arXiv:1309.1651v2 [math.QA] 9 Jun 2017

Centers of Generalized Quantum Groups

Punita Batra and Hiroyuki Yamane^∗

Abstract

This paper treats the generalized quantum group U = U(χ, π) with a bi-homomorphism χ for which the corresponding generalized root system is a finite set. We establish a Harish-Chandra type theorem describing the (skew) centers of U.

Keywords: Quantum groups, Lie superalgebras, Nichols algebras

1 Introduction

In this paper, we study the center and skew-centers of the generalized quantum groups. To do so, we use some facts of Zariski topology. We introduce a subtopology of it, and call it Nichols topology. Study of the topology has virtually been initiated by [11]. The main result of this paper is Theorem 10.4. As a bi-product, we also give its ‘symmetric’ version Theorem 1.2. Theorem 7.5 is just [11, Theorem 7.3]. Theorem 7.3 and Theorem 4.6 are similar to [11, Lemma 6.7] and [11, Lemma 9.4] respectively. We follow the Kac argument [12] for the center. However the proof of Theorem 8.8 is very delicate since we treat ‘all roots of unit cases.’ The proofs of Proposition 9.5 and Lemmas 9.2 and 10.2 are original. We adopt the new and simpler definition [24] for the generalized root systems (see (5.1)), and in Section 5, we clarify relation between the new and conventional ones. Argument in Subsection 8.1 has originally been given in [11, Section 7]. We need delicate arguments in Section 8 to obtain Theorem 8.8.

Let K be an algebraically closed field. Let K^× := K \ {0}. Let I be a finite set. Let A be a free Z-module with |I| = rank_ZA. Let χ : A × A → K^× be a bi-homomorphism, that is, (1.1) χ(λ, μ + ν) = χ(λ, μ)χ(λ, ν) and χ(λ + μ, ν) = χ(λ, ν)χ(μ, ν) for all λ, μ, ν ∈ A. In Introduction, for simplicity, we also assume χ(λ, μ) = χ(μ, λ) for all λ, μ ∈ A. Let π : I → A be a map such that π(I) is a Z-base of A. In the same way as in the Lusztig’s definition [16] of the quantum groups, to

∗ The corresponding author is Hiroyuki Yamane. 2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 17B10, Secondary 17B37

the pair (χ, π), we can associate a unique K -algebra Ǔ(χ, π) characterized by the following properties.

(i) As a K -algebra, Ǔ has generators Ǩ_λ (λ ∈ A), Ě_i, F̌_i (i ∈ I) satisfying the equations Ǩ_0 = 1, Ǩ_λǨ_μ = Ǩ_{λ+μ}, Ǩ_λĚ_i = χ(λ, π(i))Ě_iǨ_λ, Ǩ_λF̌_i = χ(λ, −π(i))F̌_iǨ_λ, Ě_iF̌_j − F̌_jĚ_i = δ_{ij} (−Ǩ_{π(i)} + Ǩ_{−π(i)}). As a K -linear space, the elements Ǩ_λ (λ ∈ A) are linearly independent.

(ii) Let Ǔ^0 be the subalgebra of Ǔ generated by Ǩ_λ (λ ∈ A). Let Ǔ^+ (resp. Ǔ −) be the subalgebra of Ǔ generated by Ě_i (resp. F̌_i) (i ∈ I) and 1. One has a K -linear isomorphism Ǔ^− ⊗_K Ǔ^0 ⊗_K Ǔ^+ → Ǔ with Y ⊗ Z ⊗ X → Y ZX. One also has K -linear subspaces Ǔ_λ (λ ∈ A) such that Ǔ = ⊕_{λ∈A}Ǔ_λ, Ǔ_λǓ_μ ⊂ Ǔ_{λ+μ}, Ǔ 0 ⊂ Ǔ_0, and Ě_i ∈ Ǔ_{π(i)}, F̌_i ∈ Ǔ_{−π(i)} (i ∈ I).

(iii) Let Ǔ^≥ (resp. Ǔ^≤) be the subalgebra of Ǔ generated by Ǔ^+ (resp. Ǔ^−) and Ǔ^0. One has a Drinfeld bilinear map ϑ̌ = ϑ̌^{χ,π} : Ǔ^≥ × Ǔ^≤ → K such that ϑ̌_|ˇ_U +_×ˇ_U − : Ǔ^+ × Ǔ^− → K is non-degenerate, and ϑ̌(Ǩ_λ, Ǩ_μ) = χ(λ, −μ), ϑ̌(Ě_i, F̌_j) = δ_{ij} , ϑ̌(Ě_i, Ǩ_μ) = ϑ̌(Ǩ_λ, F̌_j) = 0.

We note that for each pair (χ, π), one define the Karchenko’s root system R(χ, π), which is a subset of A including π(I); R(χ, π) is used to give a PBW-type theorem of Ǔ(χ, π), see Theorem 6.4.

Example 1.1. Assume that K is the complex field C . Let q ∈ C^× \ {1}. Let ⟨ , ⟩ : A × A → Z be a Z-module bihomomorphism.

(1) Let g be a complex simple Lie algebra. Assume that ⟨π(i), π(i)⟩ ≠ 0 (i ∈ I) and [_{2⟨π(i),π(j)⟩} ⟨π(i),π(i)⟩ ] i,j∈I coincides with the Cartan matrix of g. Assume that

q is not a root of unity, and that χ(π(i), π(j)) = q^{⟨π(i),π(j)⟩} (i, j ∈ I). Then Ǔ can be identified with the quantum group U_q(g), and R(χ, π) can be identified with the root system of g.

(2) Assume that ⟨ , ⟩ is as in (1). Assume that q is an n-th primitive root of unity for some n ∈ N with n ≥ 2. Assume that χ(π(i), π(j)) = q^{⟨π(i),π(j)⟩} (i, j ∈ I), χ(π(i), π(i)) ≠ 1 (i ∈ I) and χ(π(i), π(i)) ≠ χ(π(j), π(j)) (i, j ∈ I with ⟨π(i), π(i)⟩ ≠ ⟨π(j), π(j)⟩). Let X be the two-sided ideal of Ǔ generated by Ǩ^n_{π(i)} − 1 (i ∈ I). Then the quotient algebra Ǔ/X can be identified with the Lusztig’s small quantum group u_q(g). It follows that R(χ, π) is the same as in (1).

(3) (See also Subsection 11.2.) Let s be a basic classical Lie superalgebra (which is also called a complex simple Lie supserlagebra of type A-G). Identify A with the root lattice of s for which π(I) is also a set of simple roots. Identify ⟨ , ⟩ with the Killing form of s. Let I^′ := {i ∈ I| π(i) is an odd simple root}. Define the Z-module homomorphism ∂ : A → Z by ∂(π(i)) := 0 (i ∈ I \ I^′) and ∂(π(j)) := 1 (j ∈ I^′). Assume that q is not a root of unity, and that χ(π(i), π(j)) = (−1)^{∂(π(i))∂(π(j))}q^{⟨π(i),π(j)⟩} (i, j ∈ I). Let Ǔ^σ = Ǔ ⊕ Ǔσ be the C - algebra obtained from Ǔ by adding an element σ such that σ^2 = 1, σǨ_λσ = Ǩ_λ, σĚ_iσ = (−1)^{∂(π(i))}Ě_i, and σF̌_iσ = (−1)^{∂(π(i))}F̌_i (i ∈ I). Then the quantum superalgebra U_q(s) can be identified with the subagebra of Ǔ^y generated by σ^{∂(π(i))}Ǩ_{π(i)}, Ě_i, and F̌_iσ∂(π(i)), so Ǔ σ = U_q(s) ⊕ U_q(s)σ. It follows that the root system of s is given by R(χ, π) ∪ {2β|β ∈ R(χ, π), (−1)^{∂(β)} = −1, ⟨β, β⟩ ≠ 0}. Let ω : A → K^× be a Z-module homomorphism. We call the K -linear space Ž_ω = Ž_ω(χ, π) := { Z ∈ Ǔ_0 | ∀λ ∈ A, ∀X ∈ Ǔ_λ, ZX = ω(λ)XZ } the ω-skew graded center of Ǔ. Define the K -linear map Šh = Šh^{χ,π} : Ǔ → Ǔ^0 by Šh_|ˇ_U 0 = idˇ_U 0 and Šh(ǓĚ_i) = Šh(F̌_iǓ) = {0} (i ∈ I). Let ȞC_ω = ȞC^{χ,π}_ω := Šh_{|Žω} . It is easy to see that ȞC_ω is injective.

The Ǔ is also appeared in the context of the Schneider-Andruskiewitsch program of classification of pointed Hopf algebras (see [1]). Let R := R(χ, π). Heckenberger classified R with Char(K ) = 0 and |R| < ∞ (see [8]). In 2010, Heckenberger and the second author [11] gave a factorization formula of the Shapovalov determinants of U defined for χ with |R| < ∞ and χ(α, α) ≠ 1 for all α ∈ R, see Theorem 7.5. Using it, we prove Theorem 10.4 along the same argument as that given by Kac [12]. As in [11], we also use a ‘density argument’, that is, we first discuss ‘at roots of unity’ and then pass to the general cases. In [2], Angiono and the second author gave the explicit formula of the universal R-matrix of U defined for χ with |R| < ∞ (R is different from R). In [3], Azam, Yousofzadeh and the second author classified the finite-dimensional irreducible representations of U defined for χ with Char(K ) = 0 and |R| < ∞. In [4], the authors of this paper studied skew centers for rank-one cases. In [24], the second author introduced a new definition of generalized root systems, which is by far easier than that of the original one.

Let R := R(χ, π). For α ∈ R, let q_α := χ(α, α).

Assume that R is a finite set. Assume that q_α ≠ 1 for all α ∈ R.

Let B̌^{χ,π}_ω be the K -subspace of Ǔ^0 formed by the elements ∑ λ∈A a_λǨ_λ with a_λ ∈ K satisfying the following (ě1)-(ě4). For x ∈ K^× \ {1}, let P(x) := {x^n|n ∈ Z}, and let ô(x) := min{r ∈ N|x^r = 1} (resp := 0) if P(x) is a finite (resp. infinite) set. Define the Z-module homomorphism ρ̂ = ρ̂^{χ,π} : A → K^× by ρ̂(π(j)) := q_{π(j)} (j ∈ I). Let ω^χ_{λ;β} :=^{ω(β)}_{χ(λ,β)} for λ ∈ A and β ∈ R.

(ě1) a_{λ+2tβ} = ρ̂(β)^t · a_λ for λ ∈ A, β ∈ R and t ∈ Z \ {0} with ô(q_β ) = 0 and ω^χ_{λ;β} = q^t_β.

(ě2) a_λ = 0 for λ ∈ A and β ∈ R with ô(q_β ) = 0 and ω^χ_{λ;β} /∈ P(q_β ). (ě3) ∑_∞ x=−∞(aλ+2(ô(qβ )x+t)β − ρ̂(β) ta_{λ+2ô(qβ )xβ} )ρ̂(β)^{−ô(qβ )x} = 0 for λ ∈ A, β ∈ R^+ and t ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ô(q_β) − 1} with ô(q_β) ≥ 2 and ω^χ_{λ;β} = q^t_β.

(ě4) ∑_∞ y=−∞(aλ+2(ô(qβ )y+k)β − ρ̂(β) ka_{λ+2ô(qβ )yβ} )ρ̂(β)^{−ô(qβ )y} = 0 for λ ∈ A, β ∈ R^+ and k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , ô(q_β) − 1} with ô(q_β) ≥ 2 and ω^χ_{λ;β} /∈ P(q_β ).

Theorem 1.2. We have ImȞC^{χ,π}_ω = B̌^{χ,π}_ω . (Note that ȞC^{χ,π}_ω is injective by Lemmas 9.2 and 11.1.)

The proof will be given in Subsection 11.1. Our main result Theorem 10.4 for U is similar to the above theorem (see Theorem 6.1 and (8.1) for U), but we do not assume χ(λ, μ) = χ(μ, λ) (λ, μ ∈ A).

This paper is organized as follows. Section 1 is Introduction. In Section 2, we collect necessary notations in the paper. In Section 3, we collect results obtained by well-known argument using the structure theorem for finitely generated modules over a principal ideal domain. In Section 4, we treat the ‘density argument’. In Section 5, we collect necessary facts of the generalized root systems. In Section 6, we introduce the generalized quantum groups U = U(χ, π) and the Kharchenko’s PBW theorem of U, whose statement is described using its generalized root system. In Section 7, we give explicit formulas of singular vectors of Verma modules of U defined ‘at roots of unity’. In Section 8, we give a key theorem Theorem 8.6 using the results of Sections 3 and 4. In Section 9, we introduce the equations (e1)_β-(e4)_β (β ∈ R(χ, π)), which formulate our Harich- Chandra-type theorem Theorem 10.4. In Section 10, we complete a proof of our main result Theorem 10.4. In Section 11, we assume χ to be symmetric, treat the quotient K -algebra Ǔ = U/(L_λ −K_{−λ}|λ ∈ A), and explain a Harish-Chandra-type theorem of the quantum superalgebra U_q(s) of a basic classical Lie superalgebra s. As to previous study of centers of quantum groups, we mention [14], [20], and [21].

Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Notation 5

3 Removal argument 6 3.1 Factorization property of matrices over a polynomial algebra . . . 6 3.2 Key Lemma to removal of a denominator . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

4 Density argument 9 4.1 Easy lemma . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 4.2 Nichols topology . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 4.3 Density for Nichols closed subsets . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

5 Generalized root systems 13 5.1 Set-theoretical generalized root system (SGRS) . . . . . . . . . . 13 5.2 Categorical generalized root system (CGRS) . . . . . . . . . . . . 14

5.3 Finite SGRS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16 5.4 Relation between an SGRS and a CGRS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17

6 Generalized quantum groups 18 6.1 Definition of generalized quantum groups . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 6.2 Kharchenko’s PBW theorem . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20

7 Singular vectors 24 7.1 Verma modules . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 24 7.2 Shapovalov determinats . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 28

8 Applications of Sections 3 and 4 to Shapovalov factors 30 8.1 Nichols locally closed spaces of bi-homomorphisms . . . . . . . . . 30 8.2 Nichols locally closed spaces of characters . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32 8.3 Rank estimation of Shapovalov matrices . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33 8.4 Non-degeneracy of Shapovalov factors . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33

9 Skew centers 35 9.1 Definition of the skew centers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 35 9.2 Formulation of Harish-Chandra-type theorem . . . . . . . . . . . 37 9.3 Same value on a submodule . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 39

10 Kac argument 41 10.1 Matrix equations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41 10.2 Estimation of degree of Z . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 44 10.3 Harish-Chandra-type theorem . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 44

11 Symmetric case 45 11.1 Subspaces of skew graded centers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 45 11.2 Skew centers for quantum superalgebras associated to basic classical Lie superalgebras . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46

2 Notation

Let δ_{a,b} means the Kronecker’s delta, i.e., δ_{a,a} := 1, and δ_{a,b} := 0 if a ≠ b. For a, b ∈ R, let J_{a,b} := { n ∈ Z | a ≤ n ≤ b }, and J_{a,∞} := { n ∈ Z | a ≤ n }. Let Z_{≥0} := J_{0,∞}. Note N = J_{1,∞}.

Let K be an algebraically closed field. Let K^× := K \ {0}. For n ∈ Z_{≥0} and x ∈ K , let (n)_x := ∑_n r=1 x^{r−1}, and (n)_x! := ∏_n r=1(r)_x. For n ∈ Z_{≥0}, m ∈ J_{0,n} and x ∈ K , define (_n m ) x ∈ K by (_n 0 ) x := (_n n ) x := 1, and (_n m ) x := (_{n−1} m ) x +x^{n−m} (_{n−1} m−1 ) x = x^m (_{n−1} m ) x+ (_{n−1} m−1 ) x (if m ∈ J_{1,n−1}). If (m)_x!(n−m)_x! ≠ 0, then (_n m ) x =^{(n)x!}

(m)_x!(n−m)_x! .

For x, y, z ∈ K , and n ∈ N, we have ∏_{n−1} t=0 (y + x^tz) = ∑_n m=0 x^{m(m−1)}2 (_n m ) xy^{n−m}z^m.

For n ∈ Z_{≥0}, and x, y ∈ K , let (n; x, y) := 1 − x^{n−1}y and (n; x, y)! := ∏_n m=1(m; x, y). For x ∈ K^× , define ô(x) ∈ Z_{≥0} \ {1} by

(2.1) ô(x) := { min{ r^′ ∈ J_{2,∞} | (r^′)_x! = 0 } if (r^{′′})_x! = 0 for some r^{′′} ∈ J_{2,∞}, 0 otherwise.

For an associative K -algebra a and X, Y ∈ a, let [X, Y ] := XY − Y X. For a set Z, let |Z| denote the cardinality of Z.

For m ∈ N, x, y ∈ J_{1,m}, and a commutative ring X having the unit 1, let Mat(m, X) be the set of m × m matrices over X, let GL(m, X) be the set of invertible m×m matrices over X, and let E^{X,m}_{x,y} denote the element of Mat(m, X) whose (x, y)-component is 1 and whose (x^′, y^′)-components are 0 for (x^′, y^′) ∈ J^2_{1,m} \ {(x, y)}, that is, E^{X,m}_{x,y} is the (x, y)-matrix unit. However, as usual, we shall always abbreviate E^{X,m}_{x,y} to E_{x,y}; we shall be able to deduce X and m from context. For a non-empty subset Y of X, let Mat(m, Y ) := ∑_m x=1 ∑_m y=1 Y E^{X,m}_{x,y} . For a K -algebra T (with 1), let Ch(T ) be the set of K -algebra homomorphisms from T to K .

For an associative K -algebra a, if a is an integral domain, we let Q(a) denote the field of fractions of a, and see that a is regarded as a K -subalgebra of Q(a) in a natural way.

3 Removal argument

3.1 Factorization property of matrices over a polynomial algebra

Recall that for a topological space Z, a subset Y of Z is called locally closed if Y is an intersection of an open subset and a closed subset. As for coordinate ring of algebraic varieties, see [18, Observation 4.23, Exercise 6.26], for example.

Let k ∈ N. In Sections 3 and 4, we study a locally closed subset of the affine variety (K^× )^k, whose coordinate K -algebra K [(K^× )^k] can be identified with the Laurent polynomial algebra K [ X^{±1}_i | i ∈ J_{1,k} ] in k-variables X_i (i ∈ J_{1,k}). Recall that the coordinate K -algebra K [K^k ] of the affine variety K^k can be identified with the polynomial K -algebra K [ X_i | i ∈ J_{1,k} ] in k-variables X_i (i ∈ J_{1,k}). Under the identification, we can regard that (K^× )^k ⊂ K^k , and

K [K^k ] = K [ X_i | i ∈ J_{1,k} ] ⊂ K [(K^× )^k] = K [ X^{±1}_i | i ∈ J_{1,k} ].

In Section 3, we use the notation as follows. Fix f = f(X) ∈ K [(K^× )^k] and assume that f is a non-zero non-invertible irreducible element of K [(K^× )^k]. Let F := {h ∈ K [(K^× )^k]|∀p ∈ K [(K^× )^k], h ≠ pf}. Let F^{−1}K [(K^× )^k] := {^{p1}_{p2} ∈

Q(K [(K^× )^k])|p_1 ∈ K [(K^× )^k], p_2 ∈ F}, i.e., it is identified with the localization of K [(K^× )^k] by F. Note the following. (3.1)

(1) K [K^k ], K [(K^× )^k] and F^{−1}K [(K^× )^k] are unique factorization domains. (2) F^{−1}K [(K^× )^k] is a principal ideal domain whose ideals are (F^{−1}K [(K^× )^k])f^t (t ∈ Z_{≥0}).

Fix g = g(X) ∈ F. For h = h(X) ∈ K [(K^× )^k], let V(h) := { x ∈ (K^× )^k | h(x) = 0 }, and D(h) := (K^× )^k \ V(h).

We can easily show the following two lemmas using Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz and the Zariski topology.

Lemma 3.1. Let h ∈ K [(K^× )^k] be such that V(h) ⊃ V(f) ∩ D(g). Then h ∈ K [(K^× )^k]f. In particular, V(h) ⊃ V(f).

Lemma 3.2. We have V(f) ∩ D(g) ≠ ∅.

By (2) of (3.1) and [15, XV §2 Theorem 5], we have

Lemma 3.3. Let G ∈ Mat(m, K [(K^× )^k]). Then there exist m^′ ∈ J_{0,m}, c_x ∈ Z_{≥0} (x ∈ J_{1,m}′ ), h ∈ F and P_t ∈ Mat(m, K [(K^× )^k]) (t ∈ J_{1,2}) with det(P_t) ∈ F such that

(3.2) P_1GP_2 = h · m^′∑

x=1 f^{cx} E_{x,x}. In particular, if det(G) ≠ 0, then m^′ = m and det(G) = p · f^{c1+···+cm} for some p ∈ F. Moreover, letting m^{′′} := |{ x ∈ J_{1,m} | c_x = 0}|, we have Rank(G(x)) = m^{′′} (x ∈ V(f) ∩ D(p^′)) for some p^′ ∈ F.

