arXiv:math/0612558v1 [math.QA] 19 Dec 2006

Symmetry, Integrability and Geometry: Methods and Applications Vol. 2 (2006), Paper 091, 25 pages

Dynamical R Matrices of Elliptic Quantum Groups and Connection Matrices for the q-KZ Equations^⋆

Hitoshi KONNO

Department of Mathematics, Graduate School of Science, Hiroshima University, Higashi-Hiroshima 739-8521, Japan E-mail: konno@mis.hiroshima-u.ac.jp Received October 02, 2006, in final form November 28, 2006; Published online December 19, 2006 Original article is available at http://www.emis.de/journals/SIGMA/2006/Paper091/

Abstract. For any affine Lie algebra g, we show that any finite dimensional representation of the universal dynamical R matrix R(λ) of the elliptic quantum group B_{q,λ}(g) coincides with a corresponding connection matrix for the solutions of the q-KZ equation associated with U_q(g). This provides a general connection between B_{q,λ}(g) and the elliptic face (IRF or SOS) models. In particular, we construct vector representations of R(λ) for g = A^{(1)}_n , B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n , and show that they coincide with the face weights derived by Jimbo, Miwa and Okado. We hence confirm the conjecture by Frenkel and Reshetikhin.

Key words: elliptic quantum group; quasi-Hopf algebra

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification: 33D15; 81R50; 82B23

1 Introduction

The quantum group U_q(g) is one of the fundamental structures appearing in the wide class of trigonometric quantum integrable systems. Among others, we remark the following two facts.

1) For g being affine Lie algebra, finite dimensional representations of U_q(g) allow a systematic derivation of trigonometric solutions of the Yang–Baxter equation (YBE) [1, 2].

2) A combined use of finite and infinite dimensional representations allows us to formulate trigonometric vertex models and calculate correlation functions [3].

To extend this success to elliptic systems is our basic aim. In this paper, we consider a problem analogous to 1). As for developments in the direction 2), we refer the reader to the papers [4, 5, 6, 7, 8]. We are especially interested in the two dimensional exactly solvable lattice models. There are two types of elliptic solvable lattice models. The vertex type and the face (IRF or SOS) type. The vertex type elliptic solutions to the YBE were found by Baxter [9] and Belavin [10]. These are classified as the elliptic R matrices of the type A^{(1)}_n . The face type elliptic Boltzmann weights associated with A^{(1)}_1 were first constructed by Andrews–Baxter–Forrester [11], and extended to A^{(1)}_n , B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n by Jimbo–Miwa–Okado [12, 13], to A^{(2)}_{2n} , A^{(2)}_{2n−1} by Kuniba [14], and to G^{(1)}_2 by Kuniba–Suzuki [15].

Concerning the elliptic face weights, Frenkel and Reshetikhin made an interesting observation [16] that the connection matrices for the solution of the q-KZ equation associated with U_q(g) (g: affine Lie algebra) provide elliptic solutions to the face type YBE. They also conjectured

⋆This paper is a contribution to the Proceedings of the O’Raifeartaigh Symposium on Non-Perturbative and Symmetry Methods in Field Theory (June 22–24, 2006, Budapest, Hungary). The full collection is available at http://www.emis.de/journals/SIGMA/LOR2006.html

2 H. Konno

that the connection matrices in the vector representation are equal to Jimbo–Miwa–Okado’s face weights for g = A^{(1)}_n , B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n . In order to confirm this conjecture, one needs to solve the q-KZ equation of general level and find connection matrices. Within our knowledge, no one has yet confirmed it. Instead of doing this, Date, Jimbo and Okado [17] considered the face models defined by taking the connection matrices as Boltzmann weights. They showed that the one-point function of such models is given by the branching function associated with g. The same property of the one-point function had been discovered in Jimbo–Miwa–Okado’s A^{(1)}_n , B^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n face models.

An attempt to formulate elliptic algebras was first made by Sklyanin [18]. He considered an algebra defined by the RLL-relation associated with Baxter’s elliptic R-matrix. It was extended to the elliptic algebra A_{q,p}(^sl_2) by Foda et al. [19], based on a central extension of Sklyanin’s RLL-relation. In the same year, Felder proposed a face type elliptic algebra E_{τ,η}(g) associated with the dynamical RLL-relation [20]. Jimbo–Miwa–Okado’s elliptic solutions to the face type YBE were interpreted there as the dynamical R matrices. We classify the former elliptic algebra the vertex-type and the latter the face-type. Another formulation of the face type elliptic algebra was discovered by the author [4]. It is based on an elliptic deformation of the Drinfel’d currents.

A coalgebra structure of these elliptic algebras was clarified in the works by Frønsdal [21], Enriquez–Felder [22] and Jimbo–Konno–Odake–Shiraishi [23]. It is based on an idea of quasi- Hopf deformation [24] by using the twistor operators satisfying the shifted cocycle condition [25]. In this formulation, we regard the coalgebra structures of the vertex and the face type elliptic algebras as two different quasi-Hopf deformation of the corresponding affine quantum group U_q(g). We call the resultant quasi-Hopf algebras the elliptic quantum groups of the vertex type A_{q,p}(^sl_N ) and the face type B_{q,λ}(g). A detailed description for the face type case is reviewed in Section 2. For the face type, a different coalgebra structure as a h-Hopf algebroid was developed by Felder, Etingof and Varchenko [26, 27, 28], Koelink–van Norden–Rosengren [29].

One of the advantages of the quasi-Hopf formulation is that it allows a natural derivation of the universal dynamical R matrix from one of U_q(g) as a twist. However, a disadvantage is that there are no a priori reasons for the resultant universal R matrix to yield elliptic R matrices. One needs to check this point in all representations. We have done this for the vector representations of A_{q,p}(^sl_2) and B_{q,λ}(^sl_2), which led to Baxter’s elliptic R matrix and Andrews– Baxter–Forrester’s elliptic face weights, respectively [23]. The same checks for the face weights were also done in the cases g = A^{(1)}_n , A^{(2)}_2 [6, 7].

The aim of this paper is to overcome this disadvantage by clarifying the following point concerning the face type.

i) Any representations of the universal dynamical R matrix of B_{q,λ}(g) are equivalent to the corresponding connection matrices for the q-KZ equation of U_q(g).

The connection matrices are known to be elliptic. See Theorem 3.5. In addition, we show

ii) For g = A^{(1)}_n , B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n , the vector representation of the the universal dynamical R matrix of B_{q,λ}(g) is equivalent to Jimbo–Miwa–Okado’s elliptic face weight up to a gauge transformation.

Combining i) and ii), we confirm Frenkel–Reshetikhin’s conjecture on the equivalence between the connection matrices and Jimbo–Miwa–Okado’s face weights. For the purpose of showing i), we follow the idea by Etingof and Varchenko [28], and give an exact relation between the face type twistors and the highest to highest expectation values of the composed vertex operators (fusion matrices) of U_q(g). To show ii), we solve the difference equation for the face type twistor, which is equivalent to the q-KZ equation of general level.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section, we summarize some basic facts on the affine quantum groups U_q(g) and the face type elliptic quantum groups B_{q,λ}(g). In Section 3, we

Dynamical R Matrices of Elliptic Quantum Groups 3

introduce the vertex operators of U_q(g) and fusion matrices. We discuss equivalence between the face type twistors and the fusion matrices. Then in Section 4, we show equivalence between the dynamical R matrices of B_{q,λ}(g) and the connection matrices for the q-KZ equation of U_q(g) in general finite dimensional representation. Section 5 is devoted to a discussion on an equivalence between the vector representations of the the universal dynamical R matrix of B_{q,λ}(g) and Jimbo–Miwa–Okado’s elliptic face weights for g = A^{(1)}_n , B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n .

2 Affine quantum groups U_q(g) and elliptic quantum groups B_{q,λ}(g)

2.1 Affine quantum groups U_q(g) Let g be an affine Lie algebra associated with a generalized Cartan matrix A = (a_{ij} ), i, j ∈ I = {0, 1, . . . , n}. We fix an invariant inner product (·|·) on the Cartan subalgebra h and identify h^∗ with h through (·|·). We follow the notations and conventions in [30] except for A^{(2)}_{2n} , which we define in such a way that the order of the vertices of the Dynkin diagram is reversed from the one in [30]. We hence have a_0 = 1 for all g. Let {α_i}_{i∈I} be a set of simple roots and set h_i = α^∨_i . We have a_{ij} = ⟨α_j , h_i⟩ =^{2(αi |αj )}_{(αi|αi)} and d_ia_{ij} = a_{ij}d_j with d_i =^1_2 (α_i|α_i). We denote the canonical central element by c = ∑ i∈I a^∨_i h_i and the null root by δ = ∑ i∈I a_iα_i. We set Q = Zα_0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Zα_n, Q_+ = Z_{≥0}α_0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Z_{≥0}α_n, P = ZΛ_0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ ZΛ_n ⊕ Zδ, P^∗ = Zh_0 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Zh_n ⊕ Zd and impose the pairings ⟨α_i, d⟩ = a^∨_0 δ_{i,0}, ⟨Λ_j , h_i⟩ = 1 a^∨_0 δ_{ij} , ⟨Λ_j , d⟩ = 0, (i, j ∈ I). The Λ_j are the fundamental weights. We also use P_{cl} = P/Zδ, (P_{cl})^∗ = ⊕^n_{i=0}Zh_i ⊂ P^∗. Let cl : P → P_{cl} denote the canonical map and define af : P_{cl} → P by af(cl(α_i)) = α_i (i ≠ 0) and af(cl(Λ_0)) = Λ_0 so that cl ∘ af = id and af(cl(α_0)) = α_0 − δ.

Definition 2.1. The quantum affine algebra U_q = U_q(g) is an associative algebra over C (q^{1/2} ) with 1 generated by the elements e_i, f_i (i ∈ I) and q^h (h ∈ P^∗) satisfying the following relations

q^0 = 1, q^hq^{h′} = q^{h+h′} (h, h^′ ∈ P^∗), q^he_iq^{−h} = q^{⟨αi,h⟩}e_i, q^hf_iq^{−h} = q^{−⟨αi,h⟩}f_i, e_if_j − f_je_i = δ_{ij} t_i − t^{−1}_i q_i − q^{−1}_i , 1−a_{ij}∑

m=0 (−1)^m [ 1 − a_{ij} m ] q_i e^{1−aij −m} i e_j e^m_i = 0 (i ≠ j), 1−a_{ij}∑

m=0 (−1)^m [ 1 − a_{ij} m ] q_i f^{1−aij −m} i f_jf^m_i = 0 (i ≠ j).

