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Abstract: It is shown that compact quantum groups containing torus subgroups can
be deformed into new compact quantum groups under Rieffel’s quantization. This
is applied to showing that the two classes of compact quantum groups K and K,
studied by Levendorkii and Soibelman are strict deformation quantization of each
other, and that the quantum groups A, (m) have many deformations.

1. Introduction

This paper answers in the affirmative the following two questions of Rieffel’s: (1)
Are Drinfeld’s algebraic twistings K ' of the quantum groups K, as studied in [20,
12, 13], strict deformation quantizations of K,? (2) Can the quantum groups A, (m)
constructed in [25, 26] be deformed? The key to answering these questions is a result,
in the spirit of [17], on deformations of arbitrary compact quantum groups (instead
of only compact groups as treated there). We believe this result is of interest in its
own right.

We now describe the results of this paper in more detail. Let A be a Woronowicz
Hopf C*-algebra in the sense of [30, 2, 25, 26], whose coproduct is denoted by &.
We will also call it a compact quantum group, referring to its dual object (cf. [26]).
Suppose that the quantum group A has an abelian Lie subgroup 7'. This means that
there is a surjective C*-algebra homomorphism 7 from A to C(T') preserving the
coproducts (see [25, 26]). For any element h in 7', denote by E}, the corresponding
evaluation functional on C(T’). Assume that 7 is a continuous homomorphism from a
vector space Lie group IR™ to 7', where 7 is allowed to be different from the dimension
of T. Define an action o of R? := R™ x R™ on the C*-algebra A as follows:

As,u) = An(s)Pr(uw)-
In the above,
Ans) = (BT @1d)P,  py) = (1d @ Eyuym)P,

where id is the identity map on A. For any skew-symmetric operator S on R™, one
may apply Rieffel’s quantization procedure [16] for the action o above to obtain a
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deformed C*-algebra A;, where J =S @ (—S). The family A,; (h € R) is a strict
deformation quantization of A (see Chapter 9 of [16]). Our main result for answering
Rieffel’s questions is the following theorem.

1.1. Theorem. (See 3.9) The deformation A is also a compact quantum group (namely
Woronowicz Hopf C*-algebra) containing T as a (quantum) subgroup; Ay is a com-
pact matrix quantum group if and only if A is.

The construction of the action « above is a rather straightforward reformulation,
in the general compact quantum group setting, of the construction of [17], where
Rieffel deals with only compact groups. The theorem above is a generalization of the
main theorem in the paper cited above. However, the proof of the above theorem is
quite different from the proof of the corresponding theorem in [17]. In [17], Rieffel
works with the algebra of smooth functions on the undeformed compact Lie group to
obtain the coproduct on the deformed algebra, which is remarkable in that it gives the
first example of a deformation quantization of the entire algebra of smooth functions
on a smooth manifold. In the present setting, since it is not clear what it should mean
by “the algebra of smooth functions on a compact (matrix) quantum group,” we work
with the Krein algebra .4 of A (in the sense of [25, 28]) to obtain the quantum group
structure on A ;. We refer the reader to [18] for a generalization of the construction
in [17] to the case of non-compact Lie groups, and to [10, 5] for deformations of
non-compact Lie groups by using techniques that are different from those used by
Rieffel (See also [11]).

Using the construction of the Drinfeld-Jimbo quantum groups [4, 8], Levendorskii
and Soibelman introduced two families of compact quantum groups K, and K for
each simple compact Lie group K [20, 12, 13]. The maximal torus T" of K is still a
subgroup of both the quantum groups K, and K. Applying the construction above
(with an appropriate skew-symmetric operator S), we have the following result, which
answers Rieffel’s first question.

1.2. Theorem. (See 4.2) The compact quantum groups K, and K§' are strict defor-
mation quantization of each other in the sense of Rieffel [16].

Applying the above construction to the quantum groups A,(m) constructed in
[26] (since they contain many abelian Lie subgroups) yields an answer to Rieffel’s
second question.

1.3. Theorem. (See 5.1) The quantum groups A,(m) can be deformed under Rief-
fel’s quantization. The deformed quantum groups A, (m)j are quantum subgroups of
Ay(m). The quantum groups constructed in [17] are quantum subgroups of A,(m)y
for suitable m.

The author would like to thank Professor Marc Rieffel for drawing his attention
to the problems in this paper, and for helpful discussions.

2. Preliminaries

For convenience of the reader, we recall in this section some basic definitions. For
use in later sections of this paper, we also collect a few elementary results concerning
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actions of groups on Hopf C*-algebras. For a positive integer d, My = B(C?%) denotes
the C'*-algebra of d x d matrices over the complex numbers C.