Lemma 3.4. Keep the notation as in Lemma 3.3. Let r ∈ J_{0,m}. Let r ∈ J_{0,m}. Assume that

(3.3) Rank(G(x)) ≤ m − r (x ∈ V(f) ∩ D(g)).

Then

(3.4) det G ∈ K [(K^× )^k]f^r.

Moreover we have m^{′′} ≤ m − r.

Proof. Use the same notation as in Lemma 3.3 for G. We may assume m^′ = m. By Lemma 3.2, ∅ ≠ V(f) ∩ D(g · det(P_1P_2)h) ⊂ V(f) ∩ D(g). By (3.2) and (3.3), we have m^{′′} ≤ m − r. By (3.2) and (1) of (3.1), we have (3.4). □

We only use Lemma 3.4 to incidentally give a proof of Theorem 7.5. It has originally been proved in [11], and we essentially use it in this paper. After Theorem 8.5, we give a short proof of it by using Lemma 3.4 and other results in this paper although it is essentially the same as the proof given in [11].

3.2 Key Lemma to removal of a denominator

The same result as Lemma 3.5 below with K [K^k ] in place of K [(K^× )^k] has been used to study the center of the universal enveloping algebra of a basic classical Lie superalgebras, see [12, Lemma 2], [17, Lemma 13.2.6]. See also the paragraph after Lemma 3.5.

Lemma 3.5. Keep the notation as in Lemma 3.3. Let r ∈ J_{0,m}. Let p ∈ F. Let Y = Y (X) ∈ Mat(m, K [(K^× )^k]). Assume (i), (ii) and (iii) below.

(i) det(G(X)) = f(X)^rg(X).

(ii) Rank(G(x)) ≤ m − r (x ∈ V(f) ∩ D(p)). (iii) ker G(x) ⊂ ker Y (x) (x ∈ V(f) ∩ D(p)).

Then there exists Z = Z(X) ∈ Mat(m, K [(K^× )^k]) such that

(3.5) Y (X)G(X)^{−1} = 1 g(X)

Z(X)

as an equation of Mat(m, Q(K [(K^× )^k])). Moreover Rank(G(x)) = m − r (x ∈ V(f) ∩ D(p^′)) for some p^′ ∈ F ∩ K [(K^× )^k]p. Furthermore, we have m = m^′ = m^{′′} + r, and assuming c_x ≤ c_{x+1} (x ∈ J_{1,m}′_{−1}), we have c_x′ = 1 (x^′ ∈ J_m′′_{+1,m}).

Proof. By (i), since g ≠ 0, we have

(3.6) m^′ = m and m∑ x=m^{′′}+1 c_x = r, which implies m − m^{′′} ≤ r.

Let p^′ = p^′(X) := p(X)h(X) det(P_1(X)P_2(X)) ∈ F. Note that V(f) ∩ D(p^′) ≠ ∅ holds by Lemma 3.2. Note that m^{′′} = Rank(G(x)) (x ∈ V(f) ∩ D(p^′)). By (ii), m^{′′} ≤ m − r. By (3.6), we conclude that m^{′′} = m − r and c_x = 1 for all x ∈ J_{m−r+1,m}. Define T = T (X) ∈ Mat(m, K [(K^× )^k]) by

T (X) := m−r∑ x=1 E_{x,x} + f(X) m∑ y=m−r+1 E_{y,y}. By the above argument, we have

(3.7) P_1(X)G(X)P_2(X) = h(X)T (X).

By (iii) and (3.7), we see that for any x ∈ V(f) ∩ D(p^′), any x ∈ J_{1,m} and any y ∈ J_{m−r+1,m}, the (x, y)-component of P_1(x)Y (x)P_2(x) is zero. Hence by Lemma 3.1, there exists D(X) ∈ Mat(m, K [(K^× )^k]) such that

(3.8) P_1(X)Y (X)P_2(X) = D(X)T (X).

By (3.7) and (3.8), we have Y (X) =^1_{h′′(X)} D^′(X)G(X) for some h^{′′}(X) ∈ F and some D^′(X) ∈ Mat(m, K [(K^× )^k]), i.e.,^1_{h′′(X)} D^′(X) =^1_{h(X)} P_1(X)^{−1}D(X)P_1(X). By (i), we see that this lemma holds. □

The reason we give Lemma 3.5 is as follows. Let U be as in Theorem 6.1 below. Assume the same condition as in (8.1). By [11, Theorem 7.3], we have already obtained Theorem 7.5, which is a Shapovalov determinant factorization formula for U. In Theorem 8.8, we see an explicit property of singular vectors of Verma module of U. Let ^U be a completion of U defined as in [21, (1.3.3)]. In the proof of Lemma 10.1, using Lemma 3.5 we develop an argument similar to a Kac’s well-known argument of [12], see also [17, The proof of Theorem 13.1.1]. By Theorems 7.5, 8.8 and Lemma 10.1, we get an element of the (skew) center of ^U. By Lemma 10.2, we show that it can be expressed as a finite sum, so it belongs to the (skew) center Z_ω(χ, π) of U; in fact it is V of Lemma 10.3. Thus we see that the Harish-Chandra map HC^{χ,π}_ω : Z_ω(χ, π) → B^{χ,π}_ω is surjective, see our main result Theorem 10.4. (See (9.1), (9.7), (9.2) for the definitions of Z_ω(χ, π), B^{χ,π}_ω , HC^{χ,π}_ω respectively. See also (9.9).)

4 Density argument

The main results in this Section have already been obtained in [11, Section 9]. In [11, Section 9], those were written in terms of coordinate rings of algebraic varieties. We reformulate them in more elemental way in order to make the reader efficiently understand delicate arguments in this paper.

4.1 Easy lemma

Recall that for a topological space X, a subset D of X is said to be dense if (4.1) ∩_{F :closed inX,D⊂F} F = X. We need the following easy lemma, which can be proved in a standard way.

Lemma 4.1. Let X be a topological space. Let D be a dense subset of X. Let V be an open subset of X. Then V ⊂ ∩_{F :closed inX,D∩V ⊂F} F , that is, D ∩ V is a dense subset of V under the relative topology.

4.2 Nichols topology

Here we express elements of K^k for some k ∈ N by column vectors.

Let A = [a_{ij} ]_{1≤i,j≤k} ∈ GL(k, Z). Define the map f_A : (K^× )^k → (K^× )^k by

f_A( z_1 . . z_k ) := z^{a11}_1 · · · z^{a1k}_k . . z^{ak1}_1 · · · z^{akk}_k .

Then f_A is bijective, and

(4.2) f^{−1}_A = f_A−1 ,

since f_{A1} f_{A2} = f_{A1A2} (A_1, A_2 ∈ K^k ). Let (4.3) K_{<∞} := { x ∈ K^× | ∃r ∈ N, x^r = 1 }.

For k ∈ N, d ∈ K_{<∞} and m_x ∈ Z (x ∈ J_{1,k}), let

(4.4) V (d; m_1, . . . , m_k) := { z_1 . . z_k ∈ (K^× )^k | z^{m1}_1 · · · z^{mk}_k = d },

call it a 1-pre-fundamental Nichols closed subset of (K^× )^k, and call its complement an 1-pre-fundamental Nichols open subset of (K^× )^k. In addition to the Zariski topology on (K^× )^k, we also treat the topology on (K^× )^k such that the family of all 1-pre-fundamental Nichols open subsets forms its open subbase; we call it the Nichols topology on (K^× )^k. We call an open (resp. closed) subset in the sense of the Nichols topology a Nichols open (resp. closed) subset.

As for (4.4),

(4.5)

V (d; m_1, . . . , m_k) is (K^× )^k (resp. ∅) if and only if m_x = 0 (x ∈ J_{1,k}) and d = 1 (resp. d ≠ 1).

For A ∈ GL(k, Z), and^t[m_1, . . . , m_k],^t[m̌_1, . . . , m̌_k] ∈ Z^k with [m̌_1, . . . , m̌_k] = [m_1, . . . , m_k]A, by (4.2), we have

(4.6) (f_A)^{−1}(V (d; m_1, . . . , m_k)) = V (d; m̌_1, . . . , m̌_k).

Let r ∈ J_{1,k}, d_x ∈ K_{<∞} (x ∈ J_{1,k}), M = [m_{ij} ]_{1≤i,j≤k} ∈ GL(k, Z), and V^′ := ∩^r_{x=1}V (d_x; m_{x,1}, . . . , m_{x,k}).

By (4.6), we have

(4.7) V^′ = f^{−1}_M ({ d_1 . . d_r z_{r+1} . . z_k

∈ (K^× )^k | z_{r+1} . . z_k ∈ (K^× )^{k−r} }).

We call such a Nichols closed subset of (K^× )^k as V^′ an r-fundamental Nichols closed subset of (K^× )^k, or a fundamental Nichols closed subset for simplicity.

Lemma 4.2. Any non-empty proper 1-pre-fundamental Nichols closed subset of (K^× )^k is a finite union of some 1-fundamental Nichols closed subsets.

Proof. Let V be as in (4.4), and assume that ∅ ⊊ V ⊊ (K^× )^k. By (4.5), we have [m_1, . . . , m_k] ≠ [0, . . . , 0]. Let m^′ := gcd{ m_x | x ∈ J_{1,k} }. Let M^{′′} = [m^{′′}_{xy}]_{1≤x,y≤k} ∈ GL(k, Z) be such that m^{′′}_{1y} =^{my}_{m′} (y ∈ J_{1,k}). Let X := { z ∈ K^× | z^{m′} = 1 }. Then X is a finite set. By (4.6), we have

V = V (d; m_1, . . . , m_k) = f^{−1}_M ′′ (V (d; m^′, 0, . . . , 0)) = ∪_{z∈X} f^{−1}_M ′′ (V (z; 1, 0, . . . , 0)) = ∪_{z∈X} V (z; m^{′′}_{11}, . . . , m^{′′}_{1k}), as desired. This completes the proof. □

Lemma 4.3. The complement of any finite union of proper pre-1-fundamental Nichols closed subsets of (K^× )^k is a dense subset of (K^× )^k under the Zariski topology.

Proof. We use the notation as in Subsection 3.1. Let g := ∏_p y=1(d_y − ∏_k x=1 X^{my,x}x ) ∈ K [(K^× )^k] for some p ∈ N, some d_y ∈ K^× (y ∈ J_{1,p}) and some m_{y,x} ∈ Z (x ∈ J_{1,k}) with [m_{y,1}, . . . , m_{y,x}] ≠ [0, . . . , 0], see also (4.5). Let h ∈ K [(K^× )^k] be such that D(g) ⊂ V(h), so V(g) ∪ V(h) = V(gh) = (K^× )^k. By an argument similar to that for the proof of Lemma 3.1, we see that there exists t_p ∈ N (p ∈ J_{1,k}) such that gh ∏_k p=1 X^{tp}p = 0 (as an element of K [K^k ]).

Hence h = 0. This completes the proof. □

If a subset of (K^× )^k is a finite intersection of some 1-pre-fundamental Nichols closed subsets, we call it a pre-fundamental Nichols closed subset.

Lemma 4.4. Let r ∈ J_{1,k−1}, and let V be an r-fundamental Nichols closed subset of (K^× )^k. If V^′ is a 1-pre-fundamental Nichols closed subset of (K^× )^k with ∅ ⊊ V^′ ∩ V ⊊ V , then V^′ ∩ V is a finite union of some (r + 1)-fundamental Nichols closed subsets. Moreover, if V^{′′} is a pre-fundamental Nichols closed subset of (K^× )^k with ∅ ⊊ V^{′′} ∩ V ⊊ V , then V^{′′} ∩ V = ∪^x_{y=1}V^{′′′}_y for some x ∈ N and some r_y-fundamental Nichols closed subsets V^{′′′}_y (y ∈ J_{1,x}) with r_y ∈ J_{r+1,k}.

Proof. This follows easily from Lemma 4.2 and (4.7). □ Lemma 4.5. (See also [11, Lemma 9.3].) Any non-empty proper Nichols closed subset of (K^× )^k is a finite union of some fundamental Nichols closed subsets.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2, it suffices to prove the fact (♯) below.

(♯) Let X be an non-empty set, and let f : X → N be a map. Assume that for any x ∈ X and y ∈ J_{1,f(x)}, a fundamental Nichols closed subset V_{x,y} is given. Then

(4.8) ⋂ x∈X ( f(x)⋃

y=1 V_{x,y}) is a finite union of some fundamental closed Nichols subsets.

We prove (♯). Let V be the Nichols closed set in (4.8). We may assume that |X| ≥ 2. For x ∈ X and y ∈ J_{1,f(x)}, let r_{x,y} ∈ J_{1,k} be such that V_{x,y} in (4.8) is an r_{x,y}-fundamental Nichols closed subset. We use induction on m := Max{ k − r_{x,y} | x ∈ X, y ∈ J_{1,f(x)} }. If m = 0, (♯) is clear from (4.7). Assume m ≥ 1. Let x^′ ∈ X and y^′ ∈ J_{1,f(x}′_) be such that m = k − r_x′_{,y}′ . Note that V = f(x^′)⋃

y^{′′}=1 (V_x′_{,y}′′ ∩ ( ⋂ x∈X\{x^′} ( f(x)⋃

y=1 V_{x,y}))). Hence we may assume that f(x^′) = 1 and y^′ = 1. Moreover we may assume that ∅ ⊊ V_x′_{,1} ∩ (∪^{f(x)}_{y=1} V_{x,y}) ⊊ V_x′_{,1} for all x ∈ X \ {x^′}. Furthermore we may assume ∅ ⊊ V_x′_{,1} ∩ V_{x,y} ⊊ V_x′_{,1} for all x ∈ X \ {x^′} and all y ∈ J_{1,f(x)}. Note that V = ⋂ x∈X\{x^′} ( f(x)⋃

y=1 (V_x′_{,1} ∩ V_{x,y})). Hence, using Lemma 4.4 and the induction, we see that (♯) holds. This completes the proof. □

4.3 Density for Nichols closed subsets

Let K^k_{<∞} := (K_{<∞} )^k. Note that

(4.9) f_A(K^k_{<∞} ) = K^k_{<∞} (A ∈ GL(k, Z)).

By (4.7), (4.9) and Lemmas 4.1 and 4.5, we have Theorem 4.6. (See also [11, Lemma 9.4].) Let V be a Nichols closed subset of (K^× )^k. Let X be a Zariski open subset of (K^× )^k. Then K^k_{<∞} ∩ X ∩ V is a dense subset of X ∩ V under the (relative) Zariski topology on (K^× )^k.

5 Generalized root systems

As a definition of the generalized root system, we adopt the new and simpler one introduced by [24] in order to make this paper more readable.

5.1 Set-theoretical generalized root system (SGRS)

Let θ ∈ N. Let V be a θ-dimensional R-linear space. (V in Section 5 does not relate to V(·) in Sections 3 and 4.) Let I be a set with |I| = θ. Let R be a subset of V such that Span_R(R) = V and 0 /∈ R. For a non-empty subset Π of R, let R^+_Π := R ∩ Span_{Z≥0}(Π) and R^−_Π := R ∩ Span_{Z≤0}(Π), and call Π a base of R if |Π| = θ and R = R^+_Π ∪ R^−_Π. Let B̃ be the set of all bases of R. Let B be a nonempty subset of B̃. We call the pair (R, B) a set-theoretical generalized root system (an SGRS for short) if (5.1) ∀Π ∈ B, ∀α ∈ Π, R ∩ Rα = {α, −α}, ∃Π^{(α)} ∈ B, R^+_{Π(α)} ∩ R^−_Π = {−α}, where see also [24].

From now on until end of Subsection 5.1, we fix an SGRS (R, B). Note that (R, −B) are also an SGRS, where −B := {−Π|Π ∈ B} (where −Π := {−α|α ∈ Π}). Note that (R ∩ (−R), B) and (R ∪ (−R), B) are also SGRSs. Let Π ∈ B and α ∈ Π. Let N^Π_{α,α} := −2 (∈ Z). We see that there exist N^Π_{α,β} ∈ Z_{≥0} (β ∈ Π \ {α}) such that Π^{(α)} = {γ + N^Π_{α,γ} α|γ ∈ Π}. Since (Π^{(α)})^{(−α)} = Π, we have

(5.2) N^{Π(α)}_{−α,β+N} Π_{α,β α} = N^Π_{α,β} (β ∈ Π).

Let B[Π] := {Π^′ ∈ B||R^−_Π ∩ R^+_Π′ | < ∞}. Then for Π^′ ∈ B, we see that Π^′ ∈ B[Π] if and only if there exist k ∈ Z_{≥0}, Π_t ∈ B, β_t ∈ Π_t (t ∈ J_{0,k−1}) such that Π_0 = Π, Π_k = Π^′ and Π_t = Π^{(βt−1)}_{t−1} (t ∈ J_{1,k}). Note that (R, B[Π]) is also an SGRS. We say that (R, B) is connected if B[Π] = B for some Π ∈ B.

Lemma 5.1. (See also [24, Lemmas 2.2(2) and 2.3(1)].) Assume |R| < ∞. Then B̃ = B, ∪_{Π∈B}Π = R, and (R, B) is connected. In particular R^−_Π = −R^+_Π for Π ∈ B. so |R| = 2|R^+|.

Proof. The claim easily follows from the definition of B[Π]. □

Let B̌ be the set of all maps π : I → V with π(I) ∈ B. For i ∈ I, define the map τ̌_i : B̌ → B̌ by τ̌_i(π)(j) := π(j) + N^{π(I)}_{π(i),π(j)}π(i) (j ∈ I). By (5.2) (5.3) N^{τ̌i(π)(I)}_{τ̌i(π)(i),τ̌i (π)(j)} = N^{π(I)}_{π(i),π(j)} (π ∈ B̌, i, j ∈ I). Hence τ̌^2_i = idˇ_B. Let V̄ be an θ-dimensional R-linear space. Let {ᾱ_i|i ∈ I} be an R-basis of V̄. For π ∈ B̌ and i ∈ I, define s^π_i ∈ GL(V̄) by s^π_i (ᾱ_j ) := ᾱ_j + N^{π(I)}_{π(i),π(j)}ᾱ_i. Then s^π_i = (s^π_i )^{−1} = s^{τ̌i(π)}_i . Let B be the set of all maps from N to I. For π ∈ B̌, f ∈ B and t ∈ Z_{≥0}, define π_{f,t} ∈ B̌ by

(5.4) π_{f,t} := { π if t = 0, τ̌_{f(t)}(π_{f,t−1}) if t ∈ N , and define 1^πs_{f,t} ∈ GL(V̄) by

1^πs_{f,t} := { id¯_V if t = 0, 1^πs_{f,t−t} ∘ s^{πf,t}_{f(t)} if t ∈ N . For π ∈ B̌, let B̌[π] := {π_{f,t}|f ∈ B , t ∈ Z_{≥0}} and H[π] := {1^πs_{f,t} ∈ GL(V̄)|f ∈ B , t ∈ Z_{≥0}}. Note that {π^′(I)|π^′ ∈ B̌[π]} = B[π(I)]. Note that B̌[π] = B̌[π^′] for π^′ ∈ B̌[π]. Lemma 5.2. (See also [24, Lemma 2.4].) Let π ∈ B̌, f ∈ B , t ∈ Z_{≥0}, π^′ := π_{f,t}, and w := 1^πs_{f,t} ∈ H[π]. Let d_{ij} ∈ Z (i, j ∈ I) be such that w(ᾱ_j) = ∑ i∈I d_{ij}ᾱ_i. Then for all j ∈ I, we have π^′(j) = ∑ i∈I d_{ij}π(i). In particular, for f^′ ∈ B and t^′ ∈ Z_{≥0}, if 1^πs_f ′_{,t}′ = w (that is, 1^πs_f ′_{,t}′ and w are the same element of GL(V̄)), we have π^′ = π_f ′_{,t}′ .

Proof. We use induction on t. It t = 0, the claim is clear. Assume t ≥ 1. Let π^{′′} := π_{f,t−1} and w^′ := 1^πs_{f,t−1}. Let d^′_{ij} ∈ Z (i, j ∈ I) be such that w^′(ᾱ_j) = ∑ i∈I d^′_{ij}ᾱ_i. Let j ∈ I. Then π^{′′}(j) = ∑ i∈I d^′_{ij} π(i). Let k := N^{π′(I)}_{π′(f(t)),π′ (j)}. By (5.3), k = N^{π′′(I)}_{π′′(f(t)),π′′ (j)}. We have w(ᾱ_j) = w^′s^{π′}_{f(t)}(ᾱ_j) = w^′(ᾱ_j + kᾱ_{f(t)}) = ∑ i∈I (d^′_{ij} + kd^′_{if(t)})ᾱ_i, and π^′(j) = τ̌_{f(t)}(π^{′′})(j) = π^{′′}(j) + kπ^{′′}(f(t)) = ∑ i∈I (d^′_{ij} + kd^′_{if(t)})π(i). Hence the claim holds. □

5.2 Categorical generalized root system (CGRS)

Let θ and I be as in Subsection 5.1. We say that C = [c_{ij} ]_{i,j∈I} ∈ Mat(θ, Z) is a generalized Cartan matrix if the conditions (M1), (M2) below are satisfied.

