arXiv:2003.13674v3 [math.QA] 15 May 2023

DUAL CANONICAL BASES AND QUANTUM
CLUSTER ALGEBRAS

FAN QIN

Dedicated to Professor Bernard Leclerc on the occasion of his sixtieth birthday

ABSTRACT. Given any quantum cluster algebra arising from a
quantum unipotent subgroup of symmetrizable Kac-Moody type,
we verify the quantization conjecture in full generality that the
quantum cluster monomials are contained in the dual canonical
basis after rescaling.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. Cluster algebras were introduced by Fomin and

Zelevinsky around the year 2000 | ]. Their work was rooted in
the desire to understand, in a concrete and combinatorial way, the
theory of total positivity | | and the dual canonical bases in quan-
tum groups Uy (g) | , I ]. Cluster algebras have dis-

tinguished generators called cluster variables. As a main motivation,
Fomin and Zelevinsky conjectured that the cluster monomials (certain
monomials of cluster variables) belong to the dual canonical basis.
The theory of cluster algebras has enjoyed a rapid growth and it
has soon been linked to many (sometimes unexpected) other topics
such as combinatorics, representation theory, Lie theory, discrete inte-
grable systems, Poisson geometry, higher Teichmiiller theory, algebraic

geometry. We refer the reader to the surveys | , |. Yet the
motivational conjecture by Fomin and Zelevinsky still remains open.

Using the notion of quantum cluster algebras [ |, a precise state-
ment for the conjecture relating cluster theory and the dual canonical
bases for quantum groups was later formulated' | , Conjecture
1.1].

IThe conjecture was called the quantization conjecture by Kimura after the works
[ , ] on (classical) unipotent subgroups.
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Conjecture 1.1.1 (Quantization conjecture). Given any symmetriz-
able Kac-Moody algebra g and any Weyl group element w € W, up
to q-power rescaling, the corresponding quantum unipotent subgroup
Aq[N_(w)] is a quantum cluster algebra and its dual canonical basis
contains the quantum cluster monomaials.

Here, Aq[N_(w)] is a quantum analogue of the coordinate ring of the
unipotent subgroup N_(w). We postpone the precise definition and
simply recall that Aq[N_(wq)] = Uq (g) for semisimple Lie algebras g
and the longest element wy.

The cluster structure part in Conjecture 1.1.1 is no longer a problem.
For symmetric Kac-Moody cases, Aq[N_(w)] are known to be quantum
cluster algebras by | il il . [ | found the quan-
tum cluster structure on Aq[N_(w)] for symmetrizable semisimple Lie
algebras, and their arguments remain effective in general. When the
author is preparing this paper, an explicit treatment for general cases
has become available in | ]

The dual canonical basis part in Conjecture 1.1.1 has been largely
open for many years. First assume g is a symmetric Kac-Moody
algebra. | | proved an analogous statement for the dual semi-
canonical basis [ |. Partial results include: quivers of Kronecker
type and type A by | , |; acyclic quivers by | | follow-
ing | il ]. Symmetric cases were solved only recently. Based
on completely different methods, | | proved it for (g, w) such that
g is a semisimple Lie algebra, w arbitrary, or g is a general Kac-Moody
algebra but w is adaptable; | | proved it for all (g, w). But,
up to now, Conjecture 1.1.1 has been almost untreated when g is a
symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra.

The main aim of this paper is to prove Conjecture 1.1.1 in full gen-
erality for any symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra g and any w € W.

1.2. Notions, main results and comments.

Quantum cluster algebras. A seed t of a cluster algebra is a collection
of cluster variables together with some combinatorial data. The set of
all seeds of a cluster algebra is denoted by AT, and one can generate
one seed from another (adjacent seed) via an algorithm called muta-
tion. The cluster algebra is generated by its cluster variables, and its
quantization can be constructed. See Section 2 for rigorous definitions
and treatments.

The readers unfamiliar with cluster theory might prefer a more in-
tuitive geometric picture. An upper cluster algebra is the coordinate
ring of a variety called the cluster variety, and it often agrees with the
cluster algebra. The cluster variables correspond to local coordinates
and the seeds to the charts of an atlas. The combinatorial data de-
scribe the gluing of adjacent charts (mutation). When an appropriate
(log-canonical) 2-form is chosen, the cluster variety becomes a Poisson
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manifold. Correspondingly, its coordinate ring can be quantized to the
quantum cluster algebra.

Tropical geometry appears once we look at the cluster varieties, see
[ Il il |, and a breakthrough has recently been made
in this direction | ]. Notice that the elements of cluster alge-
bras are multivariate Laurent polynomials. In this paper, by tropical
properties, we mean properties of the corresponding Laurent degrees,

following [ .
For most of this paper, we assume that the cluster algebra is injective-
reachable (equivalently, there exists a green to red sequence | | or,

the Donaldson-Thomas transformation is cluster). This condition is
satisfied by almost all well-known cluster algebras, such as those aris-
ing from Lie theory or higher Teichmiiller theory.

Triangular bases. The approach to Conjecture 1.1.1 in the present pa-
per is based on the triangular bases defined in | ].

For each given seed t, we have a quantum Laurent polynomial ring
LP(t) which contains the quantum cluster algebra. Let M°(t) denote
the lattice of Laurent degrees. Inspired by representation theory, we
can endow M°(t) with a partial order <; called the dominance order
with respect to t.

Following | |, we define the triangular basis for each single seed.
It is characterized by a triangularity property with respect to the dom-
inance order <;, whence the name “triangular”. [ | further in-

troduced the common triangular basis for all seeds such that it has
the compatibility property (certain tropical property, Definition 3.4.1)
expected by the Fock-Goncharov dual basis conjecture [ I ,
Section 5] , Proposition 0.7].

It is worth remarking that the common triangular basis contains all
quantum cluster monomials if it exists. In general, we do not know
if the triangular basis for one seed exists or not (though we can still
construct a unique topological basis candidate in the formal comple-
tion, see Theorem 6.1.3). Even it exists, it is unclear if it provides the
common triangular basis for all seeds. In a word, neither the local ex-
istence nor the global existence is known. Nevertheless, by Lie theory,
we have the following results for a symmetric Kac-Moody algebra g.

(1) The quantum unipotent subgroup A,[/N_(w)] is a quantum clus-
ter algebra such that, after rescaling and localization, the dual
canonical basis provides the common triangular basis | ,
Theorem 1.2.1(I), 6.1.6 |[ .

(2) A similar statement for cluster algebras categorified by repre-
sentation theory of the quantum loop algebra U,(Lg) [ ,
where the common triangular basis arises from simple modules
[ , Theorem 1.2.1(IT)].
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Remark 1.2.1 (Positivity assumption). Many previous arguments about
the triangular basis | | rely on the assumption that the basis has
positive multiplication structure constants. Such a positivity assump-
tion is natural, because the work | | was inspired by the monoidal
categorification of cluster algebras in the sense of | |. In particular,
the basis is expected to consist of the simple modules.

It is known that the dual canonical basis no longer satisfies the posi-
tivity assumption in symmetrizable cases’. This is the main obstruction
that renders many previous arguments ineffective.

Main results and comments.

Theorem 1.2.2 (Main theorem, Theorem 9.5.1). After localization
and rescaling, the dual canonical bases of quantum unipotent subgroups
become the common triangular bases of quantum cluster algebras. As
a consequence, Conjecture 1.1.1 holds true.

Effectively, for proving Theorem 1.2.2, we verify Conjecture 1.1.1 and
Fock-Goncharov dual basis conjecture (for this case) simultaneously in
this common triangular basis approach.

It might come as a surprise that, unlike previous works on Conjecture
1.1.1, we do not need the positivity assumption on the basis (which is
false in general). This result is derived as a consequence of a more
general existence theorem for the common triangular bases (Theorem
1.2.3). For proving the latter theorem, we base our arguments mostly
on an analysis of tropical properties and an additional input called
twist automorphisms, which we shall explain below.

After localization, the quantum unipotent subgroup Aq[N_(w)] be-
comes isomorphic to the quantum unipotent cell Aj[N*]. It possesses
an automorphism 7, , called the twist automorphism, which permutes
the (localized) dual canonical basis | .

For general quantum cluster algebras, we define the cluster twist au-
tomorphisms tw (twist automorphism for short, Section 5), such that
they include 7, , as a special case after rescaling ((9.4), Theorem 9.4.5).
We show that the common triangular basis, if it exists, must be per-
muted by the cluster twist automorphism (Proposition 6.3.2). Con-
versely, assuming that a basis possesses this property, we prove the
following existence theorem for common triangular bases.

Theorem 1.2.3 (Existence theorem, Theorem 6.5.4). Assume that the
quantum cluster algebra possesses the triangular basis for an initial seed
and a twist automorphism. If the triangular basis is permuted by the
twist automorphism and contains the quantum cluster monomials ap-
pearing along a (green to red) mutation sequence, then it is the common

2Non-positivity was found in Shigenori Yamane’s master thesis at Osaka Univer-
sity. It can be verified by the algorithm in | ]. See [ | for more details.
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triangular basis. In particular, it contains all quantum cluster mono-
maals.

Briefly speaking, via an analysis of tropical properties, we prove
Theorem 1.2.3 based on two statements for adjacent seeds which are
inspired by desired conjectures. More precisely, we consider two prop-
erties of a basis:

e the admissibility (Definition 6.4.1) means that the basis con-
tains certain cluster monomials in the spirit of Conjecture 1.1.1;

e the compatibility (Definition 3.4.1) means that it has nice trop-
ical properties in the spirit of Fock-Goncharov dual basis con-
jecture.

Then we show that the triangular basis for one seed gives rise to a
compatible triangular basis for an adjacent seed provided the admis-
sibility (Proposition 6.4.3); conversely, certain compatibility condition
implies the admissibility (Proposition 6.4.5), see Sections 6.4, 6.5. It is
worth remarking that we use the dominance order decomposition from
[ | (Definition 3.3.1 Proposition 3.4.2) in the proof of Proposition
6.4.3. In addition, we use some results from | | such as Proposition
6.2.8.

Remark 1.2.4 (Main ingredients). To summarize, let us list the main
ingredients in our approach to Conjecture 1.1.1 contained in this paper
and its prerequisite works.

Lie theoretic side: | | showed that quantum unipotent subgroups
AG[N_(w)] possess the dual canonical bases induced from those of Uy~ ,
which enables us to investigate Fomin-Zelevinsky’s conjectural link be-
tween the dual canonical bases and cluster theory for Kac-Moody cases
and formulate Conjecture 1.1.1. Based on the theory of non-commutative
unique factorization domains, | Il | guaranteed the cluster struc-
tures on Aq[N_(w)]. | | showed that the twist automorphisms on
quantum unipotent cells Aq[N™] preserve the (localized) dual canonical
bases. Their proof was based on the fascinating representation theoretic
properties of these bases.

Cluster theoretic side: We need to know fundamental and important
notions and results in cluster algebras, such as (the sign-coherence of)

g-vectors and c-vectors following [ Il ]... Il 3.
In this paper, we use notions and techniques introduced in | | and
further developed in | | for analyzing tropical properties of ele-

ments of cluster algebras. In addition, we consider an analogue of the
twist automorphism on Aq[N™] (the cluster twist automorphism) and
verify some of its properties (Theorem 5.1.7, 9.4.5). Then we replace

3For our main theorem, it is enough to know fundamental properties of cluster
algebras arising from quantum unipotent subgroups of symmetrizable types. Cor-

respondingly, we can rely on [ ], but it also follows from the general results
of [ .
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previous arqguments involving geometry or positivity in | | by an
analysis of tropical properties following | Il |, improve the
theory of triangular bases in [ | (Propositions 6.3.2, 6.4.3, 6.4.5),

and obtain ezistence criteria of common triangular bases (Theorems
6.5.3, 6.5.4) without imposing the positivity assumption.

Remark 1.2.5 (Generalization of dual canonical bases). Fomin and
Zelevinsky’s original motivation was ambitious, such that the mean-
ing of their “dual canonical basis” includes not only the well-known
dual canonical basis for quantum groups but also (unknown) gener-
alizations for other (quantized) coordinate rings in Lie theory. It is
therefore important to understand all good bases for other (quantum)
cluster algebras. Many works have been devoted to this topic. These in-
clude but are not limited to | 1 ] ] ] ]

% H] ] [Qn17] | I ] [BZ14] | I ]

By this paper, the triangular basis in the sense of | | suggests a
reasonable generalization of dual canonical bases in cluster theory.

Remark 1.2.6 (Twist automorphisms). In the literature, twist au-
tomorphisms are automorphisms on the nilpotent cells N* introduced
for solving the factorization problems (chamber ansatz) which describe
the inverse of the toric chart of Schubert varieties | Il . In
the symmetric Kac-Moody cases, | Il | studied them wusing
categorification via preprojective algebras. A quantum analogue was
introduced and studied in | ].

The cluster twist automorphisms in this paper are defined for seeds of
general quantum cluster algebras, not necessarily with a Lie theoretic
background. They include the twist automorphisms in Lie theory as
a special case (Theorem 9.4.5). Therefore, they provide a reasonable
generalization in cluster theory. It is desirable to understand them on
a categorical level (Remark 5.2.2).

In this paper, we will mainly use the cluster twist automorphisms of
Donaldson-Thomas type, but the notion makes sense more generally.
Further discussions about cluster twist automorphisms will appear in a
separate paper.

Remark 1.2.7 (Berenstein-Zelevinsky triangular basis). The idea to
construct a common triangular basis first appeared in the work of Beren-

stein and Zelevinsky | |. They defined triangular bases for acyclic
seeds of quantum cluster algebras, and their definition is different from
ours. Based on | | and Theorem 9.5.1, we now know that the

Berenstein-Zelevinsky triangular basis agrees with our common trian-
gular bases (Corollary 9.5.3 ).
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We also obtain a result concerning tropical properties of the dual
canonical bases (Corollary 9.5.4). It would be desirable to further un-
derstand the relation between the dual canonical bases and the tropical
geometry of cluster varieties.

It is worth noting that, after the appearance of this paper, McNa-
mara | | gave a different proof for Conjecture 1.1.1 based on the
work of | | and folding techniques.

