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Derivatives in noncommutative calculus
and deformation property of quantum algebras
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Abstract. The aim of the paper is twofold. First, we introduce analogs of (partial) derivatives
on certain noncommutative algebras, including some enveloping algebras and their “braided
counterparts” — the so-called modified Reflection Equation algebras. With the use of the
mentioned derivatives we construct an analog of the de Rham complex on these algebras.
Second, we discuss deformation property of some quantum algebras and show that contrary to
a commonly held view, in the so-called q-Witt algebra there is no analog of the PBW property.
In this connection, we discuss different forms of the Jacobi condition related to quadratic-linear
algebras.
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1. Introduction

In our recent publications [7, 10] we introduced the notion of partial derivatives on
some noncommutative (NC) algebras, in particular, on the enveloping algebras of the
Lie algebras g/(m) and on their super and braided (see below) analogs. These partial
derivatives differ from their classical counterparts by the form of the Leibniz rule.
In this connection a natural question arises: given a NC algebra A, which operators
acting on this algebra can be considered as appropriate analogs of partial derivatives?
This question is pertinent if A is a deformation (quantization) of the symmetric
algebra Sym(V') of a vector space V or its super or braided analog. In this paper we
give an answer to this question for the enveloping algebras of some Lie algebras.
Note that the answer depends on a given Lie algebra. Nevertheless, once
such partial derivatives are introduced, we are able to define an analog of the de
Rham complex on the corresponding enveloping algebra. Compared with all known
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Global Competitiveness Program.
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approaches to the problem of defining such a complex, our method leads to objects
possessing a good deformation property!. However, the terms of our complex are
endowed with a one-sided A-module structure, whereas using the classical Leibniz
rule for the de Rham operator requires a two-sided A-module structure. Also, we
define the notion of the Weyl algebra WW(U(g)) generated by the enveloping algebra of
a given Lie algebra and the corresponding partial derivatives and give some example
of these Weyl algebras.

Besides, we generalize all considered objects (partial derivatives, Weyl algebra,
de Rham complex) to the Reflection Equation algebra and its modified version. This
algebra and all related objects are called braided since they arise from braidings (see
Section 4). For a more precise meaning of this term the reader is referred to [10]. The
explicit construction of the braided objects mentioned above is one of the purposes of
the present paper. It is worth noting, that certain deformations of the usual derivative
are known since long ago, for instance, the g-derivative (also called the Jackson
derivative) defined by

flgr) — f@)
g (f (1)) TPy (1.1)
and the difference operator

W (f(1) = w (1.2)

(called below the A-derivative), or their slight modifications. It is tempting to use
them in order to introduce analogs of algebras whose construction is based on the
usual derivative. The most known examples are the g-Witt and g-Virasoro algebras.

The other purpose of the paper is to study the deformation property of the
enveloping algebra of the g-Witt algebra. In Section 5 we show that contrary to
the claim of [11], the PBW property fails for this enveloping algebra. The same is
true for the enveloping algebra of the #-Witt algebra, constructed with the use of the
h-derivative instead of the usual one. Our reasoning is based on the paper [16] where
a version of the Jacobi condition useful for dealing with quadratic algebras and their
quadratic-linear deformations is exhibited?. This condition is necessary for the PBW
property and since it is not satisfied for the aforementioned algebras, we arrive to our
conclusion.

In this connection we discuss other forms of the Jacobi condition which are
useful for generalizing some other objects and operators associated with Lie algebras,

!For finitely generated quadratic-linear(-constant) algebras (in particular, enveloping ones) we deal
with, this property means that an analog of the PBW theorem is valid for them and homogeneous
components of the corresponding quadratic algebra have stable dimensions (at least for a generic value of
the deformation parameter). Note that nowadays the term “PBW property” is often used as a synonym of
our “good deformation property”. We prefer to reserve this term for a deformation of quadratic algebras
by linear(-constant) terms.

2A version of this construction covering quadratic-linear-constant deformations of quadratic algebras
was considered in [1].
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namely, the Chevalley-Eilenberg complex and the adjoint representation. It is worth
noting, that in general these forms of the Jacobi condition are not equivalent and each
of them plays its own role in the theory of quadratic(-linear) algebras.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section we compare different
ways of associating a differential algebra with the enveloping algebra of g/(m). In
Section 3 we discuss a generalization of this construction onto the enveloping algebras
of some other Lie algebras. In Section 4 we extend our construction to the Reflection
Equation algebra. Here, the central problem consists in a convenient definition of
the algebra generated by the differentials of the generators of the initial algebra such
that the corresponding de Rham operator d meets the usual property d> = 0. In
Section 5 we consider the aforementioned versions of the Witt algebra and show
that the PBW property fails in their enveloping algebras. We complete the paper
(Section 6) with a discussion on different forms of the Jacobi condition related to
different generalizations of the Lie algebra notion.

2. Partial derivatives on U(gl(m)): different approaches

In what follows we deal with different deformations of the symmetric algebra Sym(g),
where g is a Lie algebra. Our main example is g = gl/(m)j, where the subscribe %
means that the parameter 7 is introduced as a multiplier in the g/(m) Lie bracket. As
usual, we fix a basis {ni]}, 1 <i,j <m,in gl(m). The Lie brackets in this basis
read . . o

[n] nk] = h(nis] —nis)), 1<i,j k1, <m.

In each homogenous component of the algebra Sym(gl(m)) we fix a basis
consisting of symmetric elements, i.e. those invariant with respect to the action
of the symmetric group. Denote {eg} the corresponding basis of the whole
algebra Sym(g/(m)). Any element eg is a polynomial in the generators of the algebra
Sym(gl(m)). A similar basis in the filtered quadratic-linear algebra U(gl(m)3) will
be denoted {ég}. The element ég can be obtained by replacing the generators
of Sym(gl(m)) in the polynomial eg by the corresponding generators of the algebra
U(gl(m)p).

Now, consider a linear map
a @ Sym(gl(m)) — U(gl(m)r)
defined on the above bases as follows
a(eg) = ég.

This map is the central ingredient of the Weyl quantization method.
Using this map we can push forward any operator

Q: Sym(gl(m)) — Sym(gl(m))
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to that
Qu 1 Ugl(m)y) — U(gl(m)p)

as follows

Qy=ao0Qoa™ "

In particular, we can push forward partial derivatives from the algebra Sym(g/(m))
to that U(gl(m)3) and consider them as an appropriate noncommutative analog of
the usual partial derivatives. And visa versa, any operator defined in the algebra
U(gl(m)y) can be pulled back to Sym(g/(m)). For instance, the product in the
algebra U(gl(m)y) being pulled back to the algebra Sym(g/(m)) is called *-product
(induced from U(gl(m)3)). This product is often used in a quantization of dynamical
models (see [12]). In such models (for example, the Schrodinger one) the kinetic part
composed of momenta is classical but the usual product of coordinate functions is
replaced by the x-product.

