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Abstract

In this thesis, we consider Fedosov’s quantization (C*°(O)[[A]], *) of the functions on
a coadjoint orbit O of a Lie group G corresponding to the trivial cohomology class
in H%(O,R][[h]]) and G-invariant torsion free symplectic connection on O (when it
exists). We show that the map g 3 X — +X € $C*°(O)[[h]] is a homomorphism of
Lie algebras, where we consider $C°(O)[[]] as a Lie algebra with the bracket [f, g] =
frxg—gxf, f,g € +C°(O)[[A]]. This map defines an algebra homomorphism p from
U(g)((R)) to the algebra C*°(O)((h)). We construct a representation of C*(O)((h)).
In case G is a simple Lie group and O is a semisimple coadjoint orbit, we show that y
maps U(g)((h)) onto the algebra of polynomial functions on O endowed with a star
product. In particular, we compute the infinitesimal character of the corresponding
representation of U(g)((%)). Also, we describe the corresponding version of the above
results over the ring R[[A]].
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Chapter 1

Introduction

This thesis concerns with the equivariant Fedosov’s quantization of the semisimple
coadjoint orbits. In order to motivate this study we briefly state the history of the
deformation quantization.

The problem of the existence of deformation quantization of an arbitrary Poisson
manifold is an old one, it probably dates back to the beginning of this century. In the
early eighties it was solved for the symplectic manifolds by De Wilde and Lecompte
(see [4]). They proved that for any symplectic manifold there exists a star product
such that f*g = fg+ 2{f, g} + O(h?), where {f, g} is a Poisson bracket of the
functions f and g. The big disadvantage of the results of Lecompte and De Wilde
(see [4],[5]) is that their proof of existence is not explicit. They showed that all the
cohomological abstractions vanish although the cohomology groups in which they lie
may be non-zero.

In the middle of eighties B. Fedosov gave completely different prove of the same
theorem (see [7]). First of all, his proof is simpler and has a big advantage, since he
gave an explicit procedure for constructinf a star product (see [6]). Starting with a
torsion free symplectic connection V, he constructed a canonical connection V¥ on
the vector bundle W = [I22, S*(T*M)[[A]]. In general, one needs a flat connection
on W which satisfies two additional properties. Such connection is called Fedosov’s
connection. Although he gave an explicit construction, it is very seldom possible

to write down explicit formulas of a star product using this construction. Even



a Fedosov’s connection can be written explicitly only in few cases (see [13]). The
canonical Fedosov’s connection is not known except in the trivial cases.

There are many other papers which are devoted to the problem of existence of
deformation quantization (see [12], [8], [9], [2], --.). I would like to mention here that
the general problem of existence of formal deformation quantization of an arbitrary
Poisson manifold is still open.

In this thesis we are trying to understand Fedosov’s construction in the case of
semisimple coadjoint orbits. Although we can not explicitly compute the star product,
we get some results concerning the algebra structure of the algebra of polynomial
functions endowed with star product. Below we briefly state a couple of the results
obtained here and then we give a description of the contents section by section.

Every semisimple coadjoint orbit admits a canonical G-invariant torsion free sym-
plectic connection. We apply Fedosov’s construction to this case and we get a G-
invariant star product on functions. Moreover, the space of polynomial functions
on a semisimple coadjoint orbit O is closed under a G-invariant star product. As
R((h)) algebra, the algebra A of polynomial functions endowed with the star product
is generated by the linear polynomials on O. One of the main results of this thesis
answers to the following question: “What are the relations between the generators of
the algebra A?” We give another description of the algebra A of polynomial functions
on a semisimple orbit @ as a quotient of the universal enveloping algebra of the Lie
algebra g((%)) over the field R((%)) by some primitive ideal Zp. If we complexify the
algebra A then we get that the primitive ideal Zo ®Rr(#)) C((#)) is the annihilator of
the Verma module with the highest weight % ~ Pu,-

We briefly describe the contents of this thesis, section by section.

In section 2.1 we give a brief introduction to Fedosov’s construction and we state
all necessary results from Fedosov’s papers.

In section 2.2 we analyze the Fedosov’s construction in the equivariant setting.
Let p be a moment map. We prove that in many cases (see theorem 2.2.2) the map
£ is a homomorphism from the Lie algebra g to the Lie algebra of quantized function

with the commutator [f,g] = f*g—g=* f.



In section 3.1 we construct some representations of the quantized algebra of func-
tions.

In section 3.2 we analyze the structure of a particular representation V. We
construct a subrepresentation V of V and show that V ®cypy) C((v)) is a generalized
Verma module for go((v)) (where v is a square root of i). We calculate the highest
weight of this generalized Verma module.

In section 3.3 we show that the map from U(g) ®r C((v)) to the polynomial
functions is surjective and calculate the kernel of this map. The theorem 3.3.1 contains
the main results concerning this map.

In section 3.4 we analyze another representations of the quantized algebra of poly-
nomial function and we show that they are irreducible quotients of Verma modules.

In section 4.1 we consider an example of the coadjoint orbits of SU(2) which shows
that the canonical Fedosov’s connection is non-trivial even in that case.

In section 4.2 we consider an example of a minimal nilpotent orbit of a real sym-
plectic group Sp(2n,R).

Most of the results of this thesis will appear in [1].



Chapter 2

G-equivariant Fedosov’s

quantization.

2.1 Recollection of Fedosov’s quantization.

2.1.1 Local picture.

Let V be a 2n dimensional real vector space and w be a symplectic form on it. We
can consider the corresponding Heisenberg algebra # - a one dimensional central
extension of the trivial Lie algebra V given by the cocycle w. As a vector space

‘H =V @ Rh. Moreover we can define a grading on .
Definition 2.1.1 The degree of any vector v € V is 1, and the degree of h is 2.

It is easy to see that H becomes a graded Lie algebra. Let us consider the universal
enveloping algebra U(#). As a vector space it is canonically isomorphic to @3 , S*#.
We denote the latter one by A. A is a graded vector space, since # is a graded vector
space. Multiplication in U(#) induces a * multiplication on A. Thus, A becomes a
non-commutative algebra. It is obvious that the grading respects * product. Let m

be a maximal ideal generated by the elements of degree greater than 0. Denote by A



the completion of A in m-adic topology.

A =1limA/m*A.

o (2.1)

Algebra A has a natural filtration Ay, = m*A. A is a module over the commutative
ring RJ[R]], since % lies in the center of the Lie algebra #H. Let us notice that as a
vector space A is canonically isomorphic to T3, S¥(V)[[A]].

Symplectic group Sp(V) acts on the vector space A and it is easy to see that the
multiplication is invariant under this action. The space %A becomes a Lie algebra
under the bracket [f,g] = f * g — g * f. The bracket is R[[#]] linear. We have a map
from %A to a Lie algebra of derivations Der(A) of the algebra A. This map is just an
adjoint action ad : %ﬁ — Der(A). Note that this map is surjective. Since the group
Sp(V) acts on A we have a map o from the Lie algebra sp(V) to Der(4). On the

other hand we have a natural map p from sp(V) to %ﬁ which is given by

A

St

p:sp(V)— {% - quadratic forms} C

It is obvious that ¢ =ad o p.

Finally, what we got is a Harish-Chandra pair (Sp(V), 14, p).

Remark 2.1.1 Here is another description of the algebra A. Form w induces a

symplectic form @ on V*. Choose a basis p;,q; (1 < i < n)inV such that & =
" dp; ANdg;. Then A as a vector space is isomorphic to R[[(p;), (¢:),h]]. The star

product of two functions f,g € R{[(p:), (¢:), i]] is given by the following formula:

h & ; / J
f * g = eXp (5 ;(6p:6 ;’ - aq:ap:')) [f(p »q 7h)g(pla q’ ) h)” p =9 (22)

ql = qll

2.1.2 Global picture.

We are given a manifold M (dimM = 2n) with a symplectic form w. We also
have a torsion free symplectic connection ¥V on the tangent bundle TM. V induces

connection V on the cotangent bundle 7*M. Denote by R the curvature tensor
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of the connection V. The form w induces a symplectic structure on the fibers of
T*M. Each vector space Ty M inherits a symplectic form. Therefore, we obtain a
principle Sp(2n,R) bundle P over M together with a connection. In the section
2.1.1 we constructed an algebra A which is a representation of Sp(2n, R). With the
principle Sp(2n, R) bundle P and representation A of Sp(2n, R) we can associate
a vector bundle W = P X spenR) A. Since A is an algebra and the product is
Sp(2n,R) invariant we obtain an algebra structure on W. We denote this product
by *. Filtration Ay, on A induces filtration Wi on W. Connection on P induces a
connection on W. By abuse of notation we will denote it by V. Let us look closer at

the vector bundle W. As a vector bundle it is canonically isomorphic to

1 8@ aim) = w. 2.3

k=0

The connection V is the natural connection on [, S*(T*M)[[%]] induced by the
connection V on T*M.

