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Abstract. For a quantum group, we study those right coideal subalgebras,
for which all irreducible representations are one-dimensional. If a right coideal
subalgebra is maximal with this property, then we call it a Borel subalgebra.

Besides the positive part of the quantum group and its reflections, we find new
unfamiliar Borel subalgebras, for example, ones containing copies of the quantum
Weyl algebra. Given a Borel subalgebra, we study its induced (Verma-)modules
and prove among others that they have all irreducible finite-dimensional modules
as quotients. We give two structural conjectures involving the associated graded
right coideal subalgebra, which we prove in certain cases. In particular, they
predict the shape of all triangular Borel subalgebras. As examples, we determine
all Borel subalgebras of Uq(sl2) and Uq(sl3) and discuss the induced modules.
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1. Introduction

Borel subalgebras are essential objects in the structure theory of a semisimple
Lie algebra g, and the representations induced from a Borel subalgebra are es-
sential objects in the representation theory of g. The Borel subalgebras in g are
defined to be the maximally solvable subalgebras, and it is known that all Borel
subalgebras are conjugate, in particular isomorphic. By Lie’s theorem, all finite-
dimensional irreducible representations of a solvable subalgebra are 1-dimensional.

Following an analogous question for quantum groups by I. Heckenberger, we
want to construct and classify those right coideal subalgebras C of Uq(g), which
have representation-theoretic properties similar to solvable and Borel Lie sub-
algebras: We call a right coideal subalgebra basic iff all its finite-dimensional irre-
ducible representations are one-dimensional, and we call it Borel iff it is maximal
with this property. It may be surprising that for quantum groups there are addi-
tional families of such Borel subalgebras, which are not present in g. An example,
already for sl2 and q not a root of unity, is given later in this introduction.

The main motivation for studying Borel subalgebras of quantum groups is
the more general goal to understand the set of all right coideal subalgebras,
which are also called quantum homogeneous spaces. This is considered to be a
main problem in the area of quantum groups, with considerable progress made
in [Let99, KS08, HS09, HK11a, HK11b]. The main examples are the quantum
symmetric pairs, which are constructed in close analogy to the Lie algebra case,
starting with [NS95, Let97, Kolb14]. For Lie algebras, Levi’s theorem states that
any Lie subalgebra of g decomposes into a solvable Lie algebra and a semisim-
ple Lie algebra. While we have no such decomposition result for general coideal
subalgebras, it seems promising to start with a classification of the two classes of
coideal subalgebras that correspond to solvable and semisimple Lie subalgebras. In
the present article and its predecessor [LV17], we address the first problem, while
[Beck16] addresses the second.

Our second motivation is that the definition of a Borel subalgebra C allows us
to repeat the standard construction of Verma modules, namely inducing a one-
dimensional representation of C to a representation of Uq(g). Our new Borel sub-
algebras lead to new families of quantum group representations, in which typically
the Cartan part acts non-diagonalizable, but which otherwise share many features
of usual Verma modules, for example having the finite-dimensional irreducible
modules as quotients. For sl2, such modules seem to have already appeared as
operator-theoretic construction [Schm96] and in Liouville theory [Tesch01, Sec. 19].
On the other hand, Futorny, Cox and collaborators, starting with [Fut94, Cox94],
have studied non-standard Borel subalgebras of affine Lie algebras; it is conceivable
that our construction is related to this construction via Kazhdan-Lusztig corre-
spondence. Third, our non-standard Borel subalgebras suggest non-standard free
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field realizations in logarithmic conformal field theory [CLR23, Rem. 2.11].

The goal of the present article is to initiate the systematic study of Borel sub-
algebras of quantum groups. For one, we construct families of examples and give
complete classifications for g = sl2, sl3. Conceptually, we introduce structural tools
and conjecture a general formula for triangular Borel subalgebras. We can prove
parts of this conjecture and check it in further examples. Moreover, we prove some
general properties of the induced modules and construct them in example classes.

As a main structural tool for both questions, we propose to study for a gen-
eral right coideal subalgebra C the associated graded algebra gr(C), henceforth
referred to as the graded algebra, which is again a coideal subalgebra. The coideal
subalgebras C in U≥0

q (g) were classified in [HK11b] as character shifts of graded
coideal subalgebras. We propose as Conjecture A a conjectural formula for the as-
sociated graded coideal subalgebra gr(C), which may be of independent interest.
This also implies a formula for gr(C) for right coideal subalgebras C in Uq(g) with
a triangular decomposition. We prove some statements that give strong evidence
for Conjecture A and prove it in many cases, in particular in all cases for type An.

We expect that this graded algebra gr(C) essentially determines the representa-
tion theory of C. From these considerations, we give as Conjecture B an explicit
formula for all Borel subalgebras with a triangular decomposition. We are able to
prove one direction of this conjecture i.e. a necessary condition for a triangular
coideal subalgebras to be basic. The other direction would be to prove that the
maximal choice of parameters indeed produces a basic right coideal subalgebra,
which we can so far only do by explicitly constructing C as an algebra, and to prove
that there are no larger non-triangular basic right coideal subalgebras, which we
can so far only do in small examples such as sl2, sl3. For example, our results show
that the basic right coideal subalgebras of Uq(sln+1) we constructed in [LV17] are
maximal at least among all triangular basic coideal subalgebras. For sl2, sl3 they
are indeed Borel subalgebras, and we give a complete classification.

We now discuss the content in more detail:

Our main object of study is the quantum group U = Uq(g), where g is a finite-
dimensional semisimple Lie algebra and q ∈ k× is not a root of unity. U is a Hopf
algebra, which is graded by the root lattice Λ ∼= Zn of g and has a triangular
decomposition U = U+U0U− as algebra, where U0 = k[Λ]. Our base field k is an
algebraically closed field of characteristic 0.

In Section 2, we collect preliminaries on the quantum group U and its repre-
sentation theory. A central notion in this article is the concept of a right coideal
subalgebra C, which is a subalgebra of U with coproduct ∆(C) ⊂ C ⊗ U . We
introduce in Definition 2.2 for every element w in the Weyl group W of g a right
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coideal subalgebra U−[w] ⊂ U− with a Poincare-Birkhoff-Witt (PBW) basis of
sorted monomials in root vectors Fα, where α runs over a certain subset of posi-
tive roots Φ+(w). This is a variant of the more common subalgebra U−[w], which by
itself is not a right or left coideal subalgebra, and it is obtained by using Lusztig’s
automorphisms T−1

α instead of Tα in the definition of root vectors Fα.
We then review some major results in the classification of right coideal subal-

gebras, and translate them to our notation and setting: In [HS09] it is shown, in
a slightly different formulation, that all right coideal subalgebras C ⊂ U≤0 that
are homogeneous, which means C ⊃ U0 and implies that C is Λ-graded, are of the
form S(U−[w])U0, which is equal to U−[w]U0. In [HK11b] it is shown, in a slightly
different formulation, that all right coideal subalgebras C ⊂ U≤0 that are Λ-graded
and are connected, which means C ∩ U0 = k1, are of the form U−[w]. Then it is
shown that all connected right coideal subalgebras C ⊂ U≤0 are character shifts
U−[w]ϕ, and more generally all coideal subalgebras C ⊂ U≤0 with C ∩ U0 = k[L]
a Hopf algebra are of the form U−[w]ϕk[L] for suitable abelian subgroups L ⊂ Λ.
Regarding right coideal subalgebras of the full quantum group C ⊂ U , the re-

sults in [HK11a] show, again in our language, that every homogeneous right coideal
subalgebra C ⊂ U has a triangular decomposition U−[w−]U

0S(U+[w+]) for suit-
able combinations of Weyl group elements w±. The classification of arbitrary right
coideal subalgebras C with C ∩U0 a Hopf algebra is still a difficult open problem.

In this article we mainly work with right coideal subalgebras with a triangular
decomposition C = C≤0C≥0, where C≤0 = C ∩ U≤0 and C≥0 = C ∩ U≥0, and we
assume in addition that C ∩ U0 is a Hopf algebra. As an immediate consequence
of the classification in [HK11b], formulated as Corollary 2.12, both parts C≥0, C≤0

of such a triangular right coideal subalgebra are necessarily character shifts, so

C = U−[w−]ϕ−k[L]S(U+[w+])ϕ+

with unknown compatibility conditions for the data (w±, ϕ±, L). Note that many
previously studied right coideal subalgebras, such as those associated to quantum
symmetric pairs, are themselves not triangular but embed into larger triangular
right coideal subalgebras. In fact, during our classification in small rank we found
no right coideal subalgebra that is basic but cannot be embedded into a larger
triangular basic right coideal subalgebra.

In Section 3, we give our definitions of a basic right coideal subalgebra and a
Borel subalgebra. We discuss thoroughly two examples: First, we classify all Borel
subalgebras of Uq(sl2). We find the two standard Borel subalgebras U≥0 and U≤0,
which are already present in the Lie algebra, and we find a new family of non-
homogeneous Borel subalgebras Bλ,λ′ :
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Example 3.5. In Uq(sl2) there is a family of non-homogeneous Borel subalgebras
Bλ,λ′ with algebra generators

Eϕ := EK−1 + λK−1, F ϕ := F + λ′K−1, for λλ′ =
q2

(1− q2)(q − q−1)
.

They are isomorphic to one another for different values of λ and λ′ by a Hopf
automorphism of Uq(g) rescaling E,F appropriately. As algebra, they are all iso-
morphic to the quantum Weyl algebra ⟨x, y⟩/(xy−q2yx−1). The family Bλ,λ′ is an
open orbit under the automorphism group, and its boundaries are the two graded
Borel subalgebras U≥0 and U≤0 for λ→ 0 and λ′ → 0, and Bλ,λ′ can be thought to
interpolate between them for q ̸= 1.

As a second initial class of examples, we show in Section 3.3, as expected, but not
entirely trivial, that the Borel subalgebras that are homogeneous are precisely the
standard Borel subalgebras, i.e. U≥0 and all its reflections U−[w]U0 S(U+[w−1w0]).

In Section 4, we turn our attention to representation theory: One important
application of a Borel subalgebra b of a Lie algebra g is the construction of Verma
modules V (λ), which are induced modules g⊗b kχ of a one-dimensional character
on a Borel subalgebra χ : b → k, given by a weight λ ∈ h∗.

Analogously, we construct an infinite-dimensional U -module V (B,χ) for any
Borel subalgebra B in our sense and any one-dimensional character χ. We then
prove some general properties, in particular, that for any given Borel subalgebra
B all finite-dimensional irreducible representations L(λ) of U appear as quotients
of induced modules of one-dimensional character χ of B.

Then we study exemplary induced modules for the unfamiliar Borel subal-
gebras Bλ,λ′ in Uq(sl2). As an algebra, this is a quantum Weyl algebra, and
one-dimensional representations are parameterized by complex numbers e, f with
ef = λλ′. The resulting infinite-dimensional Uq(sl2)-modules are isomorphic to the
Cartan part U0 = k[K±1], where the Uq(sl2)-action is in such a way that K acts
non-diagonalizable by left-multiplication, while the action of E,F is some expres-
sion involving a shift. We determine all sub- and quotient modules. We find that
for a generic character χ the induced module is irreducible, while for a discrete set
of characters χ there is a unique non-trivial quotient, which is isomorphic to L(λ).

In Section 5, we study for a right coideal subalgebra C the associated graded
algebra gr(C), which is again a right coideal subalgebra. In particular, for a triangu-
lar right coideal subalgebra of the form above, this amounts to knowing the graded
algebra gr(S(U+[w+])ϕ+), which is simply S(U+[w+]) by our choice of direction for
the filtration, and the graded algebra gr(U−[w−])ϕ−), which is more involved. The
main goal of this section is to compute the graded algebra gr(U−[w])ϕ) depending
on the data (w, ϕ) = (w−, ϕ−). Up to a localization issue discussed below, this
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graded right coideal subalgebra has by [HK11b] again the form

gr(U−[w]ϕ) = U−[w′]k[L]

for some unknown shorter Weyl group element w′ and some subgroup L ⊂ Λ.
Motivated by the degree distributions and by quite extensive example calculations,
we formulate as Conjecture A the general formula

w′ = (
∏

β∈supp(ϕ)

sβ)w

For example, the previously discussed right coideal subalgebra Bλ,λ′ in Uq(sl2) has
the graded algebra predicted by Conjecture A, with w = s1 and w′ = 1:

gr(Bλ,λ′) = ⟨K−1, S(E)⟩ = U−[1]C[K−1]S(U+[s1])

The remainder of this section is devoted to deriving different criteria that imply
Conjecture A and in particular to prove it in type An and also in many cases of
type Bn, Cn, Dn. We now discuss the structure of this section more thoroughly:

• In Section 5.1, we formulate Conjecture A and list the consequences for
arbitrary coideal subalgebras. We illustrate it by treating the example A2.

• In Section 5.2, we discuss localization: A technical complication is that in
general gr(C)∩U0 is not a Hopf algebra, just the span of a semigroup G in
the root lattice, so [HK11a] does not apply. This is why we formulate our
conjecture with respect to the localization k[G̃]gr(C), where G̃ is the group
of fractions of G, which still captures for us the essential information.

• In Section 5.3, we compare the growth, as a filtered vector space, of U−[w]
to U−[w′] to prove the formula ℓ(w) = rank(G̃) + ℓ(w′). In essence, the
formula holds because a suitable notion of growth does not change under
going to the localization and to the graded algebra. It would be desirable to
obtain this result by comparing Gelfand-Kirillov dimensions (which have
similar nice properties), but there are technical issues, and on the other
hand explicit PBW-bases are available, so we use Hilbert series and rely
only on the structure as filtered vector spaces, not the algebra structure.

• In Section 5.4, an inductive proof for Conjecture A is set up. Suppose that
for some Weyl group element u with Cu = U−[u]φ we know that the Weyl
group element u′ that determines the localization of the graded coideal
subalgebra gr(Cu) is given according to Conjecture A. Then for a longer
Weyl group element w = usi and a right coideal subalgebra C = U−[w]ϕ,
we find that the Weyl group element w′ determining gr(C) is either of the
form w′ = u′sj for some αj or of the form w′ = u′ depending on the support
of the character ϕ extending φ. In the second case Conjecture A holds for
w as well, and in the first case Conjecture A holds for w iff αi = αj.

• In Section 5.5, we give two criteria that severely narrow the situations in
which this induction step can fail, i.e. αi ̸= αj contrary to Conjecture A.
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Criterion 1 proves that such an alternative αj can only appear in a narrow
list of possibilities, up to reflection, which means specific Weyl group ele-
ments for parabolic subsystems of type A3, B3, C3, D4. Criterion 2 proves
that such an alternative αj can only appear if u has a unique ending for
its regular expressions resp. if αi ∈ Φ+(u) is the only simple root.

• In Section 5.6 we show that these criteria already suffice to prove Conjec-
ture A in type An because in this root system, all roots are multiplicity-free.

• In Section 5.7 we conclude with some remarks on the remaining critical
cases in type Bn, Cn, Dn, where again most cases follow from the criteria
above, but a few hard cases remain.

• In Section 5.8 we present an alternative approach, namely the explicit com-
putation of the character shift of a reflection T−1

sm , provided αm appears in
the root in question with multiplicity zero. This calculation uses a slight
generalization of [Jan96] 8.14 (6) from the case of a simple root to a root
with multiplicity zero. It can be used to compute the graded algebra in
explicit cases by hand.