Equivalently, these models can be treated in terms of the algebra U(gl(m)3) but
then the partial derivatives (momenta) of the kinetic part should be replaced by their
images with respect to the map «. Emphasize that these images are not subject
to any form of the Leibniz rule. However, if such a “derivative” acts on a totally
symmetrized element, the usual Leibniz rule can be applied.

Note that other methods of defining the map « (for instance, the Wick one) also
can be used. However, the way exhibited above (in fact, the Weyl quantization
method) gives rise to a G L (m)-covariant map.

By contrast to this method of defining analogs of partial derivatives on U(gl(m)z)
ours consists in modifying the Leibnitz rule. The modified Leibniz rule can be
realized via the coproduct defined on the partial derivatives as follows?3

A@) =0/ @1+1®0/ +1) 3] ®dF. @D
k

Hereafter, we use the notation 8{ = an, for the partial derivative in the element n‘]
J
Thus, we set by definition that

3 (n) = 8l57, (2.2)

i.e. this action is nothing but the pairing of the dual bases {n] } and {9 }. Besides, we
naturally assume the derivatives to be linear operators killing elements of the ground
field K which is assumed to be C or R depending on the context. Then, using the
coproduct (2.1), one can extend the action of the derivatives on polynomials in the
generators.

An equivalent form of the Leibniz rule, exhibited in [10], consists in the following.
Consider an associative product n/ o nfc = 8,£nf in the Lie algebra g/(m). Note that

3This form of the Leibniz rule was found by S.Meljanac and Z.Skoda.
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[n),nt] =nl o nf{ - nf{ onj. Then, in addition to (2.2), the action of a derivative

on a quadratic monomial in generators is defined as follows:
87 (nb n?) = 87 2y nd +nb 87 (n?) + 1 & (2 o n?).

In general, the action of a derivative 8{ on a p-th order monomial n{ll e nl] ;’ gives
rise to a sum of monomials whose order varies from zero (a constant term) to p — 1.
In this sum the (p — k)-th order component (1 < k < p) is composed from all
monomials, each of them being obtained by the pairing of 8{ and the o-product
of a subset of k elements from the initial monomial. Besides, the sum of all such
(p — k)-th order monomials has a multiplier #*~!. We illustrate this rule by an
example of a third order monomial:

0/ (nfyng ny) = 8] () nd my +nfy 8] () iy + nf n? 8] (n})
+ 1(3] (n4 o ndynk + 3/ (nb o nkyn? +nb 8] (nd onk))

+ hzaij(n]; o nf onfc).

Note that the partial derivatives commute with each other. Denote D the
unital algebra generated by the partial derivatives. It becomes a bi-algebra being
equipped with the coproduct defined on the generators by formula (2.1) and the
counit & : D — K defined in the usual way: it kills all generators 3/ and maps 1p
(the unit of D) into the unit of the field.

The above coproduct allows one to introduce the so-called permutation relations
between the partial derivatives and elements of the algebra &/ = U(gl(m)) by the
following rule

o/ @nt = )10k ®(3))2, where A@)) = (3))1 ® ()2

in Sweedler’s notation. Also, the notation > stands for the action of an operator on
an element. Explicitly these permutation relations read:

o @nt —nk @3 =618] 1u®1p + 71y ® (6] —3]8)).
These permutation relations can be presented in a matrix form as follows
DiPNyP—PN PD,=P+#h(DyP—P D). (2.3)

Here D = ||d} || and N = ||n] || are the matrices composed of the elements 9] and n]
respectively (the low index labels the lines) and A; = A ® I for any matrix A, [
being the unit matrix. Also, P stands for the matrix of the usual flip. Besides, we
omit the factors 1;;, 1p and the sign ®.

The algebra generated by two subalgebras U(g/(m);) and D, equipped with the
permutation relations (2.3), is called the Weyl algebra and is denoted W(U(gl(m)3).
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Note that for # = 0 we get the usual Weyl algebra generated by Sym(g/(m)) and the
usual partial derivatives in the generators*.

The above permutation relations have been obtained via a passage to a limit
q — 1inthe permutation relations for the modified Reflection Equation algebra under
assumption that the Hecke symmetry is a deformation of the usual flip. In general,
the permutation relations themselves can be used for introducing partial derivatives.
In order to define the action of a derivative 8{ on an element a € U(gl(m)z) one
proceeds as follows. One permutes the factors in the product 8{ ® a by means of the
permutation relations and applies the counit to the right factor of the final element
belonging to the tensor product U(gl(m)z) ® D. This counit to be usual: it kills all
monomials in the generators apart from constant ones and maps 1y (gi(m),) to 1xk.

Concluding this section, we resume that there are three ways of defining our
partial derivatives on the algebra U(g/(m)z). One of them is based on using the
coproduct (2.1), another one uses the product o in the algebra U(gl(m)3). The third
way is based on the related permutation relations. Similar ways also exist on the
enveloping algebras of the Lie super-algebras g/(m|n); and their “braided” analogs
related to involutive braidings (see [10]). In Section 4 we consider similar algebras
related to non-involutive (namely, Hecke type) braidings. For them the only way
based on permutation relations is known.

3. Partial derivatives on other enveloping algebras

The methods of defining partial derivatives on the algebra U(g/(m)z) should be
modified for other enveloping algebras. Consider some examples.

Let g5, be a Lie subalgebra of the Lie algebra gl/(m);. In general, the above
method of defining the partial derivatives via the product o fails since this product is
not well-defined in the subalgebra g;. As for the coproduct (2.1) or the permutation
relations (2.3), in general they cannot be restricted to the algebra U(gy,) (see example
below).

Nevertheless, the partial derivatives in elements of g; are well defined as
operators. To show this, we fix a complementary subspace W to g; that is
gl(m)y = gn & W as vector spaces. Then we chose a basis in the space g/(m)p
subordinated to the direct sum g, @ W (i.e. composed from some bases of g and W).
In the space generated by the partial derivatives we pass to the dual basis.

Let x; be an element of the chosen basis of gj. Then, on applying the derivative 9%
to a monomial composed of elements from g, we get a polynomial also possessing
this property though in the coproduct (2.1) presented in the new basis of g/(m) certain
external derivatives (i.e. derivatives in elements from W) enter.

Now, consider some subalgebras of the Lie algebra g/(2) or more precisely, of

4Physicists prefer to call this algebra the Heisenberg one.
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its compact form u(2)z. On fixing in the latter algebra the standard basis {z, x, y, z}
such that

.yl =hz, [y.z]=hx, [z.x]=hy, [t.x]=[ty]=][2]=0,

and taking in the dual space the basis d’, 0%, 07, 97, we get the following permutation
relations

h h h
t, t=1 oot t _ t=__x t _ t=__y
ddt—ta +28 dx—x0 28 dy—yad 28
8t2—28’=—éaz
2
h h h
X 9% — O ax X . X _ Poat ax . x _ " gz
0*t—t0 28 *x—x0 1+28 *y—yad 28

h

0 z—z =20
2

B h h
Pi—19 == Px—xd =0 P y—yd =140

2
00 z—2z0 ==0*
2
h h h
0%t —t0° = =0° “x —x0°=—=09" azy—yazz__ax
2 2 2

h
zZ, Z -1 _t‘
0°z—z0 +28

First, consider the Lie subalgebra su(2); C u(2)3. As follows from [7] for any
polynomial of the form f(x,y,z) = fi1(x) f2(y) f3(z) the action of the partial
derivative 0* is defined by

9 (f) = 2071 (B(f1) A(f2) A(f3) + A(f1) B(f2) B(f3)),

where
AN = 3 (F0=ih/D + fw+in/).
BUW) = S (f0=ih/2) = f@w+ih/2).