Consider W ® A*(T*M). Let us introduce two operators on W ® A*(T*M). To
define them we use the canonical identification of W with [I, S¥(T* M)[[R]]. First,
consider a canonical element in 7 € TM ® T*M which corresponds to the identity

morphism. We can write 7 (locally) as
n=> v®y, where v; € (TM) andy; € T(T*M). (2.4)

Second, using the identification of W with []2, S*(T*M)[[%]] we define an operator
d: WRA(T*M) - W R A*(T*M).

Definition 2.1.2 If a € W Q A*(T*M), equals a = ¥; a; ® pi, where p; € A*(T*M)
and a; € TI2, S¥(T*M)([R]] then

8(a) = D _(x(ve)ar) ® (v A ), (2:5)

k,l

where 1(vx)a; denotes contraction of vy with a.

11



We would like to define an operator §7!. Let us define it first on the space
26 S¥(T* M)[[A]] ® A*(T* M) Then, we will see that this operator is continuous and
it can be extended to the whole space [1%, S¥(T*M)[[k]] ® A*(T*M). The space
Yoo, SH(T*M)[[A]] ® A*(T*M) has a natural grading by the sum of the degrees.
Thus, any element a € 222, S¥(T*M)[[A]] ® A*(T*M) can be written as a sum of

the homogeneous components

a= Zak ® Lk, (2.6)
k

where aj, is a homogeneous element in Y% S*(T*M)[[#]] and 4 is a homogeneous

differential form.

Definition 2.1.3 We define 67! by

@) =Y :

Vg oy @ 1w , 2.7
k1l deg(al) +deg(/~t1) * l ( k)ul ( )
where - denotes the usual multiplication in the symmetric algebra Y32, S*(T*M)[[1]].

Let us introduce one more notation. When a € W, denote by ag the function
def _ ((5 6_1 -1 0
aE a— (6067 a) + 67" 0 6(a)) € C(M)[[A]]. (2.8)

This gives us a map from the sections of W to the functions C*°(M)|[[A]]. We denote
this map by ¢.
#(a) =ap, where a € W. (2.9)

2.1.3 Fedosov’s connection.

It is well know that the quantizations of the Poisson algebra of functions C*®(M)

on a symplectic manifold M are parametrized by two dimensional cohomology group
H?(M,RJ[R]]). Assume we have an element of H?(M, R][[}]]) represented by the two
form v € T'(A%2(T*M) @ R[[R]]).

Definition 2.1.4 Fedosov’s connection is a connection, which satisfies two properties

12



o It can be written in the form

1
VPi=—-6+V+ [ﬁr, ] , where T € W3 ® AY(T*M). (2.10)

e The curvature of V¥ is equal to 3w + v.

The curvature 2 of V¥ is given by

1 1 1,
Q-hw+R+h(—5r+Vr+hr>. (2.11)

Thus, one would like to solve the equation

R+ % (—6r + Vr + %r2) = . (2.12)

The theorem of Fedosov states

Theorem 2.1.1 (Fedosov) (see [6/) Equation (2.12) has a unique solution, satisfy-

ing the conditions
re W@ AY(T*M),
(2.13)
5~ lr =0.

Moreover, r satisfies the equation

r=6HR-v)+d" (Ve + %ﬁ) . (2.14)

It is easy to see that one can solve equation (2.14) by the iteration method. The

uniqueness of the solution is also obvious.

Theorem 2.1.2 (Fedosov) (see [6]) The flat sections of V¥ are in one to one corre-
spondence with the smooth functions on M. It is given by taking the zero’s component
of the section

W sa > ag € C°(M)[[A]]. (2.15)

13



Denote the map in the opposite direction by . We can define a star product of

two functions f,g € C®(M)[[A]] by

F+g% (a(f) % a(9))o. (2.16)

We denote by A the algebra of functions C*°(M)[[A]] endowed with the star product.

By definition, it is isomorphic to the algebra of flat sections of W.

2.2 Equivariant Fedosov quantization.

Suppose G is a Lie group acting on a symplectic manifold (M,w). Assume that
we have a G-invariant torsion free symplectic connection V on TM. Tt induces G-
invariant connection V on T*M. Let v € I'(A%(T*M) ® R[[}]]) be a G-invariant

closed two-form. We construct Fedosov’s connection V¥ as in section 2.1.3.
Lemma 2.2.1 Fedosov’s connection VF is G-invariant.

Proof: This is obvious, since the curvature R and the operator 6! are G-invariant,
and we obtain r by iterations of the equation (2.14). O

From now and for all we assume that V¥ is a G-invariant Fedosov's connection
such that (r)o = 0 (the latter can be easily assumed since the subtraction of (r), =0

from r does not change connection on W.

2.2.1 (G action on A.

G acts in a natural way on the vector bundle W. One can see that the map ¢ :
W — C*(M)[[R]] is G-invariant. The star product on W is G-invariant, since the
symplectic form w is G-invariant. The action of G on W maps the sections which
are flat with respect to V¥ to the flat sections, because V¥ is G-invariant. Thus, the
star product on functions is G-invariant, since the star product on W is G-invariant
and ¢ is a G-invariant map.

The Lie algebra g of G acts by derivations on the algebra A. If H}(M,R) =0
then all R[[#])-linear derivations of the algebra A (we denote them by Der(A4)) are

14



inner in the sense that the map
1
ad : ﬁ'A — Der(A) (2.17)

is surjective. The kernel of ad is R{[[A]]. Thus, we get a map from the Lie algebra g
to the Lie algebra 3 (A/R[[%]]).

Let X be an element of the Lie algebra g. By abuse of notation let us denote by
the same letter X the corresponding vector field on M (G acts on M). By Lx we
denote the Lie derivative along the vector field X on M. The action of the element
X € gon W is given by Lx. Lx is a derivation of the algebra W. Consider the
following derivation of W

Ax ® Ly - VE. (2.18)

First, Ax is a tensor. Second, Ax commutes with V. Indeed, let Z be any vector

field on M, then

[V, Ax] = [VE, Lx — V| = [VE, Lx| - [V, VE] =

(2.19)
= ~Vixz~ Vizx =0
Let X,Y be elements of g. Easy calculation shows that in Der(W)
[Ax, Ay] = [Lx = V%, Ly = V§] = Lixy) = Vixy) = Aixyy. (2.20)

Third, Ax can be considered as a section of %W, since Ax is a tensor and all
C®(M)[[R]] derivations of W are inner. Certainly, as a section of W Ax is not
uniquely determined. We can always add an element of W which lies in the center
of it, i.e., any function f € :C°(M)[[h]]. Ax is uniquely determined as a section of

1
Ly,

Lemma 2.2.2 Assume that H'(M,R) = 0. Up to addition of a constant there is a

15



unique flat section Ax € 1W such that
ad(Ax) = Ax (2.21)

Proof: The uniqueness is obvious. Therefore, we must prove only the existence of it.
Consider Ax as a section of :W;. We must find a function f € 1C°(M)[[A]] which

is a solution to the equation

VE(f+ Ax) = 0. (2.22)

This equation is equivalent to the following one
d(f) = ~V"(Ax). (2.23)

Since H(M,R) = 0, it is enough to show that d(VF(Ax)) = 0. d(VF(4x)) =
VF(VF(Ax)) since V¥ (Ax) lies in the center of $ W, i.e., :C°(M)[[A]] (because Ax
commutes with V). VF(V¥(Ax)) = 0 since V¥ is a flat connection. O

As an immediate corollary we get that up to addition of a constant there is a
unique function hx € 4.4 which corresponds to the flat section Ax € sW. Let us

surnmarize the results above.

