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Abstract

We establish an equivalence between two approaches to quantization of irreducible symmetric spaces of com-
pact type within the framework of quasi-coactions, one based on the Enriquez—Etingof cyclotomic Knizhnik—
Zamolodchikov (KZ) equations and the other on the Letzter—Kolb coideals. This equivalence can be upgraded to
that of ribbon braided quasi-coactions, and then the associated reflection operators (K-matrices) become a tangible
invariant of the quantization. As an application we obtain a Kohno-Drinfeld type theorem on type B braid group
representations defined by the monodromy of KZ-equations and by the Balagovi¢—Kolb universal K-matrices. The
cases of Hermitian and non-Hermitian symmetric spaces are significantly different. In particular, in the latter case
a quasi-coaction is essentially unique, while in the former we show that there is a one-parameter family of mutually
nonequivalent quasi-coactions.
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Introduction

This paper is about quantization of symmetric spaces of compact type. It will be sufficient to concentrate
on the irreducible simply connected symmetric spaces of type I, that is, the spaces of the form U/U“
for a compact simply connected simple Lie group U with an involutive automorphism o-. Our approach
is motivated by the groundbreaking work of Drinfeld [Dri89b], in which he gave a new algebraic
proof of Kohno’s theorem [Koh87] on equivalence of the braid group representations that appear as
deformations of representations of the symmetric group on tensor powers of some representation of
g = u®. The representations in question are defined by the monodromy of the Knizhnik-Zamolodchikov
(KZ) equations, on the one hand, and by the universal R-matrix of the Hopf algebraic deformation Uy, (g)
of the universal enveloping algebra U(g) on the other.

Drinfeld developed a framework of quasi-triangular quasi-bialgebras, which captures both types of
representations. He showed that a deformation of U(g) among such quasi-bialgebras is controlled by the
co-Hochschild cohomology of the coalgebra U(g), up to a natural notion of equivalence derived from
tensor categorical considerations. This cohomology is the exterior algebra A g, and the part giving the
deformation parameter is the one-dimensional space (A> g)%. Moreover, this parameter is detected by
the eigenvalues of the square of the braiding.

In the course of developing the theory, Drinfeld also clarified the geometric structures behind such
deformations. Namely, the first order terms of the deformations correspond to Poisson—Lie group
structures on U, or structures of a Lie bialgebra on u. The two types of representations of the braid
groups arise from different models of quantizations of Poisson—Lie groups, and Drinfeld’s result says
that such quantizations are essentially unique. In hindsight, his result can be interpreted as an instance
of the formality principle, which roughly says that deformations of algebraic structures are controlled
by first order terms through a quasi-isomorphism of differential graded Lie algebras.

Having understood quantizations of Poisson—Lie groups, one natural next direction is to look at
quantizations of the Poisson homogeneous spaces. The first important step towards a classification of
such spaces was again made by Drinfeld [Dri93]: For the standard Poisson—Lie group structure on U,
they correspond to the real Lagrangian subalgebras of g. A complete classification of these spaces (with
connected stabilizers) was then given by Karolinsky [Kar96].
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The first classification result for quantizations of Poisson homogeneous spaces was obtained by
Podles [Pod87]. He classified the actions of Woronowicz’s compact quantum group SU,(2) [Wor87]
with the same spectral pattern as that of SU(2) acting on (the functions on) the 2-sphere S2. In other
words, he considered coactions of the C*-bialgebra C(SU,(2)), which is a deformation of the algebra
of continuous functions on SU(2) and is dual to (an analytic version of) Uy, (sl;). Podles showed that
there is a one-parameter family of isomorphism classes of such coactions. From the geometric point
of view, this is explained by the fact that the covariant Poisson structures on S? form a Poisson pencil
[She9l].

Tensor categorical counterparts of Hopf algebra coactions are module categories. Although the
precise correspondence, through a Tannaka—Krein type duality, came later [Ost03, DCY 13, Nes14],
in the context of quantization of Poisson homogeneous spaces there is already a rich accumulation of
results obtained from various angles, all related to the reflection equation.

This equation was introduced by Cherednik [Che84] to study quantum integrable systems on the half-
line. While braiding (Yang—Baxter operator) represents scattering of two particles colliding in a one-
dimensional system, a solution of the reflection equation (reflection operator) represents the interaction
of a particle with a boundary. Adding this operator to a braided tensor category (where the Yang—Baxter
operators live) gives rise to a new category with a larger space of morphisms, which admits a monoidal
product of the braided tensor category from one side, thus yielding a module category [tDHO98], or
more precisely, a braided module category [Brol3].

Matrix solutions of the reflection equation for the universal R-matrix of quasi-triangular Hopf
algebras lead to coideal subalgebras, as originally pointed out by Noumi [Nou96] and further clari-
fied by Kolb—Stokman [KS09]. In this direction, the best understood class is that of quantum sym-
metric pairs, that is, the coideals which are deformations of U(g?) for a conjugate 6 of o such
that ¢ is maximally noncompact relative to the Cartan subalgebra defining the deformation Uy, (g).
Following Koornwinder’s work [Koo093] on the dual coideals of the Podle$ spheres, Letzter [Let99]
developed a systematic way of constructing such coideal subalgebras U;l (%) < Uy(g) for finite
type Lie algebras, which was refined and extended by Kolb to Kac—-Moody Lie algebras [Koll4].
Next, a universal K-matrix for U;l(gg), which gives reflection operators in the representations of
U;l(gg), was defined by Kolb and Balagovié¢ [Kol08, BK19] expanding on the earlier work of Bao
and Wang [BW 18] on the (quasi-split) type AIIl and AIV cases. The construction relied on a coideal
analogue of Lusztig’s bar involution [BW 18, BK15]. Kolb [Kol20] further showed, developing on
the ideas from [tDHO98, Brol3], that these structures give rise to ribbon twist-braided module
categories.

On the dual side, a deformation quantization of U/U? from the reflection equation was developed
by Gurevich, Donin, Mudrov and others [GS99, DGS99, DM03b, DM03a]. Here, one sees a close
connection to the theory of dynamical r-matrices [Fel95, EV98].

There is a parallel theory of module categories over the Drinfeld category, that is, the tensor category
of finite-dimensional g-modules with the associator defined by the monodromy of the KZ-equations.
The basic idea is to add an extra pole in these equations, then the reflection operator appears as a
suitably normalized monodromy around it. Conceptually, the usual KZ-equations give flat connections
on the configuration space of points in the complement of type A hyperplane configurations, and the
modified equations are obtained by looking at the complement of type B hyperplane configurations.
Following early works of Leibman [Lei94] and Golubeva—Leksin [GLOO] on monodromy of such
equations, Enriquez [Enr07] introduced cyclotomic KZ-equations. He also defined quasi-reflection
algebras, a particular class of quasi-coactions of quasi-bialgebras, which can be considered as type B
analogues of quasi-triangular quasi-bialgebras. This formalism turned out to have powerful applications
to quantization of Poisson homogeneous spaces, where the associator of a quasi-coaction gives rise to
a quantization of a dynamical r-matrix [EEO5].

Based on these developments and guided by the categorical duality between module categories and
Hopf algebraic coactions, we proposed a conjecture on equivalence between the following structures
[DCNTY19]:
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e a category of finite-dimensional representations of g, considered as a ribbon twist-braided mod-
ule category over the Drinfeld category, with the associator and ribbon twist-braid defined by the
cyclotomic KZ-equations;

e a category of finite-dimensional modules over a Letzter—Kolb coideal U;l (g?), considered as a ribbon
twist-braided module category over the category of Uj(g)-modules, with the ribbon twist-braid
defined by the Balagovi¢c—Kolb universal K-matrix.

To be precise, the conjecture was formulated in the analytic setting, that is, ¢ = e’ was assumed to

be a real number and the categories carried unitary structures. In this paper, we give a proof of the
corresponding conjecture in the formal setting using the framework of quasi-coactions.

It should be mentioned that Brochier [Bro12] has already proved an interesting equivalence between
two quasi-coactions on Uy (h), where ) < ¢ is the Cartan subalgebra and one of the quasi-coactions
comes from the cyclotomic KZ-equations associated with a finite order automorphism o such that
g? = b. In his setting, the extra deformation parameter space is the formal group generated by the
Cartan algebra. The construction of the equivalence follows the strategy of [Dri89b], this time relying
on the co-Hochschild cohomology studied by Calaque [Cal06].

Now, let us sketch what we concretely carry out:

e Show that the quasi-coactions of Drinfeld’s quasi-bialgebra induced by the cyclotomic KZ-equations
are generically universal among the quasi-coactions deforming A on U(g?).

e Give a complete classification of the corresponding ribbon twist-braids and show that the correspond-
ing K-matrices give a complete invariant of the quasi-coactions.

e In the Hermitian case (see below), when there is a one-parameter family of nonequivalent quasi-
coactions, establish a correspondence with Poisson structures on U/U? by studying coisotropic
subgroups which are conjugates (‘Cayley transforms’) of U“.

e Make a concrete comparison with the Letzter—Kolb coideals and the Balagovi¢—Kolb braided module
categorical structures.

In the first step, the main idea is to reduce the problem to vanishing of obstructions in a suitable
version of the co-Hochschild cohomology. This strategy is quite standard; see [Dri89b, Brol2], but
while these papers relied on the braiding/ribbon braids to have a good control of the cohomology, we
work with the cohomology classes directly, analogously to Donin—Shnider’s approach [DS97] to Lie
bialgebra quantization, and the identification of the ribbon twist-braids comes only towards the end.
The relevant co-Hochschild cohomology turns out to be isomorphic to A m® for m© = g © g7, and the
deformation of a quasi-coaction is controlled by the invariant part of the second cohomology, that is,
(A2m©)s”. Up to complexification, this space can be interpreted as the space of U-invariant bivectors
on U/U7, hence there is a direct connection to equivariant deformation quantization. This is where one
sees the formality principle in action.

At this point, we encounter an important dichotomy between the Hermitian and the non-
Hermitian cases. Although we already discussed it in [DCNTY19] based on the parameters t
for the coideals U;l(gg), the following observation is perhaps more illuminating: The dimension
of (A>m®)87 is either zero or one and is equal to that of the center of g“. In the Hermi-
tian case, and only in this case, this dimension is one and the corresponding homogeneous space
U/U? has an invariant Hermitian structure, induced by an element of the center of g” (hence the
name).

In the non-Hermitian case, the triviality of the center eliminates cohomological obstructions, quickly
leading to rigidity of the algebra structure and coaction homomorphisms on U(g? ). Our results in this
case can be summarized as follows.

Theorem A (Section 2.2 and Theorem 2.18). Let u? < u be a non-Hermitian irreducible symmetric
pair. Suppose that a: U(g?)[h] — U(g?) ® U(a)[h] and ¥ € U(g”) ® U(g)®*[ 1] define a quasi-
coaction of Drinfeld’s quasi-bialgebra (U(g)[ ], A, @kz) that deforms A: U(g7) — U(g7) ® U(g),
and let (a’,¥') be another such pair. Then (a, ¥) and (a’, ¥’) are obtained from each other by twisting.
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Moreover, the quasi-coaction (U(g7)[[h], @, ¥) admits a unique ribbon o-braid £ with prescribed
constant term £ € 1 ® Z(U).

In the above formulation, the ribbon twist-braid is allowed to live in a certain completion of U(g) ®
U(g)[[#]]. Namely, consider the multiplier algebra of the algebra of finitely supported functions on the
dual of U7 [VD96], which is the direct product of full matrix algebras

U(G) = | [ End(Va).

where 7 runs over the irreducible finite-dimensional representations of g which appear in finite-
dimensional representations of g. We can further define

UGTxG" =[] End(Vx) @End(Vy,) ®- - ®End(Vy,),

where 7y, ..., run over the irreducible finite-dimensional representations of g. Then we take £ as an
element of U(G7 x G)[ h].

The situation is more interesting in the Hermitian case. Even up to equivalence defined by twisting, the
quasi-coactions are no longer unique. In this case, we show that generic quasi-coactions are equivalent to
the ones arising from the cyclotomic KZ-equations with prescribed coefficients [EE05, DCNTY 19]: The
associator Wz ., for parameters s € C \ iQ* and u € hC[[ ], is given as the normalized monodromy
from w = 0 to w = 1 of the differential equation

GRS LT n2e +ChH + (s+ )7y

w+1 w—1 w

H'(w) = H(w).

Here, we put i = %, and the coefficients are given as follows: ™, 5, ™ are the canonical 2-tensors
of u, f = u?, and m = u o ¥ respectively, C! is the Casimir element of f associated to #I, and Z is a
normalized element of 3(¥).

If s = 0, then Wk7, ., makes sense in U (g7 ) ®U(g) ®*[ 1], but otherwise we can only say that Wkz s,
is inU (G x G?)[[h]. It is therefore convenient to start working with the multiplier algebras throughout
instead of the universal enveloping algebras. Fortunately, the concepts of quasi-bialgebras and quasi-
coactions have straightforward formulations in this setting, and from the categorical point of view
this formalism is actually even more natural when dealing with semisimple module categories. Then
(UGT)[A], A, Ykz,s:u) is a quasi-coaction of (U(G)[ k], A, Pkz), and our results can be summarized
as follows.

Theorem B (Theorems 2.16 and 2.19). Let u? < u be an irreducible Hermitian symmetric pair, and
let w be an invariant symplectic form on U /U . There is a countable subset A C C with the following
property: If a: U(G)[[h] — U(GT x G)[[h] and ¥ € U(G x G*)[ h] define a quasi-coaction
of U(G)[ 1], A, ®xz) that deforms A: U(GT) — U(G? X G), and the first order term ¥V of ¥
satisfies (w, ¥ VY € C\ A, then there is a pair (s, 1), unique up to translation by (2iZ,0), such that
(UG h], @, ) is equivalent to (U(GT)[h], A, Ykz,5:u). Moreover, U(G)[h],a, V) admits a
unique ribbon o -braid £ with prescribed constant term £©) € 1 ® exp(-nisZ)Z(U).

We resolve the cohomological obstruction to equivalence by looking at the expansion of WYkz s,
where we follow Enriquez and Etingof’s work [EE05] on quantization of dynamical r-matrices. Up to
a coboundary, Wkz,s.,, has the expansion

h + 9
TKZ,s;y“'l__tanh(M) Z (e a)1®(X(,®X,a—X,a®Xa)+---,

2 2

"
aedr.
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where @ is the set of positive roots in m® with respect to a choice of Cartan subalgebra in g, and
X, is a normalized root vector for +a; see Sections 2.3 and 2.5 for details. This shows that, under
a perturbation of u, the associator changes in the term one order higher than the perturbation, with a
precise control of the cohomology class (formal Poisson structure) of the difference in that term. This
leads to the universality of quasi-coactions with the associators Wkz ., and can be interpreted as “poor
man’s formality’ for equivariant deformation quantization.

We next apply these results to the Letzter—Kolb coideals. Since our classification is formulated in
the framework of multiplier algebras, we show that the coideals indeed give rise to such structures,
essentially by taking a completion. It should be stressed that the formalism of multiplier algebras is
important not only for making sense of Wkz, ... The second and even more important reason is that it
allows us to check that the coactions defined by the Letzter—Kolb coideals are twistings of A. The point
is that, since g is not semisimple in the Hermitian case, the standard arguments based on Whitehead’s
first lemma are not applicable. By working with the multiplier algebras, which are built out of semisimple
algebras, we can circumvent the nonvanishing of Lie algebraic cohomological obstructions. We still
need to use Letzter’s result [LetO0] on existence of spherical vectors for this, which means that we have
to consider #-coideals U}, (g%).

Next, in the Hermitian case, we have to verify the condition on the first order term ) For
this, we study Poisson homogeneous structures on U/U“. More precisely, we have to compare two
Poisson structures, corresponding to two ways we obtain the quasi-coactions. On the one hand,
from the cyclotomic KZ-equations we obtain a Poisson pencil [DG95], where one takes the sum of
the left action of the standard r-matrix » on U/U? and a scalar multiple of the Kostant—Kirillov—
Souriau bracket, which agrees with the bracket defined by the right action of r. On the other
hand, from the coideals we obtain the reduction of the Sklyanin bracket to quotients by coisotropic
subgroups.

Starting from the model o = 6 in the maximally noncompact position, where the subgroup is
coisotropic [FL04], we take a distinguished one-parameter family of subgroups U?% that are conjugate
to U? by interpolated Cayley transforms and show that the associated fixed point subgroups U?%
remain coisotropic. At the level of Lie algebras, this construction interpolates between the maximally
noncompact subalgebra g and the maximally compact one g” (which contains }). Moreover, the Lie
algebras g% turn out to be the classical limits of the Letzter—Kolb #-coideals U;l(gg). By a detailed
analysis of the Cayley transforms, we are able to find the relation between the parameters ¢ and t, as
well as to compute the cohomology classes of W) for the associators we get. In a bit imprecise form,
these results are summarized as follows.

Theorem C (Theorems 5.4, 5.5, 5.8 and 5.10). There is a parameter set T (consisting of one point
t = 0 in the non-Hermitian case) defining *-coideals U}tl (8?) and satisfying the following properties. For
every t € T*, the coideal U;l (8?) gives rise to a coaction of a multiplier bialgebra which is equivalent
to the quasi-coaction U(GP)[h], A, ¥kz,s;) of U(G)[ ], A, Pkz), where G < G is a subgroup
conjugate to G9, while s € R and u € hR[ h] are uniquely determined parameters (equal to 0 in the
non-Hermitian case), with s given by an explicit formula. Under this equivalence, the Balagoviéc—Kolb
ribbon twist-braids correspond to the ones coming from the cyclotomic KZ-equations.

This implies a Kohno—Drinfeld type result (Theorems 5.12 and 5.13) for quantum symmetric pairs,
stating that representations of type B braid groups arising from the coideals and the cyclotomic KZ-
equations are equivalent.

A formula for the parameter u in Theorem C can in principle be obtained by comparing the eigenvalues
of the reflection operators in the two pictures. In the general case, this step might be somewhat involved,
but at least for the AIII case (which corresponds to the symmetric pairs s(11, ® uy_,) < suy) this can
be done thanks to the classification of reflection operators by Mudrov [Mud02].

So far we have discussed the case of irreducible symmetric spaces of type I, that is, U/U? with U
simple. However, the type II case, corresponding to U itself as a symmetric space, or the quotient of
U x U by the diagonal subgroup, can be handled in essentially the same way as the non-Hermitian type
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I cases. In particular, Theorems A and C can be adapted to this case. This implies that an analogue of
Theorem C holds in general for Letzter—Kolb *-coideals of U (g) with g semisimple.

Let us now briefly summarize the contents of the paper. In Section 1, we recall basic definitions and
introduce conventions which are used throughout the paper.

In Section 2, we prove our main conceptual results on classification of quasi-coactions and ribbon
twist-braids. As explained above, the non-Hermitian case is done by a more or less standard cohomo-
logical argument, while in the Hermitian case we look into the structure of the associators arising from
the cyclotomic KZ-equations.

In Section 3, we focus on the Hermitian case and look at conjugates of u¢ < u in the maximally
compact position by interpolated Cayley transforms. We show that these conjugates generate coisotropic
subgroups and relate them to models arising from the cyclotomic KZ-equations, with an explicit formula
for the first order term.

In Section 4, we explain how the quantized universal enveloping algebra and the Letzter—Kolb
coideals fit into our setting of multiplier quasi-bialgebras and their quasi-coactions.

Finally, in Section 5, we combine the results of the previous sections and prove our main comparison
theorems. We finish the section with a detailed analysis of the AIII case.

There are three appendices, in which we collect some technical but not fundamentally new results
used in the paper.

Let us close the introduction with some further problems. First of all, a general formula for y in
Theorem C would be nice to find, especially if this can be done in a unified way rather than via a case-
by-case analysis. Second, the analytic version of the conjecture, as originally proposed in [DCNTY 19],
remains to be settled, together with a comparison with the ‘Vogan picture’ introduced there. On the
geometric side, one would like to extend the above results in the Hermitian case to all coadjoint orbits
of U.

1. Preliminaries
1.1. Conventions
We treat i as a formal variable and put 2* = h when we consider *-algebraic structures. We put

h
q:eh and h=—,
Tl

the latter is mostly reserved for the KZ-equations. We denote the space of formal power series with
coefficients in A by

(e8]

A[r] = {a = > na

n=0

a e A},

and the space of Laurent series by

00

Al h] = {a = > n"a™

n=k

a™ e A ke Z}.

For a € A[h™", h]), we denote the smallest n such that a™ # 0 by ord(a).

We denote the h-adically completed tensor product of C[[2]]-modules by ®. In particular, we have
(A[[2]) & (B[2]) = (A ® B)[A].

When A = C and a € C[[ ] has constant term a® > 0, we take its nth root b = a% to be the unique
solution of 5" = a such that »(¥) is positive. A similar convention is used for log.
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1.2. Simple Lie groups

Throughout the entire paper, u denotes a compact simple Lie algebra and g denotes its complexification.
The connected and simply connected Lie groups corresponding to g and u are denoted by G and U.

We denote by (-, )y the unique invariant symmetric bilinear form on g such that, for any Cartan
subalgebra h < g, its dual form on h* has the property that (a,a) = 2 for every short root a. Let
" € u®? be the corresponding invariant tensor:

t”=ZXi®Xi, (1.1)
i

where (X;); is a basis in g and (X?); is the dual basis.

Recall that (-, -)y is negative definite on u. Therefore, if we define an antilinear involution * on g by
letting X* = —X for X € u, then (X, Y")q becomes an (Ad U)-invariant Hermitian scalar product on g.

We denote the category of finite-dimensional algebraic representations of the linear algebraic group
G (equivalently, finite-dimensional representations of g) by Rep G. It is equivalent to the category of
finite-dimensional unitary representations of U. We write 7 € Rep G to say that r is a finite-dimensional
representation of G, its underlying space is denoted by V. We also fix a set Irr G of representatives of
the isomorphism classes of irreducible representations.

We will often have to extend the scalars to C[[ 1]]. Denote the category we get by (Rep G)[[/]. Thus,
the objects of (Rep G)[[ 2] are the G-modules over C[[ 4] that are isomorphic to the modules of the form
Vx| ] for = € Rep G.

1.3. Multiplier algebras

Forn=1,2,..., we put

UG = [] End(Va)®-- @ End(Vy,).

mielr G,
i=1,..., n

We view G and g as subsets of U (G) = U(G").
Since for every irreducible m € Rep G, there is a unique up to a scalar factor U-invariant Hermitian
scalar product on V, we have a canonical involution * on U/ (G"). There is also a unique homomorphism

A:U(G) = U(GY)

characterized by the identities (71 ® m12) (A(T))S = S (T) for all intertwiners S: V; — V,, ® V,,. Then
A(g) = g ® g for g € G. This characterizes the elements of G among the nonzero elements of U (G).
Similarly, the identity A(X) = X ® 1 + 1 ® X for X € g characterizes g inside U(G).

Denote by O(G) the Hopf algebra of regular functions (matrix coefficients of finite-dimensional
representations) on G. We occasionally write O(U) instead of O(G) when we think of it as a function
algebra on U.

There is a nondegenerate pairing between I/ (G) and O(G) that allows us to identify U/ (G) with the
dual space of O(G). Concretely, if  is irreducible, T € End(V,), v € V., £ € V%, then for the matrix
coefficient a, ¢ € O(G), ay ¢(g) = £(n(g)v), we have

(av,e,T) =(Tv),

and (f,T) = O for the matrix coefficients f of the irreducible representations 7’ inequivalent to 7.
Similarly, U/ (G") is the linear dual of O(G)®". With respect to this duality, the bialgebra structures are
related by

(i ® o, A(T)) = (fifa, T), (A(f), 1 ®To) =(f,ThT2)
for f; € O(G) and T; € U(G).
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We can do the same constructions for any reductive linear algebraic group H over C. We then also
define

UH X G") = ]_[ End(V,) ® End(Vy,) ® - - - ® End(Vy, )

nelrr H,m; elir G,
i=1,..., n

for 0 < n < oo. In a more invariant form, U/ (H x G") is the linear dual of O(H x G™).

Assume in addition that H is an algebraic subgroup of G. Then the embedding H — G extends to
an embedding of U/ (H"*!) into U (H x G™). In particular, the comultiplication A : U (H) — U(H?) can
be viewed as a homomorphism U (H) — U(H X G).

Note that in general H is not simply connected. In Lie algebraic terms, the category Rep H consists
of the finite-dimensional representations of [ that are subrepresentations of the finite-dimensional
representations of g restricted to b.

1.4. Quasi-coactions and ribbon twist-braids

The notion of a quasi-bialgebra [Dri89b] has a straightforward adaptation to the setting of multi-
plier algebras, cf. [NT11, Section 2]. We will be interested in multiplier quasi-bialgebras of the form
(UG 1], An, €, @). Thus, Ay, is a nondegenerate homomorphism U(G)[2] — U(G*)[ 1], mean-
ing that the images of the idempotents Ay (idy,) (r € Irr G) in End(V,, ® Vg,)[h] add up to 1,
€n: U(G)[[h]] — C[ 4] is a nondegenerate homomorphism, and ® € U/ (G>)[ 4] is an invertible ele-
ment (with ®O = 1) satisfying the same identities as in [Dri89b, Section 1].

The assumption of nondegeneracy for the counit €;, implies that it is determined by its restrictions
to the blocks End(V,)[ A] of U(G)[[h]. Since there are no nonzero (C[[ /] -linear) homomorphisms
End(V)[h] — C[A] for dimV > 1 and there is a unique such homomorphism for dimV = 1, we
conclude that €, coincides with the standard counit € on /(G)[[#]. From now on, we will therefore
omit €, from the notation for a multiplier quasi-bialgebra.

Given a reductive algebraic subgroup H of G, a quasi-coaction of (U(G)[ k], An, ®) on U(H)[ k]
is given by a nondegenerate homomorphism «: U(H)[ k] — U(H x G)[ 1] and an associator ¥ €
U(H x G*)[ 1] satistying ¥ =1,

(id®e)a =id,
Y(e®id)a(T) = (id® Ap)a(T)¥Y (T € U(H)[A]), (1.2)
the mixed pentagon equation
@1 3%,12,3%0,1,2 = Yo,1,23%01,2.3, (1.3)

with Wo1,2.3 = (@ ® id)(¥), Yo,12,3 = (idy(a) ® Ap ® id)(P), etc., and the normalization conditions
(id® e®id)(¥) = (id®id® €)(¥) = 1.

A multiplier quasi-bialgebra (U(G)[h],An, @) defines a tensor category ((Rep G)[%],®n, @),
where the tensor product ®, on (RepG)[4] is defined using A, and the associativity isomor-
phism is given by the action of ®. A quasi-coaction as above defines then the structure of a
right ((Rep G)[ 1], ®, ®)-module category on (Rep H)[ h]]. Namely, the functor ©,: (Rep H)[ 2] %
(Rep G)[[1]] — (Rep H)[[ 1] defining the module category structure is induced by @, while the asso-
ciativity morphisms are defined by the action of ¥. See [DCNTY 19, Section 1] for more details, but
note that in [DCNTY 19] we worked in the analytic setting, meaning that ¢ = e’ was a real number and
® cU(G?), ¥ e U(H x G?).
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Next, let R € U(G?)[h] be an R-matrix (with R©) = 1) for (U(G)[ h], A, @), that is, RA,(-) =
A;’lp()R and R satisfies the hexagon relations. Let B be an automorphism of the quasi-triangular
multiplier quasi-bialgebra (U(G)[[ ], An, @, R). A ribbon B-braid is given by an invertible element
& € U(H x G)[ 1] satisfying

E(id® B)a(T) = a(T)E (T e U(H)[R]). (1.4)
(@ ®id)(E) = ¥ ' Ra1 W21 £ (id ® id ® B) (P, R12'P), (1.5)
(id ® Ap)(€) = Ro1Po21€02(id @ id ® B) (¥, R12P)E01 (id @ B @ B) (P7). (1.6)

When g is the identity map, we just say ‘ribbon braid’ instead of ‘ribbon id-braid’. We want to stress
that, as opposed to ®, ¥ and R, we do not require £*) = 1. A quadruple (U(H)[ 1], a, ¥, &) satisfying
equations (1.4) and (1.5) is a version of a quasi-reflection algebra [Enr(7]. In categorical terms, the action
of £ on M ©, N defines the structure of a ribbon B-braided module category on ((Rep H)[[ 1], ©q, P).
See again [DCNTY 19, Section 1] for more details.

1.5. Twisting

We can transform a quasi-coaction (U(H)[ 1], @, ¥) of (U(G)[h], A, ®@) into a new one as follows.
Suppose that we are given elements F € U(G?)[ k] and G € U(H x G)[ h] such that F©@ = 1,60 =1
and

(e®id)(F) =({d®€)(F) =1, (id®e)(g) =1.

Then the twisting of the quasi-coaction by (F,G) is the quasi-coaction (U(H)[h],ag, ¥x g) of the
multiplier quasi-bialgebra (U(G)[ 1], An, 7, ©F), where

Apr=FA,()F, Or=(10F)[id® Ap)(F)P(A, @id)(F YWF'®1),
ag =Ga()G™", Pro=(1®F)(id®Ay)(G)¥(@®id)(G )G 'el).