(M1) c_{ii} = 2 (i ∈ I). (M2) c_{jk} ≤ 0, δ_{cjk,0} = δ_{ckj ,0} (j, k ∈ I, j ≠ k). Let A be a non-empty set. Assume that for each i ∈ I, a map τ_i : A → A is given. Assume that for each a ∈ A, and each i, j ∈ I, a generalized Cartan matrix C^a = [c^a_{ij}]_{i,j∈I} is given. We say that C = C(I, A, (τ_i)_{i∈I} , (C^a)_{a∈A}) is a Cartan scheme if the conditions (C1), (C2) below are satisfied.

(C1) τ^2_i = id_A (i ∈ I). (C2) c^{τi(a)}_{ij} = c^a_{ij} (a ∈ A, i, j ∈ I). Let C = C(I, A, (τ_i)_{i∈I} , (C^a)_{a∈A}) be a Cartan scheme. Assume that for each a ∈ A, there exist a θ-dimensional R-linear space V^a and a map π^a : I → V^a such that π^a(I) is an R-basis of V^a. Define the R-linear isomorphism s^a_i : V^a → V^{τi(a)} (a ∈ A, i ∈ I) by s^a_i (π^a(j)) := π^{τi(a)}(j) − c^a_{ij}π^{τi(a)}(i) (j ∈ I), so s^{τi(a)}_i s^a_i = id_V a by (C2). Let B be as in Subsection 5.1. For a ∈ A and f ∈ B , let a_{f,0} := a and 1^as_{f,0} := id_V a and let a_{f,t} := τ_{f(t)}(a_{f,t−1}) and 1^as_{f,t} := 1^as_{f,t−t} ∘ s^{af,t}_{f(t)} for t ∈ N. Assume that for each a ∈ A, a subset R^a of V^a is given. Let R^{a,+} := R^a ∩ (⊕_{i∈I} Z_{≥0}π^a(i)) and R^{a,−} := R^a ∩ (⊕_{i∈I} Z_{≤0}π^a(i)) (a ∈ A). We say that the data

(5.5) R = R(C, (V^a, π^a, R^a)_{a∈A})

is a categorical generalized root system of type C (a CGRS of type C for short) if the following conditions (R1)-(R4) are satisfied.

(R1) R^a = R^{a,+} ∪ R^{a,−} (a ∈ A). (R2) R^a ∩ Zπ^a(i) = {π^a(i), −π^a(i)} (a ∈ A, i ∈ I). (R3) s^a_i (R^a) = R^{τi(a)} (a ∈ A, i ∈ I).

(R4) For a ∈ A, f ∈ B and t ∈ Z_{≥0}, if 1^as_{f,t}(π^{af,t} (i)) = π^a(i) for all i ∈ I, then a_{f,t} = a.

(See [3, Definition 1.2], [5].)

From now on until end of Subsection 5.2, we fix a Cartan scheme C = C(I, A, (τ_i)_{i∈I} , (C^a)_{a∈A}) and a CGRS R = R(C, (V^a, π^a, R^a)_{a∈A}) of type C. It is clear that

(5.6) R(C, (V^a, π^a, R^a ∪ (−R^a))_{a∈A}), R(C, (V^a, π^a, R^a ∩ (−R^a))_{a∈A}) and R(C, (V^a, −π^a, R^a)_{a∈A}) are also CGRSs of type C.

Note that (5.7) − c^a_{ij} = max{k ∈ Z_{≥0}|π^a(j) + kπ^a(i) ∈ R^a} (a ∈ A, i, j ∈ I, i ≠ j). Let a ∈ A. Let A[a] := {a_{f,t}|f ∈ B , t ∈ Z_{≥0}}, C[a] := C(I, A[a], (τ_i)_{i∈I} , (C^a)_{a∈A[a]}), and R[a] := R(C[a], (V^{a′} , π^{a′} , R^{a′} )_a′_{∈A[a]}). Then C[a] is a Cartan scheme, and

(5.8) R[a] is a CGRS of type C[a].

If A[a] = A, then we see that C[a] = C and R[a] = R and we say that C is connected and that R is connected.

By [3, Lemma 1.5] and (5.6), we have

Lemma 5.3. Let i, j ∈ I be such that i ≠ j. Let m := |R^{a,+} ∩ (Z_{≥0}π^a(i) ⊕ Z_{≥0}π^a(j))|, and assume m < ∞. Let f ∈ B be such that f(2x − 1) = i, f(x) = j (x ∈ N). Then a_{f,2m} = a and 1^as_{f,2m} = id_V a .

Let a ∈ A. Let b, b^′ ∈ A[a]. Let H(b, b^′) := {1^bs_{f,t} : V^{b′} → V^b|f ∈ B , t ∈ Z_{≥0}, b_{f,t} = b^′}. For w ∈ H(b, b^′), let ℓ_{b,b}′ (w) := min{t ∈ Z_{≥0}|∃f ∈ B , b_{f,t} = b^′, 1^bs_{f,t} = w}. The following lemma is well-known.

Lemma 5.4. Let b, b^′ ∈ A[a] and w ∈ H(b, b^′). Then we have the followings. (1) We have ℓ_{b,b}′ (w) = |R^{b,−} ∩ w(R^{b′,+})| and R^{b,+} ∩ w(R^{b′,−}) = −(R^{b,−} ∩ w(R^{b′,+})). In particular, for w^′ ∈ H(a, b) and w^{′′} ∈ H(a, b^′), if w^′(π^b(I)) = w^{′′}(π^{b′} (I)) as a subset of V^a, then b = b^′ and w^′ = w^{′′}.

(2) Let l ∈ N. Let f ∈ B be such that 1^bs_{f,l} = w. Then l = ℓ_{b,b}′ (w) if and only if R^{b,+} ∩ w(R^{b′,−}) = {1^bs_{f,t−1}(π^{bf,t−1} (f(t)))|t ∈ J_{1,l}}. Proof. (1) This follows from [10, Lemma 8(iii) (see also Proposition 1)], Lemma 5.3 and (5.6).

(2) Let l^′ := ℓ_{b,b}′ (w). Let X^′ be a subset of R^{b′,−} such that w(X^′) ⊂ R^{b,+}. Assume that there exists i ∈ I such that w(π^{b′} (i)) ∈ R^{b,+}. Then −π^{b′} (i) /∈ X^′. Let b^{′′} := τ_i(b^′). Let X^{′′} := s^{b′}_i (X^′). Note that s^{b′′}_i (−π^{b′′} (i)) = π^{b′} (i) and s^{b′′}_i (R^{b′′,−} \ {−π^{b′′} (i)}) = R^{b′,−} \ {−π^{b′} (i)}. Then X^{′′} ⊂ R^{b′′,−} and −π^{b′′} (i) /∈ X^{′′}. Then the claim (2) follows form the claim (1). □

Lemma 5.5. (See also [5, Proposition 2.12].) Assume |R^a| < ∞. Let κ := |R^{a,+}|. Then R^{a,−} = −R^{a,+}, and there exist a unique b ∈ A[a] and a unique 1^aw_0 ∈ H(a, b) such that R^{a,+} = 1^aw_0(R^{b,−}). Moreover ℓ_{a,b}(1^aw_0) = κ. Furthermore, for f ∈ B with 1^as_{f,κ} = 1^aw_0, we have R^{a,+} = {1^as_{f,t−1}(π^{af,t−1} (f(t)))|t ∈ J_{1,κ}}.

Proof. Let b^′ ∈ A[a], w ∈ H(a, b^′) and r := ℓ_{a,b}′ (w). Assume r ∈ J_{0,κ−1}. By Lemma 5.4(1), there exists i ∈ I such that w(π^{b′} (i)) ∈ R^{a,+}. Let b^{′′} := τ_i(b^′). By an argument similar to that in the proof of Lemma 5.4, we have ℓ_{a,b}′′ (ws^{b′′}_i ) = r+1. Then the claim follows from Lemma 5.4. □

5.3 Finite SGRS

Let (R, B) be an SGRS, i.e., it is as in (5.1). Let π ∈ B̌. For π^′ ∈ B̌[π], let c^{π′}_{ij} := −N^{π′(I)}_{π′(i),π′(j)} (i, j ∈ I) and C^{π′} := [c^{π′}_{ij} ]_{i,j∈I} , and define the K -linear isomorphism ϕ̌_{π′} : V → V̄ by ϕ̌_{π′} (π′(i)) := ᾱ_i (i ∈ I). Let Č[π] := C(I, (τ̌_i)_{i∈I} , B̌[π], (Cπ^′ )_{π′∈B̌[π]}). Then Č[π] is a Cartan scheme. Define the map π̄ : I → V̄ by π̄(i) := ᾱ_i (i ∈ I). Let Ř[π] := R(Č[π], (V̄, π̄, ϕ̌_π′ (R))_π′_∈ˇ_{B[π]}). Then Ř[π] is a CGRS of type Č[π] (where for this Ř[π], we have V^{π′} = V̄ and π^{π′} = π̄ for all π^′ ∈ B̌[π]), since

1^{π′} s_{f,t} ∈ GL(V̄) (π^′ ∈ B̌[π] f ∈ B , t ∈ Z_{≥0}) for Ř[π] is the same as in Lemma 5.2 (with π^′ in place of π). By Lemma 5.2, we have (5.9) (ϕ̌_π ∘ π_{f,t})(i) = 1^πs_{f,t}(ᾱ_i) (f ∈ B , t ∈ Z_{≥0}, i ∈ I). By Lemma 5.4 and (5.9), we see that π^′ = π^{′′} for π^′, π^{′′} ∈ B̌[π] with π^′(I) = π^{′′}(I).

For Lemma 5.6 below, recall Lemma 5.1.

Lemma 5.6. Assume |R| < ∞. Let Π ∈ B. Let κ := |R^+_Π|. Let π ∈ B̌ be such that π(I) = Π. Then there exists f ∈ B such that π_{f,κ}(I) = −Π. Moreover for f^′ ∈ B , π_f ′_{,κ}(I) = −Π if and only if R^+_Π = {π_f ′_{,t−1}(f^′(t))|t ∈ J_{1,κ}}.

Proof. This follows from Lemmas 5.4, 5.5 and (5.9). □

5.4 Relation between an SGRS and a CGRS

In Subsection 5.4, fix a Cartan scheme C = C(I, A, (τ_i)_{i∈I} , (C^a)_{a∈A}), and fix a CGRS R = R(C, (V^a, π^a, R^a)_{a∈A}) of type C. Fix a ∈ A. Let B[a] be the set of the subsets 1^as_{f,t}(π^{af,t} (I)) of R^a with f ∈ B and t ∈ Z_{≥0}. Then (R^a, B[a]) is an SGRS. Let Ř[π^a] = R(Č[π^a], (V̄, π̄, ϕ̌_π′ (R))_π′_∈ˇ_{B[π}a_]) be those defined for the SGRS (R^a, B[a]). For a^′ ∈ A[a], define the K -linear isomorphism ϕ^{a′} : V^{a′} → V̄ by ϕ^{a′} (π^{a′} (i)) := ᾱ_i (i ∈ I). We have Lemma 5.7. We have ϕ^{af,t} (R^{af,t} ) = ϕ̌_πa_{f,t} (R^a) (f ∈ B , t ∈ Z_{≥0}). In particular, (5.10) c^{af,t}_{ij} = c^{πaf,t}_{ij} (i, j ∈ I). Proof. We use an induction on t. The case where t = 0 is clear. Assume that t ≥ 1 and ϕ^{af,t−1} (R^{af,t−1} ) = ϕ̌_πa_{f,t−1} (R^a). By (5.7), we have c^{af,t−1}_{ij} = c^{πaf,t−1}_{ij} (i, j ∈ I). Note c^{af,t}_{f(t),j} = c^{af,t−1}_{f(t),j} and c^{πaf,t−1}_{f(t),j} = c^{πaf,t}_{f(t),j} hold for j ∈ I. Hence ϕ^{af,t} = s^{πaf,t−1}_{f(t)} ∘ ϕ^{af,t−1} ∘ s^{af,t}_{f(t)} and s^{πaf,t−1}_{f(t)} ∘ ϕ̌_πa_{f,t−1} = ϕ̌_πa_{f,t} . Hence ϕ^{af,t} (R^{af,t} ) = (s^{πaf,t−1}_{f(t)} ∘ ϕ^{af,t−1} ∘ s^{af,t}_{f(t)})(R^{af,t} ) = (s^{πaf,t−1}_{f(t)} ∘ ϕ^{af,t−1} )(R^{af,t−1} ) = (s^{πaf,t−1}_{f(t)} ∘ ϕ̌_πa_{f,t−1} )(R^a) = ϕ̌_{πaf,t} (Ra). The claim (5.10) follows from (5.7). □ Lemma 5.8. Let f, f^′ ∈ B and t, t^′ ∈ Z_{≥0} be such that π^a_{f,t} = π^a_f ′_{,t}′ . Then a_{f,t} = a_f ′_{,t}′ . Proof. It follows from (5.10) that (ϕ^a)^{−1} ∘ 1^{πa} s_f ′′_{,t}′′ ∘ ϕ^{af ′′,t′′} = 1^as_f ′′_{,t}′′ (f^{′′} ∈ B , t^{′′} ∈ Z_{≥0}). Since 1^{πa} s_{f,t} = 1^{πa} s_f ′_{,t}′ holds by (5.9), we have 1^as_{f,t} = 1^as_f ′_{,t}′ . By Lemma 5.4 (2), a_{f,t} = a_f ′_{,t}′ . □

Let B̌ be the one for B[a]. By Lemma 5.8, we can define the surjection F : B̌[π^a] → A[a] by F(π^a_{f,t}) := a_{f,t} (f ∈ B , t ∈ Z_{≥0}). Then F(τ̌_i(π^′)) := τ_i(F(π^′)) (π^′ ∈ B̌[π^a], i ∈ I). By (5.10), we have c^{F(π′)}_{ij} = c^{π′}_{ij} (π^′ ∈ B̌[π^a], i, j ∈ I).

6 Generalized quantum groups

6.1 Definition of generalized quantum groups

Let θ, V and I be as in Subsection 5.1. Let Π be an R-basis of V. Let π : I → V be a map with π(I) = Π. Define the Z-submodule A of V by A := ⊕_{i∈I} Zπ(i), so rank_ZA = θ(= |I|). Let χ : A × A → K^× be a map such that (6.1) χ(λ, μ + ν) = χ(λ, μ)χ(λ, ν) and χ(λ + ν, μ) = χ(λ, μ)χ(ν, μ) (λ, μ, ν ∈ A). We call such a map as χ a bi-homomorphism on A.

(6.2) From now on until the end of this paper, fix π, A and χ as above.

It is well-known that

Theorem 6.1. Note (6.2).

(1) There exists a unique associative K -algebra (with 1) U satisfying the following conditions (GQG1)-(GQG4).

(GQG1) As a K -algebra, U is generated by the elements:

(6.3) K_λ, L_λ (λ ∈ A), E_i, F_i (i ∈ I).

(GQG2) The following equations hold:

(6.4)

K_0 = L_0 = 1, K_λK_μ = K_{λ+μ}, L_λL_μ = L_{λ+μ}, K_λL_μ = L_μK_λ, K_λE_i = χ(λ, π(i))E_iK_λ, L_λE_i = χ(−π(i), λ)E_iL_λ, K_λF_i = χ(λ, −π(i))F_iK_λ, L_λF_i = χ(π(i), λ)F_iL_λ, [E_i, F_j ] = δ_{ij} (−K_{π(i)} + L_{π(i)}).

(GQG3) Regard U ⊗ U as a K -algebra (with 1) by (X_1 ⊗ Y_1)(X_2 ⊗ Y_2) := X_1X_2 ⊗ Y_1Y_2 (X_t, Y_t ∈ U (t ∈ J_{1,2})). Then there exists a K -algebra homomorphism Δ : U → U ⊗ U such that Δ(K_λ) = K_λ ⊗ K_λ, Δ(L_λ) = L_λ ⊗ L_λ, Δ(E_i) = E_i ⊗ 1 + K_{π(i)} ⊗ E_i, Δ(F_i) = F_i ⊗ L_{π(i)} + 1 ⊗ F_i.

(GQG4) Let U^0 be the associative K -algebra (with 1) of U generated by the elements K_λL_μ with λ, μ ∈ A. Let U^+ (resp. U^−) be the K -subalgebra of U generated by the elements 1 and E_i (resp. 1 and F_i) with all i ∈ I. Let U^{+,♭} := ∑ λ∈A U^+K_λ, and U^{−,♭} := ∑ λ∈A U^−L_λ. Then the following conditions (GQG4-1)-(GQG4-3) hold.

(GQG4-1) The elements K_λL_μ with (λ, μ) ∈ A^2 form a K -basis of U^0. (GQG4-2) The K -linear map m : U^− ⊗U^0 ⊗U^+ → U defined by m(Y ⊗Z ⊗X) := Y ZX is a K -linear isomorphism.

(GQG4-3) There exists a K -bilinear map ϑ^{χ,π} : U^{+,♭} × U^{−,♭} → K satisfying the following conditions (GQG4-3-1)-(GQG4-3-3), where ϑ means ϑ^{χ,π}.

(GQG4-3-1) ϑ_{|U} +_{×U} − is non-degenerate.

(GQG4-3-2) The equations ϑ(K_λ, L_μ) = χ(λ, μ), ϑ(E_i, F_j ) = δ_{ij} , ϑ(K_λ, F_j) = ϑ(E_i, L_λ) = 0 hold.

(GQG4-3-3) For X_t ∈ U^{+,♭} (t ∈ J_{1,2}) and Y ∈ U^{−,♭} with Δ(Y ) = ∑_k y=1 Y^{(1)}y ⊗ Y^{(2)}y , the equation ϑ(X_1X_2, Y ) = ∑_k y=1 ϑ(X_1, Y^{(2)}y )ϑ(X_2, Y^{(1)}y ) holds. For X ∈ U^{+,♭} with Δ(X) = ∑_r x=1 X^{(1)}x ⊗ X^{(2)}x and Y_t ∈ U^{−,♭} (t ∈ J_{1,2}), the equation ϑ(X, Y_1Y_2) = ∑_r x=1 ϑ(X^{(2)}x , Y_1)ϑ(X^{(1)}x , Y_2) holds.

(2) There exists a K -algebra epimorpism ε : U → K such that ε(K_λ) = ε(L_λ) = 1, ε(E_i) = ε(F_i) = 0, and there exists a K -algebra anti-automorphism S : U → U such that S(K_λ) = K_{−λ}, S(L_λ) = L_{−λ}, S(E_i) = −K_{−π(i)}E_i, S(F_i) = −F_iL_{−π(i)}. Moreover U can be regarded as a Hopf algebra (U, Δ, S, ε). Furthermore, letting ϑ mean ϑ^{χ,π}, for X ∈ U^{+,♭} and Y ∈ U^{−,♭}, the following equations hold:

(6.5) ϑ(S(X), Y ) = ϑ(X, S^{−1}(Y )), ϑ(X, 1) = ε(X), ϑ(1, Y ) = ε(Y ), Y X = ∑_k x=1 ∑_r y=1 ϑ(X^{(1)}x , S(Y^{(1)}y ))ϑ(X^{(3)}x , Y^{(3)}y )X^{(2)}x Y^{(2)}y , XY = ∑_k x=1 ∑_r y=1 ϑ(X^{(3)}x , S(Y^{(3)}y ))ϑ(X^{(1)}x , Y^{(1)}y )Y^{(2)}y X^{(2)}x ,

where ((id_U ⊗ Δ) ∘ Δ)(X) = ∑_k x=1 X^{(1)}x ⊗ X^{(2)}x ⊗ X^{(3)}x and ((id_U ⊗ Δ) ∘ Δ)(Y ) = ∑_r y=1 Y^{(1)}y ⊗ Y^{(2)}y ⊗ Y^{(3)}y .

Proof. This theorem can be proved in a well-known argument introduced by Drinfeld [6]. For a detailed and essentially the same argument, see [16, CHAP- TER 3], [21, Proof of Theorem 2.9.4], [23, Subsections 6.3, 6.4]. □

We have fixed χ and π, see (6.2). For a bi-homomorphism χ^′ on A and a map π^′ : I → V such that π^′(I) is an R-basis of V, let U(χ^′, π^′) (resp. U^0(χ^′, π^′), resp. U^+(χ^′, π^′), resp. U^−(χ^′, π^′)) to mean the one defined in the same way as that for U (resp. U^0, resp. U^+, resp. U^−) of Theorem 6.1 with χ^′ and π^′ in place of χ and π.

(6.6)

We also often use the symbols U, U^0, U^+ and U^−, which mean U(χ, π), U^0(χ, π), U^+(χ, π) and U^−(χ, π) respectively.