Theorem 2.2.1 (B. Kostant) (see [10])

(a) The map g — Der(W) given by g > X — Ax € +W1 is a homomorphism of Lie
algebras. Ax commutes with Fedosov’s connection V.

(b) Assume that H'(M,R) = 0. The map g > X — hx € A defines a central
extension of the Lie algebra g by R[[A]]. In particular, if H*(g,R) = 0, there ezists
a Lie algebra homomorphism from g to 3. A. Moreover, if H'(g,R) = 0, then it is

unique.

2.2.2 Relation with the moment map.

Assume that we have a moment map p: M — g*. We denote by fx the function

which corresponds to the element X € g, i.e., fx = p*(X). The natural question is

16



whether there exists a relation between functions hx an fx. We will see that if the

form v = 0 then in many interesting cases we can choose hx = -;; fx-

Proposition 2.2.1 Let v = 0 and X € [g,g]. If we consider Ax as a section of
%Wl, then

Ax =z (o(fx) — fx). (2.24)

S|

It means that we can choose hx to be equal to % fx-

Proof: It is enough to show that if Y, Z € g then Ajy,z; = o(fiv,z)) — fiv,z}- We know
that A,z = [Ay, Az] — ([Ay, Az]),. First, let us show that [Ay, Az] is an honest
flat section of +W. Indeed,

V7 ([Ay, Az]) = [VF(Ay), Az] + [Av, VF(47)]. (2.25)

We have seen that VF(Ay) and V¥ (Az) lie in the center of the Lie algebra :W. We
obtain that V¥ ([Ay, Az]) = 0 which proves that [Ay, Az] is an honest flat section
of 2W. Therefore, it is enough to show that ([Ay, Az]); = 3 fiv,z)- Let us calculate
explicitly ([Ay, Az]),-

Ay =Ly —V{ = Ly — (=by + Vy + 1r(Y)) =
=(Ly -~ Vy)+ (51/ -~ %r(Y)) , and (2.26)
Az =(Lz - Vz)+ (67 — ir(2))

Ly — Vy is a C*°(M)[[h]] linear derivation of W. Moreover, it is represented by
some section ay € +S*(T*M)|[[k]] C +W. Similarly, Lz — V is represented by some
section az € 2S*(T*M)([A]] C 1W. Note, that if a € :S*(T*M)[[A]] C +W and s is
any section of W, then

(la,s])o = 0. (2.27)

17



Therefore, we obtain

([Ay, Az]), =
= ([@y = V¥) + (v = £2(V)), (Lz = V2) + (02 - 2x(2))]), =

= ([LY - Vy,(Lz=Vgz)+ (52 - %T(Z))])O - (2.28)

I

—([L2 = Va. 6y = ix(¥)]), + ([ov — 3r(¥),62 - 1x(2)]),
= ([oy - $r(v),62 - £x(2)])

0

Easy, straightforward calculations show
[0y, d2] = (Y, 2),
[0y, r(Z)]+ [r(Y),dz] = (6r)(Y,Z), and (2.29)
[r(¥V),2(2)] =r*(Y, 2).
Thus, we get
(Av,Adl)y = (3004, 2) - 2@V, 2) + 2%, 2)) . (230
It follows from the equation (2.12) that

(~3(60)(¥, 2) + @er*(v, 2)) = 21
2.31
= (v(Y,2) - R(Y, Z) - } (V1) (Y, 2)) , = («(Y, 2))y,

since Ry = 0 and (Vr), = 0 (this follows immediately from the assumption that

(r)o = 0). Finally, we obtain

({Av, Azl)y = 7Y, 2) + (Y, 2) = = fiv + (Y, 2). (2.32)

lsee [10]

18



If v =0 then ([Ay,Az])O = %f[Y,Z]- a

Corollary 2.2.1 If H'(g,R) =0 (i.e. [g,g] = g) and v = 0 then the map 300 u* :

g — %W 1s @ homomorphism of Lie algebras.

Proof: Follows immediately from the proposition (2.2.1).

Let us see what happens in the case when H'(g,R) # 0. Unfortunately, we
can not prove in general case that the map %p* is a homomorphism of Lie algebras.
We can prove that only under additional assumption that the Lie algebra g acts

transitively on the manifold M.

Proposition 2.2.2 Assume that v = 0 and the Lie algebra g acts transitively on the

manifold M. Then for any X € g

Ax =2 (o(fx) = fx). (233
Proof: The statement is local, therefore we can assume that there exists a flat section
Ax of %W such that Ax = Ax — (ﬁx)o for any X € g. To prove the proposition
it is enough to show that (ﬁ X)o — % fx is a constant function. Since the Lie algebra
g acts transitively on M it is enough to show that YV ((ﬁx)o — % fX) = ( for any
element Y € g.

Y ((Ax)o - %fx) = (LY (AX - %U(fx)))o- (2.34)

Therefore, it is sufficient to prove that (Ly (EX — -};a( fx)))o = 0. Let us calculate
it.
(1), = (B~ 98) Ax), = ([ar- A, =
(2.35)

= ([Av, Ax])o = 3fiv.x)
as follows from the proof of the proposition (2.2.1). On the other hand (Lyo(fx)), =
Y(fx) = fiv,x)- Thus, we get that ¥’ ((ﬁ X)o -3 fX) = 0. The proposition is proved.
O

Let us summarize the results.

19



Theorem 2.2.2 Assume that v = 0 and we have a moment map u: M — g*.
(a) If H'(g,R) = 0, then the map oo p*: g — W, X — }0(fx), is a homomor-
pji'sm of Lie algebras.

(b) If the Lie algebra g acts transitively on M, then the map roop* : g — LW,

X\ 30(fx), i a homomorphism of Lie algebras.

Corollary 2.2.2 Let O be a coadjoint orbit of a Lie group G. Assume that there
exgsts a G invariant connection on O, then, we can choose a G invariant torsion free
syvﬁzplectz’c connection on O. Consider Fedosov’s quantization corresponding to the
zeno cohomology class in H*(M,R[[h]]), v = 0. Then the map g 3 X — 10(fx) €
%W (we can consider X as a function on O, we denote this function by fx) is a

hoﬁnomorphism of Lie algebras.

20




Chapter 3

On the Fedosov’s quantization of

semisimple coadjoint orbits.

3.1 Representations associated with Fedosov’s
quantization.

In this section we are going to describe some representations of the algebra .4 which
we will use later. Let V be a representation of the algebra A. Let us define a support

of V. We denote it by supp(V). We will describe the complement of supp(V) in M.

Definition 3.1.1 z € (M — supp(V)) if and only if there exist some open neighbor-
hood U > z such that for any function f € A with support in U and for any element
veV

f(v) =0.

Let us choose some point m € M. It is easy to see that the representations of .4
with support m are in one to one correspondence with the representations of A.

Consider Heisenberg algebra H = T,;, M@Rc - one dimensional central extension of
the trivial Lie algebra T} M given by the cocycle w. One can (canonically) associate
to an irreducible representation (7, V) of % (on which ¢ acts by 1) an irreducible

representation of A. This construction is due to Bertram Kostant (see [11]).
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Construction: Let us choose a square root v of f, i.e., v2 = h. Consider the
fiber at point m € M of the vector bundle W BR(n R((v)). There is a canonical
algebra homomorphism U(H) — (W ORm ((v)))m which is given by

X = %, for X eTr M
(3.1)
c— 1.

One can extend this homomorphism to a R((v)) linear continuous homomorphism «
from U(H)@RR((v)) = U(H)((v)) to (W SRy R((v)))m It is easy to see that «
is isomorphism.

Therefore, we get that (7 o o™, V®&RR((v))) is a representation of the algebra
(W SR R((v)))m. Moreover, it is easy to see that (r o o™, V@RR/[[v]]) is a
representation of the algebra (W SRy R[[v]])m

There is an algebra homomorphism from A @Ry, R[] to (W SR R[[v]])
given by restriction to the point m € M (we identified functions on M with the flat
sections of the vector bundle W). Taking the composition we get a representation of
the algebra A @R, Rifv]].

Let us consider a particular example of the above construction which we will use
in the future. Assume that we have two complementary lagrangian subspaces Vi, V3

of Ty M. Algebra A will be acting on the space

V= (@s00) bl = (09) (bl 62)

Let us describe the action of the algebra W,, (the fiber of the vector bundle W at
point m) on V. Using the form w we can identify Vo with V*. f X € V, and 2z € V

then we define action of X on z as product of functions

X(v) =vXz.
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IfY € V] and z € V then we define action of Y on V as a derivative in Y direction
multiplied by v, i.e.,
0z

Y('U) = Ué?.