Here q_i = q^{di} , t_i = q^{hi}_i , and

[n]_x = x^n − x^{−n} x − x^{−1} , [n]_x! = [n]_x[n − 1]_x · · · [1]_x, [ n m ] x = [n]_x!

[m]_x![n − m]_x! .

4 H. Konno

The algebra U_q has a Hopf algebra structure with comultiplication Δ, counit ϵ and antipode S defined by

Δ(q^h) = q^h ⊗ q^h, Δ(e_i) = e_i ⊗ 1 + t_i ⊗ e_i, Δ(f_i) = f_i ⊗ t^{−1}_i + 1 ⊗ f_i, (2.1) ϵ(q^h) = 1, ϵ(e_i) = ϵ(f_i) = 0, S(q^h) = q^{−h}, S(e_i) = −t^{−1}_i e_i, S(f_i) = −f_it_i.

U_q is a quasi-triangular Hopf algebra with the universal R matrix R satisfying Δ^{op}(x) = RΔ(x)R^{−1} ∀ x ∈ U_q, (Δ ⊗ id)R = R^{13}R^{23}, (id ⊗ Δ)R = R^{13}R^{12}.

Here Δ^{op} denotes the opposite comultiplication, Δ^{op} = σ ∘ Δ with σ being the flip of the tensor components; σ(a ⊗ b) = b ⊗ a. Proposition 2.2.

R^{(12)}R^{(13)}R^{(23)} = R^{(23)}R^{(13)}R^{(12)}, (2.2) (ϵ ⊗ id)R = (id ⊗ ϵ)R = 1, (S ⊗ id)R = (id ⊗ S^{−1})R = R^{−1}, (S ⊗ S)R = R. Let {h_l} be a basis of h and {h^l} be its dual basis. We denote by U^+ (resp. U^−) the subalgebra of U_q generated by e_i (resp. f_i) i ∈ I and set U^+_β = {x ∈ U^+| q^hxq^{−h} = q^{⟨β,h⟩}x (h ∈ h)}, U^−_{−β} = {x ∈ U^−| q^hxq^{−h} = q^{−⟨β,h⟩}x (h ∈ h)} for β ∈ Q_+. The universal R matrix has the form [31]

R = q^{−T} R_0, T = ∑ l h_l ⊗ h^l, R_0 = ∑ β∈Q_+ q^{(β,β)} ( q^{−β} ⊗ q^β ) (R_0)_β = 1 − ∑ i∈I (q_i − q^{−1}_i )e_it^{−1}_i ⊗ t_if_i + · · · ,

(R_0)_β = ∑ j u_{β,j} ⊗ u^j_{−β} ∈ U^+_β ⊗ U^−_{−β}, (2.3)

where {u_{β,j}} and {u^j_{−β}} are bases of U^+_β and U^−_{−β}, respectively. Note that T is the canonical element of h ⊗ h w.r.t (·|·) and (R_0)_β is the canonical element of U^+_β ⊗ U^−_{−β} w.r.t a certain Hopf paring.

We write U^′_q = U^′_q(g) for the subalgebra of U_q generated by e_i, f_i (i ∈ I) and h ∈ (P_{cl})^∗. Let (π_V , V ) be a finite dimensional module over U^′_q. We have the evaluation representation (π_{V,z}, V_z) of U_q by V_z = C (q^{1/2} )[z, z^{−1}] ⊗_{C (q}1/2_) V and π_{V,z}(e_i)(z^n ⊗ v) = z^{δi0 +n} ⊗ π(e_i)v, π_{V,z}(f_i)(z^n ⊗ v) = z^{−δi0+n} ⊗ π(f_i)v, π_{V,z}(t_i)(z^n ⊗ v) = z^n ⊗ π(t_i)v, π_{V,z}(q^d)(z^n ⊗ v) = (qz)^n ⊗ v, wt(z^n ⊗ v) = nδ + af(wt(v)),

Dynamical R Matrices of Elliptic Quantum Groups 5

where n ∈ Z, and v ∈ V denotes a weight vector whose weight is wt(v). We write vz^n = z^n ⊗ v (n ∈ Z). For generic λ ∈ h^∗, let M_λ denote the irreducible Verma module with the highest weight λ. We have the weight space decomposition M_λ = ⨁ ν∈λ−Q_+ (M_λ)_ν . We write wt(u) = ν for u ∈ (M_λ)_ν .

2.2 Elliptic quantum groups B_{q,λ}(g) Let ρ ∈ h be an element satisfying (ρ|α_i) = d_i for all i ∈ I. For generic λ ∈ h, let us consider an automorphism of U_q given by

φ_λ = Ad(q^{−2θ(λ)}), θ(λ) = −λ + ρ − 1 2 ∑ l h_lh^l,

where Ad(x)y = xyx^{−1}. We define the face type twistor F (λ) ∈ U_q ^⊗U_q as follows.

Definition 2.3 (Face type twistor). F (λ) = · · · ( (φ_λ)^2 ⊗ id ) R^{−1}_0 ( φ_λ ⊗ id ) R^{−1}_0 = ↶∏ k≥1 ( (φ_λ)^k ⊗ id ) R^{−1}_0 , (2.4)

where^↶ ∏ k≥1 A_k = · · · A_3A_2A_1.

Note that the k-th factor in the product (2.4) is a formal power series in x^k_i = q^{2k⟨αi,λ⟩} (i ∈ I) with leading term 1.

Theorem 2.4 ([23]). The twistor F (λ) satisfies the shifted cocycle condition and the normalization condition given by

1) F^{(12)}(λ)(Δ ⊗ id)F (λ) = F^{(23)}(λ + h^{(1)})(id ⊗ Δ)F (λ), (2.5) 2) (ϵ ⊗ id) F (λ) = (id ⊗ ϵ) F (λ) = 1. (2.6)

In (2.5), λ and h^{(1)} means λ = ∑ l λ_lh^l and h^{(1)} = ∑ l h^{(1)}_l h^l, h^{(1)}_l = h_l ⊗ 1 ⊗ 1, respectively.

Note that from (2.3), one has

[h ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ h, F (λ)] = 0 ∀ h ∈ h.

Now let us define Δ_λ, R(λ), Φ(λ) and α_λ, β_λ by

Δ_λ(a) = F^{(12)}(λ) Δ(a) F^{(12)}(λ)^{−1}, (2.7) R(λ) = F^{(21)}(λ) R F^{(12)}(λ)^{−1}, (2.8) Φ(λ) = F^{(23)}(λ)F^{(23)}(λ + h^{(1)})^{−1}, (2.9) α_λ = ∑ i S(d_i)l_i, β_λ = ∑ i m_iS(g_i) (2.10) for ∑ i k_i ⊗ l_i = F (λ)^{−1}, ∑ i m_i ⊗ n_i = F (λ).

Definition 2.5 (Face type elliptic quantum group). With S and ϵ defined by (2.1), the set (U_q(g), Δ_λ, S, ε, α_λ, β_λ, Φ(λ), R(λ)) forms a quasi-Hopf algebra [23]. We call it the face type elliptic quantum group B_{q,λ}(g).

6 H. Konno

From (2.2), (2.5) and (2.8), one can show that R(λ) satisfies the dynamical YBE. Theorem 2.6 (Dynamical Yang–Baxter equation).

R^{(12)}(λ + h^{(3)})R^{(13)}(λ)R^{(23)}(λ + h^{(1)}) = R^{(23)}(λ)R^{(13)}(λ + h^{(2)})R^{(12)}(λ). (2.11)

We hence call R(λ) the universal dynamical R matrix. Now let us parametrize λ in the following way. λ = ( r + h^∨ a^∨_0 ) d + sc + λ̄ (r, s ∈ C ), (2.12) where λ̄ stands for the classical part of λ, and h^∨ denotes the dual Coxeter number of g. Note also ρ = h^∨Λ_0 + ρ̄ and d = a^∨_0 Λ_0. Let {h̄_j } and {h̄^j (= Λ̄_j )} denote the classical part of the basis and its dual of h. We then have

φ_λ = Ad(p^dq^{2cd}q^{−2θ̄(λ)}), θ̄(λ) = −λ̄ + ρ̄ − 1 2 ∑ h̄_jh̄^j . (2.13)

Here we set p = q^{2r}. Set further

R(z) = Ad(z^d ⊗ 1)(R), (2.14) F (z, λ) = Ad(z^d ⊗ 1)(F (λ)), (2.15) R(z, λ) = Ad(z^d ⊗ 1)(R(λ)) = σ(F (z^{−1}, λ))R(z)F (z, λ)^{−1} . (2.16)

Then R(z) and F (z, λ) are formal power series in z, whereas R(z, λ) contains both positive and negative powers of z.

From the definition (2.4) of F (λ), one can easily derive the following difference equation for the twistor.

Theorem 2.7 (Difference equation [23]).

F (pq^{2c(1)} z, λ) = Ad(q^{2θ̄(λ)} ⊗ id) ( F (z, λ) ) · q^T R(pq^{2c(1)} z). (2.17)

Furthermore, noting Ad(z^d)(e_i) = z^{δi,0} e_i, one can drop all the e_0 dependent terms in R(z) and F (z, λ) by taking the limit z → 0. We thus obtain

lim_{z→0} q^{c⊗d+d⊗c}R(z) = R_ḡ, (2.18) lim_{z→0} F (z, λ) = F_ḡ(λ̄), (2.19)

where R_ḡ and F_ḡ(λ̄) are the universal R matrix and the twistor of U_q(ḡ). Then from (2.17), we obtain the following equation for F_ḡ(λ̄). Lemma 2.8.

F_ḡ(λ) = Ad(q^{2θ̄(λ)} ⊗ id) ( F_ḡ(λ̄) ) · q^{T̄} R_ḡ, (2.20)

where T̄ =^n ∑ i=1 h̄_i ⊗ h̄i. Remark. (2.20) corresponds to (18) in [32], where the comultiplication and the universal R matrix are our Δ^{op} and R^{−1}_ḡ , respectively.

Dynamical R Matrices of Elliptic Quantum Groups 7

Lemma 2.9 ([32]). The equation (2.20) has the unique solution F_ḡ(λ̄) ∈ U_q(b̄_+)^⊗U_q(b̄_−) in the form F_ḡ(λ̄) = 1 + · · · . Here U_q(b̄_+) (resp. U_q(b̄_−)) is the subalgebra of U_q(ḡ) generated by e_i, t_i (i = 1, 2, . . . , n) (resp. f_i, t_i (i = 1, 2, . . . , n)).

Theorem 2.10. For λ ∈ h given by (2.12), the difference equation (2.17) has a unique solution. Proof. Let us set φ̄_λ = Ad(q^{−2θ̄(λ)}). Iterating (2.17), N times, we obtain F (z, λ) = ( φ̄^N_λ ⊗ id ) F ((pq^{2c(1)} )^N z, λ) ↶∏ N≥k≥1 ( (φ̄_λ)^k ⊗ id ) R_0((pq^{2c(1)} )^kz)^{−1}.