Altogether we feel at this point that a more conceptual approach to prove Conjec-
ture A would be much more desirable.

In Section 6 we start to apply Conjecture A to control representation-theoretic
properties of a triangular right coideal subalgebra C. We formulate as Conjec-
ture B a complete description of the data (w±, ϕ±, L) that lead to triangular Borel
subalgebras of U , namely precisely those for which gr(C) localizes to a Borel subal-
gebra. We are only able to prove one direction of our Conjecture B, in cases where
Conjecture A holds. Our method to prove that a right coideal subalgebra is not
basic is to find higher-dimensional irreducible C-representations as composition
factors in the restriction of a suitable U -representation L(λ).

In Section 7 we thoroughly treat the case Uq(sl3), and we give a complete clas-
sification of all Borel subalgebras. We find three types of Borel subalgebras, which
can all be given in terms of generators and relations:

• The standard Borel subalgebras.
• Borel subalgebras, that come from the Borel subalgebras Bλ,λ′ in Uq(sl2),
together with a remaining standard Borel subalgebra. This is the smallest
example of a family we constructed in [LV17, Sec. 3].

• Another family of Borel subalgebras, that consists of an extension of a
quantum Weyl algebra by another quantum Weyl algebra.

In all these cases we also determine the induced representations.
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. Quantum groups. Throughout this article g is a finite-dimensional semisim-
ple Lie algebra of rank n. Associated to this datum is a root system.
We denote a fixed set of positive simple roots by Π = {α1, . . . αn} and the corre-

sponding set of all positive roots by Φ+. The simple roots are a basis of the root lat-
tice Λ = Zn with bilinear form (−,−). In concrete examples, we often use the short
hand notation α1k1 ...nkn := k1α1+ · · ·+knαn, for example α112 = α1221 = 2α1+α2.

We denote by cij = 2
(αi,αj)

(αi,αi)
the Cartan matrix and by W the finite Weyl group

acting on the root lattice Λ, generated by the simple reflections si on the hyper-
planes α⊥

i . In concrete examples we sometimes denote by sβ the reflection on β⊥

for an arbitrary root β, so in particular sαi
= si.

Let k be an algebraically closed field of characteristic 0, and let q ∈ k× be not
a root of unity. We consider the quantum group U = Uq(g), and for the following
standard facts, we refer the reader e.g. to [Jan96]. The algebra U is a deformation
of the universal enveloping algebra of the Lie algebra U(g). It is generated by
elements Eα, Fα and K±1

α with α ∈ Π. It is graded by Λ, with Eα, K
±1
α , Fα in

degrees α, 0,−α, and we denote the homogeneous components by Uλ for λ ∈ Λ.
At the same time, this grading describes the adjoint action of U0, in that Kα acts
on Uλ by q(α,λ). We write [X, Y ]a = XY − aY X for any a ∈ k and X, Y ∈ U .

There is a triangular decomposition U = U+U0U− into subalgebras U+, U0, U−

generated by the Eα, K
±1
α , Fα respectively, and we have Hopf subalgebras U≥0 =

U0U+ and U≤0 = U0U− corresponding to Borel subalgebras of g. The Cartan part
U0 = C[K±1

α1
, . . . , K±1

αn
] is the group ring of the root lattice Λ.

The algebra U can be endowed with the structure of a Hopf algebra by

∆(Eα) = Eα ⊗ 1 +Kα ⊗ Eα S(Eα) = −K−1
α Eα

∆(Fα) = Fα ⊗K−1
α + 1⊗ Fα S(Fα) = −FαKα

∆(Kα) = Kα ⊗Kα S(Kα) = K−1
α

This endows the category of representations Rep(U) of the quantum group with a
tensor product ⊗k, which also admits a braiding. As abelian category, Rep(U) is
semisimple and equivalent to Rep(g), for q not a root of unity.

The following material is covered in [Jan96, Chp. 8] — for very different and
more systematic proofs for many statements in the context of Nichols algebras see
[HS09]. For every simple root αi ∈ Π there is an algebra automorphism Tαi

=
Tsi on U due to Lusztig, which acts on the root lattice Λ as simple reflection,
concretely TsiKλ = Ksiλ. It is a nontrivial result that the maps Ts1 , . . . , Tsn obey
the braid relations of the Artin braid group associated to the Weyl group W of
g. In particular, for w ∈ W and a reduced expression w = si1 · · · sit the definition
Tw = Tsi1 · · ·Tsit is independent of the choice of a reduced expression for w.
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Definition 2.1. For a reduced expression w = si1 · · · sit we define a subset of
positive roots βk for 1 ≤ k ≤ t by

βk = si1 · · · sik−1
αik

Φ+(w) = {β1, β2, . . . , βt}
=
{
β ∈ Φ+ | w−1(β) < 0

}
The second characterization shows that Φ+(w) does not depend on the choice of a
reduced expression for w, however the enumeration β1, . . . , βt does depend on this
choice, for example β1 = αi1. This assignment is compatible with the Duflo order

v < w ⇔ Φ+(v) ⊂ Φ+(w)

We define corresponding root vectors in U+

Eβk
= Tsi1 · · ·Tsik−1

Eαk

U+[w] = span
{
Ea1

β1
· · ·Eat

βt
| a1, . . . , at ∈ N0

}
Again, it can be shown that the space U+[w] does not depend on the choice of a
reduced expression, however the root vectors do depend on the choice, not only their
enumeration. Taking the monomials in descending order Eat

βt
· · ·Ea1

β1
is known to

span the same space.

In particular, choosing a reduced expression of the longest element w0 in W
gives a PBW-basis of U+ = U+[w0]. To treat U

−, we use the algebra anti-coalgebra
involution ω defined by

ω(Eα) = Fα, ω(Fα) = Eα, ω(Kα) = K−1
α

for α ∈ Π in [Jan96, Sec. 4.6]. We can thus define root vectors for U− as im-
ages ω(Eβk

) = T ω
si1

· · ·T ω
sik−1

Fαk
, where T ω

si
= ωTsiω

−1. By [Jan96, 8.14 (9)] T ω
si
is

proportional to Tsi on any Uλ, with a scalar factor depending on λ, so without
changing the vector space spanned by them, we may ignore this factor and define:

Fβk
= Tsi1 · · ·Tsik−1

Fαk

U−[w] = span
{
F a1
β1

· · ·F at
βt

| a1, . . . , at ∈ N0

}
As we shall see next, these definitions are not ideal for the study of coideal subalge-
bras, better suited are the following variants that use T−1

si
instead of Tsi , following

[HK11b, Rem. 2.13]:

Definition 2.2. In this article we will exclusively work with the following variant

Eβk
= T−1

si1
· · ·T−1

sik−1
Eαk

U+[w] = span
{
Ea1

β1
· · ·Eat

βt
| a1, . . . , at ∈ N0

}
Fβk

= T−1
si1

· · ·T−1
sik−1

Fαk

U−[w] = span
{
F a1
β1

· · ·F at
βt

| a1, . . . , at ∈ N0

}
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For example, U−[s1s2] in Uq(sl3) is generated by Fα1 and Fα1+α2 = Ts1Fα2

= Fα2Fα1 − qFα1Fα2 , which is proportional to Fα1Fα2 − q−1Fα2Fα1 , on the other
hand U−[s1s2] is generated by Fα1 and Fα1+α2 = T−1

s1
Fα2 = Fα1Fα2 − qFα2Fα1

Since the definition of root vectors already depends on the choice of a reduced
expression, we find it acceptable to introduce no new notation for this variant of
root vectors.

The main objects of interest in this article are the following:

Definition 2.3. A subalgebra C of a Hopf algebra H is called right coideal subal-
gebra if ∆(C) ⊂ C⊗H. Similarly, a left coideal subalgebra fulfills ∆(C) ⊂ H⊗C.

In order to define right coideal subalgebras explicitly by algebra generators, the
following elementary observation is useful:

Fact 2.4. Let V be a right coideal in H, that is, a vector space with ∆(V ) ⊂ V ⊗H,
then the subalgebra generated by V is a right coideal subalgebra C = ⟨V ⟩.

We now turn our attention to right coideal subalgebras of U = Uq(g):

Definition 2.5. We call a right coideal subalgebra C ⊂ U homogeneous if U0 ⊂ C.
In particular, C is then homogeneous with respect to the Λ-grading.

Example 2.6. Any Hopf subalgebra is in particular a right coideal subalgebra. For
example U≥0 and U≤0 are homogeneous right coideal subalgebras.
The subalgebras U− and S(U+) are right coideal subalgebras. On the other hand,

U+ and S(U−) are not right coideal subalgebras, but left coideal subalgebra.

A first classification result for right coideal subalgebras of U is the following; see
references in the cited source for earlier works on this question:

Theorem 2.7 ([HS09] Theorem 7.3). For every w ∈ W there is a right coideal
subalgebra U+[w]U0 = U0U+[w]. Conversely, every homogeneous right coideal sub-
algebra C ⊂ U≥0 is of this form for some w ∈ W .

Next, we consider right coideal subalgebras C of U≤0, U≥0 that are not neces-
sarily homogeneous in the sense C ⊃ U0, but still homogeneous with respect to the
Λ-grading, which we will henceforth call in short Λ-graded. This is for example true
for the right coideal subalgebras U−, S(U+). Here we find that the U−[w], U+[w]
in Definition 2.2 are somewhat better behaved then the U−[w], U+[w], which are
themselves neither right nor left coideal subalgebras. For example, as discussed
above, U−[s1s2] is generated by Fα1 and Fα1+α2 = T−1

s1
Fα2 = Fα1Fα2 − qFα2Fα1

and a quick calculation of their coproducts shows we get a right coideal subalgebra

∆(Fα1) = 1⊗ Fα1 + Fα1 ⊗K−1
α1

∆(Fα1+α2) = 1⊗ Fα1+α2 + Fα1 ⊗ (q−1 − q)Fα2K
−1
α1

+ Fα1+α2 ⊗K−1
α1+α2
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Theorem 2.8 ([HK11b] Theorem 2.12). The subalgebra U−[w] is a right coideal
subalgebra of U− and U+[w] is a left coideal subalgebra U+. Accordingly, the sub-
algebra S(U+[w]) is a right coideal subalgebra of S(U+) ⊂ U≥0 and S(U−[w]) is a
left coideal subalgebra of S(U−) ⊂ U≤0.

Conversely, all right resp. left coideal subalgebras of U≥0 resp. U≤0 that are
Λ-graded and connected, meaning C ∩ U0 = 1k, are of this form.

Proof. The result in [HK11b, Thm. 2.12] is stated somewhat differently, and we
now discuss how our statement above is equivalent: First, note that being homo-
geneous with respect to the Λ-grading is equivalent to the assumption of ad(U0)-
stability in the cited source, for q not a root of unity. Then, the cited source relies
on an explicit algebra isomorphism ψ : U+ → S(U+), and in [HK11b, Lm. 2.11]
it is proven that ψ(U+[w]) = S(U+) ∩ U+[w]U0, which is an intersection of right
coideal subalgebras. Applying the anti-algebra and anti-coalgebra map S−1 equiv-
alently describes a left coideal subalgebra S−1ψ(U+[w]) = U+ ∩ S−1(U+[w])U0 of
U+. Now S−1ψ is an anti-algebra isomorphism of U+, which acts on generators
by Eαi

7→ −Eαi
and thus agrees, up to the sign depending on the Λ-degree, with

the anti-algebra isomorphism τ : U+ → U+ in [Jan96, Sec. 4.6], which is on the
generators Eαi

the identity. Since T−1
si

= τTsiτ
−1 by [Jan96, 8.14 (10)], this proves

U+[w] = S−1ψ(U+[w]) = U+ ∩ S−1(U+[w])U0

and it is a left coideal subalgebra of U+. Comparing with the result 2.7, we have
in particular

S(U+[w])U0 = U+[w]U0

The other three versions of the assertion follow easily by applying ω and S. □

Next, we consider right coideal subalgebras in U≥0 that are not necessarily Λ-
graded anymore, and again we slightly rewrite the result in our notation:

Theorem 2.9 ([HK11b] Theorem 2.17). For w ∈ W , let ϕ : U−[w] → k be a
one-dimensional character and define

supp(ϕ) := {β ∈ Λ | ∃xβ ∈ U−[w]β with ϕ(xβ) ̸= 0},
which consists of mutually orthogonal roots. Then there is a connected right coideal
subalgebra called character shift

U−[w]ϕ :=
{
ϕ(x(1))x(2) | x ∈ U−[w]

}
More generally, for every subgroup L ⊂ supp(ϕ)⊥ there is a right coideal subalgebra
C = U−[w]ϕk[L] with C ∩ U0 = k[L]. Conversely, every right coideal subalgebra
C ⊂ U≤0 with C ∩ U0 a Hopf algebra is of this form for some datum (w, ϕ, L).

Similarly, for every one-dimensional character ϕ : S(U+[w]) → k there is a
connected right coideal subalgebra

S(U+[w])ϕ :=
{
ϕ(x(1))x(2) | x ∈ S(U+[w])

}
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Next we discuss right coideal subalgebras of the full quantum group U . We again
start with the case where C is homogeneous, meaning C ⊃ U0:

Theorem 2.10 ([HK11a] Corollary 3.9). Every homogeneous right coideal subal-
gebra C of U is of the form

C = S(U−[w−])U
0 U+[w+]

for a certain subset of pairs w−, w+ ∈ W .

Note that while this formulation of this statement matches Theorem 2.7, the
same result can again be formulated with the U−[w+], U

+[w−], which has the
advantage of presenting C as a product of right coideal subalgebras:

C = U−[w−]U
0 S(U+[w+])

An interesting and probably very hard question is the classification of arbi-
trary right coideal subalgebras C of U , and one may again assume that C ∩ U0 is
a Hopf subalgebra, i.e. spanned by a subgroup of Λ instead of just a subsemigroup.

Note that the previous results, in the form we presented them, give immediately
a necessary form of a particular class of right coideal subalgebras:

Definition 2.11. We call a right coideal subalgebra C of U triangular, if

C = C≤0C≥0, C≤0 = C ∩ U≤0, where C≥0 = C ∩ U≥0

We further denote C0 = C ∩ U0.

Corollary 2.12. Let C be a triangular right coideal subalgebra in U and assume
that C0 is a Hopf algebra. Then it is necessarily of the form

C = U−[w−]ϕ− k[L]S(U+[w+])ϕ+

for Weyl group elements w−, w+ ∈ W and one-dimensional characters ϕ−, ϕ+ and
a subgroup L ⊂ supp(ϕ−)

⊥ ∩ supp(ϕ+)
⊥.

Question 2.13. For which data (w−, w+, ϕ−, ϕ+, L) is this product of right coideal
subalgebras, which is a right coideal by definition, also multiplicatively closed and
hence indeed defines a coideal subalgebra?

2.2. Quantum group representation theory. A main idea for Lie algebra and
quantum group representations is to take a large commutative subalgebra h ⊂ g
(Cartan part) and simultaneously diagonalize its action. The possible eigenvalues
h → k are called weights.