As was stated above the algebra 4 acts on V via evaluation of the section at point
m € M. The module V has a distinguished element 1 € S°(V}*) C (EB;‘_’__O Sk (Vl*)) [[v]].
It is obvious that the representation V is reducible. It becomes topologically irre-
ducible if we tensor A and V by R((v)) over R[[v]].

Representation V' is a faithful representation of the algebra Wp @R, R[[v]].
This can be easily seen using the coordinates. Let us choose a basis {z, ..., z } of the
vector space V; and a dual basis {y1,..yx} of the vector space V4, i.e., w(y;, z;) = 6;
Then V = R[z1, ..., zi]][[v]] = R[[z1, -, 2, V]|, Win SR R][[v]] as a vector space
is isomorphic to R|[[Z1, ..., Tk, 1, ---Uk, V]]- Z; acts as a multiplication by vz; and ;
acts as a derivation 7’792—,-' Now, the fact that the representation V is faithful became

obvious. Moreover V& R((v)) is a faithful representation of W,, ® R((v)).
R Ry

3.2 Fedosov’s quantization of semisimple coad-
joint orbits.

In this section we assume that the Lie group G is simple. The manifold M will be a
semisimple coadjoint orbit O of the group G. First, let us summarize the necessary

results about Lie groups and semisimple coadjoint orbits.

3.2.1 Some facts about semisimple coadjoint orbits.

Let us choose a point A € O C g*. The stabilizer of the point X in the Lie algebra g
is a Levi subalgebra 1. Let gc be a complexification of the Lie algebra g and 1¢ be
a complexification of the Lie algebra 1. Let us choose h C 1¢ a Cartan subalgebra of

the Lie algebra gc and a set of positive roots A, C A with the property

Aeh*C (n*@h*@nt) =g, (3.3)
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where gc =n_ @ h®n, is triangular decomposition of the Lie algebra gc. We have

two parabolic subalgebras p; = lc +n, and p_ =1¢ +n_. We can write
p+=1lc®uy, p-=1lc®u. and gc=u_Blc @ u,. (3.4)

Denote by X the set of roots of u,. The set of roots of u_ is —X. Let us choose
a basis {e,}, @ € ¥ of u, which respects the root decomposition. Similar, we can
choose a basis {fo}, @ € £ of u_. We denote by p, the half sum of the roots in .

Let us denote by K the coadjoint representation of the Lie algebra g. By abuse of
notation we also denote by K the coadjoint representation of g¢. The tangent space
to O at point A can be canonically identified with g/1. For X € g the corresponding
tangent vector is K (X)A € g*. The cotangent space to O at point A can be canonically
identified with g/l too. Any element of g is a 1-form on g* and we can restrict it
to the orbit O. It is easy to see that if Y € 1 and X € g then (Y,K(X)\) =
—(X, K(Y)A) = 0. The Kirillov-Kostant symplectic form on O is given by the formula
wr(X,Y) = ([X,Y],A). The form w induces a symplectic form & on the cotangent

bundle, in particular on the vector space TxO = g/1. It is given by
IA(X,Y) = ([X,Y],)), where X,Y €g. (3.5)

Any semisimple orbit O admits two complementary G-invariant complex polar-
izations (non-unique). In order to describe them it’s enough to to tell their restriction
to point A. Let us denote thses polarizations by E and F. We identify the complex-
ification of THO with uy; ® u_ = gc/lc. We define F|, as u;, and E|, as u_ at
point A. The corresponding subalgebras of gc are p, and p_ respectively. Since the
complexified tangent bundle is a direct sum of two bundles £ and F' the complexified
cotangent bundle is a direct sum of two two bundles £ and F (dual decomposition).

We get E|y =uy and F|, = u_.
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3.2.2 An explicit formula for o(fy), H €h

Consider X € lc as a function on O. As before, we denote this function by fx. We

will calculate an explicit formula for the section o(fx)|».

o(fx)x = fx(A) + AAx|x. (3.6)

We can calculate Ax|, from the definition. As an operator Ay = Lx — Vx. It is
obvious that Vx|, = 0 since X, = 0 (K (X)X = 0). First, let us compute the action
of Lx|y on T3O ®g C. The action is well defined since X, = 0. Let Y, Z be two

elements of gc. We consider Y as a vector field and Z as 1-form. We have
(Lx(Z)]5 K(Y)A) = —(Z], KX, YN = ([X, Z], K(Y)\). (3.7)

Therefore, we obtain

Lx(2)Ix = [X, Z]x- (3.8)

The above formula shows that we have a homomorphism £ from l¢ to sp(73 ©O) and for
any Z € gc 1-form (we consider Z € W) Ax(Z)|x = B(X)(Z)|x. Ax is a derivation,

therefore, it is true that for any section s € W

Ax(s)lx = B(X)(s]x)- (3.9)

We have seen in section 2.1.1 that the action of sp(T5O ®g C) on W), ®g C factorizes
through the action of {}quadratic forms} C :W, ®gr C. Therefore, we have

o(fx)x = fx(X) + some quadratic form (3.10)

and it is not hard to write down a formula for the corresponding quadratic form. We
will do that for H € h.
As before, we identify 73O ®g C with gc/lc = u- @ u,. Therefore, we have
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B(H)(ea) = (o, H)eq and B(H)(fo) = —(a, H) fo for o € X. We get

Axly = Z (o Hyeata. (3.11)

aez: W(fa) €a)

Finally, we obtain the formula for o(fg)|x

oUmh =M+ 3 %éﬁ% (3.12)
Proposition 3.2.1 For any H € h we have the following formula for o(fx)|a
o= O~ hows H) + 33 % (3.13)
Proof: Follows immediately from the formula
faxea= fota+ %w(fa, €a) (3.14)

and formula 3.12. O

3.2.3 Action of h on W), ®g C.

From the corollary 2.2.2 follows that the map gc > X — 3fx € W®Rr Cis a
homomorphism of Lie algebras. Therefore, the map gc > X — % fx € WA®rC -
composition of the above map with the restriction is a homomorphism of Lie algebras.

The main goal is to study this homomorphism. Here we will study the action of h on

Wy ®@gr C.

Lemma 3.2.1 We have a canonical isomorphism of vector spaces

Wy ®r C = Clleq, fa, 1]], a€X. (3.15)
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The star product is given by

a’(eaa fm h) * b(em f&’ h) =

A ’ ’ "o (3'16)
€xp (5 Yacx w(ea, fa)(ae;afg - af;aeg)) [a’(eou Jo h)b(ea’ o h)“ o =

a = g
’ it
o =Jfo

Proof: Obvious. O
The action of %a( fr) on W, ®g C coincides with the action of Ag|y. It was shown
in section 3.2.2 that the action of Ag|y on W) ®g C is given by 3(H), moreover, we

have the following formulas

B(H)(ea) = (@, HYea, BH)(fo) = —(a, H)fa, for a € X. (3.17)

The action of Ag|) extends by derivation to the space C{leq, fo, A]]-

Let us denote by L the root lattice of the Lie algebra gc. Denote by L, a
subsemigroup of L generated by the elements of A, and by L_ a subsemigroup of L
generated by the elements of A_. One have L_ = —L,. Let o be an element of L.
We denote by W,Ea) a subspace of W), ®g C which is an « eigenspace with respect to
h action, i.e, if s € W)Ea) then Ag|x(s) = (@, H)s. The next proposition describes
the structure of W) ®g C.

Proposition 3.2.2 We have an isomorphism

Wy ®r C = [ w. (3.18)
acl

Proof: Follows immediately from the isomorphism (3.15) and the fact that the space
Cllea, fa, B]] is complete. O

Proposition 3.2.3 For any a € ¥ we have

0(fo) € W, and o(fs,) € W™, (3.19)
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Proof: It follows from the theorem 2.2.2 that for any H € h we have Ag(30(f.,)) =
(o, H)30(fe,) and Ag(30(f1.)) = —(o, H)Lo(f,). This proves the proposition. O

3.2.4 Representation’s structure.

In section 3.2.1 we described two complementary lagrangian subspaces of TyO. We
denote B = uy by Vi and F’,\ = u_ by V5. Let us choose a square root of 5. We
denote it by v. Applying the construction of section 3.1 we get a representation V'

of the algebra W) ®@gryn) C[[v]]. As a vector space V is canonically isomorphic to
(@52 8* (o)) W] = (Clfa)[v]], @ € T (see section 3.1).