Twisting defines an equivalence relation on the quasi-coactions. In categorical terms, it means that
we pass from ((Rep G)[[ 1], ®n, @) to the equivalent tensor category ((Rep G)[[ 1], ®n, 7, @ F), with the
tensor product defined by Aj,_ £, and, up to this equivalence, the ((Rep G)[ 2], ®y, ®)-module category
((Rep H)[[ 1], @a» P) is equivalent to the ((Rep G)[ h], ®n, 7, ®+)-module category

((Rep H)[ 1], ©ag. ¥F.9)-

As the following result shows, twisting often allows one to push all the information on a quasi-
coaction into the associators.

Lemma 1.1. Assume H is a reductive algebraic subgroup of G and (U(H)[ k], a, ¥) is a quasi-coaction
of U(G)[[h], An, @) such that both @ and Ay, equal A modulo h. Then this quasi-coaction is a twisting
of a quasi-coaction (U(H)[ k], A, ¥’) of (U(G)[ ], A, D) for some ¥’ and @’

Proof. Take irreducible representations 71 and m; of G. Consider the homomorphisms f = (7] ® m)A
and fj, = (71 ® mp) Ay, from U(G)[[ 2] into End(V,, ® V,)[2]. The assumption of nondegeneracy for
A, implies that there exists a finite set F C Irr G such that fj, factors through € . End(V,)[ h]. By
taking F large enough, we may assume that the same is true for f. Since the algebra € . End(Vy)
is semisimple, there are no nontrivial deformations of any given homomorphism P , . End(V,) —
End(V,, ® Vy,). Hence, there exists Fy, », € End(Vy, ® Vg,)[h] such that ]-",(r??,rz =1land f; =
(AdFr ) f- Then F = (Fry m)m,meirG € U(G?)[1] satisfies F©@ = 1 and Ay = FA()F L
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Furthermore, since the counit of (U(G)[[A], Apn, @) is €, we could take Fy, r, = 1 if either 7y or my
were trivial representations. In this case, F would additionally satisfy (¢ ® id)(F) = (id ® €)(F) = 1.

In a similar way, we can find G € U (H xG)[[h] suchthat G =1, (t®€)(G) = 1anda = GA(-)G™.
Then the twisting by (F~!, G™!) gives the required quasi-coaction. o

Next, given a quasi-coaction (U(H)[ 1], @, ¥) of U(G)[ 1], A, ©), assume in addition we have an
automorphism B of (U(G)[ k], Ap, ®@). If F satisfies (B® 8)(F) = F, then B remains an automorphism
of U(G)[[h], An. 7, ®F). Assume also that R € U (G?)[[ ] is an R-matrix for (U(G)[[h], An, @) that
is fixed under 8. Then Ry = Fo;RF ! is an R-matrix for (U(G)[ 1], An. 7, ®F), again fixed by 3.
Given a ribbon S-braid £ for the original quasi-coaction we get a ribbon S-braid &g for the twisted
quasi-coaction (U(H)[[ ], ag, ¥x.g) of U(G)[ 1], An r ®r, Rr) defined by

&g =GE(d® B)(G)™". (1.7)

The condition (8 ® 8)(F) = F can be relaxed; we will return to this in Section 5.1.

1.6. Symmetric pairs

Let T be a proper Lie subalgebra of u. We say that ¥ < u is a symmetric pair, or more precisely, an
irreducible symmetric pair of type I, if there is a (necessarily unique) involutive automorphism o of u
such that £ = u“. Whenever convenient, we extend o to U (G), in particular, to g. Let K = U“. The
compact group K is connected by [HelO1, Theorem VII.8.2]. Using the Cartan decomposition of G, we
can also conclude that G is connected.

Given such a symmetric pair, put

m={Xecul|oX)=-X),

which is the orthogonal complement of f in u with respect to the invariant inner product. We also write
m® = m @ C for its complexification.

We say that a symmetric pair f < uis Hermitian, if U/K is a Hermitian symmetric space. Such sym-
metric pairs are equivalently characterized by either of the following conditions; see [Bor98, Proposition
VI.1.3]:

e The center 3(f) is nontrivial (and 1-dimensional);
o The space m has a (unique up to a sign) f-invariant complex structure.

The following closely related characterization will be crucial for us.

Lemma 1.2. For any symmetric pair ¥ < u, we have dim(A>m)! = 1 if ¥ < u is Hermitian, and
dim( A2 m)t = 0 otherwise. We always have m* = 0.

Proof. Since U is simple by assumption, U/K is an irreducible symmetric space, so K acts irreducibly
onm = T, (U/K). As U/K is not one-dimensional, this cannot be the trivial action, and we get mt = 0.

Next, since m has a f-invariant inner product, the space (A% m)! is isomorphic to the space of f-
invariant skew-adjoint operators on m. Assume we are given such a nonzero operator A. Then A2 = —A*A
is self-adjoint, with negative eigenvalues. Hence, A is diagonalizable, and by irreducibility of the action
of ¥ on m we conclude that A% must be a strictly negative scalar. Therefore, by rescaling A we get a
f-invariant complex structure on m. Since there is a unique such structure up to a sign in the Hermitian
case and no such structure in the non-Hermitian case, we get the result. O

Remark 1.3. In the non-Hermitian case, the centralizer Zy; (K) of K in U is a finite group that either
agrees with the center Z(U) of U or contains it as a subgroup of index 2. Indeed, we have 3, (f) = 0
from the above lemma, which implies the finiteness of Zy; (K). To see that the index of Z(U) in Zy (K)
is at most 2, observe that any K-intertwiner on m has to be a (real) scalar by the vanishing of ( A2 m)t.
Then, given g € Zy; (K), the restriction of the finite-order K-intertwiner Ad g to m should be +1, which
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implies that either g € Z(U) or Adg = o. If the inclusion ¥ < u is of equal rank, there are elements
g satisfying Ad g = o, hence we obtain [Zy (K) : Z(U)] = 2. Otherwise there is no such g, hence we
obtain Zy (K) = Z(U).

An irreducible symmetric pair of type Il is an inclusion that is isomorphic to the diagonal inclusion of
u into u @ u (with a simple compact Lie algebra u). This corresponds to the involution o-(X,Y) = (Y, X)
on u & u. For such a pair, we can put m = {(X, —X) | X € u}. Since both m* and (A\*m)" are trivial,
such pairs behave in many respects similarly to the non-Hermitian type I pairs. We will therefore mostly
focus on the type I case and only make a few remarks on the type II case.

Back to type I symmetric pairs, in the Hermitian case, it is known that an invariant complex structure
on m is defined by an element of 3(¥). The correct normalization is given by the following.

Lemma 1.4. Assuming that ¥ < u is a Hermitian symmetric pair, let Z € 3(¥) be a vector such that
(Z,Z)s = —1. Then on m we have (ad Z)* = —a? id, where

2hVe
Ao =1f ,
7 dimm

¢ € {1,2,3} is the ratio of the square lengths of long and short roots of ¢ and h" is the dual Coxeter
number of g.

Proof. As (ad Z)|,, is f-invariant and skew-adjoint, by the proof of the previous lemma, we have
(ad Z)? = —a® on m for some scalar a > 0. Hence, for the Killing form Bjj on g we have B (Z, Z) =

Tr((ad Z)?) = —a® dimm. The Killing form and the normalized bilinear form (-, -), are related by
Bxkin = 2hVc(-, -)q; see [Kac90, Chapter 6, Exercise 2]. Combining this with (Z, Z), = —1, we get that
a=dag. m|

Corollary 1.5. The t-invariant complex structures on m are given by J_raL (ad Z) . For the involutive
automorphism o such that t = u?, we have

o =exp(l adZ).

o

In particular, we see that K is the stabilizer of Z in U with respect to the adjoint action. As the
adjoint and coadjoint representations are equivalent, this leads to yet another known characterization of
the Hermitian symmetric pairs: A symmetric pair f < u is Hermitian if and only if the homogeneous
U-space U/K is isomorphic to a coadjoint orbit of U.

2. Classification of quasi-coactions and ribbon braids

Throughout this section, f = u? < u denotes a symmetric pair. Our goal is to classify using the co-
Hochschild cohomology a class of quasi-coactions of (U(G)[ k], Ap, @) on U(G)[ h]-

2.1. Co-Hochschild cohomology for multiplier algebras

The co-Hochschild cochains will play a central role in this paper. Let H be a reductive algebraic subgroup

of G. Put B’C’;,H =U(H x G™) for 0 < n < oo, and define a differential E"G’H - B’g}q by

den(T) =Tor,..nr1 = Tonz,prt -+ (=D"To1_nineny + (="' To 1, 2.1

where Ty, jj+1....n+1 = (dymxgi-yy ® A ® idy(gn-i))(T) and To 1., =T ® 1. The group H acts
diagonally by conjugation on U (H X G"), the differential d.y is equivariant with respect to this action.
We put

BG.u = (BnG,H)H'
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Proposition 2.1. The cohomology of Bg.p is isomorphic to the exterior algebra )\ g/Y as a graded
H-module.

Proof. The complex B g is the algebraic linear dual of By, ;; = (O(H) ® O(G)®")y> with the
differential d: O(H) ® O(G)®" — O(H) ® O(G)®"! given by

n-1

d(fy® i®-®f) =D (D8 @ fifi1 ® & fut (=1)"fu() fo@® - ® fu1,

i=0

where fyfi is the product of fy and the restriction of f; to H. Thus, the cohomology of Bg. g is the
linear dual of the homology of Eé;  as an H-module.

The complex Eé; g 1s the standard complex computing the Hochschild homology

HH. (O(G), resO(H)) = Tor? 9P (0(G), s O(H),),

where the bimodule ;O (H)e has the underlying space O(H) with the bimodule structure f.a.f” =
f'(e)fafor f, f' € O(G) and a € O(H). In other words, we are computing

Tor? (@9 (O(A), O(H % {e})).

where A ¢ G X G is the diagonal. By [BGI71, Proposition VII.2.5], this is the exterior algebra on
Tor?(GXG) (O(A), O(H x {e})), and the latter is the conormal space of H C G at the point e. Since
this conormal space is the dual of g/f), we obtain the assertion. m]

Remark 2.2. Proposition 2.1 and its proof are valid for any linear algebraic group G over C and any
algebraic subgroup H, if we define U (H x G™) as the dual of O(H) ® O(G)®".

Corollary 2.3. For any reductive algebraic subgroup H < G, the cohomology of Bg u is isomorphic

to (A a/H)".
Proof. As the factors End(V,;) ® End(V,,) ® - - - ® End(Vy, ) of E’é  decompose into direct sums of
isotypical components, taking the H-invariant part commutes with taking cohomology. m

We will mainly need the following particular case.

Corollary 2.4. The cohomology of Bg.Ge is isomorphic to (\ m©)L.

Proof. This follows from the previous corollary since G is connected and g = f©. O

Remark 2.5. Instead of the multiplier algebras we could use the universal enveloping algebras and
define complexes Bg,b and By p; see Appendix A. The canonical maps U(g) — U(G) and U(h) —
U(H) are injective homomorphisms compatible with the coproduct maps U(G) — U(G X G) and
U(H) — U(H x H). Thus, we get an inclusion By — Bg u, and if H is connected, we also get an
inclusion By y — Bg, . Corollary A.5 shows that these maps are quasi-isomorphisms.

2.2. Classification of associators and ribbon braids: non-Hermitian case

Assume the symmetric pair ¥ < u is non-Hermitian.

Consider a multiplier quasi-bialgebra (U (G)[ k], An, @) such that A, = A modulo z. We claim that
up to twisting by (1, G) it has at most one quasi-coaction (U (G )[[ 1], @, ¥) such that @ = A modulo .
Since by Lemma 1.1, we may assume that both A, and a equal A, the following is an equivalent
statement.
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Theorem 2.6. Let ¥ = u” < u be a non-Hermitian symmetric pair, and ¥,¥’ € U(G? x G*)[ k]
be two associators defining quasi-coactions of (U(G)[[ 1], A, @), with the coaction homomorphisms
@ = @' = A. Then there is an element H € 1+ hU(G7 x G)![h] such that (id ® €)(H) = 1 and

Y= ’HO, 12‘1‘”7‘[61]’27'[6,11 .

Proof. Suppose that %) = W) for k < n. We claim that there is T € U(G x G)! such that
(id® €)(T) = 0 and ¥ and 7—[0,12‘1"7{611’27-[6’11 have the same terms up to (and including) order n for
H =1— h"T. The lemma is then proved by inductively applying this claim and taking the product of
the elements 1 — A"T we thus get. Note only that by f-invariance the elements 7p ; and Tp > obtained at
different steps commute with each other.

Take the difference of identities (1.3) for ¥ and ¥’ and consider the terms of order n. Since ¥ and
Y’ have the same terms up to order n — 1, we get

(P =105+ (B =10 = (P =9 103+ (B =¥ P05,

Since ¥ and W’ are f-invariant by equation (1.2), it follows that ¥ — ¥’(") js a cocycle in Bé Go- As

we are in the non-Hermitian case, by Corollary 2.4 and Lemma 1.2, we have pn) () = dey(T) for
someT € U(G7 x G)E. As (id ® € ® id) (W —¥'(M) = 0, we have (id ® €)(T) = 0. Thus, T satisfies
our claim. o

Remark 2.7. Analogous results are true at the level of the universal enveloping algebras instead of
the multiplier algebras. More precisely, given a quasi-bialgebra (U(g)[[A], An, ®) such that A, = A
modulo %, up to twisting by (1, G) there is at most one quasi-coaction (U(g7)[ 2], @, ¥) of this quasi-
bialgebra such that @ = A modulo 4. This is proved along the same lines as Lemma 1.1 and Theorem
2.6, but now relying on Whitehead’s lemma for the semisimple Lie algebras g and g“ to show that there
are no nontrivial deformations of A: U(g) — U(g)®@U(g) andA: U(g”) — U(g”7) ®U(g), and using
Corollary A.5 instead of Corollary 2.4.

Next, let us fix a o-invariant R-matrix R € U(G?)[h] for (A, ®) and look at compatible ribbon
o-braids. Note that the left-hand side of equation (1.4) becomes EA(T) in the present case.

Theorem 2.8. Let T = u” < u be a non-Hermitian symmetric pair, and let ® € U(G*)C[h] and
R € U(GZ)G[[h]] be o-invariant elements defining the structure of a quasi-triangular multiplier
quasi-bialgebra (U(G)[ 1], A, @, R). Assume further that we are given a quasi-coaction of the form
UGT)[ K], A, P) by this quasi-bialgebra and that € € U(G7 X G)[h] is a ribbon o-braid for R.
Then £©) = 1 ® g for an element g in the centralizer Zy (K), and any other ribbon o -braid, for the
same ©, ¥ and R, and with the same order 0 term, coincides with £. Furthermore, if RW 4+ Rgll) #0,
then g € Z(U).

The group Zy (K) is finite as remarked in Remark 1.3, so we have at most finitely many ribbon
o-braids.

Proof. From equation (1.5), we get that (A ® id)(£?) = é‘ég). This implies that £ = 1 ® g, with
g = (e ®id)(£©) € U(G). From equation (1.6) we then get A(g) = g ® g, hence g € G. But then
equation (1.4) shows that g € Zg (G 7). Finally, as 34(f) = 3u(£)© = 0, using the Cartan decomposition
of G we see that Zg (K) = Zy (K), hence g € Zy (K).

Assume now that £ is another ribbon o-braid with £ = 1 ® g. We want to show that &’ = £. It
will be convenient to first get rid of g. By multiplying both elements by 1 ® g~! on the right, we get new
ribbon &-braids £ and £’ in U(G 7 x G)[ k] with the order zero terms 1, where & = (Ad g) o 0.

We argue by induction on n that £ = £'") Suppose that we already know that £¥) = £'(K) for
k < n. Comparing the terms of degree n in equations (1.5) and (1.6), we obtain

Xo1,2 = Xo2, Xo,12 = Xo2 + Xo,1

for X =M — g/
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The first equality says that X = 1 ® Y for ¥ = (¢ ® id)(X) € U(G). Then the second equality says
A(Y) =Y| +Y,, that is, Y is primitive, and we obtain ¥ € g.

Comparing the terms of degree n in equation (1.4), we see next that Y has to centralize f. Hence
Y=0and &'™ =M,

It remains to prove the last statement of the theorem. So assume R 4 R;P # 0. Let us write Bg,
By, etc., instead of Bg_ (¢}, By 0-

By an analogue of [Dri89b, Proposition 3.1] for the multiplier algebras, by twisting ® we may
assume that ® = 1 modulo 42. Such an analogue is proved in the same way as in [Dri89b] using that
the embedding map Bg — Bg is a quasi-isomorphism by Corollary A.5.

Namely, consider the normalized skew-symmetrization map Alt: Eg — B3G. This map kills the
coboundaries and transforms the cocycles of the form X; ® X, ® X3, X; € g, into cohomologous ones
by Remark A 4. But the classes of such cocycles span the entire space H? (B¢ ) by the same remark and
Corollary A.5. Therefore, if T € B, is a cocycle killed by Alt, then it is a coboundary. The hexagon
relations imply that Alt(®") = 0, so @V = dy(T) for some T € B%. We may assume that T is
G- and o-invariant since ®") has these invariance properties. Then the twisting by F = 1 — hT proves
our claim.

Note that twisting does not change the element RW 4 Réll) The hexagon relations imply then that
RM € g® g (see the proof of [Dri89b, Proposition 3.1]), and since R commutes with the image of
A, we get R € (g ® g)9. Hence, R(D = —Ar" for some A # 0, where " is the normalized invariant
2-tensor defined by equation (1.1).

Next, identity (1.3) implies that ¥V is a 2-cocycle in B, G ; hence, by twisting we may assume
that ¥ = 1 modulo A?. We remind also that under twisting the ribbon twist-braids transform via
formula (1.7).

Now, by looking at the first order terms in equation (1.5) for a &-braid £, with £ = 1, we get

55}}2 = -Ard |+ 5;}2) - (id®id ® ) (ar},).

The tensor 1* lies in f ® f + m ® m. Denote the components of #* in f ® f and m ® m by ¢f and ™, resp.
Then the above identity can be written as

&y =228, + &) + (id @ id ® Ad g) (Ar}") — A1,

Applying € to the Oth leg and letting 7 = (e ® id)(£(!)), we obtain

EW = 24 + 10T+ (id® Adg) (™) — ™. 22)

But we must have £V € U(G x G). Since 1™ = 3, Y; ® Y/ for a basis (¥;); in m and the dual basis
(Y7);, this is possible only when Ad g acts trivially on m. Hence, g € Z(U). O

Remark 2.9. Theorems 2.6 and 2.8 also hold for the type II symmetric pairs with appropriate modifi-
cations. Namely, consider G = G x G and its diagonal subgroup A(G) < G, which is the fixed point
subgroup of the involution (g, k) = (h, g) on G. Then for the quasi-coactions of (U(G)[A], A, ®)
on the multiplier algebra 2/ (G)[ ], with the coaction map extending G > g — (g, g.g) € G x G, and
with associators ¥ € U (G x G?)[[ 1] and ribbon o-braids € € U (G x G)[[ 1], one can easily prove ana-
logues of these theorems. First, the proof of Theorem 2.6 carries over almost without a change. Indeed,
its proof relies on Lemma 1.2 and Corollary 2.4, both of which have analogues for G ~ A(G) < G.
As for Theorem 2.8, we have 35(g) = 0 for the diagonal inclusion g < §, and Zx(G) = Z(U) x Z(U),
which is enough to adapt the first half of the proof.
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2.3. Associators from cyclotomic KZ equations

We want to extend the results of the previous subsection to the Hermitian case. Since H?(Bg, G ) is now
one-dimensional by Lemma 1.2, we should expect a one-parameter family of nonequivalent associators.
In this subsection, we define a candidate for such a family arising from the cyclotomic KZ-equations.

Thus, assume f < u is a Hermitian symmetric pair. We have an element Z € 3(f), unique up to a
sign, such that

(Z,2)y = —a?.

This normalization is equivalent to (ad Z)> = —1 on m by Lemma 1.4. We fix such Z for the rest of
this section. The operator ad Z has eigenvalues +i on m®. Denote by m, c m® the corresponding
eigenspaces.

We remind that we denote the components of the normalized invariant 2-tensor * in f @ f and m ® m
by ¢! and ™, resp. The tensor ™ lies in m, ® m_ + m_ ® m,. We denote the components of ™ in
m. @ mz by ™=, We thus have

M= ™ M (ad Z ® id) (™) = it™=, (id ®ad Z) (™) = Fit™=. (2.3)
Given s € C, consider the following elements of /(G x G?)[ h]:
Ay =k, 1), Ay =t} Ao =h(2th, +Ch) + 524, (2.4)

where C? is the Casimir element of ¥, the image of ¢! under the product map U(¥) ® U(f) — U(¥).
These lead to the shifted modified 2-cyclotomic KZ,-equation [EE05, DCNTY 19]

A_ A
|

G’ =
(w) w+l w-1

+20) 6w, 2.5)
w

Remark 2.10. Consider a C[h~!, h]-valued character v on U(¥) such that v(Z) = —(2%a?)~'s. Then
the slicing map ¢, = (v ® id)A is an algebra homomorphism U(¥) — U(¥)[A~!, ] satisfying

(¢y®id) (2t =2 + 771 (1 ® 52)

and commuting with the right coaction A by U(g). In particular, at least formally speaking, equation
(2.5) is obtained from the case s = 0 by slicing. But since v cannot be extended to U (f)[[ 2], one should
be careful with this construction.

The normalized monodromy Wx7 € U(GY x G?)[ h] of equation (2.5) from w = 0 to w = 1 is
well-defined as long as the operator ad(sZ) on ¢/ (G) does not have positive integers in its spectrum, cf.
[NT11, Proposition 3.1]. Since each matrix block End(V,) in /(G) is generated by the image of g, the
eigenvalues of ad Z are in for n € Z by Lemma 1.4 and our choice of normalization. Therefore, Wkz s is
well defined for all s ¢ iQ*. The element Wz, together with the coproduct A: U(G?) —» U(G7 X G)
gives a quasi-coaction of (U(G)[[ 2], A, @xz) onU(G7)[ k], where Oz = @(fit},, hit};) € UG 1]
is Drinfeld’s KZ-associator for G.

In more detail, Wkz s is defined as follows. Under our restrictions on s, a standard argument (see, e.g.,
[NT11, Proposition 3.1]) shows that there is a unique (G x G?)[ h]-valued solution G of equation
(2.5) on (0, 1) such that Go(w)w™4? extends to an analytic function in the unit disc with value 1 at
w = 0. Similarly, there is a unique solution G of equation (2.5) such that G| (1 — w)w™4! extends to an
analytic function in the unit disc with value 1 at w = 0. Then

Yxz,s = G1(w) ' Go(w)
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for any 0 < w < 1. We can also write this as
Wiz,s = lim (1 - w) A Go(w) = lim (1 - w) A Go(w)w A0, (2.6)
w— w—

The case s = 0 is special: In this case, it can be shown, using for example iterated integrals [Kas95,
Chapter XIX][Enr07], that Wkz,o lives in the algebra U(g” ® g®?)[[A] rather than in its completion
U(GT x G?)[[h]. Note also that this associator is well defined in the non-Hermitian case as well. We
will denote it by Pkz.

Observe also that if s € R, then Gy is unitary; hence, Wkz s is unitary as well. Indeed, in this case
(Go(w)*)~! has the defining properties of G (w), hence coincides with it.

Proposition 2.11 (cf. [EEO5, Proposition 4.7]). For every s & iQ*, we have

h 1 is\ m, 1 is\ 2
\PKZ,S =1 +E (10g2)t?2+'yt$+lﬂ(§ - E)IT; +¢(§+E)IT; ) +0(h ),

’
where 7y is Euler’s constant and = T is the digamma function.

Proof. If we restrict to a finite-dimensional block of /(G x G?), then ad(sZ;) has a finite number of
eigenvalues there, so the corresponding component of Wz, is well defined for all s ¢ iN~!Z* for some
N. As it is analytic in s in this domain, it therefore suffices to consider real s.

Put Ho(w) = Go(w)w™40. Then H satisfies the differential equation

A_q Ay
+
w+l w-=1

Hi () = (

)HO(W)+ @,Haw)]
w

and the initial condition Hy(0) = 1, and by equation (2.6) we have

Wkz.s = vlvigll(l —w) " Ho(w).

Consider the expansion in A. For the order zero terms, we immediately get ‘I’I(<()Z) § = H(()O) = 1. Next,

consider the order one terms. Let us write H for m'Hél), so that Hy = 1 + iH + O(h?*). Then

f m u
t,—1t t sZi
H _ 2”12 2|, H
(w) ( w+1 w—1 w (w)

and H(0) = 0, while
mi¥iey., = lim (H(w) ~log(1 - w) 1}y).

By equation (2.3), we have

Wownadsz) (=0
H = (—) + d
(w) ,/0 u ( u+1 u—1 !

W 1 1 wis w\~is -1 1
f m m-
= o — + +((=) ™ +(—=) ¢ —+ du.
/0' (12(u+1 u—l) ((u) 12 (u) 12)(u+1 u—l)) "

Note that this integral is well defined for 0 < w < 1 as s is assumed to be real. We then get

(1 f _
m‘Pl((Z)’S =bt, + c(s)t;';* + c(—s)t{n2 ,
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where
b = lim /W ! + ! du —log(1 —w)| =1log?2
il /A PV e S
W iw s 1 1
- i (—) - du —Tlog(1 = w)] .
c(s) wlinl (/0 u (u—] u+1) u = log( W))

To compute c(s), we write (u> — 1)™! as a power series, integrate and get

- w
= tim (-3

T
n0n+§

2n+1

—log(1 - w)).

is
2
Together with the Taylor expansion of w™! log(1 — w?) and the standard formula

[

1 1
tﬁ(z)+7=2(n+1 _n+z)’

n=0
this gives
is . . 2 1 s
c(s) = (— - —) +7y+ lim (w™ log(l —w?) —log(l —w)) = zp(— - —) +7v+log2,
2 w—1 2 2
which completes the proof of the proposition. O

Using the formula ¢ (1 — z) — ¥/ (z) = mcot(nz), it will be convenient to rewrite the result as

- rolins)

2

Wiy =1+ — ((log2)t]2 (+

- Zhvanh (5 (13 - t‘;;-)) +o(r). @7

Now, take u € hC[ h]. Replacing s ¢ iQ* by s + u in equation (2.4), we can construct yet another
associator, which we denote by Wkz s.,. If s € R and u € hR[[ ], then Wkz 5., is unitary for the same
reason as for Wxz ;.

Remark 2.12. Similarly to Remark 2.10, Wkz_ ., could be obtained from Wz ¢ by slicing by a character
v of U(¥) satistying v(Z) = —(2ha?,)~! . Since such a character does not always extend to U(G7),
to make sense of this we should have allowed in the construction of Wk s arbitrary finite-dimensional
representations of g instead of those in Rep G”. Alternatively, with s ¢ iR fixed, both Wkz s, and
Wkz.s+ for small z are specializations of an associator in U(G 7 x G*)[[h, u]| constructed by treating
1 as a second formal parameter. But this implies that Wxz s.,, is obtained from the Taylor expansion of
Wxz,s+7 at z = 0 by simply taking u as the argument:

00 00 kg ()
Wy = ph d" ¥z hpk d \PKZ s
SSSH T k -
— k! ds = k! dsk

(2.8)

This also works for s € i(R \ Q) if we consider only the components of Wk7 ., in finite-dimensional
blocks of (G ” x G?), which are well defined and analytic in a neighborhood of s.
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Corollary 2.13. For all s ¢ iQ* and u,v € hC[ k], we have

1 1 s s
1+ord (v d(v ’ ’ m
lIl](Z,s;,u+v - lPKZ Sy = = p o ™) (Or ( ))( (lﬁ ( ) v ( — _))t 12

- = sech2 (?)( )) + O (RZord0))y

Proof. By equation (2.8), we have

(1)
— pltord(v) ), (ord(v)) KZ,s +0(h2+ord(v)).

TKZ,S;/J+V - ‘PKZ,S;M

Hence, the result follows from equation (2.7). m]

2.4. Detecting co-Hochschild classes

To see that the associators Wkz 4., are not all equivalent, we need to see that a perturbation of the
parameter u gives rise to a nontrivial 2-cocycle in Bg o . We can actually see that this is the case from
results in Appendix A, but let us present a concrete cycle to detect this.

Consider the tensor

. . u
Q=[] = ) [X. X e X' © X/ € (\'u) 2.9)
iL,J

with (X;); and (X%); as in equation (1.1). Every element X € g defines a function on G such that
g — (X, (Adg)(Z)),. This way Q defines an element of O(G?) ® O(G) ® O(G), which by slightly
abusing notation we continue to denote by Q. Thus, for (g, /,k) € G X G X G,

Q(g. h.k) = ([(AdR)(2). (ALK (2)). (Adg)(2)) = ([(Adh)(2). (AdK)(2)].Z)

since G stabilizes Z. This is a 2-cycle in the complex B’G from the proof of Proposition 2.1, as

Nela

Q(g,g,h) —Q(g,h,h) +Q(g,h,e) =0

for all (g, ) € G” x G. Hence, the map (Q, -): U(G“ x G?) — C defined by pairing with  passes to
H?(Bg,G-). Explicitly, for T € U(G” x G?), we have

(Q.7) = e(Ty)([(adTi)(2). (A T2)(2)].Z) . 2.10)

where ad denotes the extension of the adjoint representation of g to U (G).