Taking the limit N → ∞, one obtains F (z, λ) = A ↶∏ k≥1 ( (φ̄_λ)^k ⊗ id ) R_0((pq^{2c(1)} )^kz)^{−1},

where we set A = lim_{N→∞} ( φ̄^N_λ ⊗ id ) F ((pq^{2c(1)} )^N z, λ) = lim_{N→∞} ( φ̄^N_λ ⊗ id ) F_ḡ(λ̄).

Then the statement follows from Lemma 2.9. ■

3 Vertex operators and fusion matrices

3.1 The vertex operators of U_q(g) Let V and W be finite dimensional irreducible modules of U^′_q. Let λ, μ ∈ h^∗ be level-k generic elements such that ⟨c, λ⟩ = ⟨c, μ⟩ = k. We denote by M_λ and M_μ the two irreducible Verma modules with highest weights λ and μ, respectively.

Definition 3.1 (Vertex operator). Writing △_λ =^{(λ|λ+2ρ)}_{2(k+h∨)}^1, let us consider the formal series given by

Ψ^μ_λ(z) = z^{△μ−△λ} ~Ψ^μ_λ(z), ~Ψ^μ_λ(z) = ∑ j ∑ n∈Z v_jz^{−n} ⊗ (~Ψ^μ_λ)_{j,n}. (3.1)

Here {v_j } denotes a weight basis of V . The coefficients (~Ψ^μ_λ)_{j,n} are the maps (~Ψ^μ_λ)_{j,n} : (M_λ)_ξ → (M_μ)_{ξ−wt(vj )+nδ}, (3.2)

such that ~Ψ^μ_λ(z) is the U_q-module intertwiners ~Ψ^μ_λ(z) : M_λ → V_z ^⊗ M_μ, ~Ψ^μ_λ(z) x = Δ(x) ~Ψ^μ_λ(z) ∀ x ∈ U_q. (3.3)

Here ^⊗ denotes a formal completion M ^⊗ N = ⨁ ν ∏ ξ M_ξ⊗ N_{ξ−ν} .

We call Ψ^μ_λ(z) the vertex operator (VO) of U_q.

1Hopefully, there is no confusion of △_λ with Δ_λ in (2.7).

8 H. Konno

Remark. Ψ^μ_λ(z) is the type II VO in the terminology of [3].

We also define U^′_q-module intertwiners Ψ^μ_λ : M_λ → V ⊗ ^M_μ by

Ψ^μ_λ = ∑ j v_j ⊗ ( ∑ n∈Z (~Ψ^μ_λ)_{j,n} ) . (3.4)

Here ^M_μ = ∏ ν (M_μ)_ν . Note that there is a bijective correspondence between Ψ^μ_λ(z) and Ψ^μ_λ.

Let u_λ and u_μ denote the highest weight vectors of M_λ and M_μ, respectively. Let us write the image of u_λ by the VO as

Ψ^μ_λ u_λ = v ⊗ u_μ + ∑ i^′ v_i′ ⊗ u_i′ , (3.5)

where u_i′ ∈ M_μ, wt(u_i′ ) < μ and v, v_i′ ∈ V . We call the vector v the leading term of Ψ^μ_λ. Note that from (3.2), cl(λ) = wt(v) + cl(μ) = wt(v_i′ ) + cl(wt(u_i′ )). We set V^μ_λ = {v ∈ V | wt(v) = cl(λ − μ)}. Theorem 3.1 ([16, 17]). The map ⟨ ⟩ : Ψ^μ_λ → ⟨id⊗u^∗_μ, Ψ^μ_λu_λ⟩ gives a C (q^{1/2} )-linear isomorphism Hom_U ′_{q (g)}(M_λ, V ⊗ ^M_μ)^∼−→ V^μ_λ This theorem tells that Ψ^μ_λ is determined by its leading term. Namely, for given v_0 ∈ V^μ_λ , there exists a unique VO satisfying

⟨Ψ^μ_λ⟩ = v_0.

We denote such VO by Ψ^{μ,v0}_λ and corresponding U_q-intertwiner by Ψ^{μ,v0}_λ (z). Proposition 3.2 ([17]). Let {v_j } be a basis of V^μ_λ . The set of VOs {Ψ^{μ,vj}_λ } forms a basis of Hom_U ′_{q (g)}(M_λ, V ⊗ ^M_μ).

3.2 The q-KZ equation and connection matrices Let λ, μ, ν ∈ h^∗ be level-k elements. Let {v_i} and {w_j } be weight bases of V^μ_λ and W^ν_μ , respectively. Consider the VOs Ψ^{μ,vi}_λ and Ψ^{ν,wj}_μ given by

Ψ^{μ,wi}_λ (z_1) : M_λ → W_{z1} ^⊗ M_μ, Ψ^{ν,vj}_μ (z_2) : M_μ → V_{z2} ^⊗ M_ν , and their composition ( id ⊗ Ψ^{ν,vi}_μ (z_2) ) Ψ^{μ,wj}_λ (z_1) : M_λ → W_{z1} ⊗ V_{z2} ^⊗ M_ν .

Setting

Ψ^{(ν,μ,λ)}(z_1, z_2) = ⟨ id ⊗ id ⊗ u^∗_ν , ( id ⊗ Ψ^{ν,vi}_μ (z_2) ) Ψ^{μ,wj}_λ (z_1)u_λ ⟩ , we call Ψ^{(ν,μ,λ)}(z_1, z_2) the two-point function.

Theorem 3.3 (q-KZ equation [16, 33]). The two-point function Ψ^{(ν,μ,λ)}(z_1, z_2) satisfies the q-KZ equation

Ψ^{(ν,μ,λ)}(q^{2(k+h∨)}z_1, z_2) = (q^{−πW (ν̄+λ̄+2ρ̄)} ⊗ id)R_{W V} (z)Ψ^{(ν,μ,λ)}(z_1, z_2), (3.6) where R_{W V} (z) = (π_W ⊗ π_V )R(z).

Dynamical R Matrices of Elliptic Quantum Groups 9

Proof. See Appendix. ■

Remark [16]. A solution of the q-KZ equation (3.6) is a function of z = z_1/z_2 and has a form G(z)f(z_1, z_2). Here G(z) is a meromorphic function multiplied by a fractional power of z determined from the normalization function of the R matrix R_{W V} (z), while f(z_1, z_2) is an analytic function in |z_1| > |z_2| and can be continued meromorphically to (C^× )^2. Hence a solution of the q-KZ equation is uniquely determined, if one fixes the normalization. It also follows that the composition of the VOs is well defined in the region |z_1| > |z_2| and can be continued meromorphically to (C^× )^2 apart from an overall fractional power of z.

The following commutation relation holds in the sense of analytic continuation.

Theorem 3.4 (Connection formula [16, 17]).

(P R_{W V} (z_1/z_2) ⊗ id) ( id ⊗ Ψ^{νvi}_μ (z_2) ) Ψ^{μwj}_λ (z_1) = ∑ i^′,j^′,μ^′ ( id ⊗ Ψ^{νwj′}_{μ′} (z_1) ) Ψ^{μ′vi′}_λ (z_2)C_{W V} λ w_j μ v_i′ v_i μ^′ w_j′ ν

| | | z_1 z_2 ,

where v_i′ and w_j′ are base vectors of V^{μ′}_λ and W^ν_μ′ , respectively.

The matrix C_{W V} is called the connection matrix. The following theorem states basic properties of the connection matrix.

Theorem 3.5 ([16, 17]). 1) The matrix elements of C_{W V} are given by a ratio of elliptic theta functions.

2) The matrix C_{W V} satisfies i) the face type YBE and ii) the unitarity condition (the first inversion relation):

i) ∑ v_l,w_i,u_j ,μ^{′′} C_{V U} λ u_j μ^{′′} w_i′ w_i ω u_j′ ν

| | | | z_2 z_3 C_{W U} λ^′ u_j′′ μ^′ v_l′ v_l λ u_j μ^{′′}

| | | | z_1 z_3

× C_{W V} μ^′ w_i′′ μ v_l v_l′′ μ^{′′} w_i ν

| | | | z_1 z_2

= ∑ v_l,w_i,u_j ,μ^{′′} C_{W V} λ^′ w_i μ^{′′} v_l′ v_l λ w_i′ ω

| | | | z_1 z_2 C_{W U} μ^{′′} u_j μ v_l v_l′′ ω u_j′ ν

| | | | z_1 z_3

× C_{V U} λ^′ u_j′′ μ^′ w_i w_i′′ μ^{′′} u_j μ

| | | | z_2 z_3 ,

ii) ∑ v_i′ ,w_j′ ,μ^′ C_{W V} λ w_j μ v_i′ v_i μ^′ w_j′ ν

| | | | z C_{V W} λ v_i′ μ^′ w_j′′ w_j′ μ^{′′} v_i′′ ν

| | | | z^{−1} = δ_{wj ,wj′′} δ_{vi,vi′′} δ_{μ,μ}′′ . 3) In the case V = W , C_{V V} satisfies the second inversion relation ∑ v_i′ ,w_j′ ,λ G_λG_ν G_μG_μ′ C_{V V} λ w_j μ v_i′ v_i μ^′ w_j′ ν

| | | | z^{−1} C_{V V} λ v_i′ μ^′ w_j w_j′′ μ v_i′′ ν^′

| | | | ξ^{−2}z

10 H. Konno = α_{V V} (z)δ_{vi ,vi′′} δ_{wj ,wj′′} δ_{ν,ν}′ . Here ξ = q^{th∨} (t = (long root)^2/2), and G_λ and α_{V V} (z) are given by (5.16) and (5.13) in [17], respectively.

Furthermore, if V_z is self dual i.e. there exists an isomorphism of U_q-modules Q : V_ξ−1_z ≃ V^{∗a}_z , we have the following crossing symmetry.

Theorem 3.6 ([17]).