1.3. Contents. We provide detailed prerequisites with examples. An
expert might skip Sections 2, 3, 7 and probably Sections 4, 8. Our
arguments and proofs are presented in Sections 5, 6, 9.

In Section 2, we review basic notions in cluster theory.

Section 3 contains prerequisites on the dominance order and the
corresponding decomposition following | ][ |. Section 4
contains prerequisites on similar seeds, a correction technique | ]
[ |, and a result concerning mutations of similar elements (Propo-
sition 4.2.6).

Sections 5 and 6 contain most crucial arguments in this paper. First,
we define cluster twist automorphisms and check some necessary prop-
erties in Section 5. Then, we give a general construction for triangular
functions as candidates of basis elements (Theorem 6.1.3) and review
notions and properties for the desired triangular bases. In addition,
we show that common triangular bases must be permuted by any twist
automorphisms (Proposition 6.3.2). Finally, by using an analysis on
tropical properties (such as the compatibility) and the twist automor-
phisms, we give general existence criteria for common triangular bases
(Theorems 6.5.3, 6.5.4).

Section 7 contains prerequisites on quantum unipotent subgroups.

In Section 8, we present the quantum cluster structure on quantum
unipotent subgroups, following | ].

In Section 9, we apply the results of the previous sections to quantum
cluster algebras arising from quantum unipotent subgroups and quan-
tum unipotent cells. We first discuss the integral form and localization
in Sections 9.2, 9.3. Then, we compare the twist automorphisms in Lie
theory and in our sense in Section 9.4. Finally, we apply the previous
discussion to obtain our main result (Theorem 9.5.1) and deduce some
other consequences in Section 9.5.

In Appendix A, we give some technical details for quantum groups,
CGL extensions, and cluster structures for the convenience of the reader.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The author thanks Yoshiyuki Kimura for many helpful discussions.
He is grateful to Bernhard Keller for seeing a preliminary version of
the paper. He also thanks Milen Yakimov for informing him about the
recent work | ]. He thanks Peigen Cao for interesting discussions.



9

He is grateful to Bernhard Keller and Bernard Leclerc for remarks on
a preliminary version of this article.

2. BASICS OF CLUSTER ALGEBRAS

We recall basic notions such as seeds and mutations in cluster theory.

We mostly follow the convention in | |, because it is conceptually
natural to introduce various lattices. A reader might equally choose
the convention in [ |. More detailed discussions could be found in
[Qin19a].

2.1. Seeds.

Fized data. Given I a finite set of vertices endowed with a partition
I = I, U It (called the unfrozen and frozen vertices respectively), we
further fix the following data:

(1) a rank-|I| lattice N, endowed with a Q-valued skew-symmetric
bilinear form w( , );

(2) a rank-|I,¢| saturated sublattice Ny C N, called unfrozen sub-
lattice;

(3) strictly positive integers (d;);e; with the greatest common divi-
sor 1;

(4) a sublattice N° C N of finite index, such that w(Ny, N°) C Z,
w(N, Ny N N°) C Z;

(5) the dual lattices M = Homgz(N,Z), M° = Homy(N°,Z).

Notice that w(n, ), n € N, is naturally a Q-valued linear function
on N, thus an element in Mg = M ®z Q. Correspondingly, we define
the map p* : N — My such that p*(n) = w(n, ). The assumption on
N° implies that p*(Ny) C M°.

We always make the following assumption throughout this paper.

Assumption 1 (Injectivity assumption). We assume that the map
p* 1 Ny — M° 1is injective.

We shall soon see explicit examples for the fixed data. In fact, we
will mainly work with the lattices Ny and M° throughout this paper.

Remark 2.1.1. If all symmetrizers d; are 1, one can understand the
lattices as Grothendieck groups of some categories, in which one can
also consider bases and bilinear forms, see | , Sections 2.3, 2.4]
for details.

Seeds as bases.

Definition 2.1.2 (Seed). A seed for the fized data is an I-labeled col-
lection E = (e;|i € I) such that E is a basis of N, {exlk € Is} is a
Z-basis of Nye, and {d;e;|i € I} is a basis of N°.
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Given a seed F, we shall also denote it by ¢ as in most works in cluster
theory. Let E* = {ef|i € I} denote the dual basis of £ in M. Denote
Fr:={frlie I} :={de;li € I}. Then F :={fili € I} := {diieﬂi el}
is a basis of M°. By using these bases, the abstract lattices in the fixed
data can be represented as sets of (column) vectors:

M°(t) := @i Zf; ~ T
N(t) == @ic1Ze; ~ 7!
Nyt (t) == PBrer, Ley, = 71

where we identify f;, e; as i-th unit vectors respectively.

Let us define w;; = w(e;,€j), by = w;jd;, Vi,j € I. Apparently,
we have bjd; = —b;;d;, Vi,j € I. Direct computation shows that
p*(e;)(f¥) = bij, Vi,j € I. Therefore, the linear map p* : N — My
is represented by the matrix (b;;); jer, and p*(e;) is represented by its
J-th column vector col;((b;;)i jer)-

Definition 2.1.3 (E—matrix). The B-matriz of the seed t is defined to
be é(t) = (bir)ier ker, = (Wrkidi)icrker,. The corresponding B-matrix
is defined to be the I¢ X I s-submatriz B(t), which is called the principal
part of B(t).

We often omit the symbol ¢ when the context is clear. Under the
injectivity assumption, B is of full rank ||, and the column vectors
coly B = p*ey, k € I, are linearly independent.

Remark 2.1.4 (Different conventions: seeds). In [ ) |, a seed
t (with geometric coefficients) is defined to be the collection of the ma-
triz B(t) and the cluster variables X;(t), i € I. See | , Section

2.1] for changing conventions.
Example 2.1.5 (Type As). Let us take I = I ={1,2}, dy = dy =1,
N =72, an initial seed ty = E = {e,e5} = {( é ) , ( (1) )}, and the

bilinear form w satisfies (w;;) = _01 é . Then we have N° = N,

M° =M ~ 7?2 suchthatF:{fl,fQ}:{<(1)),((1])}, (bl-j)zgz

0 -1
B:(l 0 )7p*61=f2;p*62=—f1-

Poisson structure. By | , |, since B is of full rank, we
can find an I x I Z-valued skew-symmetric matrix A = (A;;) such that
(B, A) is a compatible pair in the sense of | ],ie. BTA = (D 0)
for some diagonal matrix D' = diag(d})ker,, dj, € Nso. Notice that A is
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not necessarily unique. In addition, BTAB = D'B is skew-symmetric,
i.e., we have dibi; = —d}b;; Vi, j € L.

The matrix A gives rise to a bilinear form A on M° such that A(f;, f;) =
A;j. One can use it to construct Poisson structure on the corresponding
algebraic torus, see | , | for example.

Lemma 2.1.6. The following claims are true for any i € I, j, k € L.
(1) A(fi,pex) = —dirdy,.
(2) )\( ,p*ek) = —d;dk cCp = —d%f;:
(3) Mp*ei, p*er) = —d}by;.

— /
Proof. (1) The claim follows form the compatibility A(—B) = ( D ) :

0
(2) The claim follows from (1).
(3) We have A(p*e;, p*er) = (p*ei, —di. i) = by - (—d},).
U

Definition 2.1.7 (Quantum seed). The collection (E,\) is called a
quantum seed.

The skew-symmetric matrix D'B = BTAB give rise to a skew-
symmetric bilinear form on N, still denoted by A, such that
Nei,ej) == Np*ei,p'ej) = diby.
The following property follows from definition.

Lemma 2.1.8. For any n,n’ € Ny, we have

Ap'n',p'n) = X', n).
Example 2.1.9. In Ezample 2.1.5, we have d = 1 and df = dy = 1.

Take any a € N+ and the matriz A = (A;;) = « < ? _01 ) Then

(A, B) is compatible with | = dy = . Notice that A gives a skew-
bilinear form X\ on M°. Then we have

0 —1
(Meie))ijers = (dibij)ij = 04( 1 0 ) = —aw.

For completeness, let us discuss the relation between w and A, though
it will not be needed for the purpose of this paper.

Denote the least common multiplier d = lem(d;). Define the Lang-
lands dual &} = d%. Then they satisfy d}b;; = —d}b;;, Vi, j € I. Denote

the scaling constant oy = g—g € Q¢ for k € I, then we have oy, = a;

whenever by; # 0, Vk,j € 1. It follows that oy is constant on each
connected component of I in the following sense.

Definition 2.1.10 (Connected components). Given an I X I, matric
B, a connected component V' of I, with respect to B is a mazximal
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collection of wvertices in Iy such that for any i,7 € V, there exists
finitely many vertices iy € V, 0 < s <[, such that ig = i, iy = 7, and
bijio, 70 forany 0 <s <[ —1.

We can choose the matrix A such that there exists a € Q¢ such
that dj, = ad) for all k € I, i.e., oy = v, see | , Theorem 2.1].

Lemma 2.1.11. The following statements hold for any n € Nys.
(1) A(,p™n) = —ad - n
(2) A= —ad-w on Ny.

Proof. (1) The claims follow from Lemma 2.1.6.
(2) By Lemma 2.1.6, we have A(e;,e;) = dib;; = ad; - diwj; = ad -
(—wij)-

t

2.2. Laurent polynomial rings. Let k denote a base ring and v €
k an invertible element. We will take (k,v) = (Z,1) and (k,v) =
(Z[qi%], q%) for classical cluster algebra and quantum cluster algebras
respectively, where q% is a formal parameter. Later, we will also take
(k,v) = (Q(q), q) for quantized enveloping algebras, where ¢ is a formal
parameter. Notice that k has the Z-linear (or Q-linear) bar involution

() which sends v to v~! in these cases.

Ring of characters. Let there be given any lattice L of finite rank.
Denote its dual lattice LY = Homgz(L,Z). Define the following group
algebra endowed with the natural addition and multiplication (+,-)

k[L] = ©perkx”

such that x? - x*' = x?*?". k[L] is called the Laurent polynomial ring
associated to L, and L the lattice of Laurent degrees. We often omit
the commutative multiplication symbol - for simplicity.

It is worth reminding that x? can be viewed as a character on the
split algebraic torus Trv = LY ®z F*, where F is a chosen field and
F* = F\{0} its multiplicative group of invertible elements. We will
assume F = C throughout this paper.

Quantization. Assume that L possesses a Z-valued skew-symmetric bi-
linear form A\. We then define the quantum algebra k[L; \] such that
k[L; ] is given by the commutative algebra (k[L], +,) as before and,
in addition, endowed with the twisted product x*:

(2.1) Xp*Xp/ - vk(p,p’)Xerp/_

Unless otherwise specified, by the algebra structure of k[L; A], we mean
(4, *). When the context is clear, we omit the symbol A for simplicity.
Notice that, when v = 1, the twisted product * agrees with the usual
product -.



13

Formal Laurent series. We have the Euclidean space Lg = L ®z R.
Let there be given a strictly convex rational polyhedral cone o C Lg,
le,o=> ;R>op; for finitely many generators p; € L. It determines
the monoid o, = o N L and the abelian group Zo; = o7, ®y Z. Since
o is strictly convex, the only invertible element in oy is 0. Denote

of = o \{0}.
We have the monoid algebra k[o;] = @,¢,, kx? and its maximal ideal
M =k[o]] =@, ,+kx?. Let k[oz] denote the completion of k[o] with

p€o;,
respect to this maximal ideal. We then define the formal completion

of k[L] with respect to o, to be

— —

k[L;o1] = K[L] Qo) kloL].

When the context is clear, we write k@] = k/[z] for simplicity. Sim-
ilarly, we define the formal completion of the quantum algebra k[L; )]
to be

o — —

k[L;op, A = K[L; A ®yioyo klow; Al

]k[f;?L] (resp. k[[ja?, A]) is called the algebra (resp. quantum algebra)
of formal Laurent series.
A possibly infinite sum will be called a formal sum. Let there be

given a collection of formal sums Z) = Y el b, b9 €k, j €N,

their formal sum ) iz () is well defined if, for each m;, there are only

finitely many Z¢ with non-vanishing coefficients b).

—_

Remark 2.2.1. The formal completion k[L] can be shown to be the
Cauchy completion with respect to an explicit topology on K[L], see

—_

[ |. It would be interesting to understand calculation in K[L] from
a topological point of view, though we will not pursue this direction in
this paper.

Algebras associated to seeds. Let there be given a quantum seed t =
(E, \) as before. Recall that we have lattices

M°(t) = @ieilfi ~ 7"
N(t) = ®ierle; ~ 7"
Ny(t) = @rer,Ley ~ T,
where f;, e; are viewed as the i-th unit vectors.
Consider the quantum algebras of Laurent polynomials k[M°(t); A]
and k[Ny(t); A]. Denote X; = X;(t) = x/i and X™ = X (¢)™ = x™ for
m € M°(t). The quantum Laurent polynomial ring associated to the
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quantum seed t is defined as
LP(t) =KX icr = K[X|men = kK[M°(2); A

Its skew-field of fractions is denoted by F(t).
We also define the Laurent monomials Y;, = Yi(t) = ¥ %, Y" =
Y(t)" = xP'", n € Ny(t), and the corresponding subalgebra of LP(t):

k[Yki]kequ = k[Yn]neNuf(t) = k[Nuf(t)? )‘]-

Notice that k[Yi|xer, has the maximal ideal generated by Y, k €
Is. Let k[Yy|ker, denote the corresponding completion under the adic
topology. As before, the formal completion of LP(t) is defined by

LP(t) = LP(t) Ox[Yilrer, K[Yi]kery-
Its elements will be called formal Laurent series or functions.

Definition 2.2.2 (Quantum cluster variables). The quantum cluster
variables of the seed t are defined to be X;(t), i € I. Their monomials
are called quantum cluster monomials. The X;(t), j € If are called
the frozen variables. The group of frozen factors is defined to be P =
{(X(t)u € ZF}.

The Laurent monomials of the form X(t)™, m = > m;f;, m; € Z,
such that m; > 0 whenevert € I , are called localized quantum cluster
monomaals.