2.1. Definition. (cf. [30, 2, 25, 26]) A Woronowicz Hopf C*-algebra (or a compact
quantum group) is a unital C*-algebra A together with a dense *-subalgebra .4
generated by ufj (where p € N and i,j € {1,...,d,}, and N is an indexing set),
a C*-homomorphism ® : A — A ® A, and a linear algebra-antihomomorphism
K : A — A, such that,

(1) The matrix uP = (ufj) is a unitary (or equivalently, an invertible) element of
Mdp ® A, for all p € N;

(2) ForpeN, andi,j € {1,...,dy}, D(uf)) = Y uf, @ uf ;

(3) Fora € .4, and p € N, k(k(a*)*) = a, and (id ® K)(uP) = (uP) ™.

We denote the above Woronowicz Hopf C*-algebra simply by A. For a Woronow-
icz Hopf C*-algebra A, we will also call it a compact quantum group, referring to
its dual object G, as in the case of a compact group G with Woronowicz Hopf C*-
algebra A = C(G) (cf. [25, 26]). The algebra .-% is the generic example of Krein
algebras [28, 25].

2.2. Let A and B be compact quantum groups. A homoemorphism from the quantum
group B to the quantum group A is defined to be a unital C*-algebra homomorphism
from A to B that preserves the coproducts. The quantum group B is called an em-
bedded quantum subgroup (or simply quantum subgroup) of A if there exists a
surjective C*-algebra homomorphism from A to B that preserves the coproducts (cf
[25, 26]).

2.3. We define a Hopf C*-algebra (see e.g. [2]) to be a C*-algebra A (unital
or not) such that there is a nondegenerate (see [2]) C*-algebra homomorphism ®
from A to the multiplier algebra M(A ® A) satisfying the coassociativity condition:
(id @ D) = (P ® id)D.

A left invariant mean (resp. right invariant mean) on a Hopf C*-algebra A is
defined to be a state ¢ on A that satisfies

WY @PP=¢ (resp. (pRYP)P =)

for any state ¢ on A. If ¢ is both a left and right invariant mean, we simply call it an
invariant mean.

On every compact quantum group, there exists a unique invariant mean, which is
called the Haar measure of the quantum group ([30, 25, 26, 23]).

2.4. Notation. In the following, let A be a compact quantum group such that the space
X (A) of non-zero *-homomorphisms from A to the algebra C of complex numbers
is non-empty. Then X (A) is a compact group, and it is a compact Lie group if A is
a compact matrix quantum group in the sense of [30]. Consequently the counit of A
is continuous. The group X (A) is called the maximal subgroup of A (see the end
of Sect. 2 of [26]).

Let z,y € X(A). Define endomorphisms Az, p, of the C*-algebra A by

Ao = (Bpor ®id)D, py, = (id ® E,)®,

where E, is identified with the homomorphism z from A to C and z~! is the inverse
of = in the group X (A). In the notation of [30] (see near the end of Sect. 1 there),
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Az(a) = ax By, py(a) = Ey *a

for a € A. Since A is a bimodule over the algebra A* of continuous functionals of
A (in the sense of Sect. 1.2.4 of [25]) and X (A) is a group, we see that both A,
and p, are automorphisms of the C*-algebra A commuting with each other, and that
x — Ay and y — p,, define strongly continuous actions of the compact group X (A4)
on A. In other words, we have C*-dynamical systems (A, X(A), A) and (4, X (A4), p).
The actions A and p clearly commute with each other.

2.5. Proposition. Let x € X (A), and let (ar;) be a finite dimensional representation
of the quantum group A (not to be confused with the representation of the algebra A).
Then Az(a;;) (resp. pg(aij)) is a linear combination of the coefficients ay; (resp. a;),
with k (resp. 1) varying.

Proof. The proof follows from unraveling the definitions of the actions A and p, using
D(aij) = D) ik @ Ay Q.ED.

2.6. Proposition. We have (id @ A\,)® = (p—, @ id)® for any x € X (A).
Proof. This follows immediately from the coassociativity of &. Q.E.D.

2.7. Proposition. We have the equalities
DA, = (A ®id)P, Pp, = (1d® pg)P,
for any © € X(A).

Proof. Let (a;;) be any finite dimensional representation of the quantum group A, so
gZs(aij) = Zk ik @ A;- Then

PA(ai;) = Y (Bpmr ®id @ id)aik @ g ® az;)
ki
(Bpr @ id @ id)(® @ id)P(ai;)
(By-1 @ 1d)® ® id)P(a;;5) = (A @ id)P(aiy).
From this we see that @)\, = (\; ® id)P.
Similarly we have ®p, = (id ® p,)®P. Q.E.D.

2.8. Proposition. The equalities
Ack = KPz,  Pak = KAz

are valid as maps on . for any x € X(A).

Proof. Since E_ -1k = E,, using @k = o(k @ k)P (see [30, 25]), we have
(Ep—1 ®id)Pk = (By-1 Q id)o(k ® k)D
(dR E,-1) (k@ K)P =(kQ FE,1k)D

Kk(id @ Ep)P = Kpy,

Azk

where o is the flip map on A® A sending a®b to b®a. Similarly, we have p,k = KA.
Q.E.D.



Deformations of Quantum Groups 751

2.9. Remark. We note that the actions A and p preserve the Haar measure of the
quantum group. This is an immediate consequence of the definition of these actions
and invariance properties of the Haar measure.