Definition 2.14 (Verma module). Every one-dimensional character χ of U0 =
k[Λ] can be extended trivially to U+U0. Consider the induced U-representation

V (χ) = U ⊗U+U0 kχ
∼= U−vλ
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generated by a highest weight vector vλ := 1⊗ 1χ with

Eαvλ = 0 and Kαvλ = χ(Kα)vλ for all α ∈ Π.

The module V (χ) has a unique irreducible quotient module L(χ).

In particular, for a weight λ of g, the Verma module V (λ) of type +1 is the
induced representation associated to the character χ(Kα) = q(λ,α). If λ is an in-
tegral dominant weight then L(λ) is finite-dimensional. Every finite-dimensional
irreducible module is the quotient of the induced module for a unique character χ.

Recall that we always assume q is not a root of unity. In this case, the category
of finite-dimensional U -modules is semisimple and resembles the case U(g).

Example 2.15. For every n ≥ 0 there are two irreducible Uq(sl2)-modules L(n,±)
of dimension n+ 1 with basis m0,m1, . . . ,mn such that

Kmi = ±qn−2imi

Fmi =

{
mi+1, for i < n,

0, for i = n

Emi =

{
±[i]q[n+ 1− i]qmi−1, for i > 0,

0, for i = 0

Every finite-dimensional irreducible Uq(sl2)-module is of this form.

3. Borel subalgebras

3.1. Main Definitions. We are interested in a particular class of right coideal
subalgebras:

Definition 3.1. We call an algebra basic if all its finite-dimensional irreducible
representations are one-dimensional.

Example 3.2. Finite dimensional algebras are basic iff they are basic in the usual
sense i.e. A/Rad(A) ∼= kn. Commutative algebras are examples of basic algebras.
Universal enveloping algebras of solvable Lie algebras are basic.

Definition 3.3. We call a right coideal subalgebra of the Hopf algebra U = Uq(g) a
Borel subalgebra if it is basic and it is maximal (with respect to inclusion) among
all basic right coideal subalgebras.

The idea of this notion is to generalize the characterization of a Borel subalgebra
as the maximal solvable Lie subalgebra.

Example 3.4. All homogeneous Borel subalgebras B of U , which we recall means
B ⊃ U0, are isomorphic to the standard Borel subalgebra U≥0, via some Lusztig
automorphism Tw. We will prove this in Section 3.3.
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Example 3.5. In Uq(sl2) there is a family of non-homogeneous and non-Λ-graded
triangular Borel subalgebras Bλ,λ′ with algebra generators

Eϕ := EK−1 + λK−1, F ϕ := F + λ′K−1, λλ′ =
q2

(1− q2)(q − q−1)

We can check directly that the elements Eϕ, F χ each generate a right coideal sub-
algebra, independent on the condition on λλ′, because the coproducts are

∆(Eϕ) = 1⊗ EK−1 + Eϕ ⊗K−1, ∆(F ϕ) = 1⊗ F + F ϕ ⊗K−1,

Hence together they again generate a right coideal subalgebra. The condition on λλ′

enters when we want to determine which subalgebra the elements Eϕ, F ϕ generate.
We compute the commutator

[Eϕ, F ϕ]q2 = [EK−1 + λK−1, F + λ′K−1]q2

=
K −K−1

q − q−1
q2K−1 + λλ′K−1K−1(1− q2)

=
q2

q − q−1
· 1

so the algebra generated by Eϕ, F ϕ is isomorphic to the quantum Weyl algebra,
which is basic, see Lemma 3.6 below. The maximality among all basic right coideal
subalgebra will be proven in the next section. On the other hand, if the value of λλ′

is not as stated, then this commutator also contains K−2 as a summand, and since
1, K−2 commute differently with Eϕ, F ϕ we ultimately generate an algebra close to
the entire algebra Uq(sl2), in particular it cannot be basic.

In the setting of Corollary 2.12, this triangular right coideal subalgebra is

Bλ,λ′ = U−[s1]ϕ− k[1]S(U+[s1])ϕ+

for characters ϕ+(EK
−1) = λ and ϕ−(F ) = λ′, under the stated condition on λλ′.

We also remark that all the Bλ,λ′ for different compatible choices of λ, λ′ are
isomorphic under a Hopf algebra automorphism of U given by a rescaling of E,F .
The family Bλ,λ′ is an open orbit under this action, and the boundary of this orbit
consists of the graded Borel subalgebras U≥0 for λ′ → ∞ and U≤0 for λ → ∞.
We can think of Bλ,λ′ as interpolating between them. Due to the denominator there
seem to be no analogs of these Borel subalgebras in the classical limit q → 1.

We now prove that Bλ,λ′ for λλ′ = q2

(1−q2)(q−q−1)
is basic, because it is isomorphic

to the quantum Weyl algebra. Note that to satisfy conventions we replaced q by

q2 and rescale Eϕ or F ϕ to remove the scalar q2

q−q−1 in the commutator [Eϕ, F ϕ]q2 :

Lemma 3.6. The quantum Weyl algebra, defined by

⟨X, Y ⟩/(XY − qY X − 1)
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is basic, if q is not a root of unity.

Proof. Let V be a finite-dimensional irreducible representation. Consider an eigen-
vector v of the element T := Y X with eigenvalue t (which is related to the quan-
tum Casimir). One can easily see that Y v is an eigenvector (or zero) of T with
eigenvalue qt+ 1 (or zero), since

Y X(Y v) = Y (qY X + 1)v = (qt+ 1)Y v

Similarly, one can show that Xv is an eigenvector (or zero) of T with eigenvalue
1
q
(t− 1), since

Y X(Xv) =
1

q
(XYX −X)v =

1

q
(t− 1)Xv

and so forth. As V is finite-dimensional, there cannot be infinitely many pairwise
distinct eigenvalues. So either we have in this chain a nonzero vector v′ with Xv′ =

0, Y kv′ = 0, but then applying X to Y kv′ = 0 gives qk−1
q−1

v′ = 0, but q is not a root

of unity. Or the only appearing eigenvalue of T has to be the unique fixed-point
t = 1

1−q
of the recursion formula t 7→ qt+ 1. For this eigenvalue t we get

XY v = (qY X + 1)v =

(
1

1− q
q + 1

)
v =

(q + 1− q)

1− q
v = tv

As T has only the eigenvalue t, it acts as a scalar on V , the same is true for
XY . Thus X and Y commute on all of V , since V is assumed irreducible, and
V factors to a representation of the commutative algebra k[X, Y ]/(XY − t). In
particular, any finite-dimensional irreducible representation is one-dimensional, as
asserted. □

3.2. Example A1. We now classify all Borel subalgebras of Uq(sl2). The root
system A1 of rank 1 has Φ = {α,−α} with (α, α) = 2. The corresponding quantum
group Uq(sl2) is generated by E,F,K,K−1 such that

[E,F ]1 =
K −K−1

q − q−1
[E,K]q−2 = [F,K]q2 = 0

Theorem 3.7. The Borel subalgebras of Uq(sl2) are

• The standard Borel subalgebras U≥0 and U≤0.

• For any pair of scalars with λλ′ = q2

(1−q2)(q−q−1)
the algebra in Example 3.5

Bλ,λ′ := ⟨EK−1 + λK−1, F + λ′K−1⟩

Proof. We know from the previous lemma that all algebras in the assertion are
basic and we know (or check immediately) that they are right coideal subalgebras.
The classification and the maximality are more difficult issues:

We know from [Vocke16, Thm 4.11, Lm 3.5] that any right coideal subalge-
bra in Uq(sl2) has a set of generators of the form Ki, EK−1 + λEK

−1, F +
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λFK
−1, EK−1 + cFF + cKK

−1 for some constants cF , cK , λF , λE. We now check
for all combinations of two such elements, which algebra they roughly generate:

K EK−1 + λ′EK
−1 F + λ′FK

−1 EK−1 + c′FF + c′KK
−1

K U0 U≥0 U≤0 U
EK−1 + λEK

−1 U≥0 ⊆ U≥0 Bλ,λ′ Bλ,λ′

F + λFK
−1 U≤0 Bλ,λ′ ⊆ U≤0 Bλ,λ′

EK−1 + cFF + cKK
−1 U Bλ,λ′ Bλ,λ′ ⊆ Bλ,λ′

for suitable values λ, λ′ which not necessarily fulfill the condition on λλ′. Most
entries in the table follow simply by subtracting suitable multiples of one another
(and ignoring possible K-powers). The entry involving EK−1 + cFF + cKK

−1

and K comes from the fact that K commutes differently with E,F , so suitable
commutators return the individual summands, again up to K-powers.
Clearly, U is not basic. When the elements generate some Bλ,λ′ but fail the

condition on λλ′, then as we saw their commutator [EK−1 + λK−1, F + λ′K−1]q2
is a linear combination of 1 and K−2 with non-zero coefficients, so the generated
algebra contains K−2. This situation is very similar to U , and indeed since every
irreducible U -module L(k,±) restricts to an irreducible over this algebra, thus we
obtain irreducible higher-dimensional representations.

So the only remaining cases are when these two generators are equal, or when
they generate U≥0, U≤0 or when they generate Bλ,λ′ . □

In upcoming proofs, we will frequently use restrictions of suitable U -modules to
construct higher-dimensional representations of some B in question. The restric-
tions are in general neither irreducible nor semisimple. For a Borel subalgebra, all
composition factors need to be one-dimensional.

Example 3.8. As an explicit example, let L(µ), µ = α/2 be the 2-dimensional
module for Uq(sl2) with basis x0 := vµ, x1 := vµ−α. Then the elements of the Borel
subalgebra Bλ,λ′ act as follows:

(EK−1 + λK−1).x0 = λq−1x0 (EK−1 + λK−1).x1 = λqx1 + qx0

(F + λ′K−1).x0 = λ′q−1x0 + x1 (F + λ′K−1).x1 = λ′qx1

Hence L(µ) restricted to Bλ,λ′ has a one-dimensional submodule ⟨x0+λ(1−q−2)x1⟩,
where the elements EK−1 + λK−1, F + λ′K−1 act with eigenvalues λq, λ′q−1, and
a one-dimensional quotient L(α/2)/(x0+λ(1− q−2)x1) with eigenvalues λq−1, λ′q.

3.3. Homogeneous Borel subalgebras. We want to prove that all homoge-
neous Borel subalgebras of U = Uq(g) are standard Borel subalgebras i.e. images
of U≤0 under a Lusztig automorphism Tw, w ∈ W . We start by proving that they
are basic:



18

Lemma 3.9. For any Weyl group element w ∈ W consider the right coideal
subalgebra U−[w] and the restriction of the counit ε : U → k. Then any finite-
dimensional irreducible representation V of U−[w] on which all elements in U−[w]∩
ker(ε) act nilpotently is one-dimensional and hence the trivial representation kε.

Proof. From [HS09, Chp. 6] we know, that U−[w] for w = siv with ℓ(w) = 1+ ℓ(v)
is isomorphic to a smash product k[Fαi

]#Tsi(U
−[v]). By applying the anti-algebra

isomorphism τ : U+ → U+ in [Jan96, Sec. 4.6] with T−1
si

= τTsiτ
−1, we also have

that U−[w] is isomorphic to a smash product k[Fαi
]#T−1

si
(U−[v]).

We prove our claim by induction on the length ℓ(w): For w = 1 with U−[1] = k1
the claim is certainly true. Let the assertion be proven for v ∈ W and consider
the case w := siv with ℓ(w) = 1 + ℓ(v). Assume a representation V on which
U−[w]∩ker(ε) acts nilpotently. Restricting to the subalgebra T−1

si
(U−[v]) induction

provides that all composition factors are one-dimensional kε. In particular, there
is a common trivial eigenvector of this subalgebra h.v = ε(h)v. Let V0 ⊂ V be the
nontrivial subspace

V0 = {x ∈ V | h.x = ε(h)x ∀h ∈ T−1
si

(U−[v])}
This is clearly a T−1

si
(U−[v])-subrepresentation. Moreover we know that adFα acts

on T−1
si

(U−[v]) in the smash product, so for any Xµ ∈ T−1
si

(U−[v])µ

XµFαi
.x = q(µ,αi)Fαi

Xµ.x+ Y.x with some Y ∈ T−1
si

(U−[v])

It follows that Fαi
preserves V0 and because V was assumed irreducible we get

V = V0. As Fαi
acts on V nilpotently by assumption, it has an eigenvector x′ with

eigenvalue 0, which is then a one-dimensional trivial representation of U−[w]. □

In particular, we know that all elements Fαi
∈ U act nilpotently on a finite-

dimensional representation V of U , see [Jan96, Prop. 5.1]. So the previous lemma
shows that all irreducible subquotients of U -modules are trivial one-dimensional.
For an arbitrary representation of U−[w] this is certainly not true, as already the
example U−[si] = k[Fαi

] shows, but it is to expect that U−[w] is still basic. For us,
it is however sufficient to show:

Lemma 3.10. Given a Weyl group element w ∈ W , L a subgroup of Λ and the
corresponding right coideal subalgebra C = k[L]U−[w] with the property, that for
all µ ∈ Φ+(w) there exists a ν ∈ L such that (µ, ν) ̸= 0, then C is basic.
In particular, U0U−[w] is basic, as well as the right coideal subalgebra U0U+[w].

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.9: We show, that each finite-
dimensional irreducible representation is one-dimensional and that U−[w] acts on
all one-dimensional representations by ε.

As k[L] is abelian, the claim holds for w = 1. Again we consider inductively
the restriction of a k[L]U−[w]-module to the subalgebra T−1

si
(U−[v]) where, by
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induction, we find a common eigenvector x with Eβ.v = 0 and Kβ.x = χ(Kβ)x
for all β ∈ Φ+(w) and for some character χ : L → k× extended trivially to
k[L]T−1

si
(U−[v]). Again we consider the nontrivial subspace

V0 = {x ∈ V | h.x = χ(h)x ∀h ∈ k[L]T−1
si

(U−[v])}
and again the adFαi

-stability of T−1
si

(U−[v]) in the smash product, and the assump-

tion that T−1
si

(U−[v]) acts trivially implies that V0 is a U−[w]-submodule.

Let x′ be an eigenvector of Fαi
, then the new issue in this proof is whether the

eigenvalue λ may be nontrivial. But using the assumed elementKν with (αi, ν) ̸= 0
with commutator relationKνFαi

= q−(αi,ν)Fαi
Kν with q not a root of unity, implies

then an infinite family of eigenvectors with distinct eigenvalues q−n(αi,ν), which is a
contradiction. Hence Fαi

acts on V0 on the eigenvector by 0 and we have again found
a one-dimensional subrepresentation with trivial action of U−[w] as asserted. □

Theorem 3.11. The basic right coideal subalgebra U0U− is maximal with this
property and hence a Borel subalgebra. We call it the standard Borel subalgebra.
Conversely, each homogeneous Borel subalgebra B is as algebra isomorphic to the

standard Borel subalgebra via some Tw. Explicitly B = U−[w]U0 S(U+[w−1w0]).