The Yy (t), k € Ly, are called the (unfrozen) quantum Y -variables of
the seed t.

For simplicity, we often skip the word quantum and the symbol .
2.3. Mutation.

Seeds. Let [ ] denote the function max( ,0). Define [(g;)]+ = ([g:]+) for
any vectors (g;). Recall that a seed is a collection of basis elements t =
E = (&;)ier in N. Let us define new seeds in the following procedure.

We start by choosing a sign e € {+,—}. For any k € I, define
I x I transformation matrices P . and Pr. whose entries are given as
follows:

(Poe)iy = -1 i=j=k
[gbkj]Jr L= k7] # k

(PF,E)ij — —]_ ’L :] — k’ .
[—ebi]+ i #k,j=k
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Denote their I+ x I ,-submatrices by P%‘fa and Pi:'fg respectively?.

Given any unfrozen vertex k € I, we define the new seed t' = E' =
(€f)ier such that e; =3, ;e; - (Prc)j € N:

e, . €; + [Ebk@']+€k 1 75 k
N —€L 1=k .

Recall that b;; = w;;d; = w(ej, e;)d; and it depends on the seed t = E.

Definition 2.3.1 (Mutation). We denote the above operation by t' =
ti et and call py, . the mutation in the direction k.

We could also compute the dual basis (E*) = {ef|i € I} in M and
the corresponding basis F’ = diieﬂi € I} in M°. It is straightforward
to check that we get f/ =3 . ; fi - (Pre)ji € M°:

. Ji i £k
o —fi 20—l fy i=k

The new bases enable us to represent the abstract lattices as sets of
new coordinate (column) vectors:

M°(t) = @Lf ~7'
N{t) = @Ze, ~7"
Ny(t) = Gper,Ze), ~ 7
where f/, e, are viewed as ith unit vectors.

The above basis change gives a linear transformation 7. : N (') —
N (t) such that 74 . (€7) = >, €+ (Ppe)ji and, similarly, 7. . : M°(t') —
Me(t) such that 7(f]) = >_,c; [ - (Pre)ji. These linear maps are rep-
resented by (left multiplication of) the matrices Pg. and Pp. respec-
tively.

Remark 2.3.2. On the one hand, these matrices are idempotent, i.e.,
(Pge)? = (Ppo)? = Id;. On the other hand, it is straightforward to
check that pu, _.(pre(t)) = t. Notice that the matriz depends on the
seeds, and i cpig < (t) # t!

It is straightforward to compute bj; = wj;d; = w(e}, e})d;:

o by ke i}
! bij + birlebrs]+ + [—ebig]1br; kK #1,j

4The matrices Pg. and Piﬂfs are denoted by F. and E. in | , Section
5.6]] , (3.2) (3.3)] respectively.
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In addition, one can check that the new matrix (b;;); jer only depends
on (b;;)jer and is independent of the sign €. Consequently, we define
the mutation of matrices (b};);jer = p((bij)ijer) without choosing a
sign.

Lemma 2.3.3. The connected components of I with respect to B(t)
are the same as those with respect to B(t').

Assume that ¢ is a quantum seed (E, \) with a chosen I x [-matrix
A = (Ay)ijer such that Ay = A(fi, f;), BTA = (D' 0), D' =
diag(d})ier,.. Let A" = (A};)ijer denote the matrix such that Aj; =
A(fi, f;). The following lemma shows that it :=t' := (£, ) is also a
quantum seed.

Lemma 2.3.4 (| |). Take any sign e, the following claims are true.

(]) (b;j>i,j61 = PF,€<bij)i,j€I PE,E

(2) N =P APp,.

(5) (B)'N' = (D" 0)
Proof. (1)(2) The statements can be proved by calculation or using
linear algebras.

(3) The statement follows from (1)(2) and the equality P%.. = Idy,
(PE.)"D' = D'(PgL).

U

Example 2.3.5. In FExample 2.1.5, let us take the initial seed to =

E:{el,eg}:{((l)),<(1])}, (bij) = ((1) _01 ) Choose k = 2.

1 0
MhenPrs= (] Oy ) o= past= B = (e} = fer ben —ea).

It follows that (b};) = < _01 (1) ) Choosing k = 2 again, we get
Pp._ = ( } _01 ), po,—(t2) = E" = {€}| + €, —e4} = E =t. On the

other hand, Pps 4 = ( (1) _01 ) and, correspondingly, pia 1 (t2) # to!

Signs of seed mutations and c-matrices. Let ty denote a given initial
seed. Let k = k1ky - - - k; denote a word whose letters are unfrozen ver-
tices. We are going to apply mutations along the sequence k. In cluster
theory, there is a default choice of the signs €; for the corresponding
mutations once the initial seed ¢, is given.

Let I' = {¢'|i € Iy} denote a copy of I,s. The principal coefficient
matrix associated to to is the (I U I’) x (I, U I')-matrix given by
(05 i jerur = < (bg)&]oe)l“f C;)(to) ), where C(to) is the I' X -

matrix whose non-zero entries are C(tp)y; = 1, Vi € I,. Under the
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natural identification I" ~ I, we also view C'(() as the identity matrix
Idy,.

For any s € [0,[], denote the word k., = kiks...k,. Assume that
the sign €; have been chosen for j < s, then we have the mutation
sequence i <s = [k, e, Mk e, (reading from right to left) and the

corresponding seed t, = u <lo. If s = 0, k., denote an empty word,
prin
ij

obtain the matrix (b';;i"(ts))ingufup = ( (bij ()i ger,e —C(ts) )

ﬁgs an empty sequence, and t;, = t5. Applying ﬁgs to (b)), we

O(t,) 0

Definition 2.3.6. The matriz C™(t,) := C(t,) is called the C-matriz
of ts with respect to the initial seed ty. Its k-th column vectors are called
the k-th c-vectors of ts, denoted by cx(ts).

Notice that the C-matrices depend on the B(ty).

Recall that a vector g = (g;); is called sign-coherent, if all components
g; > 0 or all components g; < 0, in which case we denote g > 0 or g < 0
respectively.

Theorem 2.3.7. | , Theorem 1.7][ , Corollary 5.5]
For any k € I, the c-vector ci(ts) is non-zero and sign-coherent.

We refer the reader to | | for more discussions.

Following | , section 5.6], by using c-vectors, we choose the sign
€k = +ifep, (ts) > 0,5 choose ey, = —if ¢, (t5) < 0. Repeating
this process, we obtain the signs for all mutations appearing in <ﬁ =
By w " Kk e -

Definition 2.3.8. Let there be given an initial seed to. We use A to
denote the seeds obtain from tg by applying any mutations sequences,
where we choose the signs by using C-vectors.

Throughout this paper, we will discuss seeds taken from the same set
A;g for some given initial seed ¢y except in Section 4. In particular, the
signs of seed mutations are determined by ¢y. We will denote AT = A}
and g = pu . for simplicity.

Mutation birational maps. Now, let us relate the quantum algebras of
Laurent polynomials associated to ¢t and t' = uyt.
We define the isomorphism pj : F(t') ~ F(t) such that

X; i #k
* noo_ i
(22) w(Xi) = {ka+2j[bjk]+fj 4 Xl i =
Denote v, = v%. By Lemma 2.1.6, for j € I, i,k € I, we have
d;bzk = —d;bkl and
X;xY, = 0" X; Y,
YixY, = o%Y, .y,
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We can rewrite
(X)) = X et 2sl=b]4 S5 (1+Y3)
X 25 =bil+ fi (1+ v, 'Y%)
The following equation is called the exchange relation:

(2.3)
X+ i (Xp) = A2 0+ £5) X305 =bskl+ fi Ak i lbinl+fo) x32i[birl+ s

— U2 [0kl £5) X 20510kl +fi (1 + UI;IY;C)
= M b)) X T bkl ls x (14 071YG,).

The mutation rule for the Y-variables Y; = X (t)P"%, Y/ = X (¢')?"%,
1 € I, can be computed:

(2.4) () = Y
—bpi

s=0 Vk

b

* N—1 _ -1 . —bi; . bkl s )
0D = e S () iz
where the quantum numbers are defined as [a], = 2=, [a],! =
a alo!
dufo= el ( §) = ekl fr0<p<aen

Example 2.3.9. Take some ¢ € Nog, I = Iye = {1,2}, (wij)ijer =
( 0~ ) (di,ds) = (¢, 1). Define B(ty) = B — ( e ) such
that b;; = wj;d;. Then we have Yy = X511, Yy = X¢. Take A(ty) = A =
a(_ol (1)) for a € Ny, thenD’:BTA:a(é 0
vy = v*. Denote t; = ity and t_y = poty. Direct computation shows
that

_
, U1 = U7,

HXG (1) = X (L oY) = (L oY)« XONHR
ph(Xo(t_1)) = (XoH)* (14+0y'Ys) = (1 +0Ys) * X5 °

For'Y -variables, we have Y7 x Yy = v*Y] - Y5, vfmel xY5 = vaQle *
Y1, and Xk_1 * Vi = viY) x Xk_l. The mutation rule reads as

py(Yi(t—r)) = pa(Xa(t-1))
= Yix(1+v,'Ys)
= Y- (14+Y)
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pi(Ya(t) ™) = pi(Xa(t)9)
— ((]_ +v1}/1) *X—f1+f2)c
= (L+01Y) * (L0 Yi0]) ook (14 0 Yoy V) s Xoeitefs
= (1+0Y1) x (L+0iY)) %% (L + 07 1Y) x X~ ohtel

We can further compute

1 (Ya(t) ™) = (1407 Y1) - (14 077Yy) - - - - (1+0f7'Yy) - X —ehtess
_ e - c <
— Yty Z ( s ) Y;
s=0 U1

Remark 2.3.10 (Birational map for tori). Notice that (2.4) also gives
the isomorphism (mutation rule) between the skew-fields of fractions
wi o F(K[N(t)]) ~ F(k[N(t)]) in which we replace Y;, Y] by x%, x%
respectively and take i € I, see | , Section 3| , Section 2.4.1]
for more details.

We call pj the mutation birational maps for the following reason.
Consider the split algebraic tori Spec F[M°(t)] = Tow) = N°(t) ®z F*
and Spec F[N (t)] = T over a characteristic O field F. In the classical
case (v =1), the maps pj are the pullback of the birational map between
the tori:

/l/k- . TNO(t) -——> TNO(t’)
HE TM(t) -—> TM(t’)-

There is no sign € in the definition of the mutation birational map
wr. This is in contrast to the mutation of bases Ty .. See | | for
their relation.

Remark 2.3.11 (Different conventions: mutations). Recall that we
have two conventions for the seeds following | | and | | re-
spectively, see Remark 2.1.4. The seeds in the formal sense are mutated
as sets of vectors, while those in the latter sense contain cluster vari-
ables which are mutated by birational maps. Correspondingly, we have
two sets of seeds AT and AT constructed via iterated mutations re-
spectively. We have the natural but non-trivial result that the two sets
are in bijection, because the cluster variables are determined by their

extended g-vectors by | , Conjecture 7.10(1)].

The verification of | , Conjecture 7.10(1)] was due to | ]
for quiver cases. | | generalized | | to some valued quiver
cases (such as those concerned in our main theorem), and the general
cases were solved by | |. Alternatively, given the sign-coherence

of g-vectors, we know that the cluster monomials are always compatibly
pointed by | , Remark 7.13]. Then | , Conjecture 7.10(1)] can



20 FAN QIN

be deduced from | , Lem 3.4.11] for injective-reachable cluster
algebras.
In this paper, we choose the convention of | | because it is

conceptually more natural to introduce the lattices M°(t), Ny (t) and
related structures. A reader might equally choose the convention in

[F702].

Mutation sequences. For any seeds t1,ty € AT. Let <ﬁt2,t1 denote any
chosen sequence of mutations such that 5 = %m,tltl. Then (%m,tl)_l
is a mutation sequence that sends t, to t;, which we can choose as
%tlth' The following property immediately follows from the definition
of seeds in the sense of | |. See Remark 2.3.11 for changing the
convention.

Lemma 2.3.12. For any seeds t1,tq,t3 € AT, we have %;,k%fw =
ﬁ:htg as isomorphisms from F(t1) to F(t3). Moreover, <ﬁ;7tl is always
the identity.

Tropical transformations. Let there be given any t,¢' € AT, If t/ = pt
for some k € I, the tropical transformation ¢y, : M°(t) ~ M°(t')
is defined as the piecewise linear map such that, for any g = (g;) €
Me(t) ~ Z!, we have ¢y ,(g) = ¢ = (¢}) € M°(t') ~ Z! such that

— 0k 1=k
g = S g+ bulige  iFk ge>0
Gi + [=birl+gr T #k, g <0

Ift = %t by a mutation sequence <ﬁ = [k, * * * Uk Mk, , then the trop-
ical transformation ¢y, : M°(t) ~ M°(t') is defined as the composition
of the above defined tropical transformations for adjacent seeds. It is
known that ¢y, does not depend on the choice of %, because it can
be realized as the tropicalization of the mutation birational map for
certain cluster varieties associated to ¢t and ¢/, see | ].

Definition 2.3.13 (Tropical points [ ). Let M° denote the set
of equivalent classes Uiep+M°(t) under the identification ¢y 4. It is
called the set of tropical points.

Remark 2.3.14. The set M° corresponds to the tropical points of
certain cluster variety, see | , |. By choosing a seed t,
we have chosen a specific representative M°(t) of the set of tropical
points M°.

2.4. Cluster algebras. Let pr; denote the natural projection from
Z! to Z1v.

Let there be given an initial seed t; and the corresponding set of
seeds AT = A/, For any seeds t € AT, choose any mutation sequence
%t,to such that t = %t,toto- Recall that we have the corresponding
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isomorphism <ﬁ;§t0 : F(t) ~ F(ty) which does not depend on the choice
of %t,to' By the well known Laurent phenomenon | il ], the
quantum cluster variable X;(t), i € I, is sent to its Laurent expansion
%j,toXi(t) in LP(ty) C F(to). Moreover, we have the following result.