Let A^+_π := ⊕_{i∈I} Z_{≥0}π(i)(⊂ A). Recall (6.6). We can also regard U as a A-graded algebra

(6.7) U = ⊕_{λ∈A}U_λ such that U_λU_μ ⊂ U_{λ+μ} (λ, μ ∈ A) E_i ∈ U_{π(i)}, F_i ∈ U_{−π(i)} (i ∈ I) and U^0 ⊂ U_0. Let U^+_λ := U^+ ∩ U_λ and U^−_λ := U^− ∩ U_λ (λ ∈ A). Then we have U^+ = ⊕_{λ∈A}+_π U^+_λ and U^− = ⊕_{λ∈A}+_π U^−_{−λ}. We can easily see that

(6.8) ϑ^{χ,π}(XK_λ, Y L_μ) = δ_{ν,ν}′ · χ(λ, μ)ϑ^{χ,π}(X, Y ) (λ, μ ∈ A, ν, ν^′ ∈ A^+_π , X ∈ U^+_ν , Y ∈ U^−_{−ν}′ ),

(6.9) dim U^−_{−λ} = dim U^+_λ (λ ∈ A^+_π ),

and that

(6.10) ϑ^{χ,π}_{|U} +_{λ ×U} −_{−λ} is non-degenerate for λ ∈ A^+_π and ϑ^{χ,π}(U^+_μ , U^−_{−ν} ) = {0} for μ, ν ∈ A^+_π with μ ≠ ν.

Hence using (6.5), we can see Remark 6.2 below.

Remark 6.2. As a K -algebra, U = U(χ, π) can also be characterized by (GQG1), (GQG2), (GQG4-1), (GQG4-2) and (GQG4-3^′) {Y ∈ U^−|∀i ∈ I, [E_i, Y ] = 0} = {X ∈ U^+|∀i ∈ I, [X, F_i] = 0} = K · 1. See also [3, (4.8)].

Let i ∈ I. Let U(χ, π; i) be the K -subalgebra of U(χ, π) generated by K_λ, L_λ (λ ∈ A) and E_i, F_i. Then we can easily see:

Lemma 6.3. Let c_i := ô(χ(π(i), π(i))). Then we have the following.

(1) If c_i = 0 (resp. c_i ≠ 0), then as a K -algebra, U(χ, π; i) can also be defined by the generators K_λ, L_λ (λ ∈ A) and E_i, F_i and the relations composed of those of (6.4) (resp. those of (6.4) and E^{ci}_i = F^{ci}_i = 0).

(2) If c_i = 0 (resp. c_i ≠ 0), then as a K -linear space, the elements F^y_i K_λL_μE^x_i with λ, μ ∈ A and x, y ∈ Z_{≥0} (resp. x, y ∈ J_{0,ci−1}) form a K -basis of U(χ, π; i).

(3) Let π^′ : I → V be a map such that π^′(I) is a Z-base of A. Let j ∈ I. Assume π^′(j) = −π(i). Then there exists a unique K -algebra isomorphism T^{(χ,π,π′;i)} : U(χ, π^′; j) → U(χ, π; i) such that T^{(χ,π,π′;i)}(K_λ) = K_λ, T^{(χ,π,π′;i)}(L_λ) = L_λ (λ ∈ A) and T^{(χ,π,π′;i)}(E_j ) = F_iL_{−π(i)}, T^{(χ,π,π′;i)}(F_j ) = K_{−π(i)}E_i.

6.2 Kharchenko’s PBW theorem

For the statement of Theorem 6.4, we need the notations as follows. Let Y be a non-empty subset of A^+_π . Let z : Y → N be a map. Define the subset Y^{⟨z⟩} of Y ×N by Y^{⟨z⟩} := {(λ, k)|λ ∈ Y, k ∈ J_{1,z(λ)}}. Define the surjection p^{⟨Y,z⟩} : Y^{⟨z⟩} → Y by p^{⟨Y,z⟩}(y) = λ for y := (λ, k) ∈ Y^{⟨z⟩}. Let P^{⟨Y,z⟩} be the set of maps f : Y^{⟨z⟩} → Z_{≥0} such that (f(y))_{χ(p}⟨Y,z⟩_{(y),p}⟨Y,z⟩_{(y))}! ≠ 0 for all y ∈ Y^{⟨z⟩}.

For λ ∈ A^+_π , let P^{⟨Y,z⟩}_λ := {f ∈ P^{⟨Y,z⟩}| ∑ y∈Y^{⟨z⟩} f(y)p^{⟨Y,z⟩}(y) = λ}.

The following is well-known.

Theorem 6.4. (Kharchenko’s PBW theorem [13]) Note (6.6).

(1) There exists a unique pair (R^+(χ, π), φ^{χ,π}_+ ) of a subset R^+(χ, π) of A^+_π \ {0} and a map φ^{χ,π}_+ : R^+(χ, π) → N such that dim U^+_λ = |P^{⟨R+(χ,π),φχ,π+ ⟩} λ | for all λ ∈ A^+_π . (2) Let X := R^+(χ, π)^{⟨φχ,π+ ⟩} and p := p^{⟨R+(χ,π),φχ,π+ ⟩}. Let Z := P^{⟨R+(χ,π),φχ,π+ ⟩}. Let Z^′ be the subset of Z of elements f with |{x ∈ X|f(x) ≠ 0}| < ∞. Then there exist a total order ⪯ on X and elements È_x of U^+_{p(x)} for x ∈ X such that the elements ∏_⪯ x∈X È^{f(x)}_x with f ∈ Z′ form a K -basis of U +, where ∏_⪯ x∈X È^{f(x)}_x := È^{f(x1)}_{x1} È^{f(x2)}_{x2} · · · È^{f(xk)}_{xk} for f and x_1, . . . , x_k with x_1 ≺ · · · ≺ x_k and f(x^′) = 0 (x^′ ∈ X \ {x_1, . . . , x_k}).

(3) The same claim as that of (2) with U^− and U^−_{−p(x)} in place of U^+ and U^+_{p(x)} respectively holds, where ⪯ is the same as the one of (2).

More precisely, as for Theorem 6.4 (3), we have the K -algebra automorphism Ω^{χ,π} of U with Ω^{χ,π}(K_λL_μ) := K_{−λ}L_{−μ} (λ, μ ∈ A), Ω^{χ,π}(E_i) := F_iL_{−π(i)} Ω^{χ,π}(F_i) := K_{−π(i)}E_i (i ∈ I), see [3, Subsection 4.2] for example.

Let R(χ, π) := R^+(χ, π) ∪ (−R^+(χ, π)). Define the map φ^{χ,π} : R(χ, π) → N by φ^{χ,π}(−α) := φ^{χ,π}(α) := φ^{χ,π}_+ (α) (α ∈ R^+(χ, π)).

It is clear that (6.11) Zπ(i) ∩ R(χ, π) = {−π(i), π(i)}, φ^{χ,π}(π(i)) = φ^{χ,π}(−π(i)) = 1 (i ∈ I). For i, j ∈ I with i ≠ j, there exists N^{χ,π}_{i,j} ∈ Z_{≥0} ∪ {∞} such that

(6.12) J_{0,N}^{χ,π}_{i,j} = { m ∈ Z_{≥0} | π(j) + mπ(i) ∈ R(χ, π) } = { m ∈ Z_{≥0} | (m)_{qii} !(m; q_{ii}, q_{ij}q_{ji})! ≠ 0 }, where we let q_{ik} := χ(π(i), π(k)) for k ∈ I (see [11, (2.17)] for the second equation for example). Let N^{χ,π}_{i,i} := −2 for i ∈ I.

Let B̃(χ, π) be the set of all bases of R(χ, π). Let B̃^∨(χ, π) be the set of all maps π^′ : I → V with π^′(I) ∈ B̃(χ, π). Let i ∈ I. Define the map τ̀_i : B̃^∨(χ, π) → B̃∨(χ, π) by (6.13) { τ̀_i(π^′)(j) := π^′(j) + N^{χ,π′}_{i,j} π^′(i) (j ∈ I) if N^{χ,π′}_{i,j}′ ≠ ∞ for all j^′ ∈ I, τ̀_i(π^′) := π^′ otherwise (π^′ ∈ B̃^∨(χ, π)). The following proposition is well-known.

Proposition 6.5. (See [7, Proposition 1].) Let π^′ ∈ B̃^∨(χ, π). Then we have the following equations (6.14)-(6.18). (6.14) N^{χ,τ̀i(π′)}_{i,j} = N^{χ,π′}_{i,j} (i, j ∈ I). (6.15) τ̀^2_i = id~_B∨_{(χ,π)}.

(6.16) R(χ, τ̀_i(π^′)) = R(χ, π^′), that is, (6.17) R^+(χ, τ̀_i(π^′)) = { {−π(i)} ∪ (R^+(χ, π^′) \ {π(i)}) if N^{χ,π′}_{i,j} ≠ ∞ for all j ∈ I, R^+(χ, π^′) otherwise. (6.18) φ^{χ,τ̀i(π′)}(α) = φ^{χ,π′} (α) (α ∈ R(χ, π)). Lemma 6.6. Assume |R(χ, π)| < ∞. Then (R(χ, π), B̃(χ, π)) is a connected SGRS with π^′(I)^{(π′(i))} = τ̀_i(π^′)(I) (π^′ ∈ B̃^∨(χ, π), i ∈ I). In particular, for every α ∈ R(χ, π), there exists a base B of R(χ, π) such that α ∈ B. (B is a Z-base of A.) Moreover φ^{χ,π}(α) = 1 for all α ∈ R(χ, π).

Proof. The claim follows from Lemma 5.1 and (6.11), (6.16), (6.18). □ Theorem 6.7. (See [9, Theorem 6.11].) Let i ∈ I be such that N^{χ,π}_{ij} ≠ ∞ for all j ∈ I. Then there exists a unique K -algebra isomorphism (6.19) T^{χ,τ̀i(π)}_i : U(χ, τ̀_i(π)) → U(χ, π) satisfying the following equations (6.20), where we mean T_i := T^{χ,τ̀i(π)}_i , N_{ij} := N^{χ,π}_{ij} and q_{tr} := χ(π(t), π(r)) (t, r ∈ I).

(6.20) T_i(X) = T^{(χ,π,τ̀i(π);i)}(X) (X ∈ U(χ, τ̀_i(π); i)), T_i(E_j ) = ∑_{Nij} k=0(−q_{ij} )^kq^{k(k−1)2}_{ii} (_{Nij} k ) q_{ii} E N_{ij} −k i E_j E^k_i , T_i(F_j) =^1 (N_{ij} )_{qii} !(N_{ij} ;q_{ii},q_{ij} q_{ji})! ∑_{Nij} k=0(−q_{ji})^kq^{k(k−1)2}_{ii} (_{Nij} k ) q_{ii} F N_{ij} −k i F_jF^k_i ,

(α ∈ A, j ∈ I \ {i}), where recall Lemma 6.3 (3) for T^{(χ,π,τ̀i(π);i)}. (Note that E_j (resp. F_j ) of LRSs of (6.20) is an element of U(χ, τ̀_i(π))_{π(j)+Nij π(i)} (resp. U(χ, τ̀_i(π))_{−π(j)−Nij π(i)}) since τ̀_i(π)(j) = π(j) + N_{ij} π(i).) In particular, T^{χ,τ̀i(π)} i (U(χ, τ̀_i(π))_λ) = U(χ, π)_λ (λ ∈ A). Let κ := |R^+(χ, π)|. Assume κ < ∞. By Lemma 6.6, (R(χ, π), B̃(χ, π)) is an SGRS. For f ∈ B and t ∈ Z_{≥0}, recall π_{f,t} ∈ B̃^∨(χ, π) from (5.4), and define the K -linear isomorphism 1^{χ,π}T_{f,t} : U(χ, π_{f,t}) → U(χ, π) by 1^{χ,π}T_{f,0} := id_{U(χ,π)}, and 1^{χ,π}T_{f,t} := 1^{χ,π}T_{f,t−1} ∘ T^{χ,πf,t}_{f(t)} (t ∈ N).

(6.21)

Let ḟ ∈ B be such that π˙_{f ,κ}(I) = −Π. Note that ḟ(1) can be any element of I. Let β̇_t := π˙_{f,t−1}(ḟ(t)) (t ∈ J_{1,κ}).

By Lemmas 5.6 and 6.6, we have

(6.22) R^+(χ, π) = { β̇_t | t ∈ J_{1,κ} }.

Let t ∈ J_{1,κ}. Let

(6.23) Ė_t := 1^{χ,π}T˙_{f ,t−1}(E˙_{f(t)}), Ḟ_t := 1^{χ,π}T˙_{f ,t−1}(F˙_{f (t)}).

It is clear that Ė_t ∈ U(χ, π)˙_{βt} and Ḟ_t ∈ U(χ, π)_−˙_{βt} . By Lemma 6.3 (1), for k ∈ J_{2,∞}, (6.24) (k)_{χ(}˙_{βt,}˙_{βt)}! = 0 ⇔ Ė^k_t = 0 ⇔ Ḟ^k_t = 0.

Theorem 6.8. (See [11, Theorems 4.8, 4.9]) Note (6.6). Let κ := |R^+(χ, π)|. Assume κ < ∞. Let Ė_t, Ḟ_t (t ∈ J_{1,κ}) be as above. Recall the convention (6.6). Then for any bijection x : J_{1,κ} → J_{1,κ}, the elements

Ė^{kx(1)}_{x(1)} · · · Ė^{kx(κ)}_{x(κ)} (resp. Ḟ^{kx(1)}_{x(1)} · · · Ḟ^{kx(κ)}_{x(κ)} )) (k_t ∈ Z_{≥0}, (k_t)_{χ(β̇t,β̇t)}! ≠ 0 (t ∈ J_{1,κ}))

form a K -basis of U^+ (resp. U^−). In particular, Ė_t ∈ U^+_{β̇t} and Ḟ_t ∈ U^−_{−β̇t} for t ∈ J_{1,κ}. Proof. Let X be the set of all bi-homomorphisms χ^′ on A with |R(χ^′, π)| < ∞. Then χ ∈ X. Let c^{χ′}_{ij} := −N^{χ′,π}_{i,j} (χ^′ ∈ X, i, j ∈ I). Let C^{χ′} = [c^{χ′}_{ij} ]_{i,j∈I} ∈ Mat(θ, Z). For i ∈ I, define the map τ̇_i : X → X by τ̇_i(χ^′)(π(j), π(k)) := χ^′(π(j)−c^{χ′}_{ij} π(i), π(k)−c^{χ′}_{ik} π(i)). (j, k ∈ I). Then C_X := C(X, I, (τ̇_i)_{i∈I} , (C^{χ′} )_χ′_{∈X} ) is a Cartan scheme, and R_X := R(C_X , (V, π, R(χ^′, π))_χ′_{∈X} ) is a CGRS of type C_X . Recall from (5.8) that R_X [χ] is a CGRS of type C_X [χ]. Note that for f ∈ B and t ∈ Z_{≥0}, there exists a K -algebra isomorphism ∇_{f,t} : U(χ_{f,t}, π) → U(χ, π_{f,t}) such that ∇_{f,t}(K_{π(i)}) = K_{πf,t(i)}, ∇_{f,t}(L_{π(i)}) = L_{πf,t(i)}, ∇_{f,t}(E_i) = E_i and ∇_{f,t}(F_i) = F_i (i ∈ I). Note 1^πs˙_{f,l}(Π) = −Π. Then the claim follows from [11, Theorems 4.8, 4.9]. □

Let κ := |R^+(χ, π)|. Assume κ < ∞. Recall (6.21). Then we have

(6.25)

R^+(χ, π˙_{f ,1}) = {−π(ḟ(1))} ∪ (R^+(χ, π) \ {π(ḟ(1))}) = { β̇_t | t ∈ J_{2,κ} } ∪ {−π(ḟ(1))}. Moreover we have:

Lemma 6.9. Let i ∈ I. Let ḟ of (6.21) be such that i = ḟ(1). Let j ∈ I be such that π˙_{f ,κ}(j) = −π(i). Let ḟ^′ ∈ B be such that ḟ^′(t) = ḟ(t + 1) (t ∈ J_{1,κ−1}) and ḟ ′(κ) = j. (Recall π_{ḟ ,1} = τ̀_i(π).) Then we have

(6.26) τ̀_i(π)_ḟ ′_{,t−1}(ḟ^′(t)) = β̇_{t+1} (t ∈ J_{1,κ−1}), τ̀_i(π)_ḟ ′_{,κ−1}(ḟ^′(κ)) = −π(i),

(6.27) τ̀_i(π)_ḟ ′_{,κ}(I) = −τ̀_i(π)(I), and (6.28)

1^{χ,τ̀i(π)}T˙_f ′_{,κ−1}(E˙_f ′_{(κ)}) = xE_i (∈ U^+(χ, τ̀_i(π))_{−π(i)}), 1^{χ,τ̀i(π)}T˙_f ′_{,κ−1}(F˙_f ′_{(κ)}) = x^{−1}F_i (∈ U^+(χ, τ̀_i(π))_{π(i)})

for some x ∈ K^× . Moreover for λ ∈ A^+_{τ̀i(π)},

(6.29) T^{χ,τ̀i(π)} i (U^+(χ, τ̀_i(π))_λ) ⊂ ⊕^∞_{k=0}Span_K (U^−_{−kπ(i)}U^0U^+_{λ+kπ(i)}), T^{χ,τ̀i(π)} i (U^−(χ, τ̀_i(π))_{−λ}) ⊂ ⊕^∞_{k=0}Span_K (U^−_{−λ−kπ(i)}U^0U^+_{kπ(i)}).

Proof. The equations of (6.26) are clear since τ̀_i(π)_ḟ ′_{,t−1} = π˙_{f ,t} for t ∈ J_{1,κ}. Then (6.27) follows from Lemma 5.6. Then (6.28) and (6.29) follows from Theorem 6.8. □

7 Singular vectors

7.1 Verma modules

Recall the convention (6.2) and (6.6). By (GQG4-2), for Λ ∈ Ch(U^0(χ, π)), we have a unique left U-module M^{χ,π}(Λ) with a non-zero element ṽ_Λ ∈ M^{χ,π}(Λ) satisfying the conditions (v1) and (v2) below.

(v1) Equations Zṽ_Λ = Λ(Z)ṽ_Λ (Z ∈ U^0) and E_iṽ_Λ = 0 (i ∈ I) hold.

(v2) The K -linear homomorphism U^− → M^{χ,π}(Λ) defined by Y → Y ṽ_Λ is bijective.

Let Λ ∈ Ch(U^0(χ, π)). For i ∈ I, define Λ^{χ,π,i} ∈ Ch(U^0(χ, τ̀_i(π))) by

(7.1) Λ^{χ,π,i}(K_λL_μ) := χ(π(i), μ)^{ci−1} χ(λ, π(i))^{ci−1} Λ(K_λL_μ) (λ, μ ∈ A), where c_i := ô(χ(π(i), π(i))).

We can easily see:

Theorem 7.1. ([11, Proposition 5.11]) Let Λ ∈ Ch(U^0(χ, π)). Let i ∈ I. Let c_i := ô(χ(π(i), π(i))). Assume c_i ≠ 0. Assume that Λ(−K_{π(i)} +χ(π(i), π(i))^tL_{π(i)}) ≠ 0 for all t ∈ J_{0,ci−2}. Then there exists a K -linear isomorphism T^{χ,τ̀i(π)} i : M^{χ,τ̀i(π)}(Λ^{χ,π,i}) → M^{χ,π}(Λ) such that T^{χ,τ̀i(π)} i (Xṽ_Λχ,π,i ) = T^{χ,τ̀i(π)}_i (X)F^{ci−1}_i ṽ_Λ (X ∈ U(χ, τ̀_i(π))). Define the Z-module homomorphism ρ̂^{χ,π} : A → K^× by ρ̂^{χ,π}(π(j)) := χ(π(j), π(j)) (j ∈ I). Lemma 7.2. (See also [11, Lemma 2.17].) Let i ∈ I, and c_i := ô(χ(π(i), π(i))). Then we have (7.2) ∀λ ∈ A, χ(π(i), λ)^{ci−1}χ(λ, π(i))^{ci−1} = ρ̂^{χ,τ̀i(π)}(λ) ρ̂^{χ,π}(λ) . (This lemme is a wider version of [11, Lemma 2.17] where c_i ≠ 0 was assumed.)