Proof. Since every right coideal subalgebra B ⊃ U−[w]U0 is by definition homoge-
neous it is sufficient for both assertions to prove that any homogeneous basic right
coideal subalgebra is contained in some B = Tw(U

−U0).
By Theorem 2.10 every homogeneous right coideal subalgebras of U±

q is of the
form:

B = S(U−[w−])U
0 U+[w+] = U−[w−]U

0 S(U+[w+])

We are finished if we can prove from B being basic that Φ+(w+) ∩ Φ+(w−) = {}.
So assume to the contrary that there is µ ∈ Φ+(w+) ∩ Φ+(w−), so we have root
vectors EµK

−1
µ , Fµ ∈ B and hence K−2

µ ∈ B. Let λ be a dominant integral weight

with (λ, µ) ̸= 0, then there exists in the U -module L(λ) a K−2
µ -eigenvector with

eigenvalue ̸= 1, say the highest weight vector. But B contains a copy of Uq(sl2)
and all one-dimensional representations of this requires K−2

µ to act with eigen-
value = 1. Thus the restriction of L(λ) to B has to have some higher-dimensional
irreducible composition factor (note that the eigenvalue argument does not require
semisimplicity). Hence B is in this case not basic. □

4. Induction of one-dimensional characters

4.1. Definition and first properties. One of the reasons Borel subalgebras of
a Lie algebra or quantum group are interesting is because they can be used to
construct induced modules and a categoryO. An interesting implication of defining
and classifying unfamiliar Borel subalgebras B is to study the respective induced
representations from B to U = Uq(g) of any one-dimensional B-module kχ:

V (B,χ) := U ⊗B kχ
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As defining property for Borel subalgebras B we chose to generalize the Lie
algebra term “maximal solvable” by “maximal with the property basic” i.e. all
irreducible finite-dimensional representations are one-dimensional. This matches
the upcoming purpose since we can again use solely one-dimensional characters of
B. For a right coideal subalgebra B the category Rep(B) is not a tensor category,
but a right Rep(H)-module category, where V ∈ Rep(H) acting on M ∈ Rep(B)
gives M ⊗k V with B-action given by b(1) ⊗ b(2) ∈ C ⊗H.

Lemma 4.1. For a right coideal subalgebra of a Hopf algebra B ⊂ H, the induction
functor Rep(B) → Rep(H) and the restriction functor Rep(H) → Rep(B) are both
morphisms of right Rep(H)-module categories.

Proof. Restriction is a morphism of module categories with trivial structure map
Res(V ⊗W ) = Res(V )⊗W due to the right coideal subalgebra property. Simi-
larly, Induction is a morphism of module categories with structure map given by

(H ⊗B M)⊗ V ∼= H ⊗B (M ⊗ V )

h⊗m⊗ v 7→ h(1) ⊗m⊗ S(h(2)).v

which is easily checked to be an H-module morphism. □

Remark 4.2. In our examples, H is free as a B module, which is very help-
ful in constructing the induced representations. This should be an instance of the
celebrated result by Skryabin [Skry06] that a Hopf algebra is free over its coideal
subalgebras, which assumes finite dimension. It would be helpful to have a version
that applies in our case. We think that B being free over U0 is the decisive property.

Our main interest is how induced representations of Borel subalgebras decom-
pose as U -modules. For a first result, we use a part of our defining property:

Lemma 4.3. Let H be a Hopf algebra and B ⊂ H a basic right coideal subalgebra.
Then any finite-dimensional irreducible H-module V is a quotient of an induced
module H ⊗B kχ for some character χ.

Proof. Consider the restriction of the finite-dimensional module V to B. Since B
is basic, the composition series of V consists of one-dimensional B-modules, and in
particular there is a nontrivial B-module monomorphism kχ → V for a suitable χ.
This induces up to a nonzeroH-module morphismH⊗Bkχ → V . For V irreducible
this morphism has to be surjective. □

Example 4.4. Let B = U≤0 be the standard Borel subalgebra of U , then every one-
dimensional character χ : B → k is zero on U− and thus comes from some group
character χ : Λ → k×. The induced module U ⊗B kχ is isomorphic to U+ as a U-
module. It is a lowest-weight module generated by the vector v with Kµ.v = χ(Kµ)v
and Fα.v = 0 for all α ∈ Π.
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We shall see that also for our new Borel subalgebras B the induced modules for
generic χ are irreducible, while special values of χ have as quotient each of the
irreducible finite-dimensional U -modules L(λ). However, the action of U0 will not
be diagonalizable anymore.

Problem 4.5. Is it true that any induced module from a Borel subalgebra has a
unique irreducible quotient? It is to expect that maximality enters here.

Problem 4.6. Can the graded algebra in the upcoming Conjecture A be used to
understand these modules and determine the decomposition behavior of their in-
duced modules? We would expect that gr(B)0 plays a similar role as U0 in the
standard case, so the graded modules gr(V ) should be gr(B)0-diagonal.

Problem 4.7. Can a category O with nice properties be defined? In particular, it
should be an abelian category, closed under submodules and quotients, with enough
projectives and injectives.

4.2. Example A1. We now want to construct and decompose all induced rep-
resentations in the case sl2. From Section 3.2 we know all Borel subalgebras of
Uq(sl2) up to reflection:

In the familiar case U≤0 = ⟨K,F ⟩ all one-dimensional representations are of the
form χ(F ) = 0 and χ(K) arbitrary. Then the induced module is

V (U≤0, χ) := U ⊗U≤0 kχ
∼= k[E]1χ

with lowest weight vector K.1χ = χ(K)1χ. All of these modules have a diagonal
action of K. For certain integral choices V (U≤0, χ) has a finite-dimensional irre-
ducible quotient and all finite-dimensional irreducible U -representations arise this
way.

The novel case in Example 3.5 is Bλ,λ′ := ⟨Eϕ, F ϕ⟩ with Eϕ := EK−1 +

λK−1, F ϕ = F + λ′K−1 and arbitrary scalars λλ′ = q2

(1−q2)(q−q−1)
, an algebra

isomorphic to the quantized Weyl algebra. As we showed, all finite-dimensional
irreducible representations factorize over the commutative quotient

k[Eϕ, F ϕ]/(EϕF ϕ − q2

(q − q−1)(1− q2)
)

Hence all one-dimensional representations are of the form χ(Eϕ) = e, χ(F ϕ) = f

with ef = q2

(q−q−1)(1−q2)
= λλ′. Using the PBW basis we easily get

V (Bλ,λ′ , χ) := U ⊗Bλ,λ′
kχ

∼= k[K,K−1]1χ
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and we calculate the action to be explicitly

K.Kn1χ = Kn+11χ

F.Kn1χ = q2nKnF1χ

= q2nf ·Kn1χ − q2nλ′ ·Kn−11χ

E.Kn1χ = q−2n−2Kn+1EK−11χ

= q−2n−2e ·Kn+11χ − q−2n−2λ ·Kn1χ

or expressed as matrices

K =


. . .

0 0 0
1 0 0
0 1 0

. . .



F =


. . .

q2(n−1)f −q2nλ′ 0
0 q2nf −q2(n+1)λ′

0 0 q2(n+1)f
. . .



E =


. . .

−q−2(n−1)−2λ 0 0
q−2(n−1)−2e −q−2n−2λ 0

0 q−2n−2e −q−2(n+1)−2λ
. . .



In particular, the action of K is not diagonalizable. Moreover the action of K
shows that no V (Bλ,λ′ , χ) has finite-dimensional proper submodules.

We can determine all submodules with a trick that does not seem to easily
generalize beyond rank one:

Lemma 4.8. The induced Uq(sl2)-module with respect to a Borel subalgebra Bλ,λ′

V (Bλ,λ′ , χ) := U ⊗Bλ,λ′
kχ

∼= k[K,K−1]1χ

has a nontrivial submodule V ′ iff for some n ∈ N0

χ(Eϕ) = ϵqn · λ, equivalently χ(F ϕ) = ϵq−n · λ′
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It is cofinite of codimension [V : V ′] = n+ 1.

Proof. A Uq(sl2)-submodule W ⊂ V (Bλ,λ′ , χ) ∼= k[K,K−1] is in particular a
k[K,K−1]-submodules under left-multiplication i.e. an ideal (instead of weight-
spaces). Since this is a principle ideal ring, there exists a Laurent-Polynomial

P (X) =
∑finite

n∈Z cnX
n with W = (P ), X = K. This is a submodule iff E.P and

F.P are multiples of P . We calculate explicitly:

(F.P )(X) =
∑
n

cnq
2nf ·Xn − q2nλ′ ·Xn−1

= P (q2X)
(
f − λ′X−1

)
(E.P )(X) =

∑
n

cnq
−2n−2e ·Xn+1 − q−2n−2λ ·Xn

= P (q−2X)q−2 (eX − λ)

For degree reasons, this can only give a multiple of P if for some a, b, c, d:

(aX + b)P (X)
!
= P (q2X) (fX − λ′)

(cX + d)P (X)
!
= P (q−2X)q−2 (eX − λ)

Either P (X) is constant, then W is the entire module, or the zeroes of P have to
lay in a chain q−nX0, q

−n+2X0, . . . q
nX0 for some n ∈ N0, with q

nX0 = λ′/f and
q−nX0 = λ/e. The quotient module is thus the (n+ 1)-dimensional ring extension
k[K,K−1]/(P ), where K acts again by left-multiplication. □

We show a different and quite general idea to detect the finite-dimensional quo-
tient modules (i.e. the cofinite submodules) and circumvent the problem of non-
diagonalizable K-action: To find finite-dimensional quotient modules we need to
find elements in HomU(U⊗B kχ) and this can be done by decomposing Homk(U,k)
into irreducible L(λ). This is now possible since Homk(U

0,k) is diagonalizable un-
der left-multiplication — morally because it is the closure. The following Lemma
verifies explicitly the existence assertion in Lemma 4.3.

Lemma 4.9. The induced Uq(sl2)-module with respect to a Borel subalgebra Bλ,λ′

V (Bλ,λ′ , χ) := U ⊗Bλ,λ′
kχ

∼= k[K,K−1]1χ

has a finite-dimensional quotient, namely the irreducible module L(ϵ, n) of dimen-
sion n+ 1 and sign ϵ = ±1 for precisely one choice of χ, namely

χ(EϕK−1) = ϵqn · λ, equivalently χ(F ϕ) = ϵq−n · λ′

Proof. Let g : V (Bλ,λ′ , χ) → L(ϵ, n) be a (nonzero) module homomorphism to the
irreducible highest weight module with highest weight vector v0 for highest weight
Kv = qnv. It has a basis v0, . . . vn with Kvi = ϵqn−2ivi. Denote the coefficients of
g in this basis by gk, k = 0 . . . n,. Then by definition

ϵqn−2kgk(K
i1χ) = K.gk(K

i1χ) = gk(K
i+11χ)



24

Thus g is fixed by its image gk(1χ) via

gk(K
i1χ) = ϵiq(n−2k)igk(1χ)

and since the map should be surjective we need all gk(1χ) ̸= 0 for k = 0 . . . n.

On the other hand, the action of F and E demands:

gk − 1(Ki1χ) = gk(F.K
i1χ)

= q2ifgk(K
i1χ)− q2iλ′χk(K

i−11χ)

= q2i
(
ϵiq(n−2k)if − ϵi−1q(n−2k)(i−1)λ′

)
gk(1χ)

ϵ[k + 1]q[n− k]qgk+1(K
i1χ) = gk(E.K

i1χ)

= q−2i−2egk(K
i+11χ)− q−2i−2λgk(K

i1χ)

= q−2i−2
(
ϵi+1q(n−2k)(i+1)e− ϵiq(n−2k)iλ′

)
gk(1χ)

and the boundary conditions of the first resp. second equation for k = 0 resp.
k = n that the right-hand side has to be zero

0 = ϵf − q−nλ′

0 = ϵq−ne− λ

which is the asserted condition. One could also derive direct formulae for gk(K
i1χ)

and in this case it is easy to see that g above is indeed a module homomorphism.
□

5. The structure of the graded algebra of a right coideal
subalgebra

5.1. Conjecture A. By Theorem 2.9, the right coideal subalgebras C of U≤0 with
C ∩ U0 a Hopf algebra are character shifts U−[w]ϕk[L] with L ⊂ Λ orthogonal to
supp(ϕ). These character shifts are not Λ-graded in general. To further understand
these algebras and their representation theory, we propose to study their associ-
ated graded algebras, which are again right coideal subalgebras. As a first step,
we present and prove in many cases the following conjecture, that states morally
that up to localization (which enforces that again gr(C) ∩ U0 is a Hopf algebra),
the graded algebra is given by gr(U−[w]ϕ) = U−[w′], with an explicit formula of
w′. We now give a precise statement:

Fix some w ∈ W and some character ϕ of U−[w] and consider the right coideal
subalgebra U−[w]ϕ. We call the following the standard Z-grading of U :

deg(Eαi
) = 1, deg(Kαi

) = 0, deg(Fαi
) = −1
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Consider the graded algebra gr(U−[w]ϕ) with respect to the standard Z-grading.
For any nonzero coset in the graded algebra, the term in leading degree is indepen-
dent of the choice of a coset representative. This gives rise to a canonical algebra
and comodule map

f : gr(U−[w]ϕ) → U≤0

In particular, the image D of f is a Z-graded right coideal subalgebra of U≤0.
Since subalgebras give rise to subalgebras in the graded algebra, D0 = D ∩ U0 is
the span of an abelian semigroup

G(D0) = ⟨K−1
µ | µ ∈ supp(ϕ)⟩

We denote by G̃ its quotient group or localization. As localization of D, we con-
sider k[G̃]D, which is by Theorem 2.8 of the form k[G̃]U−[w′] for some Weyl group
element w′ (see Proposition 5.7), for which we now conjecture an explicit formula:

Conjecture A. For any w ∈ W and character ϕ : U−[w] → k, the localization
of the graded algebra D of U−[w]ϕ is given by

k[G̃]D = k[G̃]U−[w′].

for the explicit Weyl group element of length ℓ(w)− |supp(ϕ)|

w′ = (
∏

β∈supp(ϕ)

sβ)w

Note that the roots β ∈ supp(ϕ) in Theorem 2.9 are pairwise orthogonal, so the
elements wβ commute and the definition of w′ does not depend on the order of the
product. Note that the element w′ appears in [HK11b, (3.6)].

We first give some examples and formulate the consequence for triangular coideal
subalgebras.

Example 5.1. Clearly, for ϕ = ε the right coideal subalgebra U−[w]ϕ is Λ-graded
and in particular Z-graded, and we have w′ = w.