Note that though the quantity i = +/—1 enters these formulae, the result is real
provided f has real coefficients and # € R. Similar formulae are valid for the
derivatives 07, d*. Consequently, we have

*(f). 97 (f). °(f) € U(su(2)n).
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Definition 3.1. Let g be a Lie algebra and U(g) its enveloping algebra. Choose a
basis {x;}, ] <i < ming, and denote by cllf ; the structure constants of g in this basis.
Introduce an algebra WW(U(g)) generated by U(g) and a commutative algebra D with
generators 0! , 1 <1 < m, subject to the permutation relations

[0 x;] = —[x;.9'] = bl 0% + 65 3.1

We call the algebra YW(U(g)) the Weyl algebra if the Jacobi identity is valid for the
bracket '
[L]:A2(W) > WeK, W =g span(d'),

defined by the initial Lie bracket on g, by the trivial bracket on D and by the
bracket (3.1) on span(d’) ® g and on g ® span(d’).

Note that the Jacobi identity must be adapted to the case when the image of the
bracket belongs to W & K. In fact, we have only to satisfy the relations

El is j = s AL j El i1 A s

k pp _ pp 2k pp gk P _ 3P 1P
Ci jbpy = bixby —biybiy. ¢y =bi; —bj;.

Note that in virtue of the PBW theorem the graded algebra GrW(U(g)) is
canonically isomorphic to the commutative algebra generated by the elements x;
and 9/

It is straightforward checking that the algebra W(U(u(2)3)) is a Weyl algebra
in the sense of the above definition. However, an attempt to define a similar Weyl
algebra for the enveloping algebra U(su(2)3) as a quotient of W(U(u(2)3)) fails.
Indeed, it suffices to check that the relation

[0%, [x. yIl = [[8%. x]. y] — [[8%. y]. x]

fails, if we assume that 3 = 0. This example shows that in order to define the partial
derivatives on an enveloping algebra we have, in general, to consider the Weyl algebra
related to a larger Lie algebra.

It is not the case for the subalgebra g C u(2); generated by the elements ¢ and x.
This Lie algebra is commutative. So, its enveloping algebra coincides with Sym(g)
and the corresponding partial derivatives and the Weyl algebra can be defined in the
classical way. However, considering the subalgebra of W(U(u(2)3)) generated by
the elements ¢, x, 9", 0* we get another Weyl algebra corresponding to the same Lie
algebra g. Thus, we get two different Weyl algebras related to the algebra g.

In general, for the two-dimensional commutative Lie algebra the permutation
relations must be of the form

0t —10" =14 (a10" + b10%), 3'x —x0" = (20" + by3%),
0%t —10* = (c18’ + dlax), *x —x0* =1+ (Czat + dzax).
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It would be interesting to classify all possible families of constants a1, ..., d>
giving rise to the Weyl algebras on the two-dimensional commutative Lie algebra (as
well as on two-dimensional noncommutative one). Two examples above correspond
to the following families of these constants. In the classical case all constants are
trivial. In the other one nontrivial constants are: a1 = d; = —by = ¢ = ul

5
We get a little bit more general Weyl algebra by putting
by=ci=a,=0, ai=di=c

(here we do not impose any restriction on b5).

In conclusion, we want to mention the following fact. Though the way of
introducing the partial derivatives on an enveloping algebra via permutation relations
is not universal, it is apparently more general than that based on the coproduct defined
on the algebra D. This observation is also valid for braided algebras considered in
the next section. Thus, we have not succeeded in finding a coproduct corresponding
to the permutation relations (4.7).

4. Braided Weyl algebras and related de Rham complex

In this section we consider a braided analog of the enveloping algebra U(gl(m)z)
and differential calculus on it. By braided analog we mean the so-called Reflection
Equation (RE) algebra in its modified form. Let us recall the definition of this algebra.

Let V be a vector space over the ground field K and R : V®2 — V®2 be a linear
invertible operator satisfying the braid relation

Ris R23 R12 = Ra3 Ri2 Ra3

where R1p = R® I, Ry3 = I ® R and [ is the identity operator (in an equivalent
form it is also called the quantum Yang—Baxter equation). Such an operator R is
called a braiding. If a braiding R is subject to an additional condition

(R—gD(R+q7'1)=0, g€k,

it is called a Hecke symmetry provided g # 1 and an involutive symmetry provided
q = 1.

By modified Reflection Equation algebra we mean a unital algebra generated by
elements n{ , 1 <i,j < m, subject to the system of relations

RNi{RN; —NiRNiR=h(RN;—NiR), hekK 4.1)

where N = ||nl]|| and Ny = N ® I. We omit the term “modified” if # = 0. The
algebra (4.1) will be denoted N (¢, %) provided 7 # 0 or N (q) provided # = 0.
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Below we assume R to be a skew-invertible Hecke symmetry. This means that
there exists an operator ¥ : V' ®2 — V®2 guch that

TroR12W23 = TraWia Ro3 = Pis, 4.2)

where Tr stands for the usual trace, and indices label the spaces where the operators
act. In what follows we shall need the operators

B =TV, C =TrVs. (4.3)
As a direct consequence of the definition of the operator W we have
TriB1Rix =1, Tro,CoR12 = 1. 4.4)
The operator B is supposed to be invertible. Then, as was shown in [6],

m qm _ q—m

B-C=¢q2], TtB=TiC =¢q —.
q9—q

4.5)

Note, that the algebra (4.1) is filtered. We call it the quadratic-linear one since it
is defined by the quadratic-linear relations. We treat this algebra as a braided analog
of the enveloping algebra U(g/(m)3). Indeed, it is possible to define a braided Lie
bracket such that the modified RE algebra has the sense of the enveloping algebra of
the corresponding braided Lie algebra (see [8]). Furthermore, the algebra N (g, %)
has the following properties (see [6]):

1. If R comes from the quantum group (QG) Uy (sl (m)), the algebra N (¢, ) has
a good deformation property. This means that the homogeneous components A% (g),
k =0,1,2,..., of the algebra N (¢) have the classical dimensions, i.e.

dim N*(g) = dim U* (gI(m)3)

for any k and a generic ¢. Also, for the algebra N (g, %) there is a sort of the PBW
theorem ensuring that the associated graded algebra Gr (N (g,#)) is isomorphic
to N (g) (for a discussion on the PBW property see the next section).