Theorem 2.4.1 (] [ il il ). The Laurent ex-
pansion of X;(t) in LP(ty) takes the following form

WrpXit) = X)) D Y .Y (tg)"

neNLuf

where the coefficients ¢, € k such that co = 1 and the vector gi°(t) €

214Nt Moreover, pr; g;°(t) and c,, are determined by B(ty), (d})rer,
%

and [y, -

The vector g°(t) is called the i-th (extended) g-vector of the seed
t with respect to the initial seed ty. Notice that ¢y = 1 is a conse-
quence of the sign-coherence of c-vectors, see | , Proposition 5.6].
In particular, it implies that the cluster variable %;toXi(t) is pointed
at g°(t) in the sense of Definition 3.1.3.

Recall that we have frozen variables <ﬁ;tOXJ~ (t) = X,(to) for j € If,
which we denote by X.

Definition 2.4.2 (Quantum cluster algebras). The (partially compact-
ified) quantum cluster algebra A,(to) with initial seed ty is defined to
be the Z[qi%]-subalgebm of LP(ty) generated by the quantum cluster
variables Wi, Xi(t), i € I, t € AJ.

The (localized) quantum cluster algebra A,(to) with initial seed to is
the localization of A,(to) at the frozen variables X;, j € Iz.

The quantum upper cluster algebra Uy(ty) with initial seed ty is de-
fined to be the intersection ﬂteA% %Ztoﬁp(t).

It follows from Theorem 2.4.1 that we have A,(to) C A,(ty) C
Uy(to) C LP(to).

Notice that the quantum cluster algebra A,(to) only depends on
B(ty) and A(to).

By choosing a different initial seed ¢, we obtain the same set of seeds
Af = A}, but another quantum cluster algebra Ay (t) contained in
LP(t). The two algebras are isomorphic such that A,(ty) = <ﬁl’f’toAq(t).

As in literature, we sometimes identify F(t) and F (o) via %Zto and
omit the symbols t;, and %;to for simplicity. Then we say that the
(partially compactified) quantum cluster algebra A, is generated by
the quantum cluster variables X (?).

2.5. Injective-reachability.
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Definition 2.5.1 (Injective-reachability [ ). A seed t is said to
be injective-reachable if there exists a seed t = <ﬁt’ and a permutation
o of the unfrozen vertex I, such that we have

(2.5) Prr gfyk(t/) = —fr

for all k € Is. In this case, we denote t' = t[1], t = t'[—1]. We say t[1]
18 shifted from t and vice versa.

Let there be given some seed ¢ € AT and assume that it is injective-
reachable. Then all seeds in A" are injective-reachable (| , Propo-
sition 5.1.4]] , Theorem 3.2.1]). In particular, pt is injective-
reachable such that (upt)[1] = por @ pw(pit) for any k € I For
k € I, we denote the quantum cluster variable

(2.6) L) = W X (t[1]) € LP(t).

Remark 2.5.2. Injective-reachability is equivalent to the existence of
a green to red sequence in the sense of | |. This property only
depends on the principal B-matriz B(t). When B(t) is skew-symmetric,
it means that the shift function [1] in the cluster category and injective
modules of the Jacobian algebra can be constructed using mutations. In
particular, Ii(t) corresponds to the k-th injective modules, whence the
symbol “I”. See | , Section 5] | for more details.

Remark 2.5.3. It is worth reminding that (2.5) is a special equation
that holds in M°(t) where t plays the role of the initial seed. For a
general seed s € A", we have pry g5 (t') # —prp, gi(t) € M°(s),
because the g-vector is transformed under the tropical transformations.

Denote B(t)TA(t) = (D' 0),D = diag(dy)rer,- By Lemma 2.3.4,
we have B(#)TA(t') = ( D' 0). Recall that djby, = —djby; for i,k €
L.

Lemma 2.5.4 (] , Proposition 2.3.3]). We have dj, = d., for
any k € L.

3. PREREQUISITES ON DOMINANCE ORDER AND DECOMPOSITION

This section mainly follows [ il ].

3.1. Dominance order and pointedness. Fix an initial seed ¢, and
AT = A}. For any t = E = (¢;);er in AT, we define the following
partial order on M°(t).

Definition 3.1.1 (Dominance order). For any m,m’ € M°(t), we say
m’ is dominated by m (or inferior than m) with respect to t, denoted
by m' =Xy m, if there exists some n € Nio(t) = ®rer,Ney such that
m' =m + p*n.
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Recall that we can represent M°(t) and Ny (t) by lattices of (column)
vectors:

M°(t) = @iciZf; ~ 7"
Nyt (t) = ®rer, Zey, ~= 7.
Then the dominance order reads as
m' = m+ B(t)n.

Lemma 3.1.2 (Finite interval | , Lemma 3.1.2]). For any m, m’
in M°, there exists finitely many m” € M° such that m"” <, m and
m’ =, m'.

Let F(k) denote the fraction field of the base ring k. Let there be
given a formal sum Z = > o) bmnX™, by € F(k). Its Laurent
degree support is defined to be suppyoy Z = {m € M°(t)|b,, # 0}.
Given b € F(k), bZ is called a rescaling of Z.

Likewise, for a function o € Homge (M°(t), F(k)), we define its sup-
port to be supp o @ = {m € M°(t)|a(m) # 0}.

Definition 3.1.3 (Degrees and pointedness). The formal sum Z is
said to have (leading) degree g; € MP°(t), denoted by deg' Z = g, if
gz 1s the unique <i-mazimal element in sUppyo Z. It s further said
to be pointed at gz (or gz-pointed) if by, =1 or, equivalently, it takes
the following form

Z = X7-(1+ Z & Y™), e = bgypen.

nGNjO(t)

Similarly, Z is said to have codegree n, denoted by codeg’ Z = 0y, if
Nz s the unique <¢-minimal element in supp oy Z. It is further said
to be copointed at nz if by, = 1, or, equivalently, it takes the following
form

Z = X"-( > Y1), =y

0
neN;(t)

Definition 3.1.4 (Normalization). If Z = > b, X™ € 2.73(75) has de-
gree g, its normalization is defined to be the pointed element [Z]' =

b;'Z € LP(t) @y F(k).

Definition 3.1.5 (Bidegree). If Z has degree g and codegree 1, we say
that it has bidegree (g,m). If it is pointed at g and copointed at n, we
say that it is bipointed at bidegree (g,m).
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Definition 3.1.6 (F-function, support dimension). Let there be given
Z = X" ZneNquO(t) Y™ with degree m (equivalently, co # 0). Its
F-function is defined to be Fy =Y ¢, Y. We define its I-support to
be the set of vertices supp; Z = {k € I¢|3c,, # 0, ny # 0}.

If Z has bidegree (g,n), then its F-function is a polynomial Fy =
D o<n<p, CnY " with co # 0, ¢p, # 0, n = g+ p*fz, which we call
the F'-polynomial. In this case, we define its support dimension to be
suppDim Z = f5.

Following | Il |, we also call the leading degree g5 € M°(t)
the (extended) g-vector of Z. Similarly, following | |, we can also
call the support dimension f; the f-vector of Z.

Let there be given a subset D C M°(t).

Definition 3.1.7 (Pointed set). A D-labeled set S = {S,|g € D} in
LP(t) is said to be D-pointed, if each S, is g-pointed.

3.2. Unitriangularity. Let there be given a D-pointed set S = {S,|g €
D} € LP(t). Let m denote a chosen non-unital subring of of k.

Definition 3.2.1 (Unitriangular transition). A formal sum Y, p bmSm,
b € k is said to be <;-unitriangular, if {m|b,, # 0} has a unique <;-
mazimal element g and by = 1.

The formal sum is further called (<, m)-unitriangular, if we further
have by, € m for any m # g.

A function Z € LP(t) is said to be <i-unitriangular to S (respec-
tively, (<¢, m)-unitriangular to S) if it has a formal sum decomposition
in S which is <;-unitriangular (respectively, (<, m)-unitriangular).

A collection of functions Z € ﬁ(t) 15 said to be <i-unitriangular to
S (respectively, (<, m)-unitriangular to S) if each function Z 1is.

Notice that <; restricts to a partial order on D C M°(t).

Lemma 3.2.2 (Inverse transition | , Lemma 3.1.11]). Let there
be given two D-pointed sets S = {S,|lg € D} and L = {L,|g € D}
in ﬁ(t) Then L is (<¢, m)-unitriangular to S if and only if S is
(<¢, m)-unitriangular to L.

Proof. Assume that L is (<;, m)-unitriangular to S. Then, for each
g € D, we have a (<;, m)-unitriangular decomposition

L, = Zby,g’sg/

where non-zero coefficients are given by: b,, = 1, b, » € m for ¢’ <,
g € D.

Therefore, the transition matrix (by 4),¢ep is @ D x D-matrix which
is lower triangular with respect to the partial order <; on D, whose
diagonal entries are 1 and non-diagonal entries belong to m. We try to
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construct its inverse matrix (cy.4)y4ep. It must be a lower triangular
matrix such that ¢, , = 1 for all g and, for any ¢” <; g,

E Cgbg g = 0.

9" =t9'=¢g
Notice that this is a finite sum by Lemma 3.1.2. If ¢, ,» have been deter-
mined and belong to m for ¢’ >=; ¢”, then ¢, 4 is uniquely determined
and belongs to m. Recursively, we determine ¢, € m for all g, ¢" as
in | , Lemma 3.1.11]. It follows that S is (<;, m)-unitriangular to
L.
O

3.3. Dominance order decomposition. Let there be given a M°(t)-
pointed set S = {Sy|lg € M°(t)} in LP(t). Forany Z € LP(t), [ ]
gives an algorithm to decompose it into a well defined sum of S,.

Definition-Lemma 3.3.1 (| , 4.1.1]). There ezists a unique de-
composition
Z = Y al2)(g)- S, alZ) € Homuee(M°(t), k)
geMe(1)

in ﬁ(t) such that the support supp(ay(Z)) = {g|law(Z)(g) # 0} has
finitely many <;-mazximal elements. It is called the <;-decomposition
of Z in terms of S.

This <;-decomposition will be called the dominance order decompo-
sition with respect to the seed t. We recall that, by | , 4.1.1],
the maximal elements in supp(a;(Z)) are the same as the <;-maximal
Laurent degrees in the Laurent degree support supp o) 2.

Notice that S is a topological k-module basis of ﬁ(t) in the sense
of | , Lemma 2.4].

Let &’ denote any subset of S, then it is D-pointed for some sub-
set D C M°(t). Conversely, any D-pointed set &’ can be extended
to a M°(to)-pointed set by appending more functions such as Laurent
monomials. If the <;-decomposition of Z in terms of & only has ele-
ments in S’ appearing, we call it the <;-decomposition of Z in terms

of §'.
Lemma 3.3.2 (| , Lemma 3.1.10][ L 4.1.1). If Z € LP(t)
has a finite decomposition in terms of S', then the decomposition is the

<¢-decomposition. In particular, if Z is pointed, then the decomposition
15 <¢-unitriangular.

Let there be given a ring R containing k as a subring. Denote
LP(t)r = LP(t)®k R. Replacing k by R in Definition-Lemma 3.3.1, we
can define the unique <;-decomposition for Z’ € LP(t)g in terms of a

given M°(t)-pointed set with coefficients in R. The following statement
will be convenient for latter proofs.
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Lemma 3.3.3. If Z € Zﬁ(t) has a finite decomposition in terms of S’
in LP(t)r, then it is the <;-decomposition in LP(t) with coefficients
n k.

Proof. On the one hand, by Lemma 3.3.2, the finite decomposition of
Z in terms of &’ is the <;-decomposition in LP(t)g.
On the other hand. Extend &’ to a M°(t)-pointed set S C LP(t).

Working in ﬁ(t), Z has a <;-decomposition in terms of S with coef-
ficients in k. By the uniqueness of the —<t-d/e_c£>mposition, this is also
the <;-decomposition of Z in terms of S in LP(t)x.

The above two decomposition are the same by the uniqueness of
<¢-decomposition. The claim follows.

U

3.4. Change of seeds. Let there be given seeds t = ﬂt,t/t’ in A*. For
simplicity, we denote ¢’ = ¢y ;g for any g € M°(t).

Definition 3.4.1 (Compatibly pointedness). A Laurent polynomial
Z e LP(t)N %f,iﬁp(t') is said to be compatibly pointed at t,t' if Z
is gz-pointed for some gz € M°(t) and <ﬁ;t,Z is a g',-pointed Laurent
polynomial in LP(t').

Given a subset A" C At andt € A, Z € ﬂt/eA/%;tCP(t/) is said
to be compatibly pointed at A" if it is compatibly pointed at any pair of
seeds from A’.

Given a subset D C M°(t), a D-pointed set S = {Sy|lg € D} C
LP(t) is said to be compatibly pointed att andt', if all S, do. Similarly,
it is said to be compatibly pointed at A’ if all S, do.

A D-pointed set S = {S,;|g € D} in LP(t) and a ¢y D-pointed set
S ={S,lg" € ¢v D} in LP(t') are said to be compatible, if %f,t/Sg =
S, Jor all g.

It might be possible to rephrase Definition 3.4.1 for suitable formal
Laurent series. But Laurent polynomial cases suffice for our purpose
in this paper.

Now assume that ¢t = puit’ in A" for some k € Is. We further
assume that the given M°(t)-pointed set S = {Sy|g € M°(t)} consists
of elements from LP(¢t)N(u;) " LP(¢') compatibly pointed at ¢,¢'. Then
the corresponding dominance order decomposition enjoys the following
invariance property.

Proposition 3.4.2 (Mutation-invariance | , Proposition 4.2.1]).

For any Laurent polynomial Z € LP(t)N(u}) L LP ('), its <¢-decomposition
in terms of S in LP(t) and the <y -decomposition of u;Z in terms of
wiS in LP(t') have the same coefficients:

a(Z)(9) = av(pZ)(bv19), Vg € M°(1).
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Definition 3.4.3 (Degree transformation | ). We define the lin-

ear map Yy ¢ M°(t) — M°(t') such that Yy (> gifi) = > gipw 1 fi for
any (g:) € Z".