Proof. For i, j ∈ I, let q_{ij} := χ(π(i), π(j)) and N_{ij} := N^{χ,π}_{i,j} . so τ̀_i(π)(j) = π(j) + N_{ij} π(i) by (6.13). Let f, f^′ : A → K^× be the two Z-module homomorphisms sending λ ∈ A to the same values as LHS and RHS of (7.2) respectively. Let j ∈ I. Then f(π(j)) = q^{ci−1}_{ij} q^{ci−1}_{ji} , and f^′(π(j)) = ρ̂^{χ,τ̀i(π)}(π(j))ρ̂^{χ,π}(π(j))^{−1} = ρ̂^{χ,τ̀i(π)}(τ̀_i(π)(j) + N_{ij}τ̀_i(π)(i))q^{−1}_{jj} = χ(τ̀_i(π)(j), τ̀_i(π)(j))χ(τ̀_i(π)(i), τ̀_i(π)(i))^{Nij} q^{−1}_{jj} = q_{jj}(q_{ij} q_{ji})^{Nij} q^{N 2ij}_{ii} · q^{Nij}_{ii} · q^{−1}_{jj} = (q_{ij} q_{ji})^{Nij} q^{Nij (Nij +1)} ii . Note q^{ci}_{ii} = 1. If j = i, then f(π(i)) = q^{−2}_{ii} = f^′(π(i)) since N_{ii} = −2. If j ≠ i and q^{Nij}_{ii} q_{ij} q_{ji} = 1, then f(π(j)) = q^{−(ci−1)Nij}_{ii} = q^{Nij}_{ii} = f^′(π(j)). Assume that j ≠ i and q^{Nij}_{ii} q_{ij} q_{ji} ≠ 1. Then c_i = N_{ij} + 1. Hence q^{Nij +1}_{ii} = 1, Hence f(π(j)) = f^′(π(j)). Thus we conclude f = f^′, as desired. □

Since the statement of [11, Lemma 6.7] did not give singular vectors, we reformulate it to Theorem 7.3 below although they are similar. To give an explicit formula of singular vectors seems to become necessary in future studies of many areas such as representation theory, conformal field theory and vertex operator algebras.

Theorem 7.3. (See also [11, Lemma 6.7].) Let κ := |R^+(χ, π)|. Assume κ < ∞. Keep the notation of (6.22) and (6.23). Let m ∈ J_{1,κ}. Let a_m′ := ρ̂^{χ,π}(β̇_m′ ), b_m′ := χ(β̇_m′ , β̇_m′ ) and ĉ_m′ := ô(b_m′ ) for m^′ ∈ J_{1,m}. Assume ĉ_m′ ≠ 0 for all m^′ ∈ J_{1,m}. Let t ∈ J_{1,ĉm−1}. For m^′, m^{′′} ∈ J_{1,m}, let p_m′_{,m}′′ := χ(β̇_m′ , β̇_m′′ )χ(β̇_m′′ , β̇_m′ ). Assume that the following conditions (i), (ii) and (iii) hold.

(i) Λ(a_mK˙_{βm} − b^t_mL˙_{βm} ) = 0.

(ii) Λ(a_m′ K˙_{βm′} − b^{t′}_m′ L˙_{βm′} ) ≠ 0 for all m^′ ∈ J_{1,m−1} and all t^′ ∈ J_{1,ĉm′ −1}. (iii) Λ(K˙_{βm′} − b^{t′ −1}_m′ ( ∏_m′_{−1} m^{′′}=1 p ĉ_m′′ −1 m^′,m^{′′} )p t m^′,mLβ̇_m′ ) ≠ 0 for all m

′ ∈ J_{1,m−1} and all t^′ ∈ J_{1,ĉm′ −1}. Define ṽ^′ ∈ M(Λ)_{−t}˙_{βm} by

ṽ^′ := Ė^{ĉ1−1}_1 · · · Ė^{ĉm−1−1}_{m−1} Ḟ^t_mḞ^{ĉm−1−1}_{m−1} · · · Ḟ^{ĉ1−1}_1 ṽ_Λ. Then we have the following.

(1) ṽ^′ ≠ 0, and E_jṽ^′ = 0 for all j ∈ I. (2) The elements Ė^{rm−1}_{m−1} · · · Ė^r1_1 Ḟ^rl_l · · · Ḟ^{rm+1}_{m+1} Ḟ p_mḞ^{ĉm−1−1}_{m−1} · · · Ḟ^ĉ1^{−1}_1 ṽ′ (∈ M(Λ)_{−((t+p)β̇m+(}^∑l_{y=m+1 ryβ̇y)+(}^∑m−1_{z=1 (ĉz −1−rz )β̇z))}) ( p ∈ J_{0,ĉm−1−t}, r_x ∈ J_{0,ĉx−1} (x ∈ J_{1,κ} \ {m}) ) form the K -basis of the left U-submodule U · ṽ^′ of M^{χ,π}(Λ).

Proof. For i, j ∈ I, let q_{ij} := χ(π(i), π(j)). For t ∈ N and i, j ∈ I, we have (7.3) [E_i, F^t_j ] = δ_{ij} (t)_{qii} (−K_{π(i)} + q^{−t+1}_{ii} L_{π(i)})F^{t−1}_j . If m = 1, the statement can easily be proved by (i), (7.3) and Theorem 6.8.

Assume m ∈ J_{2,κ}. Let i := ḟ(1) ∈ I, see (6.21) for ḟ. Then β̇_1 = π(i), Ė_1 = E_i, and Ḟ_1 = F_i. For m′ ∈ J_{2,m} and t′ ∈ J_{1,ĉm′ −1}, we have

(7.4) Λ^{χ,π,i}(ρ̂^{χ,τ̀i(π)}(β̇_m′ )K˙_{βm′} − b^{t′}_m′ L˙_{βm′} ) = Λ(ρ̂^{χ,τ̀i(π)}(β̇_m′ )χ(π(i), β̇_m′ )^{−c1+1}K˙_{βm′} − b^{t′}_m′ χ(β̇_m′ , π(i))^{c1−1}L˙_{βm′} ) (by (7.1)) = χ(β̇_m′ , π(i))^{c1−1}Λ(a_m′ K˙_{βm′} − b^{t′}_m′ L˙_{βm′} ) (by (7.2)).

For m^′ ∈ J_{2,m−1} and t^′ ∈ J_{1,ĉm′ −1}, we have

(7.5) Λ^{χ,π,i}(K˙_{βm′} − b^{t′−1}_m′ ( ∏_m′_{−1} m^{′′}=2 p ĉ_m′′ −1 m^′,m^{′′} )p t m^′,mLβ̇_m′ ) = χ(β̇_m′ , π(i))^{−(c1−1)}Λ(K˙_{βm′} − b^{t′−1}_m′ ( ∏_m′_{−1} m^{′′}=1 p ĉ_m′′ −1 m^′,m^{′′} )p t m^′,mLβ̇_m′ ) (by (7.1)). Let (7.6) ṽ^{′′} := (

Ė^ĉ2^{−1}_2 · · · Ė^{ĉm−1−1} m−1 Ḟ t_mḞ^{ĉm−1−1} m−1 · · · Ḟ^{ĉ2−1}_2 )Ḟ^{c1−1}_1 ṽ_Λ ∈ M^{χ,π}(Λ)_{−t}˙_{βm−(c1−1)}˙_{β1} . By (7.6), we have

(7.7) ṽ^′ = Ė^{c1−1}_1 ṽ^{′′}.

Let T_i := T^{χ,τ̀i(π)}_i . Let Ë_x := (T_i)^{−1}(Ė_{x+1}), (x ∈ J_{1,m−2}) and F̈_y := (T_i)^{−1}(Ḟ_{y+1}), (y ∈ J_{1,m−1}). By (ii) and Theorem 7.1, we have T^{χ,τ̀i(π)}_i and conclude that

(7.8) (T^{χ,τ̀i(π)} i )^{−1}(ṽ^{′′}) = Ë^{ĉ2−1}_1 · · · Ë^{ĉm−1−1}_{m−2} F̈^t_{m−1}F̈^{ĉm−1−1}_{m−2} · · · F̈^{ĉ2−1}_1 ṽ_Λχ,π,i ∈ M^{χ,τ̀i(π)}(Λ^{χ,π,i})_{−t}˙_{βm} . By induction and by (7.4), (7.5), (7.8), Lemma 6.9 and Theorems 6.7 and 7.1, we have

(1^′) ṽ^{′′} ≠ 0, and T_i(E_j)ṽ^{′′} = 0 (j ∈ I). In particular, F_iṽ^{′′} = 0. (2^′) The elements Ė^{rm−1}_{m−1} · · · Ė^{r2}_2 Ė^{r1}_1 Ḟ^{rl}_l · · · Ḟ^{rm+1}_{m+1} Ḟ^p_mḞ^{ĉm−1−1}_{m−1} · · · Ḟ^{ĉ2−1}_2 ṽ^{′′} (p ∈ J_{0,ĉm−1−t}, r_x ∈ J_{0,ĉx−1} (x ∈ J_{1,l} \ {m})) form the K -basis of the left U-submodule Uṽ^{′′} of M^{χ,π}(Λ).

By (6.24), E^{ĉ1}_i = 0. Hence by (7.7),

(7.9) E_iṽ^′ = 0.

We have

Ḟ^ĉ1^{−1}_1 ṽ′ = F^{ĉ1−1}_i E^{ĉ1−1}_i ṽ^{′′} = (−1)^{ĉ1−1}(ĉ_1 − 1)_{qii} !( ∏_{ĉ1−1} x=1 (−K_{π(i)} + q^{−x+1}_{ii} L_{π(i)}))ṽ^{′′} (by (7.3) and (1^′)) = (ĉ_1 − 1)_{qii} !( ∏_{ĉ1−1} x=1 Λ(χ(π(i), β̇_m)^{−t}q^{−ĉ1+1}_{ii} K_{π(i)} − q^{−x+ĉ1}_{ii} χ(β̇_m, π(i))^tL_{π(i)}))ṽ^{′′} (by (7.6)) = (ĉ_1 − 1)_{qii} !q^{ĉ1−1}_{ii} ( ∏_{ĉ1−1} x=1 Λ(χ(π(i), β̇_m)^{−t}K_{π(i)} − q^{−x−1}_{ii} χ(β̇_m, π(i))^tL_{π(i)}))ṽ^{′′} = (ĉ_1 − 1)_{qii} !q^{ĉ1−1}_{ii} χ(π(i), β̇_m)^{−t(ĉ1−1)}( ∏_{ĉ1−1} x=1 (Λ(K_{π(i)} − b^{x−1}_1 p^t_{1m}L_{π(i)}))ṽ^{′′} ∈ K^×ṽ^{′′} (by (iii)).

Hence ṽ^′ ≠ 0, and, by (2^′), we have (2).

We show (1). Let j ∈ I \ {i}. Let N_{ij} := N^{χ,π}_{i,j} . Let

X_z := z∑ t=0 (−q_{ij} )^tq^{t(t−1)2}_{ii} ( z t ) q_{ii} E^{z−t}_i E_j E^t_i (z ∈ J_{−1,ĉ1} ), where X_{−1} = 0. Then E_iX_z − q^z_{ii}q_{ij} X_zE_i = X_{z+1} (z ∈ J_{0,ĉ1−1}), from which we have [X_z, F_i] = (z)_{qii} (1 − q^{z−1}_{ii} q_{ij} q_{ji})L_{π(i)}X_{z−1} (z ∈ J_{0,ĉ1} ). Note that N_{ij} ≤ ĉ_1 − 1 and X_{Nij} = T_i(E_j ). Hence X_{z1}ṽ^{′′} = 0 (z_1 ∈ J_{0,Nij} ) since X_{Nij} ṽ^{′′} = 0 and F_iṽ^{′′} = 0 (see (1^′)). We have X_{z2} = 0 (z_2 ∈ J_{Nij +1,ĉ1} ) since X_{Nij +1} = E_iT_i(E_j ) − q^{Nij}_{ii} q_{ij} T_i(E_j )E_i = K_{π(i)}T_i(F_iE_j)−q^{Nij}_{ii} q_{ij} T_i(E_jF_i)·q_{ii}K_{π(i)} = K_{π(i)}T_i([F_i, E_j ]) = 0. Hence E_j E^r_i ṽ^{′′} = 0 (r ∈ J_{0,ĉ1−1}) since X_{z3}ṽ^{′′} = 0 (z_3 ∈ J_{0,ĉ1−1}). By (7.7), E_jṽ^′ = 0, as desired. This completes the proof. □

7.2 Shapovalov determinats

Recall the convention (6.6). Define the K -linear map Sh^{χ,π} : U → U^0 by

Sh^{χ,π}(X) = { X if X ∈ U^0, 0 if X ∈ U^−_{−μ}U^0U^+_λ with λ, μ ∈ A^+_π such that (λ, μ) ≠ (0, 0).

Let λ ∈ A^+_π . By (6.5), we see that

(7.10) Sh^{χ,π}(XY ) − (ϑ^{χ,π}(X, S(Y ))K_λ + ϑ^{χ,π}(X, Y )L_λ) ∈ ⨁ μ,ν∈A+π \{0}, μ+ν=λ K K_μ L_ν (X ∈ U^+_λ , Y ∈ U^−_{−λ}). Let m_λ := dim U^+_λ . Let X̂ : J_{1,mλ} → U^+_λ (∈ U^0) and Ŷ : J_{1,mλ} → U^−_{−λ} be maps. Let (7.11) d_{X̂,Ŷ} := det[ϑ^{χ,π}(X̂(x), Ŷ (y))]_{1≤x,y≤mλ} ∈ K , and (7.12) S^{χ,π}_λ [X̂, Ŷ ] := [Sh^{χ,π}(X̂(x)Ŷ (y))]_{1≤x,y≤mλ} ∈ Mat(m_λ, U^0).

By (7.10), d_{X̂,}^_Y is the coefficient of L_{mλλ} of det S^{χ,π}_λ [X̂, Ŷ ]. Hence, by (6.10), we see that (7.13)

d_{X̂,Ŷ} ≠ 0 and det S^{χ,π}_λ [X̂, Ŷ ] ≠ 0 if {X̂(x)|x ∈ J_{1,mλ} } is a K -basis of U^+_λ and {Ŷ (y)|y ∈ J_{1,mλ} } is a K -basis of U^−_{−λ}.

Let Λ ∈ Ch(U^0(χ, π)). Let M(Λ) mean M^{χ,π}(Λ). For λ ∈ A, let M(Λ)_{−λ} := U^−_{−λ}ṽ_Λ. Then M(Λ) = ⊕_{λ∈A}+_π M(Λ)_{−λ} as a K -linear space. Let N^{χ,π}(Λ) be the largest U-submodule N^′ of M(Λ) such that N^′ ⊂ ⊕_{λ∈A}+_{π \{0}}M(Λ)_{−λ}. Let N (Λ) mean N^{χ,π}(Λ). For λ ∈ A, let N (Λ)_{−λ} := N (Λ) ∩ M(Λ)_{−λ}. Then N (Λ) = ⊕_{λ∈A}+_{π \{0}}N (Λ)_{−λ} as a K -linear space. Let L^{χ,π}(Λ) := M(Λ)/N (Λ). Then L^{χ,π}(Λ) is a non-zero irreducible U-module. Let L(Λ) mean L^{χ,π}(Λ). Let v_Λ := ṽ_Λ +N (Λ) ∈ L(Λ). For λ ∈ A, let L(Λ)_{−λ} := U^−_{−λ}v_Λ. Then L(Λ) = ⊕_{λ∈A}+_π L(Λ)_{−λ} as a K -linear space. We have dim L(Λ)_{−λ} = dim M(Λ)_{−λ} − dim N (Λ)_{−λ} (λ ∈ A).

By a standard argument (cf. [11, Section 6]), we have Lemma 7.4. Recall the convention (6.6). Let λ ∈ A^+_π . Let m_λ := dim U^+_λ . Let {X_x|x ∈ J_{1,mλ} } be a K -basis of U^+_λ . Let {Y_y|y ∈ J_{1,mλ} } be a K -basis of U^−_{−λ} (see also (6.9)). Let Λ ∈ Ch(U^0(χ, π)). Then

(7.14) dim L^{χ,π}(Λ)_{−λ} = Rank([Λ(Sh^{χ,π}(X_xY_y))]_{1≤x,y≤mλ} ).

Moreover

(7.15) { Y ∈ U^−_{−λ} | Y ṽ_Λ ∈ N^{χ,π}(Λ)_{−λ} } = { Y ∈ U^−_{−λ} | Λ(Sh^{χ,π}(XY )) = 0 for all X ∈ U^+_λ }.

Let P^{χ,π} be the set of maps f : R(χ, π) → Z_{≥0} satisfying the condition that (f(α))_{χ(α,α)}! ≠ 0 for all α ∈ R(χ, π). For λ ∈ A^+_π , let

(7.16) P^{χ,π}_λ = { f ∈ P^{χ,π} | ∑ α∈R^+(χ,π) f(α)α = λ }. From Theorem 6.8, it follows that

(7.17) |R^+(χ, π)| < ∞ ⇒ |P^{χ,π}_λ | = m_λ (λ ∈ A^+_π ),

where m_λ := dim U^+_λ = dim U^−_{−λ}.

For λ ∈ A^+_π , α ∈ R^+(χ, π) and t ∈ Z_{≥0}, let P^{χ,π}_λ (α; t) := { f ∈ P^{χ,π}_λ | f(α) ≥ t }. Let κ := |R^+(χ, π)|. Assume κ < ∞. As for the statement of Theorem 6.8, we see that |P^{χ,π}_λ (β̇_x; t)| = dim(U^−_λ ∩ U^−Ḟ^t_x) for λ ∈ A^+_π , x ∈ J_{1,κ} and t ∈ N.

By (7.10) and [11, Theorem 7.3], we have Theorem 7.5. ([11, Theorem 7.3]) Assume that |R^+(χ, π)| < ∞. Assume that χ(α, α) ≠ 1 for all α ∈ R^+(χ, π). Let λ ∈ A^+_π . Let m_λ := dim U^+_λ . Let d_{X̂,Ŷ} and S^{χ,π}_λ [X̂, Ŷ ] ∈ Mat(m_λ, U^0) be as in (7.11), (7.12) respectively. Let v_α := Max{ t ∈ Z_{≥0} | P^{χ,π}_λ (α; t) ≠ ∅ } for α ∈ R^+(χ, π). Then, as an element of U^0, we have

(7.18) det S^{χ,π}_λ [X̂, Ŷ ] = d_{X̂,Ŷ} · ∏ α∈R^+(χ,π) v_α∏

t_α=1 (−ρ̂^{χ,π}(α)χ(α, α)^{−tα} K_α + L_α)^{|Pχ,πλ (α;tα)|}. (As for d_{X̂,Ŷ} , recall (7.13).)

We also give a proof of Theorem 7.5 after Theorem 8.5 below.

8 Applications of Sections 3 and 4 to Shapovalov factors

8.1 Nichols locally closed spaces of bi-homomorphisms

The argument here has originally been given in [11, Section 7].

(8.1)

In Section 8, assume that |R^+(χ, π)| < ∞ and that χ(α, α) ≠ 1 for all α ∈ R^+(χ, π).

Let X be the set of all bi-homomorphisms χ^′ : A × A → K^× . Recall θ = |I|.

Lemma 8.1. Let χ^′ ∈ X. Then R^+(χ^′, π) = R^+(χ, π) if and only if (8.2) N^{χ′,π′}_{i,j} = N^{χ,π′}_{i,j} (π^′ ∈ B̃^∨(χ, π)[π], i, j ∈ I). Proof. We can easily see that ‘only-if’-part follows from the first equation of (6.12). We prove ‘if’-part. Assume that (8.2) holds. Let κ := |R^+(χ, π)|. Recall ḟ from (6.21). By (6.22) and (8.2), we have R^+(χ, π) ⊂ R^+(χ^′, π). By (6.17), for k ∈ J_{0,κ} there exists a subset X_k of R^+(χ^′, π) with^{k−|Xk|}_2 ∈ J_{0,} k_2 and R^+(χ^′, π˙_{f,k}) = (−X_k) ∪ (R^+(χ^′, π) \ X_k). Since π˙_{f ,κ}(I) = −Π, we have R^+(χ^′, π˙_{f ,κ}) = −R^+(χ^′, π), so X_κ = R^+(χ^′, π), whence R^+(χ^′, π) ≤ κ. Hence R^+(χ, π) = R^+(χ^′, π), as desired. □

For d ∈ K_{<∞} and p = ∑ i,j∈I ci,jπ(i) ⊗ π(j) ∈ A ⊗Z A with ci,j ∈ Z, let V (d; p) := { ( z_{i,j} | i, j ∈ I ) ∈ (K^× )^{θ2} | d = ∏ i,j∈I z^{ci,j}_{i,j} },

and D(d; p) := (K^× )^{θ2} \ V (d; p). Then V (d; p) (resp. D(d; p)) are a Nichols closed (resp. open) subsets of (K^× )^{θ2} .

Define the Nichols closed subsets V^χ_t of (K^× )^{θ2} (t ∈ J_{1,2}) by

V^χ_1 := ⋂ π^′∈B̃^∨(χ,π)[π] ⋂ i, j∈I, i≠j ( V (1; (N^{χ,π′}_{i,j} + 1)π^′(i) ⊗ π^′(i)) ∪V (1; N^{χ,π′}_{i,j} π^′(i) ⊗ π^′(i) + π^′(i) ⊗ π^′(j) + π^′(j) ⊗ π^′(i)) ) , and V^χ_2 := ⋂ α∈R+(χ,π), ô(χ(α,α))≥2 V (1; ô(χ(α, α))α ⊗ α).