2. This algebra can be equipped with a braided bi-algebra structure (see [7] for a
definition). This structure is determined by the usual counit and the coproduct such
that for # = 1 it has the form

A y=nl®@1+1&n] —(g—q")D nf@n].
k
However, similarly to super-algebras, the product of two such elements A(n{ )A(n i)

involves an operator transposing two middle factors in the product. This operator
results from the initial Hecke symmetry.



Derivatives in noncommutative calculus 1225

3. The category of finite dimensional representations of this algebra is similar
to that of U(g/(m)) or U(gl(m|n)) (depending on R), an analog of the adjoint
representation included.

4. The structure of the center of N(g,#) is similar to that of U(gl(m))
(or U(gl(m|n))).

5. If R comes from U, (sl(m)), the algebra N (g, &) is covariant with respect to

the action of this QG. In general, a similar property can be formulated via a coaction
of the RTT algebra on the algebra N (¢, ).

Note that if R is an involutive symmetry, the algebra N'(g,%) turns into the
enveloping algebra of a generalized Lie algebra, introduced by one of the authors in
the 80’s.

The point is that a braided analog of the partial derivatives can be introduced
on the algebra N (g, %) (first it was done in [7]). This enable us to define a braided
analog of the Weyl algebra corresponding to the algebra N/ (¢, #).

Definition 4.1. The braided Weyl algebra VW(N (¢, %)) is an associative unital algebra
generated by two subalgebras N (g, %) and D provided that the following conditions
are satisfied:

(1) As a vector space the algebra W(N (g, %)) is isomorphic to N (¢, %) ® D.

(2) The subalgebra D is generated by elements 8{ , 1 <i,j < m, subject to the
following relations

R'DiR°'D,—D,R'D;R7! =0, (4.6)
where D = ||8{|| and D; =D Q®I.

(3) The permutation relations between the generators nlj ,1 <i,j <m,of the
subalgebra AV (g, #) and the generators 9] of the subalgebra D are as follows

DiRN,R—RNR'D; =R +#4D;R. 4.7)

In the limit ¢ = 1 (provided that R is a deformation of the usual flip P) the
relations (4.6) turn into the commutativity conditions for the generators 8{ and the
equalities (4.7) turn into the permutation relations (2.3). Note that the relations (4.6)
and (4.7) have been introduced in [7].

Now, we want to give an operator meaning to the elements of the subalgebra D
since we intend to interpret the generators 81.] as analogs of partial derivatives. The
permutation relations (4.7) in the above Definition 4.1 allows one to define an action
of the subalgebra D on the subalgebra N (g, %) by the same method as above. More
precisely, we have to apply the counit with the same properties. On the level of
generators this action is as follows:

ol (n?) = 67 B, (4.8)

where || Bij || is the matrix of the operator B introduced in (4.3).
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Let us point out that this action gives a representation of the subalgebra D in
the algebra N'(q. 1), that is the action (4.8), extended on the whole algebra N (¢, )
via (4.7), respects the algebraic structure of N(g, /). In the classical limit g = 1 the
operator 9 turns into the usual partial derivative in n’}: dl =9/ Bn;.

Our next aim is to define the space of differential forms on the algebra N'(g, %)
and to introduce an analog of the de Rham operator on it. First of all, we need a
braided analog of the external algebra generated by the differentials d n{ . In the
classical case it is identified with the skew-symmetric algebra A (g/(m)). In our
current setting we define the corresponding analog /\ 4 by quotienting the free tensor

algebra, generated by the linear space span(d n{ ), over the ideal generated by the
matrix elements of the left hand side of the equality

Rix21 W90 + Q0,Q R} =0. (4.9)

Here as usual Q21 = 2 ® I and the matrix elements Ql] of the m x m matrix
Q=] Ql] || are the linear combinations of the differentials:

Q/ = (B™Yrdn], (4.10)

where the summation over the repeated index is understood. The symbol U stands
for the following operator

Wiy = W1 + (¢ — ¢~ ")g*" B, Ca.
Using the definitions and properties (4.2)—(4.5) one can easily verify that
TriW1a R = Pz = Try Wy R3) (4.11)

Below, we give a motivation for the definition (4.9) of the algebra /\ ..

Consider the product D, = /\, ®N (g, %) which is a right N'(¢, #)-module. In
order to convert this module into an associative algebra, we have to introduce some
permutation relations between the algebras /\ , and N(q,h). However, we do not
use this structure and shall consider the space D, as a one-sided N (¢, #)-module
only. Elements of this module are called braided differentials. Elements of the
right NV (g, #)-module ”D](; = /\’; ®N (g, h) are called braided k-differentials. Here,

as usual, /\]; stands for the k-th degree homogenous component of the quadratic
algebra A\ .
Now, define the braided analog of the de Rham operator d : ’D’; — @’; 1 Let

k
w=w® f [feNgh), 6006/\
q
be a k-differential: w € CD’(;. Then we set by definition:

do=ow® ) Q ®0,(f) Dkt (4.12)

i,J
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In fact, the map d consists in inserting the element Zi, j Ql] ® 83- inside of
the k-form @ with subsequent application of the partial derivatives to the element
f € N(q.,h). The following claim is the main motivation of our definition of the
algebra /\ ; via formula (4.9).

Proposition 4.2. The usual property d* = 0 holds.

Proof. First, let us recall some facts from the theory of monoidal categories. Let 2
be a monoidal rigid category of finite dimensional vector spaces and U be its
object. Let U™ be its right dual (see [2] for detail). This means that there exists
an evaluation map U ® U* — K and a coevaluation map K — U* ® U which
are in a sense coordinated. Let {u;} be a basis of U and {u’} be its right dual,
ie. (uj,u’) =§/. Then as follows from the definition, the coevaluation map is
generated by 1 — > uk @ ug.

Now, consider a subspace I C U®2, playing the role of skew-symmetric
subspace, and the quadratic algebra Sym(U) = T(U)/{I), playing the role of
the symmetric algebra of the space U. Also, consider the subspace I+ C (U*)®?
orthogonal to / with respect to the pairing

(x®y,zv)=(x,v){y.z), x,yeU, z,veU”*. (4.13)

The algebra A\(U*) = T(U*)/(I*) plays the role of the skew-symmetric algebra
of the space U*.
Let us form a complex

5: N whesym ) AU g sym 1),

where the map § is defined by

. . s . .
u' @ QU Qui ®---Quy, = Ul Q- @ulk ®Z(um®um)®uil®~--®u,~l.
m

Let us emphasize that the map & consists in introducing the unit 1 inside of the

product /\k U ® Syml (U) with subsequent applying the coevaluation operator to
the unit.

Lemma 4.3. The following property holds: §*> = 0.