Example 5.2. Let g = sl2, consider U
−[s1] = ⟨F ⟩, and consider for the character

ϕ(F ) = λ′ the character shift

U−[s1]ϕ = ⟨F + λ′K−1⟩

Then for λ′ ̸= 0 the leading term is λ′K−1 an thus the graded algebra is as conjec-
tured with w = s1, w

′ = 1

gr(U−[s1]ϕ) ∼= U−[1]k[K−1] = ⟨K−1⟩

Example 5.3. Let g = sl3, w = w0 = s1s2s1, w
′ = s1w = s2s1 and ϕ(F1) = λ′,

supp(χ) = {α1}. Then U−[w]ϕ = ⟨F1 + λ′K−1
1 , F2⟩. The leading degree terms of
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the character shift F ϕ
1 = F1 + λ′K−1

1 is λ′K−1
1 , and F ϕ

2 = F2. Typically, character
shifts of elements of Λ-degree −(α1+α2) have leading degree terms in degree −α2:

F1F2
ϕ = F1F2 + λ′K−1

1 · F2

F2F1
ϕ = F2F1 + F2 · λ′K−1

1

However, in a suitable linear combination of these two elements, the leading degree
terms of the character shifts cancel and we again land in Λ-degree −(α1 + α2):

(F1F2 − q−1F2F1)
ϕ = F1F2 − q−1F2F1

Thus the graded algebra is as conjectured, with w′ = s1w = s1s2:

f : gr U−[s1s2s1]ϕ ∼= U−[s2s1]k[K−1
1 ]

In contrast, for a right coideal subalgebra in the positive part U0S(U+), the
graded right coideal subalgebra has the same degrees, i.e. by choice of our grading
the leading terms of the character shifted Eϕ

α are simply the Eα themselves.

f : gr(U+[w]ϕ)
∼−→ U+[w]

The two statements can be easily combined:

Corollary 5.4. Assume that Conjecture A holds for U−[w−]ϕ− i.e. that for the
localization of gr(U−[w−]ϕ−) holds:

k[G̃] gr(U−[w−]ϕ−)
∼= k[G̃] U−[w′]

Then for any triangular right coideal subalgebra C with C ∩ U0 a Hopf algebra,
the map sending elements to their leading degree terms gives a description of the
localization of gr(C) as follows:

k[G̃] gr
(
U−[w−]ϕ− k[L] S(U+[w+])ϕ+

) ∼= U−[w′
−] k[G̃L] S(U+[w+])

Example 5.5. Consider our example Bλ,λ′, which has a triangular decomposition
as in Corollary 2.12 for parameters w− = w+ = s1

Bλ,λ′ = U−[s1]ϕ−k[1]S(U+[s1])ϕ+ = ⟨F + λ′K−1, EK−1 + λF−1⟩
The leading term in the negative part is λ′K−1 according to Conjecture A, as
discussed in Example 5.2 above. The leading term in the positive part is as always
the unshifted element EK−1. Altogether, the graded algebra of Bλ,λ′ is

gr(Bλ,λ′) = U−[1]k[K−1]S(U+[s1]) = ⟨K−1, EK−1⟩

which is up to localization, i.e. adding the generator K, the upper Borel part U≥0.

This description leads us to the question and a conjecture for which choice of
(w+, ϕ+, w−, ϕ−) the construction produces a basic right coideal subalgebra. We
formulate this in the next section as Conjecture B and we will prove one direction,
namely a criterion which choice leads to a non-basic right basic coideal subalgebra.
Let us briefly sketch how we arrive at the conjecture and what is the big picture we
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would ultimately hope for. First, we find it natural to expect the basicness of the
right coideal subalgebra to be closely related to the basicness of the graded localized
right coideal subalgebra U−[w′

−] k[G̃L] S(U+[w+]). Second, we find it natural to
expect that such graded coideal subalgebras are basic iff ℓ(w′

−)+ℓ(w+) = ℓ(w′
−w+),

which in the classical Lie algebra picture should mean that the semisimple part of
the Levi decomposition is trivial. We would be thankful for remarks or references
on general statements in either of these questions.

5.2. Localization. Let in this section A be a Z-filtered right coideal subalgebra
of U . A technical difficulty, which we address in this section is that A′ = gr(A)
has in general A′0 = A′ ∩ U0 = k[G] where G ⊂ Zk is just a semigroup. Such
a Z-graded right coideal subalgebra A′ could be not even Zk-graded. Differently
spoken, it is not necessarily a free module over the semigroup G.

Example 5.6. Consider the subalgebra in Uq(sl3)
− generated as:

C = ⟨F1K
−1
3 + F3K

−1
1 , K−1

3 , K−1
1 ⟩

Computing the coproduct of each generator quickly shows that these elements gen-
erate a right coideal subalgebra. To compute the generated algebra, note that mul-
tiplication with K−1

1 or K−1
3 from either side commutes differently with F1, F3, so

the following elements are also contained in C as suitable linear combinations

C ∋ F1K
−1
3 K−1

1 , F3K
−1
1 K−1

3

However, the individual summands F1K
−1
3 and F3K

−1
1 of the initial generator are

not contained in C.

These Z-graded right coideal subalgebras A′ are not covered by the classification
Theorem 2.7. We shall not try to classify A′ directly, but study its localization:

Proposition 5.7. Let A′ ⊂ U≤0 be a right coideal subalgebra that is graded with
respect to the standard Z-grading in this section. Define the semigroup G by A′0 =
A′∩U0 = k[G], then k[G]A′ = A′k[G], and thus we can define a localization in the
noncommutative setting [Sten75, Prop. 1.4]:

Let G̃ ⊂ Zk be the quotient group (localization) of G. Then Ã′ := k[G̃]A′ =
A′k[G̃] is again a right coideal subalgebra and there exists some w′ ∈ W with

Ã′ = k[G̃]U−[w′]

Proof. Since A′ is an algebra we have KA′ = A′K for K ∈ G, which implies

the first claim. Now, Ã′ is Z-graded and Ã′0 = k[G̃] is a group ring. So it fulfills
the conditions of Theorem 2.9 and is thus a character shift. But since they are
Z-graded, the character shift has to be trivial, and hence Ã′ is as asserted, in
particular Zn-graded. □

Proposition 5.8. Let G ⊂ Zk be a semigroup (or any other abelian cancellative
semigroup) and let G̃ be its group of fractions. Let Ṽ be a G̃-module and V be a
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G-submodule, such that acting with G̃ generates the entire module G̃V = Ṽ . Then
for any v ∈ Ṽ there exists a K ∈ G such that Kv ∈ V .

Proof. Since we assumed G̃V = Ṽ , there exist finitely many elements K(i) ∈ G̃
and vectors v(i) ∈ V such that

n∑
i=1

K(i)v(i) = v

Now by definition of G̃ there exists for each element K(i) an element K(i) ∈ G with

K(i)K
(i) ∈ G. Taking some K ∈ G in

⋂
iK(i)G (for example their product) proves

the assertion. □

Applying this to k[G̃]A′ = k[G̃]U−[w′] we get the following easy consequence,
which will be useful later on, and which is illustrated again by Example 5.6:

Corollary 5.9. For any root µ ∈ Φ(w′) and a reduced expression for w′, there
exists a K ∈ G, such that KFµ ∈ A′.

5.3. Growth conditions. Recall that we are in the situation that for every
w ∈ W and every character ϕ we have, after localization, by Proposition 5.7,

k[G̃] gr(U−[w]ϕ) = k[G̃]U−[w′]

for some w′ ∈ W and semigroup G ⊂ Zn, and the content of Conjecture A is an
explicit formula for w′.

The goal of this section is to compute the length of the unknown Weyl group
element w′ by comparing the growth of both sides of the isomorphism above resp.
the number of PBW-generators. It would be desirable to argue here with a well-
established concept such as Gelfand-Kirillov dimension. The Gelfand-Kirillov di-
mension is invariant under the operation of passing to the graded algebra [MS89]
(under suitable conditions, which hold in our setting) and invariant under the op-
eration of passing to the noncommutative localization [LMO88] (the conditions
in this source however do not quite hold in our infinite-dimensional setting). The
result of this subsection would similarly follow from such a line of argument. Since
however our reasoning does not depend on the algebra structure but is solely a
growth condition on the filtered vector space, we decide to not pursue the Gelfand-
Kirillov argument and rather argue in a more ad-hoc fashion:

Definition 5.10. Let V be an N-filtered vector space with Vn/Vn−1 finite-dimensional.
Let H(V, z) =

∑
n≥0 dim(Vn/Vn−1)z

n be the Hilbert series, then we define growth(V )
to be the value a such that

0 < lim infz→1(1− z)aH(V, z) and lim supz→1(1− z)aH(V, z) < +∞
If the series does not converge to an analytic function in a vicinity of z = 1 or the
above condition is not met for any a, we say the growth is undefined.
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The sole purpose of this definition is that V sub ⊂ V ⊂ V sup with well-defined
value growth(V sub) = growth(V sup) =: a implies an intermediate well-defined
growth(V ) = a. Note that H(V, z) needs not be a rational function, even if
H(V sub, z),H(V sup, z) are; note further that the values of the limits need not co-
incide.

Example 5.11. If A′ is a graded algebra with a basis of sorted monomials in
generators x1, . . . xℓ of degree d1, . . . dℓ ≥ 1, then growth(V ) = ℓ, since explicitly

H(A′, z) =
ℓ∏

i=1

1

1− zdi

We now apply this notion and result to our A = U−[w]ϕ and A′ = gr(A) in U−.
Technically, we need to consider a modified grading, which has finite-dimensional
homogeneous components, but equal behavior with respect to character shifts:
Define the modified degree mdeg(−) = deg(−) + sdeg(−) by adding a second
degree sdeg(Fi) = sdeg(K±1

i ) = −1, so mdeg(Fi) = −2 and mdeg(K±1
i ) = −1.

Note that in this finer grading, the algebra A′ need not be graded anymore. Clearly,
the homogeneous components of mdeg(−) on U− are finite-dimensional. Since
characters shifts are graded with respect to sdeg(−), this new definition does not
change the vector space gr(A):

grdeg(−)(A) = grmdeg(−)(A)

Example 5.12. Let A = U−[w] with the modified grading, then growth(A) = ℓ(w).
More generally, let G be a semigroup with G̃ = Zk and take A′ = k[G]U−[w′], then
growth(A′) = rankG̃+ ℓ(w′).

We now need to compare the growth of A = U−[w]ϕ, or equivalently A
′ = gr(A),

to its localization k[G̃]A′ = k[G̃]U−[w′]:

Lemma 5.13. Let V be a Z-filtered module over A′ with the filtration in this
section. Then we have for the localization growth(V ) = growth(k[G̃]V ).

Proof. Let Ṽ = G̃V as in Proposition 5.8, which is a free k[G̃]-module. Let I be a
G̃-basis of Ṽ , then by Proposition 5.8 there are elements K(i) ∈ G with K(i)vi ∈ V
and we define its span to be V sub ⊂ V . On the other hand, we may consider
V sup = Ṽ ⊃ V .

Then we have an inequality by definition

growth(Vsub) ≤ growth(V) ≤ growth(Vsup)

but in our case growth(Vsub) = growth(Vsup), which proves the assertion □

Corollary 5.14. Let now again A := U−[w]ϕ and A′ := gr(A) and the localization

k[G̃]A′ = k[G̃]U−[w′]. Then comparing the growth gives

ℓ(w) = rank(G̃) + ℓ(w′)
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5.4. An inductive approach to Conjecture A. In this section we attempt to
prove Conjecture A for some given w ∈ W under the inductive assumption that
Conjecture A holds for all u ∈ W with ℓ(u) < ℓ(w) and all characters. Indeed,
we can prove Conjecture A for w to holds except for a very specific situation for
w,w′, u, u′. We will analyze these specific situations in subsequent sections.

Let w ∈ W and ϕ be a character on U−[w] with support supp(ϕ) ⊂ Φ+(w), a
set of orthogonal simple roots. We continue to study the character shifted coideal
subalgebra, its graded algebra, and its localization

A := U−[w]ϕ, A′ := gr(A), Ã′ = k[G̃]A′ = k[G̃]U−[w′]

for some w′ ∈ W , whose explicit description is the goal of Conjecture A. We
attempt an induction on the length ℓ(w). As the induction base w = e, ℓ(w) = 0,
we have U−[e] = C1 and trivial character shift ϕ = ε, G = 1, so w′ = e holds
according to Conjecture A.

Lemma 5.15. Assume Conjecture A holds for all u ∈ W with ℓ(u) < ℓ(w) and
all characters. Assume w = usi with ℓ(w) = ℓ(u)+ 1 for some αi. Then one of the
following cases occurs:

• If u(αi) ∈ supp(ϕ) then Theorem 5.1 holds for w and w′ = u′. Hence
Conjecture A holds for w′.

• If u(αi) ̸∈ supp(ϕ) then there exists a simple root αj such that w′ := u′sj
has length ℓ(u′) + 1 and

k[G̃(A′0)]A′ = k[G̃(A′0)]U−[w′]

Conjecture A holds for w iff αj = αi.

Proof. For u < w the restriction ϕu of ϕ to U−[u] ⊂ U−[w] is again a character
with supp(ϕu) ⊆ supp(ϕ). The inductive assumption that Theorem 5.1 holds for
U−[u]ϕu means that we have

A′
u := gr

(
U−[u]ϕu

)
A′0

u = k[⟨K−1
µ , µ ∈ supp(ϕu)⟩]

k[G̃u]Au
∼= k[G̃u]U

−[u′]

where u′ has the asserted form u′ := (
∏

β∈supp(ϕu)
sβ)u, and where G̃u is the quo-

tient group of the semigroup Gu generated by supp(ϕu), with A
′0
u = k[Gu].

Now for the new element w ∈ W with Φ+(w) = Φ+(u)∪{u(αi)} a new character

shifted root vector F ϕ
u(αi)

appears in the PBW-basis

A := U−[w]ϕ = U−[u]ϕu

〈
F ϕ
u(αi)

〉
A′ = gr

(
U−[w]ϕ

)
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We now apply Corollary 5.14 which asserts

ℓ(w) = rank(G̃) + ℓ(w′)

ℓ(u) = rank(G̃u) + ℓ(u′)

We have ℓ(w) = ℓ(u) + 1. Moreover by inclusion A′0 ⊇ A′0
u and Φ+(w′) ⊇ Φ(u′)

we have inequalities rank(G̃) ≥ rank(G̃u) and ℓ(w′) ≥ ℓ(u′). Hence we have two
possible cases:

i) rank(G̃) = rank(G̃u) + 1 and ℓ(w′) = ℓ(u′). The latter implies w′ = u′,

the former implies rank(G̃) ⪈ rank(G̃u). Hence the leading term of F ϕ
u(αi)

must be the new element K−1
µ ∈ A′0. By orthogonality of supp(ϕ), we find

that µ = u(αi) is a new root in supp(ϕ) = {µ} ∪ supp(ϕu). In particular,
w = usi = sβu. This proves that w

′ = u′ is as asserted by Conjecture A as

(
∏

β∈supp(ϕ)

sβ)w = snu
′si = u′ = w′

ii) rank(G̃) = rank(G̃u) and ℓ(w
′) = ℓ(u′)+1. The former implies G̃ = G̃u and

supp(ϕ) = supp(ϕu). The second implies together with Φ+(w′) ⊃ Φ+(u′)
that there exists a simple root αj with w′ = u′sj. Since the support is
unchanged, the assertion of Conjecture A amounts to the assertion αj = αi.