Consider an action of Ag|y, H € hon V. It is easy to see that
k
AHI)\(fal Tt fakvm) = "( Z Q;, H)foq e fakvm' (320)
=1

Let us denote by V(@ an eigenspace of the Lie algebra h (H € h acts by Ag|,) on
V with an eigenvalue oo € L_. It is obvious that V(® is a free module of finite rank

over the ring Cl[[v]].

Lemma 3.2.2 There exists a canonical isomorphism of vector spaces

V=[] vi. (3.21)

a€l_

Proof: Obvious. O

Lemma 3.2.3 Let we have z € W, y e W and z € VO, Then we have
zxy e WP and z(z) € v, (3.22)

Proof: The statement immediately follows from the definitions and the fact that for
any H€ h
(o, Hyx = Ag(z) = Ag|r* T — z % Ag|». (3.23)
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Let us consider the following subspace V of V

Ve S ve@cy (3.24)
Lemma 3.2.4 We have
7= @ $(u)) @c Cllll = (CIRILL, aes. (3.25)

Proof: Obvious. O

Proposition 3.2.4 If X € gc then the action of o(fx) on V preserves subspace V,
i.e.,

o(fx)A(V)C V, forany X € gc. (3.26)

Proof: First, we have a decomposition

V=S vel (3.27)
acL_
Therefore, it is enough to show that for any fixed « € L_ and any y € V@
o(fx)aw) e V.

Second, we can write X as a sum

X=X+ Y (X_y+X,), (3.28)
YED

where X, is proportional to e,, X_, is proportional to f, and X; € 1. We have
o(fx) = Lyes(o(fx_,) + o(fx,)) + o(fx;). Therefore, we can assume that X is
either equal toe,,y€X or f,,y€X or X € L

If X € 1 then the fact that o(fx)|»(y) € V immediately follows from the results
in section 3.2.2.

Let us consider the other two cases. We assume now that X equals either e, or
f for some v € ¥. From the proposition 3.2.3 follows that o(fx)|\ € W,{J), where §

equals either v or —~.
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Therefore, the statement follows from the lemma 3.2.3. O

Consider a C|[v]] subalgebra of (}:ae L Wﬁa)) ®cyry C((v)) generated by the ele-
ments ﬂz;@l, a € X. We denote it by B. The algebra B C (Zae L W,{a)) ®cyry C((v))
acts on V ®cypj) C((v)). There is a distinguished element 1 € V C V ®cypp C((v)).

Proposition 3.2.5 C[[v]] algebra B preserves V. Moreover, we have
B(1) =V. (3.29)

Proof: To prove the first statement it is enough to show that 9—({1&2 preserves V. We
know that o(ff,) preserves V. Therefore, it is sufficient to show that for any y € V
o(fs.)(y) = 0 mod(v). This follows from the fact that (), f,) = 0 and the formulas
in section 3.1.

To prove the second statement we need more information about o(fy,).

Lemma 3.2.5 Let f be a function on a symplectic manifold M. Consider Fedosov’s

quantization of the functions on M. We have
o(f) = F +d(f) mod(Wy). (3.30)

Proof: The statement follows immediately from the Fedosov’s construction. O

From the lemma 3.2.5 we get that o(f, )| = fa mod((W))2). From the results
in section 3.1 follow that if z € (W)), then (V) = 0 mod(v?). Therefore, we obtain
that for any y € 1%

W) = fuy mod(v). (3.31)
As a corollary we get that
(B/vB)(1) =V /uV. (3.32)

We define B, o € L_ as an intersection B N (W,(a) ®ciw] C((v))) Let us

consider the following decompositions

B= Y B@ and V=Y v©. (3.33)

acl_. acl__
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It follows from the formulas (3.32), (3.33), (3.22) that B(®)(1) C V(®) and B®)(1) =

V(@ mod(v). Since B and V® are free modules of finite rank over C[[v]] we get
B®(1) =v®), (3.34)

0

Let us denote by W an algebra 3,7, W§a)®c[[h]] C((v)). The map gc®cC((v)) 3
Xr(v) — %%la( fx)x € W is a homomorphism of Lie algebras (see corollary 2.2.2).
We can extend it to a homomorphism from the universal enveloping algebra of gc ®c
C((v)) (we denote it by U(gc ®c C((v))) = U(g) ®r C((v))) to W. Denote by
C((v)) 3 —py 2 ONE dimensional (over C((v))) representation of p((v)) given by the
character % — py, i.e., u;((v)) and [1,1)((v)) acts by zero and any element H € h((v))

acts as a multiplication by (& — py, H).

Theorem 3.2.1 g¢c ®c C((v)) = gc((v)) module V ®cy C((v)) is a generalized

Verma module, i.e.,

% ((v))

V ®@cp) C((v)) = IndpCi6y) C(0)) 31— py = My _py- (3.35)
Proof: First, from the proposition 3.2.5 follows that

U(g) ®r C((v))(1) = V &c(y C((v)), (3.36)

i.e., V ®cp C((v)) is generated by 1.

Second, from lemma 3.2.3 follows that u (1) = 0. Really, u; has the basis e,,
a € X and o(f,,)(1) C WPVO®) c V@ =0since, a & L_.

Combining these two statements we obtain that ¥V ®cppy C((v)) is a quotient of
M

2 oy The theorem follows from the easy calculation which shows that

dimc((,,)) (V(a) ®C[[v]] C((v))) = dimc((v))Méz)_p . (3.37)

u
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3.2.5 One useful proposition.

Let us state few facts here which we will need later. First, V ®cypy C((v)) is dense
in V ®cypj C((v)) and W is dense in W) ®r(y C((v)). Second, V ®cy C((v)) is a
faithful representation of W. That can be easily deduce from the previous statement
and results of section 3.1.

Let us denote by 7 the homomorphism from U(g) ®g C((v)) to W. Denote by T

an ideal annihilating representation M A pur

Proposition 3.2.6 The kernel of the homomorphism T is the ideal T. We have an
embedding of U(g) ®r C((v))/Z into W.

Proof: Proposition follows immediately from the fact that V@C[[v]] C((v)) is a faithful

representation of W. O

3.3 Continuation.

3.3.1 General nonsense about polynomial functions.

Let us consider an algebra of polynomial functions Pol on a semisimple coadjoint
orbit @. The Lie group G acts on functions on . Consider all functions which
transforms finitely under the action of group G. They form an algebra. It is well
know that the latter algebra coincides with the algebra of all polynomial functions
on the semisimple orbit. One can deduce it from the facts that the orbit O is closed
and the action of the group G is algebraic. Moreover,it is easy to see that every
finite-dimensional representation of G has a finite multiplicity in Pol. We denote the
set of all finite dimensional representations of the Lie group G by R.

Consider a G-invariant star product on the algebra of smooth functions on O.
It follows from the above remarks that the algebra Pol[[h]] is closed under the star
product. Moreover, the algebra Pol®g R|[[A]] is closed under the star product. Let
us denote Pol ®g R][[A]] by P and it’s complexification by Pc. We have a natural

map p* (moment map) from g to P which is embedding.
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Proposition 3.3.1 The R[[h]] algebra P is generated by the image of the map u*,

i.e., by linear functions on O.

Proof: Let us denote by A a R][[h]] subalgebra generated by the image of u*. Since
the star product is just a usual multiplication modulo %, we have A/hA = P/AP. We

can decompose A and P into irreducible representations of the group G. We have

A= A, and P=P P, (3.38)

7ER TER

It is easy to see that A,/hA, = P,/hP,. Since A, C P, and P; is a free R[[A]]
module of finite rank we get that A, = P,. O
From now on we are going to consider G-equivariant Fedosov’s quantization. We

have a map 7 from g((%)) to P ®grysy R((R)) given by

Xr(h) o "—(:—)a( fx), (3.39)

where X € g and (k) € R((%)). It is a homomorphism of Lie algebras (see corollary
2.2.2). We can extend it to an algebra homomorphism 7 from U(g) ®r R((h)) to
P @gryny R((A)). Let us denote by "U(g) a R[[h]] subalgebra of U(g) ®r R((h))
generated by the elements FX, X € g. It is easy to see that the restriction of the
map 7 to *U(g) maps *U(g) to P . We denote it by 7,.