Proposition 2.14. The elements t!
are coboundaries, while

1 15 are 2-cocycles in Bg Ggo. Furthermore, t ,and t1 = t +t

(Qt )—+2d1mm

In particular, t, * and t - represent the same nontrivial class in H>(Bg.go ).

Proof. 1t is easy to check that d.y(1 ® X @ Y) =0 forall X,Y € g. As t , and t * are f-invariant, they
are therefore 2-cocycles in Bg go.
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‘We have
den(C}) = C3 = A(CHi2 + € = =217,

SO tfz is a coboundary. Similarly, dcy(C}') = —2t}, so that #}, is also a coboundary, and hence 7, =
1y = tfz is a coboundary as well. '

Next, take a basis (¥;); in m, and the dual basis (¥/); in m_. Using that ad Z acts by the scalar +i
on m,, we then compute:

@11 = 3 (1ad7)(@). (ar))(2)).2) Z( YI1.2)= Y (V1 [Z.Y;]),
J J
= i;(Yf, Y,)g = i dimem, = 5 dimz m
The value (Q, 7};") is obtained similarly, but it also follows from the above, as ;" =1}, —1}5" and 1},
is a coboundary. O

Remark 2.15. Let us give a different perspective on the above pairing and its nontriviality.

We can view the tensor (2.9) also as a function on (U/K)? in the same way as above. Let us call
this function w. Then it is again easy to check that w is a 2-cycle in the Hochschild chain complex
(Ch(A,A) = A®*D p) for A = O(U)! ¢ C(U/K). Under the Hochschild—Kostant—Rosenberg map,
this cycle corresponds to the differential 2-form associated with the Kostant—Kirillov—Souriau bracket
on the coadjoint orbit of (-, Z),, which in turn defines a nonzero class in H*(U/K;C) = C

We have a left I/(G)-module structure on O(U) given by right translations: T.a = ag){a),T).
GivenT € BG G We can then define an n-cocycle Dy in the Hochschild cochain complex (C" (A, A) =
Hom(A®", A), 6) by

Dr(ay,...,an) = €(To)(Th.a1) - - - (Ty.an).
The Hochschild cochains act on the chains by contractions: Given D € C™(A, A), we have
ip: Ch(A,A) - Chon(AA), ag®---®a, — agD(ay,...,an) ®dnp ® - ® ay,

with the convention ip = 0if n < m.
Now, if T € Bg G and ¢ € C, (A, A) is U-invariant (with respect to left translations), thenip, ¢ € A
is U-invariant, hence a scalar. It can be checked that if bc = 0, then this scalar depends only on the

cohomology class of T. Taking ¢ = w, we recover pairing (2.10): ip, w = (Q,T).

2.5. Classification of associators: Hermitian case

We are now ready to establish, in the Hermitian case, a universality result for the associators Wxz s.,, for
generic quasi-coactions (U(G7)[[ 1], @, ¥) of U(G)[ k], A, Pxz) such that @ = A modulo /. Similarly
to Section 2.2, it suffices to consider the case @ = A.

Theorem 2.16. Let T = u” < u be a Hermitian symmetric pair. Assume we are given a quasi-coaction
UGT)[h]. A, ¥) of UG)[[h], A, Pxz) such that the number (Q, ¥V defined by equation (2.10) is

j -1
ldimm nor z(§ ) dimm

ith + — ,
neiiner ) 2(§ " l)

for a root of unity { # +1. Then there exist s ¢ iQ%, u € hC[h] and H € 1+ hU(GT x G)¥[h] such
that (id ® €)(H) = 1 and Yxz 5.u = 7—[0,12‘{‘7-[611 27—[611. Furthermore,
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(i) The number s is unique up to adding 2ik (k € Z), and once s is fixed, the element 1 is uniquely
determined;
(ii) We can choose s € R if and only if (Q, ¥V is a purely imaginary number in the interval

—% dimm, % dimm];

(iii) If s € R and ¥ is unitary, then u € hR[[ h] and H can be chosen to be unitary.

We will later (Remark 2.20) slightly improve this result by showing that for any ¥ the parameter u
is independent of the choice of s.

Proof. By Proposition 2.14 and our restrictions on ¥, we can choose s ¢ iQ* such that

1 s i TS\ ..
-5 tanh (7)«2, iy = 1}y) = =3 tanh (?) dimm = (Q, ¥y, .11
We then start with H = 1 and ¢ = 0 and modify them by induction on n to have WYkz s, =

Ho12¥H| ,Hy ') modulo A"

Consider n = 1. By the proof of Theorem 2.6, lP]((lZ),s;,u —¥ jsa2-cocycle in Bg.go. By Lemma 1.2
and Corollary 2.4, we have dim HZ(BG’GU) = 1. Hence, our choice of s, identity (2.7) and Proposition
2.14 imply that ‘I’I((lz),s;ﬂ —¥U js acoboundary so that ¥ (1) _IPI((IZ),S;/J = dy(T) forsomeT € U(G7 xG)E.
Letting HD =T, we then get Yz g = 7-[0,12‘{‘7-[611’27-[6,11 modulo A2

For the induction step, assume we have Wkz 5., = 7-[0,12‘{‘7-[511’27{6’11 modulo A"*! for some n > 1.
Then, again by the proof of Theorem 2.6,

‘Pl((nZ+51)ﬂ - (HO’IZ\PHall,zH(;,l])(nH)

is a 2-cocycle in Bg, g . On the other hand, by Corollary 2.13, for any a € C, we have

(n+1) (n+l) _ T 2 (TS ([ m, mo m
Yz susnna = Yz = —ay sech (7 hy =ty | +bty;
(k) _ g me o
for some b € C, and TKZ,s;p g = ‘I‘KZ’SW for k < n. Ast ;" — 1, represents a nontrivial cohomology

class, the value of sech is nonzero for our s and t{“2 is cohomologically trivial, we see that with different

choices of a the above difference can represent arbitrary classes in H?(Bg.g-) = C. In particular, we
can find a € C such that

(Ho,12WHg) 1o )0 =W = den(T) 2.12)

for some T € U(G7 x G). Replacing H by (1 + A™*'T)H and u™ by u™ + a, we then get WKz, s =
Ho.2¥H, | »H, | modulo A"*2, proving the induction step.

As at the step n of our induction process we only modify =1 and H® for k > n, in the limit we
get the required u and H. It remains to prove (i)—(iii).

(iii): Assume s € R and that ¥ is unitary. In this case, we slightly modify the above inductive
procedure to make sure that at every step we have unitarity of H and that yu € AR[[A].

Consider n = 1. We found H such that Wxz ., = Ho,lz‘I”Hall My ]1 modulo /2. The unitarity of
Wkz,s;u and ¥ implies then that the same identity holds for the unitary H(H*H)~'/? instead of H, cf.
the proof of [NT11, Proposition 2.3].
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For the induction step, we assume that we have Wxz s, = 7—[0,12‘1’7-[511 yHy 11 modulo A" for some
n > 1, u € hR[ h] and unitary H. Then we take the unique a € C such that
Vs

—1 /- 1 s X i
(Ho,lz‘l’%oiz%o}l)("ﬂ) - ‘Pg;é)# +ay sech? (7) (;;‘; - )

is a coboundary. By taking adjoints and using that (#™+)* = t™-, we also get that

—1 q-1y(n+1) (n+) \*_ T 2 (TSN (m,  m_
((HO,lzlPHOI,ZHO,I) - lPKZ,S;/t) —dgsech™ | = )1y — 1)
is a coboundary. Hence, in order to conclude that a € R it suffices to show that if we have two unitaries

Wi and ¥, in 1+ hU(G x G?)[ 1] such that ¥; = ¥» modulo h™*', then the element ¥\"*" — w{**"
is skew-adjoint. But this is clear from the identity

(¥ - ¥r)" =-9[(¥1 - ")Y¥,.

Then we take T satisfying equation (2.12) and replace 4™ by u™ + a and H by
1 1 1) 2
(1+ 1™ T)((1+h"+ (1 + h™ T)) H,

similarly to the step n = 1.

(i), (iD): If Ykz,53 = 7—[0,12‘1‘7{611’27-[6’11, then ¥V — ‘I‘I(<1Z)S = d.y(H). Hence, equation (2.11) is
not only sufficient but also necessary for the existence of H and u. Therefore, s is determined uniquely
up to adding 2ik (k € Z). This also makes (ii) obvious.

Next, assume Wkz s, = 7—[0,12‘1’1(2,3;,1'7{611’27{5’11 for some s ¢ iQ*, u,u’ € hC[h] and H €
1+ hd(G7 x G)¥[ h]. We have to show that 4 = y’. Assume this is not the case.

Letn > 1 be the smallest order such that /,t(”) * p’("). By Corollary 2.13, we have Wkz . = Ykz,5:00
modulo A™*!. We claim that we can modify # so that we still have Wz, u = H(),lz‘PKz,s;ﬂ/Hall,z’}-la’ll,
but H = 1 modulo A"+,

We will modify # by induction on k < n to get Wkz s = Ho12Wkzs M ,Hg' and H = 1
modulo #%*!. Assume we have these two properties for some k < n. Then

den(H*0) =) — W) =o.
As H'(Bg.g») = 0 by Lemma 1.2 and Corollary 2.4, there exists a central element S € U(G?) such
that H &+ = So; — So. Putting H' = exp(—h**1(So1 — Sp)), we see that Wkz,, commutes with
’H('), 12> hence we have H(/),u‘PKZ,S:#H(/)],le(I)]l = Wkz 5. It follows that by replacing #H by H'H we get
Yz, s:u = 7—[0,12‘1‘1{2,3;,‘/7{511,27{6}1 and H = 1 modulo /#**2. Thus, our claim is proved.

It follows now that \PI((";BW - lPI(&*;)H = dey(H"*D). Since 1}y — ;5 is not a coboundary, this

contradicts Corollary 2.13. Hence, u = p’. O

Remark 2.17. In view of Corollary A.5, a similar result should in principle be true at the level of the
universal enveloping algebras as well. However, since we only know that Wz 5., € U(G7 x G)[ K]
(for s # 0), in the first place one has to show that Wkz, 5., belongs to U(g7) ® U(g)®*[ 4], at least up
to some twist.

2.6. Classification of ribbon braids

We complement our classification of associators by describing compatible ribbon twist-braids, both in
the Hermitian and non-Hermitian cases.
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In the following, we always take the universal R-matrix
Rz = exp(=ht") € U(G)[[ 1]

for (U(G)[ 1], A, Pkz).

Theorem 2.18. If T = u? < u is a non-Hermitian symmetric pair, then the ribbon o -braids for the
quasi-coaction (UG ], A, Pkz) of U(G)[[R],A, Pkz, Rkz) are the elements

EKZgl = exp(—h(ZtB] + Cf))gl,

where g € Z(U).

Proof. The fact that exp(— h(2tf + Cf)) is a ribbon o-braid is essentially proved in [Enr07]; see

[DCNTY 19, Theorem 3.8]. Hence, the elements exp(—h(Zt(f)1 + Cf))gl (g € Z(U)) are ribbon o -braids

as well. The claim that these are the only ribbon o -braids follows from Theorem 2.8. O
A similar result holds in the Hermitian case, but the proof is more involved.

Theorem 2.19. If T = u? < u is a Hermitian symmetric pair, s ¢ iQ* and u € hC|[ k], then the ribbon
o -braids for the quasi-coaction (U(G7)[[h], A, Yz, s:u) of U(G)[ R], A, Pkz, Rkz) are the elements
Ekz,5:u81 = exp(—h(2t), + C}) — mi(s + 1) Z1)g1,

where g € Z(U).

Proof. The fact that the element £ = &z 5., = exp(— h(2tf + Cf) ni(s + w)Zy) is a ribbon o-braid,
and hence that the elements £(1 ® g) (g € Z(U)) are rlbbon o-braids as well, follows again from the
proof of [DCNTY 19, Theorem 3.8].

Let £’ be another ribbon o-braid. The same argument as in the proof of Theorem 2.8 shows that
"0 =1 ® g for an element g € Zg(G7). We now use the same strategy as in the proof of the last
statement of that theorem to get more restrictions on g. Namely, we replace £ by £(1 ® g™!) to get a
ribbon & -braid, where & = (Ad g) o o, and then twist £” and Wkz ., further by an element H to get rid

of the terms 7 and ™ in T1(<z) 5,05 S€€ equation (2.7) and recall that by Corollary 2.13 identity (2.7) is still

valid for Wz ... Note for a future use that by the proof of Proposition 2.14 we can take H of the form
H=1+h(aCl +bC}) (2.13)
for appropriate constants @ and b. Thus, our new associator ¥ = Hg, 12Wkz,s: ,17-[511 27—[6 11 satisfies
h mo 2
= 1= S tanh ()0} - 5) + 00, (2.14)

Looking at the order one terms in equation (1.5) and applying € to the Oth leg, instead of equation
(2.2), we now get

EW =24 10T+ (ide Adg)(t™) — ™
+tanh( 3 )(tm+ M- )+tanh( )(1d®Adg)(tm*— ™),

where T = (¢ ®1d)(€"") and we used that £3* = 15" As £’ € U(G7 x G), this means that
Adg - 1d+tanh(2)1d+tanh(2)Adg 0 on m.. (2.15)
Hence, Ad g = e*™*id on m.., which implies that g = exp(-nisZ)g’ for some g’ € Z(G) = Z(U).
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Without loss of generality, we may assume that g’ = e, and then we want to prove that our original
&’ coincides with £. It is more convenient to modify £ in the same way as £’, that is, by replacing it by

HEA @ g ) (id® &) (H) ™ =exp(—h(2t], + Ch) — minZz,),

where we used that H has the form (2.13).
Thus, our new setup is that we have two ribbon ¢ -braids £’ and &, with & = (Adexp(-nisZ)) o o,
with respect to an associator W satisfying equation (2.14), £’® = €0 =1,

eM = —(21‘81 + Cf +m'u(1)Zl), (2.16)

and the goal is to show that £’ = €.
We will prove by induction on n that £'") = £(")_ Consider the case n = 1. Put

p = tanh (%) and =" -1,
By the argument in the proof of Theorem 2.8, we have £V = £€() + 1 ® Y for some Y € 3,(f) = CZ.

Putalso T = £'@ - £@),
Using equation (2.14), formula (1.5) for £, modulo A3 and terms depending only on Rgz and ¥,

becomes
(1+hE€D + 2D = (1+ h(ptio —14,)) 1+ hED + B2E@ )
x(id®id® d)(1 — h(ptio+ tiz)),
where we again used that t;; = —f;,. We have a similar formula for £’. Taking the difference and

comparing the coefficients of 42, we obtain

Toi2 =Top + (ptip — 1) ;)2 —Va(id®@id ® &) (pti o +1 ).

Using the identity
(pt—-t") - (d®7)(pt+t™) =0, 2.17)
which is an equivalent form of equation (2.15), we can write this as

Torp =Top — 2tf,2Y2 +[phia =15 1. (2.13)

Similarly, formula (1.6) for £, modulo /* and terms depending only on Rkz and ¥, becomes

(4 REW + 126010 = (14 h(Eo = 1,)) (1 + RED 4 22D 5

x (id ®id ® ) (1 - h(pt 2 +0,) (1 +hED +2EX), (id@ & @ &)(1 + hgzm),

and we have a similar identity for £’. Taking the difference and comparing the coefficients of /%, we
obtain

To12 =To2+Tp1 + (%l‘]’z - [?’2)(Y] +Y) - (id®id® &)(pl],z + Z‘iz)

—([d@id® &) (pris+ 1Y + (Y + 1) (i[d® & ® a—)(%zl,z) +hE) + €Y+,

Using that & ® ¢ is the identity on m. ® mg and that adY; = —ad Y> on m., we can write this as
Toi2 =Top +To + (phip =11 ) (Y1 +Y2) ~ 2 ([d®id ® &) (pt12 +1] ;)
. . ~ 1 1
- (ld ®id® U)(ptl’z + t?’Q)Yl + ng(g,l) + 60(,2)Y1 +Y1Ys,,
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and then, using again equation (2.17), we get

Toaz =Too +To1 — 265 ,(Y1 +¥2) + [pt1a — 1], Vo] + RE)) + £ 0¥ +1iYa. (2.19)

Subtracting equation (2.19) from equation (2.18), we obtain
den(T) =268, - €1, - €V - 1iYs.

By equation (2.16), this means that

den(T) = (214, + 215, + CL + miu DV Zo) ¥y + 215, + CH + 7ipV Z)) Y - 1175
As Y € CZ, we can also write this as

den(T) = (211, + 215, + CHYy + (21 + CY + 27i D 2))Ys - 11 Y5

On the other hand, a straightforward computation shows that the right-hand side of the above identity
is the coboundary of

260, Yo + ClYo + ChYy + 27ipV Zo Yy - Yoy

As H'(Bg.go) = 0 by Lemma 1.2 and Corollary 2.4, it follows that there exists S in the center of
U(G7) such that

T = So1 — So + 215, Yo + C1Yo + CgYy + 2mipV ZoY) — Yo

The only consequence of the above identity that we need is that 7 € U (G x G7). By looking at
equation (2.18), we see that this implies

[pt—t",10Y]=(p- D™, 10Y] - (p+D)[t™,1®Y] € U(G" xG).

As Y is a scalar multiple of Z and ad Z acts by nonzero operators on mt., this is possible only if ¥ = 0.
This shows that £’(D = £(1),

The induction step is similar. Assuming that £’(®) = £ for k < n for some n > 2, we have
&M =M 1 1@Y for an element Y € 3¢(F) = CZ. Then, with T = g/ntl) _ g+ " comparing the
coefficients of #**! in equation (1.5), we get the same identity (2.18). If we do the same for equation
(1.6), the only difference from equation (2.19) is that we do not get the term Y;Y, at the end. But this
has almost no effect on the rest of the argument; we just have to remove the terms Y1Y, and YyY; in the
subsequent identities. Thus, we get Y = 0. O

Remark 2.20. Theorem 2.19 implies that in the Hermitian case the ribbon twist-braids contain complete
information about the associators. Namely, assume that Wxz ., = ’Ho,lz‘I‘Kz,S;ﬂH(;f Mo 11 for some

H € 1+ hUU(G” x G)![h]. By equation (1.7) and Theorem 2.19, it follows that

Hexp(—h(2t5, + C) — 7i(s + ) Z1)(id ® o) (H) ™" = exp(=h(2th, + C) = mi(s’ + 1) Z1) g
for some g € Z(U). Since (e ®1id)(H) is a f-invariant element of / (G) and o is an inner automorphism
defined by an element of K, we have o ((e ® id)(H)) = (e ® id) (#), and then by applying € to the Oth
leg we get

exp(—hCt = mi(s + u)Z) = exp(=hC* — mi(s" + ') Z)g.

This implies that s = s” + 2ik for some k € Z, and u = p’.
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3. Interpolated subgroups

In this section, we fix an involutive automorphism v of u such that u” < u is an irreducible Hermitian
symmetric pair. We are going to fix a Cartan subalgebra in u” and then apply the results of the previous
section to particular conjugates of v and true coactions of a quantization of ((/(G),A). Along the way,
we will study a distinguished family of coisotropic subgroups of U that are conjugates of U”. The main
result is Theorem 3.17, where we in particular relate the induced Poisson structures on the associated
homogeneous spaces to a Poisson pencil for the Kostant—Kirillov—Souriau bracket which appears from
the cyclotomic KZ-equations.

Throughout this section, we use the subscript v for the Lie algebra constructions we had for o-. Thus,
m, ={X e u|v(X)=-X},Z, €3(g").

3.1. Root vectors and Poisson structure

Let us quickly review a standard Poisson—Lie group structure on U making U” a Poisson-Lie subgroup
(for Hermitian symmetric pairs).

Let t be a Cartan subalgebra of u containing 3(u”). Then t is contained in u”, and its complexification
b is a Cartan subalgebra of g.

Recall that a root « is called compact if g, C g7, and noncompact otherwise. As g” is the centralizer
of 3(u”), aroot is compact if and only if it vanishes on 3(u"”).

As in Section 2.3, we fix Z, € 3(u”) such that (Z,,Z,); = —a;?. Let us fix an ordered basis in it,
with —iZ, being the first element of the basis and consider the corresponding lexicographic order on the
roots. Then, in this order, any noncompact positive root is bigger than any compact root. Furthermore, the
noncompact positive roots are totally positive in the sense of [HC55], meaning that if y is a noncompact
positive root, @1, . . ., @y are compact roots and m 1, . . ., my are integers such that y’ =y + Z,’le m;a; is
a root, then 7y’ is positive.

We denote by @ the set of all roots and by ®* that of positive roots. We further denote by @}, (resp.
®_.) the set of positive (resp. negative) noncompact roots. Let IT = {a; };er be the set of simple positive
roots. Recall that we denote by m,. C m$ the eigenspaces of ad Z, corresponding to the eigenvalues
+i. It is clear from our choice of the ordering that

my, = @ Sa> m,_ = @ Sa-

(IE@;C aedy,

Since 2i is not an eigenvalue of ad Z,, we have [m,, m,] = 0. It follows that p = ¢” + m,; is a
parabolic subalgebra of g. As g” acts irreducibly on g/p = m,,_, this parabolic subalgebra is maximal.
Hence, it corresponds to a maximal proper subset of I1. This set must consist of compact roots, and
hence its complement consists of one noncompact root. We denote this unique noncompact simple
positive root by «,. It corresponds to the black vertex in a standard Vogan diagram of v.

For every root a, let H, € 1) be the element dual to the coroot a¥ = %a so that we have

Q(H,B) = (a’ﬁv) (Q,ﬁ € q))’

where (-, -) is the scalar product dual to the restriction of (-, -)q to f. For positive roots @, we choose
root vectors X, € g, such that the antilinear involution for u satisfies

(X X = —

s al/8 — (a’ a) .
Then [X,, X[,] = H,, and we put X_, = XJ,.

Let

] 1
Yo = %(Xa +X_ o) €1, Zy = E(Xa/ ~X.o)eu (aed),
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and consider the antisymmetric tensor

r="(a.0)(Yo ® Za — Zo ® Ya) € u2.

a>0

Note that we can also write

a,q
r:iz( 5 )(X,Q®x(,—xa®x,a)eg®2. 3.1)

a>0

Then ir + t* (with * defined by equation (1.1)) satisfies the classical Yang-Baxter equation, and u
becomes a Lie bialgebra with the cobracket

6 (X) = [r, A(X)].
Thus, U becomes a Poisson—Lie group with the Sklyanin Poisson bracket

{fi. sk = m(r"D —r Y (fi @ f),

where m is the product map, and for X € u and f € C*(U) we put

d d
XV 1)) = f (e gm0, (X7 )(8) = = f(ge")limo.
Note that if we as usual view u and U as sitting inside ¢/ (G), then we can write the Sklyanin bracket as

{fi, 2lsk(g) =(fi® fo.[r.g®gl) (g €U, fi.fr» € O)).

The Lie algebra u” is the intersection of u with a parabolic subalgebra of g, namely, u” = unp. It
is well known that this implies that U" is a Poisson—Lie subgroup of U.

3.2. Satake form

We will have to conjugate U” in order to go beyond the Poisson-Lie subgroups, making it closer to
the coisotropic subgroup associated with symmetric pairs [FLO4]. In order to do so, let us review the
Satake form of involutions.

For X c I, we denote by Ilx the subset {e; | j € X} C II. Assume 6 is a nontrivial involution on
u such that its extension to g leaves f globally invariant. We write ® € End(b*) for the endomorphism
dual to O]y.

Definition 3.1. We say that 0 is in maximally split form, or in Satake form, with respect to (h, b*), or
that (b, b*) is a split pair for 0, if there exists X c I satisfying the following conditions:

1. N O(DY) = dF N Zlly,
2. 0 =id on g, for all @ € ®* N ZII.

The above set X is then uniquely determined, representing the black vertices in the corresponding
Satake diagram. Then there exist unimodular w, € C such that

H(X(,) = WQX@)(Q) (a (S (I))
Moreover, there exists a unique Dynkin diagram involution 74 such that

B(a) = —-wxtg(a) (a € d), (3.2)
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with wy the longest element of the Weyl group associated to X. This involution leaves the set X globally
invariant. See [KW92] and [Kol14, Appendix A] for details.
Put

Ins={i€el\X|719(i)=iand (e;,aj) =0forall j € X},

which corresponds to the 7y-stable white vertices not connected to any black vertices in the Satake
diagram. We then put

Is = {i € Ins | (@, ;) € 2Z for all j € Is}.
We also put
Ie={iel\X|719(i) #i and (a;,O(;)) = 0}.

It can be shown that this is the set of white vertices not fixed by 74 such that, if @; is the corresponding
restricted root, then 2@; is not a restricted root; see [Ara62][HelO1, p. 530].
We will use the following definition from [DCNTY 19].

Definition 3.2. We say that a Hermitian symmetric pair u? < u is

o of S-type, if Is # 0,
e of C-type, if there exists i € I \ (X U I¢) such that 74 (i) # i.

See [DCNTY 19, Appendix C] for a concrete classification of the Hermitian symmetric pairs into
these types. Recall that the restricted root system is always of type C or BC in the Hermitian case
[Moo64, Theorem 2]. By a case-by-case analysis (see, e.g., [OV90, Reference Chapter, table 9][HelO1,
Chapter X, Table VI][Kna02, Appendix C]), one sees that we are in the S-type case exactly when the
restricted root system is of type C, while we are in the C-type case when the restricted root system is of
type BC.

Moreover, by [DCNTY 19, Lemma C.2], in the C-type case there exists exactly one 7¢-orbit of the form
{0 # 0’ =719(0)}in I\ (XUI). We call the roots «,, and @, distinguished. By the same lemma, in the S-
type case the set /s consists of one root @,,, which we again call distinguished. Note that we use the same
label o for one of the distinguished roots as for a noncompact root in Section 3.1. This will be justified in
Proposition 3.5.

We now recall the construction of a cascade of orthogonal roots in the setting of Section 3.1. Let vy,
be the largest in our lexicographic order (hence necessarily noncompact) root of g’ = g, and let gV
be the centralizer of H,,. If gV ¢ g”, then let y, be the largest root such that X, € g™ and let g be
the centralizer of {H,,, H,,}. Continuing this until we have a®®) c g”, we obtain a strictly decreasing
sequence of Lie subalgebras (g("))l:‘:1 and noncompact positive roots 1, ...,ys. Furthermore, these
roots form a maximal family of mutually orthogonal noncompact roots, and they are mutually strongly
orthogonal, that is, y; + y; is never a root; see [Kna02, Lemma 7.143].

Let h* c b consist of all H € b with y;(H) = 0 for all i. Let h~ be the complex linear span of
{H,, |i=1,...,s}. Thenclearly h = h* @b, and hence for the dual spaces we have h* = (h*)*® (h7)".
Using this decomposition, we will often think of the y; as elements of (h7)*.

On the other hand, let h~ be the complex linear span of {X,, — X_,, | i = 1,...,s}. Then also
h* e B‘ is a Cartan subalgebra of g. This is a version of Harish-Chandra’s construction of maximally
split Cartan subalgebras.

To relate the two Cartan subalgebras, we consider the (partial, unitary) Cayley transform Ad g, where

.S
i
g1 = exp (Z ;(X,%. + Xyi)) eU,
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cf. [Kna02, Section VL.7]. Then (Ad g1)(iHy,) = X,, — X_,, (see Lemma 3.9 below), so (Ad g1)(h™) =

S‘, while Ad g acts as the identity on h*. We then have the following concrete presentation of maximally
split involutions.

Proposition 3.3. The involution 0 = (Adg;)~" o v o (Ad g1) is in maximally split form with respect to
(B, 0%), with the associated set X = {i € I | H,, € h*}.

In order to prove this, we will need some detailed information on the restricted roots. We will follow
closely the treatment of Harish-Chandra in [HC56].

For A, u € h*, let us write 1 ~ u when they restrict to the same functional on ™. For each i, let C;
denote the set of compact positive roots « such that @ ~ %yi. Similarly, let P; be the set of noncompact
positive roots y such that y ~ %yi.

Next, fori < j, let C;; denote the set of compact positive roots @ such that & ~ %(yi —v;). Let P;;
denote the set of noncompact positive roots y such that y ~ %(yi +v).

Finally, let Py = {y1,...,7vs}, and Cyp denote the set of positive roots @ such that @ ~ 0, that
is, H, € h*, or equivalently, « is orthogonal to vy, ..., y,. The set Cy consists of compact roots, as
{y1,...,vs} is a maximal family of mutually orthogonal noncompact positive roots.

Proposition 3.4. The set ®* is partitioned by the subsets Py, Co, (P:)?_,, (Ci):_,, (Pijhi<i<j<s, and
(Cijh<i<j<s- Moreover,

(i) If a € Cy, then « is strongly orthogonal to y; for all i;
(ii) Foreveryl <i < s, the map a — 7y; — « is a bijection from C; onto P;;
(iii) Forall1 <i < j < s, the maps a — y; — a and a — y; + a are bijections from C;; onto P;;.

The proof is practically identical to that of [HC56, Lemma 16], we therefore omit the details.

Proof of Proposition 3.3. First of all, observe that by construction 6 = id on h* and § = —id on ™. This
already implies that

O NZIy c {a>0]|0O(a) =a} Cc ®" NO(D").