β_{V V} (z^{−1})C_{V V} μ w_j ν v_i w_j′ λ v_i′ μ^′

| | | | ξ^{−1}z^{−1} = ∑ ĩ,j̃ γ^{μiĩ}_λ g^{νj̃j′}_{μ′} C_{V V} λ v_ĩ μ v_i′ w_j μ^′ w_{j̃} ν

| | | | z , (3.7)

where g^{νjj′}_μ denotes a certain matrix element appearing in the inversion relation of the VO’s, and γ^ν_μ is its inverse matrix such that

∑_~ j g^{νjj̃}_μ γ^{νj̃j′}_μ = δ_{jj}′ . In Section 5, we will discuss the evaluation molude V_z with V being the vector representation for g = A^{(1)}_n , B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n . There V_z is self dual except for A^{(1)}_n (n > 1), and is multiplicity free. Therefore, dim V^μ_λ = 1 etc. Hence the matrices g^ν_μ, γ^ν_μ are scalars satisfying γ^ν_μ = 1/g^ν_μ. In this case, let us consider the gauge transformation C_{V V} ( μ ν λ μ^′ | | | z ) = f(z) F (μ, ν)F (ν, μ^′) F (μ, λ)F (λ, μ^′) C̃_{V V} ( μ ν λ μ^′ | | | z )

with the choice

f(z)f(z^{−1}) = 1, f(ξ^{−1}z^{−1}) = β_{V V} (ξz)f(z), F (ν, μ)F (μ, ν) = g^ν_μ √ G_μ G_ν . Then we can change the crossing symmetry relation (3.7) to C̃_{V V} ( μ ν λ μ^′ | | | ξ^{−1}z^{−1} ) = √ G_ν G_λ G_μG_μ′ C̃_{V V} ( λ μ μ^′ ν | | | z ) . The same gauge transformation makes the face type YBE i), the unitarity condition ii) and the second inversion relation 3) in Theorem 3.5 unchanged except for the factor α_{V V} (z) in the RHS of 3), which is changed to 1.

3.3 Fusion matrices

We here follows the idea by Etingof and Varchenko [28], where the cases U_q(ḡ) with ḡ being simple Lie algebras are discussed. We extend their results to the cases U_q(g) with g being affine Lie algebras.

Definition 3.2 (Fusion matrix). Fix λ ∈ h^∗. The fusion matrix is defined to be a h-linear map J_{W V} (λ) : W ⊗ V → W ⊗ V satisfying

J_{V W} (λ) = ⨁ ν J_{V W} (λ)_ν ,

J_{W V} (λ)_ν (w_j ⊗ v_i) = ⟨ id ⊗ id ⊗ u^∗_ν , ( id ⊗ Ψ^{ν,vi}_μ ) Ψ^{μ,wj}_λ u_λ ⟩ ∈ (W ⊗ V )_{cl(λ−ν)}, for v_i ∈ V^ν_μ , w_j ∈ W^μ_λ .

Dynamical R Matrices of Elliptic Quantum Groups 11

Note that from (3.2),

[h ⊗ 1 + 1 ⊗ h, J_{W V} (λ)] = 0 ∀ h ∈ h. (3.8) Noting (3.5) and the intertwining property of the vertex operators, we have J_{W V} (λ)_ν (w_j ⊗ v_i) = w_j ⊗ v_i + ∑ l C_l(λ)w_l ⊗ v_l, (3.9)

where wt(v_l) < wt(v_i), and C_l(λ) is a function of λ. Hence J_{V W} (λ) is an upper triangular matrix with all the diagonal components being 1. Therefore Theorem 3.7. The fusion matrix J_{W V} (λ) is invertible.

The definition of J_{W V} (λ) indicates that the leading term of the intertwiner (id ⊗ Ψ^{ν,vi}_μ ) Ψ^{μ,wj}_λ is J_{W V} (λ)(w_j ⊗ v_i). Therefore we write Ψ^{ν,JW V (λ)(wj ⊗vi)} λ = ( id ⊗ Ψ^{ν,vi}_μ ) Ψ^{μ,wj}_λ . Let us define J_{U,W ⊗V} (ω) and J_{U⊗W,V} (ω) : U ⊗ W ⊗ V → U ⊗ W ⊗ V for ω ∈ h^∗ by J_{U,W ⊗V} (ω)(u_l ⊗ w_j ⊗ v_i) = ⟨ id ⊗ id ⊗ id ⊗ u^∗_ν , ( id ⊗ Ψ^{ν,JW V (λ)(wj ⊗vi)} λ ) Ψ^{λ,ul}_ω u_ω ⟩ , J_{U⊗W,V} (ω)(u_l ⊗ w_j ⊗ v_i) = ⟨ id ⊗ id ⊗ id ⊗ u^∗_ν , (id ⊗ id ⊗ Ψ^{ν,vi}_μ )Ψ^{μ,JW U (ω)(wj ⊗ul)} ω u_ω ⟩ , where u_l ∈ U^λ_ω .

Theorem 3.8. The fusion matrix satisfies the shifted cocycle condition

J_{U⊗W,V} (ω)(J_{UW} (ω) ⊗ id) = J_{U,W ⊗V} (ω)(id ⊗ J_{W V} (ω − h^{(1)})) on U ⊗ W ⊗ V, (3.10) where hv_j = wt(v_j )v_j (v_j ∈ V ) etc. Proof. Consider the composition

(id ⊗ id ⊗ Ψ^{ν,vi}_μ )(id ⊗ Ψ^{μ,wj}_λ )Ψ^{λ,ul}_ω : M_ω^Ψ λ,ul ω−→ U ⊗ ^M_λ^{id⊗Ψ} μ,wj λ−→ U ⊗ W ⊗ ^M_μ^{id⊗id⊗Ψ} ν,vi μ −→ U ⊗ W ⊗ V ⊗ ^M_ν and express the highest to highest expectation value of it in two ways, and use cl(λ) = cl(ω) − wt(u_l). ■ Remark. Regarding (Δ ⊗ id)J(ω) = J_{U⊗W,V} (ω), (id ⊗ Δ)J(ω) = J_{U,W ⊗V} (ω), J^{(12)}(ω) = J_{UW} (ω) ⊗ id and J^{(23)}(ω) = id ⊗ J_{W V} (ω), one obtains (2.5) from (3.10) by replacing J(ω) by F^{−1}(−ω).

Now let λ ∈ h^∗ be a level-k element. By using the U_q-module VOs (3.1), we define a h-linear map J_{W V} (z_1, z_2; λ) : W_{z1} ⊗ V_{z2} → W_{z1} ⊗ V_{z2} by

J_{W V} (z_1, z_2; λ) = ⨁ ν J_{W V} (z_1, z_2; λ)_ν , J_{W V} (z_1, z_2; λ)_ν (w_j ⊗ v_i) = ⟨ id ⊗ id ⊗ u^∗_ν , ( id ⊗ ~Ψ^{ν,vi}_μ (z_2) )~ Ψ^{μ,wj}_λ (z_1)u_λ ⟩ ∈ (W_{z1} ⊗ V_{z2} )_{cl(λ−ν)}, for v_j ∈ V^ν_μ , w_j ∈ W^μ_λ . Then from the q-KZ equation (3.6), one can derive the following difference equation for J_{W V} (z_1, z_2; λ).

12 H. Konno

Lemma 3.9.

J_{W V} (q^{2(k+h∨)}z_1, z_2; λ)(q^{−2πW (θ̄(−λ))} ⊗ id)

= (q^{−2πW (θ̄(−λ))} ⊗ id)q^{πW ⊗V (T̄ )}R_{W V} (z_1/z_2)J_{W V} (z_1, z_2, λ). (3.11)

Proof. See Appendix. ■

From the remark below Theorem 3.3, J_{W V} (z_1, z_2; λ) is a function of the ratio z = z_1/z_2. Let us parameterize a level-k λ ∈ h^∗ as (2.12). Comparing Theorem 2.7 and Lemma 3.9, we find that the difference equation for F_{W V} (z, −λ)^{−1} = (π_W ⊗ π_V )F (z, −λ)^{−1} coincides with the q-KZ equation (3.11) for J_{W V} (z_1, z_2; λ) on w_j ⊗ v_i under the identification r = −(k + h^∨). Hence the uniqueness of the solution to the q-KZ equation yields the following theorem.

Theorem 3.10. For a level-k λ ∈ h^∗ in the parameterization (2.12), ⟨ id ⊗ id ⊗ u^∗_ν , ( id ⊗ ~Ψ^{ν,vi}_μ (z_2) )~ Ψ^{μ,wj}_λ (z_1)u_λ ⟩ = F_{W V} (z_1/z_2, −λ)^{−1} (w_j ⊗ v_i).

Remark. Relation between the twistors and the fusion matrices was first discussed by Etingof and Varchenko for the case g being simple Lie algebra (Appendix 9 in [28]). Their coproduct and the universal R matrix correspond to our Δ^{op} and R^{−1}_ḡ , respectively, and the twistor is identified with the two point function of the U_q(ḡ)-analogue of the type I VOs.

4 Dynamical R matrices and connection matrices

Let (π_V , V ), (π_W , W ) be finite dimensional representations of U^′_q(g), and {v_i}, {w_j } be their weight bases, respectively. Now we consider the dynamical R matrices given as the images of the universal R matrix R(λ) R_{W V} (z, λ) = (π_W ⊗ π_V )R(z, λ) = F^{(21)}_{V W} (z^{−1}, λ)R_{W V} (z)F_{W V} (z, λ)^{−1}. (4.1)

Note that F^{(21)}_{V W} (z^{−1}, λ) = P F_{V W} (z^{−1}, λ)P .

By using Theorems 3.10 and 3.4, we show that the dynamical R matrix R_{W V} (z, λ) coincides with the corresponding connection matrix for the q-KZ equation of U_q(g) associated with the representations (π_V , V ) and (π_W , W ).

Theorem 4.1. For level-k λ ∈ h^∗ in the form (2.12) with r = −(k + h^∨), we have

R_{W V} (z, −λ)(w_j ⊗ v_i) = ∑ i^′,j^′,μ^′ C_{W V} λ w_j μ v_i′ v_i μ^′ w_j′ ν

| | | z (w_{j′} ⊗ v_{i′} ),

where v_i ∈ V^ν_μ , w_j ∈ W^μ_λ , v_i′ ∈ V^{μ′}_λ and w_j′ ∈ W^ν_μ′ .

Proof. From Theorem 3.10 and (4.1), we have

R_{W V} (z_1/z_2, −λ)(w_j ⊗ v_i)

= F^{(21)}_{V W} (z^{−1}, −λ)R_{W V} (z) ⟨ id ⊗ id ⊗ u^∗_ν , ( id ⊗ ~Ψ^{ν,vi}_μ (z_2) )~ Ψ^{μ,wj}_λ (z_1)u_λ ⟩ , where we set z = z_1/z_2. Then from Theorem 3.4, we obtain

R_{W V} (z_1/z_2, −λ)(w_j ⊗ v_i) = F^{(21)}_{V W} (z^{−1}, −λ)

Dynamical R Matrices of Elliptic Quantum Groups 13

× ∑ i^′,j^′,μ^′ P ⟨ id ⊗ id ⊗ u^∗_ν , ( id ⊗ ~Ψ^{ν,wj′}_{μ′} (z_1) )~ Ψ^{μ,vi′}_λ (z_2)u_λ ⟩ C_{W V} λ w_j μ v_i′ v_i μ^′ w_j′ ν

| | | z

= F^{(21)}_{V W} (z^{−1}, −λ) ∑ i^′,j^′,μ^′ P F (z_2/z_1, −λ)^{−1}(v_i′ ⊗ w_j′ )C_{W V} λ w_j μ v_i′ v_i μ^′ w_j′ ν

| | | z

= ∑ i^′,j^′,μ^′ C_{W V} λ w_j μ v_i′ v_i μ^′ w_j′ ν

| | | z (w_{j′} ⊗ v_{i′} ). ■

Note that in view of Theorem 3.5, this theorem indicates that the dynamical R matrices of B_{q,λ}(g) are elliptic.