□

The second case is what we need to study further. A main example to have in
mind is the following. It also illustrated that when we prolong from u to w = usi,
the new degree u′(αj) ∈ Φ+(w′) in graded algebra is not directly the leading term

of the new character shifted root vector F ϕ
u(αi)

, as one might naively expect. Rather,

the degree of this leading term might be already present in Φ+(u′), and the new
degree comes from some sub-leading term. Let us discuss this more explicity:

Example 5.16. Let g = A3 and u = s3s1s2, then

Φ+(u) = {α1, α3, α123} supp(ϕ) = ⟨α1, α3⟩

where again we abbreviate α123 = α1+α2+α3. The algebra U−[s3s1s2] has a PBW
basis in the generators

F3, F1 = T−1
3 F1, F123 := T−1

3 T−1
1 F2 = [F1, [F3, F2]q+1 ]q+1
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In accordance with Conjecture A, the character shifted root vectors are

F ϕ
1 = F1 + ϕ(F1)K

−1
1

F ϕ
3 = F3 + ϕ(F3)K

−1
3

F ϕ
123 = F123 + ϕ(F1)[K

−1
1 , [F3, F2]q ]q + ϕ(F3)[F1, [K

−1
3 , F2]q ]q

+ ϕ(F1)ϕ(F3)[K
−1
1 , [K−1

3 , F2]q ]q

= F123 + ϕ(F1)(q
−1 − q)[F3, F2]qK

−1
1 + ϕ(F3)(q

−1 − q)[F1, F2]qK
−1
3

+ ϕ(F1)ϕ(F3)(q
−1 − q)2F2K

−1
1 K−1

3

These have highest degrees 0, 0, α2 and thus the graded algebra corresponds to the
Weyl group element u′ = s1s3u = s2 as conjectured:

gr
(
U−[s3s1s2]ϕ

) ∼= U−[s2]⟨K−1
1 , K−1

3 ⟩
Now the induction step is to prolong this by α1 to w = us1, then we have a new

root vector in degree u(α1) = α23, to be precise:

F23 := T−1
3 T−1

1 T−1
2 F1 = T−1

3 F2 = [F3, F2]q+1

F ϕ
23 = [F3, F2]q + ϕ(F3)[K

−1
3 , F2]q

= F23 + ϕ(F3)(q
−1 − q)F2K

−1
3

The leading degree term F2 of F ϕ
23 is already contained in U−[u′], as leading degree

term of F ϕ
123. The new degree u′(αj) in U

−[w′] ⊃ U−[u′] will be the leading degree
of some suitable linear combination, and the main question is which will be the
next-leading degree. Simply from degree considerations, there are two reasonable
possibilities (this will be formalized as Criterion 1 below):

• u(α1) = u′(αj) = α23, contrary to Conjecture A. Naively, this seems the

natural choice because it is the next leading degree in F ϕ
23.

• u(α1) + α12 − α23 = u′(α1) = α12, according to Conjecture A. For this to
happen, F2, F23 have to cancel simultaneously in a suitable linear combina-
tion of F ϕ

123, F
ϕ
23, and then F12 from F ϕ

123 is the leading term.

Having explicit expressions for F ϕ
123, F

ϕ
23 we can check explicitly that the latter is

the case, because the coefficients of F2, F23 in F ϕ
123, F

ϕ
23 are proportional:

F ϕ
123 − ϕ(F1)(q − q−1)F ϕ

23K
−1
1 = F123 + ϕ(F3)(q

−1 − q)[F1, F2]qK
−1
3

5.5. Criteria implying Conjecture A. Let C = U−[w]ϕ with w = usi with
ℓ(w) = ℓ(u) + 1 and u(αi) ̸∈ supp(ϕ) and let us assume that gr(U−[u]ϕ) = U−[u′]
for u′ according to Conjecture A. The second case in Lemma 5.15 states that
k[G̃]gr(U−[w]ϕ) = k[G̃]U−[w′] for w′ = u′sj with ℓ(w

′) = ℓ(u′)+1 for some αj ∈ Π.
Conjecture A holds for w′ iff we have αj = αi.

We now collect three criteria when this is the case. They allows us to prove Con-
jecture A explicitly for given g of small rank or certain explicit w ∈ W , and they
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suffice to prove Conjecture A altogether for type An and many cases in Bn, Cn, Dn.
However, this approach is rather ad-hoc and a more systematic proof strategy
would be much preferred.

As first criterion, we note the general relation between αi and αj, which is
potentially different. We find that this is a rather restrictive situation, on the level
of root systems, and there is only a few “critical cases” up to reflection in which
αi ̸= αj is possible, and which have to be treated further.

Lemma 5.17 (Criterion 1). Let k[G̃]gr(U−[w]ϕ) = k[G̃]U−[w′] for w = usi with
ℓ(w) = ℓ(u) + 1 and w′ = u′sj with ℓ(w′) = ℓ(u′) + 1 for some w,w′, u, u′ ∈ W .

a) In general we have u(αi)− u′(αj) ∈ Z[supp(ϕ)].
b) Let u(αi) − u′(αj) ∈ Z[S] with S a subset of supp(ϕ) of minimal cardinality.

Then one of the following cases holds:
(i) αi = αj holds.
(ii) u(αi) = u′(αj) holds.
(ii) u(αi), u

′(αj), S are up to reflection in a subsystem of rank 2.
(iv) The tuple u(αi), u

′(αj), S is up to reflection in a parabolic subsystems Φr ⊂ Φ
of rank r = 3, 4 and is one of the following cases

Φr u(αi)− u′(αj) ∈ Z[S]
A3 α123 − α2 = α1 + α3 ∈ ⟨α1, α3⟩Z
B3 α123 − α2 = α1 + α3 ∈ ⟨α1, α3⟩Z
B3 α1123 − α2 = α1 + α1 + α3 ∈ ⟨α1, α3⟩Z
C3 α123 − α2 = α1 + α3 ∈ ⟨α1, α3⟩Z
D4 α1234 − α4 = α1 + α2 + α3 ∈ ⟨α1, α2, α3⟩Z

c) Suppose that Conjecture A holds for u. Then either b) (i) applies, so Conjecture
A holds for w as well, or b) (iv) applies. Moreover, we have u(αi)−u(αj) ∈ Z[S],
so also the tuple u(αi), u(αj), S can be found in the same table.

Proof. a) The proof of Lemma 5.15 shows that U−[w]ϕ contains a new element F ϕ
u(αi)

and since ϕ is a character shifts with respect to supp(ϕ), this algebra is still
graded by cosets of Z[supp(ϕ)]. On the other hand, the graded algebra A′ con-
tains a new element in degree u′(αj).

b) Any set of k roots can be reflected to a parabolic subsystem of rank at most k.
Applying this assertion to S and βi gives a subsystem Φr of rank r = |S| + 1,
which is moreover connected (otherwise the assumption can not hold even for
a subset S ′ smaller S). Applying the assertion a second time to S gives a
subset of |S| = r − 1 many orthogonal simple roots. This can only be true
for a subsystem of rank 2 or for the cases Φr = A3, B3, C3 with S reflected to
the outmost simple roots α1, α3, or for Φr = D4 with S reflected to the three
outmost roots α1, α2, α3. The result then follows from directly inspecting these
root systems for solutions β − γ ∈ Z[S].
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c) This follows from u(αi)− u(αj) ∈ Z[S].
□

As a second criterion, we formulate the consequence of applying the induction
step to two different presentations of w:

Definition 5.18. A Weyl group element w has a unique ending iff one of the
following equivalent conditions applies:

• Any reduced expression of w ends in the same letter si.
• Φ+(w−1) contains a unique simple root αi.
• w(αk) > 0 for all simple roots αk except for one αi.

Lemma 5.19 (Criterion 2). Assume that w has not a unique ending, i.e. w =
u1si = u2sl with ℓ(w) = ℓ(u1) + 1 = ℓ(u2) + 1 and αi ̸= αl, and u1(αi), u2(αl) ̸∈
supp(ϕ). Then if Conjecture A holds for u1, u2, then αj = αi, and thus Conjecture
A holds also for w.

Proof. As is well known from [M64, Thm. 29], there is a series of braid group moves
to transform the two presentations of w into one another. In particular, under our
assumptions, there exists a reduced expression of w which ends

w = r · · · sislsi = r · · · slsisl
with r−1w of length 2, 3, 4, 6 depending on (αl, αi), i ̸= l, such that a braid group
move can be performed. Differently spoken

u1 := r · · · sisl, w = u1si

u2 := r · · · slsi, w = u2sl

with ℓ(w) = ℓ(u1) + 1 = ℓ(u2) + 1. Assume that Conjecture A holds for the
elements u1, u2 of shorter length. If the induction step Lemma 5.15 is applied to
both reduced expressions w = u1si = u2sl in the second case of the Lemma, and
using that u1(αi), u2(αl) ̸∈ supp(ϕ) asserts that u′1 = r′ · · · sisl and u′2 := r′ · · · slsi
and that in particular

Φ(u′1),Φ(u
′
2) ⊂ Φ(w′)

thus we get Φ(u′2) ⊂ Φ(u′1sαj
), and hence Φ(r′−1u′2) = Φ(· · · slsi) ⊂ Φ(· · · sislsαj

) =
Φ(r′−1u′1sαj

). Since ℓ(r′−1u′2) ≤ mil − 1 the set Φ(r′−1u′2) contains only one of the
two simple roots αi and αl and the set Φ(r′−1u′1) contains only the other one. If
we have αi ̸= αj this directly leads to a contradiction.

□

5.6. The proof of Conjecture A for type An. We study the critical cases of
Criterion 1: Assume w,w′, u, u′, αi, αj are as in Lemma 5.15 such that the relation
of u(αi), u(αj) are as in Lemma 5.17 b) (iv) in the case labeled A3 with αi ̸= αj,
contrary to Conjecture A. This means explicitly: We have a subset of the support
Z[S] = Zσ1 ⊕ Zσ2 for σ1, σ2 ∈ Φ+(w), and there is a series of reflections that
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sends all relevant elements to a parabolic subsystem of type A2 as described in the
Lemma

ϵ1σ1 7→ α1, ϵ2σ2 7→ α3, u(αi) 7→ α123, u(αj) 7→ α2, u′(αj) = α123

and it is not clear after reflections with which signs ϵ1, ϵ2 ∈ {±1} the roots σ1 and
σ2 appear. Note that this completely fixes the intersection of this 3-dimensional
space with the root system Φ, because the remaining positive roots are σ1 + u(αj)
and σ2 + u(αj). It also shows (αi, αj) = 0. We pictorially write the positive roots
of A3 as

α123

α12 α23

α1 α2 α3

which correspond as described above to the following actual elements in the higher
rank root system Φ (i.e. not just up to reflection)

u(αi) = u′(αj)
ϵ1σ1 + u(αj) ϵ2σ2 + u(αj)

ϵ1σ1 u(αj) ϵ2σ2

If we apply u−1, then u(αi), u(αj) are mapped to the simple roots αi, αj in Φ and we
now know already that αi, αj are orthogonal. We observe u−1(σi) = siw

−1(σi) < 0
because by σ1, σ2 ∈ Φ+(w) implies w−1(σ1), w

−1(σ2) < 0 and this can only be
changed to > 0 by the subsequent application of si if σi = u(αi), which is not the
case. The images of the two unnamed roots in the middle row are the positive or
negative roots

γk := u−1(ϵkσk + u(αj)) = ϵku
−1(σk) + αj

and from the A3 root system we see

γ1 + γ2 = αi + αj

and we see the following property (as we see after applying u, when u(αi)− ϵ1σ1−
u(αj) = ϵ2σ2 and u(αj)− ϵ1σ1 − u(αj) = −ϵ1σ1 and similarly for 1, 2 switched)

αi − γ1 = ϵ2u
−1(σ2), αj − γ1 = −ϵ1u−1(σ1),

αi − γ2 = ϵ1u
−1(σ1), αj − γ2 = −ϵ2u−1(σ2).

These formulae imply severe restriction, of which we now discuss the first: Because
αi, αj are simple roots and the right-hand side is a (positive or negative) root, in the
first formula either γ1 > 0, ϵ2 = +1 or γ1 < 0, ϵ2 = −1 and in the second formula
either γ1 > 0, ϵ1 = −1 or γ1 < 0, ϵ1 = +1, which altogether implies ϵ1 = −ϵ2. The
third and fourth formula accordingly imply then γ2 has the opposite sign as γ1.
We now choose without restriction of generality

γ1 > 0, ϵ1 = −1, γ2 < 0, ϵ2 = +1

which means our positive roots in the previous diagram read
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u(αi) = u′(αj)
−σ1 + u(αj) σ2 + u(αj)

−σ1 u(αj) σ2

After applying u−1 we introduce the positive roots

γ := −γ2, αi + γ + αj = γ1, σ′
k := −u−1(σk)

and by the formulae above αi+γ = σ′
1 and αj +γ = σ′

2. So after applying u−1 and
turning the picture so that the positive roots are on top we have

αi + γ + αj

σ′
1 σ′

2

αi γ αj

Corollary 5.20. The positive root γ associated to our situation has the distin-
guished property

αi + γ ∈ Φ+, γ + αj ∈ Φ+(1)

and in relation to the Weyl group element

w(γ) = u(σ′
1) = −u(σ1), w(γ+αi) = u(γ) = σk+u(αj), w(γ+αj) = u(σ′

2) = −u(σ2)

Example 5.21. Recall Example 5.16 for A3, where u = s3s1s2, u
′ = s2 and a

support spanned by α1, α3 is prolonged by αi = α1 to w = s3s1s2s1 with either
w′ = s2s1 for αj = αi (which is correct, according to Conjecture A, and confirmed
by direct calculation) or with w′ = s2s3 for αj = α3. In the latter case the picture
above reads

u(αi) = u′(αj) = α23

−σ1 + u(αj) = α2 σ2 + u(αj) = α123

−σ1 = −α1 u(αj) = α12 σ2 = α3

and after application of u−1 and turning the picture as above

αi + γ + αj = α123

σ′
1 = α13 σ′

2 = α23

αi = α1 γ = α2 αj = α3

A canonical example of a root in any connected root system satisfying the dis-
tinguished property (1) is the following:

Definition 5.22. For simple roots αi, αj in a connected Dynkin diagram, there is
a unique path from αi to αj, and summing along the path without endpoints defines
a root

ρij := (αi−1 + · · ·+ αj−1)
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with the property that ρij + αi, ρij + αj ∈ Φ. Moreover it contains αi and αj with
multiplicity zero.

In this case we are finished, due to the following statement

Corollary 5.23. Assume that γ contains αi with multiplicity zero, then Criterion 2
(Lemma 5.19) applies. This showing Conjecture A in this case if it holds inductively
for shorter words.

Proof. The Weyl group element w has a unique ending si iff w(αk) > 0 for all αk ̸=
αi. But if αi has multiplicity zero, this implies w(γ) > 0, which is a contradiction
to its definition giving w(γ) = u(si(γ)) = u(σ′

1) = −σ1 < 0. □

Assume type An, then Criterion 1 (Lemma 5.17) returns only critical cases of
type A3. Since in An the only element with the distinguished property (1) is ρij
and anyhow all multiplicities are ≤ 1, the root γ with γ + αi ∈ Φ cannot contain
αi with multiplicity ≥ 1, so Criterion 2 applies as discussed above.

Corollary 5.24. Conjecture A holds for type An.

5.7. Remark on further cases. We conclude by some remarks on typeBn, Cn, Dn.
As we mentioned, a more structured approach would be desirable. Again Crite-
rion 1 (Lemma 5.17) lists critical case A3 and B3 or C3 or D4, which are the
possible subdiagrams of the Dynkin diagram. We first assume again case A3 and
list the distibuished roots of γ explicitly:

Fact 5.25. By directly inspecting the root systems Bn, Cn, Dn, we find that for
given αi, αj the only positive roots β with β + αi, β + αj ∈ Φ are

γ = ρij

γ = αi−1 + · · ·+ αj + 2αj−1 + · · ·
γ = αj−1 + · · ·+ αi + 2αi−1 + · · ·

where the simple roots are written in descending order and α1 is the unique short
simple root for Bn, resp. α1 is the unique long simple root for Cn, resp. α1, α2 are
the two short legs for Dn, and where the final summands · · · depend on the type
of the root system.