Next, by Proposition 3.4, every positive root restricts to 0, y;, %yi or %(y,- +7;) for some i, j withi < j.
From this we see that the intersection of the restrictions of ®* and ®(®*) is at most {0}. In particular,
if @ € ®* N O(D*), then « restricts to 0. Decompose such an « into a combination of the simple roots
and restrict to h~. Since no nontrivial sum with nonnegative integral coefficients of the vectors vy;, %yi
and %(7[ +7v;) (i < j)is zero, it follows that o decomposes into a combination of the simple roots that
restrict to 0, that is, @ € ®* N ZIIx. This proves property (1) in Definition 3.1.

To establish property (2), take @ € ®* N ZIly, that is, « is a positive root restricting to 0. This root

must be compact, since {yy, ..., ys} is a maximal family of mutually orthogonal noncompact roots, and
it is strongly orthogonal to y; by Proposition 3.4 (i). Therefore, g, C g* and g, centralizers X_,, + X,,.
Hence, 6 acts trivially on g,. O

Refining the observation after Definition 3.2, we have the following.

Proposition 3.5. With the above notation, the roots yi, . . ., ys are all of the same length. The restriction
map « +— aly- defines a bijection between the tg-orbits in I1 \ Ilx and a basis of the restricted root
system. This basis and the distinguished roots are concretely described as follows.

e S-type: The restricted root system is of type Cs, consisting of {i%()/i +¥)icj U {xyiti, with the
basis {%(yi - 7,~+1)}f:‘11 U{ys}. The unique noncompact root «,, € Il is distinguished, and it coincides
with 5.

o C-type: The restricted root system is of type BCg, consisting of{i% (Yityj)ticjU{zxyitiV {i%)’i}i,
with the basis {%(yi - 7i+1)}f=_1] U {%%}. The unique noncompact root a, € Il is distinguished,
and its restriction to h~ is %ys. The second distinguished root is the only other simple root a, that
restricts to %73.
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Proof. Observe that since @ — wxa € ZIlx for any root a, we have ©(a@) + 19(a) € ZIIx by equation
(3.2). It is well known and not difficult to see that this implies that the restriction map « +— «[y- defines
a bijection between the 7g-orbits in IT \ IIx and a basis of the restricted root system.

Next, by a case-by-case analysis (see, e.g., [Kna02, Appendix C] again), we know that the restricted
root system is of type C; in the S-type case and of type BC; in the C-type case. By counting the number
of roots and Proposition 3.4, it follows that the restricted root system is {i%(yi +y)ticj U{tyiti
(S-type) or {i%(yi ¥ icj U{xyi}i U {i%yi}i (C-type). Now, on the one hand, the restriction of
IT \ Iy gives a basis of the restricted root system. On the other hand, the nonzero restrictions of the
positive roots is the set {3 (y; £ ¥;)}i<j U {¥i}i (S-type) or {3 (i £ ¥;)}ic; U {¥i}i U {3¥i}i (C-type).
From this we may conclude that the basis we get by restriction must be {%(w - y,-+1)}f:‘11 U {ys} (S-
type) or {%(yl- - yi+1)}f=’11 U {%ys} (C-type). Since this is a basis of root systems of type C; or BCy, it
follows that the roots y1, ..., ys are of the same length.

It remains to identify the distinguished roots. Consider the unique noncompact root @, € II. Its
image in the restricted root system must be either vy, (S-type) or %ys (C-type). Indeed, a noncompact
positive root can only restrict to y;, %y,- or %(yi +7v;) (i < j) by Proposition 3.4, and the claim follows
by taking the intersection with the image of the simple positive roots.

Consider the C-type case. By the remark after the definition of /¢, in this case the distinguished roots
have the property that if g is their common restriction, then 2 is still a restricted root. Since 8 must be
an element of the basis {%(yl- - 7f+1)}%:1] U {%ys} of the restricted root system, we have 8 = %ys. We
already know that «,, restricts to %'ys, S0 @, is one of the distinguished roots, and then the other is 7¢ (@, ).

Consider now the S-type case. Again, we already know that the restriction of «,, is 5. By Proposition
3.4, the only positive root restricting to vy, is vy, itself. Hence, @, = ys and 1¢(ys) = 5. It remains to
check that a,, is the unique element of /s. The equality 7¢(ys) = vs means that y, is not connected by
an arrow to any other vertex in the Satake diagram. It also needs to be separated from the black vertices,
as ;s is orthogonal to ITx. Looking at the Satake diagrams, this is already enough to conclude that y; is
the distinguished vertex, except for the CI case 1y C sp,. But in this remaining case we have h* = 0, and
the restricted roots are the same as the entire roots. Thus, y, represents the unique long simple positive
root, which is indeed the distinguished root. O

Corollary 3.6. In the S-type case, we have
l. S
Zy, = By ]Z; Hy,,

as well as a,, = 2//s for ug C sp and a, = +/2/s in all other cases.

Proof. Since in the S-type case the compact positive roots restrict to O or %(yi - ;) (i < j), such roots
vanish on Zj’:l H,,. Therefore, Z;zl H,, € 3(g”). As we must have y;(Z,) = i for any j, we get the
formula for Z,, in the formulation.

A case-by-case verification shows that ys = @, is a short root in all cases except for uy C sp,, while
in the last case it is a long root of length 2. Since the roots vy, ..., y, are all of the same length and
(Z,,Z,)y = —a;?, we then get the formula for a,,. o

3.3. A family of coisotropic subgroups

Now, we are ready to introduce a one-parameter family of involutive automorphisms interpolating
between v and 6 = (Ad g;)~! o v o (Ad g;), which define coisotropic subgroups of U.
For ¢ € R, let

. S
nig -
go=exp (7 )Xoy, +X,)). 6= (Adgy) 060 (Adgy) ™"
i=1
so that 8y = 6 and 6 = v.
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Definition 3.7. We will write K 4 for U% = g4_1U” gi_4 and denote its Lie algebra by .
Our first goal is to understand how the r-matrix (3.1) transforms under g .

Proposition 3.8. For all ¢ € R, we have
(Ad g4)®*(r) - cos (%)r cen@u+ueu”.
For the proof, we need to introduce a more convenient basis for computations. We will write
eq =—-1X,4

to adapt to the conventions of [Bou07, Tit66]. Note that then
en=—e_q and [eq,e_o] =—H,.
Let us write [eq, eg] = No geqsp When @, 5, and a + 5 are roots. We then have ]\70,[; =N_q,-pand

NapgN-a.a1p = —p(g+1), INap|=q+1, (3.3)

where p, resp. g, is the largest integer such that 8+ pa, resp. 8 — g, is aroot [Bou07, Section VIIL.2.4].
(In fact, if we were more careful in choosing root vectors, we could arrange N, g to be real, with the
sign of N, g described in [Tit66].)

Recall from Proposition 3.4 that ®* is partitioned by the subsets Py, Co, (P;) 2 (G s (Pijisi<jsss
and (C;j)1<i<j<s. We will consider these subsets one by one.

We start with Py. For each i, put

Xi=ey+e_,, and y;=ey, —e_,,.

Lemma 3.9. The map Ad g4 acts as follows:

X; P X;, Yi > COs (%)yi — sin (%)Hyi, H,, — sin (%)yi + Ccos (%)Hﬁ.

Proof. Since v; is strongly orthogonal to y; for j # i, we have

S S

S
Z(e—)/j + e)/j)»xi = O’ |:Z(e—)/j + e)/j)a )’i = ZH)/,‘» Z(e—yj + e)/j)»H i = _2)’i~
j=1

j=1 j=1
Since
big0) S 0 -4 cosd —sinA
8o = SXP\ T Zl(e_yf tey) ) xp (/l 0 ) B (sin/l cos A ) ’ (3.4
Jj=

we get the result. |

As Ad g4 acts trivially on the orthogonal complement of {H,,, ..., H, } in b, this lemma already
describes the action of Ad g4 on the Cartan subalgebra.
Lemma 3.10. If « € Cy, then Ad g4 acts trivially on e.q and H,.
Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.4 (i). O

Next, on the root vectors of P; and C; we have the following description of Ad g.
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Lemma 3.11. Assume 1 <i < s, and y € P; and a € C; are such that y + @ = y;. Then Ad g4 acts as
follows:

ey > Cos (ﬂ4—¢)e7 — Ny, —y sin (7T4—¢)e_(,, e_a > Ny, _,sin (7T4—¢)e7 +cos (7T4—¢)e_(,,
and we have |N,, _,,| = 1.
Note that we also get formulas for the action on e_,, and e, by taking adjoints.
Proof. From Proposition 3.4, we see that y +y;, ¥ — 2y; and y £ ; for j # i are not roots. Hence,

[ (e—y; +ey,),ey| = le—yey] = Noy, ye—a = Ny, ye—a,
1

S
Jj=

and N_y, yNy, _o = —1 and |[N_,, ,| = 1 by equation (3.3). Similarly, y; + @ and « £ y; for j # i are
not roots, hence

S

[Z(E—W +ey,) N ,.,_ye_a] = ey, Ny, —ye-al = —ey.
j=1
The lemma follows by again using equation (3.4). O

Consider now y € P;;,and puta = y—7y; € C;;. By Proposition 3.4 (iii), we also have roots y’" € P;;
and o’ € C;; such that

vi—a=y =y;+a’.
Put £(y) = N_y, yN_y, ', £(@) = N_y, aNy, o, and take the elements
Xy=ey,—g(¥)e_y, yy=e,+&(¥)ey, xq=eq—e(@e_y, Yo=eq+e(a)e_qo.

Lemma 3.12. If y € P;j and « € C;j are such that y — a = vy, then the map Ad g 4 acts as follows:

big0) — . (TP
Xy P> Xy, Xq > Xq, Yy COS (T)yy - Nyj,_), sin (T)ya,

Woyoysin (5 )y +cos ()
— N, _,sin|— cos [ —
Ya Vi~V 2 yy 2 Yas
and we have |e(y)| = |e(@)| = [Ny, | = 1.
Proof. First of all, observe that
yi—y=a, vi-v =a, Yi—v=-qa yj—y =-a’. (3.5

From Proposition 3.4, we see that —y; — y and 2vy; — y are not roots, hence |N,, _, | = 1 by the second
identity in equation (3.3). For similar reasons, the numbers N, _y/, Ny, _y and N, _,- are of modulus
one, and by the first identity in equation (3.3) we have

Ny, ~yN-yi,ar = Ny;,-y Noy;,a = Ny; -y N-y; —a = Ny; -y Noy; o = - 1. (3.6)

We claim that also the following identity holds:

N-yj—a'N-yi,y = Neyi,aN—y; 5 G.7
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Indeed, the expressions on both sides are precisely the coefficients of e_, in [e_,,, [e—y,,ey]] and
[e-y;» [e-y,, €y ]]. By the Jacobi identity,

le—y;: [e—yis ey]] = [e—y [e—y; ey ] = [y, [e—y;s ey 11

But we have [e_,,, e_,,;] = 0 by strong orthogonality. Thus, our claim is proved.
Now, a simple computation using equations (3.5)—(3.7) gives

[Zsl(e% + en),xy] = [Zsl(e,n + eyk),xa] =0,
k=1 k=1

[Zizl(e—)/k + eyk)’%/] = 2Ny, yYa: [Ziﬂ(e—w +ey). Ny, —yVa| = =27y
The lemma follows again from equation (3.4). O

Proof of Proposition 3.8. We have

r= —iz @(e%y@ea —eq®e_g).

a>0

We will use the partition of ®* into the subsets Po, Co, (P:)_;, (Ci):_;» (Pij)i<i<j<s» (Cij)i<i<j<s and
check how the corresponding components of r transform under (Ad g¢)®2.
We start with y = y; € Py. Up to the factor —V—l%, the corresponding component of r is

X; ® y;i —y; ® x;. By Lemma 3.9, its image under (Ad g¢)®2, modulo ¥ ® g+ g ® g”, is

cos (%)(xi ® yi — Vi ® x;),

as needed.

Next, by Lemma 3.10, if @ € Cp, then the corresponding components of (Ad g¢)®2(r) and r are
already in g” ® g”.

Consider 1 <i < s, and take roots y € P; and a € C; related by y = y; — . Since y = —s,, @, these
roots have the same length. Therefore, up to a factor, the component of r corresponding to y and « is

ey ®ey—e, Qe y+e_g®eqg—€aBe_g.
By Lemma 3.11, its image under (Ad g,4)®?, modulo g” ® g +g ® g, is

(0052 (%) — sin’ (7T4—¢))(e_y ®ey—ey, ®e_y) =Cos (?)(e_y ®ey—ey,®e_y).

This is equal (up to the same factor as before) to the contribution of y and « to cos(%‘/’)r modulo
g’ ®ag+g®q”.

Consider now y € P;;. Let y’ = y; +y; — . Using equation (3.6), we get from equation (3.7) that
N_y,yN—y;.y» = Noy, yyN_y, ,, thatis, e(y) = &(y’). We then have

Xy ® Yy =Yy ®Xy+Xy ®Yy =Yy ®xy =28(y)(ey ® ey —e_, Qey+ey ey —e_y ®ey).

The roots y and y” are of the same length since y" = —s,,5,,y. Therefore, up to a factor, the component
of r corresponding to y and y’ is

Xy @Yy —Vy ®Xy +Xy @Yy — Yy Xy,
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Note that it is possible that y = ’, but this only changes the overall factor. By Lemma 3.12, the image
of the above expression under (Ad g¢)®2, modulo ¥ ® g+ g ® ¢”, is

g
cos (7)()(7 ® Yy —Vy ®Xy +Xy ® Yy — Yy ®Xyr),

as we need.
Finally, take a € C;;. Let @’ = y; — v; — @. Then, similarly to the previous case, the contribution of
a and a’ to r is, up to a factor,

Xa®Ya =Y ®@Xag+Xe @Yo —Va X

By Lemma 3.12, this expression transforms under (Ad g¢)®2 into an elementof ¥ ® g+g®g”. 0O

Corollary 3.13. For every ¢ € R, the subgroup K 4 of Definition 3.7 is a coisotropic subgroup of (U, r),
that is,

0r(fp) CIpg@u+tu®iy.

It is a Poisson—Lie subgroup if and only if ¢ is an odd integer.

Proof. By definition, we have 4 = (Ad g4-1)(1”). Since U” is a Poisson-Lie subgroup of (U,r), K4
is a Poisson—Lie subgroup of (U, (Ad g¢,|)®2(r)). As

n(l-¢)

_ )(Adg¢_1)®2(r) cf,@u+udiy

r —cos (
this shows that K 4 is coisotropic in (U, r).
Assume now that K4 is a Poisson—Lie subgroup of (U, r) for some ¢. Since K4 has the same rank as
U, it follows that 4 must contain the Cartan subalgebra t (see, e.g., [Sto03, Proposition 2.1]). Therefore,
0 = (Adgy_1) ovo (Ad g¢_1)‘1 acts trivially on §. From Lemma 3.9, we see that this is the case if
and only if sin(M) = 0, that is, ¢ is an odd integer.
Assume that indeed ¢ = 2n + 1 for some n € Z. In the S-type case, when the sets P; and C; are empty
for 1 <i < s, we see from Lemmas 3.10 and 3.12 that fS =g”,s0 K4 = U" is a Poisson-Lie subgroup.

Consider the C-type case. If n is even so that cos(%_l)) = +1, we see from Lemmas 3.10-3.12
that fg =g”, 50 Ky = U is again a Poisson—-Lie subgroup.

Assume now that n is odd. Then sin(w) = +1, and we see from Lemmas 3.10-3.12 that ES is
spanned by b, X., (@ € Cp), X+, (y € P;, 1 i < 5)and X, (@ € C;j). Moreover, by Proposition 3.5,
the nondistinguished simple roots in IT \ IIx lie in the sets C; ;41, while the distinguished roots satisfy
@, € P, and a, € Cs. We conclude that we have X, € ’fg for the nondistinguished simple roots a,
Xia, € fg and X.iq,, ¢ fg. It follows that if q C g is the parabolic subalgebra defined by the subset
IT\ {@,} of simple roots, then g Nu C f,4. We have a Dynkin diagram involution 79 mapping IT \ {@ }
onto IT\ {a, }. Then the corresponding automorphism of g maps q onto p = g” +m,,,. Sinceu” =pNu
is a maximal proper Lie subalgebra of u, it follows that g N u is a maximal proper Lie subalgebra of u.
Hence, g N'u = 4, and therefore K4 is a Poisson-Lie subgroup of (U, r). O

Remark 3.14. We see from the above argument or directly from Lemmas 3.9-3.12, that (Ad g4)(u”) =
u” if and only if ¢ € 27Z in the S-type case and ¢ € 4Z in the C-type case.

We finish this subsection by exhibiting generators of fg.

Proposition 3.15. If ¢ € R\ (1 + 2Z), then the Lie algebra fg is generated by the following elements:

H e b, X.o for a € Ty, X, + 60(X,) for the nondistinguished roots « € 11 \ Ilx, plus the following
elements:
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o S-type: Xo, +6(Xa,) — SoHa,, where s, = itan(%¢);
o C-type: X, +co0(Xy,) and X, + CZIH(X%/), where ¢, = —cot(F (¢ — 1)).

Proof. We denote by g4 the Lie algebra generated by the elements in the formulation. For ¢ = 0,
the generators of gg are the adjoints of the generators of g? from [Koll4, Lemma 2.8]. Since g9 is
x-invariant, we therefore get gy = g7, that is, the proposition is true for ¢ = 0. In order to prove it for all
¢ € R\ {1 +2Z} it suffices to show that g4 = (Ad g4)(go)-

We will check how Ad g4 acts on the generators of go. By definition, Ad g4 is the identity map on
p? =p*. By Lemma 3.10, it is also the identity map on X., for @ € IIx C Cj.

Next, consider a nondistinguished root @ € IT \ IIx. Then @ € C; ;1 forsome 1 <i < 5 — 1. As
0 =(Adg-1)ovo(Adg)), from Lemma 3.12 we see that 8(x,) = x, and 8(y4) = —y.. It follows that
0(ey) = —e(a@)e_y, and therefore,

Xo+0(Xy) =ieq+il(ey) =ixg.

By Lemma 3.12, Ad g4 acts trivially on this element.

It remains to understand what happens with the generators corresponding to the distinguished roots.
Consider the S-type case. Then the distinguished root is @, = y;. By Lemma 3.9, we have 0(x;) = —x;
and 6(ys) = ys, hence 6(e,,) = —e_,, . Therefore,

Xo, +0(Xq,) = iys.

By Lemma 3.9 we then get
(Adgg)(Xa, +0(Xa,)) = c05 (72 ) (Xa, +0(Xa,)) = isin (5 Hy,,

which is exactly the remaining generator of g4 multiplied by cos( ”T¢)

Consider now the C-type case. In this case, the distinguished roots are @, € Py and a, € C;.
Generally, if ¥ € P; and @ € C are such that y + @ = y,, then by Lemma 3.11 we have 6(e,) =
—]\_fys,,ye,a. Applying the same lemma again, we get

(Adgy) (X, +0(X,)) = (cos (?) — sin (?))Xy + (cos (%) + sin (%))G(Xy).

For y = a,, the right-hand side is, up to the factor cos(”T'P) —sin( ”T'/’) = —V2sin( W), the generator
of g4 corresponding to «,. We similarly get

(Adg4) (X +0(Xa)) = V2 cos (@)xw ~V2sin (#)e(xa),

so again we see that for @ = a, the right-hand side is, up to a factor, the corresponding generator of g¢.
Thus, the identity g4 = (Ad g4)(go) is proved. O

Definition 3.16. Denote by G 4 the subgroup GY% = (Adgs-1)(G”) of G.

3.4. Coactions of quantized multiplier algebras

Let us relate the computation of the previous subsection to the associators from Section 2.3.
Given a reductive algebraic subgroup H (which will be G 4) of G, consider a coaction (U (H)[ ~], @)
of a multiplier Hopf algebra (U/(G)[ 4], Ar). By Lemma 1.1, if A, and a both equal A modulo h,
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they can be twisted to A. We will assume that this can be done by elements satisfying extra properties.
Specifically, assume there exist F € U(G x G)[[1]] and G € U(H X G)[ h] such that

GO =1, (idee€)(9) =1, @ =GA()G, (3.8)
FO =1, (e®id)(F) = (id®€)(F) =1, Ap = FAC)F, (3.9)
Fol+ h% 00, (3.10)

(id® A FH(1 e FH)Fe1)(A®id)(F) = dkz. (3.11)

We remind that @z = ®(nt},, hity;) € U(g) ®3[ 1] is Drinfeld’s KZ-associator for G. Then by twisting
by (F~!,G7!) we get a quasi-coaction (U(H)[[h], A, ¥) of (U(G)[ 1], A, Pxz) and we can try to apply

the results of Section 2.

Theorem 3.17. Let u¥ < u be a Hermitian symmetric pair, and let G  be as in Definition 3.16 for some
¢ € R\ (1 +2Z). Assume we are given a coaction a: U(G ) h]] = U(G 4 x G)[ h] of a multiplier
Hopfalgebra (U(G)[ h], Ap). Assume also that there exist F € U(G X G)[ h] and G € U(G 4 X G)[ h]
satisfying conditions (3.8)~(3.11). Then there exist unique sy € R and p € hC[h] such that the
coaction is obtained by twisting the quasi-coaction (U(G y)[[h]l, A, ¥Ykz.s,:) of U(G)[h], A, Pkz).
The parameter s is determined by

e

sin (7) = tanh (%) (3.12)

If, in addition, F and G are chosen to be unitary, then u € hR[ h].

Here, Wkz. s put 18 defined for the Hermitian symmetric pair f5 < u as in Section 2.3, using the
element Z4 = (Adge-1)(Z,) of 3(¥4). We will give examples of coactions satisfying the assumptions
of the theorem in Section 4.

We will need the following lemma for the uniqueness part.

Lemma 3.18 (cf. [Dri90, Proposition 3.2]). Assume we are given a homomorphism Ay, : U(G)[ h] —
U(G X G)[ 1] and two elements F, F' € U(G x G)[ k] satisfying equation (3.9) and the identity

([dRA)(FHAF N)NFe )(A®id)(F)=(ide A)(FH1eF)WF 1)(Aid)(F),
(3.13)

defining a G-invariant element of U(G?>)[[ h]). Then there exists a unique central element u € U(G)[[ h]
such that u = 1 modulo h and

F'=Fu®uAm)™".

If; in addition, F and F' are unitary, then u is also unitary.

Proof. To be able to use an inductive construction for u, it suffices to show that if 7 = 7’ modulo /s
then there exists a central element 7' € I/ (G) such that

Fo) o 7o) 4y T @ 1+1@ T — A(T).

By considering the order n + 1 terms in equation (3.13), we get that the element § = F’("+1) — F(n+)
satisfies

({dA)(S)+15-S®1-(A®id)(S) =0.
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This means that S is a 2-cocycle in the complex Bg = I§G,e from Section 2.1. Furthermore, F~' F’
commutes with the image of A, hence S also commutes with the image of A. Therefore, S is a 2-cocycle
in the complex B = BS. By Proposition 2.1, the cohomology of B is /\ g, and then the cohomology
of B is (/\ 8)%. In particular, H>(Bg) = 0, which implies the existence of 7.

Assume now that we have two central elements u and u” with the required properties. Consider the
central element v = u'u~' € U(G). Then v = 1 modulo & and A(v) = v ® v. Assume v # 1 and take
the smallest n > 1 such that v # 0. Then A(v?) = v @ 1 + 1 ® v™ hence v\ € g. But as v is
central, we must have v(") € 3(g) = 0, which is a contradiction.

Finally, if 7 and F’ are unitary, then (x~!)* has the defining properties of u, hence (¢~!)* =u. O

Proof of Theorem 3.17. Taking s4 € R defined by equation (3.12), let us first prove the existence
of u. By twisting the coaction @ by (F~',G!), we obtain a quasi-coaction (U(G4)[h],A,¥) of
UG)[[1], A, Pxz), where

Y=(deA)GHA®F N aeoid)(G)(G®1l) =(ideA) G H(1eFHGe1)(A®id)(G),

and hence
p = _’% +da(G"). (3.14)

Let us use the subscript ¢ for the constructions we had in Section 2 applied to the pair £, < u. By
Theorem 2.16, in order to prove the existence of y, it suffices to compute (Q4, pD ).

Since Q4 is a cycle in the chain complex E’G’Gd’, the term d.5(G") in equation (3.14) does not
contribute to the pairing. By Proposition 3.8, we have

7 — cos (%(1 - ¢))(Adg¢_1)®2(r) €0y ®F+3®Qay-

We also have ir = ™+ — ™~ modulo g” ® g”, hence (Ad g¢_1)®2(ir) =™+ — ™o~ modulo gy ® 9.
Therefore,

ir —sin (?)(,mw —1"M") €EQGy R+ R® Gy
As g4 centralizes Zy, any cochainin 1 ® g ® g+ 1 ® g ® g4 pairs trivially with Q4. Hence,

Qg M)y = —% sin (%)(g(z,,t;‘;ﬁ* — 1y,
By Theorem 2.16 and identity (2.11), it follows that (U (G 4)[[A],A,¥) is obtained by twisting the
quasi-coaction (U(G ¢)[ 2], A, ¥kz,s,:) for some u € hC[[ k], and if, in addition, F and G are unitary,
we can choose u € hR[[A].

Assume now that the coaction a: U(G )| h] — U(G 4 X G)[ 1] is obtained by twisting the quasi-
coaction (U(G ) 1], A, ¥kz,s5y) of (U(G)[[ 1], A, Pkz) for some other s” € R and u” € hC[[h]. Let
(F’,G’) be a pair defining this twisting. By Lemma 3.18, we have 7’ = F(u ® u)A (u)~! for a central
element u € U(G)[ 1] such that u = 1 modulo 4. But then the pairs (F”,G’) and (F, (1®u~')G’) define
the same twistings. In other words, without loss of generality we may assume that 7' = F. Then the
quasi-coaction (U(G ¢)[[ 1], A, Pkz,s ) is obtained from (U(G ) 2], A, Ykz.5,:.) by twisting with
(1,G’7'G). By Theorem 2.16, this implies that s” = sgand p’ = . O

Remark 3.19. Using isomorphisms and twistings that are not trivial modulo A, we can pass from
G4 to its conjugate by an element g € U. Namely, the conjugation by Adg in the Oth leg
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transforms the quasi-coaction (U(G ¢)[[h], A, Ykz,54:u) of (U(G)[R],A, Pkz) into the isomorphic
quasi-coaction

UG pg H[N]. (Adg) o Ao (Adg)™", (Adg)(Pkz,syiu))

of (U(G)[[R], A, @kz), and then the twisting by 1 ® g € U(gG »g~! x G)[ 1] gives the quasi-coaction
(L{(gG¢g‘l)|[h]],A,‘I‘Kz,sdﬁ;,,) of (U(G)[1],A, ®kz), where ¥kz s, now denotes the associator
defined by the symmetric pair (Ad g)(fy) < u.

Before moving on to the next part, let us explain some geometric structures motivating the above
computations.

Starting from the KZ-equations, after fixing a twist F satisfying equations (3.9)—(3.11), an associator
¥ € U(G” x G?)[ 1] defines an associative product *;f on O(U/U”)[h] = OU)Y [ h]; see [EEOS5,
Section 6]. Moreover, the algebra (O(U/U")[ k], *‘}f) becomes a comodule algebra over the quantized
Sunction algebra Oy, (U), the restricted dual Hopf algebra of (U (G)[[ 1], Ay). This structure corresponds
to the module category ((Rep G¥)[ 1], ¥) under the Tannaka—Krein type duality for module categories
and coactions.

To be more precise, given an element ¥ € U(G” x G*>)¢"[h] such that (U(G*)[R],A,P) is a
quasi-coaction of (U(G)[ k], A, ©kz), we define f; *Z’ f> by

(fi 5y f.T) = {fi ® o, FA(T)(e ®1d)(¥)) (T € U(G)).

As we have F(I) — ]—'2(1l ) = ir, the corresponding Poisson bracket

1
(/1. o}y = lim —(fi s o= faxy fi)
is characterized by
A Sy ) = (i © fourA(T) = iA (D) (e @id) (¥ - W] ).

If we have ¥ = 7—[0,12‘{‘7{511,27-[6’11 with H € 1+ hiU(G” X G)![ 1], the invertible transformation pq,
of O(U/UY)[ h] characterized by

on(N).T) ={f.T(e ®id)(H))

satisfies py (f *2’ ) =px(fi) *Z’/ o (f2), that is, we get isomorphic deformation quantizations from
twist equivalent associators. From this we obtain { fi, f>}y = {f1, f>}w for such ¥ and ¥’.
Combined with the identification of H?(Bg.Gv), we obtain a decomposition

{fl’fz}‘l"Z{fl’fz}(t+x{f1’f2}ﬁ’ (315)

for some complex number x (which is real for unitary ¥), with

{fi- fo}a =mr D (fi ® fo), {fi. folp = im(£)y* =11y ) " (fi @ fo).