Note that 1y, is bijective. By | , Lemma 3.3.4], the mutation
map %;t, : F(t) ~ F(t') induces a natural embedding %;t, from LP(t)

to ﬁ(t’ ) called the formal Laurent series expansion. By | ,
Lemma 3.3.7], 1y, describes the change of degrees of Laurent mono-
mials under this embedding.

Definition 3.4.4 (Support dimensions | |). Assumet is injective-
reachable. For any g € M°(t), if there exists some n € N (t) o~ Nl
such that

,lvz)t_[il}’tgbt[fl},tg = g + B(t) "N,
we say g has the support dimension suppDim g = n.
Let there be given injective-reachable seeds ¢ = ¢[—1].

Proposition 3.4.5 (| , Proposition 3.4.7]). Let there be given a
g-pointed element Z € LP(t) N () LP{A[-1]), g € M°(t). Then
Z is compatibly pointed at t,t[—1] if and only if it is bipointed with
support dimension suppDim g.

Proof. Assume Z is copointed at n = g + p*suppDimg. By | ,
Propositions 3.3.9, 3.3.10], we deduce that deg'" U7 = Uy)4m =
®i[—1],¢9, where the last equality follows from the definition of suppDim g.
Conversely, if Z is compatibly pointed at t,¢[—1], then | ,
Propositions 3.3.9, 3.3.10] implies that Z must be copointed at some
n, such that ;_1m = ¢y-1).9. It follows from definition that n =

g + p*suppDim g.
O

In the proof of Proposition 6.4.5, we will need the fact that the cluster
monomials are compatibly pointed, which is a consequence of the sign-
coherence of g-vectors | il |, see | , Remark 7.13].
By Proposition 3.4.5, this fact implies that the support dimension of a
g-pointed cluster monomial (Definition 3.1.6) provides suppDim g.

Remark 3.4.6. Although we do not need the following result for prov-
ing the main Theorem (Theorem 1.2.2), it is worth remarking that
the 0-basis in | | provides the existence of suppDim g for all g,
where the initial seed t is assumed to be injective-reachable. In partic-
ular, suppDim g only depends on the principal part B(t).

In view of the Fock-Goncharov dual basis conjecture, the dimensions
suppDim g should be understood as the correct support dimension pos-
sessed by good basis elements, see | | for more details.
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4. SIMILAR SEEDS AND A CORRECTION TECHNIQUE

4.1. Similar seeds . Following | Il , Section 4], we consider
similar seeds with the same principal B-matrix. Let there be given fixed
data such as I, I,s, M° and N in Section 2. The following definition is
more restricted than those in | , Section 4] but it suffices for our
purpose.

Definition 4.1.1 (Similar seeds). Let o denote a permutation of .
Two seeds t™V, t?) (not necessarily related by mutations) are called sim-
ilar up to o if bg(i)g(j)(t@)) = b;;(tW) for any i,j € Is. Two quantum
seeds are called similar up to o if we further have dj,(tV) = d’, (t?)
for all k € L.

For simplicity, we replace the symbol () by (" when describing
data associated to the seeds ¢, r =1, 2.

The permutation ¢ on I induces a linear map o : N, (f) ~ N (f such
that ae,(gl) = efk) where e,(:) are the k-th unit vector in Ny¢™, r = 1, 2.
Extend o by identity to a permutation o on I. Then we obtain a linear
map o : M°(tM) ~ M°(t?) such that afi(l) = éi) where f are the
i-th unit vectors in M°(t™), r = 1,2.

Make the natural identification M°(t™) ~ Z! and N ~ ZW. We
have the following result.

Lemma 4.1.2. Ifn = g+ BWn, forn € Z then on = cg+B@on+u
for some w € Z. In particular, n <, g implies that on <2 (0g+u)
for some u € 7.

Pmof We have that UB(l =0 E bzk = Zie[ bz('li) fg) = Ezel oi ok:f
— B¢ ( LU= B(2)cre( ) + u for some u € Z. The claim follows
by the hnearlty of 0.
O

Let u = ,ukr - ik, denote any given mutation sequence. Define
o u = lok, - * Hok,- Lhe following result is a consequence of Theorem
2.4.1.

Theorem 4.1.3 (Quantum F-polynomial). For any j € I, denote the
(quantum) cluster variable %*Xj(%t(l)) € A,(tY) by

() = X Y T ey ()
neNTuf
where gV € Z' ~ M°(tM), ¢, € k. Then there exists some frozen fac-

torp € P such that the quantum cluster variable (o7)* X, (057 )t®) €
A, (t?)) takes the form

* g, ( ) on
(57) Xy (T)2) = p- X(E2)0 - 3 v (t2)

neNTLuf
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4.2. A correction technique. Following | Il , Section 4],
we explain how to translate algebraic relations from one seed to a
similar one, called a correction technique. Let there be given simi-
lar quantum seeds t™), ¢t as before, which are not necessarily related
by mutations. e

For r = 1,2, given g")-pointed function Z™ € LP(t"), where ¢ €
71 ~ M°(t"). Then Z") takes the form X (¢™)9" D et Ay (L0,
where c(()r) =1, ¢ € k. Recall that we have the natural projection
prp, : 7' — 71,

Definition 4.2.1. ZM) and Z® are called similar (as pointed func-
tiOnS) Zf prqu 9(2) E X prqu g(l) and C((;-Qn) — 01(11) fO'f’ n e Nluf'

It follows from definition that similar pointed Laurent polynomials
have the same support dimension up to the permutation o on I.

Theorem 4.2.2 (Correction technique | , Theorem 4.2.1]). Let
there be given pointed functions MO(T), Ml(r), e ,Mér) and (possibly in-
finitely many) ZJ(-T) in 273(15(”), r = 1,2, such that Mi(l) and MZ-(Z)
are similar, Zj(l) and Z](?) are similar. Assume that all Zj(l) satisfy
degt(l) ZJ(-l) = degt(l) Zél) + E(t(l))uj for some u; € N and we have
the following algebraic equations in Zﬁ(t(l))

MY = [ 5 O

aZ = ¢z
J7#0

such that c; € k, cy # 0. Then we have the following algebraic equations
in LP(t?):

M® = pas - M 5o s MOP

2 2
C()Z(g ) = Zijj . Zj( )
§#0

where the correction coefficients pyr,p; € P are determined by

deg'” par = deg"” MY =" deg"”’ M?
=1

deg"” p; = deg"” Zg" + B(1®)ou, — deg"” 2}

Lemma 4.2.3. If ZWand Z® are similar, so are their inverses (Z(V)~}
and (Z2)~1,
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Proof. For r = 1,2, we have
20 = x ()" ,ch)y(t(r))n

= X<t<’"> DI dzgé”nkc<r>y<t<r>>"

= X (r) g(r) Z b(T)Y

neN.uf

= X ()9 « G

Because (1), ¢ are similar and ZM, Z?) are similar, we obtain that
GWand G are similar. It follows that (GW)~1 and (G@)~! are sim-
ilar formal series in the variables Y (t()) and Y (t®), k € I, respec-
tively. Therefore, the inverses Z() = (G")~1 % X (t™))~9"" are similar
by Theorem 4.2.2 or direct computation.

U

Let there be given any mutation sequence % Denote s = %t(l)

and 5@ = (o%0)t®@.

Lemma 4.2.4 (| , Lemma 4.2.2]). The following statements are
true.
(1) s and s are similar quantum seeds up to the permutation o.
L) The quantum cluster monomials w* X (sM)™ e LP(tW) and
s@yem ¢ PP, m € NI, are similar.

As a consequence of Lemma 4.2.4, we obtain the following result.

Lemma 4.2.5. For any m € Z the pointed functions *X (sD)™ e

ﬁ(t(l)) and (o) X (s@)om e ﬁ(t(z)) are similar.

Proof. By Lemma 4.2.4, we know that Ml(r) = (0" ) X (sl Tl
r = 1,2, are similar, and (cr”*lﬂ)*X(s(”))[*”T_lmH, r = 1,2, are
also similar. Then Lemma 4.2.3 implies that the inverse Mz(r) =
(0" ) X (s~ =" 'mls = 1,2, are similar. Finally, let us use

Theorem 4.2.2. Denote
MY = x (sW)m
= [ X (sM)lml+ « %*X(S(l))f[fmh]s“)
= ({2

Take any M Vin EP(t(2 ) such that it is similar to M . Then Theorem

4.2.2 implies that we have M, @ — [M @M. (2)] ? for some frozen fac-
tor p € P. It follows that [M*) M2(2)] is sumlar to M . The desired
claim follows from the equality [M{? « M{P1*® = (o) X (s®)om.

U
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The following natural result is not needed for the main Theorem,
though it will be used in the proof of Proposition 6.5.1.

Proposition 4.2.6. Denote t1) = 5t'® and t? = (o'0)¢'®. Let

there be given similar pointed functions ZM e LPEW)N(Z*) 1 LP D)

and Z® € LP{A?) such that w*ZY is pointed. Then (o'0)*Z® is
1)

contained in LP(t'?), is pointed, and is similar to ITRA

Proof. Let us omit the symbol ¢ for simplicity, and denote X (),
Y (#'®) by X'® Y'0) respectively.

Denote ZW = p; - > e Co(XI)™ - (YD) for m € Z1w, py € P,
¢, € k, ¢g = 1. Then the similar element Z® takes the form Z® =
po - S en(X@)em (Y @)on py e P, Applying the mutation §*, we
obtain the following equality in LP(#(V):

wrzW = pe Y e dr (X)L ().

Similarly, we have the following equality in ﬁ(t' 2)):

)22 = po 3 ealo T XD ()

Denote degt,(l) by deg'” for simplicity. By [ , Proposition
3.3.8], we have deg® (Y )" = deg® (Y')C“" where C® := " (t®)
is the C-matrix associated to the seed ) with respect to the initial
seed t'®) i =1,2.

By construction of the C-matrices (Definition 2.3.6) and the similar-
ity between (1)) #2) we have ngj»l) = C’g?aj. It follows that o(CMn) =
C®on, n € ZM (see the proof of Lemma 4.1.2). Denote CM) =
C and ¢ = deg (o' 1) (X@)7'm Then (o )*((X @) 'm .
(Y@)7"'n) is pointed at ¢ + deg? (YD) Cn where i = 1, 2.

Notice that (o )*((X@)o™ . (Y®)on) are similar to 5 *((XD)™ .
(Y)™) by Lemma 4.2.5. Let V denote a pointed function in LP(¢'®))
similar to w*Z®. Then the correction technique (Theorem 4.2.2) im-
plies that there exists some p3 € P such that the following holds in

Zﬁ(t'(z) ):

Vo= psey aalofn) (X@)mm . (v @),

It follows that we have (a%)*Z@) =V -p3' - py, which is pointed and
similar to the Laurent polynomial *Z .
U

5. CLUSTER TWIST AUTOMORPHISMS

Twist automorphisms exist on unipotent cells and is related to Cham-
ber Ansatz problem, see [ , Section 1.3] for more details and a
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quantum analogue on quantum unipotent cells. In this section, for
general quantum cluster algebras not necessarily having a Lie theoretic
background, we consider an analogous notion. We call our construction
cluster twist automorphisms or twist automorphisms for short.

5.1. Twist automorphisms passing through similar seeds. Let
there be given quantum seeds t' = %t € A™ such that they are similar
up to a permutation o. Assume that we have an algebra homomor-
phism var’ : F(t) ~ F(t') which preserves the twisted product. In view
of Theorem 4.1.3 and the correction technique in Section 4.2, we want
it to send Y-variables to Y-variables as follows.

Definition 5.1.1. The algebra isomorphism var® : F(t) ~ F(t') is
called a variation map if, for any k € Iy, there exists some pr € P
such that

var' (X)) = pr- Xok
var' (Y (t)) = You(t)
var'(P) = P.

By definition, if var’ is a variation map, so does its inverse.
We will be interested in the case that var’ is the map induced from
a linear bijection var' : M°(t) ~ M°(t') such that

var'(fi) = for +ux
vart(z bifi) = Z b:n',ok i
i€l iel
var'(DjerZf;) = DjerLf;
where f;, f! are the i-th unit vectors in M°(t) and M°(t') respectively,

such that u; € Z and p, = X%“. This linear map has the following
property by definition.

Lemma 5.1.2. If ¢ <; g in M°(t), then var' g’ <y var' g in M°(t').
Recall that we have the mutation birational map u* : F(') ~ F(t).

Definition 5.1.3 (Cluster twist automorphism). The composition tw' =
SUrvart o F(t) ~ F(t) is called a cluster twist automorphism passing
through t' (twist automorphism for short). Here, var® : F(t) ~ F(t') is
called its variation part and W* : F(t') ~ F(t) its mutation part.

Notice that t = ﬁ’lt’. If var is a variation map, then var’ :=
(var)~™t . F(t') ~ F(t) is a variation map too. Similar to the definition
of the twist automorphism tw?, it is natural to consider the composition
in the opposite order var’ (%z=1)* : F(t) ~ F(t). It turns out that
var’ (571)* = (tw!) ", since (1) = (5) .
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Lemma 5.1.4. A twist automorphism tw! is a permutation on the set
of the localized quantum cluster monomsials.

Proof. Let there be given any localized quantum cluster monomial Z €
A(t) € LP(t). By the definition of a variation map and Theorem 4.1.3,
var'(Z) is a localized quantum cluster monomial in A(¥) C LP(t).
Then T * var'(Z) becomes its Laurent expansion in A(t) = *A(t') C
LP(t).

The map tw' is a permutation because its inverse (tw!)~! = (var’) =1 (f*)~!
sends localized quantum monomials to localized quantum cluster mono-
mials by similar arguments as above.

0

Remark 5.1.5. By definition, given a seed t, a twist automorphism
might not be unique, and its existence is not yet clear. We will discuss
general twist automorphisms elsewhere.

Next, assume that a twist automorphism tw’ on F(t) is given, we
want to show that it gives rise to twist automorphisms for all seeds.