2.10. If A is a (not necessarily unital) Hopf C*-algebra such that the space X(A)
of non-zero *-homomorphisms from A to C is non-empty, then X (A) is a locally
compact semi-group, and the observations in 2.4, 2.6, 2.9 are still valid if we replace
X(A) by a subgroup of X(A), and 2.7 and 2.8 are also valid for x in subgroups of
X(A) if A has a continuous antipodal map.

2.11. Deformation quantization by actions of R%. We briefly recall Rieffel’s defor-
mation quantization [16] from actions of the abelian Lie group V = R? on (not
necessarily commutative!) C*-algebras. Let (A, V, ) be a C*-dynamical system. De-
note by A the algebra of smooth vectors of the action o endowed with the Frechet
topology coming from the action of the Lie algebra of V on A®. Let J be any skew-
symmetric operator on V. For a,b € A>, define a X ; b by the following oscillatory
integral (for discussions on general oscillatory integrals, see Chapter 1 of [16]):

axyb= / / agu(a)ay(be(u - v),
Vv JV

where u - v is the inner product of u and v on V and e is the function e(t) = exp(27it)
for a real number ¢. Then A® is an associative *-algebra under the product x ; and
the involution of A restricted to A®°. Let .#“ be the space of A-valued smooth
functions on V such that the products of their derivatives with any complex valued
polynomials on V are bounded under the evident super norm of .. Then .#4 is
a pre-Hilbert (right) A-module with A-valued inner product defined by

< f,g>a= / J)*g)dv
v
for f,g € #4. For each a € A, define an operator L; on . by
La(f)(x) = / / a(x + Ju) f(x +v)e(u - v)
vJv

for f € .#4, where d(z) = az(a) for z € V. Then L, is a bounded operator having
an adjoint on the pre-Hilbert A-module .4, and a + L; is a *-representation of
(A%, x ;) into the C*-algebra of bounded operators on .. Now define

lall.s = | La]-

Then || || is a pre-C*-norm on the algebra A endowed with the new product X ;.
The completion of this pre-C*-algebra is denoted by A;. To summarize: for every
quadruple (A, V, «, J), Rieffel associates a deformed C*-algebra A ;; the family Aj;
(h € R) is a strict deformation quantization of A.
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3. Deformations of Compact Quantum Groups

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.1. We first fix the set-up of the section.

3.1. Assumptions and Notation. Our standing assumptions throughout this section are
as follows: A is any compact quantum group (with the notation as in 2.1), T" is a
subgroup of the quantum group A, where 7" is a compact abelian Lie group. Namely,
there is a surjective homomorphism 7 of C*-algebras from A to C(T') preserving
the coproducts. For any element h in 7', denote by E}, the corresponding evaluation
functional on C(T'). Let n be a continuous homomorphism from a vector space Lie
group R™ to 7', and .S’ a skew-symmetric operator on R™. The letters m, I, id, D, €, K
will denote, respectively, the product map from .4 ® .4 to .4, the unit of A, the
identity map on A, the coproduct of A, the counit of A, the coinverse of A.

We remark that the above assumptions on A are equivalent to the the following
assumptions: the space X(A) of non-zero *-homomorphism from A to the algebra
of complex numbers is a compact group, and there is a continuous injective group
homomorphism from 7" to X (A). In particular the counit of A is continuous. These
assumptions are fulfilled by all the nontrivial compact quantum groups constructed
so far (see e.g. Sects. 4 and 5 in the following).

Put

Anes) = (BT @id)D,  pp) = (id @ Epym)P.

Note that the meanings of A and p here are slightly different from those in Sect. 2,
but this should not cause confusion. The action o of R? := R™ x R” (so d = 2n) on
the C*-algebra A is defined by

Q(s,u) = An(s)Pn(u)s

where s,u € R™ (the u here is not to be confused with the uP’s in 2.1). Let J =
S @ (—S5). Applying Rieffel’s strict deformation quantization [16] to the quadruple
(A, R% a, J), one obtains a deformed C*-algebra A .

Our goal in this section is to show that Ay is also a compact quantum group.
First we show that the space .4 is an algebra under the product x ; and is dense in
the C*-algebra A ;. This is the main reason why we are able to work with the Krein
algebra .4, instead of a larger algebra, as is the case in [17].

3.2. Proposition. The space /¢ is contained in the space A* of smooth vectors of
the action o. Under the product and involution of Ay, the space .4 is an involutive
algebra. The space 4% is dense in A under the Frechet topology of A and is
therefore dense in the C*-algebra A; under the C*-norm of Aj.

Proof. Let a;; € % be a coefficient of a finite dimensional representation (ag;) of
the quantum group A. Then by Proposition 2.5, s )(a;;) is a linear combination
of the ay;’s. The coefficients in this linear combination are smooth complex valued
functions on R?, because the map 7 sends the Krein algebra .4 of A to that of C(T)
(see [25, 26]) and the Krein algebra of C(T') is contained in the algebra of smooth
functions on 7' (note that 7 is automatically smooth). This proves the first statement
of the proposition.