Proof. In order to prove the lemma, we have to show that the element

S U @U@ ® . (4.14)

m,n

which corresponds to the operator § applied twice, vanishes in the product

2
A\U*) ® Sym*(U).
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Let {z;} be a basis of the subspace I C U®? and {;} be a basis of the subspace
I+ C (U*)®2. Let us complete the former basis up to a basis {z;,Z;} of the whole

space U®? and the latter one up to a basis {z%,27} of the space (U*)®? so that
the basis {z’, z/} be the right dual of that {z;,Z;}. Then the element (4.14) can be

presented as follows
Y ren+) /eI
i J

It is clear that this element vanishes in the product /\2(U *) ® Sym?(U).

Now, go back to the proposition. We treat the space span(&{ ) as an object U
from the above lemma and the space span(dn;) as its right dual U*. Besides, the
basis {Q/} (4.10) of the space U* is the right dual to {85{} with respect to the pairing

(D1,Q) = Pia or (3],QF) =576/ (4.15)

In fact, if we identify span(nfc) and span(dn f{) as linear spaces, this pairing is nothing
but the action of the partial derivatives on the generators of the RE algebra in the
spirit of the classical differential calculus. It is true in virtue of the definition of the
elements Q,f and formula (4.8).

The role of the subspace I C U ®? is played by the left hand side of (4.6), giving
rise to the RE algebra but with the braiding R~! instead of R. The only claim has
to be shown is that the left hand side of (4.9) is just /. In order to prove this, we
fix the basis X1 = R™!D;R™ Dy in the space U and that X}, = Q,VUQ R in the
space U *.

Lemma 4.4. The basis X7, is right dual to X1, that is (X12, X3,) = P13 Paa.
Proof. The claim of the lemma is verified by a direct calculation on the base of
(4.11), (4.13) and (4.15):
(X12, X3,) = (R73 D1 R} (D1, Q3) W34 Q3 R34)

= (R} D1R},, 014921 R14)P13

= Rl_lero(Ple_zl‘i’M(Do, Q1)) R4 P13

= Rl_lero(PmRl_zl‘i’14P01)R14P13

= Ry} Tro(Ryy Wo4) R1a P13

= Ry} P24R14P13 = Py Pys.

Introduce now two operators Q : U®? — U®2 and Q' : U®? — U®? defined
as follows

Q(R'DiR™'D))=D,R'D\R™'", Q(R'D;R"'D)=D;R'DR.
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Similar operators were considered in [9]. They were also used in the construction of
a differential calculus on a g-Minkowski space algebra in [14, 15]. It is easy to see
that Q and Q' commute with each other and satisfy the following relation

(I-0)I+0Q)=0.
Also, the subspace I C U®? defined by (4.6) can be written as follows
(I -0)R'D,R7'Dy) =0.
Whereas, the equation
I+ Q)R 'D\R'D))=0

defines the subspace of U ®2 which is complementary to /. In fact, the subspace 7+
is just (1 + Q'*)(U*)®2 where Q" stands for the conjugate operator to Q.

This shows that the spaces defined respectively by the left hand side of (4.6)
and (4.9) are orthogonal to each other>. The fact that they are maximal (i.e. the
latter space include all elements orthogonal to the former space) can be shown from
considering the dimensions of these spaces (first, for a generic ¢ with subsequent
passage to all g).

This completes constructing an analog of the de Rham complex corresponding to
the modified RE algebra. O

Remark 4.5. Note that we precise no way of completing either the basis of the
subspace I or that of the space /+. Nevertheless, there exists the “most natural”
choice to do so or, equivalently, to fix a complimentary subspace to [/ in the
space U®2. If the space I C U®? is defined by the left hand side of (4.1) then
we define its complementary subspace as

RN{RN; + N{RN,R7 L. (4.16)

The quotient of the tensor algebra of U over the ideal generated by this subspace is
often treated to be a braided analog of the skew-symmetric algebra of U (see [9]).

5. q-Witt algebra: deformation property

In this section we deal with the so-called g-Witt algebra (g is assumed to be generic).
This algebra is usually defined in the same way as the classical Witt algebra is but with

the g-derivative (1.1) instead of the usual one. Let us precise that d, (xk) = kqu -1
q"-1
q-1 "

k € Z. Hereafter, we use the notation m, =

5This can be also verified by a direct calculation, similar to that in the proof of Lemma 4.4.
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Note that the Leibniz rule for the g-derivative reads

g (f(X)g(x)) = (9 f(x))g(x) + f(gx)0gg(x). (5.1)
whereas its permutation relation with the generator x is:
dgx —qxdg =1. (5.2)

Below, we do not use the Leibniz rule (5.1) (see remark at the end of the section).
Now, similarly to the usual Witt algebra, consider the operators

e = xkt+1 g, keZ
acting on the algebra KK[x, x ~!]. These operators act on the elements x! as follows
ex(xh) = ly ko 1ey
and are subject to the relations
q"emen —q" enem — (0 + 1)g — (m + 1)g)emsn = 0. (5.3)

These relations are usually considered (see [11] and the references therein) as a
motivation for introducing the following “q-Lie bracket”

UQU - U: epy®ept>lem.en] =((n+1)g—(m+1)g)emsin, (5.4)

where U = span(ey) is the space of all finite linear combinations of the elements ey.
Then by q-Witt algebra one means the space U endowed with the g-Lie bracket (5.4),
which is assumed, of course to be a bilinear operator. We denote this g-Witt
algebra W,. Its enveloping algebra U()V,) is defined to be the quotient of the
free tensor algebra of the space U over the ideal generated by the left hand side
of (5.3).

Emphasize that the bracket (5.4) is well-defined on the whole space U ®2. This
bracket has the following properties:

(1) The “g-skew-symmetry”:
[em. en]l = —[en. eml:
(2) The “g-Jacobi relation™:
(1 +¢")lex. ler. eml] + (1 + ¢")ler. lem. exl] + (1 + ¢™)lem. [ex. er]] = 0.

The first relation entails the element e, ® e, + e, ® e, to be sent to zero by the
bracket. Consequently, we have two subspaces in the space U ®2

Iy = span(e,, ® e, + €, @ ep),

m+1 (5’5)

I- =1 = span(q em & ey _qn+len ® em),

which are analogs of symmetric and skew-symmetric subspaces (in fact, the
symmetric one is classical).
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Below, we deal with the PBW theorem in the form suggested in [16]. Namely,
let U be a finite dimensional vector space over the field K and I/ C U®? be a
subspace. Consider an operator [ , | : I — U satisfying two conditions

M [ Tiz=[.]s: IQUNOURI —I;
@) []o(Liz=[:]3): I®@UNURI -0,
where [, ]i12=[,]® 1, [,]23 =1 ®]|,], I is the identity operator and o means
the composition of the maps. (Below, we omit this symbol.)
If, in addition, the quadratic algebra A = T'(U)/(I} is Koszul then the associated

graded algebra Gr A ] where A 1 = T(U)/(I — [, ]I) is canonically isomorphic
to A. Here (I) stands for the ideal generated by a set / and by I — [, |/ we mean
the family of elements u — [, Ju, u € I.

This is just the PBW theorem under the form of [16]. Below, the call the both
conditions listed above the Jacobi-PP condition.

