ Ers4: by Claim (a) in §2.7
we know that f(m;,i) is an R-linear combination of the F(m;,j) 's, 7 € Ip. Now,
by (3.11) and the Claim in §2.3 we have that Fry maps F(n;ﬂ;) to KF(ng,i): the

dual of the latter in 4 (6) is E‘lﬁ(rmi) = (! ﬁ E(r¢5,4) - Therefore Frg maps
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a PBW monomial in the F.,’s (y € ®7) and the ﬁ(r&i) ((ré,1) € &)lf‘), call it F,,
to a similar PBW monomial ]'-"g,/ such that ¢’ = (fa)aecir with f(.5: = 0 for all

i € Ip and r € N\ /N. Similarly occurs when reverting the roles of the F’s and
the E’s. This fact clearly implies that, given a PBW monomial g of U’ (g), we have
<§t6 (h), g> = 7T17HM,(§IT6 (h), g) = 7T€7HM,(}L, ]:rﬁ(g)) = 0 for all PBW monomials

h =%, ur-¢€,; of S%M‘ng (C HQJ(G)) such that f(s5:) # 0 or e(s,:) # 0 for some

i €1y and r € N\ /N: thus Stﬁ maps to zero this kind of PBW monomials of {4 (6)
As for the other ones, we can read the condition f(,s5, =0 or e(.s; =0 forall ¢ € Iy
and 7 € N\ /N as

f(ré,i)%0:>£‘r> 6(7«5’1')7&0:>£‘7";

then in (5.3) the right-hand-side vanishes again (this time because, in this case, one
of the factors in the lower line is zero). So the upshot is that §v; kills almost all the

summands in the series expansion of any element of 2 (6), which solves our problem. []

Corollary 6.8. The images of imaginary root vectors under the quantum Frobenius
morphisms §ry @ UL (h) —— 7 (h) and Frg : U2 (§) — U () are given by
(for all (ro,i) € 51}:1)

A~

Frs,i) v Ers

q=¢&

. — EF(T/K'6,’i)

. — EE(T/K&,Z‘)

if ¢ ‘ r
q= q= q=e
S, St 9

Flrs.o — 0 otherwise

q=¢

— 0 ’ E(T(S,i)

q=¢

Proof. For §v; the result follows from (3.11) by duality (cf. the proof of Theorem 6.7);
since on quantum unipotent subalgebras §ty coincides with 3176 (they are defined by
the same formulas) the result follows for §ry too (otherwise, we can get it again by
duality from (6.4) below, with the same argument used for §v;). U

Similar arguments to those used to prove Theorem 6.7 provide a proof of the next
result, which is the analogue of (3.9); as usual, we set

U () = U (B) /(a — YU (h) = U™ (h) @r C;
moreover we define the set

N®+[(] := {X = (Ta)hed, cN®+

2y ELN Vyed™, 2450 =0 Vi, TEN\EN}
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Theorem 6.9. (a) There exists a unique continuous monomorphism of formal Hopf
algebras

Frg: B [@M} >~ UM (6) — UM (6) (6.2)
defined (for all o € ¢, pe M ) by

Fre: Fq — F . L — LY, E, — E 6.3
" q=1 “lg=c Hlo=1 Hlg=e q=1 “lg=e (6.3)

and enjoying
Fryg: Fsa - = L (145.,5) e’ E(s.4 - = L E (145,0) e V (ré,i) € D" (6.4)

which is adjoint of Fey (cf. (3.5)) with respect to quantum Poisson pairings, that is

Wa,@M(ﬂa(h) ; g) = 7Tl7§M(h, Stg(g)) YV hel(h), g€ (g).

(b) The image Z <%frﬁ U{”(G)) of ]-"r() 1s a formal Hopf subalgebra contained
in the centre of UM (6)

(c) The set {]:¢-BT &y ‘ o,m € N&+ ), e ENIOO} is a pseudobasis of Zy over C.