Let (b;;) be another finite dimensional representation of the quantum group A. By
definition, the formula for a;; Xy by is
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Qi Xybp = / 07 (s,u)(Qi5) 0, v) (i1 Je(st + uv)
= / An(S8)Pn(—Suw)(@i) Aty oy (Br)e(st + uv),

which, by Proposition 2.5, is easily seen to be a linear combination of the products
ayj:brp’s. Hence a;; x g by is in the subspace .4 of A, though the above integral
is defined in the Frechet space A°° and requires the completeness of A (see [16] for
the precise definition of the integral). Since elements of .4 are linear combinations
of the coefficients of finite dimensional representations of the quantum group A by
virtue of the Peter-Weyl theorem for compact quantum groups (cf. [30, 25, 26]), we
see that .4 is indeed an algebra under the product x ;. Since .4 is an involutive
algebra under the product of A and the action « preserves its involution, we also see
from the above that .2 is an involutive algebra.

Let ¢ : A — A be the inclusion map from the Frechet space A to the Frechet
space A, where the Frechet topology on A is given by the C*-norm thereon. Then ¢ is
equivariant and continuous, where A° and A are endowed with the actions 3 := o] g0
and «, respectively. Hence we can invoke Proposition 1.1 of [17], with (A*°, 5) and
(A, @) here being the (B, 5) and (A, «) there — the conclusion of that proposition is
still true if we replace B> = (A®)> there by .4, because (A°°)*° = A and for
b € .74 the element (4(b) defined in the proof there by

B(b) = / / (5, e u(B) = / / 605, W (®)
VJV vVJV

is in .4 because of Proposition 2.5. This proves the last statement of the proposition.
Q.E.D.

We will denote the algebra (4, X y) simply by .4 ;. Now we define the coproduct
and the coinverse on A and verify the axioms of Definition 2.1.
To proceed, as in [17], let

C={FecA®A|(ph ®id)F = (id ® \y-)F, forall heT}.

Then by 2.6, $(A) is contained in C. Note that C' is a C*-algebra. Let ¥ denote &
viewed as a homomorphism from A to C. Define an action 3 of R¢ on C by

Bs,w = Agis) ® Priw-

Note that (3 is initially defined on A ® A, but since A and p commute with each other,
we see that it can be restricted to an action of V on C. By 2.7, we see that the map
¥ is equivariant for the actions « on A and 8 on C.

Similarly, define an action vy of R% x R? on A® A by v = a® a. Then + restricts
to an action of R?? on the subalgebra C' of A ® A, because T is abelian and A and
p commute with each other. Let

L=J&J=S® (=55 (-S).
As shown in [17], we have C = C5. Let

QSJ = QWJa
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where g is the inclusion from C7 to (A ® A)]. Since (A ® A)] = A% ® A% by 2.2
of [17] and both ¥; and p are unital C*-algebra homomorphisms, thus we obtain a
unital C*-algebra homomorphism @ from A; to A; ® Aj.

3.3. Proposition. On the dense subalgebra .5 of A;, we have for each p € N,
dP
Dy(ul;) = Zufk ®uj ;.
k=1

Therefore axiom (2) of Definition 2.1 is satisfied.

Proof. Recall that on A°°, we have that ¥; = ¥ (see [16]), and that ¥ is simply & on
A. From Proposition 3.2, . % is contained in A°°. The rest is now clear. Q.E.D.

We remark that the coassociativity (id;y @ @;)®; = (P ® idj)Py of §y is a
consequence of the axiom (2) of Definition 2.1, where id; is the identity map on A ;.
So the above proposition generalizes Theorem 2.3 of [17].

As in [17], we have a surjective homomorphism 7y from A; to C(T); = C(T).

3.4. Proposition. The map 7 ; preserves the coproducts. Namely, we have
(g ® )Py = Prmy,
where @ is the coproduct on C(T).
Proof. Since by definition [16], 7|4 = 7|4, and on the subspace .4; of A,
(rg @m)P; = @m)P =P =Py,

by the density of .4 in A; and the continuity of 7, we see that 7; preserves the
coproducts. Q.ED.

Let e be the counit of C(T'). Define ¢; = epm .
3.5. Proposition. The map €; has the property
es(up;) = bij
for any u;.

Proof. This follows immediately from the definition of €;, because erm = € and
Tyl =7l e QED.

We remark that as in [17], € satisfies the counit property
(idyQ@enNPr=idy=(e5 Ridj)Py

on Ay (not just on .%;): this follows from Propositions 3.3 and 3.5.
Define the map x; on .4, to be the same as k. We can do this because as a
vector space, .4  is the same as 4.

3.6. Proposition. The map rj is an anti-algebra homomorphism for the product X j
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of Ay, and for a € Ay, kj(ks(a*)*) = a.