Note that { fi, f>} is invariant for the left translation action of U, while { fi, f>} is equivariant for the
Sklyanin bracket on U. The left invariance of {fi, f>}g implies that the associated Poisson bivectors
commute with respect to the Schouten—Nijenhuis bracket. Note also that we can write {fi, 2} =
mr ™" (fi ® f»), and in fact it is the Kostant—Kirillov—Souriau bracket if we identify U/U” with a
coadjoint orbit as in Remark 2.15; see [DG95]. The Poisson bracket associated with Wz ., is given by
x = tanh(%*).
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Turning to the side of coisotropic subgroups, by Corollary 3.13, U/K 4 admits a Poisson bracket
which is just the restriction of the Sklyanin bracket: {fi, f2}4 = {f1, fo}sk for f; € O(U/Ky) c O(U).
This gives the structure of a Poisson homogeneous space on U/Ky = U/U” over (U, r).

In fact, any Poisson homogeneous structure of U/U” over (U, r) is of the form (3.15) (this seems to
be folklore, but the idea can be traced back to [She91, Appendix]). We thus obtain a correspondence
between the parameters ¢ and s through the comparison of the factor x.

Remark 3.20. The bracket (3.15) defines a Poisson action of (U,r) on U/U"” for any x, but there is
a distinguished range which naturally shows up in our considerations: —1 < x < 1. Starting from
the KZ-equations the value of tanh(%*) is confined in this range when s € R and we have a unitary
associator. On the side of the Cayley transform, this corresponds to the case that K4 is coisotropic but
not a Poisson—Lie subgroup of (U, r). In this case, the Poisson bivector vanishes on a nondiscrete subset
of U/UY, while in the limit case x = +1 it only vanishes at one point; see the next subsection. When
|x| > 1, we get a symplectic structure.

3.5. Regularity of ribbon braids

We finish this section with a technical result, which we will need later, showing that in the non-Poisson
subgroup case a ribbon braid in the algebra of formal Laurent series must lie in the algebra of formal
power series. More precisely, we will prove the following.

Theorem 3.21. Let u? < u be a Hermitian symmetric pair, and r be an r-matrix of the form (3.1) for
some Cartan subalgebra t < u and a choice of positive roots. Assume we are given a coaction

a: UGT)[h] = UG x G)[h]

of a multiplier Hopf algebra (U(G)[h],An) such that there exist F € U(G X G)[h] and G €
U(G7 X G)[[ k] satisfying conditions (3.8)—(3.11). Assume also that there exists a ribbon braid

ee [] (End(Vp)®End(V,r)[h‘l,h]])

pelirG7,
nelrrG

for this coaction with respect to the R-matrix R = Fa1 exp(—=ht")F ' of (U(G)[ 1], Ar,). Then, unless
U°? is a Poisson—Lie subgroup of (U,r), we must have £ € U(GT X G)[ h].

Consider the K-matrix K = (e ® id)(£), and put u = (¢ ® id)(G). Then from identity (1.5) for our
ribbon braid we get

e DEW ' ®1) =Ry (18 K)R.
Therefore, in order to prove the theorem it suffices to show that K € U (G)[[ 2] unless U7 is a Poisson—
Lie subgroup of (U, r).
Identities (1.4) and (1.6) imply

K(Adu)(T) = (Adu)(T)K forall T € U(G”)[A], (3.16)

Ap(K) =R (10 K)R(K®1). (3.17)

A key step now is to prove the following.

Proposition 3.22. With o, A}, and R as in Theorem 3.21, assume we are given an invertible element

ke [] (End(v,,)[h—l,h]])

nelirG
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satisfying conditions (3.16) and (3.17) for some u € U(G)[h], u = 1 modulo h. Assume also that
K2 = ad(K) € End(g)[h~", k] has a negative order term. Then U is a Poisson—Lie subgroup of
(u,r).

We will prove this by analyzing certain Poisson structures on U/U“ .

Take a Cartan subalgebra t and a system IT of simple roots as in Section 3.1, but for the Hermitian
symmetric pairu® < u. Then there exists g € U such that Ad g maps t onto f, while the dual map maps IT
onto IT. Now, the Cartan subalgebra t is as in Section 3.1 for the automorphism v = (Ad g) "' oo o (Ad g)
of u and some Z, € 3(u").

As we remarked in Section 3.4, on the compact symmetric space U/U", both the left and the right
actions of the r-matrix r define (real) Poisson bivector fields, denoted by rD and r(1) | (As part of
the claim, the bivector field ") on U preserves the right U”-invariant functions.) Thus, the linear
combinations of these commuting bivector fields define Poisson brackets on U/U" as in equation (3.15).

Lemma 3.23. The bivector field r """ — r("-") on U /U vanishes only at [e]. Similarly, the bivector field
r&D 4 (1) vanishes only at [Wo), where wo € U is any lift of the longest element wq of the Weyl group.

Proof. As UV is a Poisson-Lie subgroup of (U, r), the first statement follows from the well-known
description of the Poisson leaves of the reduction r(-!) — (") of the Sklyanin bracket [LW90].

As for the bivector field "D + (") first note that (Adw)®*(r) = —r. This means that the
Poisson bivector 70 + r(">") on U/U" vanishes at the point [Wal] = [Wop]. Thus, the U-equivariant
diffeomorphism

U/UY — U/(AdWwo)(U”), gl — [gwy']

transforms the Poisson bivector r-0) + (") on U/U" into a Poisson bivector I’ on U/(Ad wg)(U")
which vanishes at the basepoint.

On the other hand, (Adwg)(U") is again a Poisson-Lie subgroup of U. Hence, I1” has to agree
with the reduction of the Sklyanin bracket, which vanishes only at [e] € U/(Adwo)(U"). As a result
r&D 4 () vanishes only at [wo] € U/U”. O

Identity (3.17) implies that /C satisfies the reflection equation
(K@ DRI K)R =R (1 K)R(K®1).

Using this, we are going to introduce another Poisson structure on U/U” following [DM03a][DMO03b].
Let us write ¢ for . Consider a finite-dimensional representation 7 of G. Put t™ = (7 ® 7)(t), and
consider the set

MT={A€End(V,) | (A® A" =t"(AQ A)}.
We have three actions of g € U on End(V,) given by multiplication by 7r(g) on the left, on the right and

by conjugation by 7(g). For X € g, we will denote by XY, X(") and X @ the corresponding vector
fields on End(V,). Thus, X = Xx() — X(") The RE bracket on M7 is defined by

{f1, 2IrE = m(r(ad’ad) +i(r) — t(r’l)))(fl ® f2).

More precisely, since M7 is not a smooth manifold in general, this defines a Poisson bracket on the
algebra of polynomial functions on M7, But in any case what is going to matter to us is only that
rladad) gy (Lr) _ ¢ (DY s a well-defined bivector field on End(V,).

The following observation is from [DMO03b].
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Lemma 3.24. Put R™ = (r®n)(R), and assume that A, € End(V,)[ k] has constant term A = A;lo) €
M and satisfies the reflection equation

(A @ DRI (1@ AR =R}, (1@ AR)R™ (AL ® 1).

Then the RE bracket vanishes at A.

Proof. Letting r™ = (1 ® 71)(r), the bivector field r (2429 4 (7)) — (D at the point A € End(V,) is

FT(AA)+(AAr™  — (10 A)r"(A®1)— (A 1)r" (1 ® A)
+(1®A)it"(A® 1) - (A® 1)it" (1 ® A).

By looking at the order one terms in the reflection equation and using that R = 1 — h(t +ir) + O(h?),
Ra1=1—-h(t—ir)+0(h*) and (A ® A)t™ =t"(A ® A), we see that this bivector is zero. O

We want to apply this to the element #*K2 for k = — ord(K?d) so that h¥KC starts with an order
zero term. Denote the orthogonal (with respect to the U-invariant Hermitian form) projection g — mt,
by P, and put P§ = (Ad g)(P.), so P$ is the projection onto 1.

Lemma 3.25. Under the assumptions of Proposition 3.22, the lowest order nonzero coefficient of K
is, up to a scalar factor, either P§ or PS.

Proof. Let us more generally consider the elements K™ = 7(K) for finite-dimensional representations
7 of G. Denote by k , the order of the lowest nonzero term of 7.

Applying the counit to equation (3.17) we get €(KC) = 1. Consider the contragredient representation
7t of G. The antipode S;, for (U(G)[h],Ar) has the form vS(-)v~! for some v € U(G)[A], v = 1
modulo 4. Applying m(id ® Sy,) to equation (3.17) we then get

1 = pkatha otk g (07 (ka)y 1 g (pFxtka*ly in - End(VR)[A7', R].

Hence, kr + kz < 0, and if k + kz = 0, then K™ *k=) §(IC7%(k=)) = 1, while if k + kz < 0, then
/Cﬂ,(kn)s(;cfr,(kfr)) =0.

Consider now the adjoint representation ad. Since it is self-conjugate and by assumption k,q < 0, we
get 1024 (k) g (fCad-(kaa)) = (0, By equation (3.16), we know also that 2d(%a) is an intertwiner for U .
As a representation of g, we have the decomposition

g=367)®[g7.¢7 ] ®Mmyy ®M,_,

where the derived Lie algebra [g”, g ] is either zero, simple or the sum of two simple ideals. As these
components are mutually nonequivalent, C2d-(kaa) i a linear combination of up to 5 projections.

The antipode S restricted to the block End(g) of ¢/ (G) is the adjoint map with respect to the invariant
form (-, -)q, that is,

(TX,Y)y = (X,S(T)Y), for T eEnd(g) (X,Y€g).

Since the invariant form is nondegenerate on the irreducible components of 7 = 3(g7) @ [¢7, a7 ],
we conclude that the corresponding projections are S-invariant. We can also conclude that S(P$) = PS.
Therefore, the identity K24 (ka) §(K2d:(ka)) = () can be true only if K4 (%a) is a scalar multiple of either
P$ or P8. O

Lemma 3.26. We have P, € M,

Proof. Since t* = ¢, in order to prove that 4 commutes with P, ® P, it suffices to check that

A (M ® Myy) C My ® Moy (3.18)
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Recall that t = rf + ™+ + ™~ where f = u”, and 1™+ € m,, ® m,s. As [m,,, m,.] = 0, we see that
= (ad®ad)(r') on m,, ®m,,,
which obviously implies equation (3.18). The proof for P_ is similar. O

Consider now the (Ad U)-orbit O of P.. By the previous lemma, it is contained in M. Since
U stabilizes P, and u" is a maximal proper Lie subalgebra of u, it follows that U” is the connected
component of the stabilizer of P.. Hence p.: U/U” — Oy, [g'] — (Adg’)(P.), is a covering map.

Lemma 3.27. The RE bracket on M restricts to O. Being lifted to U/U” via ps, this restriction
coincides with the bracket defined by r'"D F (7).

Proof. The covering map p.: U/U” — O. intertwines the action by left translations with the adjoint
action. From this it is clear that the bivector field (%3 at the points of O, ¢ M?! indeed defines a
bivector field on O, and, being lifted to U/U", this gives the bivector field rD,

We next want to compare ") with —i((") — 1D We claim that

(die1p+® d[e]p+)(r(r’r)([€])) = —i(t"") — 1Dy (py).

Since the bivector fields r(“!) and r"-") on U/U” coincide at [¢] and the pushforward of r (- js (2d-2d)
this is equivalent to

1 (adad) (P,) = _l-(t(l,r) _ t(r,l))(P_'_).

Using again that [m,.,, m,,] = 0, we get (ad X,)P; = 0 and P,(ad X_,) = O for all @ € ®}.. A
simple computation using these properties, together with the fact that U stabilizes Py, gives

readpy =i 3 (“’2") (P+(ad X,) ® (ad X_o)Ps — (ad X_o) Py ® Py (ad xa)),

v
aedy,

and a similar computation for —i(z/ 1) — 1Dy (py) gives the same answer. Thus our claim is proved.
Since r (") is left U-invariant and —i(r(">") — ¢("-D) is (Ad U)-invariant, we then get

(dig1p+ @ dig ) (r7 (1g'D) = =i = 1"D)(po([g')) (8 € V).
This finishes the proof of the lemma for O. The proof for O_ is similar. O

Proof of Proposition 3.22. By Lemmas 3.24, 3.25 and 3.26, the RE bracket vanishes either at P§ € O,
orat P& € O_.ByLemma 3.27 this means that either (-0 —r">7) or (LD 1. ("-7) vanishes at [g] € U/U”.
But then by Lemma 3.23 we have either g € U” or g € woU", and therefore U7 = (Ad g)(U") is either
U” or (Adwg)(U"). O

Remark 3.28. As r("-) — r("-") has to vanish on p31(P,), we can also conclude that p, is injective, that
is, U" is exactly the stabilizer of P,. Similarly, or by symmetry, U” is the stabilizer of P_.

Proof of Theorem 3.21. Assume G is not a Poisson—Lie subgroup. To prove the theorem it suffices to
show that ™ € End(V,)[ 2] for all finite-dimensional representations 7 of G. By Proposition 3.22 and
identity (3.17), this is already the case if 7 belongs to the tensor subcategory generated by ad, that is, 7
factors through the adjoint group G4 = Ad G. For arbitrary 7, if ™ contains a term of negative degree,
then, using that R = 1 modulo &, we see from equation (3.17) that K7 contains a term of negative
degree for all n > 1. But when r is irreducible, we have 7®" € Rep G,q for some n > 1, so this cannot
happen. O
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4. Letzter—Kolb coideals

Our next goal is to put the Letzter—Kolb coideals in the framework of multiplier algebras. This is again
easy in the non-Hermitian case. In the Hermitian case, we will relate the classical limits of the coideals
to the coisotropic subgroups of the previous section. Combined with a rigidity result for the fusion rules,
this will allow us to define multiplier algebra models of the coideals. We will also cast the Balagovi¢—
Kolb universal K-matrix in our setting.

Throughout this section, we fix a nontrivial involutive automorphism 6 of u, a Cartan subalgebra t of
u and a system ®* of positive roots such that 6 is in Satake form with respect to (), b*), where b = t©.

4.1. Quantized universal enveloping algebra and Letzter—Kolb coideal subalgebras

Let I be the label set for the simple roots, so IT = {«;};¢;. As in Section 3.1, for every positive root &
we fix an element X, € g, normalized so that [X,, X},] = H,, and put X_, = X,.
The quantized universal enveloping algebra Uy, (g) is topologically generated over C[[ 4] by a copy
of U(h) and elements E;, F; (i € I) satisfying the following standard relations:
ehdiH; _ ,~hd;H;

[H,E;] = a;(H)E;, [H, F;] = —a;(H)F;, [E;, F;] =6ijW,

n n

l—a,—_,- l—uij

1 —a; —ayi— 1—a;; —ayi—
> (—1)”[ a,]} E“TEEN=0= ) (—1)"[ au] FTE RN (i # ),
n=0 qi n=0 qi

where H € b, H; = Ho,, q; = q% = €%, d; = 3 (a;, @;), (a;;);, is the Cartan matrix, so a;; = (@), @),

and
m [m]g,! U q].c - q._k
= —" [m] ,'! = [k] ) [k] = E—
n:|q,j [nlg;![m —nlg,! ! g ! ! ‘Ii_qi_l

We will write Uy, (B) for the copy of U(9)[[ 2] inside Up (g).

Put K; = "% More generally, for w € b*, let h,, € b be such that a(h,) = (@, w). Define
K, = e Then K; = Ko,.

The coproduct A : Uy (g) — Ux(g) ® Up(g) is defined by

AHY=H®1+1®H (HEeW), AE)=E; ®1+K;®E;,
A(F)=F oK ' +1®F,.

Finally, the *-structure is defined by
H; = H;, E; = F;K;, F =K 'E;.

By assumption, the involutive automorphism 6 of g is in Satake form with respect to (f, b*) (recall
Definition 3.1). Then 6 has the following form:

0 = (Adzmxmg) o Tg o 19 = (Ad zmx) o 79 © W, “4.1)

where mg and my are the canonical lifts of wy € Wandwyx € Wx to U, w is the Chevalley automorphism,
79 is the diagram automorphism satisfying w = (Admyg) o 79, and 7 is an element of the maximal torus
exp(t). The element z is determined up to a factor in Z(U). It automatically satisfies the following
conditions:

Z=1 (ieX), LiZeg) = (=1)2@PX) (e T\ X), (4.2)
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where z; = z(@;) and py, is half the sum of the positive coroots of the root system generated by X. See,
for example, [DCNTY 19, Section 2.1] for details.
Consider the following parameter sets:

C={c=(ciienx | ci € C[A]", ci = o) fori € Ic},
S={s=(s)iennx | si €C[h], s; =0fori ¢ Is},

where C[[A]* denotes the units of C[4]), that is, the series with nonzero constant terms. We write
t = (c,s) for an elementof 7 =C x S.
Fixt € 7. Foreachi € I \ X, we define

K1-1

Bi = Fi — ¢izey (i) Twx (Ery () K[ + Siki— i

ah 1’ 4.3)

where «; = exp(nV—-1y;) is the square root of z; with 0 < y; < 1, and T, is the Lusztig automorphism
associated to the longest element wx € Wx. It will also be convenient to put

B; = F; (lGX)

Denote by Uy (gx) C Uy (g) the closure in the h-adic topology of the C[[ h]-subalgebra generated by
the elements H;, E; and F; fori € X.

Definition 4.1. We define U;l (%) c Uy(g) as the closure in the h-adic topology of the C[[ 2]]-subalgebra
generated by Uy, (§?), Uy, (gx) and the elements B; fori € I\ X.

Remark 4.2. In [BKI19][DCNTY 19], the element z in equation (4.1) is assumed to have the property
z; = 1 foralli € I\ X such that 74 () = i, which imposes extra conditions on 6. Although the relevant
proofs work in the generality presented here, it is also possible to reduce the situation to this normalized
form as follows. Starting from our convention, choose z’ € exp(t) such that z; = ; for i as above and
z; = 1forallotheri € /. Then6’ = (Ad 7’) ' ofo(Ad ) satisfies the normalization condition. Moreover,
Ad 7’ lifts to a Hopf =-algebra automorphism of Uy, (g), and we have (Ad z’)(U,t1 (g?)) = U}l (g?).

Remark 4.3. The above choice of «; is, of course, a matter of convention. If we replace «x; by —«; in
equation (4.3), the corresponding subalgebra will be conjugate to U,‘l (g?) by an inner automorphism of
Uy, (g) defined by an element of the torus.

It follows from [Let99][Kol14] that U}i(g") is a right coideal of U, (g):
AU}, (8%) c U;(8%) & Un(g).
We will only be interested in the coideals U;l(ge) defined by smaller parameter sets
T =C'xS cTi=CxS.cT.
In the non-Hermitian case both 7™ and 7 consist of just one point defined by
c; = e Mai-a) s; =0 (4.4)
foralli € I'\ X, where a; = %(ai - 0O(ay)).

In the Hermitian case, recall from our discussion in Section 3.2 that there are one or two distinguished
roots in 7 \ X. Then we define 7™~ (resp. 77) by allowing the following exceptions from equation (4.4):

e S-type: if @, is the unique distinguished root, then we require s, € iR[[A] (resp. s, € C[h] and
(0)
sy # x1);
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e C-type: if @, is a distinguished root, then we require ¢, € R[A] and 90 (resp. ¢, € C[h] and

c(()o) # +i), and, for both 7™ and 77,

CoCry(o) = e 2h(ag,a5)

By the proof of [DCNTY 19, Theorem 3.11] (see also Remark 4.2), the coideals U;l (g?) are =-invariant
forte T+

We will mainly work with 7™ and then explain how our results extend to generic points of 7. The
point of 7* defined by equation (4.4) for all i € I \ X is denoted by 0, and the corresponding coideal
subalgebra is denoted by U g (g). We will also refer to this as the standard or no-parameter case. Thus,
in the non-Hermitian case, U ;l’ (g) is the only coideal subalgebra we will be working with.

The classical limit of U;l (g?) is given by the following:

Definition 4.4. For t € T, we define gf’ to be the Lie subalgebra of g generated by h?, gx and the
elements

Xog+¢V0(X_0) +sV:H; (i eI\X).

The image of U;l (g%) under the isomorphism Uy, (g)/hUj(g) = U(g) (mapping E; into X,, and F;

into X_,,) is U(gf’). In the standard case, we have cgo) =1 and sfo) =0 foralli € I\ X, and the
corresponding Lie subalgebra gg is exactly g? by [Kol14, Lemma 2.8]; see also Proposition 3.15.

4.2. Untwisting by Drinfeld twist

Let us quickly review how to relate the quantized universal enveloping algebra to the classical one; see,
for example, [Dri89a] for the details. First, by H>(g, U(g)) = 0 there is a C[[1]|-algebra isomorphism
7: Up(g) = U(g)[[#] such that

n(H;) = H;, m(Ei) = Xas n(F;) = X_q,(mod h). 4.5

Moreover, if 7 is another such isomorphism, then # = (Adu)x for an element u € 1+ hU(g)[[ 1] by
H'(g,U(g)) = 0.Inasimilar way, for any two C[[ 4] -algebra homomorphisms 7, 7 : Uy, (g) — U(G)[[ 1]
satisfying equation (4.5) there is u € 1+ hid(G)[ h] such that # = (Ad u)n. In what follows, we fix such
a homomorphism 7.

While a particular choice of 7 is not going to matter for our results, in some arguments it is convenient
to have extra properties.

Lemma 4.5. There is a *-preserving C[[ h]|-algebra isomorphism nt: Uy (g) — U(Q)[ k] such that
_ 125 _ 172y _ 2
n(H;) = H;, n(K;""E;) = X n(FK;'") = X_q;(mod h%). (4.6)
Proof. We have a homomorphism p: U(g) — Uy(g)/h*Uy(g) such that
p(H;) = Hi, p(Xa)) = K; °Ey, p(X_a)) = FiK;",
the key point being that since [n],» = n + O(h?), the coefficients of the quantum Serre rela-
tions reduce to the classical ones modulo /2. Taking now an arbitrary C[[/]-algebra isomorphism
7: Up(g) — U(g)[ 1] satisfying equation (4.5), we must have that the homomorphism 7 0 p: U(g) —
U(g)[2]/h*U(g)[[ 1] is of the form

(mop)(T)=T+hs(T) (T €U(g))
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for a derivation 6: U(g) — U(g). Replacing 7 by e ™" o &, we get an isomorphism Uy, () — U(g)[[ 1]
satisfying equation (4.6).

Next, the homomorphism Uy (g) — U(g)[2], T — = (T*)*, also satisfies equation (4.6). It follows
that there exists u € 1+ h>U(g)[[ 4] such that 7(T*)* = un(T)u~"'. By taking the adjoints and replacing
T by T*, we also get n(T*)* = u*n(T)(u*)~"'. Hence, u* = uv for a central element v € U(g)[[2] such
that v = 1 modulo 4. This element must be unitary, hence v'/> € 1 + h>U (¢)[ /] is unitary as well.
Replacing u by uv'/?, we can therefore assume that u* = u. But then replacing 7 by (Adu'/?)x, we get
a s-preserving isomorphism satisfying equation (4.6). O

Remark 4.6. We may further assume that the exact equality 7(H;) = H; holds in the above lemma, as
follows. In equation (4.5), we can arrange so that 7(H;) = H; holds exactly by [Dri89a, Proposition
4.3]. Then the construction in the proof of Lemma 4.5 preserves this property. Indeed, first we have
5(H;) = 0 so that e*% o 7(H;) = H; holds. Then we have (Adu)r(H;) = n(H})" = H;, hence we
obtain (Adu'/?)(H;) = H; as well at the last step.

With : Up(g) — U(G)[ 1] fixed, there is a unique coproduct Ay, : U(G)[h] — U(G x G)[ 1]
such that

(mr®m)A =Apm.
By a Drinfeld twist, we will mean any element F € 1+ hiA/(G x G)[ k] such that

(e®id)(F) = (id® e)(F) = 1, Ap=FAC)F,
(@A) FH1 e FY)NFe (A ®id)(F) = k. .7

Consider the r-matrix r defined by equation (3.1) and the corresponding cobracket 6, (X) = [r, A(X)]
ong.

Lemma 4.7. If v is as in Lemma 4.5, then there is a unitary Drinfeld twist F € U(g)®?[[ k] such that
ir )
]-'=1+h3+0(h ). 4.8)

Proof. We start with an arbitrary Drinfeld twist F € 1+ hU(g)®?[ k], which exists by [Dri90]. By our
choice of r, we have

Ap(X) = A(X) +h@ +0(h*) for Xeg.

It follows that the element S = F!) — 1ir € U(g)®* commutes with the image of A. Since ®kz = 1
modulo /2, identity (4.7) implies (similarly to the proof of Lemma 3.18) that S satisfies the cocycle
identity
({deA)S)+1®S-S®1-(A®id)(S) =0.
Hence, S =T ® 1+ 1Q®7T — A(T) for a central element 7 € U(g). Replacing F by
]-"((1 +hT) @ (1+ hT)‘l)A(l +hT)

we get a Drinfeld twist satisfying equation (4.8). Replacing further F by F(F*F)~'/2, we also get

unitarity; see [NT11, Proposition 2.3]. Note that this does not destroy equation (4.8) since #7* =r. O
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Denote the universal R-matrix of Uy (g) (or, the one for U, (g) in the conventions of [DCNTY 19])
by . Then any Drinfeld twist F satisfies

(1 @ M) (R) = Foy exp(—ht") FL. 4.9)

Indeed, this identity holds for a particular Drinfeld twist by [Dri90], but then it must hold for any
Drinfeld twist by Lemma 3.18 and the invariance of exp(—hAr"). We put Ry, = (7 ® 7)(2), which is a
universal R-matrix for (U(G)[h], An).

4.3. Parameter case and Cayley transform

Suppose that u¥ < u is a Hermitian symmetric pair. Let us relate the Lie algebras gf to the Cayley
transform we considered in Section 3.2.

Choose Zy € 3(u?) normalized as (Zg, Zg)y = —a;z. Let us choose a Cartan subalgebra t of u
containing 3(1?), and choose positive roots as in Section 3.1, but now for the pair (6, Zy) instead of
(v, Z,). We denote the corresponding Borel subalgebra by b*.

Take g € U such that (Adg)(f) = t and (Adg)(b*) = b*. Put v = (Adg) o 6 o (Adg)~! and
Z, = (Adg)(Zy). Then t and our fixed positive roots are defined as in Section 3.1 for our new pair
(v, Z,).

Let g; be the Cayley transform for v with respect to (X4 )e-

Lemma 4.8. There exist an element z¢ € exp(t) such that (Adzg) o 0 o (Adzg)™" coincides with the
automorphism 0’ = (Adg;)"' ov o (Adg) and Zy = (Adg120)""(Z,).

Proof. First, note that 6 is in Satake form with respect to (§, b*).

We have 0 = (Adg'g1) 00’ o (Adg~'g;)". It follows that 6 is in Satake form both with respect to
(b,6%) and ((Adg~'g1)(h), (Adg~'g1)(b")). By [KW92, Corollary 5.32], we can find g’ € G? such
that (Adg’g 'g1)(b) = b and (Adg’g'g1)(b*) = b*. Then g’g"'g; € exp(h). Moreover, we still have

0= (Adg'g7'g1) 00 o(Adg's g1

Consider the Cartan decomposition g’g™'g; = z;la, 80 z¢ € exp(t) and a € exp(it). As 6,6’ are
x-preserving and 6 o (Ad z;la) = (Ad z;la) 0 @', we also have 0’ o (Adazg) = (Adazy) o 6. It follows
that Ad a> commutes with 6’. This means that 6’ (a*) € Z(G)a®> = Z(U)a?, hence 6’(a*) = a?, and
then 6’(a) = a. Therefore,

0= (Adzg) ' 06 0 (Adzg) = (Adgizg) ' 0 vo (Adgize).
We also have
(Adgiz0)™(Z,) = (Adzg'ag)(Z,) = (Adg's™)(Z,) = (Adg')(Ze) = Zo,
where we used that (Adg;')(Z,) € 3(u?) is invariant under a € G?'. o

We can now talk about compact/noncompact positive roots for (§,b*) with respect to v, as in
Section 3. Recall that by Proposition 3.5, in the S-type case the unique noncompact simple root a, is
exactly the distinguished root. We have the following characterization for the C-type case.

Lemma 4.9. In the C-type case, the unique noncompact simple root a, is determined among the
distinguished roots {a,, @y } by the inequality

—iay(Zg) > —iay (Zg),

where Zg is the component of Zg € g =h @ EBQG(D §o lying in'h.
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Proof. By the definition of the order structure in Section 3.1, we have a,(—iZ,) > 0 = ay,(—iZ,).
By Proposition 3.5, @, and «, have the same restriction to h~ = {H | 6(H) = —H}. It follows that if
Z, = Z} + Z;, is the decomposition of Z, with respect to h = h? @ h~, then

—iay(Z}) > —iay (Z3).

On the other hand, the inverse (Adg;)~! of the Cayley transform acts trivially on §¢ and maps b~
onto the linear span of the vectors X,, — X_,, (Lemma 3.9). As Zg = (Ad g120) " (Z,), it follows that
Zg = Z}, proving the lemma. O

Thus, in both S-type and C-type cases, once Zg is fixed (between the two possibilities), v is uniquely
and explicitly determined: v acts trivially on b and the root vectors X.,, for i € I\ {0}, while
V(Xiq,) = —Xiq,. Since @, is a noncompact positive root, ,(—iZ,) is a positive number. This,
together with the normalization (Z,, Z, )4 = —a;2, determines Z, . In the S-type case, the pair (v, Z,,) is
therefore independent of the choice of Zgy. In the C-type case, changing the sign of Zy swaps the notions
of compactness/noncompactness for the distinguished roots. Note also that by looking at the basis of
the restricted root system obtained by restricting IT \ ITx to h~, we can recover the roots yi, ...,y and
then the element g;.