5 Vector representations

In this section, we consider the vector representation of the universal R matrix R(λ) of B_{q,λ}(g) for g = A^{(1)}_n , B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n , and show that they coincide with the corresponding face weights obtained by Jimbo, Miwa and Okado [13].

5.1 Jimbo–Miwa–Okado’s solutions

Let us summarize Jimbo–Miwa–Okado’s elliptic solutions to the face type YBE.

Let (π_V , V ) be the vector representation of U^′_q(g). We set dim V = N. Then N = n+1, 2n+1, 2n, 2n for g = A^{(1)}_n , B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n , respectively. Let us define an index set J by

J = {1, 2, . . . , n + 1} for A^{(1)}_n = {0, ±1, . . . , ±n} for B^{(1)}_n = {±1, . . . , ±n} for C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n

and introduce a linear order ≺ in J by 1 ≺ 2 ≺ · · · ≺ n (≺ 0) ≺ −n ≺ · · · ≺ −2 ≺ −1. We also use the usual order < in J.

Let Λ̄_j (1 ≤ j ≤ n) be the fundamental weights of ḡ. Following Bourbaki [34] we introduce orthonormal vectors {ε_1, . . . , ε_n} with the bilinear form (ε_i|ε_j ) = δ_{i,j} . Then one has the following expression of Λ̄_j as well as the set A of weights belonging to the vector representation of ḡ. A_n : A = {ε_1 − ε, . . . , ε_{n+1} − ε}, Λ̄_j = ε_1 + · · · + ε_j − jε (1 ≤ j ≤ n), ε = 1 n + 1 n+1∑ j=1 ε_j , B_n : A = {±ε_1, . . . , ±ε_n, 0}, Λ̄_j = ε_1 + · · · + ε_j (1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1), = 1 2 (ε_1 + · · · + ε_n) (j = n), C_n : A = {±ε_1, . . . , ±ε_n}, Λ̄_j = ε_1 + · · · + ε_j (1 ≤ j ≤ n), D_n : A = {±ε_1, . . . , ±ε_n},

14 H. Konno

Λ̄_j = ε_1 + · · · + ε_j (1 ≤ j ≤ n − 2), = 1 2 (ε_1 + · · · + ε_{n−2} + ε_{n−1} − ε_n) (j = n − 1), = 1 2 (ε_1 + · · · + ε_{n−2} + ε_{n−1} + ε_n) (j = n),

Now for μ ∈ J, let us define μ̂ ∈ A by

μ̂ = ε_μ − ε (1 ≤ μ ≤ n + 1) for A_n, = ±ε_j or 0 (μ = ±j (1 ≤ j ≤ n), or μ = 0) for B_n, = ±ε_j (μ = ±j (1 ≤ j ≤ n)) for C_n, D_n.

We then define a dynamical variable a ∈ h^∗ of the face model of type g as follows.

a_μ = (a + ρ|μ̂) (μ ≠ 0), = − 1 2 (μ = 0).

We also set a_{μν} = a_μ − a_ν .

Proposition 5.1. If one parameterizes a ∈ h^∗ such that a + ρ =^n ∑ i=0 s_iΛ_i, one has

a_μ = 1 n + 1 − μ−1∑ j=1 js_j + n∑ j=μ (n + 1 − j)s_j (1 ≤ μ ≤ n + 1) for A^{(1)}_n ,

= ± n−1∑ j=i s_j + s_n 2 or − 1 2 (μ = ±i (1 ≤ i ≤ n), or 0) for B^{(1)}_n ,

= ± n∑ j=i s_j (μ = ±i (1 ≤ i ≤ n)) for C^{(1)}_n ,

= ± n−1∑ j=i s_j + s_n − s_{n−1} 2 (μ = ±i (1 ≤ i ≤ n)) for D^{(1)}_n .

Note that a_{μν} =^{ν−1} ∑ j=μ s_j for A^{(1)}_n and a_{−μ} = −a_μ for B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n .

Then Jimbo–Miwa–Okado’s solutions to the face type YBE are given as follows. W ( a b c d | | |u ) = κ(u)W ( a b c d | | |u ) , (5.1)

(I) W ( a a + μ̂ a + μ̂ a + 2μ̂ | | |u ) = 1 (μ ≠ 0),

W ( a a + μ̂ a + μ̂ a + μ̂ + ν̂ | | |u ) = [1][a_{μν} − u] [1 + u][a_{μν} ] (μ ≠ ±ν),

W ( a a + ν̂ a + μ̂ a + μ̂ + ν̂ | | |u ) = [u] √ [a_{μν} + 1][a_{μν} − 1] [1 + u][a_{μν} ] (μ ≠ ±ν), for A^{(1)}_n , B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n ,

Dynamical R Matrices of Elliptic Quantum Groups 15

(II) W ( a a + ν̂ a + μ̂ a | | |u ) = [u][1][a_{μ,−ν} + 1 + η − u] [η − u][1 + u][a_{μ,−ν} + 1] √ G_{aμ}G_{aν} (μ ≠ ν),

W ( a a + μ̂ a + μ̂ a | | |u ) = [η + u][1][a_{μ,−μ} + 1 + 2η − u] [η − u][1 + u][a_{μ,−μ} + 1 + 2η] − [u][1][a_{μ,−μ} + 1 + η − u] [η − u][1 + u][a_{μ,−μ} + 1 + 2η] ∑ κ≠μ [a_{μ,−κ} + 1 + 2η] [a_{μ,−κ} + 1] G_{aμ}, for B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n ,

where η = −th^∨/2 (t = (long root)^2/2) is the crossing parameter, and the symbol [u] denotes the Jacobi elliptic theta function [u] = q^{r/4}e^{πi/4} ( − 2πi log p )_{−1/2} q^{u2r −u}Θ_p(q^{2u}), p = q^{2r}, (5.2)

Θ_p(z) = (z; p)_∞(p/z; p)_∞(p; p)_∞, (z; p)_∞ = ∞∏ n=0 (1 − zp^n). The κ(u) denotes a function satisfying the following relations

κ(u)κ(−u) = 1 for A^{(1)}_n , B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n , κ(η − u)κ(η + u) = [1 + η + u][1 + η − u] [η + u][η − u] for A^{(1)}_n , κ(u)κ(η + u) = [−u][1 + η + u] [1 − u][η + u] for B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n .

The G_{aμ} =^{Ga+μ̂}_{Ga} denotes a ratio of the principally specialized character G_a for the dual affine Lie algebra g^∨ [13]

G_a = ∏ 1≤i<j≤n+1 [a_i − a_j] for A^{(1)}_n ,

= ε(a) n∏ i=1 h(a_i) ∏ 1≤i<j≤n [a_i − a_j][a_i + a_j ] for B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n .

Here ε(a) denotes a sign factor such that ε(a+μ̂)/ε(a) = s. s and h(a) are listed in the following Table A^{(1)}_n B^{(1)}_n C^{(1)}_n D^{(1)}_n h^∨ n + 1 2n − 1 n + 1 2n − 2 t 1 1 2 1 s 1 1 −1 1 h(a) 1 [a] [2a] 1 Remark. Our normalization of the weights W and some notations are different from those in [13]. Their relations are given as follows W ( a b c d | | |u ) = [1] [1 + u] κ(u)W_{JMO} ( a b c d | | |u ) for A^{(1)}_n ,

= [1][η] [1 + u][η − u] κ(u)W_{JMO} ( a b c d | | |u ) for B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n , r = L_{JMO}, log p = 4π^2 log p_{JMO} . Here the symbols with subindex JMO denote the ones in [13]. Note [u] = [u]_{JMO}.

The following theorem states basic properties of the face weights.

16 H. Konno

Theorem 5.2 ([13]). The face weight W satisfies i) the face type Yang–Baxter equation, ii) the first and iii) the second inversion relations i) ∑ g W ( f g e d | | |u ) W ( a b f g | | |u + v ) W ( b c g d | | |v )

= ∑ g W ( a b g c | | |u ) W ( g c e d | | |u + v ) W ( a g f e | | |v ) ,

ii) ∑ g W ( a g d c | | | u ) W ( a b g c | | | −u ) = δ_{bd},

iii) ∑ g G_aG_g G_bG_d W ( a b d g | | | −u ) W ( c d b g | | | 2η + u ) = δ_{ac}.

In addition, we have the crossing symmetry except for g = A^{(1)}_n (n > 1) iv) W ( a b c d | | |u ) = √ G_bG_c G_aG_d W ( c a d b | | |η − u ) . The following theorem is communicated by Jimbo and Okado and is not written explicitly in [13].

Theorem 5.3. For g = B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n , the weights listed in the part (II) of (5.1) is determined uniquely from those in (I) by requiring the face type Yang–Baxter equation and the crossing symmetry relations.

Sketch of proof. It is easy to see that the first type of weights in (II) is determined by those in (I) by using the crossing symmetry relation. Then the second type of weights in (II) is determined by solving the system of two linear equations (YBE) shown in Fig. 1. Here unknowns are the

weights W ( a a + μ a + μ a ) and W ( a + ν a + μ + ν a + μ + ν a + ν ) , and the other weights are in (I). ■

Figure 1. Two relevant equations (μ ≠ ±ν).

5.2 The difference equations for the twistor

We here solve the difference equation for the twistor. Then using Theorem 4.1, we derive the dynamical R matrix R_{V V} (z, λ) as the connection matrix in the vector representation (π_V , V ), and argue that it coincides with Jimbo–Miwa–Okado’s solution up to a gauge transformation.

Dynamical R Matrices of Elliptic Quantum Groups 17 Let us consider the difference equation (2.17) in the vector representation. F (pz, λ) = (q^{2πV (θ̄(λ))} ⊗ id)F (z, λ)(q^{−2πV (θ̄(λ))} ⊗ id)q^{πV ⊗V (T )}R(pz), (5.3) where λ is parameterized as (2.12), θ̄(λ) is given by (2.13), T = c ⊗ Λ_0 + Λ_0 ⊗ c +^n ∑ i=1 h̄_i ⊗ h̄i, F (z, λ) = (π_V ⊗ π_V )F (z, λ), and R(z) = (π_V ⊗ π_V )R(z).