Proof. Let a,b € 4. First we note that

kjlaxyb) = //H(OéJ<s,u)(a)0é(t,u)(b))e(s “t+u-v)

even though « is not assumed to be continuous because by Proposition 2.5, for fixed
a and b, there is a finite number of finite dimensional representations of the quantum
group A such that the expression

aJ(s,u)(a)a(t,v)(b)e(s ttu- ’U)

is a linear combination of the products of the matrix coefficients of these representa-
tions. Then by Proposition 2.8 we have

kj@axyb) = / / K g5, (@)0ys,my(D))e(s - t +u - v)

//"i()\is)Pn(—Su)(a)/\n(t)ﬁ?nw)(b))e(s “t+u-v)

/ / KAy Py O EAy(s5)Pn(—swy(@))e(s - t +u - v)

/ / Py M) K(D)Pn(Ss) An(—swyr(@)e(s - t +u - v),

which, by Proposition 1.13 of [16],

/ / Pr(—st)An(sv) E(D)pns) Apwys(@)e(s - £+ u - v)

ky(b) X K1(a).

Now the identity kj(kj(a*)*) = a is immediate because the involution is not de-
formed. Q.E.D.

To show that A; is a compact quantum group, it remains to show that the u?’s
are unitary and that (id; ® kj)uP = (uP)~!. For this we need to first show that x s
satisfies the antipodal property on .4 ;. Let m be the product map from 4; ® .4;
to 4.

3.7. Proposition. On the algebra .4 ;, we have
my(idy @ k)Py =165 =m (k; ®1ids)Py,
where I is the unit of the algebra Aj.

Proof. Let (a;;) be a finite dimensional unitary representation of the quantum group
A, so k(a;j) = a;fi. Then by 2.8 and 2.6 we have
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m(idy ® k)By(ai;) = my(ids @ k)P(ai) = Y aik X K(aks)
k

Z / / M g(s,u) ® )k )Qik ® agzle(s - t+u - v)
k

Z / / m(id ® /{)()‘n(Ss)pn(—Su) ® )\n(v)pn(t))(aik: ® akj)e(s “t+u-v)
k

Z / / m(id @ K)(An(ss)Pn(—Su—v) ® Pnty)( @ik @ axjle(s -t +u - v),
%

which, by 3.1 of [17] and 1.11 of [16], and then 2.8,

Z / / m(id ® K)(An(ss)Pri—v) @ Prey)(@ik @ akj)e(s - t+u - v)
k

Z / / mid @ K)(Aniss) @ Pry)@ik @ axjle(s - t)

Z// n(—Ss)T(@i)ak0r, Engym(ar;)e(s - t)

lkr

Z / / Ep—ssm(air)Eypm(ar;)e(s - t)

/ / (En(—5s) @ Eny))Prm(aije(s - t)

// n(— Ss+t)7T(azg)e(5 1) = // n(t)ﬂ'(az])e(s t)

n(O)"T(a'z]) = ETW(az]) = €(az]) = €J(a'z])

That is on 47, my(id; @ k;)®; = 1€, .
Similarly mj(ky ® id;)®; = Iye; on Aj. Q.ED.

3.8. Proposition. For every p, the matrix uP is an unitary element of the *-algebra
My, ® 45, and
(idp ® k) = (W)™,

where the inverse (uP)™! takes place in Mgy, ® A;.

Proof. The argument is contained in the proof of 3.2 of [30]. For reader’s convenience
we present the detailed proof anyway. The equalities

Byl =Y ub ®ul;
k
can be written as the equality

Zew ® Dy(uf;) = Zefj ®ufk®uij,

ijk

where e ; is the standard matrix units of My, . Applying the map
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idp Rmy(ky Qidy)

to both sides of this equality, and using 3.7, 3.5 and 2.1.(3), where id,, is the identity
map on My, we obtain

I,®1; =Zefj ® r(ugy) X up; =Zefj ®uk,” X.J U
ij ij
Similarly, applying the map id, ® m(id; ® k) to both sides of the same equality,
we obtain,

— p 14 Py — p p p *
Ip®IJ—§ eij®uik><J/<a(ukj)-E €55 ® Uy XJ Uy -
ij ij

This proves the proposition. Q.E.D.

Summarizing 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, 3.6 and 3.8, we have proved part (1) of the following
theorem.

3.9. Theorem. (1) With the dense subalgebra ., its generating elements ul ;> the

coproduct ®;, and the coinverse kj, as defined above, Ay is a compact quantum

group. The compact abelian Lie group T is still a subgroup of the quantum group Aj.
(2) Ay is a compact matrix quantum group if and only if A is.

Proof. The “if” part of (2) is clear from the proof of (1). Because T is again a subgroup
of Ay, Ay satisfies the assumptions set forth at the beginning of this section. Hence
we can apply the deformation process developed in this section to A;. Note that
(Aj)_j = A (see 7.5 of [16]), so the “only if” part follows from the “if” part. Q.E.D.

Notation. Let A = C(G) be a Woronowicz Hopf C*-algebra so that the construction
Ay in the theorem above can be applied. We will also denote Ay by C(G}).