Emphasize that the subspace / ® U (YU ® I C U®3 is an analog of the space
of third degree skew-symmetric elements. Note, that the bracket is defined only on
the subspace 7. Thus, the first of the above conditions (which means that the bracket
maps I ® U (U ® I into ) ensures a possibility to apply the bracket once more.

Let us also show that the first condition above (without assuming the algebra
T(U)/{I) to be Koszul) is necessary for the canonical isomorphism. Consider the
element

([ li2—1.123)Z, (5.6)

where Z is an arbitrary element belonging to / ® U (\U ® I. Since the element
Z — Z equals to 0 in the algebra A j, its image under replacing factors from
I ® U (resp., U ® I) by the terms [, |12Z (resp., [, |23Z) is also trivial in the
algebra A . If nevertheless, the term (5.6) does not belong to /, we have that there
is an element which is trivial in Gr.A[ j and is nontrivial in 4. Consequently, the
canonical isomorphism of the algebras Gr.A;,j and A does not exist.

Remark 5.1. Note that to describe the space /@ = I @ UNU ® I c U®3
explicitly is not an easy deal in general. However, if the subspace I C U®? is
generated by elements of the form

eiej —c(i,jlejei, c(i,j)#0 Vi, j (5.7)

the space 13 is easy to describe. First, consider the case dim U = 3. Let {x, y, z}
be a basis of the space U. We set

I = span(xy —ayx, yz —bzy, zx —cxz), abc #0.
Then the space / ®) is one-dimensional and is generated by the following element
Z(x,y,z) =c(xy —ayx)z +a(yz —bzy)x + b(zx —cxz)y
=bz(xy —ayx) +cx(yz—bzy) +ay(zx —cxz). (5.8)

Ifdim U > 3, the space [ G js generated by all elements Z (e, e;, e;,), each of them
being associated with a triple e, e;, es,.
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Now, go back to the g-Witt algebra. This algebra is infinite dimensional. However,
if by U we mean all finite linear combinations of the generators {e; }, and by U ®¥ we
also mean the finite linear combinations of ¢;; ® e;, ® --- ® e;,, then we can extend
our reasoning to this case.

Namely, denote the vector space of finite linear combinations of elements
g*tlere; — g'*lej e by I and consider an element Z € 1 @ U (U ® I of
the following form (we omit the sign ® between the elements ey ):

Z =g (g erem — g emener + 4" (qmaremer — g
k+1+2
+ 4 (qrrrerer —q
1 2(k+1 1 1
exer —q' T erer) + 7 Ve (g erem — g™ emer)
+ ¢ Ve (g emer — qF erem).

k+1
Hlegem)er

1+1
Herer)em

2(m+1) k+1

=q em(q

Compute the images of this element under the maps [, ]12 and [, ]»3 correspondingly.
We have

[ 112Z = ¢" T2 ((m + Dg — (I + 1)g)erymex
+ "2 (ke + 1)y — (m + 1)g)emsrer
+ g2+ g — (k + )g)extiem,
[ 123Z = *™ V(1 + 1)y — (k + Dg)emerti
+ 2 D ((m + 1)g — (L + Dg)exerim
+ > (((k + g — (m + Dg)eremr.

Let us assume that the numbers &, [, m, k 4+ [, k +m and [ 4+ m are pairwise distinct.
Then the difference [, |12Z — [, ]23Z belongs to [ iff it is so for the element

" gm T (m+1) g =+ D g)ersmer —q* TV (m+1)g— 1 +1)g)exertm (5.9)

and for two similar elements obtained by cyclic permutations k — [ — m. However,
it is evident that for a generic ¢ the element (5.9) does not belong to I since the
two-dimensional vector

@ g™ + g — (L4 D). —g*F D ((m + 1)g — (1 + 1))

composed of the coefficients of the element (5.9) is not collinear to the vector
("t +1, —gk+1) unless k = 0.

Thus, the first of the above conditions is not satisfied. Consequently, the algebra
Gr(U(W,)) is not isomorphic to T(U)/(qg* T ere; — g Tlesey).

Remark 5.2. If we introduce a parameter # as a multiplier in the right hand side of
the bracket (5.4) of the g-Witt algebra we get a two parametric analog of the usual Witt
algebra. On putting 7 = 0 we get a quadratic algebra T(U)/(¢* T 'exe; —q' T leser)
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which possesses a good deformation property. Since this quadratic algebra is infinite
dimensional, we should precise the meaning of this property. The ordered monomials

ellclelzcz...elkl, k1+k2+'+kl=k
form a basis of its k-th degree homogeneous component. It can be considered as a
quantization of the corresponding Poisson structure defined by

tex.ery = (I —k)egey.

Nevertheless, the algebra U(W,) is not a two-parameter quantization of a Poisson
pencil. This is due to the fact that the passage from the mentioned quadratic algebra
to its filtered (quadratic-linear) analog is not a deformation.

In a similar way we can introduce another analog of the Witt algebra, called #-Witt
one. In its construction the usual derivative is replaced by its difference analog (1.2).
The permutation relation with x reads

opx —x0; = 1 + hop.

Note that the algebra generated by x and dj is a Weyl algebra but it is not so for the
algebra generated by x and d,. (However, it is a Weyl algebra in the sense of a more
general definition exhibited in the next section.)

Now, consider operators e; = ekxdy k € Z acting onto the space of real
continuous functions. Using the permutation relation

ikh_l

ikx _  ikGeth) g ¢ -

oy e

we get the following:

ilh _ pikh
eikh e _ Lilk _
kel —ene e =~ Chyl.
So, denoting g = e’ we can see that the difference of this structure from that
described above is unessential.
Also, it is tempting to introduce an #-analog of the Lie bracket by putting

oilh _ pikh

[ekvel] = T €k+1-

Finally, for the reason presented above, the PBW theorem in the enveloping algebra
of this “generalized Lie algebra” fails. The detail is left to the reader.

Two above analogs of the usual derivatives being put together give rise to a
(g, h)-counterpart of the derivatives defined by

Slgx +h)— f(x)
(g—Dx+h

Ig.n(f(x)) =
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This (g, k)-derivative have the following permutation relation with x:
g X —qx0gp =1+ hdgp.

Note that this (g, #)-derivative can be deduced from the g-derivative via the change
of the generator x — x + %1

Also, note that besides the above analogs of the usual derivative, there are their
slight modifications

flgx)— f(g %)
(¢ —q Hx

f+m - flx—n)

SO =

9 (f(x)) =
These operators do not give rise to any Weyl algebra on the function space in one
variable. Nevertheless, the operator 03 appears in the frameworks of the Weyl algebra
W(U(u(2)3)) and its commutative subalgebra considered in Section 3.

We complete this section by the following observation. The g-Witt algebra
contains a subalgebra looking like the enveloping algebra of the Lie algebra sI(2).
Namely, consider the subalgebra generated by three elements e_; = 04, €9 = x04
and e; = xzaq. They are subject to the following relations

€_1€0 —(qdépe—1 = e—q,
e_te1 —qere— = (1 +q) e, (5.10)

e€p€1 —(qereg = eq.