The element z4 is not easily determined, but the following lemma will be enough for our purposes.
Recall the factorization of 6 given by equation (4.1).

Lemma 4.10. In the S-type case, z¢(a,) is a square root of 7,,'.

Proof. Since o is fixed by 79, we have 6(X_,,) = —z,Xq,. As we already observed in the proof of
Proposition 3.15, Lemma 3.9 implies that ((Ad g1) lovo(Ad gl))(X%) = —X_g,. It follows that

0(Xa,) = —z0(a)?X_q,, and comparing this with the above formula we get z¢(,)* = 7, O

Consider now the subgroups G4 (¢ € R) from Definition 3.16. (Note that we have to use 6’ from
Lemma 4.8 as 6 in Section 3.3.) It is convenient now to allow also ¢ € C. Then G4 = (Ad g¢)(G‘9/)
are still well-defined subgroups of G.

Lemma 4.11. Ifu? < uis Hermitian and t € T, then gf = (Adzg)~! (9¢), where ¢ € Cis any number
satisfying the following identity:

zg(ao)sgo)/(o =itan (?) (S —type) or cg,o) = —cot (%((b - 1)) (C — type).

In particular, the Lie algebras gf’ are all conjugate to g% in g.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.15 (and its obvious extension to complex ¢) and the definition
of gf , combined with Lemma 4.8. m]

Fort € 77, let Gf’ = (Adzg)™! (Gg) C G be the (connected) algebraic subgroup integrating gte ,
with ¢ as in the lemma above. Then Ky = (Ad z;lg(ﬁ_l)(U ) is its compact form. Note that if t € 7™,
then we can take ¢ € R so that g4 € U and hence f; = gf Nu.

Remark 4.12. In the C-type case we get an element
Zy = (Adzy'g9-1)(Zy) = (Adz5'8424) (Zo) € 3(a7),

which by Lemma 3.9 does not depend on the choice of ¢ (such that c£,°> = —cot(5 (¢ — 1))). Using
Lemma 4.9, we can quickly recover v from ZY,. Namely, let Z!, be the component of Z! in . Then,
again by Lemma 3.9, Z; and Zy differ only by an element of §~. Hence, «,, is determined among the
distinguished roots {a,, @, } by the inequality

—iao(Z;) + icxor(ZZ)) > 0.
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In the S-type case, the element (Ad z, gy 1)(Zv) € s(g ) does depend on the choice of (f) Here, we
can take any Z!; € 3(gf) such that (2!, Z,)y = —a,* and then make the identity Z!, = (Ad z,' ¢4-1)(Z,)
an extra conditlon on ¢. This works because by Corollary 3.6 and Lemma 3.9 we have (Ad g>)(Z,) =
—Z,. We can formulate this in a more intrinsic way with respect to gf as follows. Recall that we have
Z, = 5 ). Hy, by Corollary 3.6. Then Lemma 3.9 implies

(Ad zg 8o-1)(Z,) = cos( )Z(Ad zg.l)(X_y, sm( )Z Hy,

for all ¢. It follows that if Z; = (Ad z;lg,,,_])(ZV), then

(Z4 X))y (Xeap.Xay)y 1
z0(a,) cos(ZL) 2 (@,0)

> 0.

4.4. Multiplier algebra model of Letzter—Kolb coideals

Back to the general 6, let us next explain how to cast the Letzter—Kolb coideals in the setting of
multiplier algebras. Let P be the weight lattice. Denote by V, an irreducible g-module with highest
weight 1 € P,. We denote by n;: U(g) — End(V,) the corresponding homomorphism and use the
same symbol for the extension of 7, to a homomorphism U(g)[#] — End(Vy)[4]. We also put
man = man: Up(g) — End(Vy)[ 2]

Lemma 4.13. For every t € T, there exist elements uy € End(Vy)[ 1], A € P4, such that

W0 =1, | Prauiman(via) = (B (vahrtnn) @0
AeF

AeF
for any finite subset F C P,. If m is x-preserving, then u, can in addition be chosen to be unitary.

Proof. Let us first fix a finite subset F' C P, and show that there exist elements u,, A € F, satisfying
equation (4.10).

Denote by Vr the g-module EB 1er Va and by mr the representation EB e TTa- Write g p for mpm.
Let Aj, be the commutant of 7x (U;l(g(’)) in End(Vg)[ h]. It is clear that A, is a closed C[[A]-

subalgebra of End(Vg)[[ 2] and Ay, N AEnd(VE)[ 2] = hAp. Tt follows that Ay, is a free C[[2]]-module
and A, /hAy, can be considered as a subalgebra of End (V) so that Ay, is a deformation of this subalgebra.
We claim that

Ah/hAh = Endg:) (VF)

The inclusion C is clear since the image of U;l(ge) in U, (g)/hUr(g) = U(g) is U(gf). For the
opposite inclusion, using the Frobenius isomorphism

Endgo (Vi) = Homgo (Vo, Vp ® Vi),

defined by duality morphisms for g-modules, and a decomposition of V¢ ® V¢ into simple g-modules
V., we see that the problem reduces to the question whether every gf -invariant vector in V), can be
lifted to a U;l (g%)-invariant vector in V,,[ 2] . This is indeed possible by a result of Letzter [Let00]; see
Appendix B for more details.

Since the algebra Endgty (Vr) is semisimple, it has no nontrivial deformations, so there is a C[[2]-
algebra isomorphism A; = Endgte(VF)[[h]] that is the identity modulo h. Furthermore, there are
no nontrivial deformations of the identity homomorphism Endgf’ (Vr) — End(Vp), that is, all such
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deformations are given by conjugating by elements of 1 + hEnd(Vg)[[k]. It follows that there is
w € 1+ hEnd(Vg)[ k] such that wA,w™! = Endgo (Ve)[~]-

Next, consider the subalgebra B C Endgtg (VF) spanned by the projections e,: Vg — V. Since B C
Ay, we have (Adw)(B) C Endgfl (Vr)[1]- As B is also semisimple, the inclusion map B — Endgf (VE)
cannot be nontrivially deformed, that is, thereisv € 1 + h Endgte (Vg)[ ] such that Adw = Adv on B.
It follows that the element u = v™'w still has the property

uApu~" = Endgo (Vp)[A], (4.11)

but in addition it commutes with the projections e,, 4 € P. Hence u = (uy)ecp for some u, €
1+ hEndgf Volnl.
By taking the commutants, we get from equation (4.11) that

mrF,h(u;l(g&’))u‘1 c nF(U(gf))[[h]],

where we used that the gtg -module VF is completely reducible and hence nr (U (gf )) is the commutant

of Endgte(VF). The above inclusion becomes an equality modulo 4. Since U;l(gg) is complete in the
h-adic topology, we then easily deduce that the inclusion is in fact an equality. This finishes the proof
of the lemma for a fixed finite set F, apart from the last statement about unitarity.

Now, consider an increasing sequence of finite subsets F,, ¢ P, with union P.. For every n, choose

elements u(™ = (ufl")),lan, satisfying equation (4.10) for F' = F,,. To finish the proof, it suffices to

show that we can inductively modify «**") in such a way that we get uf{”l) = uf,") for A € F,.

For this, consider the element w = (ufl") (uf{“rl))‘l)ﬂe F, € End(VE,)[ h]. We have
w® =1, (Adw) (s, (Us))) A1) = 75, (U))[4].

Since 7f, (U (g )) is semisimple, it follows that there is an element v € 1 + hnp, (U (g ))[[h]] such

that Adw = Adv on 7, (U(gf)). Lift v to an element u € 1+ hU(g/)[[h]. We then modify u*D by

replacing uf{”l) by ufl") for A € F,, and by m(u)uf{”l) for A € Fpi \ Fy.
Finally, assume in addition that r is *-preserving. In this case, it suffices to show that at every stage
of the above construction of u; we can get unitary elements with the required properties. Specifically,

we claim that if urp p (U}‘l (gg))u‘1 =nF (U(gf)) [ 2] for a finite set F and an element u, (¥’ = 1, then
the same identity holds for the unitary (uu*)~'/?u. Indeed, taking the adjoints we get 7x , (U;l (ge)) =
wnp (U(gf))[[h]](u*)‘l. It follows that Ad(uu*) defines an automorphism f of 7z (U(gf))ﬂh]]. As

B = id modulo A, this automorphism has a unique square root 8'/? such that 8'/2 = id modulo /. Then
Ad(uu*)™1? = g2 on np (U(gf))ﬂh]], and our claim is proved. O

We continue to assume that # € 7. In the Hermitian case, recall the subgroups Gf < G from the
previous subsection. In the non-Hermitian case, let us put Gtg = G?. The collection (u2)1ep, defines
an element u = u* € U(G)[ h] such that

u® =1, ur (UL (8%)u™ c UG 1]. (4.12)

Furthermore, the last inclusion is dense in the sense that the images of both algebras in End(V)[ /]
coincide for any finite-dimensional g-module V.
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Consider the homomorphism a, : U(G{)[h] — U(G x G)[[h] defined by
an(x) = (u® DAL xu)(w' ©1).

If x = um(y)u~" for some y € U} (g%), we have

an(x) = a(ur(y)u) = ((Adwr @ 7)A ().

By the density of uzr (U} (87))u™" inU(G?)[[ 1]}, we conclude that e, U(GI)[ h]) < UG x G)[ k],
and the strict coassociativity (@, ®id)ay, = (iId®A;,)ay, holds. Thus, we geta coaction of (U(G)[ 2], Ar)
onU (Gf )[[ 7] making the following diagram commutative:

Ut (g%) —2— UL (g?) & Up(9)

(Ad u')nl \L(Ad uyren

UGHR] —5— UG x G)[[ 4]

Definition 4.14. For t € 7", we call the coaction (U(G{)[[1], @) of (U(G)[h],Ar) the multiplier
algebra model of the Letzter—Kolb coideal Uj (%).

It is not difficult to see that up to twisting this model does not depend on the choice of 7 and u.
Let us record an immediate consequence of the construction of e, which we will use later.

Proposition 4.15. For every t € T*, there is an element G € U(G{ x G)[[h] such that

GO -1, (id®e)(G) =1, an=GA()G .
If ay, is =-preserving, then G can in addition be chosen to be unitary.

Proof. Since a;, = A mod h, Lemma 1.1 implies the existence of such an element G. If ¢y, is in addition
s-preserving, then we can replace G by the unitary G(G*G)~1/2. O

Remark 4.16. By the above arguments and Remark B.8, the multiplier algebra model can also be
(0) (0)

defined for all t € 7 excluding a countable set of values of s, (S-type) or ¢,,~ (C-type).

Remark 4.17. By Proposition C.1, for every t € 7, the algebra U}, (%) is a deformation of U(gf).
In the non-Hermitian case, gf’ = g? is semisimple and standard arguments show that if 7 has image
U(g)[[ 2], then there exists u € 1 + hU(g)[ 2] such that uﬂ'(Uﬁ(g))u‘1 = U(g?)[ h]. There also exists
G € 1+ hU(g%) ® U(g)[ 1] satisfying the conditions in Proposition 4.15, analogously to Remark 2.7.
(Moreover, by the remark following Proposition C.3 we can go beyond the standard case and consider
any t = (¢,s) € T such that CEO) =1 forall i € I\ X.) In other words, in the non-Hermitian case the
multiplier algebra model does not have any particular advantages over the coideal picture.

In the Hermitian case, it is still true that U;l (g?) is a trivial algebra deformation of U (gf ); see
Proposition C.3. But since in this case the first cohomology of gtg with coefficients in a finite-dimensional
module is not always zero, it is not clear whether u and G exist at the level of the universal enveloping
algebras.

Remark 4.18. Type II symmetric pairs can be dealt with analogously to the non-Hermitian case. The
relevant involution on u @ u in the Satake form is given by (X, Y) = (w(Y), w(X)) for the Chevalley
involution w. The corresponding Satake diagram is the disjoint union of two copies of the Dynkin
diagram of g, with the corresponding vertices joined by arrows. Cohomological considerations as above,
both for multiplier algebras and universal enveloping algebras, carry over.
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4.5. K-matrix of Balagovié—Kolb

Next, let us recall the construction of universal K-matrices for the coideals U;l (¢?) according to
[BK19][Kol20][DCNTY 19]. (Strictly speaking, these papers have an extra normalization condition on
6 as in Remark 4.2. We can either adapt their construction to our setting, or we can first put this extra
condition and then use Ad z’ as in Remark 4.2 to remove it later.)

Denote by U, (g) the C(q'/?)-subalgebra of Uy, (g) ®c[n] C[h7', h] generated by K, (w € P), E;
and F;, where ¢ = ¢’ and d = 4 det((a; 7)i,j)- (We use the same notation in Appendix B for the algebra
defined over K = C[h~', h]), but since we are not going to use that algebra here, this should not lead
to confusion.) As usual, we denote by x +— X the bar involution, the C-linear automorphism of U, (g)
characterized by

ql/d:q_l/d, Ko, =K_,, E; = E;, F;=F;.

In a similar way, as before we define coideals U;(gg) C Uy(g) for t = (c,s) such that ¢;, 5; € C(g'4).
We will first construct, following [BK19], the K-matrix for a particular parameter t’ € 7 defined by

Loa: ) —
cl{ — qZ(a“@(al) 2PX), S; — O’

where px is half the sum of the positive roots of the root system generated by X. The parameter
t’ = (c¢’,s’) satisfies the assumptions in [BK19, Section 5.4].

A key ingredient of the construction in [BK19] is a guasi- K-matrix ¥X. Denote by U* c U, (g) the
C(q'/?)-subalgebra generated by the elements E;, and by U}, C U* the subspace of vectors of weight
u € Q,, where Q is the root lattice. Then

X= ) X% (X%, €U,
HEQ,

where the sum is considered in a completion of U, (g) defined similarly to our multiplier algebra 2/(G),
but over the field C(¢'/?). The elements X,, are uniquely determined by Xo = 1 and the following
recursive relations:

[Fi, x}l] = xy—a,-+®(ar,-)cl’~XiKi - q_(m’@(m))Ki_IC;Xixy—(xﬁ@(m) (i € 1)7 (4.13)
with the convention that X,_4,+0(q;) = 0if u — ; + O(«;) ¢ Q. Here, we put
Xi=0 (ieX), Xi = —Zry(iyTwx (E<p(i)) (i €1\ X).

To use X in our setting, we need the following integrality property. Let R ¢ C(g'/¢) be the localization
of the ring C[¢'/?] at ¢!/ = 1. Denote by U*™™ the R-subalgebra of U* generated by the elements E;,
and put U™ = Uy nusn

Next, let I* c I\ X be a set of representatives of the Tg-orbits in / \ X. As we already used in Section
3.2 (although only in the Hermitian setting), the elements a; = %(ai — 0O(a;)) for i € I* form a basis
of the restricted root system, and we have a;g (i) = a; for all i.

Proposition 4.19. Take u € Q., u # 0. If u has the form

H= Zkiai_

iel*
for some k; € 2Z,, then X, € (g"? - l)U;’im. Otherwise X, = 0.
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Proof. Let us start with the second statement, that is, X, = 0 if either ®(u) # —p, or ®(u) = —u but in
the decomposition u = }};¢;« k;@; some integers k; > 0 are odd. This is a refinement of a condition in
[BK19, Section 6.1], and the proof is basically the same.

To be precise, consider the height of u defined by ht(u) = X;¢; m; if u = X;¢; mia;. We verify
the condition by induction on ht(u). Since p — a; + ©(a@;) = u — 2a; fori € I\ X is either not in O,
or it satisfies the same assumptions as u, by the inductive hypothesis we get from equation (4.13) that
[Fi, X,] = 0foralli € I. This means that Lusztig’s skew-derivatives ;7 (X,) and r; (X,,) are zero, which
is possible only if X,, = 0; see [Lus10, Proposition 3.1.6 and Lemma 1.2.15].

Turning to the first statement, assume u = ;- k;a; with k; € 2Z,. Put ht*(u) = % Sicr ki. We
will prove the statement by induction on ht*(u).

Consider the case ht* () = 1. Then u = 201;. = a; — O(a;) for some j € I*. From equation (4.13),
we then get

[F.%,1=0 (Gel\{j,te(ND), [Fi,X,]=cXK;—q @O@Dgerx, (i =j,79())).
(4.14)

Denote by U™ the R-subalgebra of U, (g) generated by the elements K;—'l, %, E; and F;. Then we
have an isomorphism U™/(¢'¢ — 1)U™ — U(g) such that

K -1
K1, ’—1 > d;H;, Ei > X, Fi > X,

q-
Since X; € U™, by equation (4.14) we conclude that [F;, X,,] € (g'4-1)U™ foralli € I. We claim that
this implies that X, € (¢'/¢-1)U™, hence X, € (¢"/4-1)U};™, as (¢"/¢-1)U™nU* = (¢"/4- 1)U+
by the triangular decomposition of U™,

Indeed, assuming X, # 0, let k € Z be the smallest number such that (¢'/¢ — 1)¥X,, € U™ If k > 0,
then, on the one hand, the image of (¢'/¢ — 1)¥X,, in U(g) is a nonzero element of U(n*),,, and on the
other hand this image commutes with X_,, for all i. But this is impossible, hence k£ < —1.

The inductive step is similar. Using equation (4.13) and the inductive hypothesis, we get [F;, x,,] €
(g"/? - 1)U for all i € I. Hence, X, € (¢"/4 - )U;™. m]

Recall that : Up,(g) — U(G)[ h] denotes a fixed homomorphism satisfying equation (4.5). When
itis convenient, we extend it to Uy (8) ®ca] C[h~", h] and the completion of U, (g) from [BK19], but

then the target algebra should be U (G)[h~!, k] and [ ;e (End(V,r) (A1, h])), respectively.
Corollary 4.20. We have n(¥X) € 1+ A (G)[ ].
Following [BK 19], consider a homomorphism y: P — C(g'/4)* such that
(@) = cizepiy (F€T\X), y(e) =1 (i€X), (4.15)
and put

£(w) = y(w)g @@ i (an o) o(@),

where w* = %(w +0(w)) and (@;");¢; is the dual basis (fundamental coweights) of (a;);cs; see [BK19,
(8.1)]. It satisfies the relation

£+ ay) = ylay)g (7Ol ¢ )

for w € P and i € I, which is enough for most of the purposes. We can view £ as an element of a
completion of Uy (h) C U,(g). Then one takes
H' =X, T

wx = wp?
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where T, and T,,,, now denote the canonical elements implementing the Lusztig automorphisms. This
gives a universal K-matrix for U;' (g?) in the conventions of [BK19].
To pass to our setting, consider the element wq of h* characterized by

. 1 .
(wo,ai) =0 (i€X), (wo,a;)= Z(®(a"rg(i)) = ry() — O() +2px, ;) (i€ l\X),
and use the isomorphism Ad K, of Ug (g?) onto U q9 (g). Namely, define
F = 1070((AdK i) (")) = (Ad Ka) (ro70(H")), (4.16)

where T is the automorphism of the Hopf algebra U, (g) induced by the automorphism 797 of the
Dynkin diagram. Finally, using the universal R-matrix of U, (g), we put

& =R (10 K)(id ® 7979) (R). 4.17)
This is a ribbon 7 19-braid for Uqg(g), hence also for Uf(g); see [DCNTY 19, Section 3.3]. Then

En = ((Adu)n ® 7)(&) e U(GY x G)[[1]

is a well-defined ribbon (7g7p)p,-braid for the multiplier algebra model of U ;l’ (@), where u is the element
(4.12) (for t = 0) and (7 70) denotes the unique automorphism of U/ (G)[[ 2] such that

moTeTy = (TeTo)p © 7. (4.18)

We call & (and also &y,) a Balagovié—Kolb ribbon (tg7y),-braid. Note that this element depends on the
choice of 7y, and the set of these twist-braids forms a torsor over Z(U).

Remark 4.21. Itis not difficult to see that Corollary 4.20 and identities (4.2) imply that &, = 1Qgzmxmyg
modulo % for some g € Z(U). This is consistent with Theorems 5.5 and 5.10 below.

This finishes our discussion of the ribbon twist-braids in the standard case. Assume now that u? < u
is Hermitian, and take t € 7;‘. Note that 791y = id now, since 6 is an inner automorphism. The coideal
U} (¢%) can be obtained from UZ(g) by twisting and h-adic completion similarly to [DCNTY 19,
Theorem C.7]. Namely, define a character xi: Uf (g) — C[A™", h] as follows:

e S-type: x((K,) = 1forw € P®, yy = € on Uq(9x), xt(B;) = 0 for the nondistinguished vertices i,

SoKo

xt(Bo) = e_do_h — 1;

o C-type: i = € on Uy(gx), x¢(B;) = 0 for all i, y1(K,) = A(w) for w € P®, where 1: P —
C[h~", h]* is any homomorphism such that A(e;) = 1 foralli € I\ {0} and
Aa,) = c(_)le_h(":”";).
Then (y¢ ® id)A maps the generators of Ug (@) into those of U;l(g"), except that in the type S case B,
is mapped into

-1
o

F, - COZTH(O)TWX (E‘rg(o))Kgl + soKom,
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but this differs only by an additive constant (which may, however, lie in A~'C[[ 4] rather than in C[[]))
from the corresponding generator of U;l (¢9). By applying this map to the first leg of & and using the
factorization of & given in [Kol20], we get a ribbon braid &* for UZ (g?). Then

£ = (Adu)r ® m)(&Y)

is a ribbon braid for the multiplier algebra model of U;l (¢?), whenever this model is well defined. We
call & (and £} ) again a Balagovic-Kolb ribbon braid.
One problem, however, is that in the S-type case the construction of &' guarantees only that

e [] (Endv,)@Endvaln, ).
pelrGE,
nelrrG

Proposition 4.22. For all t € T, we have (1 ® m)(&") € U(G x G)[ h].

Proof. We need only to consider the Hermitian S-type case. Assume first thatt € 7, thatis, s, € iR[ /]
Then E;l is aribbon braid for the coaction (L{(Gf’) [ 2], arn) of U(G)[ 1], An, Ri). Hence, the assertion
follows from Theorem 3.21, which is applicable by the results of Section 4.4 and Corollary 3.13. For
the general case, observe that by construction the coefficient of #* of the component of (7 ® 7)(&") in
End(V) ® End(W)[h~!, ] is a rational function in finitely many parameters s(()"). Since for k < 0 this

function vanishes for purely imaginary s((,"), it must be zero. m

In particular, if the multiplier algebra model of U}l (g7) is well defined for some t € 7TZ, then we have
& € U(GY x G)[[ 1] It would still be interesting to find a more explicit construction of &* similar to
that for & and provide a more direct proof of the above proposition.

5. Comparison theorems
We will combine the results of the previous sections to compare the Letzter—Kolb coideals with the

quasi-coactions defined by the KZ-equations.

5.1. Twisting of ribbon twist-braids

Let us start by refining the twisting procedure from Section 1.5. Assume H is a reductive algebraic
subgroup of G and (U(H)[h], e, ¥) is a quasi-coaction of (U(G)[h],Ap,®). Then, given F €
U(G?)[h] and G € U(H x G)[[h] such that F©O =1, G = and

(e ®id)(F) = (id®e)(F) = 1, (id®e)(9) =1,
we get a quasi-coaction (U(H)[ k], @, ¥x.g) of (U(G)[1],An ., PF).

Now, assume in addition that B is an involutive automorphism of (U(G)[Ah], A, ®) and v €
U(G)[[1] is an element such that v(@ = 1,

vB(v) =1, F=0ev)(BeB)(F)Ay() ™ (5.1)

Proposition 5.1. Under the above assumptions, , = vB(:)v™' is an involutive automor-
phism of U(G)[[h],An 7, ®F). Furthermore, suppose that R € U(G?)[h] is an R-matrix for
UG A],An, @) fixed by B and that € € U(H x G)[h] is a ribbon B-braid for R. Then
Rr = FarRF " is an R-matrix for (U(G)[ ], An. 7, ®F) fixed by B,, and

Egv=GE®B)(G) T 1evTh=¢s(1@v ) (ide B)(G)™! (5.2)

is a ribbon B.,-braid for the quasi-coaction U(H)[ h], ag, Yx.g) of U(G)[h], An. 7, PFr, RF).
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We call (U(G)[ k], An. 7, ®x,By) the twisting of (U(G)[ 1], An, @, B) by (F,v).

Proof. The claims are not difficult to check by a direct computation, but let us explain a more conceptual
proof using crossed products (or smashed products), cf. [DCNTY 19, Remark 1.13]. Namely, consider
the algebra

UG R = Z/2Z ={a+a'Ag | a,a’ e U(G)[h], A5 = 1,Apa = B(a)Ag}.

We can extend in the usual way the coproduct A, on U (G)[[ 1] to a coproduct A, onU(G) [ h] =5 Z/2Z
by letting Aj,(Ag) = Ag ® Ag. Then (U(G)[ h] =g Z/2Z, Aj,, @) is a multiplier quasi-bialgebra.

Now, given (F,v) as above, we can twist (U(G)[h] =g Z/2Z,Ap,®) by F to get a new
multiplier quasi-bialgebra (U(G)[[h] =g Z/2Z,(A})7,@F). On the other hand, we can first twist
(U(G)[h],An,®) by F and then consider the crossed product by B, to get (U(G)[h] g,
Z/2Z,(An.7)”,®x). The map

FrUG)[h] =5 Z/2Z — U(G)[[h] =g, Z/2Z, a > a, g+ v 'ag,
is an isomorphism of these two multiplier quasi-bialgebras. In particular,
(UG 1] »p, Z/2Z, (A7), PF)

is indeed a multiplier quasi-bialgebra, and hence S, is an automorphism of (U (G)[ 2], An. 7, PF).
Let us turn to ribbon twist-braids. First note that R is still an R-matrix for (U(G)[ h] > Z/2Z, Ap, @)
by its B-invariance. Moreover, we can view (U (H)[ 1], @, ) as a quasi-coaction of this multiplier quasi-
bialgebra. Then an element £ € U(H x G)[[ k] is a ribbon B-braid for the original quasi-coaction and
R if and only if £(1 ® Ag) is a ribbon braid for the new one and R again.
Finally, the map f satisfies

(id® f)(GEN® )G ") = &g (1 ® Ap,),

showing that formula (5.2) is a consequence of equation (1.7) for the crossed products and trivial
automorphisms. O

Remark 5.2. Let us also mention a categorical perspective on conditions (5.1), which does not rely
on crossed products. The automorphism 3 defines an autoequivalence Fg of ((Rep G)[ h], ®x, ®). The
twisting by F produces an equivalent category ((Rep G)[[%], ®n, 7, ®r). The functor Fg gives rise
to an autoequivalence of this new category, which, however, is not defined by any automorphism in
general. Conditions (5.1) ensure that this autoequivalence is naturally monoidally isomorphic to an
autoequivalence defined by an automorphism, namely, to Fg, .

We now return to the setup of Section 4.2. Let r: Uy (g) — U(G)[ k] be ahomomorphism satisfying
equation (4.5). Assume £ is an involutive automorphism of the Dynkin diagram of g. We denote by
the same symbol the corresponding automorphisms of (Uy(g),A) and (U(G)[],A); it will always
be clear from the context which one we are using. These are automorphisms of the quasi-triangular
(multiplier quasi-)bialgebras (Uj(8), A, %) and (U(G)[ k], A, ©kz, Rkz). We also note that, similarly
to equation (4.18), there is a unique automorphism By, of (U(G)[ k], Aj,) such that

mopB=pyom.

Lemma 5.3. Let F be a Drinfeld twist for nt (in the sense of Section 4.2). Then there exists a unique
element v € 1 + hU(G)[ k] such that

B =vB()v7!, F=@ev)(BeB)(FAaw™ (5.3)

We also have vB(v) = 1. If, in addition, & is x-preserving and F is unitary, then v is unitary.
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In other words, once F is fixed, B, is a twisting of the automorphism g of (U (G)[[ ], A) in a unique
way.
Proof. Since the homomorphisms 7 o 8 and 8 o 7 are equal modulo A, there exists w € 1+ AU (G)[ k]
such that 7 o 8 = (Adw) o B o x. Then B, = (Adw) o 5.

We claim that (w ® w)(8 ® 8)(F)A(w)~! is again a Drinfeld twist (for the same 7). Since @y is

invariant under 3, condition (4.7) is satisfied for (8® 8) (F), hence also for (w ® w)(8® B8) (F)A(w)~L.
It remains to check that

Ap=(wew)(BeB(FIAW) ACOAW) (B BF Hw ! ew™),

or equivalently,

An(B1()) = (w@w)(B® HFAMW ™A (BL())A () (B BFHw @ w™).

But this is true, as the right-hand side of the above identity is easily seen to be equal to (8, ® Br)A .

By Lemma 3.18, it follows that by multiplying w by a central element we get an element v €
1 + AU (G)[ 1] satisfying equation (5.3). Assume v’ is another element with the same properties. Then
v~1V" is a central element, hence it also equals v/v~! and

F=0vievv hFAw v H

By the uniqueness part of Lemma 3.18, we conclude that v'v=! = 1.