Define the Nichols open subsets D^χ_t (t ∈ J_{1,3}) of (K^× )^{θ2} by

D^χ_1 := ∩_{α∈R}+_{(χ,π)}D(1; α ⊗ α),

D^χ_2 := ⋂ π^′∈B̃^∨(χ,π)[π] ⋂ i, j∈I, i≠j

N^{χ,π′}_{i,j}⋂

s=1 ( D(1; sπ^′(i) ⊗ π^′(i))

∩D(1; (s − 1)π^′(i) ⊗ π^′(i) + π^′(i) ⊗ π^′(j) + π^′(j) ⊗ π^′(i)) ) , and D^χ_3 := ⋂ α∈R+(χ,π), ô(χ(α,α))≥2

ô(χ(α,α))−1 ⋂ s=1 D(1; sα ⊗ α).

Define the bijection ξ : X → (K^× )^{θ2} by ξ(χ^′) := ( χ^′(π(i), π(j)) | i, j ∈ I ). Let X^χ_1 := ξ^{−1}(V^χ_1 ∩D^χ_1 ∩D^χ_2 ), and X^χ_2 := ξ^{−1}(V^χ_1 ∩V^χ_2 ∩D^χ_1 ∩D^χ_2 ∩D^χ_3 ). By Lemma 8.1, we have

(8.3) X^χ_1 = { χ^′ ∈ X | χ^′ (α, α) ≠ 1 (α ∈ R^+(χ, π)), R^+(χ^′, Π) = R^+(χ, π) }, and (8.4)

X^χ_2 = { χ^′ ∈ X^χ_1 | ô(χ^′(α, α)) = ô(χ(α, α)) for all α ∈ R^+(χ, π) with ô(χ(α, α)) ≥ 2 }. Let X_{<∞} := { χ^′ ∈ X | χ^′ (π(i), π(j)) ∈ K_{<∞} (i, j ∈ I) }. Remark 8.2. By Theorem 4.6, for t ∈ J_{1,2}, ξ(X_{<∞} ∩ X^χ_t ) is dense in ξ(X^χ_t ) under the Zariski topology on (K^× )^{θ2} .

Let λ ∈ A^+_π . Define the Nichols open subset D^{χ;λ}_4 of (K^× )^{θ2} by

D^{χ;λ}_4 := ⋂ α∈R+(χ,π), ô(χ(α,α))=0 ⋂ t∈N, r(α,t)≥1 D(1; tα ⊗ α),

where r(α, t) := |P^{χ,π}_λ (α; t)|. Let X^{χ,λ}_3 := ξ^{−1}(D^{χ;λ}_4 ∩ ξ(X^χ_2 )). By (7.17), (8.3), (8.4) and Theorem 6.8, we have (8.5) X^{χ,λ}_3 = { χ^′ ∈ X^χ_2 | |P^{χ′,π}_λ | = |P^{χ,π}_λ | }. Remark 8.3. By Theorem 4.6, ξ(X_{<∞} ∩X^{χ,λ}_3 ) is dense in ξ(X^{χ,λ}_3 ) under the Zariski topology on (K^× )^{θ2} .

8.2 Nichols locally closed spaces of characters

Let U^0 be the K -algebra defined by the K_λ, L_λ (λ ∈ A) and the relations K_0 = L_0 = 1, K_λK_μ = K_{λ+μ}, L_λL_μ = L_{λ+μ}, K_λL_μ = L_μK_λ (λ, μ ∈ A). Then, for χ^′ ∈ X and π^′ ∈ B̃^∨(χ, π), we have the K -algebra isomorphism ζ^{χ′,π′} : U^0 → U^0(χ^′, π^′) defined by ζ^{χ′,π′} (K_λL_μ) := K_λL_μ (λ, μ ∈ A).

Define the bijection η : Ch(U^0 ) → (K^× )^{2θ} ∼= (K^× )^θ × (K^× )^θ by

(8.6) η(Λ) := ( ( Λ(K_{π(i)}) | i ∈ I ), ( Λ(L_{π(j)}) | j ∈ I ) ).

For d ∈ K_{<∞} , and λ = ∑ i∈I ĉ_iπ(i), μ = ∑ i∈I č_iπ(i) ∈ A with ĉ_i, č_i ∈ Z, define the Nichols closed subset V (d; λ, μ) of (K^× )^{2θ} by V (d; λ, μ) := { ( ( ẑ_i | i ∈ I ), ( ž_j | j ∈ I ) ) ∈ (K^× )^{2θ} | d = (

∏_^ i∈I ẑ^{ĉi}_i )( ∏_ˇ i∈I ž^{čj}_j ) }. For λ ∈ A and d ∈ K_{<∞} , let G (λ; d) := { Λ ∈ Ch(U^0 ) | Λ(K_λ − dL_λ) = 0 }, so G (λ; d) = η^{−1}(V (d; λ, −λ)). Lemma 8.4. Let x ∈ N, and let β_y ∈ R^+(χ, π) and d_y ∈ K_{<∞} (y ∈ J_{1,x}). Assume that (β_y, d_y) ≠ (β_1, d_1) for y ∈ J_{2,x}. Then η(G (β_1 ; d_1) ∩ ( ⋂_x y=2(Ch(U^0 ) \ G (β_y ; d_y)))) is a dense subset of η(G (β_1 ; d_1)) under the (relative) Zariski topology.

Proof. By Lemmas 5.5 and 6.6, there exists π^′ ∈ B̃^∨(χ, π) and j ∈ I such that β_1 = π^′(j). By (6.11), α ∈ (⊕_{i∈I} Zπ^′(i)) \ Zπ^′(j) for α ∈ R^+(χ, π) \ {β_1}. Then we can easily see the statement by (4.7) (for r = 1), and Lemma 4.3. □

For d ∈ K_{<∞} , p = ∑_l i=1 ∑_l j=1 c_{i,j}π(i) ⊗ π(j) ∈ A ⊗_Z A with c_{i,j} ∈ Z, and λ = ∑ i∈I ĉ_iπ(i), μ = ∑ j∈I č_j π(j) ∈ A with ĉ_i, č_j ∈ Z, define the Nichols closed subset V (d; p, λ, μ) of (K^× )^{θ2+2θ} ∼= (K^× )^{θ2} × (K^× )^{2θ} by V (d; p, λ, μ) := { ( ( z_{i,j} | i, j ∈ I ), ( ( ẑ_î |î ∈ I ), ( žˇ_i |ǐ ∈ I ) ) ) ∈ (K^× )^{θ2+2θ} | d = ( ∏ i,j∈I z c_{i,j} i,j )( ∏_^ i∈I ẑ^{ĉî}_î )( ∏_ˇ i∈I ž^{čǐ}_ǐ ) }. For t ∈ Z and λ = ∑ i∈I m_iπ(i) ∈ A with m_i ∈ Z, let

Y(λ; t) := (ξ^{−1} × η^{−1})(V (1; ( ∑ i∈I m_iπ(i) ⊗ π(i)) − tλ ⊗ λ, λ, −λ)). We can easily see that

(8.7) Y(λ; t) = { (χ^′, Λ) ∈ X × Ch(U^0 ) | Λ(ρ̂^{χ′,π}(λ)K_λ − χ^′(λ, λ)^tL_λ) = 0 }.

For χ^′ ∈ X, λ ∈ A and t ∈ Z, let Y^{χ′} (λ; t) := { Λ ∈ Ch(U^0 ) | (χ^′, Λ) ∈ Y(λ; t) }; note that Y^{χ′} (λ; t) = G (λ;^{χ′(λ,λ)t}_{ρ̂χ}′_{,π (λ)} ) if χ^′ ∈ X_{<∞} and λ ∈ R^+(χ^′, π).

8.3 Rank estimation of Shapovalov matrices

For finite sequences ī = (i_1, . . . , i_x), j̄ = (j_1, . . . , j_x) ∈ I^x in I with x ∈ N such that ∑_x y=1 π(i_y) = ∑_x y=1 π(j_y), define the map ϵ¯_{i,}¯_j : X × Ch(U^0 ) → K^× by

ϵ¯_{i,}¯_j(χ^′, Λ) := (Λ ∘ (ζ^{χ′,π})^{−1} ∘ Sh^{χ′,π})(E_{i1} · · · E_{ix} F_{j1} · · · F_{jx} ).

Then ϵ¯_{i,}¯_j ∘ (ξ^{−1} × η^{−1}) is a regular map on the affine variety (K^× )^{θ2+2θ}.

For λ = ∑ i∈I x_iπ(i) ∈ A^+_π \ {0} with x_i ∈ Z_{≥0}, let I^{(λ)} be the set of sequences (i_1, . . . , i_x), with ∑_x y=1 π(i_y) = λ, where we let x := ∑ i∈I x_i ∈ N. Theorem 8.5. Recall (8.1). Let λ ∈ A^+_π \ {0}. Let m_λ := dim U^+(χ, π)_λ. Let α ∈ R^+(χ, π) and t ∈ N. Let r := |P^{χ,π}_λ (α; t)|(∈ Z_{≥0}), and assume r ≥ 1. Let Λ ∈ Y^χ (α; t). Let ī^{(x)}, j̄^{(x)} ∈ I^{(λ)} (x ∈ J_{1,mλ−r+1}). Then

det([ϵ¯_i(x)_,¯_j(y) (χ, Λ)]_{1≤x,y≤mλ−r+1}) = 0.

In particular, letting X be the element of Mat(m_λ, K ) obtained from S^{χ,π}_λ [X̂, Ŷ ] of Theorem 7.5 by sending its components by Λ ∘ (ζ^{χ,π})^{−1},

(8.8) Rank(X) ≤ m_λ − r.

Proof. Define the map f : X × Ch(U^0 ) → K^× by

f(χ^′, Λ^′) := det([ϵ¯_i(x)_,¯_j(y) (χ^′, Λ^′)]_{1≤x,y≤mλ−r+1}).

Then f ∘ (ξ^{−1} × η^{−1}) is a regular map on (K^× )^{θ2+2θ}.

Let χ_1 ∈ X^{χ,λ}_3 ∩ X_{<∞} . Using (8.5), (8.7), Theorem 7.3. and Lemma 8.4, we have f(χ_1, Λ_1) = 0 for Λ_1 ∈ Y^{χ1} (α; t). In particular, f(χ_1, Λ_2) = 0 for Λ_2 ∈ Y^{χ1} (α; t)∩η^{−1}(K^{2k}_{<∞} ). By Theorem 4.6, we have f(χ_2, Λ_3) = 0 for χ_2 ∈ X^{χ,λ}_3 and Λ_3 ∈ Y^{χ2} (α; t). This completes the proof, since χ ∈ X^{χ,λ}_3 . □.

Proof of Theorem 7.5. By Theorem 6.8, we have

m_λ = ∑ α∈R^+(χ,π) v_α∑

t_α=1 |P^{χ,π}_λ (α; t_α)|.

Then (7.18) follows from (7.10), (7.13), (8.8), Lemma 3.4 and (8.9) below. □

8.4 Non-degeneracy of Shapovalov factors

Recall U = U(χ, π), U^0 = U^0(χ, π), U^+ = U^+(χ, π) and U^− = U^−(χ, π) from (6.6). Note that U^0 is a unique factorization domain whose invertible elements are K_λL_μ (λ, μ ∈ A). By Lemma 5.1 and 6.6, for α ∈ R^+(χ, π), there exists Π^′ ∈ B̃(χ, π) such that α ∈ Π^′. Then we see the following.

(8.9)

For α ∈ R^+(χ, π) and z ∈ K^× , zK_α + L_α is an irreducible element of U^0 (which is shown by (8.1) and Lemma 6.6), and z^′K_α′ + L_α′ /∈ U^0 · (zK_α + L_α) for α^′ ∈ R^+(χ, π) and z^′ ∈ K^× with (α^′, z^′) ≠ (α, z).

(8.10)

In Subsection 8.4, we fix λ ∈ A^+_π and α ∈ R^+(χ, π), assume 0 ≠ |P^{χ,π}_λ |(= dim U^+_λ ), let m_λ := |P^{χ,π}_λ |, let t ∈ N, r := |P^{χ,π}_λ (α; t)|, f := −ρ̂^{χ,π}(α)χ(α, α)^{−t}K_α + L_α ∈ U^0, let d_{X̂,}^_Y ∈ K and S^{χ,π}_λ [X̂, Ŷ ] ∈ Mat(m_λ, U^0) be as in Theorem 7.5, and assume d_{X̂,Ŷ} ≠ 0.

Theorem 8.6. There exist h ∈ U^0 \ U^0f and P_z ∈ Mat(m_λ, U^0) with det(P_z) ∈ U^0 \ U^0f (z ∈ J_{1,2}) such that

(8.11) P_1S^{χ,π}_λ [X̂, Ŷ ]P_2 = h · ( m_λ−r∑

x=1 E_{x,x} + f · m_λ∑

y=m_λ−r+1 E_{y,y}). Proof. The claim of Theorem 8.6 can be obtained as an immediate consequence of (7.18), (8.9), Lemma 3.5 and Theorem 8.5. □ Remark 8.7. By (7.18), we immediately have Equation (3.2) for G = S^{χ,π}_λ [X̂, Ŷ ]. Theorem 8.6, claims that m^′ = m_λ, and c_x = 0 (x ∈ J_{1,mλ−r}), c_y = 1 (y ∈ J_{mλ−r+1,mλ} ) for that equation.

Theorem 8.8. Assume r ≥ 1. Let P_z (z ∈ J_{1,2}) and h be as in Theorem 8.6. Then there exists g ∈ (U^0 \ U^0f) ∩ (U^0 det(P_1P_2h)) satisfying the condition that for Λ ∈ Ch(U^0) with Λ(f) = 0 and Λ(g) ≠ 0, there exists v ∈ M^{χ,π}(Λ)_{−tα} \ {0} such that

(8.12) E_i · v = 0 (i ∈ I), and (8.13) dim U^−_{−λ+tα} · v = r and U^−_{−λ+tα} · v = N^{χ,π}(Λ)_{−λ}.

Proof. For each μ ∈ A^+_π , let a_μ be the element of U^0 obtained from the one of (7.18) by replacing λ with μ, and assume a_μ ≠ 0.

Define the K -algebra automorphism Γ : U^0 → U^0 by

Γ(K_μL_ν ) := χ(α, ν)^t χ(μ, α)^t K_μL_ν (μ, ν ∈ A). Let g_1 := ∏ μ∈A+π , tα−μ∈A+π \{0} a_μ ∈ U^0 \ U^0f.

Let Λ ∈ Ch(U^0) be such that Λ(f) = 0 and Λ(g_1) ≠ 0. By (7.14) and (7.18), there exists v ∈ M^{χ,π}(Λ)_{−tα} \ {0} such that E_i · v = 0 (i ∈ I). Note that (8.14) U · v = U^− · v ⊂ N^{χ,π}(Λ).

Define the U-module homomorphism p : M^{χ,π}(Λ∘Γ) → M^{χ,π}(Λ) by p(X·ṽ_{Λ∘Γ}) := X · v (X ∈ U). Let (8.15) g_2 := h · det(P_1P_2) ∈ U^0 \ U^0f.

From now on until the end of this proof, we also assume Λ(g_2) ≠ 0. By (7.14) and (8.11), we have (8.16) dim N^{χ,π}(Λ)_{−λ} = r.

Let q_α := χ(α, α) and c_α := ô(q_α). Case-1. Assume c_α = 0. We have (8.17) ∀μ ∈ A^+_π , Γ(a_μ) ∈ U^0 \ U^0f since Γ(−ρ̂^{χ,π}(α)q^{−s}_α K_α + L_α) = q^t_α · (−ρ̂^{χ,π}(α)q^{−s−2t}_α K_α + L_α) for all s ∈ N (note that −s − 2t ≠ −t). Let g_3 := a_{λ−tα}. Then Γ(g_3) ∈ U^0 \ U^0f by (8.17). Assume (Λ ∘ Γ)(g_3) ≠ 0. By (7.14) and (7.18), we have ker p ∩ M^{χ,π}(Λ ∘ Γ)_{−λ+tα} = {0}. Hence, since r = |P^{χ,π}_{λ−tα}| = dim U^−_{−λ+tα}, by (7.17), (8.14) and (8.16), we have N^{χ,π}(Λ)_{−λ} = U^−_{−λ+tα} · v. Hence, by (8.16), we may put g := g_1g_2 · Γ(g_3).

Case-2. Assume c_α ≥ 2. Let f^′ := −ρ̂^{χ,π}(α)q^{−cα+t}_α K_α + L_α. Define g_4 ∈ U^0 \ U^0f^′ in the same way as that for g_2 (see (8.15)) with λ − tα and c_α − t in place of λ and t respectively. Since Γ(f^′) = q^t_αf, we have Γ(g_4) ∈ U^0 \ U^0f. Assume (Λ ∘ Γ)(g_4) ≠ 0. By (7.14), (7.17) and (8.11), we have (8.18) dim L^{χ,π}(Λ ∘ Γ)_{−λ+tα} = |P^{χ,π}_{λ−tα}| − |P^{χ,π}_{λ−tα}(α; c_α − t)| = |{ x ∈ P^{χ,π}_{λ−tα} | x(α) ∈ J_{0,cα−t−1} }| = r. Hence dim p(M^{χ,π}(Λ ∘ Γ)_{−λ+tα}) ≥ r. By (8.14) and (8.16), we may put g := g_1g_2 · Γ(g_4). This completes the proof. □

9 Skew centers

9.1 Definition of the skew centers

Recall (6.6). Define the K -linear map ℘^{χ,π}_≤ : U → Span_K (U^−U^0) by ℘^{χ,π}_≤ (Y ZX) := ε(X)Y Z (X ∈ U^+, Z ∈ U^0, Y ∈ U^−).

Lemma 9.1. For X ∈ U, if ℘^{χ,π}_≤ (XY ) = 0 for all Y ∈ U^−, then X = 0.

Proof. For λ ∈ A^+_π , let m_λ := dim U^+_λ , and let {X_{λ,x} | x ∈ J_{1,mλ} } and {Y_{−λ,y} | y ∈ J_{1,mλ} } be K -base of U^+_λ and U^−_{−λ} respectively. Let X be as in the statement, and express it as X = ∑ λ,μ∈A^+_π m_λ∑

y=1 m_μ∑

x=1 Y_{−λ,y}Z^{(λ,μ)}_{y,x} X_{μ,x},

where Z^{(λ,μ)}y,x ∈ U^0. Let μ ∈ A^+_π be such that Z^{(λ,μ)}y,x = 0 for all λ ∈ A^+_π and all μ ∈ A^+_π with μ − λ^′ ∈ A^+_π \ {0}. Then for y^′ ∈ J_{1,mμ} , we have 0 = ℘^{χ,π}_≤ (XY_{−μ,y}′ ) = ∑ λ∈A^+_π m_λ∑

y=1 m_μ∑

x=1 Y_{−λ,y}Z^{(λ,μ)}_{y,x} Sh^{χ,π}(X_{μ,x}Y_{−μ,y}′ ),

so ∑_{mμ} x=1 Z^{(λ,μ)}y,x Sh^{χ,π}(X_{μ,x}Y_{−μ,y}′ ) = 0, see Theorem 6.1 (1) (GQG4-2). By (7.12), Z^{(λ,μ)}y,x = 0 for all λ ∈ A^+_π and all y ∈ J_{1,mλ} . Thus we have X = 0, as desired. □ Let ω : A → K^× be a Z-module homomorphism. Note U_0 = ⊕_{λ∈A}+_π Span_K (U^−_{−λ}U^0U^+_λ ), where recall that U_0 means U(χ, π)_0, see (6.6) and (6.7). Define the K -subspace Z_ω(χ, π) of U_0 by (9.1) Z_ω(χ, π) := { Z ∈ U_0 | ∀λ ∈ A, ∀X ∈ U_λ, ZX = ω(λ)XZ }. Let HC^{χ,π}_ω : Z_ω(χ, π) → U^0 be the K -linear homomorphism defined by (9.2) HC^{χ,π}_ω := (Sh^{χ,π})_{|Zω(χ,π)}. We call HC^{χ,π}_ω the ω-Harish-Chandra map associated with (χ, π). Lemma 9.2. HC^{χ,π}_ω is injective.

Proof. Let Z ∈ ker HC^{χ,π}_ω , and express it as Z = ∑ λ∈A^+_π Zλ with Zλ ∈ Span_K (U^−_{−λ}U^0U^+_λ ). Note Z_0 = 0. Then for all Y = ∑ λ∈A^+_π Y−λ ∈ U − with Y_{−λ} ∈ U^−_{−λ}, we have ℘^{χ,π}_≤ (ZY ) = ∑ λ∈A^+_π ℘^{χ,π}_≤ (ω(−λ)Y_{−λ}Z) = ∑ λ∈A^+_π ω(−λ)Y_{−λ}Z_0 = 0.