In the first and second cases again Corollary 5.23 applies, because γ contains αi

with multiplicity zero. The third case is more complicated and requires by-hand
arguments.

The critical cases B3, C3 in Bn, Cn can again be analyzed with Corollary 5.23,
because by direct inspection of the root system we only find very few possibilities
for β. The critical case D4 in Dn seems again to be harder.
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5.8. Remark on direct computations. A by-hand method we have explored
is the direct computation of character shifts in particularly nice cases: In general,
it is hard to relate the coproduct of a reflected element to the coproduct of the
original element, but we can obtain enough information under a multiplicity-zero
condition. It enters through the following formulae:

Proposition 5.26. Let αm be a simple root and consider T−1
v−1(Fi) for any v ∈

W, i ∈ I, which is in degree ν := v(αi) and ℓ(vsi) = ℓ(v)+1. Assume that (αm, ν) =
−1 and that αm has multiplicity zero in the degree of v(αi). Let ϕm be a character
on U−[smvsi]. Then

(T−1
sm T

−1
v−1(Fi))ϕm = T−1

sm T
−1
v−1(Fi) + (qm − q−1

m )ϕm(Fm) · T−1
v−1(Fi)K

−1
m

If (αm, ν) = −c a similar formula holds.

Proof.
To compute the character shift (T−1

sm T
−1
v−1(Fi))ϕm we need to relate coproduct

and reflection, which is involved. From [Lusz93, Prop. 37.3.2] we have the formula∗

(T−1
sm ⊗ T−1

sm )∆(Tsm(x))

=

(
∞∑
l=0

ql(l−1)/2
m {l}qmF (l)

m ⊗ E(l)
m

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

L′

∆(x)

(
∞∑
r=0

(−1)rq−r(r−1)/2
m {r}qmF (r)

m ⊗ E(r)
m

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

L′′

where {l}qm = [l]qm(qm − q−1
m )l. We need an analogous formula for T−1

sm , by substi-
tuting x = T−1

sm (y) and using L′L′′ = 1 from [Lusz93, Prop. 5.3.2]

∆(T−1
sm (y))

=

(
∞∑
r=0

(−1)rq−r(r−1)/2
m {r}qmF (r)

m ⊗ E(r)
m

)
(T−1

sm ⊗ T−1
sm )∆(y)

(
∞∑
l=0

ql(l−1)/2
m {l}qmF (l)

m ⊗ E(l)
m

)

If we apply the character ϕm ⊗ 1, then the only nonzero contributions are those
tensor summands of (T−1

sm ⊗T−1
sm )∆(y) and hence ∆(y) where the left tensor factor

has degree in Zαm.

We now use our assumption that y := T−1
v−1(Fi) in degree v(αi) does not contain

a factor Fm. Thus in this case the only nonzero contribution comes from the

∗We use the notation Tsm , T−1
sm in [Jan96], which translates by the remark on p. 146 to

Lusztig’s notation T ′′
m,1, T

′
m,−1.
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summand 1⊗ T−1
sm T

−1
v−1(Fi) in (T−1

sm ⊗ T−1
sm )∆(y), thus in this case

(ϕm ⊗ 1)∆(T−1
sm (y))

=
∞∑

r,l=0

(−1)rq−r(r−1)/2
m {r}qmql(l−1)/2

m {l}qm · ϕm(F
(r)
m F (l)

m ) · E(r)
m

(
T−1
sm T

−1
v−1(Fi)

)
E(l)

m

=
∞∑
s=0

qs(s−1)/2
m (qm − q−1

m )sϕm(Fm)
s

s∑
r=0

(−1)rq(1−s)r
m · E(r)

m

(
T−1
sm T

−1
v−1(Fi)

)
E(s−r)

m

By reasons of degree (or by the quantum Serre relation), all terms s ̸= 0, 1 vanish
for (αm, ν) = −1. If (αm, ν) = −c, then similarly only the terms up to s = c are
nonzero.

The last equality can then be most easily calculated by hand, since by the
assumption on the multiplicity of αm, we have that T

−1
−1 (Fi) is a linear combination

of terms F ′FkF
′′ where F ′, F ′′ are products of Fl with (αm, αl) = 0. Then by the

multiplicativity of T−1
sm and the defining formulae [Jan96, 8.14 (8’)] we have

T−1
sm T

−1
v−1(Fi) = T−1

sm (F ′FkF
′′) = F ′(T−1

sm (Fk))F
′′ = F ′[Fm, Fk]qmF

′′

and similarly by [Em, Fl] = [Km, Fl] = 0 we get further

[Em, (T
−1
sm T

−1
v−1(Fi)] = F ′[Em, [Fm, Fk]qm ]F

′′ = F ′FkK
−1
m F ′′ = F ′FkF

′′K−1
m

This proves the assertion. □

Lemma 5.27 (Criterion 3). Let w = usi with ℓ(w) = ℓ(u) + 1 be a Weyl group
element and u = smsnu

′ with ℓ(u) = ℓ(u′) + 2 and a character ϕ with support
containing {αm, αn}. Assume that the simple root αm appears in u(αi) − αm ∈ Φ
with multiplicity zero. Then Conjecture A holds for w, if it holds for the shorter
elements u, snu, smu.

Proof. We want to explicitly construct an element in U−[smsnu′si] which has a
character shift with leading term T−1

u′−1(Fi) as asserted, using the inductive as-
sumption on u = smsnu

′ as well as on snu
′si and on smu

′si for smaller support
{αn} resp. {αm}. For the third inductive assumption we require the stronger ex-
plicit assertion from Proposition 5.26 for v = u′ that relies on the assumption of
multiplicity one:

(T−1
sm T

−1
u′−1(Fi))ϕm = T−1

sm T
−1
u′−1(Fi) + (qm − q−1

m )ϕm(Fm) · T−1
u′−1(Fi)K

−1
m

Now the proof proceeds as follows: By the inductive assumption on snu
′si there

exists an X ∈ U−[snu′si] such that we have Xϕn = T−1
u′−1(Fi) in grU−[snu′si]ϕn , or

differently spoken the character shift has leading term

Xϕn = T−1
u′−1(Fi) + · · ·
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We may assume X to be chosen in degrees u′(αi) + Zαn, because U
−[snu′si]ϕn is

still graded by Zαn-cosets.
We now apply T−1

sm , which commutes with the ϕn character shift, so we have con-

structed an element T−1
sm (X) ∈ U−[smsnu′si] with leading term

(T−1
smX)ϕn = T−1

sm T
−1
u′−1(Fi) + · · ·

because the only degree, which is larger then u′(αi) and becomes smaller after
reflection, is smu

′(αi), which is not in u′(αi) + Zαn.
We now apply a ϕm character shift to both sides of the formula, giving

(T−1
smX)ϕm,ϕn =

(
T−1
sm T

−1
u′−1(Fi)

)
ϕm

+ · · ·

By Proposition 5.26 we know the right-hand side shift explicitly, so

(T−1
smX)ϕm,ϕn = (qm − q−1

m )ϕm(Fm) · T−1
u′−1(Fi)K

−1
m + · · ·

which concludes the proof.
□

We remark that without multiplicity zero we cannot control on which expression
we have to apply the inductive assumption in order to get precisely the root vector
in the last line. For example, the character shift could be zero or (since we apply
T−1
m ) the initial element could even have to be chosen to be outside U−.

We remark further, that in terms of degrees, the following is hidden in the induc-
tive assumptions of the proof, compare Example 5.16: The new PBW generator in
U−[snu′si] is T

−1
sn T

−1
u′−1(Fi), which is in degree snu

′(αi) = β, while the new degree in
the graded algebra is u′(αi) = β+αn. This is only possible, because (apparently, by
induction) some element Y in degree β+αn = u′(αi) = snu

′
1(αl) is already present

in U−[snu′], with character shift Y ϕn = Y + T−1
sn T

−1
u′−1(Fi) + · · · . Together with

T−1
sn T

−1
u′−1(Fi) this makes possible the linear combination X = Y − T−1

sn T
−1
u′−1(Fi) in

mixed degrees, where the leading terms in the character shifts cancel and the next
leading term is in degree u′(αi) = β + αn.

6. The graded algebra determining the representation theory

6.1. Conjecture B. Our ultimate hope is that the description of the graded al-
gebra in Conjecture A and Corollary 5.4, which we have proven in many cases, can
determine for a triangular right coideal subalgebras of the form in Corollary 2.12,
for which combinations of data this gives actually a basic and a Borel subalgebra:
Conjecture B. A right coideal subalgebra C of the form given in Corollary 2.12

U−[w−]ϕ−k[L]S(U+[w+])ϕ+
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is a Borel subalgebra iff w+w
′−1
− = w0 with ℓ(w+) + ℓ(w′−1

− ) = ℓ(w0), where as in
Conjecture A

w′
− = (

∏
β∈supp(ϕ)

sβ)w−

Note that then the localization of the graded algebra is as in Corollary 5.4

U−[w′
−]ϕ−k[G̃]S(U+[w+])ϕ+

Example 6.1. In the homogeneous case ϕ+ = ϕ− = ε where w′
− = w− the condi-

tion is clear: If ℓ(w+)+ℓ(w
′−1
− ) > ℓ(w+w

′−1
− ) then there are common roots α,−α in

Φ+(w+),Φ
−(w−), producing a full quantum subgroups Uq(sl2), which is surely not

basic. If ℓ(w+w
′−1
− ) < ℓ(w0) then there are other basic algebras with larger w+, w−.

The conjecture has essentially two parts, which are both representation-theoretic:

• Proving that ℓ(w′−1
− w+) < ℓ(w′

−) + ℓ(w+) implies non-basic
• Proving that ℓ(w′−1

− w+) = ℓ(w′
−) + ℓ(w+) implies basic.

From these two it would then follow that Conjecture B characterizes basic right
coideal subalgebras that are at least maximal among all triangular basic right
coideal subalgebras C with C ∩ U0 a Hopf algebra.
We now prove the first direction in general using Conjecture A, in all cases where

Conjecture A is proven.
The second part we can so far only prove in special cases like A1, A2 below or

supp(ϕ+) = supp(ϕ−) = Φ+(w+)∩Φ(w−) by explicitly constructing the algebra. It
would be desirable to find a proof using again the graded algebra and Conjecture A.

6.2. Proof of Conjecture B in one direction. We will now prove Conjecture B
in one direction, by explicitly constructing irreducible higher-dimensional repre-
sentations as composition factors of restricted U -representations. For example, this
result allows us to prove that certain basic right coideal subalgebras we constructed
[LV17] are maximal at least among the triangular basic algebras C with C ∩U0 a
Hopf algebra.

Lemma 6.2. For w− ∈ W assume Conjecture A holds and let w′
− be accordingly.

Let w+ ∈ W . Let C be a right coideal subalgebra of the form in Corollary 2.12

C = U−[w−]ϕ−k[L]S(U+[w+])ϕ+

with L ⊂ (supp(ϕ+)∩ supp(ϕ−))⊥. Then: If ℓ(w′−1
− w+) < ℓ(w′

−) + ℓ(w+) then C is
not basic.

Proof. For an arbitrary root system ℓ(w′−1
− w+) < ℓ(w′

−)+ ℓ(w+) implies Φ+(w+)∩
Φ+(w′

−) ̸= ∅, so there is a root µ ∈ Φ+(w+) ∩ Φ+(w′
−). By Conjecture A, this

assumption about the graded algebra gr(C) means that in C there are elements
E,F with leading terms with respect to the Z-grading the root vectors EµK

−1
µ

and Fµ. Note that while E = Eµ the element F starts usually with a higher root



42

and is not even necessarily a character shifted root vector.

Our general strategy to construct irreducible representations of dimension > 1
is as follows: We take some suitable finite-dimensional U representation V = L(λ),
which we want to restrict to C and decompose into irreducible composition factors,
and we wish to prove not all of them are one-dimensional. The action of the com-
mutator [E,F ]1 ∈ C on every one-dimensional C-module is trivial (because any
commutator acts trivially on any 1-dimensional representation) so if the compo-
sition series of C only contains such representations, then [E,F ]1 acts nilpotently
on V .

But E contains only terms in degree ≤ µ and F only terms in degree ≥
µ, so the commutator acts as a lower triangular matrix with diagonal entries
[EµK

−1
µ , Fµ]1. So we need to find a U module V = L(λ) with non-zero eigenvalues

for [EµK
−1
µ , Fµ]1, then this proves the existence of higher-dimensional irreducible

composition factors.

Claim: For any root µ there exists a finite-dimensional U representation V on
which the commutator [Eµ, Fµ] has a non-zero eigenvalue i.e. does not act nilpo-
tently. For µ simple this is easily seen from the highest-weight vector in V = L(λ)
for any (λ, µ) ̸= 0 (and for An in general using minuscule weights). We generalize
this approach as follows:

Let µ = w(αi) and choose any weight λ with (αi, λ) < 0. Then in the irreducible
U -module L(λ) the weight-spaces w(λ) and w(λ − αi) are both one-dimensional
with basis Tw(vλ), Tw(Fαi

vλ) since they are reflections of one-dimensional weight
spaces. Since Eµ = TwEαi

and Fµ = T−1
w−1Fαi

we can evaluate the commutator

[Eµ, Fµ] on v := Twvλ, but things are slightly complicated by T−1
w−1 on F :

[Eµ, Fµ]v = (TwEαi
)(T−1

w−1Fαi
)(Twvλ)− (T−1

w−1Fαi
)(TwEαi

)(Twvλ)

= TwEαi
T−1
w T−1

w−1Fαi
Tw−1Twvλ − 0

where the second term vanishes by construction since vλ is a highest-weight-vector
and (TwEαi

)(Twvλ) = TwEαi
vλ = 0. Now since the weight-spaces w(λ) and w(λ−

αi) are both one-dimensional and the Lusztig-automorphisms are bijective, we have
scalars a, b ̸= 0 with

Tw−1Twvλ = avλ T−1
w T−1

w−1(Fαi
vλ) = b(Fαi

vλ)

Since we further have

Eαi
Fαi

vλ = [Eαi
, Fαi

]vλ =
K −K−1

q − q−1
vλ =

q(α,λ) − q−(α,λ)

q − q−1
vλ
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it follows as claimed that v = Twvλ is a non-zero eigenvector

[Eµ, Fµ]v =
q(α,λ) − q−(α,λ)

q − q−1
· a · b · vλ

Thus as discussed above: Since [Eµ, Fµ] acts not nilpotently on the finite-dimensional
U -module L(λ), the restriction of this module to C containing as leading term
Eµ, Fµ cannot only have one-dimensional composition-factors. Thus we found a
higher-dimensional irreducible composition factor and C is not basic. □

7. Example A2

We have already determined all Borel subalgebras of Uq(sl2) in Section 3.2. We
conclude our article by treating the next case Uq(sl3) explicitly. In particular, we
give a completed classification of all Borel subalgebras in this case by hand, so that
our conjectures and their impact can be checked against a first realistic example.