Let {v_j |j ∈ J} be a basis of V and E_{i,j} be the matrix unit defined by E_{i,j} v_k = δ_{j,k}v_i. The action of the generators on V is given by [35, 36, 37] (for C^{(1)}_n , the conventions used here are slightly different from [37])

π_V (e_0) = E_{n+1,1} for A^{(1)}_n ,

= (−)^n(E_{−1,2} − E_{−2,1}) for B^{(1)}_n , = (−)^{n−1}(E_{−1,2} − E_{−2,1}) for D^{(1)}_n , = E_{−1,1} for C^{(1)}_n , π_V (e_i) = E_{i,i+1} (1 ≤ i ≤ n) for A^{(1)}_n ,

= E_{i,i+1} − E_{−i−1,−i} (1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1) for B^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , π_V (e_n) = √ [2]_{qn} (E_{n,0} − E_{0,−n}) for B^{(1)}_n , = E_{n,−n} for C^{(1)}_n , = E_{n−1,−n} − E_{n,−n+1} for D^{(1)}_n , π_V (t_0) = ∑ j∈J q^{−δj,1+δj,n+1} E_{j,j} for A^{(1)}_n , = ∑ j∈J q^{−δj,1−δj,2+δj,−1+δj,−2} E_{j,j} for B^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n = ∑ j∈J q^{−2δj,1+2δj,−1} E_{j,j} for C^{(1)}_n , π_V (t_i) = ∑ j∈J q^{δj,i−δj,i+1} E_{j,j} (1 ≤ i ≤ n) for A^{(1)}_n = ∑ j∈J q^{δj,i−δj,i+1+δj,−i−1−δj,−i} E_{j,j} (1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1) for B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n , π_V (t_n) = ∑ j∈J q^{δj,n−δj,−n} E_{j,j} for B^{(1)}_n , = ∑ j∈J q^{2δj,n−2δj,−n} E_{j,j} for C^{(1)}_n , = ∑ j∈J q^{δj,n−1+δj,n−δj,−n−δj,−n+1} E_{j,j} for D^{(1)}_n ,

and π_V (f_i) = π_V (e_i)^t.

A basis {h̄_i} of h̄ and its dual basis {h̄^i} w.r.t (·|·) are given as follows

A_n : π_V (h̄_i) = E_{i,i} − E_{i+1,i+1} (1 ≤ i ≤ n),

π_V (h̄^i) = 1 n + 1 (n − i + 1) i∑ j=1 E_{j,j} − i n+1∑ j=i+1 E_{j,j} (1 ≤ i ≤ n), B_n : π_V (h̄_i) = E_{i,i} − E_{i+1,i+1} + E_{−i−1,−i−1} − E_{−i,−i} (1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1),

18 H. Konno π_V (h̄_n) = 2(E_{n,n} − E_{−n,−n}), π_V (h̄^i) = i∑ j=1 (E_{j,j} − E_{−j,−j}) (1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1),

π_V (h̄^n) = 1 2 n∑ j=1 (E_{j,j} − E_{−j,−j}), C_n : π_V (h̄_i) = E_{i,i} − E_{i+1,i+1} + E_{−i−1,−i−1} − E_{−i,−i} (1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1), π_V (h̄_n) = E_{n,n} − E_{−n,−n}, π_V (h̄^i) = i∑ j=1 (E_{j,j} − E_{−j,−j}) (1 ≤ i ≤ n), D_n : π_V (h̄_i) = E_{i,i} − E_{i+1,i+1} + E_{−i−1,−i−1} − E_{−i,−i} (1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1), π_V (h̄_n) = E_{n−1,n−1} + E_{n,n} − E_{−n,−n} − E_{−n+1,−n+1}, π_V (h̄^i) = i∑ j=1 (E_{j,j} − E_{−j,−j}) (1 ≤ i ≤ n − 2),

π_V (h̄^{n−1}) = 1 2 n−1∑ j=1 (E_{j,j} − E_{−j,−j}) − 1 2 (E_{n,n} − E_{−n,−n}),

π_V (h̄^n) = 1 2 n−1∑ j=1 (E_{j,j} − E_{−j,−j}) + 1 2 (E_{n,n} − E_{−n,−n}). Then one can easily verify the following. Proposition 5.4. q^{πV ⊗V (T )} = q^{− 1n+1} ∑ i,j∈J q^{δi,j} E_{i,i} ⊗ E_{j,j} for A^{(1)}_n , = ∑ i,j∈J q^{δi,j −δi,−j} E_{i,i} ⊗ E_{j,j} for B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n .

Proposition 5.5. If we parameterize λ̄ such that λ̄ =^n ∑ i=1 (s_i + 1)h̄^i, we have

q^{−2πV (θ̄(λ))} = q^{nn+1} ∑ j∈J q^{2aj} E_{j,j} for A^{(1)}_n , = ∑ j∈J q^{2aj +1}E_{j,j} for B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n ,

where a_j (j ∈ J) is given by Proposition 5.1.

The R matrix R(z) of U_q(g) in the vector representation is well known [2, 35, 36, 37] (for C^{(1)}_n , we modified the R matrix in [37] according to the convention used here)

R(z) = ρ(z) ∑ i∈J i≠0 E_{i,i} ⊗ E_{i,i} + b(z) ∑ i,j i≠±j E_{i,i} ⊗ E_{j,j}

+ ∑ i≺j i≠−j ( c(z)E_{i,j} ⊗ E_{j,i} + zc(z)E_{j,i} ⊗ E_{i,j} )

Dynamical R Matrices of Elliptic Quantum Groups 19

+ 1 (1 − q^2z)(1 − ξz) ∑ i,j a_{ij} (z)E_{i,j} ⊗ E_{−i,−j} , (5.4)

b(z) = q(1 − z) 1 − q^2z , c(z) = 1 − q^2 1 − q^2z , ρ(z) = q^{− nn+1} (q^2z; ξ^2)_∞(q^{−2}ξ^2z; ξ^2)_∞ (z; ξ^2)_∞(ξ^2z; ξ^2)_∞ for A^{(1)}_n ,

= q^{−1}

(q^2z; ξ^2)_∞(ξz; ξ^2)^2_∞(q^{−2}ξ^2z; ξ^2)_∞ (z; ξ^2)_∞(q^{−2}ξz; ξ^2)_∞(q^2ξz; ξ^2)_∞(ξ^2z; ξ^2)_∞ for B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n ,

a_{ij} (z) = 0 for A^{(1)}_n , = (q^2 − ξz)(1 − z) + δ_{i,0}(1 − q)(q + z)(1 − ξz) (i = j), (1 − q^2)[ϵ_iϵ_j q^{j̄−ī}(z − 1) + δ_{i,−j}(1 − ξz)] (i ≺ j), (1 − q^2)z[ξϵ_iϵ_jq^{j̄−ī}(z − 1) + δ_{i,−j}(1 − ξz)] (i ≻ j), for B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n .

Here ξ = q^{th∨} , and ϵ_j = 1 (j > 0), −1 (j < 0) for g = C^{(1)}_n and ϵ_j = 1 (j ∈ J) for the other cases. The symbol j̄ is defined by

j̄ = j − ϵ_j (j = 1, . . . , n), n − ϵ_j (j = 0), j + N − ϵ_j (j = −n, . . . , −1). Then due to the formula (2.4), we make the following ansatz for the twistor F (z, λ) in the vector representation.

F (z, λ) = f(z) ∑ i∈J i≠0 E_{i,i} ⊗ E_{i,i} + ∑ i,j i≠±j X^{ij}_{ij} (z)E_{i,i} ⊗ E_{j,j} (5.5)

+ ∑ i≺j i≠−j ( X^{ji}_{ij} (z)E_{i,j} ⊗ E_{j,i} + X^{ij}_{ji} (z)E_{j,i} ⊗ E_{i,j} ) + ∑ i,j X^{j,−j}_{i,−i} (z)E_{i,j} ⊗ E_{−i,−j} ,

where X^{kl}_{ij} denote unknown functions to be determined.

From the from of R(z) and F (z, λ) in (5.4) and (5.5), one finds that the difference equation (5.3) consists of 1×1, 2×2 and N ×N blocks. The numbers of blocks of each size contained in the equation are listed as follows 1 × 1 2 × 2 N × N A^{(1)}_n n + 1^{n(n+1)}_2 0 B^{(1)}_n 2n 2n^2 1 C^{(1)}_n 2n 2n(n − 1) 1 D^{(1)}_n 2n 2n(n − 1) 1 By using Propositions 5.4, 5.5 and (5.4), (5.5), we obtain the following equations.

1 × 1 blocks: f(pz) = q^{nn+1} ρ(pz)f(z) for A_n, = qρ(pz)f(z) for B_n, C_n, D_n. 2 × 2 blocks: ( X^{ij}_{ij} (pz) X^{ji}_{ij} (pz) X^{ij}_{ji} (pz) X^{ji}_{ji} (pz) ) = q^{−1} ( X^{ij}_{ij} (z) w^{−1}_{ij} X^{ji}_{ij} (z) w_{ij} X^{ij}_{ji} (z) X^{ji}_{ji} (z) ) ( b(pz) c(pz) pzc(pz) b(pz) ) ,

20 H. Konno (i, j ∈ J, i ≺ j, i ≠ −j) where we set w_{ij} = q^{2(ai−aj )}.

N × N block: X^{j,−j}_{i,−i} (pz) = q^{−2} (1 − pq^2z)(1 − pξz) ∑ k∈J q^{−2(ai−ak)}a_{kj}(pz)X^{k,−k}_{i,−i} (z) (i, j ∈ J). Here we dropped a scalar factor in the 2 × 2 and N × N blocks by using the equation in the 1 × 1 block.