By Lemma 9.1, Z = 0, as desired. □

Lemma 9.3. Let X ∈ U_0 and Z ∈ U^0. Assume that (9.3) ∀λ ∈ A^+_π , ∀Y_{−λ} ∈ U^−_{−λ}, ℘^{χ,π}_≤ (XY_{−λ}) = ω(−λ)Y_{−λ}Z. Then X ∈ Z_ω(χ, π) and HC^{χ,π}_ω (X) = Z.

Proof. Let X ∈ U_0 and Z ∈ U^0 be as in (9.3). For all i ∈ I, all λ ∈ A^+_π and all Y_{−λ} ∈ U^−_{−λ}, we have ℘^{χ,π}_≤ ((XE_i − ω(π(i))E_iX)Y_{−λ}) = ℘^{χ,π}_≤ (XE_iY_{−λ}) − ω(π(i) − λ)℘^{χ,π}_≤ (E_iY_{−λ}Z) = ℘^{χ,π}_≤ (X[E_i, Y_{−λ}]) − ω(π(i) − λ)℘^{χ,π}_≤ (E_iY_{−λ}Z) = ω(π(i) − λ)℘^{χ,π}_≤ ([E_i, Y_{−λ}]Z) − ω(π(i) − λ)℘^{χ,π}_≤ (E_iY_{−λ}Z) = −ω(π(i) − λ)℘^{χ,π}_≤ (Y_{−λ}E_iZ) = 0, and ℘^{χ,π}_≤ ((XF_i − ω(−π(i))F_iX)Y_{−λ}) = ω(−λ − π(i))F_iY_{−λ}Z − ω(−λ − π(i))F_iY_{−λ}Z = 0.

By Lemma 9.1, X ∈ Z_ω(χ, π). Moreover HC^{χ,π}_ω (X) = ℘^{χ,π}_≤ (X · 1) = ω(0)Z = Z, as desired. □

9.2 Formulation of Harish-Chandra-type theorem

Let i ∈ I and c_i := ô(χ(π(i), π(i))). Let ω : A → K^× be a Z-module homomorphism. We can easily see that

(9.4) for X = ∑ λ∈A^+_π Xλ ∈ Zω(χ, π) with Xλ ∈ SpanK (U − −λU^0U^+_λ ), letting Y := ∑_∞ k=0 X_{kπ(i)}, we have Y ∈ U(χ, π; i) ∩ U_0 and Y E_i = ω(π(i))E_iY , Y F_i = ω(−π(i))F_iY . Define the K -algebra isomorphism γ^{χ,τ̀i(π)} ω;i : U^0(χ, τ̀_i(π)) → U^0(χ, π) by (9.5) γ^{χ,τ̀i(π)}_{ω;i} (K_λL_μ) := ω(π(i))^{ci−1} · χ(π(i), μ)^{ci−1} χ(λ, π(i))^{ci−1} K_λL_μ (λ, μ ∈ A), where c_i := ô(χ(π(i), π(i))).

Lemma 9.4. Assume |R^+(χ, π)| < ∞. Then

(9.6) (HC^{χ,π}_ω ∘ T^{χ,τ̀i(π)}_i )(X) = (γ^{χ,τ̀i(π)}_{ω;i} ∘ HC^{χ,τ̀i(π)}_ω )(X) (X ∈ Z_ω(χ, τ̀_i(π))),

where note T^{χ,τ̀i(π)}_i (Z_ω(χ, τ̀_i(π))) = Z_ω(χ, π).

Proof. For λ ∈ A^+_{τ̀i(π)}, let

Ú[λ] := Span_K (U^−(χ, τ̀_i(π))_{−λ}U^0(χ, τ̀_i(π))U^+(χ, τ̀_i(π))_λ).

Then U(χ, τ̀_i(π))_0 = ⊕_{λ∈A}+_{τ̀i(π)}Ú[λ]. Let X = ∑ λ∈A^+_{τ̀i(π)} Xλ ∈ Zω(χ, τ̀i(π)) with X_λ ∈ Ú[λ]. Let Y := ∑_∞ k=0 X_{−kπ(i)}. Similarly to (9.4), we have Y ∈ U(χ, τ̀_i(π); i)∩ U(χ, τ̀_i(π))_0 and Y E_i = ω(−π(i))E_iY , Y F_i = ω(π(i))F_iY , where note that E_i, F_i ∈ U(χ, τ̀_i(π)). Then by [4, Lemma 3.1] and the first equation of (6.20), we have (Sh^{χ,π} ∘ T^{χ,τ̀i(π)}_i )(Y ) = (γ^{χ,τ̀i(π)}_{ω;i} ∘ Sh^{χ,τ̀i(π)})(Y ). Let Z := X − Y . Clearly Sh^{χ,τ̀i(π)}(Z) = 0. By (6.29), we have (Sh^{χ,π} ∘ T^{χ,τ̀i(π)}_i )(Z) = 0. Hence we have (9.6). □

Assume |R^+(χ, π)| < ∞. Let ω : A → K^× be a Z-module homomorphism. For each β ∈ R(χ, π)(= R^+(χ, π) ∪ (−R^+(χ, π))), let B^{χ,π}_ω (β) be the linear K - subspace of U^0(χ, π) formed by the elements ∑ (λ,μ)∈A^2 a_{(λ,μ)}K_λL_μ with a_{(λ,μ)} ∈ K satisfying the following equations (e1)_β-(e4)_β. In (e1)_β-(e4)_β, let q_β := χ(β, β), c_β := ô(q_β) and ω^χ_{λ,μ;β} := ω(β) ·^{χ(β,μ)}_{χ(λ,β)} .

(e1)_β For (λ, μ) ∈ A^2 and t ∈ Z \ {0}, if q_β ≠ 1, c_β = 0 and ω^χ_{λ,μ;β} = q^t_β , then the equation a_{(λ+tβ,μ−tβ)} = ρ̂^{χ,π}(β)^t · a_{(λ,μ)} holds.

(e2)_β For (λ, μ) ∈ A^2, if c_β = 0 and ω^χ_{λ,μ;β} ≠ q^t_β for all t ∈ Z, then the equation a_{(λ,μ)} = 0 holds.

(e3)_β For (λ, μ) ∈ A^2 and t ∈ J_{1,cβ −1}, if q_β ≠ 1, c_β ≥ 2 and ω^χ_{λ,μ;β} = q^t_β, then the equation_∞ ∑ x=−∞ a_{(λ+(cβ x+t)β,μ−(cβ x+t)β)}ρ̂^{χ,π}(β)^{−(cβ x+t)} = ∞∑ y=−∞ a_{(λ+cβ yβ,μ−cβ yβ)}ρ̂^{χ,π}(β)^{−cβ y} holds.

(e4)_β For (λ, μ) ∈ A^2, if c_β ≥ 2 and ω^χ_{λ,μ;β} ≠ q^m_β for all m ∈ J_{0,cβ −1}, then the c_β − 1 equations ∞∑ x=−∞ a_{(λ+(cβ x+t)β,μ−(cβ x+t)β)}ρ̂^{χ,π}(β)^{−(cβx+t)} = ∞∑ y=−∞ a_{(λ+cβ yβ,μ−cβ yβ)}ρ̂^{χ,π}(β)^{−cβy} (t ∈ J_{1,cβ −1}) hold. Let (9.7) B^{χ,π}_ω := ⋂ β∈R^+(χ,π) B^{χ,π}_ω (β) (= ⋂ β∈R(χ,π) B^{χ,π}_ω (β)),

where note that B^{χ,π}_ω (−β) = B^{χ,π}_ω (β). By (7.2) and (9.5), we can directly see that (9.8) γ^{χ,τ̀i(π)}_{ω;i} (B^{χ,τ̀i(π)}_ω (β)) = B^{χ,π}_ω (β) (i ∈ I, β ∈ R(χ, π)(= R(χ, τ̀_i(π)))). Now we have the main statement in this subsection.

Proposition 9.5. Assume |R^+(χ, π)| < ∞. Then (9.9) ImHC^{χ,π}_ω ⊂ B^{χ,π}_ω .

Proof. By (9.4) and [4, Lemma 2.6], we have ImHC^{χ,π}_ω ⊂ ∩_{i∈I} B^{χ,π}_ω (π(i)). Tnen (9.9) follows from (6.22), (9.8) and Lemma 9.4. □

9.3 Same value on a submodule

Lemma 9.6. Let β ∈ R^+(χ, π). Let q_β := χ(β, β) and c_β := ô(q_β). Let Λ ∈ Ch(U^0(χ, π)) and t ∈ N be such that (9.10) Λ(K_βL_{−β}) = q^t_β ρ̂^{χ,π}(β) . Assume that t ∈ J_{1,cβ −1} if c_β ≥ 2. Define Λ^′ ∈ Ch(U^0(χ, π)) by (9.11) Λ^′(K_λL_μ) := χ(β, μ)^t χ(λ, β)^t Λ(K_λL_μ) (λ, μ ∈ A). Then (9.12) Λ^′(P ) = ω(β)^{−t}Λ(P ) (P ∈ B^{χ,π}_ω (β)).

Proof. Let P = ∑ λ,μ∈A a(λ,μ)KλLμ ∈ B χ,π ω (β) with a_{(λ,μ)} ∈ K . For (λ, μ) ∈ A^2. let P_{λ,μ} := ∑_∞ x=−∞ a(λ+xβ,μ−xβ)Kλ+xβLμ−xβ , so Pλ,μ ∈ B χ,π ω (β). To show (9.12), it suffices to show that for all (λ, μ) ∈ A^2, (∗)_{λ,μ} Λ^′(P_{λ,μ}) = ω(β)^{−t}Λ(P_{λ,μ}) hold.

By (9.10) and (9.11), we have

(9.13) Λ^′(K_βL_{−β}) = q^{−t}_β ρ̂^{χ,π}(β) . Fix (λ, μ) ∈ A^2 until the end of this proof. Let ω^χ_{λ,μ;β} := ω(β) ·^{χ(β,μ)}_{χ(λ,β)} . Case-0. If q_β = ω^χ_{λ,μ;β} = 1, (∗)_{λ,μ} is clear. Case-1. Assume that c_β = 0 and

(9.14) ω^χ_{λ,μ;β} = q^s_β for some s ∈ Z.

By Case-0, we may assume q_β ≠ 1. Let P^′_{λ,μ} := { a_{(λ,μ)}K_λL_μ if s = 0, a_{(λ,μ)}K_λL_μ + a_{(λ+sβ,μ−sβ)}K_{λ+sβ}L_{μ−sβ} if s ≠ 0. Since ω_{λ+xβ,μ−xβ;β} = q^{s−2x}_β , to show (∗)_{λ,μ}, it suffices to show that (9.12) for P^′_{λ,μ} holds. If s = 0, it is clear. Assume s ≠ 0. Then

Λ^′(P^′_{λ,μ}) = Λ^′(K_λL_μ) · (a_{(λ,μ)} + a_{(λ+sβ,μ−sβ)}Λ^′(K_βL_{−β} )^s) = Λ^′(K_λL_μ) · a_{(λ,μ)} · (1 + ρ̂^{χ,π}(β)^sΛ^′(K_βL_{−β})^s) (by (e1)_β) =^{χ(β,μ)t} χ(λ,β)^t Λ(KλLμ) · a(λ,μ) · (1 + ρ̂ χ,π(β)^s · q^{−st}_β ρ̂^{χ,π}(β)^{−s}) (by (9.11) and (9.13)) = ω(β)^{−t}q^{st}_β · Λ(K_λL_μ) · a_{(λ,μ)} · (1 + q^{−st}_β ) (by (9.14)) = ω(β)^{−t}Λ(K_λL_μ) · a_{(λ,μ)} · (q^{st}_β + 1) = ω(β)^{−t}Λ(K_λL_μ) · a_{(λ,μ)} · (ρ̂^{χ,π}(β)^sΛ(K_βL_{−β} )^s + 1) (by (9.10)) = ω(β)^{−t}Λ(K_λL_μ) · (a_{(λ+sβ,μ−sβ)}Λ(K_βL_{−β} )^s + a_{(λ,μ)}) (by (e1)_β) = ω(β)^{−t}Λ(P^′_{λ,μ}). Hence (∗)_{λ,μ} holds, as desired.

Case-2. Assume that c_β = 0 and ω^χ_{λ,μ;β} ≠ q^s_β for all s ∈ Z. Then (e2)_β implies P_{λ,μ} = 0, since ω_{λ+xβ,μ−xβ;β} = q^{−2x}_β · ω^χ_{λ,μ;β}. Hence (∗)_{λ,μ} holds, as desired.

Case-3. Assume that c_β ≥ 2 and

(9.15) ω^χ_{λ,μ;β} = q^s_β for some s ∈ J_{0,cβ −1}.

By Case-0, we may assume q_β ≠ 1. Let

P^{′′}_{λ,μ} := ∑_∞ x=−∞ a(λ+cβ xβ,μ−cβ xβ)Kλ+cβ xβLμ−cβ xβ if s = 0, ∑_∞ x=−∞(a(λ+cβ xβ,μ−cβxβ)Kλ+cβ xβLμ−cβ xβ +a_{(λ+(cβ x+s)β,μ−(cβ x+s)β)}K_{λ+(cβ x+s)β}L_{μ−(cβ x+s)β}) if s ≠ 0.

To show (∗)_{λ,μ}, it suffices to show that (9.12) for P^{′′}_{λ,μ} holds, and it is clear if s = 0. Assume s ∈ J_{1,cβ−1}. Then Λ^′(P^{′′}_{λ,μ}) = Λ^′(K_λL_μ) · ∑_∞ x=−∞(a(λ+cβ xβ,μ−cβ xβ)Λ ′(K_βL_{−β} )^{cβ x} +a_{(λ+(cβ x+s)β,μ−(cβ x+s)β)}Λ^′(K_βL_{−β})^{cβ x+s}) =^{χ(β,μ)t} χ(λ,β)^t Λ(KλLμ) · ∑_∞ x=−∞(a(λ+cβ xβ,μ−cβxβ)ρ̂ χ,π(β)^{−cβ x} +a_{(λ+(cβ x+s)β,μ−(cβ x+s)β)}q^{−st}_β ρ̂^{χ,π}(β)^{−(cβ x+s)}) (by (9.11) and (9.13)) = ω(β)^{−t}q^{st}_β · Λ(K_λL_μ) · (1 + q^{−st}_β ) · ∑_∞ x=−∞ a(λ+cβ xβ,μ−cβ xβ)ρ̂ χ,π(β)^{−cβx} (by (9.15) and (e3)_β) = ω(β)^{−t}Λ(K_λL_μ)(1 + q^{st}_β ) ∑_∞ x=−∞ a(λ+cβ xβ,μ−cβxβ)ρ̂ χ,π(β)^{−cβ x} = ω(β)^{−t}Λ(K_λL_μ) ∑_∞ x=−∞(a(λ+cβ xβ,μ−cβ xβ)ρ̂ χ,π(β)^{−cβx} +q^{st}_β · a_{(λ+(cβ x+s)β,μ−(cβ x+s)β)}ρ̂^{χ,π}(β)^{−(cβx+s)}) (by (e3)_β) = ω(β)^{−t}Λ(K_λL_μ) ∑_∞ x=−∞(a(λ+cβ xβ,μ−cβ xβ)Λ(KβL−β) c_β x+ +a_{(λ+(cβ x+s)β,μ−(cβ x+s)β)}Λ(K_βL_{−β} )^{(cβ x+s)}) (by (9.10)) = ω(β)^{−t}Λ(P^{′′}_{λ,μ}). Hence (9.12) for P^{′′}_{λ,μ} holds, as desired.

Case-4. Assume that c_β ≥ 2 and ω^χ_{λ,μ;β} ≠ q^s_β for all s ∈ J_{0,cβ −1}. Then Λ(P_{λ,μ}) = Λ(K_λL_μ) · ∑_∞ x=−∞ a(λ+xβ,μ−xβ)Λ(KβL−β ) x = Λ(K_λL_μ) · ∑_∞ x=−∞ a(λ+xβ,μ−xβ)q xt β ρ̂^{χ,π}(β)^{−x} (by (9.10)) = Λ(K_λL_μ) · ∑_{cβ −1z=0} q^{zt}_β ∑_∞ y=−∞ a(λ+(cβ y+z)β,μ−(cβ y+z)β)ρ̂ χ,π(β)^{−(cβ y+z)} = Λ(K_λL_μ) · (c_β)_qt_β · ∑_∞ y=−∞ a(λ+cβ yβ,μ−cβ yβ)ρ̂ χ,π(β)^{−cβ y} (by (e4)_β) = 0 (since (c_β)_qt_β = 0).

Similarly, by (9.13), we also have Λ^′(P_{λ,μ}) = 0. Hence (∗)_{λ,μ} holds, as desired. This completes the proof. □

10 Kac argument

10.1 Matrix equations

Note (6.6). In this subsection, keep the notation and assumption of Theorem 7.5; however let

(10.1) S := S^{χ,π}_λ [X̂, Ŷ ] ∈ Mat(m_λ, U^0).

Assume that (7.13) is the case, so det S ≠ 0. Assume λ ≠ 0. Let A^{+,<λ}_π := {μ ∈ A^+_π |λ − μ ∈ A^+_π , μ ≠ λ}. For μ ∈ A^{+,<λ}_π with P^{χ,π}_μ ≠ ∅, let m_μ := |P^{χ,π}_μ |, and let { X_{μ,x} | x ∈ J_{1,mμ} } and { Y_{−μ,y} | y ∈ J_{1,mμ} } be base of U^+_μ and U^−_{−μ} respectively (recall (7.16) and (7.17)). Assume X_{0,0} = Y_{0,0} = 1.

Let Z_{μ,y,x} ∈ U^0 for μ ∈ A^{+,<λ}_π and x, y ∈ J_{1,mμ} . Set

V_{<λ} := ∑ μ∈A^{+,<λ} π

m_μ∑

x=1 m_μ∑

y=1 Y_{−μ,x}Z_{μ,x,y}X_{μ,y}.

(10.2)

Let P ∈ B^{χ,π}_ω , and assume that ℘^{χ,π}_≤ (V_{<λ}Y^′) = ω(−μ)Y^′P for all μ ∈ A^{+,<λ}_π and all Y^′ ∈ U^−_{−μ}.

Then Z_{0,0,0} = P .

Recall X̂(x) and Ŷ (y) from Theorem 7.5. Define G_{x,y} ∈ U^0 with x, y ∈ J_{1,m} by (10.3) ℘^{χ,π}_≤ (V_{<λ}Ŷ (y)) = ω(−λ)Ŷ (y)P − m_λ∑

x=1 Ŷ (x)G_{x,y} (y ∈ J_{1,mλ} ).

Let Z_{x,y} ∈ U^0 for x, y ∈ J_{1,mλ} . Set

V_{≤λ} := V_{<λ} + m_λ∑

x=1 m_λ∑

y=1 Ŷ (y)Z_{y,x}X̂(x).

For y ∈ J_{1,mλ} , by (10.3), we have

(10.4) ℘^{χ,π}_≤ (V_{≤λ}Ŷ (y)) = ℘^{χ,π}_≤ (V_{<λ}Ŷ (y)) + ∑_{mλ} x^′=1 ∑_{mλ} y^′=1 ℘ χ,π ≤ (Ŷ (y^′)Z_y′_{,x}′X̂(x^′)Ŷ (y)) = ω(−λ)Ŷ (y)P − ∑_{mλ} x=1 Ŷ (x)G_{x,y} + ∑_{mλ} x^′=1 ∑_{mλ} y^′=1 Ŷ (y ′)Z_y′_{,x}′ Sh^{χ,π}(X̂(x^′)Ŷ (y)). Define G ∈ Mat(m_λ, U^0) by G := [G_{x,y}]_{1≤x,y≤mλ} . Define Z ∈ Mat(m_λ, U^0) by Z := [Z_{x,y}]_{1≤x,y≤mλ} . By (10.4), we have

(10.5) ℘^{χ,π}_≤ (V_{≤λ}Ŷ (y)) = ω(−λ)Ŷ (y)P for all y ∈ J_{1,mλ} if and only if G = ZS,

where recall S from (10.1).

For Z^′ = [Z^′_{x,y}]_{1≤x,y∈≤mλ} ∈ Mat(m, U^0) and Λ ∈ Ch(U^0), let Λ(Z^′) := [Λ(Z^′_{x,y})]_{1≤x,y∈≤mλ} ∈ Mat(m_λ, K ). In the proof of Lemma 10.1 below, we use a well-known argument originally give in [12] (see also [17, The proof of Theorem 13.1.1]).

Lemma 10.1. There exist Z_{x,y} ∈ U^0 (x, y ∈ J_{1,m}) such that (10.5) is the case.