3.10. Remarks. (1) We remark that for A = C(G) with G a compact Lie group, the
above theorem becomes precisely the main theorem in [17].

(2) As in [17], the Haar measure h; of the quantum group Aj is still the same as
the Haar measure h of A, namely on the common subspace .4 of both A and A,
we have

hj(a) = h(a), for a € . 4.

From this we see that if A is a compact matrix quantum group of Kac type (one on
which the Haar measure is a trace, see [2]), then A is also one such. (See also 5.2
in the following.) Therefore all of the compact quantum groups constructed in [17]
are of Kac type.

(3) Examining the proof of the above theorem, one can check that if we use either
of the following two actions:

Qs,u) = An(—s)Pn(u)s

Qs u) = An(s)Pr(—u)s
the theorem is still valid.
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We conclude this section with a generalization of Example 4.3 of [27] (see also
[25]). Recall [25, 27] that a Woronowicz Hopf C*-dynamical system is defined to be
a C*-dynamical system with the additional assumption that the automorphism group
preserves the coproduct of the Woronowicz Hopf C*-algebra.

3.11. Proposition. Let D be the subgroup of R consisting of vectors of the form (s, s)
with s in R™. Put Bs = s s). Then (A, D, () is a Woronowicz C*-dynamical system
equivariant for the action «, its deformation (Ay, D, By) is still a Woronowicz C*-
dynamical system.

Proof. Same as the proof of 4.3 of [27]. Q.ED.

4. Deformations of Quantum Groups K, and K}/

Based on the earlier work [21], Soibelman [20] studied the representation theory of
the function algebra of a general compact simple quantum group K, which are “com-
pact real forms” of the Drinfeld-Jimbo quantum groups [4, 8]. In [12], Levendorskii
introduced a deformation K of the quantum group K, by a purely algebraic method
(the so-called twisting construction of Drinfeld), and studied the representation theory
of its function algebra. See also [13] for a summary of [20, 13]. For related work,
see e.g. [31, 22, 19, 3, 9] for the analytical case, and [6, 7] for the algebraic case,
as well as the literature cited in these papers. In [17], Rieffel raised the question as
to whether the general quantum groups K, can be deformed under strict deformation
quantization into quantum groups K¢'. This section is devoted to giving an affirmative
answer to this question using the deformation developed in Sect. 3.

To establish the notation for this section, we first recall the notation of [20, 12,
13]. Let G be a simple complex Lie group with Lie algebra g. Fix a triangular
decomposition g = n_ @ h @ n,, together with the corresponding decomposition A =
ALUA_ of the root system and a fixed basis {«; }7-; for A,. For each linear functional
Aon h, Hy denotes the element in fj corresponding to A under the isomorphism h = h*
determined by the Killing form (, ) on g. Note that if the reader keeps the context
in mind, the symbols « and X used in this context should not cause confusion with
the same symbols used in the previous sections in the definition of the action c. Let
{Xa}acaU{H;}%, be a Weyl basis of g, where H; = H,,. This determines a Cartan
involution wy on g with wy(Xy) = —X_,, wo(H;) = —H;. Let ¥ be the compact real
form of g defined as the fixed points of wy and K the associated compact real form
of G. Put hy = @~ RH;, and T = exp (¢hy), the later being the associated maximal
torus of K.

Let ¢ > 1. For n,k € N, n > k, define

" —q "
q—q!
[n] _ [(nlgln —114...[n —k+1],
klq [kl [k — 1,... 111,

[nly )

The quantized universal enveloping algebra U,(g) [4, 8] is the complex associative

algebra with generators Xii, Kiil (i=1,---,n) and defining relations:
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KK '=1=K;'K;, K;K; = K;K;,

(3

KXGK; =gt o) X5,

_ K? - K;?
X7, X; ]=6ijﬂ'2—’
1—ai 1— a.
S [ K ”] (XEFXEXD k=0, i 4},
k=0 qi

where ¢; = ¢(@>*9),
On U,(g) there is a Hopf algebra structure with coproduct

AKEY=KF oK, AXH=XFeoK,+K'®XF,
and counit and antipode respectively
eXH=0, eKH=1, SXFH=-¢'x* SE)=KF"
Under the *-structure defined by
Xy =XT, K=K,

Uy(g) is a Hopf *-algebra.
The algebra Uy (g) is the C[[h]] algebra generated by X :—L and H; with the defining
relations

[HiaHj]zov [H17Xf]=i(al)a])Xf7
sh(*3%)

X5LX7) = Sy
] 7 sh(%)

I—a,-j
1—(17;‘ —ai— . .
ZH)’“[ h J] (X XFH T =0, i 45
k=0 qi

i

The Hopf *-algebra structure on Uy (g) is defined as above,
(Xz:t)* =X1‘:Fa Hz* = Hi’

where the involution of C[[A]] is given by (ch)* = ¢h for c € C.