Proposition 3.3.2 The map 7. from *U(g) to P is onto. In particular, the map T
from U(g) ®r R((R)) to P @rysy R((R)) is onto.

Proof: First, let us observe that modulo % the map 7, is surjective, i.e.,
"U(g)/R"U(g) B P/KP = Pol (3.40)

is onto. This follows from the fact that the star product modulo % is just a usual
multiplication.

Second, let us decompose P into irreducible representations of the group G. We
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can write

P =D Pr = D (Pol), [[1]]. (3-41)

7€R TER

The homomorphism 7, commutes with the action of the group G. Therefore, it’s
sufficient to show that the homomorphism from *U(g), to P, is onto. But it is
obvious, since P, is a free module over R[[%]] of finite rank and the homomorphism
is surjective modulo % (follows from (3.40)).

The second statement is an immediate corollary of the first one. O

Let us denote by i a map from U(gc) ®c C((R)) to Pc ®cyny C((%)), the com-
plexification of the map 7. Let us denote *U(g) ®r C by *U(gc) We denote the
restriction of the map fi to "U(gc) by f,. It is obvious that fi, is a map from *U(gc)
to Pc.

We have a natural map i from P ®grys C((v)) to W.
Lemma 3.3.1 The natural map i is embedding.

Proof: Let us denote by K the kernel of the map 7. Then it is obvious that the
space K is invariant under the action of gc((v)) (since it is a free C((v)) module
and is invariant under the action of g¢ (since the latter is given by the bracket with
the sections of W)). Therefore, the group G preserves K. If f € K and f # 0 then
o(f)lgr = g(a(g71(f))]») = 0 since g~!(f) € K. Therefore, we get that o(f) = 0

which is a contradiction. This proves that K is zero. O

3.3.2 Main results.

Let us remind some notation. We denoted by C((h))% _pu @ one dimensional (over
C((%))) representation of the Lie algebra p,((%)) given by the character 3 — py.
We denoted by M Ay @ generalized Verma module induced from the representation
C((n)) A_p, of Lie algebra p+((R))

def 1 1EC((A)
M3, = TndgCi C((A)a_py- (3.42)

fPu
Denote by J an ideal in U(gc) ®c C((R)) annihilating representation M A

—pPu’
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Let us notice that the algebra *U(gc) is a universal enveloping algebra of a Lie
algebra "gc (defined over C[[h]]), where "gc as a CJ[[h]] module is isomorphic to
gc ®c C[[r]] = gcl[R]] and the bracket is given by the formula

[Xa(h), Yb(R)] ¥ (X, Y]ha(h)b(h), X,Y € gc. (3.43)

Let us define subalgebras "1¢, *uy, *u_, *p,, *p_ and *h of the Lie algebra "g¢ .
Definition 3.3.1

Mo Z Iollh]] ¢ "ge, Muy il chge, hu € [[A]] € hec,

(3.44)
'p, E p[[h)] C*ge, "p-E p_[[H]] c "ge, "hE h{H] C hge.

We denote by C[[A]]r-np, @ representation of the Lie algebra *p, given by the char-
acter A — fipy. We denote by "M, _s,, a generalized Verma module induced from the
representation C[[h]]x-n,, Of the Lie algebra "p,. Let us denote by J, an ideal in
"U(gc) annihilating representation *My_,,.

It is easy to see that J = J; ®cys) C((R)) and J, = U(gc) N J.

Theorem 3.3.1 The kernel of the map i (i) is the ideal T (J.). The map i (i)
induces a map from U(gc) ®c C((h))/T  ("U(gc)/T:) to Pc Qcya; C((B)) (Pc)

which is an isomorphism of algebras, i.e.,

Ulge) ®c C((1)/T 5 Po ®cp C((R)),

_ (3.45)
Hr
"U(gc)/Jr = Pc.
Proof: It is easy to see that M Apu = M 2oy OC((h) C((v)). Therefore, the theorem

follows from the propositions 3.2.6 and 3.3.2 and lemma 3.3.1. O

The completion of U(gc) ®c C((f)) in A-adic topology is U(ge)((h)). We denote
the completion of *U(gc) by *U(gc). Let us denote by 7 and 7, the completions
of J and J; in fi-adic topology. We denote by Pc an algebra Pol[[n]] endowed with
the star product. We denote by 730,(&) an algebra Pol((h)) endowed with the star
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product. Denote by fi and [i, continuous extensions of the maps i and [i,.

Corollary 3.3.1 We have the following isomorphisms of algebras

Ulga)(1)/T 5 Po,
(3.46)

"T(ga)/ T, S Pe.
3.3.3 Remarks.

Proposition 3.3.3 M% —pu 18 an trreducible representation of gc((h)).

Sketch of the proof: Let us assume the opposite. Then, there exist a singular vector
Choose
v a square root of 7 as in section 3.1. Let us change the base field from C((%)) to

C((v)) We denote the module M’ ®c())C((v)) by M and we have seen that Mx_, ®

P

w in the module Ma_,, which generates gc((h)) submodule M' C M A

F—pu’

C((R)C((v)) =M X —pu- Denote the completions of M and Ma_,,, in v-adic topology
by M and M A
H;};—pu' It is obvious that ]T/_f\v%

3.2.4. Therefore, M X—pu

A ®cqy C((v)), moreover Supp(ﬁ%_m) = {A\} € O. Submodule M C ]’VI\%_
is a closed submodule. M is stable under the action of the subalgebra Pol( (v)) C

ou Tespectively. It is easy to see that Misa proper submodule of

= V ®cw)) C((v)), where V was defined in section

—pu

is a topologically irreducible representation of the algebra

u

A ®cyr) C((v)). Let us fix some small compact neighborhood U of the point A € O.
The proof of this proposition is based upon the fact that we can approximate any
smooth function and its derivatives by the polynomial functions on U (really we need
to approximate smooth function and its defivative only at point ). The action of
AR C((v)) on M A-pu is given by differential operators. Therefore, the subalgebra
Pol((v)) is dense in A®cyjs; C((v)). The representation M 3 pu of A®cypy C((v)) is
continuous in this new topology which is stronger then just v-adic topology. Therefore,
submodule M (it is certainly closed submodule in the stronger topology) is stable
under the action of A ®cy C((v)), which is a contradiction. This ends the sketch
of the proof of this proposition. O
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Let us consider a more general situation then a semisimple coadjoint orbit. We
have a connected symplectic manifold M. Let us assume that the manifold M satisfies
all conditions of the theorem 2.2.2 b). Then we have an algebra homomorphism [
from U(gc) ®c C((v)) to a quantized functions A ®cypy; C((v)). Let us denote by Z
the center of U(gc). Z @c C((v)) is the center of U(gc) ®c C((v)).

Proposition 3.3.4 If an element u lies in the center of U(gc) ®c C((v)), i.e.,
u € Z ®c C((v)) then [i(u) is a constant function on M, i.e., i(u) € C((v)) C
A ®cyy C((v))-

Proof: The map [i is a G-invariant map. Therefore, it maps the center of U(gc) ®c
C((v)) to the G-invariant functions on M, i.e., (.A ®Cv]] C((v)))G = A% ®cpp
C((v)). Since the Lie algebra g acts transitively on M the only G-invariant functions
on M are constant functions. O

Let O be a coadjoint orbit of a Lie group G. Let us assume that @ admits a
G-invariant connection. Then we can find a G-invariant symplectic connection on O

and construct a star product using Fedosov’s method.

Corollary 3.3.2 The restriction of the homomorphism [i to the center Z @c C((v))
of U(gc) ®c C((v)) is a character of the algebra Z ®c C((v)). Therefore, we can
associate a character X : Z ®c C((v)) — C((v)) to any coadjoint orbit O which

admits a G-invariant connection.