Next, since 3, and 8 are both involutive, the element B(v)~! has the same properties as v, hence
B(v)~! = v. Similarly, if 7 is *-preserving and F is unitary, then S}, is *-preserving as well, and the
element (v*)~! has the same properties as v, hence (v*)~! = v. m}

5.2. Comparison theorem: non-Hermitian case

We are now ready to prove our main results relating the multiplier algebra models of the Letzter—Kolb
coideals to cyclotomic KZ-equations. Let us first consider the non-Hermitian case.

Theorem 5.4. Assume ¥ = 1Y < u is a non-Hermitian symmetric pair, with 6 in Satake form (4.1). Then
the multiplier algebra model of the Letzter—Kolb coideal Uﬁ (8), which is a coaction U(G?)[ 1], an) of
(UG 1], Ap), is obtained by twisting from the quasi-coaction (U(G?)[[h], A, Ykz) of the multiplier
quasi-bialgebra (U(G)[ 1], A, Pxz). Any such twisting extends to a twisting between the automorphism
7970 of (U(G)[[ 1], A, Pxz) and the automorphism (Tg7o)n of (U(G)[ k], An).

Proof. Using aDrinfeld twist 7 and an element G provided by Proposition 4.15, we can twist the coaction
(UG A], an) of U(G)[R],An) to a quasi-coaction (U(G?)[ k], A, W) of (U(G)[ 1], A, Pkz) for
some W. The first statement of the theorem follows then from Theorem 2.6. The second statement, on
twisting 797y to (79 7o), follows from Lemma 5.3. ]

Theorem 5.5. The twisting provided by Theorem 5.4 establishes a one-to-one correspondence between
the following data:

e the ribbon tgy-braids for the quasi-coaction (U(G?)[[ 1], A, Ykz) of the quasi-triangular multiplier
quasi-bialgebra (U(G)[ 1], A, @z, Rkz), given by

Exz81 = exp(=h (2t} + CD))(zmxmog)1 (g € Z(U)); (5.4)

e the Balagovic—Kolb ribbon (tg7y),-braids & (or their images Ey,) for the coideal Ufl)(g) of the quasi-
triangular bialgebra (Uy(g), An, R), for different choices of vy satisfying equation (4.15).

Under this correspondence, we have £ }(20) =1®zmxmpg.
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Proof. By Theorem 2.18, we have a complete classification of ribbon #-braids for the quasi-coaction
(UG h], A, Pkz) of U(G)[R],A, Pxz). Since 8 = (Ad zmxmo) o 79 © 7o, the multiplication by
1 ® zmxmg on the right gives a one-to-one correspondence between the ribbon #-braids and the ribbon
TgTo-braids, so the latter ones are given by equation (5.4). As any Drinfeld twist F satisfies equation
(4.9), formula (5.2) provides a correspondence between the ribbon 74 7y-braids and the (7g7p)p,-braids.
Since both the ribbon 747p-braids and the Balagovi¢c—Kolb ribbon (747));-braids are torsors over the
finite group Z(U), this gives a bijective correspondence stated in the theorem.

Finally, since by definition the elements F, G and v used in the twisting have constant terms 1, we
get the claim about £ }(10) . ]

Remark 5.6. As we pointed out throughout the paper (see Remarks 2.7 and 4.17), in the non-Hermitian
case there is no real need to consider the multiplier algebra model, so a similar result holds at the level
of the universal enveloping algebras, also beyond the standard case.

Let us formulate this more precisely. Lett = (¢, s) € 7 be such that CEO) = 1foralli € I\ X (recall also
that, by definition, we have s; = 0 for all i € I\ X). If we fix algebra isomorphisms Uy, (g) = U(g)[ /]
and U;l (8%) = U(g?)[[h] that are identity modulo /4 (that is, they are given by equation (4.5) and
Proposition C.3), then the coproduct A : Uy (g) — Uy (g) ® Uy (g) defines a coproduct Ay, on U(g)[[ 2]
and a coaction aj, : U(g?)[h] — U(g?) ® U(g)[[h] of (U(g)[1],An).

The claim then is that this coaction is obtained by twisting from the quasi-coaction
UeH[n]. A, ¥Yxz) of (U(g)[1], A, Pxz). Any such twisting extends to a twisting between the auto-
morphisms 797y of (U(g)[ 2], A, @kz) and (U(g)[ k], Ar) and, in the standard case t = 0, provides a
one-to-one correspondence between the ribbon 74 7p-braids as in Theorem 5.5.

Remark 5.7. The type II symmetric pairs admit analogues of Theorems 5.4 and 5.5 and Remark 5.6,
with essentially the same proofs. Indeed, as we have explained along the way, the intermediate results
used in the proofs, such as Theorems 2.6 and 2.18 and Proposition 4.15, all have analogues for the type
IT case.

5.3. Comparison theorem: Hermitian case
In the Hermitian case, we do need to consider the multiplier algebra model in our approach.

Theorem 5.8. Assume u° < u is a Hermitian symmetric pair, with 0 in Satake form equation (4.1).

Take t € T*, and choose ZY, € 3(a{) such that (Z,, Z%); = —a?. Then the coaction (U(G{)[h], an)

of U(G)[h],An) is obtained by twisting from the quasi-coaction (U(G)[h],A, ¥Ykz,su) of

(U(G)[[h]. A, ®kz) for uniquely defined s € R and u € hR[ k], where Wkz,s.,, is defined using Z,.
The parameter s € R is determined as follows:

o S-type: If @, is the unique distinguished root and ¢ = —is,(,o), then

2
s =+—log ((1 +c2)1? +c),
n

where + is the sign ofKO(Ztg, Xo,)s
o C-type: If @, is the unique distinguished root such that —iaro(Ztg) + iam(o)(zte) > 0, where Z; is

the component of Z; inh, and c = cf,o), then
2
s =—logc.
g

Proof. Choose Zg € 3(u?) such that (Zg, Zg)y = —a;z. In the C-type case, we require also that if «,
is the distinguished root as in the formulation of the theorem, then —ia,(Zg) +ia+,(0)(Zs) > 0, which
determines Zy uniquely. By Lemma 4.8 and the discussion following it, we then get a pair (v, Z,) as in
Section 3.

https://doi.org/10.1017/fmp.2023.11 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/fmp.2023.11

Forum of Mathematics, Pi 59

By twisting the coaction, we may assume that 7: Uy, (g) — U(G)[ k] defining the multiplier algebra
model is as in Lemma 4.5. Then by Lemma 4.7, there is a unitary Drinfeld twist such that

F=1 +h% +0(h?).

By Lemma 4.13, we could also choose u satisfying equation (4.12) to be unitary, which means that by
twisting @, we may assume «y, to be s-preserving. Hence, by Proposition 4.15, @, is a twisting of A by
a unitary element G.

By Lemma 4.11, we have g/ = (Adzg)~'(g4) and Z, = (Adz,'g¢-1)(Z,), where ¢ is determined
as follows (see also Remark 4.12):

Zt@ ’ X(la )Q

e S-type: zg(ao)sgo)K,, = itan(%‘/’) and ————— ;
z0(@,) cos( %)
o C-type: ¢} = —cot(Z(¢ - 1)).

The map Adzg defines isomorphisms L{(Gf) — U(Gy) and U(G) — U(G) and transforms the
coaction (U(Gf)[[h]],a/h) of (U(G)[[ 1], Ar) into a coaction (U(G ¢)[[ ], @n) of (UG)[h],Ar). As
[zo ® zg, r] = 0, the latter coaction satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 3.17. Hence, this coaction is a
twisting of the quasi-coaction (U(G 4)[[ 2], A, Ykz,s:u) of (U(G)[ k], A, Pkz) for uniquely determined
s € Rand p € hR[ A], with s determined by

sin (%) = tanh (%)

Applying (Ad z¢)~!, we conclude that our original coaction is obtained by twisting from the quasi-
coaction (Z/{(Gf)[[h]], A, ¥xz,5.u) of (U(G)[[R], A, Pkz), and the pair (s, u) is the only one with this
property.

It remains to verify the formulas for s in the formulation of the theorem.

In the S-type case, using s,()o) = ic we can write zg (@, )KkoC = tan(%¢). We also have zg(a,)k, = £1

by Lemma 4.10. We thus obtain sin(%‘p) = xc(1 +¢?)7'/2, or equivalently

s 1 1+c(l+c?)712 "1/2
— === —=ilo(1+ /+),
(TESrragm) = oelaeed e
with the + being equal to the sign of ¢! sin(’%”) = zg(ao)ko cos(”T¢). This is equal to the sign of
Ko(ZY, X, )y because (zg (o) cos(Z2)) (2, Xa,)g > 0.

In the C-type case, writing c((,o) =c¢ > 0, we have

2 -1
-1 —
S (n¢) c c—cC

2/ 2+1  c+cU
hence %5* = logc. O
Remark 5.9. Throughout the paper we made a number of statements about unitarity. We used them in
the proof of Theorem 5.8 to make sure that for t € 7* we get s € R and u € AR[ 2]. It follows that
Wkz, s, is unitary, and once we know this, a standard argument based on polar decomposition shows that

if 7: Up(g) — U(G)[ 1] and @), are #-preserving, then the twisting can be done by unitary elements.
The same is true for Theorem 5.4.

The parameter u can in principle be determined by comparing the K-matrices using the next theorem.
We will do this in detail in the type AIII case in Section 5.5.

Theorem 5.10. The twisting provided by Theorem 5.4 establishes a one-to-one correspondence between
the following data:
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o the ribbon braids for the quasi-coaction (Z/{(Gtg)ﬂh]], A, ¥x7,5.1) of the quasi-triangular multiplier
quasi-bialgebra (U(G)[ 1], A, ®kz, Rkz), given by

ﬁiwﬂl=wp(—M%&+Cb+ﬂU—4s—mﬂZpJg (g € Z(U)), (5.5)

o the Balagovié—Kolb ribbon braids & (or their images 5;1 ) for the coideal U;l (a?) of the quasi-
triangular bialgebra (Uy(g), A, R), for different choices of 'y satisfying equation (4.15).

Under this correspondence, we have SZ =1 ®exp(n(l - is)ZtH)g mod h.

Proof. This is proved similarly to Theorem 5.5, but now using the classification result from Theorem
2.19, applied to o = exp(mwad Ztg) and the fact that the multiplication by 1 ® exp(nzg) on the right
gives a one-to-one correspondence between the ribbon o-braids and the ribbon braids. O

Analogous results hold for generic t € 7. More precisely, we have to exclude a countable set of
values of st(,o) (S-type) and ct(,o) (C-type) for the distinguished roots to be sure that a multiplier algebra
model for U;l (a?) exists; see Remark 4.16. We also have to make sure that Wkz,s:u is well defined,
which means that s should be outside a set A satisfying i(1 +2Z) c A C iQ*.

Proposition 5.11. In the S-type case, for generic t € T3, the coaction (U(GP)[h],an)
of (U(G)[h],An) is obtained by twisting from the quasi-coaction (U(G)[h],A, ¥Ykz,su) of

2
UG)[h], A, Pkz) for s € C satisfying e™ = ((1 +cH)12 4 c) ,with ¢ = —is\?, and a uniquely deter-

mined p € hC[[h]), where the square root (1 + ¢*)'/? is chosen such that (1 + ¢?)'%k,(Zt,, Xa,)s > 0.
In the C-type case, the same holds for s satisfying e™ = c¢?, with ¢ = c,(,o), where «, is the unique
distinguished root such that —iao(zg) + iz (0) (Z;) > 0. Such a twisting establishes a one-to-one

correspondence between the ribbon braids (5.5) and the Balagovié—Kolb ribbon braids.

Proof. The proof is essentially identical to that of Theorems 5.8 and 5.10. Let us only explain where
the condition (1 + ¢%)'/%«, (Z¢, Xa,)s > 0in the S-type case comes from.

Recall that (1 +¢?)~! = cos?(52). We want to choose the square root (1 +¢2)"/? so that sin(52) =
c(1 +¢%)~1/2 holds. Then we obtain

tanh(ﬁ) —c(1 +6‘2)_1/2 _ ((1 +C2)1/2+C)2 _ 1,
2 ((1+c2)1/2+c)2+1

e™ -1

e +1

which gives the asserted formula for e”*. From the proof of Theorem 5.8, we see that the desired choice
is given by

1

20(@o)ko cos(52)

(1+cH)? =

Then we have

Zy, Xa,

1+ ) k(25 X o)y = _ZogXads )
o ﬂ-¢

zg(ao) cos(57)

hence the condition in the statement of the theorem. O

5.4. A Kohno-Drinfeld type theorem

The above results allow us to compare certain representations of type B braid groups.
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Figure 1. Generators of I's.

Recall that the braid group I',, of type B,, is generated by elements py, o, ..., 0,—1 subject to the
following relations (see Figure 1):

0,0 =0;0; (ll—]|>1), 0,00 =000 (ll—]|=1),
pioi=oip1 (i>1), PI01P10] = T1P1T1P].

This is the subgroup of the usual (type A, ) braid group on n + 1 strands consisting of the braids with
the first strand fixed.

Assume we have a quasi-coaction (B, @, ¥) of a quasi-bialgebra (A, A, ®), and a ribbon braid
€ € B ® A with respect to an R-matrix R € A ® A. (As before, we will actually use the corresponding
variants for multiplier algebras.) Consider a (left) B-module V and an A-module W. Then we get a
representation of I', on V ® W®" with p| acting by £ on the zeroth and first factors and o; acting by the
braiding R on the i-th and (i + 1)-st factors, where X denotes the flip. More precisely, we have to fix a
parenthesization on V ® W®" and take into account the associativity morphisms, but different choices
lead to equivalent representations by the standard coherence argument. For example, for n = 3 we can
take

(VeW)W)e W,
and then the representation is defined by
o1~ &1, o - l1’6,11,2(273)1,2‘1‘0,1,2, oy - ‘I’(]ll,z,g(ZR)zﬁ‘I’oLz,&

Let us first consider the non-Hermitian case. Since the involutive automorphisms of quasi-bialgebras
are nontrivial, we first need to pass to crossed products, as in the proof of Proposition 5.1.

On the side of g-deformations, we take the Hopf algebra Uy, (g) >+, 7, Z/2Z and consider the ribbon
braid & (1 ® A,,,) for a Balagovi¢—Kolb ribbon twist-braid & (defined by y satisfying equation (4.15)).

Take any U l‘? (g)-module V and (U, (g) >+, ¢, Z/2Z)-module W that are finitely generated and free as
C[[#]-modules. Note that a (Up,(g) »+,7, Z/2Z)-module is the same as a Uy, (g)-module plus a C[A]-
linear isomorphism u: W — W such that > = 1 and ua = (t¢70)(a)u for all a € Uy,(g). We then get a
representation of I',, as described above from & and %.

On the side of cyclotomic KZ-equations, we can start with finite-dimensional representations of
U(g?) and U(g) =r,7, Z/2Z on V and W. The quasi-coaction (U(g?)[ 1], A, Ykz) of (U(8)[ 1] %z,
7./2Z, A, D7) together with Rxz = e~ and a ribbon 74 7y-braid Ex,81 (5.4) define a representation
of T, on (V @ W®")[ 1]

Then Theorems 5.4 and 5.5 and Remark 5.6 imply the following.

Theorem 5.12. Let u’ < u be a non-Hermitian symmetric pair, with 6 in Satake form. Let V be a
U}‘?(g)-module, and W be a (Uy(8) >+, 1, Z/27Z)-module, that are finitely generated and free as C[[ h]-
modules. Then the representation of T, on 'V ®cpp] We defined by & and TR is equivalent to the
one on ((V/hV) ® (W/hW)®™")[ k] defined by (£{,81, Yxz, LRz, Pxz) for the choice of g satisfying
1® (zmxmpg) = & mod h.

In the Hermitian case, we can do similar constructions with the following modifications. First, as
TTo = id, we don’t have to take crossed products. Thus, given t € 7*, a Balagovié—Kolb ribbon braid &*
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for U;; (¢?) and =R defines a representation of I',, on V Qcfn] W®"_ On the side of KZ-equations, by our
construction of Wz .., we can only consider U (gf )-modules V that can be integrated to representations
of Gf or, equivalently, that are direct summands of finite-dimensional U (g)-modules. We use the ribbon
braid El’i’z’sm from equation (5.5).

As a consequence of Theorems 5.8 and 5.10, we get the following result.

Theorem 5.13. Let u¥ < u be a Hermitian symmetric pair, with 6 in Satake form, and t € T*.
Let V be a U;l(gg)-module and W be a Up(g)-module that are finitely generated and free as C[ h]-
modules, and assume also that V is a direct summand of a Uy, (g)-module with the same property. Then
the representation of I'y on'V @cyp W®n defined by & and R is equivalent to the representation on
((V/hV) @ (W /hW)®™)[ h] defined by (EIQ’Z’S;#gl, WKz, 5.0 ZRiz, Pz), for the subgroup G < G and
parameters (s, u) from Theorem 5.8, for the choice of g € Z(U) satisfying 1 ® (exp(mi(1 — is)Z;)g) =
&' mod h.

Remark 5.14. Since the subgroups Gf are conjugate to G, we could equally well consider the KZ-
equations only for G < G. We do not do this as the extra choice of conjugator will affect the
correspondence &' = Exz mod h.

As a corollary, we can also get a version of Theorem 5.12 in the analytic setting. We will prove one
such result and then discuss how it can be generalized.

We can define the algebras U, (g) and U, 5 (g) for g € C* not a nontrivial root of unity. Furthermore,
as has been noted in [DCNTY 19][DCM?20], the constructions of a Balagovi¢c—Kolb ribbon twist-braid
&, the associators Wkz s and so on make sense in this setting. We can therefore consider two types of
finite-dimensional representations of I',,, defined by & and monodromy of KZ-equations. To compare
such representations we need a way to associate a representation of U, g (g) to a representation of U (g9).
To simplify matters, let us consider only representations obtained by restriction from representations of
U, (g) and U(g). The representation theories of U, (g) and U(g) are well understood, so for any finite-
dimensional U(g)-module V we have its quantum analogue V,,. This correspondence extends also to
representations of the crossed products U(@) ¢,z Z/2Z and U, () »¢,7, Z/2Z.

Corollary 5.15. Take g > 0, and assume that 1% < 1 is a non-Hermitian symmetric pair. Consider a
Sfinite-dimensional U(g)-module V and a finite-dimensional (U(Q) >1,+, Z/27Z)-module W, and view V
as a U(g?)-module. Then the representation of T',, on Vy ® Wf” defined by a Balagovi¢c—Kolb ribbon
T9To-braid for U, 5 (9) and the universal R-matrix R for U, (@), corresponding to h = log q, is equivalent
10 the representation on V. ® W®" defined by (E¢,g1, Yz, ZRxz, Pkz) given by monodromy of the
cyclotomic KZ-equations for the subgroup G® < G and some choice of g € Z(U"?).

Proof. We may assume that V and W are equipped with Hermitian scalar products such that they give
rise to unitary representations of U. In a similar way, the assumption g > 0 implies that U, (g) is a
x-algebra and its representations on V, and W, can be turned into *-representations.

Theorem 5.5 gives us a bijection between the Balagovi¢—Kolb ribbon 14 1y-braids for U fl’ (g) and the
ribbon 7¢7p-braids (5.4). By specialization this gives us a bijection also in the analytic setting, but a
priori it is not given by any formula similar to equation (5.2), as it is not clear when G can be specialized.

Now, using this bijection, it is convenient to extend the representations of I, to I',, X Z(U), with Z(U)
acting on the first factors W, and W of V,, ® Wf” and V ® W®", and prove a formally stronger statement
that these representations of I, X Z(U) are equivalent. The representations have the same character
since they are obtained by specialization from the formal case and in that case the representations are
equivalent. Therefore, it suffices to prove that the representations are completely reducible. For this, in
turn, it suffices to show that in both cases the operators of the representations span s*-algebras.

Observe in general that in the presence of a -involution, if we have a quasi-coaction (B, a, ¥) of a
quasi-bialgebra (A, A, ®) and a ribbon braid £ with respect to an R-matrix R, with unitary ¥ and ®
and the R-matrix satisfying R* = Ry, then £ is also a ribbon braid. Indeed, analogues of identities
(1.4) and (1.5) for £* are obtained immediately by taking the adjoints. For equation (1.6), we in addition
have to conjugate by R 2 and then flip the last two tensor factors.
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Since in the formal setting we have a complete classification of ribbon twist-braids, we conclude that
every Balagovi¢—Kolb ribbon 747p-braid for U g (¢) and every ribbon 7¢7(-braid (5.4), being multiplied
by 1® 1,4, on the right, has the property that it coincides with its adjoint up to a factor 1®g (g € Z(U)).
(For the twist-braids (5.4) this is also not difficult to see by definition, and for the Balagovi¢c—Kolb’s
ones this can be checked by an explicit computation as well [DCM20].) Hence, the same is true in the
analytic setting, which implies the desired property of the representations. m}

Remark 5.16. Corollary 5.15 remains true for generic ¢ € C. Briefly, this can be proved by viewing
both representations as defined over a field of meromorphic functions in g. These representations have
the same character by Theorem 5.12. They can also be shown to be completely reducible, essentially
because everything is determined by restriction to ¢ > 0, and for every such ¢ the representations are
completely reducible. Hence, they are equivalent, and then by specialization we get an equivalence for
generic values of g.

Remark 5.17. In the Hermitian case, for ¢ > 0, we can define an analogue of the parameter set 7 for
which U;(g") are *-coideals; see [DCNTY 19]. Then the proof of the above corollary still works for
such t, but with a caveat. Assume t is obtained by specialization from a parameter in our set 7 *. Then to
be able to use Theorem 5.13 or even formulate the result in the analytic setting, we need u provided by
Theorem 5.8 to be specializable. Assuming we have an explicit formula for u as a function of t that can
be specialized, this can be further generalized to generic g € C. In the type AIIl case analyzed below,
we see that this is indeed the case, and it is natural to expect that the same it true in all other cases.

5.5. Example: AIII case

In this section, we look in detail at the AIIl symmetric pairs, that is, the pairs s(u, ® uy_p,) < suy for
0<p<N/2and N > 2 (see Figure 2).

Thus, u = suy, g = sly(C). The normalized invariant form is (X,Y), = Tr(XY). As the Cartan
subalgebra ), we take the diagonal matrices with trace zero. Let ¢;; be the matrix units of My (C).
Define L; € h* by L;(X; aje;;) = a;. As a system of simple roots and generators of g, we take

IM={a;=L; — Lizihi<i<n-1, H; =eii —ejs1,i+1, Xo; = €iix1, X o; = €is1,i-
Note that
(Liy L) =1 ! (L;i, Ly) ! (i#])) (5.6)
i»Li)=1-—, owLi)=—— (i . .
N Y J
Define
szidiag(l—B,...,I—B,—B,...,—E), v = Adexp(nZ,).
N N N N
p N-p

Then u” = s(u, ® uy_,) and the pair (v, Z,) is as in Section 3.1. We will write f for u”. The unique
noncompact simple root is .

The S-type case corresponds to N = 2p. Then the distinguished simple root is @, X = (), and as an
involution 6 in Satake form we take

9=Adm0, m0=AN=
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N-1 N-1 N-p

(a) S-type (b) C-type

Figure 2. Satake diagrams for AIll symmetric pairs.

so that z = 1 in equation (4.1). It is clear that (v, Z, ) is associated with 8 as described after Lemma
4.9. For every t € T, we fix a normalized element ZZ, € 3(gt9 ) by requiring (Z!, Xa, )y > 0. For the
standard case t = 0, we write Zy = Zg €3(g9).

The C-type case corresponds to 0 < p < N/2.In this case, the distinguished simple roots are ¢, and

aN-p, X ={@p+1,...,an-p-1}. As an involution 6 in Satake form, we take
0 = Ad zmomy, z=e™P/N diag((-1)P, ..., (-1, —(-D)NP, ... —(-DHNP).
—_— —
p
Note that
Ap _A;
_ ip/N
momy = —(-D)N"PIN_s, , zmomx = e™P/ In-2p
(-HN-r4, -Ap

Again, (v, Z, ) is the unique pair associated with 6 for which @, is a noncompact root. For every t € 7,
we fix a normalized element Z! € 3(g{) by requiring —icr,(Z}) + ian—p(Z5) > 0. Again, for the
standard case we write Zg = Z € 3(g%).

Theorem 5.18. With the above choices, the parameters s € R and u € hR| h] associated with t € T*
according to Theorem 5.8 are determined as follows (with g = e"):

q(q+1)? 2)1/2 q'?(q+1). )
- ——5 - ———isp);

2
) S-type.s+,u—;log((1 1 » >

o C-type: s+u=—logc, + —.
b3 b3
In particular, the standard case t = 0 corresponds to s + u = 0.

We will prove the theorem by comparing the eigenvalues of K-matrices. In the AIII case, this is
facilitated by the knowledge of solutions of the reflection equation [Mud02].

As in Section 4.5, we will work over the field C(g'/?) and then pass to C[A~!, h]. The fundamental
representation of Uy (g) on V = C(g'/4)N is given by

nv(ED) =g ei i, nv (F) = q e, myv (Ki) = qeii + g eistivt-
Writing R = ¢~V (ny ® my ) (&) for the universal R-matrix %, we have

R = Zfl‘ﬁi.fe,-i ®ejj+ (g —Q)Zeij ®eji
i,J

i<j
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Consider the K-matrix #* = (¢ ® id)(&") of a Balagovié-Kolb ribbon braid &* for t € 7*. Then
K' = my (") satisfies the reflection equation

K'RpK!R 12 = RipKiR K],
where R = XR. The invertible solutions of this equation are classified in [Mud02] as
A+pu Vi

A+p Yr

) (5.7

YN-r+1

YN

where we have the general requirement y;yn_;+1 = —Au # 0. (This takes into account that the conven-
tions in [Mud02] are different. Our matrix R corresponds to Ra; of [Mud02], with ¢ replaced by ¢~'.
Note also that the ground field in [Mud02] is C, but the arguments there are purely combinatorial and
work for any field of characteristic zero.) We are interested only in the nonconstant solutions, since by
Theorem 5.10 the matrix K* is conjugate (by some element 7 € My (C)[[ 4] such that T® = Iy) to the
image of

exp(—th‘+7r(1 —is—iu)Ztg)g (5.8)

in the fundamental representation of suy for some g € Z(U), which is clearly nonconstant.

Next, let us make a choice of a Balagovi¢c—Kolb ribbon braid. Recall that in the standard case the
K-matrix & and the ribbon braid & are given by equations (4.16) and (4.17). In our present Hermitian
case TgTy = id, and F# can be written as

H =XET,\T,], (5.9)

where X = (AdK wo) (X) and & = £K>,,,,; see [DCM20, Section 4]. Furthermore, by [DCM20, Lemma
4.24], the function y defining & can be chosen so that £’ = 74 (z)Cg, where Cg acts on every vector of
weight w by ¢~ (@"®")  with w* = %(w + O(w)). Therefore,

v (€ei = 19(2) (L)g~ D e; = 2(O(Ly)) g~ HE ey, (5.10)

where we used equation (3.2) and that z(@;) = 1 for i € X. We will assume from now on that % is
defined using this particular &’.

The following formula, which will allow us to compute some matrix coefficients of K = K = 7y (%),
is probably well known to experts.

Lemma 5.19. We have
N-1
ny(Tw,) =q 7 An.
Proof. By definition (see, e.g., [Jan96, Section 8.6]), we have

Ty, =T T121 - Tin-175 Ty =TTk - -~ Th,

https://doi.org/10.1017/fmp.2023.11 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/fmp.2023.11

66 K. De Commer et al.

and the operators 7y (T;) are given by

ny(Ti)ej=e; (j#i,i+1), wv (T)ei = —q' e, nyv(Ti)eis1 = q

12,
This gives the result. O
In the nonstandard case, we have
= (xt ®id) (R (1 ® H)R)
for an appropriate character y;: U, g (8) — C[h™', k], as described in Section 4.5.

Write T = (id ® my)(%21) € Uy(g) ® My (C(g'/)). Then T is an upper triangular matrix with
coeflicients in U, (b™), and

K'= (e ®id)(T(1® K)T*),

where we remind that 2" = h.

Lemma 5.20. We have

2-N 4-N

2-N 4N N-2
K, =Xt(K1N K~ - K\Y, )KN]

Proof. By definition, we have

= x| X T K

iL,J

Since T is upper triangular, the contribution of i # N is zero. The form of equation (5.7) and the fact
that K is not scalar further tell us that K ; = 0 for j # 1. Therefore,

K, = xt(Tnn T} KN

2N 4N N2
Since Tnn Ty, = TnnTi = K| e K,V --- K,/ by the usual factorization of % (see, e.g., [Kas95,
Section XVII.2]), this proves the lemma. O

To get further information on the K-matrices, we will use that K* must commute with 7y (U}l (9)).
We will treat the S-type and C-type cases separately.
In the S-type case, ®(L;) = Ly —_;+1. The coideal U;l(gg) is generated by Uy, (h?), the elements
sp(Kp' = 1)
Bi=F;—q 'En_iK[' (i <p), B, =F,-qE,K, +p,—1
g -

and their adjoints.