Proof. Let α ∈ R^+(χ, π) and t ∈ N be such that P^{χ,π}_λ (α; t) ≠ ∅. Let f ∈ U^0 and g ∈ U^0 \ U^0f be the ones of Theorems 8.8 for α and t. Let Λ ∈ Ch(U^0) be such that Λ(f) = 0 and Λ(g) ≠ 0. Let v ∈ M^{χ,π}(Λ)_{−tα} \{0} be as in Theorem 8.8. For all Y^′ ∈ U^−_{−λ+tα}, we have

(10.6) V_{<λ}Y^′ · v = ω(−λ + tα)Y^′P · v (by (10.2)) = ω(−λ + tα)ω(α)^{−t}Λ(P )Y^′ · v (by Lemma 9.6) = ω(−λ)Λ(P )Y^′ · v. By (8.13) and (10.6), we have

(10.7) V_{<λ} · v^′ = ω(−λ)Λ(P )v^′ (v^′ ∈ N (Λ)_{−λ}).

Let z_{mλ} =^t[z_1, . . . , z_{mλ} ] ∈ K^{mλ} and Y^z := ∑_{mλ} y=1 z_yŶ (y) ∈ U^−_{−λ}. By (10.3), we have

(10.8) V_{<λ}Y^z · ṽ_Λ = ω(−λ)Λ(P )Y^z · ṽ_Λ − m_λ∑

x,y=1 z_yΛ(G_{x,y})Ŷ (x) · ṽ_Λ By (7.15) and (8.13),

(10.9) ker Λ(S) = {z ∈ K^m |Y^zṽ_Λ ∈ N (Λ)_{−β}} and dim ker Λ(S) = r,

where recall S from (10.1). By (10.7), (10.8) and (10.9), we have

(10.10) ker Λ(S) ⊂ ker Λ(G)

(for any for Λ ∈ Ch(U^0) with Λ(f) = 0 and Λ(g) ≠ 0).

Recall that U^0 is a unique factorization domain. As in (8.6), we can identify Ch(U^0) with the affine space (K^× )^{2θ}, where recall θ = |I|. Let r := |P^{χ,π}_λ (α; t)|, as in Theorem 8.6. By (7.18), f^r divides det S and gcd{f^r,^{det S}_{f r} } = 1. Then, by (7.18), (8.9), (10.9), (10.10) and Lemma 3.5, we see that

(10.11) GS^{−1} = f^r det S

Z^′ for some Z^′ ∈ Mat(m_λ, U^0).

Recall from (7.18) that

gcd{ det S (−ρ̂(β)q^{−t}_β K_β + L_β )^{r(β;t)} | β ∈ R^+, t ∈ N, P^{χ,π}_λ (β; t) ≠ ∅ } = 1, where r(β; t) := |P^{χ,π}_λ (β; t)|. Hence, by (10.11), we can see GS^{−1} ∈ Mat(m_λ, U^0). This completes the proof. □

10.2 Estimation of degree of Z

Keep the notation and assumption of Subsection 10.1. For t ∈ Z_{≥0}, define the K - linear subspace U^{0,(t)} of U^0 as follows. Let U^{0,(0)} := K 1_U . For t ∈ N, let U^{0,(t)} := ∑ i∈I (K_{π(i)}U^{0,(t−1)} + L_{π(i)}U^{0,(t−1)}), and U^{0,(−t)} := {0}. Note that U^{0,(t)}U^{0,(t′ )} ⊂ U^{0,(t+t′ )} for t, t^′ ∈ Z_{≥0}. Let U^{0,(∞)} := ⊕^∞_{t=0}U^{0,(t)}. Then U^{0,(∞)} = ⊕_{μ,ν∈A}+_π K K_μ L_ν , that is to say,

(10.12)

U^{0,(∞)} can be identified with the polynomial K -algebra in the 2θ-variables K_{π(i)}, L_{π(i)} (i ∈ I).

Let l ∈ Z_{≥0} be such that K_λ ∈ U^{0,(l)}. By (7.10) and (7.13), we have

(10.13) S ∈ Mat(m_λ, U^{0,(l)}) \ {0}, and (10.14) det S ∈ U^{0,(mλ·l)} \ {0}.

Lemma 10.2. Let P and Z be as in Lemma 10.1. Let μ, ν ∈ A^+_π be such that K_μL_ν P ∈ ⊕^k_{t=0}U^{0,(t)} for some k ∈ Z_{≥0}. Assume that (10.5) is the case. Assume l > k. Then Z = 0.

Proof. By the definition of B^{χ,π}_ω , we may assume K_μL_ν P ∈ U^{0,(k)}. We show that (10.15) K_μL_ν Z_{x,y} ∈ U^{0,(k−l)} (x, y ∈ J_{1,mλ} ). We use an induction on l. By (10.3) and (10.15) (for lower l’s), we may assume that

(10.16) K_μL_ν G_{x,y} ∈ U^{0,(k)} (x, y ∈ J_{1,mλ} ).

Let S̃ = [S̃_{x,y}]_{1≤x,y≤mλ} be the cofactor matrix of S, so S^{−1} =^1_{det S} S̃. Recall G = [G_{x,y}]_{1≤x,y≤mλ} from (10.5). Then GS̃ = det S · Z. By (10.16), K_μL_ν G ∈ Mat(m_λ, U^{0,(k)}). By (10.13), S̃ ∈ Mat(m_λ, U^{0,((mλ −1)l)}). Hence K_μL_ν GS̃ ∈ Mat(m_λ, U^{0,(k+(mλ−1)l)}). Note that Z ∈ Mat(m_λ, U^0) and U^0 can be identified with the Laurent polynomial K -algebra in the 2θ-variables K_{π(i)}, L_{π(i)} (i ∈ I). By (7.18), (8.9) and (10.12), we have K_μL_ν Z ∈ Mat(m_λ, U^{0,(k−l)}), which means that (10.15) holds. This completes the proof. □

10.3 Harish-Chandra-type theorem

Lemma 10.3. For any P ∈ B^{χ,π}_ω , there exists a unique V ∈ Z_ω(χ, π) such that HC^{χ,π}_ω (V ) = P .

Proof. By (10.2), (10.5), and Lemmas 10.1, and 10.2, for any P ∈ B^{χ,π}_ω , there exists V ∈ U_0 such that the same equations as those of (9.3) with P and V in place of X and Z respectively hold. Then this lemma follows from Lemmas 9.2 and 9.3. □

By Proposition 9.5 and Lemma 10.3, we have our main theorem below.

Theorem 10.4. Assume that |R^+(χ, π)| < ∞. Assume that χ(α, α) ≠ 1 for all α ∈ R^+(χ, π). Then ImHC^{χ,π}_ω = B^{χ,π}_ω .

(Recall that HC^{χ,π}_ω is injective, see Lemma 9.2.)

11 Symmetric case

11.1 Subspaces of skew graded centers

In Subsection 11.1, assume χ to be any bi-homomorphism such that χ(λ, μ) = χ(μ, λ) (λ, μ ∈ A). Define the K -subalgebra U^{0,†} of U^0 = U^0(χ, π) by U^{0,†} := ⊕_{λ∈A}K K_λ L_{−λ}.

Define the K -subspace U^†_0 of U_0 = U(χ, π)_0 by

U^†_0 := ⨁ λ∈A^+_π Span_K (U^−_{−λ}K_{−λ}U^{0,†}U^+_λ ).

Then for a Z-module homomorphism ω : A → K^× , we have

Z_ω(χ, π) = ⨁ λ∈A (Z_ω(χ, π) ∩ K_λU^†_0 ).

Let Ǐ be the two-sided ideal of the K -algebra U = U(χ, π) generated by all the elements K_λL_λ − 1 (λ ∈ A). Let Ǔ := U/Ǐ (the quotient K -algebra), and let p̌ : U → Ǔ be the canonical map. Let Ǩ_λ := p̌(K_λ), (α ∈ A), and Ě_i := p̌(E_i), F̌_i := p̌(F_i) (i ∈ I). Let Ǔ 0 := p̌(U 0). Let Ǔ_λ := p̌(U_λ) (λ ∈ A). We can easily see that ker(p̌_{|U} + ) = ker(p̌_{|U} − ) = {0}, Ǔ^0 = ⊕_{λ∈A}K Ǩ_λ , and that the K -linear homomorphism p̌(U^−) ⊗ Ǔ^0 ⊗ p̌(U^+) → Ǔ defined by X̌^− ⊗ Y̌ ⊗ X̌^+ → X̌^−Y̌ X̌^+ is bijective.

Let ω : A → K^× be a Z-module homomorphism. Let Ž_ω(χ, π) be the K - subspace of Ǔ^y defined in the same way as that for Z_ω(χ, π) with Ǔ_μ in place of U_μ (μ ∈ A), where note that Ǔ = ⊕_{λ∈A}Ǔ_λ. Let A^′ := { ∑ i∈I x_iπ(i) ∈ A | x_i ∈ J_{0,1} (i ∈ I) }. We can see

Ž_ω(χ, π) = ⨁ λ∈A^′ (Ž_ω(χ, π) ∩ Ǩ_λp̌(U^†_0 )).

It is easy to see:

Lemma 11.1. For any λ ∈ A^′,

p̌_{|Zω(χ,π)∩KλU} †_0 : Z_ω(χ, π) ∩ K_λU^†_0 → Ž_ω(χ, π) ∩ Ǩ_λp̌(U^†_0 )

is the K -linear isomorphism. In particular, p̌(Z_ω(χ, π)) = Ž_ω(χ, π). Furthermore, we have the injective K -linear map ȞC^{χ,π}_ω : Ž_ω(χ, π) → Ǔ^0 such that ȞC^{χ,π}_ω (p̌(X)) := p̌(HC^{χ,π}_ω (X)) (X ∈ Z_ω(χ, π)).

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Theorem 10.4 and Lemma 11.1, we have Theorem 1.2. □

11.2 Skew centers for quantum superalgebras associated to basic classical Lie superalgebras

Assume that |R^+(χ, π)| < ∞. Assume that χ(α, α) ≠ 1 for all α ∈ R^+(χ, π). Let q ∈ K^× be such that q ≠ 1 and ô(q) = 0. Assume that there exist a Z-module homomorphism ∂ : A → Z and a Z-module bihomomorphism ⟨ , ⟩ : A × A → Z such that χ(λ, μ) = (−1)^{∂(λ)∂(μ)}q^{⟨λ,μ⟩}. Let R_{iso}(χ, π) := {α ∈ R(χ, π)|⟨α, α⟩ = 0} and R_{niso}(χ, π) := R(χ, π) \ R_{iso}(χ, π). Note R_{iso}(χ, π) = {α ∈ R(χ, π)|χ(α, α) = −1}. For α ∈ R_{niso}(χ, π), define the Z-module isomorphism s^′_α : A → A by s^′_α(μ) := μ −^{2⟨μ,α⟩}_{⟨α,α⟩} α. Let W^′ be the subgroup of Aut_Z(A) generated by s^′_α with α ∈ R_{niso}(χ, π). For w^′ ∈ W^′, define the K -linear isomorphism f_w′ : Ǔ^0 → Ǔ^0 by f_w′ (Ǩ_λ) := Ǩ_w′_{(λ)}, so f_w′_1 ∘ f_w′_2 = f_w′_{1w}′_2 , i.e., this is a W^′-action on Ǔ^0. Assume that there exists a Z-module homomorphism ρ̂^′ : A → K^× such that ρ̂^′(λ)^2 = ρ̂^{χ,π}(λ) for all λ ∈ A. Define the K -linear homomorphism Υ : Ǔ^0 → Ǔ^0 by Υ(Ǩ_λ) := ρ̂^′(−λ)Ǩ_λ (λ ∈ A). Let ω : A → K^× be a Z-module homomorphism with ω(A) ⊂ {−1, 1}. Let X = ∑ λ∈A a_λǨ_λ ∈ Ǔ^0 with a_λ ∈ K . By Theorem 1.2, we see that X ∈ ImȞC^{χ,π}_ω if and only if the following (ě^′1)-(ě^′3) hold.

(ě^′1) Let λ ∈ A. Then a_λ = 0 if there exists β ∈ R_{niso}(χ, Π) such that (−1)^{∂(β)∂(λ+tβ)}q^{⟨β,λ+tβ⟩} ≠ ω(β) for all t ∈ Z. (ě^′2) f_w′ (Υ(X)) = Υ(X) for all w^′ ∈ W^′. (ě^′3) Let λ ∈ A and β ∈ R_{iso}(χ, Π). Then ∑_∞ t=−∞(−1) tρ̂^{χ,π}(−tβ)a_{λ+2tβ} = 0 if (−1)^{∂(β)∂(λ)}q^{⟨β,λ⟩} ≠ ω(λ). Define the Z-module homomorphism ω^′ : A → K^× by ω^′(λ) := ω(λ)(−1)^{∂(λ)} (λ ∈ A). Let Ǔ^σ be the K -algebra satisfying the condition that Ǔ is a K - subalgebra of Ǔ^σ and that there exists σ ∈ Ǔ^y such that σ^2 = 1, σǨ_λσ = Ǩ_λ (λ ∈ A), σĚ_iσ = (−1)^{∂(π(i))}Ě_i, σF̌_iσ = (−1)^{∂(π(i))}F̌_i (i ∈ I) and Ǔ^σ = Ǔ ⊕ Ǔσ as a K -linear space. Let Ž_ω(χ, π)^σ be the K -subspace of Ǔ^σ defined in the same way as that for Z_ω(χ, π) with Ǔ_μ ⊕ (Ǔ_μ)σ in place of U_μ (μ ∈ A). Then Ž_ω(χ, π)^σ = Ž_ω(χ, π)⊕Ž_{ω′} (χ, π)σ. Define the K -linear map (ȞC^{χ,π}_ω )σ : Ž_ω(χ, π)σ → Ǔ 0 ⊕(Ǔ 0)σ by (ȞC^{χ,π}_ω )^σ(X +X^′σ) := ȞC^{χ,π}_ω (X)+ȞC^{χ,π}_ω′ (X^′)σ (X ∈ Ž_ω(χ, π), X^′ ∈ Ž_ω′ (χ, π)).

Assume that the characteristic of K is zero. Let K̄_λ := Ǩ_λσ^{∂(λ)} (λ ∈ A), and Ē_i := Ě_i, F̄_i := F̌_iσ∂(π(i)) (i ∈ I). Let Ū be the K -subalgebra of Ǔ σ generated by these elements, so Ǔ^σ = Ū ⊕ Ūσ as a K -linear space. Let Ū^0 := ⊕_{λ∈A}K K̄_λ . For t ∈ Z, let A[t] := {λ ∈ A|(−1)^{∂(λ)} = (−1)^t}. Let Ū^0[t] := ⊕_{λ∈A[t]}K K̄_λ , so Ū 0 = Ū 0[0]⊕Ū 0[1]. For t ∈ J_{0,1}, let Ū_0[t] := (⊕_{λ∈A[0]}Span_K (p̌(U^−_{−λ})Ū 0[t]p̌(U^+_λ )))⊕ (⊕_{λ∈A[1]}Span_K (p̌(U^−_{−λ})Ū^0[t+1]p̌(U^+_λ )σ)). Then Ū ∩Ž_ω(χ, π)^σ = (Ū_0[0]∩Ž_ω(χ, π))⊕ (Ū_0[1] ∩ Ž_ω′ (χ, π)σ).

Let X = ∑ λ∈A a_λK̄_λ with a_λ ∈ K . We see that X ∈ Ū ∩ Ž_ω(χ, π)^σ if and only if it satisfies the conditions (ě^′1^′)-(ě^′3^′) obtained from (ě^′1)-(ě^′3) by replacing ω with ω^′. By [8] (see also [3]), Ū is isomorphic to a quantum superalgebra U_q(s) of a finite dimensional contragredient Lie superalgebra s. Let R̄ be a set of roots of s. Then R̄ can be identified with R(χ, π)∪{2β|β ∈ R(χ, π), ⟨β, β⟩ ≠ 0, ∂(β) ∈ 2Z− 1}. Let R̄^+ := R̄ ∩ A^+_π . Let b := ∑ β∈R̄^+ (−1) ∂(β)β. Then ρ̂χ,π(λ) = (−1)∂(λ)q⟨b,λ⟩ (λ ∈ A) (see also [17, Corollary 8.5.4]). Let R̄^′ := {β ∈ R̄|∂(β) ∈ 2Z}. Then R̄′ can be identified with the root system of the complex reductive Lie algebra realized as the even part of s. Let {α^′_i|i ∈ I^′} be a base of R̄^′, where I^′ is a non-empty subset of I. For i ∈ I, α^{′′}_i ∈ R(χ, π) be such that rα^{′′}_i = α^′_i for some r ∈ J_{1,2}. Assume X ∈ Ū ∩ Ž_ω(χ, π)^σ. By (ě^′1^′), for λ ∈ A, if a_λ ≠ 0, then ⟨α^{′′}_i ,λ⟩ ⟨α^{′′}_i ,α^{′′}_i ⟩ ∈ Z for all i ∈ I ′. Remark 11.2. It may be essential to study for obtaining a result for U similar to that of [19] for the basic classical Lie superalgebras. If such a study is achieved, we will have a K -basis of Z_ω(χ, π) in terms of the Grothendieck ring of U.

Acknowledgment. This research was in part supported by Japan’s Grandin-Aid for Scientific Research (C), 16K05095, and the one 25400040.

References

[1] N. Andruskiewitsch and H.-J. Schneider, On the classification of finitedimensional pointed Hopf algebras, Annals of Mathematics 171 (2010), no. 1, 375–417.

[2] I. Angiono and H. Yamane, The R-matrix of quantum doubles of Nichols algebras of diagonal type, J. Math. Phys. 56, 021702 (2015)

[3] S. Azam, H. Yamane and M. Yousofzadeh, Classification of Finite Dimensional Irreducible Representations of Generalized Quantum Groups via Weyl Groupoids, Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 51 (2015), 59–130.

[4] P. Batra and H. Yamane, Skew centers of rank-one generalized quantum groups, Toyama Mathematical Journal, Volume 37 (2015), 189-202

[5] M. Cuntz and I. Heckenberger, Weyl groupoids with at most three objects, J. Pure Appl. Algebra 213 (2009), no. 6, 1112-1128.

[6] V.G. Drinfel’d, Quantum groups, Proceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians, Vol. 1, 2 (Berkeley, Calif., 1986), 798-820, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1987.

[7] I. Heckenberger, The Weyl groupoid of a Nichols algebra of diagonal type, Invent, Math. 164 (2006) no, 1, 175-188.

[8] I. Heckenberger, Classification of arithmetic root systems, Adv. Math. 220 (2009), no. 1, 59–124.

[9] , Lusztig isomorphisms for Drinfel’d doubles of bosonizations of Nichols algebras of diagonal type, J.Algebra, 323 (2010), 2130-2182.

[10] I. Heckenberger and H. Yamane, A generalization of Coxeter groups, root systems, and Matsumoto’s theorem. Math. Z. 259 (2008), 255-276.

[11] , Drinfel’d doubles and Shapovalov determinants, Revista de la Union Matematica Argentina vol. 51-2 (2010), 107-146.

[12] V. Kac, Laplace operators of infinite-dimensional Lie algebras and theta functions, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 81 (1984), 645-678.

[13] V. Kharchenko, A quantum analogue of the Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt theorem, Algebra and Logic 38 (1999), no. 4, 259-276.

[14] A. Lachowska, On the center of the small quantum groups, J. Algebra 262 (2003) 313-331.

[15] S. Lang, Algebra, Addison-Wesley Publishing Company, 1965.

[16] G. Lusztig, Introduction to quantum groups, Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 1993.

[17] I. Musson, Lie superalgebras and envoloping algebras, Graduate Studies of Mathematics Volume 131, Americal mathematical society, Providence Rhode Island 2012.

[18] W.F. Santos and A. Rittatore, Actions and invariants of algebraic groups, Chapman & Hall/CRC, 2005.

[19] A. Sergeev and A. Veselov, Grothendieck rings of basic classical Lie superalgebras, Ann. Math. 173 (2011), 663-703.

[20] R. Tange, The centre of quantum sl_n at a root of unity, J. Algebra 301 (2006) 425-445.

[21] T. Tanisaki, Killing forms, Harish-Chandra isomorphisms, and universal Rmatrices for quantum algebras, Infinite Analysis (Proceedings of RIMS symposium, Kyoto, Japan, June-August 1991) ed, by A. Tsuchiya, T. Eguchi and M. Jimbo, World scientific Singapore, 1992, 941-961.

[21] H. Yamane, Quantized Enveloping Algebras Associated with Simple Lie Superalgebras and Their Universal R-matrices, Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 30 (1994), 15-87

[23] H. Yamane, On Defining Relations of Affine Lie Superalgebras and Affine Quantized Universal Enveloping Superalgebras, Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 35 (1999), 321-390

[24] H. Yamane, Generalized root systems and the affine Lie superalgebra G^{(1)}(3), São Paulo Journal of Mathematical Sciences 10 (2016), 9-19

Punita Batra, Harish-Chandra Research Institute, Chhatnag Road, Jhunsi, Allahabad 211 019, India, E-mail: batra@hri.res.in

Hiroyuki Yamane, Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Science, University of Toyama, 3190 Gofuku, Toyama-shi, Toyama 930-8555, Japan, E-mail: hiroyuki@sci.u-toyama.ac.jp