Proof: The statement follows immediately from proposition 3.3.4. O

3.4 Some representations of Pc ®cyy C((v)).

In section 3.2.4 we constructed a representation V ®cyp C((v)) of the algebra
Pc ®cay C((v)). It follows from the theorem 2.2.2 (or theorem 3.3.1) that V ®cw]]
C((v)) is a representation of the Lie algebra gc((v)). The theorem 3.2.1 states that
this module is a generalized Verma module with the highest weight 1—)’-‘2- — pu- Let us
reformulate this result. We have a triangular decomposition gc =n_®h®n,. We

can state the results of the theorems 3.2.1 and 3.3.4 in the following way.
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Lemma 3.4.1 The module 1~/®C[[,,HC( (v)) ts an irreducible quotient (quotient by the

mazimal submodule) of the Verma module with the highest weight —5\—2 - Pu-

Let us generalize this construction and the result of the lemma 3.4.1. In section
3.2.1 we chose the set of positive roots of the Lie algebra g¢ (the choice is not unique).
Let us fix it. With any choice of the set of positive roots (it is equivalent to a choice of

an element of the Weyl group) we associate an irreducible representation of gc((v)).

Remark 3.4.1 It can happen that with to different choices of the set of positive roots

the associated representations are isomorphic (actually equal).

Let us chose a set of positive roots A!,. We denote by A’ the corresponding set
of negative roots. Denote by n!, and n’ the corresponding nilpotent subalgebras of
gc. We have a triangular decomposition gc = n’. @ h @ n/,. Let us denote by V; a
subspace (us @ u_)Nn/, of uy @u_ =750 and by V; a subspace (uy ®u_)Nn’.
It is easy to see that both V; and V5 are lagrangian subspaces of uy @ u_ = T3 O.
If A, = A, then the choice of V; and V; coincides with the choice made in section
3.2.4. Let us denote by L', a subsemigroup of L generated by the elements of A/, and
by L_ a subsemigroup of L generated by the elements of A’ . One have L' = —L.
Let us denote the subset of roots (¥ U —X) N A/, by I'. Denote by 'y the set ENA/,
and by I'_ the set (—X) N A!,. We have I' =I'_UT;. We denote by pr the half sum
of the roots of T'.

We can apply the construction of section 3.1 now. We get a representation V'
of the algebra W) ®gpn) C((v)). As a vector space V' is canonically isomorphic to
(69,‘:":0 Sk(u_)) [[v]] = (Clfases))|[v]], @ € T4 and B € T'_ (see section 3.1). It is easy
to see that the action of Ag|,, H € h on V' can be described by a formula similar to
(3.20).

Let us denote by V'® an eigenspace of the Lie algebra h (H € h acts by Ag|s)
on V' with an eigenvalue o € L’. It is obvious that V*®) is a free module of finite

rank over the ring C[[v]].

38



Lemma 3.4.2 There exists a canonical isomorphism of vector spaces

Vi= [ V'@, (3.47)

a€Ll’

Proof: Obvious. O

Let us consider a subspace V7 of V'

Vi Sy cy, (3.48)
aelL’_
Lemma 3.4.3 We have
7 = (@ 50) 8¢ Clbll = (Clelfuveah a €Ty feT-.  (349)
k=0

Proof: Obvious. O

Proposition 3.4.1 V'isa representation of Pg, i.e., elements of Pc preserve the

subspace V! C V'.

Proof: Similar to the proof of the proposition 3.2.4. O

Let us denote by V a module V" ®c)} C((v)). It becomes a representation of
U(gc) ®c C((v)) via the homomorphism f (from U(gc) ®c C((%))/T to Pc ®cyp))
C((v))). The module V contains a distinguished element 1 € V' C V. Reasonings

similar to the reasonings in section 3.2.4 show that the following proposition holds.
Proposition 3.4.2 The U(gc) ®c C((v)) module V is generated by the element
l1eV, e,

(Ulgc) @c C(@)(1) = V. (3.50)

Let us denote by C((v)) A, @ one dimensional (over C((v))) representation of

p',((v)) given by the character % — pr, where p/, ((v)) “he n/.. We denote by

M % _r. @ Verma module with the highest weight % — pr, ie.,
My mgsc®c 3.51
3—pr = 0y C((v)) 5 _pr- (351)
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Proposition 3.4.3 Representation V of the Lie algebra gc((v)) is a quotient of the

Verma module M', o

Proof: The proof is similar to the proof of the theorem 3.2.1. O

Proposition 3.4.4 V is an irreducible representation of the Lie algebra gc((v)).

Proof: Similar to the proof of the proposition 3.3.4. O

Combining the last two results we get

Theorem 3.4.1 The module V as a representation of the Lie algebra gco((v)) is

1somorphic to the irreducible quotient of the Verma module M’ or

v

V= (é s*(m) 6 C((v) = (C(()furesl, a€ly, Bel_.  (352)

Proof: Obvious. O

We can state the theorem 3.4.1 in the following way

Theorem 3.4.2 To each choice of the set of positive roots Al the associated rep-
resentation of gc((v)) is an irreducible quotient of the Verma module (induced from

h & n', ) with the highest weight % — pr.

Proof: The statement is equivalent to the theorem 3.4.1. O
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Chapter 4

Examples.

In this chapter we will consider two examples. The first one is the case of the coadjoint
orbits of the group SU(2). This is the most elementary case. The second example is
the case of the minimal nilpotent orbits of the symplectic group Sp(2n,R). In the
first example although the group is the simplest possible one, the answer is not trivial.
In the second case although we are talking about nilpotent orbits all the calculations
are elementary since the orbit is a quotient of R?” — 0 by the multiplication by +1.
The reason why we give this example here is that it shows that the results similar to
the case of semisimple orbits may be true in case of nilpotent orbits when they admit

G-invariant connection.

4.1 SU(2) example.

Let us look at the example of the group G = SU(2) closer. The coadjoint orbits are
spheres except the trivial one. We can identify the dual space g* to the Lie algebra g
with the Lie algebra g itself using the trace form. Therefore any element of the space

g* can be represented by a matrix

i3 X +1iY
, where X,Y,Ae€R. (4.1)
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Every coadjoint orbit contains the point X

i3 0

- 2

A= , for some A € R. (4.2)
0 —i3

If the coadjoint orbit contains the point X then it contains the point —\

~X= : (4.3)

(o]
.
N>

In this way all the coadjoint orbits are in one to one correspondence with the non-
negative real numbers. From now on we fix some positive number A.

We are going to try to understand the representation which we constructed in
section 3.2.4.

Let us denote by F, H, F' the following basis in sl(2, C)

(0 1) (1 0) (0 o)
E = , H= and F = . (4.4)
0 0 0 —1 10

One can consider E, H, F' as functions on the coadjoint orbits. We denote by e and
f the sections of T*® at point X corresponding to d(E) and d(F). The symplectic

form & at point X is equal to

dlx(e, f) =i, (4.5)

see 3.5.
From the corollary 2.2.2 follows that sl(2,C) 3 X + 20(X) € W is a homomor-
phism of Lie algebra. Moreover, we have that
iA

1 2i
zo(H)ly=+ -1+ —/\—%f xe, (4.6)

see proposition 3.2.1.

We denote by v the square root of . Let us identify the algebra W |5 Qg Cl[v]]
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with the completion of the algebra of differential operators - Cl[vz,vZ]|[[v]], by
: d
fivluz and e \/-):'ua; (4.7)

We denote by V the vector space of polynomials in z over the field C((v)), i.e.,
C((v))[2]. It follows from the proposition 3.2.4 that the space V is a representation
of g((v)) = sl(2, C)((v)). The theorem 3.2.1 states that V is a Verma module with
the highest weight 5—2- — p. Let us try to write down explicitly the elements E, F, H €
sl(2, C)((v)) as a differential operators acting on V.

Since o(E)l; € W;") and o(F)l; € W;\g_a) it follows that we can write

+0(E)|5 = sed(ef), where ¢(z) is some function,
(4.8)
~0(F)|x = #fv(ef), where 9(z) is some function.

Now let us determine the relation between ¢ and . Since our construction was
real, the sections of the complex conjugate function should be complex conjugate.
It is obvious that the functions £ and F' are complex conjugate on the coadjoint
orbits and also the sections e and f of the cotangent bundle 7@ at point A are
complex conjugate. Therefore, we see that function ¢ is complex conjugate to ¢,
i.e., ¥(z) = @(z) (since ef is real). (If ¢(z) = ¥; ¢iz’, where ¢; € C[[v]] then
¢(z) = i diz’ (v =v).)