Any triangular right coideal subalgebra C with C ∩ U0 a Hopf algebra is by
Corollary 2.12 of the form

C = U−[w−]ϕ−k[L]S(U+[w+])ϕ+

where L ⊥ supp(ϕ+)∩ supp(ϕ−) and the supports of the characters ϕ+, ϕ− consist
of mutually orthogonal roots. We have proven Conjecture A in this case, and the
proven direction of Conjecture B states that ℓ(w′−1

− w+) < ℓ(w′
−) + ℓ(w+) implies

that C is not basic, and we have conjectured that the triangular Borel subalgebras
are precisely those with w′−1

− w+ = w0.
From certain considerations we would expect moreover that in general for a tri-

nagular Borel subalgebra supp(ϕ+) = supp(ϕ−) and L = (supp(ϕ+)∩ supp(ϕ−))
⊥.

These expectations would lead to the following candidates:

• supp(ϕ+) = supp(ϕ−) = {} i.e. ϕ+, ϕ− trivial. These are the homogeneous
Borel subalgebras and we have already discussed them in Section 3.3. They
are reflections of U−, explicitly

U−[w−]U
0S(U+[w+]), w−1

− w+ = w0

• supp(ϕ+) = supp(ϕ−) = {α1}, then in particular we must have α1 ∈
Φ+[w±] leaving the three cases w± = s1, s1s2, s1s2s1 with w′

± = s1w± =
1, s2, s2s1. The relation w′−1

− w+ = w0 leaves the following three cases:

w− w′
− w+ Φ+(w−) Φ+(w′

−) Φ+(w+)
s1 1 s1s2s1 {α1} {} {α1, α2, α12}
s1s2 s2 s1s2 {α1, α12} {α2} {α1, α12}
s1s2s1 s2s1 s2 {α1, α2, α12} {α2, α12} {α1}
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• supp(ϕ+) = supp(ϕ−) = {α2} leaves only cases that are isomorphic to the
former ones by diagram automorphism α1 ↔ α2.

• supp(ϕ+) = supp(ϕ−) = {α12} leaves the three cases w± = s2s1, s1s2, s1s2s1
with w′

± = s12w± = s2, s1, 1. The relation w′−1
− w+ = w0 leaves up to

diagram automorphism the case w− = s1s2, w
′
− = s1, w+ = s2s1.

All candidates above except the homogeneous Borel subalgebras and except the
second column w− = s1s2, w

′
− = s2, w+ = s1s2, which we treat afterward in

Section 7.2, are of the simplest type of a possible Borel subalgebra, which we have
studied in [LV17, Sec. 3]: We say that a triangular right coideal subalgebra C of
the form in Corollary 2.12 has full support iff

Φ+(w+) ∩ Φ+(w−) = supp(ϕ+) = supp(ϕ−)(2)

In this case, C is essentially a products of commuting quantumWeyl algebras, filled
up as much as possible with the standard Borel subalgebra. In [LV17, Thm. 3.25]
(depending on a conjecture which we prove for type An) we prove that every Borel
subalgebra of this type is a reflections of the case w+ = w0, w− =

∏
β∈supp(ϕ−) sβ

(note that reflections of coideal subalgebras do not necessarily produce coideal sub-
algebras). Conversely, our main result in [LV17, Thm. 3.3] states that C is indeed
in general a Borel subalgebra. We now discuss this Borel subalgebra explicitly:

7.1. The Borel subalgebra U−[s1]ϕ−k[(K1K
2
2)

±1]S(U+[s1s2s1])ϕ+. This right
coideal subalgebra C with full support (2) is generated as an algebra by

F ϕ
1 = F1 + λ′K−1

1 , (K1K
2
2)

±1, Eϕ
1 = E1K

−1
1 + λK−1

1 E2K
−1
2

where ϕ+(Eα1K
−1
α1

) = λ and ϕ−(Fα1) = λ′ and 0 else, such that λλ′ = q2

(1−q2)(q−q−1)
.

Figure 1. Picture of Φ+(w±) with gray lines indicating character
shifts. The contained Weyl algebra is visible on the X-axis.

In the Z-grading, these elements have degrees 0, 0, α1, α2 and the graded algebra
is in accordance with the proven Conjecture A gr(C) = k[(K1K

2
2)

±1, K−1
1 ]S(U+[s2s1].

The right coideal subalgebra C contains a Weyl algebra generated by F ϕ
1 , E

ϕ
1 from
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type A1 ⊂ A2, and this injection splits via the algebra map sending E2K
−1
2 7→ 0.

We now prove that this algebra is basic: A direct calculation (which holds in
great generality, see [LV17, Lm. 5.13]) shows that for any elementXµ ∈ S(U+[s1s2s1])ϕ+

in degree µ holds

[F ϕ
1 , Xµ]q(α1,µ) = 0

Thus for any finite-dimensional representation V we can consider the subspace
where E2K

−1
2 acts by zero and this is again a C-representation. Hence for irre-

ducible V the element E2K
−1
2 acts by zero and the action of our algebra factorizes

through the Weyl algebra in Example 3.5.

This algebra is the smallest example of a large family of basic triangular right
coideal subalgebras that we constructed in [LV17] for type An.

7.2. The Borel subalgebra U−[s1s2]ϕ−k[(K1K
2
2)

±1]S(U+[s1s2])ϕ+. This more
complicated right coideal subalgebra C, which does not have full support (2),
is generated as an algebra by

Eϕ
1 := E1K

−1
1 + λK−1

1

F ϕ
1 := F1 + λ′K−1

1

K±1 := (K1K
2
2)

±1

Eϕ
12 := E12(K1K2)

−1 + (1− q−2)λE2(K1K2)
−1

F ϕ
12 := F12 + (q−1 − q)λ′F2K

−1
1

Figure 2. Picture of Φ+(w±) with gray lines indicating character
shifts. We have two Weyl algebras, one extending another.

The graded algebra is in accordance with Conjecture A

gr(C) = U−[s2]k[(K1K
2
2)

±1, K−1
1 ]S(U+[s1s2])
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Here again the characters are given by ϕ+(EαK
−1
α ) = λ and ϕ−(Fα) = λ′ and 0

else, such that λλ′ = q2

(1−q2)(q−q−1)
. The product of the constants c1 := (1 − q−2)λ

and c2 := (q−1 − q)λ′ appearing in the relations is

c1c2 = (1− q−2)λ(q−1 − q)λ′ = (1− q−2)(q−1 − q)
q2

(1− q2)(q − q−1)
= 1

We calculate the commutator relation

[E12K
−1
12 + c1E2K

−1
12 , F12 + c2F2K

−1
1 ]q2

= (F1 + λ′K−1
1 )(E1K

−1
1 + λK−1

1 )(q4 − q2) +
q4

q − q−1
1

Thus the commutators of all generators of C are

[K,Eϕ
1 ]1 = [K,F ϕ

1 ]1 = [K,Eϕ
12]1 = [K,F ϕ

12]1 = 0(3)

[Eϕ
1 , E

ϕ
12]q = [Eϕ

1 , F
ϕ
12]q = 0(4)

[F ϕ
1 , E

ϕ
12]q−1 = [F ϕ

1 , F
ϕ
12]q−1 = 0(5)

[Eϕ
1 , F

ϕ
1 ]q2 =

q2

q − q−1
1(6)

[Eϕ
12, F

ϕ
12]q2 = F ϕ

1 E
ϕ
1 (q

4 − q2) +
q4

q − q−1
1(7)

We prove that C is basic: The algebra C contains a subalgebra ⟨Eϕ
1 , F

ϕ
1 ⟩ iso-

morphic to the Weyl algebra, which acts by Example 3.5 on every irreducible
finite-dimensional representation Ve,f via its quotient algebra Eϕ

1F
ϕ
1 = F ϕ

1 E
ϕ
1 =

q2

(q−q−1)(1−q2)
, and these are all one-dimensional. But the relation reduces the com-

mutator relation 7 to

[Eϕ
12, F

ϕ
12]q2 = 0 on any Ve,f(8)

Consider now for any irreducible finite-dimensional C-representation V . SinceK
is central it acts by a scalar. Let Ve,f be an irreducible Weyl algebra representation,

which is one-dimensional. By the q-commutators 4 and 5 the generators Eϕ
12, F

ϕ
12

map Ve,f to some subrepresentation Vqe,q−1f resp. Vq−1e,qf . Since ef ̸= 0 and q is not

a root of unity, finite dimension proves that Eϕ
12, F

ϕ
12 act nilpotently. Let Ve′,f ′ be

such that Eϕ
12 acts by zero, then the additional relation 8 shows that F ϕ

12 preserves
Ve′,f ′ as well (and it acts also by zero). Hence any irreducible finite-dimensional
C-representation is one-dimensional.

7.3. Classification Result. From our proven direction of Conjecture B it follows
that the basic right coideal subalgebras introduced above are maximal among all
triangular basic right coideal subalgebras. To get a more complete result, one has
to use similar techniques as for Uq(sl2) in Theorem 3.7, and the arguments beyond
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Conjectures A and B are very ad-hoc. We only quote the result here from the
second author’s PhD thesis:

Theorem 7.1 ([Vocke16] Chapter 10). The triangular basic right coideal subalge-
bras above

k[K±1
1 , K±1

2 ]S(U+[w0])

U−[s1]ϕ−k[(K1K
2
2)

±1]S(U+[w0])ϕ+

U−[s1s2]ϕ−k[(K1K
2
2)

±1]S(U+[s1s2])ϕ+

are Borel subalgebras and these are all Borel subalgebras of Uq(sl3) up to reflection
and diagram automorphism.

The proof idea for both assertions follows from [Vocke16, Thm. 4.11, Lm. 3.5]:
We have for any right coideal subalgebra in U a generating system of elements,
which have a unique leading term that is a root vector. Then one has to study
combinations of arbitrary elements and test them on (minuscule) representations
of Uq(sl3) to rule out that the algebra is basic, or to show that the combination is
contained in a triangular right coideal subalgebra because we know our examples
are the maximal ones among them.

7.4. Induction of one-dimensional characters. We want to finally calculate
the induced representations in the two nontrivial Borel subalgebras above in Uq(sl3)
as in Section 4.

Let C = U−[s1]ϕ−k[(K1K
2
2)

±1]S(U+[s1s2s1])ϕ+ . We have seen that each irre-
ducible representation is of the form Ve1,f1,k122 , which is one-dimensional with ac-

tion given by scalars e1, f1, k122 ∈ k× with e1f1 =
q2

(q−q−1)(1−q2)

F1 + λ′K−1
1 7→ f1

(K1K
2
2)

±1 7→ k112

E1K
−1
1 + λK−1

1 7→ e1

E2K
−1
2 7→ 0

Since C has a PBW-basis we can calculate the induced module to be

Uq(sl3)⊗C Ve1,f1,k122 = ⟨F i
2F

j
12K

k
1K

ϵ
2 | i, j ∈ N, k ∈ Z, ϵ = 0, 1⟩k

= ⟨F i
2F

j
12K

k
2 | i, j ∈ N, k ∈ Z⟩k

This is (up to Kϵ
2, which depends on the chosen lattices) the right coideal sub-

algebra C̃ = U−[s2s1]k[K1], acting on itself by left-multiplication, and this ac-
tion is extended to Uq(sl3) acting on C̃. A similar result follows easily whenever
Φ+(w−) ∩ Φ+(w+) = supp as we show in [LV17].
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Let C = U−[s1s2]ϕ−k[(K1K
2
2)

±1]S(U+[s1s2])ϕ+ . We have seen that each irre-
ducible representation is of the form Ve1,f1,k122 , which is one-dimensional with ac-

tion given by scalars e1, f1, k122 ∈ k× with e1f1 =
q2

(q−q−1)(1−q2)

E1K
−1
1 + λK−1

1 7→ e1

F1 + λ′K−1
1 7→ f1

(K1K
2
2)

±1 7→ k122

E12(K1K2)
−1 + (1− q−2)λE2(K1K2)

−1 7→ 0

F12 + (q−1 − q)λ′F2K
−1
1 7→ 0

Since C has a PBW-basis, we can calculate the induced module to be

Uq(sl3)⊗C Ve1,f1,k122 = ⟨F i
2E

j
2K

k
1K

ϵ
2 | i, j ∈ N, k ∈ Z, ϵ = 0, 1⟩k

= ⟨F i
2E

j
2K

k
2 | i, j ∈ N, k ∈ Z⟩k

This is (up to Kϵ
2, which depends on the chosen lattices) the Hopf subalgebra

C̃ = Uq(sl2), acting on itself by left-multiplication, and this action is extended to

Uq(sl3) acting on C̃.

In both cases our results in Section 4 state that any finite-dimensional Uq(sl3)
representation appears as quotient of the induced representation for some specific
values (e1, f1, k122). The tool in Lemma 4.9 shows again that for generic values the
induced representations are irreducible.

8. Outlook

Our efforts are far from being concluded. We wish to point out from our per-
spective difficult points that need to be resolved in future research:

(1) Conjecture A should be proven for all g. One could attempt to treat the
remaining critical cases by hand, by computing explicitly the character
shifts in non-multiplicity-zero cases of Criterion 3, but this would be very
tedious. It would be much more satisfying to have a more systematic proof.

(2) Conjecture B should be proven in the open direction, and the graded alge-
bra gr(C) together with Conjecture A should be used more systematically.

(3) Similarly, we would expect that the graded algebra gr(C) gives much infor-
mation about the structure of the induced module. In essence, one would
want to use the preimage of gr(C)0 much like the Cartan part for a usual
Verma module. One should also try to prove standard facts, for example,
that the tops are irreducible modules.

(4) In [LV17] Section 5 we study all triangular basic coideal subalgebras that
are maximal among the triangular coideal subalgebras — conjecturally they
are Borel. We find extensions of quantum Weyl algebras by quantum Weyl
algebras in a way controlled by families of Weyl group elements, and the
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first stage we can construct uniformly for An. Are there completely different
types of examples?

(5) Beyond triangular Borel subalgebras, we have observed in small examples
(but do not dare to conjecture) that for a possibly non-triangular basic
right coideal subalgebras, there always seems to be a larger triangular right
coideal subalgebras, which is still basic. This would imply all Borel subal-
gebras are triangular. If not, then a counter-example would be extremely
interesting. Up to now, the only access we have is to use the generator
theorem in [Vocke16] for arbitrary coideal subalgebras and then combine
possible generators by hand.

(6) The case of q a root of unity is more difficult and very interesting. For
example, the restriction in Example 3.8 is irreducible for q2 = −1, hence
Bλ,λ′ is not basic, similarly for the projective simple module for other q of
finite order. It is interesting that these are precisely the negligible modules
in the sense of semisimplification, so one might attempt to consider Bλ,λ′

still to be basic in such a more complicated sense.

Moreover, the following questions are from our perspective interesting with respect
to applications:

(1) For any Borel subalgebra B, do the induced modules produce a good analog
of the tensor category OB? How does the fact that B is not a Hopf subal-
gebra, but still a coideal subalgebra, influence such a theory? For quantum
symmetric pairs, there have been interesting results in [Kolb19].

(2) The induced modules appear for sl2 in [Schm96, Tesch01] in the context
of non-compact quantum group. For g, are there corresponding families of
modules with these additional analytic data? (for example, for sl2 replacing
C[K,K−1] by functions on the torus). On the other hand, is our construc-
tion related to the non-standard Borel subalgebras of affine Lie algebras
[Fut94, Cox94] via Kazhdan-Lusztig correspondence?

(3) Our non-standard Borel subalgebras suggest non-standard free field real-
izations in logarithmic conformal field theory [CLR23, Rem. 2.11].
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