This quadratic-linear algebra was considered in [13] in the frameworks of the
so-called Hom-Lie algebras. This notion is based on the modified Leibniz rule (5.1).
In a similar manner the notions of Hom-associative algebras, Hom—Poisson algebras
etc., were introduced. Emphasize that the enveloping algebra of a Hom-Lie algebra
is not an associative one but Hom-associative. By contrast, our approach is based
only on the permutation relations between derivative(s) and generator(s) of a given
algebra. Thus, the algebra defined by the relations (5.10) is a usual associative
algebra. We claim that this algebra has the good deformation property. This property
will be proven in the next section for a larger family of quadratic-linear algebras.

6. Other roles and forms of Jacobi condition for quadratic-linear algebras

In the previous section we presented a form of the Jacobi condition, which is
useful for proving or denying the PBW property of a given quadratic-linear algebra.
Nevertheless, if such an object is the enveloping algebra of a Lie algebra, the Jacobi
condition enables one to construct the adjoint representation of this object. Besides,
the construction of the Chevalley—Eilenberg complex associated with this Lie algebra
is mainly based on the Jacobi identity.
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Below, we discuss other forms the Jacobi condition which are useful for
generalizing the notions of the adjoint representation and the Chevalley—Eilenberg
complex for quadratic-linear algebras. However, first we give some examples of such
algebras subject to Jacobi-PP condition.

Let again U be a three dimensional space and {x, y, z} be its basis. Consider the
quadratic-linear algebra generated by these generators subject to the relations

xy—ayx—101 =0, yz—bzy—I1,=0, zx—cxz—13=0,

where a, b, ¢ € K are nontrivial constant and [y, /5, /3 are some elements of U. As
usual, we also consider the corresponding quadratic algebra which is obtained by
setting [ =1, =13 =0.

It would be interesting to classify all families (a, b, c,[1,/2,/3) such that the
Jacobi-PP condition for the corresponding quadratic-linear algebras would be valid.
We restrict ourselves to two particular cases.

The first case is s/(2) like. We assume that

lh=kx, L=lz, l3=my, kil mekK, kim+#O0.

It is easy to see that the Jacobi-PP condition is valid iff » = a and [ = k. Thus, the
relations on the generators of the corresponding algebra become

xy—ayx =kx, yz—azy =kz, zx —cxz = my. (6.1)

This algebra can be treated as a multiparameter deformation of the commutative
algebra Sym(U ). It can be easily seen that the algebra defined by (5.10) is a particular
case of the family (6.1). Indeed, by identifyinge_; = x,e9 = y,e; = z we get(5.10)
if in (6.1) we put
a=q, c=q7% m=—(q"+47.
Since the quadratic algebra corresponding to the quadratic-linear algebra defined
by (6.1) is Koszul, the latter algebra meets the PBW property.
The second case is su(2) like. We assume that

Lh=kz, Ih=Ix, lz3=my, kil mekK, klm#0.

The Jacobi-PP condition is fulfilled iff a = b = c¢. Also, by a change of a basis
(over the field K = C) we can get that k =/ = m = 1. Thus, we assume that the
generators are bound by the following relations

Xy —ayx =z, yz—azy ==x, IX—axzi=y. (6.2)

Since the corresponding quadratic algebra is Koszul, we conclude that the algebra
defined by (6.2) has the good deformation property. Thus, by introducing a
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parameter % in front of the right hand side, we get a two parameter deformation
of the same algebra Sym(U ).

Now, we pass to considering other forms of the Jacobi condition. Consider a
quadratic algebra A = T'(U)/(I), I C U®? and a quadratic-linear one A[ ] (we use
the notations of the previous section). Assume that the Jacobi-PP condition for the
bracket [, ] : I — U is valid. However, this condition cannot be written in the form

LI le=0101s on I®=I0U(USI, 6.3)

because the images of the operators [, ]12 and [, ]»3 acting on I do not belong in
general to I (but their difference does by assumption). Thus, the sides of (6.3) are
not well defined separately.

In order to make this object more similar to a usual Lie algebra we assume that
in the space U®? there is a complementary subspace I (playing the role of the
symmetric subspace) where the bracket acts trivially. Consequently, the bracket
becomes well defined on the whole space U ®2. Thus, we have the following data
(U, I1,14,[,]: U® — U) with complementary subspaces I @ I+ = U®? and
such that the image of the subspace /4 under the map [, ] is trivial. Thus, the both
sides of (6.3) are well defined.

Definition 6.1. We say that the data (U, I, I4,[, ] : U®? — U) meets the strong
Jacobi condition if the Jacobi-PP condition is valid for the corresponding quadratic-
linear algebra, and the both sides of (6.3) are trivial.

Note that the strong Jacobi identity enables us to define an analog of the Chevalley—
Eilenberg complex composed of the terms

1% = [eUeED MUeIeU®* ™ .. US*Vereu (UStDer

with the differential d = [, ];2. The relation d? = 0 follows immediately from the
fact that [, ][, ]12 = 0. Observe that the subspaces I ®) C U®* are analogs of the
spaces of skew-symmetric elements. Also, observe that the result of applying the
usual Chevalley-FEilenberg operator and thatd = [, |12 to a skew-symmetric element
differ by a nontrivial factor. Thus, our complex can be considered as a generalization
of the Chevalley—Eilenberg one.

Now, we go back to the above examples and examine the problem: whether the
corresponding algebras can be completed with convenient subspaces I+ C U ®? such
that the new data (U, I, I4,[, ] : U®? — U) meets the strong Jacobi condition.

First, consider the s/(2) like algebra. By a straightforward computation it is
possible to check that the strong Jacobi condition is met if /. contains the elements y?
and cxz + azx.

As for the su(2) like algebra, we have that the strong Jacobi identity is valid for the
data (U, I,14,[.,]: U®? — U) iff the subspace I contains the term x2 + y2 4 z2.
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In particular, we can put

2

I. =span(x?, y2, 2%, xy +ayx, yz4+azy, zx+axz), ackK, a#0. (64)

Let us discuss now a form of the Jacobi condition for quadratic-linear algebras
enabling us to construct an analog of the adjoint representation.
Definition 6.2. We say that the data (U, I, I+,[, ] : U®? — U) with complemen-
tary I and /4, suchthat[, /4 = 0, is an almost Lie algebra, if there exists a nontrivial
number p € K such that the map p [, | defines left and right representations of the
quadratic-linear algebra

T/ =1.11). (6.5)

Explicitly, this condition means that
LI Tiz2=p0. 1l ]23 onI ®U (6.6)
and [LI. 23 =p[ [, T2 onUI. (6.7)

Also, emphasize that for the enveloping algebra of a Lie algebra the normalizing
factor p equals 2 since, if we define the bracket [, | from the system

[ ®@x; —x; ®@xi) = cfxe, [ ] ®x; +x; ®x;) =0,

we get a half of the usual Lie bracket. In general, the factor p has to be found.