In the Fedosov’s construction of the connection there is an initial condition on
the tensor r, i.e., 67}(r) = 0. If we translate this condition into a condition on the
functions ¢ and ¢ we will see that these functions should be equal i.e., ¢ = 2. In
general, we do not require §1(r) = 0 from the Fedosov’s connection, §~(r) can
be almost any G-invariant section of W (one can describe explicitly the class of the
admissible initial conditions). If we fix an initial condition (i.e., §1(r)) then we get
some conditions on the functions ¢ and .

We will write 0(E)|; and 3o(F)}; as sections of XW ®gpy C[[v]] using non-
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commutative star product in W @gysy C((v)). We get

—o(B)ly = e * glef) and o(F)lx = —f » g(e), (49)

where g(z) is some function (since * product is real). Here under g(ef) we understand

the following section

glef) = Zgn (ef) *---x(ef), where g(z Zgna: , gn € C[[v]]. (4.10)

n=0 n=0

The initial condition §~!(r) = 0 gives a condition
g(z +ixv?) = g(2) (4.11)

on the function g(z).

One can easily see that on ¥ the operator ef = [E[*¢ actsas (24 4 45,

Let us denote the operator2 (24 + £2) by A. We have
Lo (H)lx = .’—’3 2/\’43 (4.12)

We know that

%G(En;: ‘{}X d g(v?A) and —a(F) 5= E‘—/_-—zg(v A), (4.13)

for some function g(z).

We would like to find this function g(z). In order to do that we will use the fact
that [30(E)|5, s0(F)|;] = $0(H)l5. This give us some equation on the function g(z).
We will show that this equation together with the equation (4.11) (coming from the
initial condition on r) has a unique solution. We will not write down this solution
explicitly. One can try to do that but the formulas that we got are very long and are

not explicit enough.
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We must compute the following commutator

vV d f

[vd( A

028), 22 5(28)] = S g(0°A), 25(,%A)]. (4.14)

It is easy to check that Az = z(A +iX) and AL = £(A —4}). Therefore, we can
write [£ g(v2A), 2 §(v2A)] as

[£ 9(v?A), z§(v*A)] = L g(v®°A)2 §(v2A) — 2G(v*A) L g(v?A) =
£(9(v*A)2)g(v?A) — 2(§(v?A) L)g(v?A) =
(4.15)
L (293 (A +10))g(v2A) — 2(L G(v*(A - i))))g(v?A) =

(3 + £)9(W*(A +iX)g(v?A) — (-3 + £)9(v®A)g(v3(A — iN)).

Let us denote the product (—1+5)g(v2A)g(v2(A—iX)) by G(A). Then we can write

the equation (4.15) as an equation on the function G(A) as follows

ING(A +iN) — G(A)) = iA + —2-)‘3112A, (4.16)
or equivalently
2
GA+i\)-GA) =1+ —= =Y v2A. (4.17)

It is easy to see (direct calculation) that

A 1 ,22A  i?
Go(A) = (;X - 5) o T 1) (4.18)

is a particular solution of the equation (4.17). One can get all other solutions by

adding functions which do not depend on A. The general solution has form
G(A) = Go(A) + C(v), where C(v) € C[[v]]. (4.19)

Let us denote by F(v2A) the product g(v 2A)g(v2(A —1))). We see that G(A) =
& — YF(v®A). Let us put Fy(v?A) = )\ %’; + 1. It is obvious that Gp(A) =
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& — 1)Fy(v2A). Therefore, we get the following equation
C(v) = (a — 5)(F(v A) — Fy(v°A)). (4.20)

It is easy to see that this equation has no solutions since F(v?A) — Fy(v?A) €

Cl[v%A, v]).
As a consequence we get that the only possible solution is FI(A) = Fy(A). There-

fore, we obtain that the function g(x) satisfies the following equation

.2
24z (4.21)

9(2)g(z — iM?) =1~ ) + R

Let us see that there exist a unique g(x) which satisfies both equations (4.21) and

(4.11). Indeed, from (4.11) we get G(z — i\v?) = g(x — 2i\v?). Plugging that in the

equation (4.21) we obtain
() —2in?) =1- L L & (4.22)
g9(z)g(z — 2i = 5 1 e .
It is easy to see (by induction) that the equation (4.22) has a unique solution. Un-
fortunately, I do not know any nice formula for this solution.
Let us summarize all the above.

Proposition 4.1.1 Applying Fedosov’s construction to the coadjoint orbits of SU(2)

we obtain the following representation of sl(2, C)

Evws YAdg (“2”2 (z% + %z) ,vz) ,

v dz
He - (24 +42), (4.23)
P g (3 (4 + £0-2) ),
where the function g(z,y) € C|[z,y]] satisfies the following equation
Apy)=1- Y4 2
9(z,y)9(z — 2iry, y) =1 — o5 + 3. (4.24)
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4.2 Minimal nilpotent orbit of Sp(2n,R).

This example is a trivial one and we give it here only as an example of the nilpotent
orbit which admits a G-invariant symplectic connection. Let us choose v a square
root of A, i.e., v* = h. Let us consider a 2n dimensional vector space R?® with
the coordinates 1, -, Zn,¥1, -+, Yn and a symplectic form w = Y7 ; dz; A dy;. The
minimal nilpotent orbit O of Sp(2n, R) is (R?® —0)/(%£1). The trivial flat connection
d is Sp(2n, R)-invariant. Therefore, Fedosov’s connection on R?® (or O) is just V¥ =
d — 4. The moment map tells us that sp(2n, R) is isomorphic to the vector space of

quadratic polynomials on R?". The Poisson bracket of two functions f and g is

{f.a}= Z (é_{_@g - ?—ffgi) . (4.25)

Let us denote by p; the section dz; and by ¢; the section dy; of the cotangent
bundle. Let us write down the flat sections of W which corresponds to the quadratic

functions.
o(ziz;) = z;x; + T;p; + T;pi +pip; €W
o(yiy;) = yiy; +¥ig; + Y + gy €W for i, j=1---n. (4.26)
o(z:y;) = Tiyj + Tiq; + Y;pi +pigj €W

One can see that these formulas descend to the coadjoint orbit . It is obvious that

if we fix some point m € R™ (z; = z{”, y; = y{”) then

pi v% and g¢; — vz (4.27)

gives us a representation of W,,. Moreover, if we restrict ourselves to the Lie sub-
algebra sp(2n,R) of 5W,, spanned by %o(ziz;), Ho(yiy;) and So(zy;) we get
its representation V in the space of polynomials in the variables zy,---, z, over the
field C((v)), i.e., V = C((v))[z1,***,2n]. One can see that if m € R? is not 0

then this representation is irreducible. If m = 0 then V is a sum of two irreducible
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representations V = V{even) gy Y/ (0dd)
Let us choose the point m € R** with the coordinates z; = 0, y; = 0 for i =

1,---,nand j =2,---,n and y; = 1. Then we get the formulas

3 92

1. 0 9 i =1 .-
7 TiTj = 55 for i,7=1,---,n

1 ..
Sy~ zz; for 4,7 =2,---\n

1 1 > a a , for i 1 n ; 9
leyj’—)ﬁ(J——z%-'_—{m.?) ort=1L.,--,n ad]—‘ TR (]
1 Ti a2 | 1 ) [¢] el for i 1 "

2 Y1%s 0z; 2( 15z; 9z; 1) t 1T

,%fylyiH Zzi+zz for i=2,---,n
Ly2es 1422 +22

It is easy to see that this representation is a maximal irreducible quotient of Verma
module with the highest weight A, where (A, a%xiyi) = 1. It is well known that the
ideal in U(sp(2n, C)) annihilating this representation is the Joseph ideal (we denote
it by J).

It is obvious that this picture descends to the minimal nilpotent coadjoint orbit
0. 1t is obvious that if we restrict ourselves to the polynomial functions on R?" then
this representation is faithful. The constructed map maps U(sp(2n, C)) ®c C((v))
in the polynomial functions C((v))[z;, y;] on R?". Therefore, the kernel of this map
coincides with the ideal in U(sp(2n,C)) ®c C((v)) annihilating the representation
above. This ideal is exactly J ®c C((v)).

In this example we see that in our formulas we can put v to be a number, i.e.,
there is no any problems with convergence. This tells that the star product on the
coadjoint orbit O endows the polynomial functions on O with the algebra structure

which is isomorphic to U(sp(2n, C))/J.
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