For any k € I, and t € AT, consider seeds s = pit, s’ = popt’ €
A*. Then we have s’ = oo pi(s) = T's and the corresponding
mutation birational map (7)* : F(s') ~ F(s). Recall that we also
have isomorphisms i : F(s) ~ F(t), pt,, : F(s') ~ F(t'). Then tw'
gives rise to an automorphism tw® = (u5)~ " tw uf on F(s). Moreover,
we have the decomposition tw* = (?)* var® where we define the algebra
isomorphism var® := (p*, )" ! var(y;). We summarize our construction
in the following commutative diagrams.

, %
S $— S
T tok T
m
t “— t

F(s) varty F(s) <7—) F(s)
I DT A U
Fit) 2 Fit) £ F@)

Proposition 5.1.6. The map var® : F(s) ~ F(s') for s = pt is a
variation map in the sense of Definition 5.1.1.

Proof. We check the defining properties of a variation map one by one,
using the mutation rules for X-variables and Y-variables.

Take any ¢ € I,. By the mutation rule of Y-variables, u;Y;(s)
is a function of Y;(¢) and Y (¢). Similarly, u*,Y,:(s") is a function of
Y,:(t") = var' Y;(t) and Y, (t') = var' Yi(t). Moreover, the two functions
are the same because they only depends on the principal B-matrices
associated to the similar seeds t and t', see (2.4). It follows that
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vart (11Y(s) = p,.Y,i(s'). Therefore, Yy(s') = (uf,) tvar u;Yi(s) =
var® Y;(s).
If i # k, wegetvaruk i(s) =
X,i(s")). Therefore, var® X;(s) = p;
For : = k, we have
vart 15 Xy, (s) = var' (X (1)t 2ser=bmlefi s (1 4 07V (2))
= vart X (t) et 2ser=binlefi o yart(1 + v Yi(t))

_ X(t/)u— okt jerl = onl+ foj * (]_ + Uk_lyak(t,))

var' X;(t) = pi - Xoi(t') = pgy(pi -
- Xyi(8") where p; € P.

for some u € Z determined by var’. Notice that we have dj = d/,.
Then the above result turns out to be

var ,Usz<S> — X(t’)“* ok T2 1=V okl + 505 & (1 + U;leUk@I))
= P 115 Xon(s)
where p = X, It follows that var® Xy (s) = p - Xk (s).
Finally, we have var’ yi(P) = var' P = P = p*, P, which implies
var®’P = P.
U

As a consequence, tw® is a twist automorphism on F(s). Therefore,
once we are given a twist automorphism tw' on F(¢) for some seed t,
we obtain twist automorphisms tw® on F(s) for all seeds s € AT by
repeatedly using Proposition 5.1.6. We deduce the following result.

Theorem 5.1.7. The twist automorphism tw' on F(t) gives rise to
a twist automorphism tw® = (%;s)*l tw? %fs on F(s) for any seed
S = %Sﬂgt € A+.

Notice that the twist automorphisms tw® in Theorem 5.1.7 become
the same automorphism once we identify the isomorphic fraction fields
F(s) by mutations, s € A*. Correspondingly, we can use tw to denote
the twist automorphism.

5.2. Twist automorphism of Donaldson-Thomas type. In this
paper, we will mainly be interested in the case when the pair of similar
seeds is given by ¢ = Jt such that ¢ = ¢[1]. Notice that ¢[1] and ¢ are
similar as quantum seeds by Lemma 2.5.4.

Assume we are given a twist automorphism tw' = %* vart on F(t)
passing through ¢ = ¢[1], where var' : F(t) ~ F(t') is the variation
part. Then for any k € I, and s = ugt, s = psit’, we have s’ =
s[1], see | , Proposition 5.1.4] , Theorem 3.2.1]. Therefore,
the twist automorphism tw® passes through s[1] as well. Repeat this
argument, we obtain that for all s € AT, the twist automorphisms tw?*
pass through s[1].

We say such a twist automorphism tw to be of Donaldson-Thomas
type (DT-type for short).
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Lemma 5.2.1. Let there be given seeds t[1] = St and an associated
twist automorphism tw that passes through t[1]. Then, for any k € I,
there exists a frozen factor pr € P such that

where the cluster variable Ii(t) is given by (2.6).

Proof. The variation map var’ identify X (t) with py- X,x(¢[1]) for some
pr € P. The claim follows from definitions of tw and ().
U

Remark 5.2.2. We call a twist automorphism tw = 1 *var® on F(t)
passing through t[1] to be of Donaldson-Thomas type for the following
reason. When B(t) is skew-symmetric, there is an associated Jacobian
algebra of a quiver with potential | | in the categorification ap-
proach to cluster algebras. Then the mutation part <ﬁ* of tw is often
called the Donaldson-Thomas transformation, and it is categorified by
the shift functor in the associated 2-Calabi- Yau category, see the in-
spiring work | | for more details.

It would be desirable to further investigate the twist automorphism
in categories. In general, it is unclear how to categorify <ﬁ* for skew-
symmetrizable B(t). Moreover, we do not know the categorical meaning
of the variation map.

6. TRIANGULAR BASES

In this section, we prove some general results concerning triangular
bases and their relation with twist automorphisms. We will apply the
results to cluster algebras arising from quantum unipotent subgroups
in Section 9.

We consider the quantum case (k,v) = (Z[qi%],q%), where ¢2 is a
formal parameter. Let m = v~ 'Z[v™!] denote the chosen non-unital
subring of k. Recall that we have the automorphism of k as a Z-
module such that ¥ = v™!, which extends to the bar involution (Z-
linear anti-automorphism) on the quantum algebra ﬁ(t) such that
vX™ = v~'X™. By bar-invariance we mean invariant under this bar
involution.

Let ¢t denote a given quantum seed in A™.

6.1. Triangular functions. Let there be given a M°(t)-pointed set
S = {S,lg € M°(t)} in the formal Laurent polynomial ring ﬁ(t)
Then any Z € ﬁ(t) has a unique <;-decomposition in terms of &
(Definition 3.3.1). Notice that S is a topological basis in the sense
of [ ].We choose such a topological basis S and call it the set of

distinguished functions in ﬁ(t)

Definition 6.1.1 (Triangular functions). For any g € M°(t), the tri-
angular function Ly with respect to the set of distinguished functions
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S is the g-pointed bar-invariant element in Zﬁ(t), such that its <;-
decomposition in terms of S is (<, m)-unitriangular.

Before constructing the triangular functions, we first prove the fol-
lowing general statement for constructing a bar-invariant difference.

Proposition 6.1.2 (Bar-invariant difference). Forany Z =) b, X™ €
ﬁ(t), there exists a unique formal sum ) ayS,, o, € m, with finitely
many <¢-mazimal degrees in {glay # 0}, such that Z — > S, is
bar-invariant.

Proof. Similar to the construction of <;-decomposition | , Sec-
tion 4], we give an algorithm for the construction by tracking the Lau-
rent degrees from larger ones to/gnaller ones.

For any Z = > b, X™ € LP(t), denote its (finitely many) =<;-
maximal degrees by ¢(. For each corresponding coefficient by, there
exists a unique o, € m such that by — a e is bar-invariant. More
precisely, a @ is the unique solution in m = v1Z[v™!] such that

bg(i) — bg(i) = Oég(z') — Oég(i).
Notice that, ay ) # 0 if and only if by is not bar-invariant.

The <;-maximal degree terms in the difference Z — > a S, have
bar-invariant coefficients bg(i) — Q0 Then we obtain a bar-invariant

term ) (byi) — Oég(i))Xg(i). Let us proceed with the difference Z’ =
Z =y Sy = (by —ozg@))Xg(i) € 2.73(15) Repeating this (possibly
infinite) process, we obtain a formal sum Z — > a,S, which equals the
formal sum of the bar-invariant terms, where each term is of the form
Z(bg(i) — O{g(i))Xg(Z). -

Theorem 6.1.3 (Existence of triangular functions). For any g €
Mc°(t), the triangular function L, with respect to S exists.

Proof. By applying Proposition 6.1.2 to S, and the M°(¢)-pointed set
S, we can find unique oy € m for all ¢’ <; ¢ such that the difference
Sy — >, g 0tgSg 18 bar-invariant. Moreover, since the leading term of
Sy has the bar-invariant coefficient 1, we must have oy = 0 € m. Now
we obtain the triangular function L, = S, — > g Sy, Ay € M.

O

Lemma 6.1.4 (Uniqueness). For any g € M°(t), the triangular func-
tion Ly, with respect to S is unique.

g'<tg

Proof. Let there be given two such triangular functions L, and L.
Then L, — Ly =3, By Sy for some By € m. If the difference does
not vanish, the coefficients of its <;-maximal degrees take the form
0 # By € m. But L, — L is also bar-invariant. It follows that 3, = 0,
a contradiction.

U
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Remark 6.1.5. Recursive constructions similar to those for Theorem
6.1.3 have been used for studying well-known bases in representation
theory | , Lemma 8.4]| , 7.10].

Notice that the construction of the triangular functions depends on
the chosen set S of the distinguished functions. For the purpose in
this paper, our chosen set of distinguished functions will be I' defined
in (6.1). One might also consider other distinguished functions. For
example, by choosing the dual PBW bases or the standard modules of
quantum affine algebras, one can show that the corresponding triangular
functions are the dual canonical bases or the characters of the simple
modules, see | , Section 9.1].

It is worth reminding that, in our situation, the chosen set S is often
NOT a basis of the algebra that we consider, unlike the dual PBW bases
or the bases consisting of standard modules.

6.2. The triangular bases. Given a subalgebra A(t) of the quantum
upper cluster algebra U,(t), we have A(t) C U,(t) C LP(t). Under
the isomorphism %f,t/ . F(t) ~ F(t') for any given ' = Syt € AT,
we obtain that A(t) := %;t,A(t) satisfies A(t') C U, (t') € LP(t).
For simplicity, we might omit %;t, and the choice of initial seed, and
simply write A C U,,.

We further assume that ¢ is injective-reachable (Section 2.5).

Definition 6.2.1 (Triangular bases [ ). We say a k-basis L of
the subalgebra A(t) C U,(t) is a triangular basis with respect to the seed
t, if the following conditions hold:

(1) (Bar invariance) The basis elements in L are invariant under
the bar involution.

(2) The quantum cluster monomials in t and t[1] are contained in
L.

(3) (Parametrization) L is MP°(t)-pointed, i.e., it takes the form
L = {Ly|lg € M°(t)}, such that L, is g-pointed.

(4) (Triangularity) For any basis elements Ly and i € I, the de-
composition of the normalized product [X;(t) = L,]" in terms of
L is (<, m)-unitriangular:

[Xi(t)*Ly)' = Lo+ > byLy, by €m.
g'<eg+fi

A basis L of A(t) naturally gives rise to a basis <ﬁ;t,L of A(t") for
any seeds t = %t,t’t, .

Definition 6.2.2 (Common triangular bases | ). The triangular
basis L of A(t) with respect to the seed t is said to be the common
triangular basis, if %Zt/L are the triangular bases of A(t") for all seeds
t' € AT respectively and they are pairwise compatible.
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Let pr; and pr; denote the natural projection from M°(t) ~ Z! to
Z and Z' respectively. For any g = (g;)ic; € M°(t) = ®Zf;, let [g]+
denote ([g;]4);. For any m € N« let I™ denote the normalization of
the twisted product [[]I"*(¢)]" in LP(t), where the cluster variables

I,(t) are given by (2.6). Then the twisted product X Pt 9+ s 7= Pr1; 9+
has degree g + u for some u € Z. We define the following g-pointed
function in LP(t):

(6.1) Itg = [pg *X(t)[prlufgh « [(t)[fprzufgh]t

where p, = X (t)™" € P.
For the rest of the paper, we choose the set of distinguished functions
in LP(t) to be

I' = {I|ge M°(t)}.

Definition 6.2.3 (Weakly triangular basis | , Definition 6.3.1]).
Let L' denote the set of triangular functions {Ly|lg € M°(t)} with
respect to the set of distinguished functions It. If Lt is a k-basis of
A(t) C Uy(t), we call it the weakly triangular basis of A(t) with respect
to the seed t.

By Lemma 6.1.4, the weakly triangular basis is unique if it exists.
Notice that a weakly triangular basis contains the quantum cluster
monomials in ¢,¢[1]. If it further satisfies condition (4) in Definition
6.2.1, it becomes the triangular basis.

Lemma 6.2.4 (] , Lemma 6.3.2]). If A has a triangular basis L
for seed t, then L is the weakly triangular basis L. In particular, the
triangular basis is unique.

[ , Lemma 6.2.1] and the correction technique (Theorem 4.2.2)
implies the following result.

Lemma 6.2.5 (| , Lemma 6.3.4]). Let there be given two similar
quantum seeds t and t' (not necessarily related by mutations). Assume
that a subalgebra A(t) C U,(t) possesses the weakly triangular basis
(resp. triangular basis) Lt with respect to the seed t. Let L denote the
set of all pointed functions in LP(t') similar to the elements of L'. Let
A(t') denote the k-module spanned by LY. Then A(t) is a k-subalgebra
of U, (t") and L is its weakly triangular basis (resp. triangular basis)
with respect to t'.

We recall some useful properties of the set of distinguished functions
I' and the (weakly) triangular basis L.

Lemma 6.2.6 (Substitution [ , Lemma 6.2.4] ). Assume that [p*
X () + 1(t)4] is (=4, m)-unitriangular to I for any p € P, dx,d; €



39

N . If a pointed function Z € Zﬁ(t) is (=;, m)-unitriangular to I,
s0 is the product [px X ()9 x Z * [(t)%]t.

Lemma 6.2.7 (| , Lemma 5.4.2]). For any k € I, the set of
distinguished functions It is compatibly pointed at t and jyt.

Finally, the following result gives a sufficient condition for strength-
ening a weakly triangular basis into a triangular basis.

Proposition 6.2.8 (] |). Let there be given k € I and seeds t =
wit’. If the triangular basis L' for seed t and the weakly triangular basis
LY for t' both exist, such that they are compatible, i.e., ppLy, = LY

d)t/,tg
Vg € M°(t), then LY is the triangular basis for seed t'.