(d) The set {.7:¢ -B;-&y | p,m € N®+ \NE’Jr (€], 7 € N\ /Nl } is a pseudobasis of
U (6) over Zy ; therefore also the set of ordered PBW monomials {-Fqb'Lp £y ‘ o, n €
N&+ \N;I;+ (], € N\ /Nl } is a Zy—basis ofug‘”(f)), S0 Mg‘”(f)) is a free Zo—module.

Proof. Like in [BK], Lemma 3.2.2, we exploit the fact that F,

. Lu| . Ea
q=1 q=1

(a € @, p € M) are generators of U;” (6) as a formal Poisson Hopf algebra (the
imaginary root vectors being obtained from them by means of the Poisson bracket)
to get sure that the formulas above uniquely determine a continuous monomorphism
Fry, if any. Now consider §r: UM (g) — W(g) = U(g) (cf. (3.5)): its dual is
a formal Hopf monomorphism ' (§)" < 4 (3)"; composing the latter with the
isomorphisms U{! (6) U @), UM (g)” = U (6) (given by specialized quan-
tum Poisson pairings) provides a monomorphism .7:7“6: U (6) — UM (6) , which by
construction is continuous; moreover,

q=1

(Fry), o) =m. g, (Fryh), 0) =m, g, (. Seala)) ¥ heth’ (5), x e w2 (@)

hence F Ty 1s described by formulas above, as one sees at once just proceeding as for
Theorem 6.7, by comparing PBW monomials — or simply root vectors — on one hand
and their duals on the other: this also shows that (6.4) holds. So claim (a) is proved.
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Claim (b) follows from the analogous result for U2 (g) (cf. [BK], §§2-3) and compar-
ison between UM (g) and UM (h) Claim (¢) follows from (6.3) and (6.4). Finally, the
span of {BT | T € ¢ Nl } inside U (6) equals the span of {L,_L | p€ N =2 g M, } :
this and the explicit description of the pseudobasis of /2 (6) give claim (d). O

We call also Sr6 and ]:T?) quantum Frobenius morphisms.

6.10 Specializations of quantum Poisson pairings. From §§6.3-5 we get that
the Hopf pairings 7 g7 - M’ (h) QUM(g) — R, Ty Gus Z/{M(h) QUM () — R

(cf. §5.11) respectively specialize to the Hopf pairings T, U(G) ® F[ﬁM] — C,

Ta,, P [GM] ®U(g) —— C; in other words, Ty Fins (h,g) ‘q:l =Tg,, (h qzl,g\qzl)
T Gor (ﬁ,g) =1 g q:l) . Thus the quantum Poisson pairing is a quan-
tization of the classical Hopf pairing on both our Poisson groups — maybe formal —
dual of each other. In addition we show that it can also be thought of as a quantization
of the classical Poisson pairing mp : h ® g — C, and of new pairings between function
algebras. We use notations [ , | ;== m—m°, V := A—A° (superscript "op” denoting
opposite operation).
First of all, we define a suitable grading on {?(g) (as an R—module) by

oo TL et ()22 TR = X g+ X

T J€lso J aEdy aEdy J€lso

= 7g,, (h] _

and linear extension. Now let R =: 4y C &y C --- C U C ---(C U9(g)) be the
associated filtration, and set 9(z) := h for all x € U \ U1 ; notice that a similar
notion of degree exists for U(g), defined by means of the filtration Uy C U; C --- C
Un C --- C U(g) induced by the canonical filtration of 7" (g) (the tensor algebra on