Let us turn to the above examples and look for the values of the parameters
entering the defining relations of these algebras such that these algebras acquire
almost Lie algebra structures.

First, consider the su(2) like algebra. Let us assume that the subspace [ is given
by (6.4). Then we get a bracket defined on the whole space U®? and having the
following multiplication table

az —Zz
[x.x] =0, [x.y]=—., [.x]=—, cp
Y Y

where y = a + «.
Now, we are able to define the left action (denoted 1) of the space U onto itself
which is multiple (with the factor p) of the above bracket action. We have

oz —
x>x =0, x>y=—p , xpz=_2

14
and so on.

Thus, we can represent x,y and z as operators acting in the space U =
span(x, y, z). We want to classify families of parameters such that the relation (6.6)
is satisfied. Straightforward computing implies the following relations on the
parameters a, o and p:

p=ay, ad’p=y, y=a+a.
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Treating o as an independent parameter we can express other parameters in terms
of a:

a=a3, Y =a+a, p =a’ +a 2
It is easy to see that the same parameters are convenient for the relation (6.7). Thus,
we get a family of almost Lie algebra structures, parameterized by «.

Note that the family of the data satisfying the strong Jacobi condition is larger
than this family since the parameters a entering (6.2) and o entering (6.4) are not
related.

Now, pass to the s/(2) type algebra. We assume that the subspace /4 has the
following form

I+ = span(x?, y2, z2, xy + ayx, yz + Bzy, zx + Bxy).

By a change of the basis we can get k = 1,/ = 2 (see (6.1)). By tedious but straight-
forward computations it can be shown that the data (U,1,14,[,]: U®? — U)
determines an almost Lie structure iff a = b = o = = 1, p = 2, i.e. when
it corresponds to the usual s/(2) Lie structure.

Other examples interesting from the viewpoint of the different forms of the Jacobi
condition arise from braidings. In the early 80’s one of the authors (D.G.) introduced
the notion of generalized Lie algebras associated with involutive symmetries
(see [3,4]). A gl(m) type example can be constructed as follows.

Let R : V®2 — V®2 be a skew-invertible (see Section 4) involutive symmetry.
Then it can be extended up to an involutive symmetry

REna : End(V)®? — End(V)®2.

Besides, in the space End(}) there is a usual product (composition) of endomor-
phisms
End(V)> X,Y — X oY € End(V).

Introduce the following bracket
[,]: End(V)®? = End(V), [X.Y]=XoY —oRgu(X.,Y).
Consider the quadratic-linear algebra defined by the relations
Xi X;j — Rena(Xi, Xj) = [X;, X|] (6.8)

where {X; } is a basis of the space End(}"). We claim that for this filtered algebra the
Jacobi-PP condition is valid. Moreover, the corresponding quadratic algebra

T(End(V))/(1),

where I = span(X; X; — Rgnq(X;, X;)) is Koszul. This ensures the PBW property
for the algebra defined by (6.8).
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In contrast with the above examples where the bracket was only defined on a
subspace I C U®2, now we have defined this bracket on the whole space U ®2,
U = End(V). Consequently, we have no ambiguity in choosing of the subspace 7.
Namely, we have

I+ = span(X; X; + Rgna(Xi, X;)).

It is not difficult to see that the bracket above acts on this space trivially. We claim
that for the data (U, I, I,,[, ] : U®? — U) the strong Jacobi identity is also valid.
Moreover, this data defines an almost Lie algebra structure with p = 1.

Remark 6.3. Here p = 1 since [, ](X; ® X; — Rgna(Xi. X;)) = 2[X;, X;]. Also
note that for the Jacobi-PP condition, as well as for the strong Jacobi condition, the
normalizing factor p does not matter.

If R is a skew-invertible Hecke symmetry, a similar construction mutatis mutandis
can be also defined. Without going into detail, we only give an explicit form of the
subspaces I, I, C U®? where U = End(V'). Namely, / is spanned by the entries of
the left hand side matrix from (4.1) and /4 is spanned by those of the matrix (4.16).
Also, we assume that the corresponding bracket maps each entry of the left hand
side matrix from (4.1) to the corresponding entry of the right hand side matrix and is
trivial on the subspace 7. We claim that the corresponding quadratic-linear algebra
(which is nothing but the modified RE algebra) meets the Jacobi-PP condition. Also,
for a generic g the PBW property is valid in it (see [5,6]). Besides, the corresponding
data (U, 1,14,[,]: U®? — U) defines an almost Lie algebra structure. However,
we do not know whether the strong Jacobi condition is valid for this data.

Now, we want to discuss a possible generalization of the notion of the Weyl
algebra from Section 3 to quadratic-linear algebras.

Let U be a finite-dimensional vector space with a basis {x;}. As usual, consider
a quadratic algebra A = T(U)/(I), where I is a subspace of U ®?, and introduce
its quadratic-linear counterpart A 1 = T(U)/(I —[,]I), where[,]: I - Uisa
linear map (called bracket). Also, consider the quadratic algebra B = T(U*)/(J)
where J C (U*)®2. Let 8 be the basis of the space U*, dual to the basis {x;}:
(0", x;) = 8 . Let some permutation relations of the form

ox; — et = bl ok + 6 (6.9)

be given. The space spanned by the left hand side of these elements will be denoted K.
Assume that these permutation relations are compatible with the algebras .4 jand B,
i.e. modulo these permutation relations any element of the product B ® A[ j can be
converted into an element of A; ; ® B. Then the product B ® Aj ] can be equipped
with an associative algebra structure.

Definition 6.4. This associative algebra is called the Weyl algebra on the algebra Aj ;.

Practically, a verification of the fact that the permutation relations (6.9) are
compatible with the structures of the algebras A j and B (i.e. that they preserve the
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ideals generated by defining relations) should be done via the Jacobi condition in the
form of [1], which is a generalization of the Jacobi-PP one. Namely, this condition
must be applied to the subspace

I®J®KCUea@U*®?

endowed with the bracket, which equals [, ] on /, trivial on J and defined by (6.9)
on K.

Note, that the Weyl algebras introduced in Section 3 and the braided Weyl algebra
from Section 4 are covered by this definition. In the latter case we have to change
the dual basis in the space spanned by the partial derivatives. Our last definition also
covers the algebra defined by (5.2). In this case the subspaces I and J are trivial
and K is generated by the left hand side of (5.2).

Completing the paper, we want to observe the following. Let A and B3 be two
unital associative algebras and there is a representation 5® A — A of the algebra 5.
If the algebra 3 has a bi-algebra structure (may be braided) then it is possible to
define permutation relations

BA—-ARQB

via the method exhibited above. Inversely, if the algebra B is endowed with a counit
only and the algebras are equipped with some permutation relations, it is possible to
define an action of B onto .4 (i.e. a representation of of 3 in .4). However in general,
we cannot find an appropriate coproduct in the algebra B. It is just the case of the
braided Weyl algebra from Section 4.
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