Proof. The claim is proved as Claim (ii) in the proof of | , Propo-
sition 6.6.3]. Tts proof is based on basic properties of triangular bases,
as well as the observation that the exchange relation of quantum cluster
variables gives a (<, m)-triangular decomposition of X (') * Xy (t).

6.3. Triangular bases and twist automorphisms. Let there be
given similar quantum seeds ¢, = %t € A'. Assume that tw =
tw' = *var' is a twist automorphism on F(t) passing through ¢
where var' : F(t) ~ F(t') is the variation map.

Proposition 6.3.1. Assume that Lt and LY are the weakly triangular
basis with respect to the seeds t and t' respectively. If L' = (%) 'Lt
then Lt is permuted by the twist automorphism tw.

Proof. Notice that var’ L consists of all elements similar to those of L.
Therefore, var® L is the weakly triangular basis with respect to ¢’ by
Lemma 6.2.5. We deduce from the uniqueness of triangular functions
that var' L' = L = (%)~ 'L* and, equivalently, tw L! = L.

O

As a consequence of Proposition 6.3.1, we obtain the following nice
property of common triangular bases.

Proposition 6.3.2. If A possesses the common triangular basis L,
then L s permuted by any twist automorphisms.

6.4. Adjacent seeds. We prove some important statements concern-
ing adjacent seeds, which will be useful for studying the existence of
common triangular bases.

For any ¢ = uxt, j # k € Iy, recall that we have p; X;(t') = X;(t)
and 1 I;(t') = 1;(t).
Definition 6.4.1 (Admissibility). Let there be given seeds t' = pyt.
A triangular basis Lt with respect to seed t is said to be admissible
in direction k, if the quantum cluster monomials y; Xp,(t')?, il (t')?,
d € N, are contained in Lt.
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Let t be a given injective-reachable seed. By the following Lemma, a
twist automorphism could reduce the burden to check the admissibility
condition by half.

Lemma 6.4.2. Assume that we have a DT-type twist automorphism
tw. IftwL! = L, then L! is admissible in direction k if and only if it
contains Xy (t')¢, d € N.

Proof. If Lt contains X (#')¢ for some d € N, then L' = tw L’ contains
tw X, (¢)¢. By Lemma 5.2.1, there exists some frozen factor p; such
that tw X, (#)¢ = pd - I,(t')¢. By [ , Lemma 6.2.1], L' contains
I (t)? as well.

U

The following crucial result tells us that the admissibility condition
implies the existence of the compatible triangular basis for an adjacent
seed. Unlike previous works, no positivity assumption on the basis is
imposed.

Proposition 6.4.3 (Adjacent compatibility). Let there be given adja-
cent seeds t' = gt related by one mutation, k € I, and the triangular
basis Lt with respect to the seed t. If L is admissible in direction k,
then LY = (u3) 'Lt is the triangular basis with respect to t'. Moreover,
L' and L' are compatible.

Proof. For any g € M°(t), denote ¢’ = ¢p g € M°(t') as before.
For any ¢, the ¢’-pointed function Itgl/ in LP(t') takes the form

where p, € P and dx,d; € NZA\EY - Moreover, u’,;IZ/, is g-pointed in
LP(t) by Lemma 6.2.7. Then it takes the following form in LP(¢):

o _ [P # XS5 g Xy ()% I(0)Y] gh >0
O Upg x X OB % i L (8) o I g1 <0

Since L! is admissible in direction k, it contains the quantum cluster
monomials p; X ()%, u; I (¢')? viewed as elements in £LP(t). Then these
quantum cluster monomials are (<;, m)-unitriangular to I*. By the
Substitution Lemma 6.2.6, u’,;Itg// is (<¢, m)-unitriangular to I, and thus
(<¢, m)-unitriangular to L'. Then, by the inverse transition (Lemma
3.2.2), Lt is (<, m)-unitriangular to the M°(t)-pointed set piI* =
{,u};IZ,|g' € M°(t")}. More precisely, for any g € M°(t), L} has the
following <;-decomposition in ﬁ(t):
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Z:=Lb = I+ byl
n=tg
where the coeflicients b, ,, € m, ' = ¢y 1.
Because the set of distinguished functions I* is compatibly pointed
at t and ¢’ (Lemma 6.2.7), by the mutation-invariance property of domi-
nance order decomposition (Proposition 3.4.2), the above <;-decomposition
of Ltg in terms of I also gives the <y-triangular decomposition in

ﬁ(t’):

(6.2) Z' = ()7L = I+ byl
n=tg

We claim that (6.2) is (<y, m)-unitriangular with the leading term
Itg/,, i.e., (uy) 'Ll is g'-pointed. For the proof, first notice that ()"
commutes with the bar involution. It follows that Z’ is bar-invariant.
Consider the support suppy (Z') = {¢'} U {n/|by,, # 0}. Denote
by = 1. Any <y-maximal elements m’ € suppys(Z’) contributes a
Laurent monomial b, X (#')™ with a <, —maximal degree in the Lau-
rent expansion of Z' € LP(t'). Notice that b,, = 1 and b,, € m for
n <¢ g. Then, the bar-invariance of Z’ implies that ¢’ is the unique
<p-maximal element in the suppys Z. Our claim has been verified.

By the above claim, LY := (u) 'Lt is compatible with Lf, and it
is (=y, m)-unitriangular to I*. Tt follows from definition that it is the
weakly triangular basis for t. By Proposition 6.2.8, L¥ is further the
triangular basis for the seed t'.

0

We also need to verify the admissibility condition, provided some
compatibility condition (tropical properties). Let there be given any
k € Is and d € N. Denote ¢ = pt and ¢'[1] = por(t[1]).

Lemma 6.4.4. Let there be given g = ddeg’ u; X (t') and g-pointed
element Z € LP(t) N uiLP(t). If Z is bipointed and its support di-
mension is the same as that of u; Xy (t')?, then Z = i Xy (¢')<.

Proof. We can view Z and p} X, ()¢ as elements of the (type A;) quan-
tum cluster algebra LP(t) N p; LP(t'), where k is viewed as the only
unfrozen vertex. Then Z and p}X (#')? are compatibly pointed at the
set of all seeds {t,t'}, and we have Z = pu} X (#')¢ by Proposition 3.4.5
and | , Lemma 3.4.11].

Alternatively, let us give a fundamental proof. Notice that Z takes
the form X9« (1+>",_._, bV +vfY?) by assumption, b, € k. Denote
Yi(t') = Y{ and X;(¢') = X! for simplicity. We have Y} = Y, ' €
LP(t) and (uf)~'Y, = (Y))™! € LP(t'). Notice that (u})*X9 is a

—

pointed function in LP(t') whose F-function is a formal series in Y.
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We compute that

Z' = ()2
= ()X (L )b (V) (Y)Y
R
X5 (Y e (V) +1)
r>0

where ¢, € k, R € N, ¢ = degtl((u};)*ng * (Y/)™%). By the same
computation (i)~ (uka(t’) ) = X3 (#')? also has this degree. Conse-
quently, X"9" = (X).

Now consider p;Z’ € LP(t). Similar to the above computation, its
degree is given by deg'(u;(X})¢ * YF). Since deg ;7' = deg' Z =
deg’ 1 (X)), we must have R = 0. Consequently, 7’ = (X} )%.

O

Proposition 6.4.5 (Admissiblity by compatibility). (1) Take g
ddeg piXi(t'). Let there be given g-pointed element Z € LP(t)
WALP(E=1)). If Z is compatibly pointed at t,t[-1], then Z

NkX( ).
(2) Take g = ddeg <_*Ik(t’) Let there be given g-pointed element

S EP( )N ,ut[l LP(t]). If Z is compatibly pointed at t[1],t, then
Z = Wili(t')".
Proof. Denote t' = pt = iy 4t. Recall that %;,ts(ﬁ;,tz = %;,ts for
any seeds ty,t9,t3 € A* (Lemma 2.3.12).

(1) Since Z is compatibly pointed at ¢,t[—1], by Proposition 3.4.5,
Z has support dimension suppDim g. The same holds for the cluster
monomial ;X (t')?. We deduce that L and X (t')? have the same

support dimension. Lemma 6.4.4 implies that L = 15 Xy (¢ ",
(2) Notice that we have
<—x —x <—x $—x
ey M He(t') =" t,t[1] H t’,tlk(t/)
<—x % x
= Mgy Mot U t’[l],t’XOk #'[1])
<
= Wy Xor (1))
= fr Xok(1])-
Since Z is compatibly pointed at ¢[1],¢, we obtain that Z’ := <ﬁ;‘7th
is compatibly pointed at ¢[1],¢, such that deg't 7/ = Gii) e deg’ Z =
Gup ¢ deg' Tily(t)! = deg! Wftm L) = deg'™ gy X (V[1])7. Tt
f(()Eows fro(rﬁ(l) Elat AR Nof_Xak(t/[ 4. Therefore, Z = (%;tm)_lZ’ =
(ke ;tp])il H th] D) = ().

> 1

U

6.5. Criteria for the existence of the common triangular bases.
In this section, we give several criteria that guarantee the existence of
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the common triangular bases. Let there be given seeds ¢[1] = Wt =
%t[l]vtt as before.

Define seeds t[r] = (" %)t[r — 1] recursively for r € Z. Then
we have t[r] = t[r — 1][1], and the set {t[r],r € Z} is called an
injective-reachable chain, see [ | for more details. Notice that we
}E"e () [1] = pori(t[r]), <ﬁt[rﬂ],t[r} = UT(Et[l],t- Denote %t[r],t[rJrl} =
H t[:ﬂ},t[r]-

Proposition 6.5.1. Assume that a given subalgebra A(t) C U,(t) pos-
sesses the triangular bases L. The following statements are true.

(1) The triangular bases L' for the seeds t[r] exist, r € Z, and they
consist of similar pointed functions.

(2) If LM s compatibly pointed at t,t[1], then L' is compatibly
pointed at t[ |, t[r — 1], for any r € Z.

(3) If w I ). L'WY s the triangular basis L!, then & TR Il s the

triangular basis L1, r € Z.

Proposition 6.5.2. Assume that a given subalgebra A C U, possesses
compatible triangular bases at {t[r],r € Z}. Then, for any k € I, it
possesses compatible triangular bases at {(ut)[r], r € ZYU{tr],r € Z}.

We postpone the proofs of Propositions 6.5.1, 6.5.2 to the end of
section.

Theorem 6.5.3 (Existence by compatibility). Assume that a given
subalgebra A(t) C U,(t) possesses the triangular bases Lt. If Lt is com-
; ; $—x -17t 4 ;
patibly pointed at t,t[1] and, moreover, </”Lt[1} )Lt is the triangular
basis L1 for the seed t[1], then Lt is the common triangular basis.

Proof. Proposition 6.5.1 implies that the triangular bases L'l r €
Z, exist and are compatible. Using Proposition 6.5.2 recursively for
adjacent seeds starting from {t[r],r € Z}, we obtain that L’ is the
common triangular basis.

g

Recall that if the common triangular basis exists, then it is permuted
by all twist automorphisms (Proposition 6.3.2). As an inverse result, we
have the following existence theorem which implies the main theorem
(Theorem 1.2.2). Denote %t[l},t = % = [k, - [koflk, - Denote t; =
%Sst = [k, * Py bt for 1 < s <L

Theorem 6.5.4 (Existence by twist automorphisms). Assume that a
given subalgebra A(t) C U,(t) has the triangular basis Lt with respect
to the seed t. Further assume that Lt satisfies the following properties:

(1) There ezists a twist automorphism tw of Donaldson-Thomas
type on F(t) such that tw permutes L.

(2) The quantum cluster monomz’als 1 <3st( s)%, d € N, obtained
along the mutation sequence u ¢],¢ starting from t are contained
in L.
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Then Lt is the common triangular basis. In particular, it contains
all quantum cluster monomials.

Proof. Because L is permuted by tw and contains all cluster monomials
appearing along the mutation sequence <E, we deduce from Lemma
6.4.2 and Proposition 6.4.3 that it gives rise to the triangular basis L'
for the seeds t,, which are compatible with L!. In particular, L' and
LY are compatible. We deduce the claim from Theorem 6.5.3 .

Let us give an alternative proof which does not depend on Theorem
6.5.3 nor Proposition 6.5.1. For any r € Z, by Lemma 6.2.5 for similar
seeds t,t[r], we can construct the triangular bases L'l for seed t[r]
as the set of elements similar to the elements in L'. Then it contains
the quantum cluster monomials appearing along the sequence O'ME
from t[r] to t[r + 1] by Lemma 4.2.4. It follows that L!") and L1+
are compatible by Lemma 6.4.2 and Proposition 6.4.3. Therefore, we
obtain compatible triangular bases at {t[r],r € Z}. The claim follows

by using Proposition 6.5.2 repeatedly for adjacent seeds.
O

Proof of Proposition 6.5.2. Denote t' = pugt. Recall that prpt[r] =
t'[r], r € Z. Since L is compatibly pointed at t[r],¢[r — 1], it con-
tains ., Xori('[r]) by Proposition 6.4.5(1). Similarly, L+ contains
Z = i X (H[r + 1]). In addition, since L1 and L' are
compatible, L = %:[rﬂ
Lemma 2.3.12 implies that we have

Lt[r]Lt[TH} also contains the 2’ := pifj, ) ., Z.

Z" = i Mo a4 Kotk (8 =+ 1])
= [t Xor+ 1k ([ 4 1)
= Moo i o ey Xor+ 1k ([ 4 1])
= iy 4 Lok (' [r])
= Hordori(t'[r])-

Therefore, L' is admissible in direction o”k. Then Proposition 6.4.3
implies that L' gives rise to a compatible triangular basis LIl in the

adjacent seed t'[r]. The claim follows.
U

Proof of Proposition 6.5.1. (1) We define L'l to be the set of pointed
functions in LP(t[r]) similar to the elements of L. The claim follows
from Lemma 6.2.5.

(2) By Proposition 3.4.5, Lgm has the support dimension suppDim g €
Nl ~ N=0(#[1]) for any g € Z! ~ M°(¢[1]). By (1), L") and L have
similar elements. Let us relabel the set of vertices I, by (0" 1)~}
when working with the seed t[r], such that b;;(¢[1]) = b;;(¢[r]) (or,
equivalently, we create a new seed o'~ "t[r] such that ey(c'~"t[r]) :=
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eqr—11(t[r])). Then we have suppDim Lz,m = suppDim Lz,m = suppDim g
as elements in Z.