Letu= Zk,l cuHr®H; € /\zbm. Then one can define a new coproduct on Ux(g)
by

Ay (&) = exp(—ihu/2)A§) exp(ihu/2),

where £ € Up(g) and A is the original coproduct on Ux(g). The new Hopf *-algebra
so obtained is denoted by Up, ,,(g).

The function algebra C[K,] of the compact quantum group K, is defined to be
a certain dual of the Hopf *-algebra Ugy(g). It consists of matrix elements of finite
dimensional representations p of Uy(g) such that eigenvalues of the endomorphisms
p(K;) are positive. The function algebra C[K] of the compact quantum group K’
is defined to have the same elements as C[K,] and the same *-structure as C[K],
while the product of its elements is defined using A, instead of A. The completions
of the algebras C[K,] and C[K;‘] under their universal C*-norms are denoted by
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C(K,) and C(K}') respectively. The algebras C[K,] and CIK{] are examples of
Krein algebras Jé in the sense of [28, 25].

For each dominant weight A of g, Soibelman introduces [20, 13] the matrix
elements C/! £, of the highest weight U, (g) module (L(A), p4) as follows. Let {v"}
be an orthonormal weight basis for the unitary U,(g) module L(A), and let {I{} be
the corresponding dual weight basis in L*(A). Put §2 = (4, j). Then CU .0 18 defined
by

Chr0(© = 1 (paED),

where £ € Uy(g).

To avoid confusion with the Killing form, we now use s ® v, instead of (s,v) (as
used in the previous section), to denote an element of R? = R” x R™. In the present
setting, the space R™ is hy, with inner product < , >= —(, ), where (, ) is the
Killing form of g restricted to hy. We will also use < , > to denote the inner product
on hy @ hy. Noting that the compact abelian group 7' is also a subgroup of both K,

and K Z; (see [20, 12]), we can define as in Sect. 3 an action of R on C(K,) by

Qs = )\exp(—Zwis)pexp(Zﬂiv)-

Thus the map 7 there in this case is defined by 7(s) = exp(27is). This action may
be viewed as an action of H =T x T in the sense of [16]. For each v in the weight
lattice P of g, the element H,, is in hy. Keeping the notation of [16] for the spectral
subspaces of the action « (see 2.22 there), we have the following lemma.

4.1. Lemma. The matrix elements C . are in the spectral subspaces A_(n,eH,)-

Proof. In the notation of [16], we must show that

A _ 2mi<H,®H,, >~ A
aseu(Cy, o) = e TS s®>CF o,

Let £ be an element in U,(g). We compute:

sqw(Cil )@ = 1D (palexp(—2mis))pa()palexpmiv))vd)
= < pa©palexpriv)v, pa(expris)v®, >
= < pA(ﬁ)ez’”“(”)vEf), 6"2”“’(5)1)(_”,, >
- 27ri(V(8)+u(v))CA Q(g)
— e—2m<H ®H,, sEBv>CA“ Q(f)
This proves the lemma. Q.ED.

In [12, 13], the following identity is obtained:
A A
CV] lyll«l ,82 Cszyltz A2
ih .
=exp<3«ul,uu2) (1, WL 0, Co2

where the left-hand side is the multiplication in C'(K}') and the right-hand side is the
multiplication in C(K,), and % is the map on h* determined by u via the Killing
form (, ) on g. Letting
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= _(HU[ @ Hm); q= —(Huz 69 Huz)a
h

= 4_(Su D (—Sw),
7

where 9, is the skew-symmetric operator on hy defined by

Su(H,) = Z criv(Hy)Hy,
kil

the previous identity becomes

ch oC/ cl

v, B, 821 vy, 2,820 T

On the other hand from 2.22 of [16], we have by virtue of Lemma 4.1 that

=exp(—27i < p,Jq >)CU] 10,2 Coopin 22

. A
=exp(—27i < p, Jq >)CV11M1 2 0,22’#2’92.

ch

V1, 11,821

XJC

vy, 2,820 T

Note that the elements C .5 generate C[K &1 and (C[K,], X s), the later being the

algebra with the product >< g on C[K,]. As a matter of fact, the elements C 1,620 with
A running over the fundamental weights, already generate these algebras. Summanz-
ing these, we have reached a proof of the following result.

4.2. Theorem. The Hopf *-algebras C[ K] and (CLK], X j) are isomorphic.

From the viewpoints in [28], the compact quantum groups K and (K,), are
isomorphic, since the above theorem says that they have the same Krein algebras.
From the universality of the C*-algebra C(K}), there is a map of Woronowicz

Hopf C*-algebras from C(K) to C(K,), sending each of the elements C u0 to
itself (viewed as elements in d1fferent algebras). We believe this is an 1somorphlsm
One possible way to prove this is to try to adapt the method of 10.2 in [16]: Show
that there are no «-invariant ideals in C(K ¢)- To achieve this, one would need to
know in detail the ideal structure of the C*-algebra C(K}Z‘), which is presumably
more complicated than the ideal structure of the corresponding *-algebra C[K7].
If the map mentioned above is not an isomorphism of C*-algebras, this is a kind
of pathology analogous to the one that involves C*(F,) and C(F3)-the C*-algebra
C)(F3,) is a quotient of C*(F3) by a pathological ideal, where F; is the free group
on two generators. In any case, as noted in the previous paragraph (see also [28]),
whether this map is an isomorphism or not is a question in C*-algebras, not one in
quantum groups.