Note that the difference equations in the 2 × 2 blocks have the same structure as the one in the case g = ^sl_2, which was analyzed completely in [23]. Let us summarize the essence of it. The 2 × 2 block equation consists of two 2nd order q-difference equations of the type (q^c − q^{a+b+1}z)u(q^2z) − {(q + q^c) − (q^a + q^b)qz}u(qz) + q(1 − z)u(z) = 0. This equation has two independent solutions of the form z^{α ∞} ∑ n=0 a_nz^n around z = 0, which are given by the basic hypergeometric series

2ϕ_1 ( q^a q^b q^c ; q, z ) = ∞∑ n=0 (q^a; q)_n(q^b; q)_n (q^c; q)_n(q; q)_n z^n, and z^{1−c}_2ϕ_1 ( q^{a−c+1} q^{b−c+1} q^{2−c} ; q, z ) ,

where (x; q)_n =^{n−1} ∏ j=0 (1 − xq^j), (x; q)_0 = 1. The connection formula for these solutions is well

known:

2ϕ_1 ( q^a q^b q^c ; q, 1/z ) = Γ_q(c)Γ_q(b − a)Θ_q(q^{1−a}z) Γ_q(b)Γ_q(c − a)Θ_q(qz)^2 ϕ_1 ( q^a q^{a−c+1} q^{a−b+1} ; q, q^{c−a−b+1}z )

+ Γ_q(c)Γ_q(a − b)Θ_q(q^{1−b}z) Γ_q(a)Γ_q(c − b)Θ_q(qz)^2 ϕ_1 ( q^b q^{b−c+1} q^{b−a+1} ; q, q^{c−a−b+1}z ) , (5.6)

where

Γ_q(z) = (q; q)_∞ (q^z; q)_∞ (1 − q)^{1−z}. By using this, one can derive the connection matrices for the 2 × 2 block parts.

In our case, the initial condition (2.19) leads to

f(0) = 1, ( X^{ij}_{ij} (0) X^{ji}_{ij} (0) X^{ij}_{ji} (0) X^{ji}_{ji} (0) ) = ( 1^{(q−q−1)wij} 1−w_{ij} 0 1 ) . The solutions to the 1 × 1 and 2 × 2 blocks are given as follows.

1 × 1 block: f(z) = {pz}{pξ^2z} {pq^2z}{pq^{−2}ξ^2z} for A_n,

Dynamical R Matrices of Elliptic Quantum Groups 21 = {pz}{pq^{−2}ξz}{pq^2ξz}{pξ^2z} {pq^2z}{pξz}^2{pq^{−2}ξ^2z} for B_n, C_n, D_n, where {z} = ∞∏ n,m=0 (1 − zξ^{2n}p^m).

2 × 2 block:

X^{ij}_{ij} (z) =_2ϕ_1 ( w_{ij}q^2 q^2 w_{ij} ; p, pq^{−2}z ) , X^{ji}_{ij} (z) = (q − q^{−1})w_{ij} 1 − w_{ij}^2 ϕ_1 ( w_{ij} q^2 pq^2 pw_{ij} ; p, pq^{−2}z ) , X^{ij}_{ji} (z) = (q − q^{−1})pw^{−1}_{ij} 1 − pw^{−1}_{ij} z^2 ϕ_1 ( pw^{−1}_{ij} q^2 pq^2 p^2w^{−1}_{ij} ; p, pq^{−2}z ) , X^{ji}_{ji} (z) =_2ϕ_1 ( pw^{−1}_{ij} q^2 q^2 pw^{−1}_{ij} ; p, pq^{−2}z ) . Then due to the formulae (5.6) and (4.1) or Theorem 4.1, we determine the 1 × 1 and 2 × 2 blocks of the dynamical R matrix (π_V ⊗ π_V )R(z, λ) = ρ_{ell}(z) ∑ i∈J i≠0 E_{i,i} ⊗ E_{i,i} + ∑ i≺j i≠±j ( R^{ij}_{ij} (z, w_{ij} )E_{i,i} ⊗ E_{j,j} + R^{ji}_{ji}(z, w_{ij} )E_{j,j} ⊗ E_{i,i} )

+ ∑ i≺j i≠−j ( R^{ji}_{ij} (z, w_{ij} )E_{i,j} ⊗ E_{j,i} + R^{ij}_{ji}(z, w_{ij} )E_{j,i} ⊗ E_{i,j} )

+ ∑ i,j R^{j−j}_{i−i} (z, w_{ij} )E_{i,j} ⊗ E_{−i,−j}

as follows.

1 × 1 block: ρ_{ell}(z) = f(z^{−1})ρ(z)f(z)^{−1} = q^{− nn+1} {q^2z}{q^{−2}ξ^2z}{p/z}{pξ^2/z} {z}{ξ^2z}{pq^2/z}{pq^{−2}ξ^2/z} for A^{(1)}_n ,

= q^{−1} {q^2z}{ξz}^2{q^{−2}ξ^2z}{p/z}{pq^{−2}ξ/z}{pq^2ξ/z}{pξ^2/z} {z}{q^{−2}ξz}{q^2ξz}{ξ^2z}{pq^2/z}{pξ/z}^2{pq^{−2}ξ^2/z} for B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n .

2 × 2 blocks: for i ≺ j, i ≠ −j, R^{ij}_{ij} (z, w_{ij} ) = q (pw^{−1}_{ij} q^2; p)_∞(pw^{−1}_{ij} q^{−2}; p)_∞

(pw^{−1}_{ij} ; p)^2_∞

Θ_p(z) Θ_p(q^2z) , R^{ji}_{ji}(z, w_{ij} ) = q (w_{ij} q^2; p)_∞(w_{ij} q^{−2}; p)_∞

(w_{ij} ; p)^2_∞

Θ_p(z) Θ_p(q^2z) ,

22 H. Konno R^{ji}_{ij} (z, w_{ij} ) = Θ_p(q^2) Θ_p(w_{ij} )

Θ_p(w_{ij} z) Θ_p(q^2z) , R^{ij}_{ji}(z, w_{ij} ) = z Θ_p(q^2) Θ_p(pw^{−1}_{ij} )

Θ_p(pw^{−1}_{ij} z) Θ_p(q^2z) .

By setting z = q^{2u} and using (5.2), we can reexpress these matrix elements in terms of the theta functions with some extra factors including q with fractional power and infinite products. Then making an appropriate gauge transformation, we can sweep away all the extra factors and find that the 1 × 1 and 2 × 2 block parts coincide with the part (I) of Jimbo–Miwa–Okado’s solution, i.e. R^{kl}_{ij} (z, w_{ij} ) ⇔ W ( a a + k̂ a + î a + î + ĵ | | |z ) in (I).

From 2) of Theorem 3.5, (3.2) and Theorem 5.3, the remaining part (II) is determined uniquely from the part (I). We hence obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 5.6. For g = A^{(1)}_n , B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n , the vector representation of the universal dynamical R matrix R(λ) coincides with Jimbo–Miwa–Okado’s elliptic solutions to the face type YBE.

To solve the difference equation in the N × N block directly is an open problem. For the cases g being the twisted affine Lie algebras A^{(2)}_{2n} and A^{(2)}_{2n−1}, Kuniba derived elliptic solutions to the face type YBE. His construction is based on a common structure of the R matrices of the twisted U_q(g) to those of the B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n types. In fact, the resultant face weights have the common 2×2 block part, as a function of a_μ, to the cases g = A^{(1)}_n , B^{(1)}_n , C^{(1)}_n , D^{(1)}_n . The simplest A^{(2)}_2 case was investigated in [7]. In view of these facts, we expect the same statement as Theorem 5.3 is valid in the twisted cases, too.

Conjecture 5.7. Similar statement to Theorem 5.6 is true for Kuniba’s solution of A^{(2)}_{2n} , A^{(2)}_{2n−1} types and for Kuniba–Suzuki’s solution of G^{(1)}_2 type.

A Proof of Lemma 3.9

We here give a direct proof of Lemma 3.9 and leave a derivation of the q-KZ Equation(3.6) from it as an exercise.

Let R be the universal R matrix of U_q(g) and write R = ∑ j a_j ⊗ b_j, (A.1)

and set U = ∑ j S(b_j)a_j = ∑ j b_j S^{−1}(a_j ) and Z = q^{2ρ}U.

Lemma A.1 ([38]).

(1) UxU^{−1} = S^2(x) ∀ x ∈ U_q, (2) ZxZ^{−1} = x, (3) Z|_{V (λ)} = q^{(λ|λ+2ρ)}id_{V (λ)}.

Dynamical R Matrices of Elliptic Quantum Groups 23 Lemma A.2. For (A.1), ∑ j a_j ⊗ Δ(b_j) = ∑ i,j a_ia_j ⊗ b_j ⊗ b_i.

Proof. The statement follows (id ⊗ Δ)R = R^{(13)}R^{(12)}. ■ Lemma A.3. Let Ψ(z) denote a vertex operator. Then we have

(id ⊗ a)Ψ(z) = ∑ (S(a_{(1)}) ⊗ 1)Ψ(z)a_{(2)}, where we write Δ(a) = ∑ a_{(1)} ⊗ a_{(2)}.

Proof. RHS = ∑ (S(a_{(1)}) ⊗ 1)Δ(a_{(2)})Ψ(z) = ∑ (S(a_{(1)})a^′_{(2)} ⊗ a^{′′}_{(2)})Ψ(z) = ∑ (S(a^′_{(1)})a^{′′}_{(1)} ⊗ a_{(2)})Ψ(z) = ∑ (1 ⊗ ϵ(a_{(1)})a_{(2)})Ψ(z) = LHS. Here we wrote Δ(a_{(2)}) = ∑ a^′_{(2)} ⊗ a^{′′}_{(2)} etc. and used (Δ ⊗ id)Δ(a) = (id ⊗ Δ)Δ(a) in the 3rd line and m(S ⊗ id)Δ(a) = ϵ(a) in the 4th line. ■ Proof of Lemma 3.9. Let λ, μ, ν ∈ h^∗ be level-k elements. Let us set p̃ = q^{2(k+h∨)} and consider ~Ψ(z_1, z_2) = ⟨id ⊗ id ⊗ u^∗_ν , (id ⊗ ~Ψ^ν_μ(z_2)U)~Ψ^μ_λ(p̃z_1)u_λ⟩,

where we abbreviate ~Ψ^{ν,vi}_μ (z_2) and ~Ψ^{μ,wj}_λ (z_1) as ~Ψ^ν_μ(z_2) and ~Ψ^μ_λ(z_1), respectively. We regard U and its expression in terms of a_j , b_j as certain images of appropriate representations of U_q(g) in the following processes. We evaluate ~Ψ(z_1, z_2) in the following two ways.

1) Substituting U = q^{−2ρ}Z and using the intertwining property (3.3) and Lemma A.1 (3), we have

~Ψ(z_1, z_2) = (id ⊗ q^{−2ρ})q^{−(ν|2ρ)+(μ|μ+2ρ)}J_{W V} (p̃z_1, z_2; λ)(w_j ⊗ v_i) = (id ⊗ q^{−2ρ})q^{−(ν|2ρ)+(μ|μ+2ρ)+2(wt(wj )|ρ+λ)−(wt(wj )|wt(wj ))} × J_{W V} (p̃z_1, z_2; λ)(q^{−2πW (θ̄(λ))} ⊗ id)(w_j ⊗ v_i).