g), and similarly for U(g) ® U(g). Then (¢ —1) 29) g ¢ U(g) for all g € U2(g), thus
7op(hg) == (¢ = 1) 7y (h, g) v hede(h), g € U(g)
defines a perfect pairing 7, p: U? (6) x 1?(g) — R, which can be specialized at ¢ = 1.
Theorem 6.11. 7, p :ilQ(ﬁ) X U°(g) —— R specializes at ¢ =1 to a pairing
TP U(G) xU(g) —— C
which extends the Lie bialgebra pairing (, ): b®g— C (cf. §1.2) and is such that
7T7D(Oé‘$+ﬁ'y, Z) = Oé~7T7)(.Z',Z) —|—B-7r7>(y,z)
mp(z, a-u+p-v)=a mp(z,u)+ - mp(x,v)
wp(z-y,5) = (e @y, AR),  wp(e, 5 w) = mp(A), 2 @)
WP([xay] ) Z) = TP (.Z' XY, 5(Z)) ) ﬂ-P(xa [Z,U)]) =Tp (5('27) A w)
forall o, € C, x,y € U(G), z,w,u,v € U(g) such that d(a-u+-v) =0(u) =90(v).

(6.5)
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Proof. Let x € U(h) z € U(g), and pick a2’ € U< (6), z' € 149(g), such that x = 2’

z = z"q By definition, 7p

q=1’
z) is given by

= ((a= 1" my(@.2)]

qg=1

in particular, we can select 2’ and 2’ such that 9(z') = d(z), 9(2') = 9(z). Now,
the first two lines in (6.5) follow directly from similar properties for m,p, which are
implied by definitions. Second, definitions and Leibnitz’ and co-Leibnitz’ rules imply

z-y)=0(z)+0(y) =0z ®y), I(A))=0d()
8(6(3:)) =0(x)+1, 8([3:,;1/]) =0(x) +0(y) —

for all z,y € U(g) provided that [z,y] # 0 (to be complete we may set 9(0) := —o0);
using these identities and Leibnitz’ and co-Leibnitz’ rules we easily reduce to prove that
the remaining identities in (6.5) do hold in degree 1, i.e. for z,y € h and z,w € §:
but this again follows from definition. Finally to prove that mp is an extension of the
classical Poisson pairing it is enough to perform a computation on Chevalley generators,
which is completely straightforward. [

(@,
mp(x,2) == (a: ,z) _

6.12 The pairing F°° [@M/] X F[ﬁIM] — C. The construction in §6.10 can be
reversed as follows. Define a grading on U™ (g) (as a R—module) by

deg H EX. H (Mjil—l)mj- H F;:a = Z ea + fa) + Z m;

046&54_ J€lo 046&54_ OCE(FI;_A,_ J€lo

and linear extension; then let R =: Uy C U; C --- C Up C ---(C UM(g)) be the
associated filtration, and set 9(z) := h for all x € U, \Up_1 (h € N). Finally define

my (hg) = (a = 1) - xy(hg) v heu(h), g €U (G):
this yields a perfect pairing 7r(7; UM (6) x U (g) — R, to be specialized at ¢ = 1.
Teorema 6.13. 7T(7; :Z/{M/(G) x U (g) —— R specializes at ¢ =1 to a pairing

7l . FOO[CA}’M/} XF[ITIM} —C

such that
m(aa+ By, 2)=a - (z,2)+ B 77 (y,2)
Pz, a-u+B-v)=a- -7-(x,u) + 67 (z,v) (6.6)
P (z-y,2) =nF(z@y, A(z)), P (z, 2 w) = 7L (A(z), 2@ w) .

7P (fa.y},2) =l (z@y, V(). T

for all oz,ﬁE(C,a:yGFOO[CA}’M/},zquF[ﬁM] such that O(a-u+ B-v) =0(u) =
o) (with O(x) :=0(x') for any =’ € UM(g) such that x| =)

Proof. Just mimick the proof of Theorem 6.11 above. [
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Remark: If we extend R by adding a A,—th root of unity (A, as in §1.1) we can
perform the previous construction for any pair of lattices M;, My such that Qs <
My, Ms < P, , thus getting corresponding pairings like the one of Theorem 6.13.
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