5. Deformations of Quantum Groups A,(m)

We now apply the construction in Sect. 3 to the quantum groups A, (m) (see [25, 26])
to answer Rieffel’s second question mentioned at the beginning of this paper. Recall
that for any positive integer m > 2, A, (m) is the universal C*-algebra generated by
m? elements a;; such that both (a;;) and (aj;) are unitary elements of M, ® A,(m),
where (aj;) is the matrix obtained from (a”) by applying the involution * to each
of its entries. More explicitly, A, (m) is the universal C*-algebra generated by a;;
subject to the relations
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m m
Z aikajy = bij, Z Qi Qiej = bij,
k=1 k=1

m m

* *
E agiag; = 0ij, E @igajk = 0y
k=1 k=1

fori,7=1,---,m.

The unitary groups U(k) are subgroups of the quantum groups A,(m) for all
k < m. This can be seen as follows. Let u;; be the coordinate functions on the group
U (k). Define

aj; =ug if 4,5 <k, and aj; =§; if either kK <i<m or k<j<m.

’
ij
Then the map o defined by mo(a;;) = agj defines an embedding of the unitary group
U(k) in the compact quantum group A,(m)

Let T be a torus subgroup of U(k), say, of dimension n. Then T can be viewed
as a subgroup of the compact quantum group A, (m) with the surjective morphism 7
from A, (m) to C(T) given by the composition of 7y defined above and the restriction
map from C(U(k)) to C(T'). The Lie algebra of T' can be identified with the vector
space R™ with the zero bracket. Let ) be the exponential map from R™ to T, and let
S be any skew-symmetric operator on R™. With the ingredients A, (m), T, , n and
S, we are in the setting to apply the construction in Sect. 3 to obtain quantum groups
Au (m)J .

5.1. Theorem. (1) The quantum groups A,(m); are quantum subgroups of the quan-
tum groups A,(m).

(2) For each compact quantum group C(G); constructed in [17], there is an m
such that one may define A, (m)j, and C(G)y are quantum subgroups of both A, (m)
and A,(m).

Proof. Since u = (a;;) and @ = (a;;) are both unitary representation of the quantum
group A, (m), we see from the proof of 3.8 that u and @ are still unitary representations
of the quantum group A,(m);. A moment’s reflection shows that A,(m); is also
generated by the a;;’s as a C*-algebra. Thus by the universal property of the C*-
algebra A, (m), there is a unital C*-algebra homomorphism 7 from A, (m) to A,(m)y
sending the generators a;; of A,(m) to the generators a;; of A,(m); for each (3, j).
It is clear that 7 preserves the coproducts. This proves (1).

Since G is a compact Lie group, it has faithful finite dimensional unitary rep-
resentations. Let (u;;) be one such, say, of dimension m. Hence G is a subgroup
of the quantum group A,(m). Let m be the surjective Hopf C*-algebra morphism
from A, (m) to C(G) sending a;; to u,; for each pair (4, 7). Then under the obvious
action of ®? on A, (m) coming from the action of R? on C(G), 7 is equivariant, so
it can be deformed into a map 7y, which is easily seen to be still a surjective map
of Woronowicz Hopf C*-algebras. Hence C(G) is a quantum subgroup of A, (m);.
Since A,(m)s is a quantum subgroup of the quantum group A,(m), we see that
C(G)y is a quantum subgroup of A, (m). This completes the proof of (2). Q.E.D.

5.2. Remarks. (1) From Sect. 5 of [30], one can see that the quantum groups A, (m)
are universal in the following sense (see [24]): Any compact matrix quantum group
of Kac type (see Remark 3.10.(2)) is a quantum subgroup of A,(m) for some m. It
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is easy to see that 5.1.(2) (and its proof) can be generalized to the following setting.
Let A be a compact quantum group of Kac type with a torus subgroup 7. Let 7 be
a surjection of Woronowicz Hopf C*-algebras from A,(m) to A. We can apply the
construction in Sect. 3 to obtain A and A,(m) . Then the deformed map = ; is again
a surjection of Woronowicz C*-algebras.

(2) For most invertible matrices @), the quantum groups A,(Q) and A,(Q) con-
structed in [24] have many torus subgroups. Hence, as described in this paper, they
are also subject to the Rieffel quantization.

(3) By the nature of Rieffel’s quantization [16] (see Theorem 7.5 there), the
quantum groups A, (m); defined above can also be deformed into A, (m) using —J
(Compare the proof of 3.9.(2)). It is natural to expect that A, (m)  is isomorphic to
A,(m). We believe that this is unlikely because of 2.22 of [16]. Therefore it is of
interest to solve the following problem.

Problem: For each m, classify the quantum groups A,(m);.
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