In the last line, we used (q^{−2πW (θ̄(λ))} ⊗ id)|_{wj ⊗vi} = q^{−2(wt(wj )|ρ+λ)+(wt(wj )|wt(wj ))}.

2) Using U = ∑ j b_jS^{−1}(a_j ) and (A.2), we have (id ⊗ ~Ψ^ν_μ(z_2)U)~Ψ^μ_λ(z_1) = ∑ j (id ⊗ Δ(b_j )~Ψ^ν_μ(z_2)S^{−1}(a_j ))~Ψ^μ_λ(z_1)

id ⊗ ~Ψ^ν_μ(z_2)U)~Ψ^μ_λ(z_1) = ∑ i,j (id ⊗ (b_i ⊗ b_j)~Ψ^ν_μ(z_2)S^{−1}(a_j a_i))~Ψ^μ_λ(z_1)

id ⊗ ~Ψ^ν_μ(z_2)U)~Ψ^μ_λ(z_1) = ∑ i,j (id ⊗ (S(b_i) ⊗ S(b_j ))~Ψ^ν_μ(z_2)a_ia_j )~Ψ^μ_λ(z_1)

id ⊗ ~Ψ^ν_μ(z_2)U)~Ψ^μ_λ(z_1) = ∑ i,j (id ⊗ (S(b_i) ⊗ S(b_j ))~Ψ^ν_μ(z_2))(1 ⊗ a_i)(1 ⊗ a_j)~Ψ^μ_λ(z_1)

24 H. Konno

In the 3rd line we used (id⊗ S)R = (S^{−1} ⊗ id)R. Then apply Lemma A.3 and Lemma A.2 twice each, we have

(id ⊗ ~Ψ^ν_μ(z_2)U)~Ψ^μ_λ(z_1) = ∑ i,j,k,l (S(a_i)S(a_j ) ⊗ (S(b_ib_k) ⊗ S(b_j b_l))~Ψ^ν_μ(z_2))~Ψ^μ_λ(z_1)a_ka_l.

Take the expectation value ⟨id ⊗ id ⊗ u^∗_ν , u_λ⟩, and use ⟨ u^∗_ν , ∑ l S(b_l)a_lu_λ ⟩ = q^{(λ|ν)}, ∑ k S(b_k) ⊗ a_ku_λ = q^{kΛ0+λ̄} ⊗ u_λ, ∑ j S(a_j ) ⊗ u^∗_ν S(b_j ) = q^{−kΛ0−ν̄} ⊗ u^∗_ν .

Noting further that (3.2) implies ~Ψ^μ_λ(p̃z) = (p̃^{Λ0} ⊗ id)~Ψ^μ_λ(z), we obtain

~Ψ(z_1, z_2) = (p̃^Λ0 ⊗ id)q^{(λ|ν)}(1 ⊗ q^{kΛ}0^{+λ̄})(q^{−kΛ}0^{−ν̄} ⊗ 1) × ∑ i (S(a_i) ⊗ S(b_i))J_{W V} (z_1, z_2)(w_j ⊗ v_i) = q^{(λ|ν)+(λ+2ρ|wt(wj )+wt(vi))}(q^{−2θ̄(λ)} ⊗ 1)q^{πW ⊗V (T̄ )} × R_{W V} (z_1/z_2)J_{W V} (z_1, z_2)(w_j ⊗ v_i).

Combining 1) and 2), we obtain (3.11). ■

Acknowledgments The author would like to thank Michio Jimbo and Masato Okado for stimulating discussions and valuable suggestions. He also thanks Atsuo Kuniba and Atsushi Nakayashiki for discussions. He is also grateful to the organizers of O’Raifeartaigh Symposium, Janos Balog, Laszlo Feher and Zalan Horvath, for their kind invitation and hospitality during his stay in Budapest.

[1] Jimbo M., A q-difference analogue of U(g) and the Yang–Baxter equation, Lett. Math. Phys., 1985, V.10, 63–69.

[2] Jimbo M., Quantum R matrix for the generalized Toda system, Comm. Math. Phys., 1986, V.102, 537–547. [3] Jimbo M., Miwa T., Algebraic analysis of solvable lattice models, CBMS Regional Conference Series in Mathematics, Vol. 85, Amer. Math. Soc., 1995.

[4] Konno H., An elliptic algebra Uq,p( ^sl2) and the fusion RSOS models, Comm. Math. Phys., 1998, V.195, 373–403, q-alg/9709013.

[5] Jimbo M., Konno H., Odake S., Shiraishi J., Elliptic algebra Uq,p(^sl2): Drinfel’d currents and vertex operators, Comm. Math. Phys., 1999, V.199, 605–647, math.QA/9802002.

[6] Kojima T., Konno H., The elliptic algebra Uq,p(^slN ) and the Drinfel’d realization of the elliptic quantum group B_{q,λ}(^slN ), Comm. Math. Phys., 2003, V.239, 405–447, math.QA/0210383.

[7] Kojima T., Konno H., The Drinfel’d realization of the elliptic quantum group B_{q,λ}(A^{(2)}_2 ), J. Math. Phys., 2004, V.45, 3146–3179, math.QA/0401055.

[8] Kojima T., Konno H., Weston R., The vertex-face correspondence and correlation functions of the fusion eight-vertex models. I. The general formalism, Nuclear Phys. B, 2005, V.720, 348–398, math.QA/0504433.

[9] Baxter R.J., Partition function of the eight-vertex lattice model, Ann. Phys., 1972, V.70, 193–228. [10] Belavin A., Dynamical symmetry of integrable quantum systems, Nuclear Phys. B, 1981, V.180, 189–200. [11] Andrews G.E., Baxter R.J., Forrester P.J., Eight-vertex SOS model and generalized Rogers–Ramanujan-type identities, J. Stat. Phys., 1984, V.35, 193–266.

Dynamical R Matrices of Elliptic Quantum Groups 25

[12] Jimbo M., Miwa T., Okado M., Solvable lattice models whose states are dominant integral weights of A^{(1)}_{n−1}, Lett. Math. Phys., 1987, V.14, 123–131.

[13] Jimbo M., Miwa T., Okado M., Solvable lattice models related to the vector representation of classical simple Lie algebras, Comm. Math. Phys., 1988, V.116, 507–525.

[14] Kuniba A., Exact solution of solid-on-solid models for twisted affine Lie algebras A^{(2)}_{2n} and A^{(2)}_{2n−1}, Nuclear Phys. B, 1991, V.355, 801–821.

[15] Kuniba A., Suzuki J., Exactly solvable G^{(1)}_2 solid-on-solid models, Phys. Lett. A, 1991, V.160, 216–222. [16] Frenkel I.B., Reshetikhin N.Yu., Quantum affine algebras and holonomic difference equations, Comm. Math.

Phys., 1992, V.146, 1–60.

[17] Date E., Jimbo M., Okado M., Crystal base and q-vertex operators, Comm. Math. Phys., 1993, V.155, 47–69.

[18] Sklyanin E.K., Some algebraic structures connected with the Yang–Baxter equation, Funct. Anal. Appl., 1982, V.16, 27–34.

[19] Foda O., Iohara K., Jimbo M., Kedem R., Miwa T., Yan H., An elliptic quantum algebra for ^sl2, Lett. Math.

Phys., 1994, V.32, 259–268, hep-th/9403094.

[20] Felder G., Elliptic quantum groups, in Proceedings XIth International Congress of Mathematical Physics (1994, Paris), Cambridge, Int. Press, 1995, 211–218, hep-th/9412207.

[21] Frønsdal C., Quasi-Hopf deformations of quantum groups, Lett. Math. Phys., 1997, V.40, 117–134, q-alg/9611028.

[22] Enriquez B., Felder G., Elliptic quantum groups Eτ,η(^sl2) and quasi-Hopf algebras, Comm. Math. Phys., 1998, V.195, 651–689, q-alg/9703018.

[23] Jimbo M., Konno H., Odake S., Shiraishi J., Quasi-Hopf twistors for elliptic quantum groups, Transformation Groups, 1999, V.4, 303–327, q-alg/9712029.

[24] Drinfel’d V.G., Quasi-Hopf algebras, Leningrad Math. J., 1990, V.1, 1419–1457. [25] Babelon O., Bernard D., Billey E., A quasi-Hopf algebra interpretation of quantum 3j- and 6j-symbols and difference equations, Phys. Lett. B, 1996, V.375, 89–97, q-alg/9511019.

[26] Felder G., Varchenko A., On representations of the elliptic quantum groups Eτ,η(sl2), Comm. Math. Phys., 1996, V.181, 741–761, q-alg/9601003.

[27] Etingof P., Varchenko A., Solutions of the quantum dynamical Yang–Baxter equation and dynamical quantum groups, Comm. Math. Phys., 1998, V.196, 591–640, q-alg/9708015.

[28] Etingof P., Varchenko A., Exchange dynamical quantum groups, Comm. Math. Phys., 1999, V.205, 19–52, math.QA/9801135.

[29] Koelink E., van Norden Y., Rosengren H., Elliptic U(2) quantum group and elliptic hypergeometric series, Comm. Math. Phys., 2004, V.245, 519–537, math.QA/0304189.

[30] Kac V.G., Infinite dimensional Lie algebras, 3rd ed., Cambridge University Press, 1990. [31] Tanisaki T., Killing forms, Harish–Chandra isomorphysims, and universal R matrices for quantum algebras, Internat. J. Modern Phys. A, 1991, V.7, 941–961.

[32] Arnaudon D., Buffenoir E., Ragoucy E., Roche P., Universal solutions of quantum dynamical Yang–Baxter equations, Lett. Math. Phys., 1998, V.44, 201–214, q-alg/9712037.

[33] Idzumi M., Iohara K., Jimbo M., Miwa T., Nakashima T., Tokihiro T., Quantum affine symmetry in vertex models, Internat. J. Modern Phys. A, 1993, V.8, 1479–1511, hep-th/9208066.

[34] Bourbaki N., Groupes et Algebres de Lie, Chaps. 4–6, Paris, Hermann, 1968.

[35] Date E., Okado M., Calculation of excited spectra of the spin model related with the vector representation of the quantized affine algebra of type A^{(1)}n , Internat. J. Modern Phys. A, 1994, V.9, 399–417.

[36] Davies B., Okado M., Excitation spectra of spin models constructed from quantized affine algebras of types B^{(1)}n and D^{(1)}n , Internat. J. Modern Phys. A, 1996, V.11, 1975–2018, hep-th/9506201.

[37] Jing N., Misra K.C., Okado M., q-wedge modules for quantized enveloping algebras of classical type, J. Algebra, 2000, V.230, 518–539, math.QA/9811013.

[38] Drinfel’d V.G., On almost co-commutative Hopf algebras, Leningrad Math. J., 1990, V.1, 231–431.