Proposition 5.21. In the S-type case, for every t € T*, we have

q'*(q + Dsplp —A;,)

A, 0 (5.11)

K'= ()P qw? (

Proof. It is easily seen that the nonconstant matrices (5.7) commuting with the generators of U;z (g%
are precisely of the form

y q'"?(q + Dsplp A,
A, 0

fory e C[n7l, h]*. (Note that these solutions were also described in [KS09, Section 5].)
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To determine y, we look at the matrix coeflicient K}V 1 By Lemma 5.20, it is independent of t, since
Xt is trivial on the Cartan part in the S-type case. In the standard case, we compute K| using definition
(5.9).

By equations (5.10) and (5.6), we have y (¢7) = q217_%, while Lemma 5.19 describes the action of
T\, Since Xliesina completion of U, (n*) and has the weight zero component 1, we conclude that

1
t _ 3, P
Ky =Ky =q7 .

Hence y = (—I)P_lq#_”. ]

Proof of Theorem 5.18: S-type case. Note that the matrix K given by equation (5.11) leaves the two-
dimensional spaces spanned by e; and e,,_;;1 invariant. From this we see that it has eigenvalues

0 V200 41 +1)? 1/2
xiz(—l)p_lqllp_p(—q (g )Sp il(l——CI(q4 ) Si) ),

1/2
each of multiplicity p. (Recall that we are assuming s, € ihR[[ 4], so (1 - q(an)Zs?)) is well-defined

as an element of R[ A ].)

On the other hand, consider a K-matrix as in equation (5.8) but using (¥, Z,) instead of (utg , Z;),
and denote its image under the fundamental representation of suy by M. (For the moment, we leave the
choice of g € Z(U) free.) Then K' is conjugate to M by a formal matrix. Let us compute the eigenvalues
of M.

The Casimir operator C* equals C*'»®!» — Tr(Z2)~!Z2. Since the Casimir operator of su, acts as

2_ 2_
the scalar pTl in the fundamental representation of s11,, it follows that Ct acts as pTl + ﬁ =p- ﬁ.
Hence, the eigenvalues of M are

1 yd 2nik
yi = iqu pl'eiz<s+/‘)e 2p s

each of multiplicity p, forsome 0 < k <2p — 1.
It follows that y, coincides with x, or x_. Since s is real, by looking at the order zero terms we can

conclude that this is possible only if ¢ =+1and

x +1)2 12 gl2(g+1
ﬂ(w):(l_%si) i%,@p.

Furthermore, since we already know the formula for s by Theorem 5.8, we see that for sg,o) # 0 the sign

must be — and g € Z(SU(N)) is the scalar matrix e%k = (-1)P L
It remains to handle the case sg)) =0 so that gtg = g?. Then Theorem 5.8 implies that s = 0. We first
claim that

_ (-1

z
o 2

An.

Since § = AdAy, we have Ay € 3(u?), hence this formula must be true up to a sign. Then the
requirement (Zg, X),)g > 0 forces this choice.

Now, write M’ for the image of equation (5.8) under the fundamental representation of suy . From
the above formula for Zg, we see that M’ preserves the span of e; and e,,_;41 for each i, analogously to
the situation for K* observed above. Restricting to the span of | and e, we find

ik

1 i k
M’ (e +iey) = (—l)piqTP_pe(_l)pTue r (e; +ien),

where 6”7“( is the effect of g € Z(U), and a similar formula for e¢; — iey (Which we do not use).
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Now, we also know that M’ and 1y (K') are conjugate by a formal matrix with constant term I . In
particular, K* has eigenvectors which are deformations of e| + iey, with the same eigenvalues.
From equation (5.11), the restriction of K* to the span of e; and ey gives

Kt %—p ) t12 t ] t ) t
n=-q%¥» 1(1—7)+5 7, with n= _E_Z(I_Z) e1+en|,

where ¢/ = (—1)Pq%(q +1)s, € ihR[ h]. This eigenvector 7 is a deformation of —i(e; + ien), hence
we obtain the equality of eigenvalues

(=1)Pigs P H 5 = g P (i(l - tZ) +5 ) :

or equivalently,

. ” ’

When p is even, this implies e%k = —1 and the formula for u follows by taking the logarithm. When
nik
p is odd, we first obtain e » = 1, and then the formula for i follows by taking the logarithm of inverses

(note that (V1 +x2 +x)(VI +x2 —x) = 1). m]

Next, let us consider the C-type case. Then ©(L;) = L;forp+1 <i < N — p,and O(L;) = Ly_;+1
for all other i. The coideal U}z(ge) is generated by Uy, (H?), U, (gx), the elements

Bi = F; —q 'Tux (EN-DK;' (i <p), Bp = Fp = cplux (En-p)K}'!
and their adjoints. Similarly to Lemma 5.19, we have

IP
mv(Tuy) =| ¢ T PAN, |- (5.12)
IP
It follows that

/2

mv(Bi) =q et —q  Penzinoisn (i <p),

~1/2 N_
mv(Bp) =q " 2epiip— a7 Pepepiinpii-

In the next proposition, we assume that the character y¢ is defined using the unique homomorphism

1
P — R[ A]* with values in the power series with positive constant terms such that ), c;lq‘f and
a; — 1fori#p.

Proposition 5.22. In the C-type case, for every t € T, we have
Nelpo Al
A+ i, —-q 2 "PcpaA]

K'= An_ap , (5.13)
q_NTH"'PC;lﬂAp

. 2p . N- N-p 2WN-p)
_ -nil L (N-p)-& -F _ o mitl L_pe Rop
where A = e "'NgN Ne," andpu=e"" "N gN Ncp

Proof. Again, some elementary computations show that a nonconstant solution (5.7) commutes with
the generators of my (U]t1 (¢?)) if and only if it has the form (5.13), with no restrictions on A and u.
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Consider first the standard case. Thenc,, = q’(";’“;) = ¢~'/2. By equations (5.10) and (5.6), we have

mv(Een = (~1)Pe ™R gR ey,

from which we deduce, similarly to the proof of Proposition 5.21, that

w2

Kni = (1)Pe iR gn-
It follows that y = —e‘”’%qﬁ"’. In a similar way, using equation (5.12), we compute
—ni2 L (N-p)
/lzKp+1,p+1 =e NgN .
For general t € 77, by Lemma 5.20 we have

t l_zﬁp 1_p - !
KNIZCIJ q? NKNI:(—I)pe Ng2 N

which gives the asserted formula for u. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 5.20, we also have

N-p N-p
— rt — * L= *
A= Kp+1,p+1 —Xt( Z Tp+1,iTp+1,i)Kn —Xt( Z Tp+1,iTp+1,i)Kp+1,p+1~
i=p+1 i=p+1

Using again the usual factorization of the R-matrix, we see that 7,4 ; for p+1 < i < N - pisan
element of U, (h)U, (ny) of weight L; — L1, while

1 P ptl_ N-1_ g
el N DY N N ... N
Tps1.p+1 = K Kp Kp+l KyZ

By definition of y¢, we conclude that A differs from the standard case by the factor

Xt(T1%+1,p+1) = q_ Cp

Zk
&S

This gives the required formula for A. O

Proof of Theorem 5.18: C-type case. Similarly to the S-type case, the matrix K* given by equation
(5.13) has eigenvalues

2p

N-p 2(N-p) . p 1 P —
iy - (N-p)-% .~ N
e q Cp

—pi2 L
—e quN p+NCp ,

of multiplicities p and N — p, resp., while the image of equation (5.8) in the fundamental representation
of suy has eigenvalues
2rik 2mik P

P N-p | p
_eTe*mﬁqﬁ*PeT”(H#)’ e N e*mﬁqﬁ*(N*P)e*ﬁ”(H#)

of multiplicities p and N — p, resp., for some 0 < k < N — 1. By looking at the order zero terms, we
conclude that k = 0 and

q—%cp N _ e—% 7 (s+u) i
giving the formula for s + u in the statement of the theorem. m}
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A. Co-Hochschild cohomology

Our goal is to prove an analogue of Corollary 2.4 for universal enveloping algebras. The result essentially
follows from computations in [Cal06], but since we formally claim slightly more than what is stated
there, we give a self-contained argument.

Let V be a finite-dimensional vector space over C (we could consider any field of characteristic
zero), and W C V be a subspace. Viewing V as an abelian Lie algebra, consider its universal enveloping
algebra (U(V),A). As an algebra, it is the symmetric algebra Sym(V). But we will mostly need only
the coalgebra structure, in which case we write Sym¢ (V). Consider the tensor algebra 7(Sym€(V)) of
the vector space Sym® (V). We then make Sym® (W) ® T(Sym¢€ (V)) into a cochain complex by defining

d: Symc(W) ® SymC(V)®n N SymC(W) ® SymC(V)®(n+1)
by formula (2.1), so
dT = Tor2,.net = Toa2,net -+ (D) To 1 nuaty + (=) To 1 .

Consider the linear map py,w : Sym®(V) — V/W obtained by composing the projection Sym® (V) —
Sym!(V) = V with the quotient map V — V/W. It extends to an algebra homomorphism

T(Sym*(V)) = AV/W,

which we continue to denote by py ;w . Consider also the counit : Sym® (W) — C.

Proposition A.1. The map € ® py w defines a quasi-isomorphism
(Sym* (W) ® T(Sym® (V)),d) — ( /\ V/W,0).

The result is well known for W = 0; see, for example, [Kas95, Theorem XVIIL.7.1]. We will deduce
the proposition from this particular case using the formalism of twisting morphisms.

Let (A,m4,d4) be a differential graded algebra with product m4 and cohomological differential
da: A" — A™! Let (C,Ac) be a coalgebra (concentrated in degree 0). A twisting morphism is a
linear map a: C — A' satisfying

daa+axa=0,
where @ x @ = m(a ® @)Ac. Then the degree 1 map id ® d4 + d 4, with
de=(1d®my)(id® @ ®id)(Ac ®id),

defines the structure of a cochain complex on the graded vector space C ® A. We denote this complex
by C ®, A.
We further assume that

e A" and C have auxiliary gradings, called the weight gradings; we write A" <" for the weight m
part of A™ and C*™ for the weight m part of C;

e my, da, Ac and « have degree O for the weight grading;

e (C and A are nonnegatively graded with respect to both the weight degree and the cohomological
degree.

In our application A = T(Sym€ (V)), C = Sym® (W) and the weight gradings are defined by declaring
the elements of Sym" (V) and Sym” (W) to be of weight n.

Lemma A.2 (cf. [LV12, Lemma 2.1.5]). Let A and B be weight graded differential graded algebras
as above and f: A — B be a quasi-isomorphism (i.e., a weight degree preserving homomorphism of
dg algebras inducing an isomorphism in cohomology). Then for any weight graded coalgebra C and
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any twisting morphism a: C — A" such that a(C*°) = 0, the map id® f: C ®4, A — C ®p Bisa
quasi-isomorphism, where 8 = fa.
Proof. The assumption a(C"°) = 0 implies that d,, ‘carries’ weight from C to A. This can be used to

build a spectral sequence.
Specifically, define a decreasing filtration F of C ®, A by setting

F, = EBC@AW"".

mz2s

We clearly have (id ® da)(Fs) C F;. Since (id ® @)Ac(C"™") belongs to @kzl cvink @ AWk by
the assumption a(C*¥) = 0, we have d,(F;) C Fy,1. Note also that, for each weight n, we have
F' = (C ®q A)"™ and F{"" = 0 for s > n. Hence, the associated spectral sequence starting with

Es,t _ Fch:x+t/Fch:s+t =CQ® Aw:x,ch:s+t
o — s -

s+1

is convergent at each weight, and the Ey-differential dj: Eg” — Eg’t s justid ® d 4. Therefore
Eis,t — C ® Hs+t (AW:X).

We can do the same construction for B. Then id® f induces an isomorphism at the E1-page. Combined
with the convergence of the spectral sequences, we obtain the assertion. O

Proof of Proposition A.1. Denote the complex we get for W = 0 by (A, d4) so that A = T(Sym°(V)).
For general W, let C = Sym“(W) and define a linear map a: C = Sym°(W) — A! = Sym°(V)
as the zero map on C = Sym®(W) and the inclusion map Sym™(W) — Sym”(V) for n > 1. Then
(a*xa)(1) =0and

(axa)(x)=A(x)-1®x—x®1 (xeSym"(W),n>1).
It follows that « is a twisting morphism. We also have
de(x®y)=Ax)®y—-x®1®y (x e Sym“(W),y e T"(Sym®(V))).

Therefore, the complex C ®,, A is exactly (Sym® (W) ® T(Sym€(V)), d).

Since the proposition is true for W = 0, by Lemma A.2 we conclude that the map id ® py defines a
quasi-isomorphism of (Sym® (W)®T (Sym€(V)), d) onto (Sym(W)® A V, d), where the new differential
d=dp,qis givenby d(1 ® y) = 0 and

d(x1~~~xm®y)=Zx1~~~)?i~~~xm®x,~/\y (x1,...,xm €W,y € AV).

i

It remains to show that the homomorphism of graded algebras Sym(W)® AV — A V/W defined by
€ and the quotient map V — V /W gives a quasi-isomorphism of (Sym(W) ® AV, d) onto (A V/W,0).
This is well known in the case when V = W, that is, Sym(W) ® A W is quasi-isomorphic to C
concentrated in degree 0. The general case follows from this and the standard isomorphism of graded
algebras AV = AW& AV/W. ]

Let a be a finite-dimensional complex Lie algebra and b < a a Lie subalgebra. Forn =0, 1, ..., put
B, =U(b) ®U(a)®".

These spaces form a cochain complex by the same formula as in equation (2.1). The differential
d.y is equivariant with respect to the diagonal adjoint action of b, so we also obtain a subcomplex
Byp = (Ea,b)b-
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It is well known that the symmetrization map defines an a-equivariant coalgebra isomorphism of
Sym€(a) onto U(a); see [Kas95, Theorem V.2.5]. Since the definition of d.yg uses only the coalgebra
structures, it follows that the complexes (Sym¢(b) ® T(Sym€(a)), d) and (Bq p, dcy) are isomorphic.
Therefore, Proposition A.1 implies the following.

Proposition A.3. For any finite-dimensional complex Lie algebra a and a Lie subalgebra b, there is a
b-equivariant quasi-isomorphism of (B, p, de) onto () a/b,0).

Remark A4. For any X;,..., X, € a, theelement 1 ® X; ® --- ® X, € Egb is a cocycle. By the

definition of € ® pq/p and the symmetrization map, the image of this cocycle in A" a/b is Xi A A Xy,
where X; is the image of X; in a/b.

Consider now a reductive algebraic subgroup H < G as in Section 2.1.

Corollary A.5. The cohomology (Bg B> deH) IS lYOmOl’pth to \g/ I) and the cohomology of (B y, dcu)
is isomorphic to (\ ¢/H)P. Furthermore, the embedding Bg p — Bg.n is a quasi-isomorphism and if
H is connected, then Byy — Bg g is a quasi-isomorphism as well.

Proof. The first statement follows immediately from Proposition A.3 and the fact that computing the
cohomology commutes with taking the h-invariants in the reductive case.

Consider now the embedding By, — B, p. This induces a pairing between cochains in By and
chains fy ® --- ® f,, in Eg’, gy = O(H) ® O(G)®" from the proof of Proposition 2.1. Unpacking the

definitions, for the cocycle 1 @ X1 ® --- ® X, € Bg b from Remark A .4, we have

(fo® 8 fr1®X1 8 ®X,) = fole) [ [ defi(X0).
i=1

Restricting to cycles of BG 1 this reduces to the canonical duality pairing between A g/f) = H(Eg,b)
and (A g/h)’ = H(BG’ ) see the identification of [BGI71, Proposition VIL.2.5].

Let us be more concrete. Choose a basis Xi,..., X, ina complement of h in g. By Remark A .4, the
cohomology classes of ¢;;.;, = 1® X;, ® ---® X;, € B" op i1 < --- < i, form a basis in H"(Eg B)-
Choose right H-invariant functions fi, .. fm € O(G) such that d. f;(X;) = 6;;. Define functions
ai,...i, on Hx G" by

@iy iy (8081 gn) = Y S2(@) iy (8o (1) - fin (o)

oeS,

so that we have (a;,_i,,cj,..j,) = 6i,j, ... 0i,j, foralli; < --- <i,and j; <--- < j,. Moreover,
using that f;(g) = fi(e) for g € H, one can check that the a;,._;, are cycles in E’G,H. We thus obtain a
nondegenerate pairing between H" (B ) and H,, (B ’G ) Which factors through H" ( Byy) > H'(B.m)-
Hence, the last map is an isomorphism.

Finally, by considering the h-invariants we conclude that if H is connected, then By — Bg, g is a
quasi-isomorphism as well. O

B. Spherical vectors

The goal of this appendix is to prove the following result essentially due to Letzter [LetOO]. Since
her setting and assumptions are slightly different, we will give a complete argument for the reader’s
convenience.

Theorem B.1. In the notation of Section 4.4, assume t € T* and A € P, are such that the highest weight
g-module V) has a nonzero gf -invariant vector. Then this vector can be lifted to a U;l(gg)—invariant
vector in V[ 1]
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In the non-Hermitian case, we have gf = gg = gY. In the Hermitian case, by Lemma 4.11, the Lie
subalgebra gf < g is conjugate to g?. Hence, in both cases, by [Kna02, Theorem 8.49] and its proof,
necessary (and, as we will see shortly, sufficient) conditions for the existence of a nonzero gf -invariant
vector in V, are the following:

the weight A € P, vanishes on 5°, (B.1)
(1,@;) € 2Z for all i € I such that ©(a;) = —a;. (B.2)

Lemma B.2. Given i € I, we have ©(a;) = —«a; for some j if and only ifi € I \ X and «; is orthogonal
to ay for all k € X, in which case we also have j = 14 (i).

Proof. Assume O(c;) = —«;. Since O(ay) = ai for all k € X, we must have i € I\ X, and since
O(a;)+ar, () € ZX and the set I\ X is Ty-invariant, it follows also that j = 74 (i). AsO(a;) = ~Wx @7, (i)
we have

02 (aj,ar) = —(0(a;), ar) = (Wxry), @k) = (Ary()» wxar) 2 0,

for all k € X, where the last inequality holds as wyay € @ . Therefore, a; = @, (;) is orthogonal to
ay for all k € X, hence the same is true for @; as well. This proves the lemma in one direction, the other
direction is obvious. O

It is well known that (U, U?), or equivalently (U, Ky), is a Gelfand pair. Since every U ;l (g?)-invariant
vector reduces modulo /4 to a Ki-invariant vector, to prove Theorem B.1 it therefore suffices to show that
there is a nonzero U;l (¢?)-invariant vector whenever conditions (B.1) and (B.2) are satisfied.

Denote by K the field C[~!, ]. Instead of working with U}, (g) and U;l (g?), we extend the scalars
to K. Recall that we denote e’ by g. Consider the K-subalgebra U, (g) of Uj,(g) ®cpn] K generated by
E;, F; and K, (w € P). Consider also the K-subalgebra U}, (3%) generated by K,, (w € P®), K}, E;,
F; (i € X)and B; (i € I \ X). Then Vj{ = Vil ] ®cpny K = Va ®c K is the irreducible U, (g)-module
with highest weight A. If we can show that it contains a nonzero U;(ge)—invariant vector v, then A"v
becomes a U;l(g")—invariant vector in Vy[[i] for n € N large enough. To prove that such a vector v
exists it is enough, in turn, to show that if £, € Vj{ is the highest weight vector, then &, ¢ U:I (6,
where UY(g%)* denotes the augmentation ideal of U} (g?). Indeed, since U} (g?) is *-invariant, the
U}Z (§?)-module Vj is completely reducible by [LetO0, Theorem 3.3]. Then the projection of £, onto a
complementary submodule to U, ; (g?)* ¢, is a nonzero invariant vector. Therefore, it suffices to establish
the following result.

Theorem B.3 (cf. [Let00, Theorem 4.3]). Assume t € T and A € P, is a weight satisfying conditions
(B.1) and (B.2). Then for the highest weight vector &, € V:{ we have &, ¢ U;(g9)+§/l.

Note that for this result we no longer need *-invariance, so we can take any parameter t € 7. The
proof also works for any field extension of Q(¢'/¢) in place of K (with parameters ¢; and s; taken from
this field), where d is the determinant of the Cartan matrix.

We start by analyzing the rank one case.

Lemma B.4. Consider g = s1,(C) and the element B=F —cEK ' +s(K™'-1) € Uq(slp), withc € KX
and s € K. Then, for every n € Z,, the highest weight module V,! contains a nonzero vector killed by B.

Proof. For n = 0, the lemma is obvious. For n = 1, the Uy (s]2)-module qu has the basis &1, Fé1, szl
over K, and the actions of E and K on this basis are given by

KF'6 =g P, EF*E, = [2- (k= D] [k, F< 6.
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One can then easily check that the vector

. s(l-4%)

Fé& + F&

qu [2]q

lies in the kernel of B.

For n > 2, the vector & fz’" € (qu )®" has weight n and generates a U, (s1,)-submodule isomorphic to
ViI.AsA,(B) =B®K™'+1® B, the vector v®" € (V/1)®" is killed by B. Since its weight n component
is nonzero, the projection of this vector onto V,! C v )®™ is a nonzero vector killed by B. O

To deal with the general case, let us introduce the following notation. For a multi-index J =
(j1,...,Jn),define Fy = F; ---F; and By = B, --- B, . We also let wt(J) = aj, +--- +a;,. Denote
by U_ the unital K-subalgebra of U, (g) generated by the elements F;, j € I, by Mx , the unital K-
subalgebra of U; (g?) generated by the elements E i, J € X, and by Ug the K-algebra generated by the
elements K, w € P®. Fix 1 € P,.

Lemma B.5. Choose a finite collection J of multi-indices such that £y and Fié,, J € J, form a basis
ofo{ over K. Then the vectors €y and Bj &y, J € J, also form a basis ofV:l].

Proof. By the definition of B;, we have that B;£, equals F;&, plus a linear combination of vectors of
higher weights. A simple induction argument using this property gives the result. O

Foreachi € X, putm; = (1,¢,) € Z,.

Lemma B.6. There are collections J;, i € I, of multi-indices such that the elements 1, Fy (J € J, with
J as in the previous lemma) and Fy F;n,—+1 (J € Ji, i € 1) form a basis of U- over K. Moreover, the
elements 1, By (J € J) and BJBl'.”"+1 (J € Ji, i € 1) form a basis of the right Ug M x +-module U;(ge).
More generally, for any choice of degree m; + 1 polynomials p; € K[x], the elements 1, By (J € J)
and Byp;(B;) (J € J;, i € I) form a basis of the right Ug Mx -module U; (a?).

Proof. Consider the Verma module L, with highest weight vector v, of weight A. The first part of the
lemma follows from the well-known facts that the map U- — L, a — av,, is a linear isomorphism
and the kernel of the quotient map Ly — V, is ) ; U_Fl.m"”v,l.

The second part of the lemma follows then from [Kol14, Proposition 6.2]. To be more precise, some
of our generators B; differ from the ones used by Kolb by scalar summands. Let us denote Kolb’s
generators by B;. Then every element B equals B; plus a linear combination of the elements B, with
wt(J’) < wt(J). Similarly to the previous lemma, we see that whenever {B;} 7 is a basis of the right
Ue Mx +-module U}Z (g?), then {B; } 77 also forms a basis. For the same reason, we can add to every
B any linear combination of the elements B with wt(J’) < wt(J) and still get a basis. In particular,
we can replace every element of the form By B;”““ by By pi(B;). m]

Lemma B.7. If A € P, satisfies equation (B.2), we can find for all i € I, degree m; + 1 polynomials
pi € K[x] such that p;(B;)éy = 0 and p;(0) = 0.

Proof. Consider three cases. If i € X, then B; = F; and we can take p;(x) = x™*!.
Next, assume i € [ \ X but ©(a;) # —;. Then i ¢ I, hence s; = 0 and
Bi = F; = ¢izey(yTwx (Ezy (i) K7

As —O(a;) = wxa,, ;) € A* is different from a;, we have —kO®(«;) — (n—k)a; £ Oforanyn > k > 1.
Since any product of k elements T, (E+,(;)) and n — k elements F; has weight —k®(e;) — (n — k)a;,
it must therefore kill £,. It follows that B¢, = F}'&, for any n > 1. In particular, we have B:""Hf 1=0,
so in this case we can again take p; (x) = x™i*!.
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Finally, assume i is such that ®(a;) = —«;. Then, by Lemma B.2, we have i € I, hence

o, K-
B[=Fi_ciZiEiKi +S[K,'W.

The elements E;, F;, Kl.il generate a copy of U, (slp) in Ugy(g). By acting on &,, we get a
spin 5t U,q; (sl2)-module with basis £, Fiéa, ..., F;"éy over K. By Lemma B.5, the elements
éa, Biéa, .. .,B;""f,l also form a basis. As %' € Z, by assumption, we can apply Lemma B.4 and

conclude that there is a nonzero polynomial f € K[x] of degree m < m; such that B; f(B;)é, = 0.
Hence, we can take p;(x) = x4 17" £ (x). O

Proof of Theorem B.3. Take a € U;(g")*. We want to show that a&é, # £,. By Lemma B.6, we can

write a as
ap + Z Bjay +Z Z Bypi(Bi)biy,

JeJ iel JeJ;

where ag, ay and b;.; are in UpMx + and p; are the polynomials from Lemma B.7. Note that since
€(B;) = 0 and the polynomials p; have zero constant terms, we must have €(ag) = 0. By assumption
(B.1), we have yé, = €(y)&, for every y € Ug Mx . Hence,

aéy = Z e(ay)Bjéa,

JeJ
which is different from &, by our choice of 7. O

Remark B.8. Theorem B.1 remains true for t € 77 if we exclude a finite set (depending on 1) of values
of s((,o) (S-type) or cgo) (C-type). Indeed, let us look for spherical vectors of the form &4+ ;7 cs Fyéa,
cy € K, where J is as in Lemma B.5. The sphericity condition gives us a system of linear equations for
cy with coefficients that are rational functions (with complex coefficients) in g, s, or c,. A spherical
vector exists if and only if the rank of the matrix A of this system is the same as the rank of the augmented
matrix B. Take a submatrix of A of maximal size giving a nonzero minor for some t € 7. Then the
lowest order nonzero term of the minor’s expansion in % is a rational function of s((,O) or c((f)), so the
corresponding minor remains nonzero for all t € 77 excluding a finite set of values of st(,o) or c((,o). On
the other hand, if we take any larger minor of B and consider its expansion in &, then the coefficients will
be rational functions in the parameters s((,") or c((,") . These functions must vanish for all purely imaginary
(S-type) or real (C-type) values of the parameters, hence they are identically zero.

C. Coideals as deformations
Fort € T, recall gf < g from Definition 4.4.

Proposition C.1. For every t € T, the C[ h]-module U;l (8?) is topologically free and the homomor-
phism Uy (g) — U(g) induces an isomorphism U;l(gg)/hU;l (g%) = U(gt‘g).

Proof. Since Uy(g) is topologically free and U;l (8%) c Un(g) is closed, to prove both statements it
suffices to show that

U}, (8%) n hU,(g) = hU, (8%).
For this, in turn, it is enough to check that for all n > 2 we have

U (8%) N hU,(g) c hU} (g%) + 1" Up(g). (C.1)
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Let
Ix ={J=(i1,...,ix) | ij € X} c U XK

be such that the elements X, - Xay, with (i, ..., ix) € J form a basis of U(n3,) C U(gx). Consider

00

also a larger set J C Ukzolk giving a basis of U(n*). For J = (i1,...,ix) € J, put

EJ :Eil"'EikEUh(g) and BJ =Bl‘]"'Bik€Uh(g).
Let H{, ..., H] be a basis of h. Then by the proof of [Kol14, Proposition 6.1], the image of the set
{E;(HD - (HD“By | J € T ki 20,0 € T}

in U(g) is a basis. This implies that this set is a basis of the free C[A]/(A")-module Uy (g)/h"Uy(g).
On the other hand, the same argument as in the proof of [Kol 14, Proposition 6.2] shows that

(E;(H)" - (H) By | J € Ix, ki 20,0 € T}

generates Uj, (gt‘9 )/ (Up (g:9 YNK"Up(g)) as a C[[ k] /(h™)-module. These two facts clearly imply equation
(C.1). m]

The following lemma slightly generalizes the second Whitehead lemma.

Lemma C.2. Assume a is a finite-dimensional Lie algebra over a field of characteristic zero such that
the derived Lie subalgebra [a,a] is semisimple and has codimension 1. Then H*(a,V) = 0 for all
finite-dimensional a-modules V.

Proof. This follows from [Dix55, Proposition 1] and the usual second Whitehead lemma; see also
[Zus08]. m|

Assume now that t € 75‘. In the non-Hermitian case, the set 7@ consists of one point and we have
gg = ¢?. In the Hermitian case, by Lemma 4.11 we have gf’ =~ g%, Therefore, in both cases the above
lemma applies to gf .As U,tl (a?) is a deformation of U (gf ) by Proposition C.1, this leads to the following

result.

Proposition C.3. For all t € T, the isomorphism U;l(ge)/hU}tl (g%) = U(gf’) lifts to an isomorphism
U;l(gg) = U(gf)[[h]] of C[ h]-algebras.

Note that since gf for t = (¢,s) € 7 depends only t) the same result holds for every t € 7 such
that t©© = ¢/© for some t’ € T2
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