Since the support dimension suppDim ¢ associated to ¢ € Z! only

depends on the principal B-matrix (see Remark 3.4.6), suppDim g for

t[1] and t[r] are the same. Using Proposition 3.4.5 again, we deduce

that LZM is compatibly pointed at t[r], t[r — 1] for any r € Z.
(3) For any g € Z7, Lz[f],lg and Lzm are similar by (1). If follows that

%:[r},t[rq]LZ[:]—lg and %:[1],151‘159[1] are similar by Proposition 4.2.6. Since
%:[1],15142[1] € Lt its similar function %:[r},t[rq]Li—[ilg must belong to

L1 by (1). By the same argument, we have (%;‘[TMT_H)ALZ[,T*” €

L' for any ¢’ € Z!. The claim follows.
O

7. PREREQUISITE FOR QUANTUM UNIPOTENT SUBGROUP

We collect useful notions and results for quantum groups, mostly
following | il |. Notice that different conventions have been
used in literature. We use an easy model to explain ours, see Examples
7.2.7, 7.3.2. We choose the field k = Q(¢) with a formal parameter g.

Notice that k has a bar involution such that § = ¢ .

7.1. Quantized enveloping algebras.

Root datum. A root datum consists of the following.

(1) A finite set [1,7] :={1,2,...,7r}.

(2) A finite dimensional Q-vector space b, its dual space h*, and
the canonical pairing ( , ).

(3) A lattice P C bh* called the weight lattice.

(4) The dual lattice PY = Homgz(P,Z) C b called the coweight
lattice.

(5) A linearly independent subset {o;|i € [1,7]} C P, called the set
of simple roots.

(6) A linearly independent subset {«)|i € [1,7]} C PY, called the
set of simple coroots.

(7) A Q-valued symmetric Z-bilinear form (, ) on P, such that

° dz = %(Ozi,ai) S Z>0,

o (o) ) = % for any p € P,

e Denote C;; = (o), ;). Then C = (Cjj)1<ij<r IS a gen-
eralized symmetrizable Cartan matrix, i.e., C; = 2 and,
for any @ # j, we have Cj; € Z<p, Cj; = 0 if and only if
Cji = 0.

Notice that we have d; C;; = d; C}j;. We define the root lattice @) =
®;Za; C P, the coroot lattice Q¥ = @;Za;. Define Q+ = + @; Ny,
the semigroup of dominant weights Py = {\ € P[{a;/, \) > 0, Vi}.



46 FAN QIN

Assume that we have fundamental weights w; € P, such that (o), w;) =
dij, Vi, j. Denote p = Zie[l,r} ;.

In addition, for any ¢ € [1, 7], we define the simple reflection s; on h*
such that, for any u € b*,

si(p) = p— (), mai.

The group W generated by the simple reflections is called the Weyl
group. Let there be given any w € W. Given a word i = ; - - -4; with
symbols i; € [1,7], 1 < j <[, [ € N, we denote s; = s;, - - - s;,, and the
length |i| = I. Recall that, if | = min{|i'||sy = w}, we call the word ¢
a reduced word for w, the product s; a reduced expression of w, and
[(w) = [ the length of w. Choosing a reduced word i for w, we define
the support of w in [1,7] to be

suppw = supp s; := suppi := {i|i € i}.
One can check that supp w does not depend on the choice of the reduced
word.
Similarly, as in | , 2.2.6], we define reflections s; on h such that,
for any h € b, we have

si(h) = h—{a;,h)a;.
Then {s:(h), ) = (b, 5:())

For any k € [1,1], define its successor and predecessor by
s(k) = k[1] := min({j > k|i; =i} U {+00}),
p(k) == k[—1] := max({j < kli; = ix} U {—00}).

Define k[0] = k. Recursively, define k[d £ 1] = k[d|[£1] for d € Z if
k[d] € [1,1]. In addition, denote

kM = max{j € [1,1]|i; = ix},
™ = min{j € [1,1]|i; = ix}.

For any a € suppw, we denote

ming = min{k € [1,1]|i = a},
"%g = max{k € [1,[]|ix = a}.

Similarly, for b € supp(iyiz---i;), j € [1,1], define

min2ip — min({k € [4,]]ix = b} U {+00}),

max,<ih = max({k € [1, j]|ix = b} U {—00}).
Finally, for a € [1,7], j,k € [1,1], denote the multiplicity:
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m(a, [, K]) = [{s € [j, k]|is = a}],
m(a) = m(a, [1,1]),
m,, = m(ig, [1, k — 1]).
Quantized enveloping algebras Uy. Denote ¢; = ¢%, [a]; = [a],, = %

for i € [1,7], a € N. The quantized enveloping algebra U, is the
non-commutative k-algebra generated by the generators E;, F;, K",
i € [1,7], h € PV subject to certain relations (see Section A.1). Denote

K; = K% and the divided power F{") = 17 and £ = £+

Recall that we have a k-algebra triangular decomposition Uq =
U " ® qu ®Uq = <Ei>ie[17r}®<Kh>hepv®<ﬂ>ie[17r]. We have a natural
Q-grading wt( ) on U, such that wt E; = oy, wt F; = —a;, wt K" = 0 re-
spectively. For any weight v € ), the homogeneous weight v elements
form a k-vector space

(Ug)y = {ueUy|K"uK™" =q¢"My Vh e PV}

Automorphisms and bilinear forms.

Definition 7.1.1. Extend the bar involution ( ) on k to an involution
on Uq such that

i=q', E = E F,=F, Kh = K.

Define the k-algebra anti-involution * on Uq such that

«(E;) = E; «(F;) = F; w(Kh) = K="

Following the convention in | |, we consider Lusztig’s pairing
(, )r on Uy~ . It is a symmetric and non-degenerate k-bilinear form.
Notice that one could also work with Kashiwara’s bilinear form ( , )g,
and the results only differ by scalars depending on the ()-grading, see
[ , Lemma 2.12].

Definition 7.1.2. Define the dual bar involution o on Uy~ such that

(o(2),y)r = (=, 9)1

Definition 7.1.3. Define the k-linear isomorphism cuy : Uq~ — Uq™
such that, for homogeneous x, we have

(wt z,wtz)—(wtz,p)

() = q? T,

For pn = > iy € Q, define Tr(p) = > u; € Z.
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Proposition 7.1.4 (] , Proposition 3.10]). For a homogeneous
element x € U™, we have

o(x) = ()T Den, () 0 #)(x).
In particular, for homogeneous x,y, we have

o(zy) = ¢ a(y)o(x).

o(F) = —¢?F;, fori e [1,r].

1
Define the twisted dual bar involution ¢/ = ¢! 0o on Ug~. Then we

For example, we have (F}, F}), =

have ¢/(x) = (—1)Tt2)(( ) o %)(z) for homogeneous z. In particular,
o(z) = z if and only if o/ (z) = ¢} (z) = ¢~ 2Wtewta)+(wtz.0) g Tt follows
that o'(zy) = o'(y)o’'(x).

In order to compare quantum groups with the quantum cluster al-
gebras, a rescaling will be needed. We often extend the base field from

k = Q(q) to k(q2) = Q(g?). Denote Uq(é(q%) =U, ®Q(q)(@(q%). Define

the Q(q%)—module endomorphism cor of Uq(&( b such that
q2

_1 1
corr = g 4(th,wtm)+2(wtx,p)x

for homogeneous x. Then o(z) = x if and only if ¢’(corz) = corz. We
understand cor as a scalar correction.

7.2. Quantum unipotent subgroups. Take any w € W. Choose
a reduced expression W = s; = 8i, - +s; of w. We have the natural
function i( ) : [1,{] — [1,r] such that i(j) = 4;. For any j < k € [1,],
denote

ilj, k] = gl
WUM = Silj.k]
E}Sj = Sil,4]
Wzk = Si[k,l]

Define the roots 3, = ﬁgk_laik, ke [1,1].

Following the convention in | , Definition 3.23](see T}, T} _; in
[ , Section 37.1.3][ , Section 4.2.1][ , Proposition 1.3.1]),
for any i € [1, r|, we define the k-algebra automorphism 7; on U, (braid
group action) such that
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Ti(K") = K

nEy) = i=j

S e, (UGB BED i
—-K'E; -

CZ—‘i F = 7 ) S |
. {ZT“_Cij(_l)rqz‘rFi( )FJ‘FZ‘( o #J

Its inverse map is given by

Ti—l(Kh) — Ksi(h)

T7\(E;) = —KF -
T S e, GV BB EY i

~EK; .y
T YF)) = |
s {Z”'S_Cij(_l)rqirFi(S)FjFi(r) i

Notice that T;((Uq)y) = (Uq)si() for v € Q. Define Ty =T, T;, - - - T5,.
Then it is known that T4 only depends on w € W, which we denote
by T,

Proposition 7.2.1 (| , Section 37.2.4]). We have xoT;ox =T, .

Choose any sign e € {+1,—1}. We might omit e when e = +1.
For any m € N, let us define

FumBy) = T¢---To (F™).

1 k-1

Notice that wt(F.(mpSg)) = —mp.
For any multiplicity vector ¢ = (cy,...,¢) € NIM define the corre-
sponding ordered product ([ , Section 4.3]):

_JFeph) - Fo(aB) e=+1
F.(c, @) = {Fe(qﬂz)“'Fe(C151) e— 1

By Proposition 7.2.1, we have *F.(c, W) = F_.(c, 0).

Proposition 7.2.2 (| D). {F.(c, W)|c € NMY forms a basis of a
k-subspace of Uq~ which does not depend on the choice of W. Denote
the subspace by Uq™ (w, e).

Definition 7.2.3. {F.(c, W)|c € NI"} is called the PBW basis (Poincaré-
Birkhoff-Witt basis) of Uy~ (w, e).

When the context is clear, we could simply write F,(c) instead of

F.(c, ).
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For any j < k such that i; = i, set

Bk = Z Bs € Q.

s€lj,k] is=i;
It is straightforward to check that
Bun = (W — D)y,
We also define the multiplicity vector ¢j; , € N U such that
e - {53258,
We denote
Fe[j k] = Fe(§[j,lc]7 E?)

Then wt F,[j, k] = —Bju-
We have the following Levendorskii-Soibelman straightening law (LS-
law for short, see | I , Proposition 4.10]).

Theorem 7.2.4. For any j < k, we have

Fa(B)Fu(B) —q BWEL(B)FA(B) = ) feFl(e W)
ceNl+1,k—1]

FaB)Fa(B) —q @WFLBIFA(B) = Y, feFale W)
cEN+1k~1]

such that f. € k, and the equations are )_-grading homogeneous.

It follows that Uy~ (w,e) is the k-subalgebra of U,~ generated by
{Fe(8))l5 € [1,1]}.
Proposition 7.2.5 (] , Proposition 4.22]] , 38.2.3]). For
any ¢, € NIY we have

Ck

l
1

(Fe<§7 E?)u Fe(glu ﬁ))L = H 5%,0;c H ﬁ

qA

k=1 s=1 ik
Definition 7.2.6 (] , Definition 3.26]). The algebra U, (w) :=
Uq (w, +1) is called the quantum nilpotent subalgebra associated to w €
W. The algebra Aq[N_(w)] := *(Uq (w)) = Uq (w, —1) is called the

quantum unipotent subgroup associated to w.

The quantum unipotent subgroup Aq[N_(w)] has a Q)_-grading in-
duced from that of U,~. It is a quantum analogue of the coordinate
ring of the unipotent subgroup N_(w), see | | for more details.

-1
and the reduced word W = s15251. We get 1 = ay, B = sjay =
a1 + ag, P35 = ay. Under our convention, we compute that F(p,) = Fi,

Example 7.2.7 (sl3 type). Consider the Cartan matriz C = ( 2 —21 )
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F(ﬁg) = T1F2 = F2F1 - qFlFQ, F(ﬁg) = T1T2F1 = FQ. The LS-law

now reads as

F(Bs)F (1) — qF(B1)F(Bs) = F(Ba).

Notice that F(8,)F(8s) = F((1,0,1), W) = F[1,3]. By applying the *
anti-involution, we get F_(By) = FIFy —qFyFy = T7 N (Fy), F_4[1,3] =
F_1(B3)F_1(p1) = FyFy, and the LS-law reads as

F_1(B1)F1(Bs) — qF_1(B3) F_1(B1) = F_1(B2).

7.3. Dual canonical bases. Take a sign e € {+1,—1}. We define the

dual PBW basis of U, (w, e) to be
F.(c, W)
up ._ Ty A e\ (1,1]
Fe = {Fe (Q, ) — ( e(g’ w)’ e(g’ E?))L|Q€N }

The corresponding dual LS-law takes the following form.

Proposition 7.3.1 (][ , Theorem 4.27]). For any j < k, we have
qOFR (BN (B) = FRBIFR(8) = Y fiF%(e W)
CEN]+1k 1]

such that f; € Qlg*], and the equation is Q_-grading homogeneous.

For any two multiplicity vectors ¢, ¢/, we have the lexicographical
order < such that ¢ < ¢ if, for some s, ¢, < ¢; and ¢} = ¢;, Vi < s. We
also have the reverse lexicographical order <’ such that ¢ <’ ¢ if, for
some s, ¢, < ¢, and g; =¢; for all j > s. Introduce the partial order <
such that ¢ < cif ¢ <cand ¢ < c.

By Proposition 7.3.1, we have

oF(c, @) — F*P(c Z@ JFW ().

The dual canonical basis BYP = {Bé‘p(g, W)|Q € NI} s defined to
be the unique o-invariant basis of Uy~ (w, e) such that

BP(e, W) - FP(e, W) € ) qZlaFP(d, ).
c'<c
As before, for ¢ = ¢y such that i; = i), we denote BLP[j, k] =

BeP(cjn» W) for simplicity.

Example 7.3.2. Continue Example 7.2.7. Recall that o(F;) = —¢*F;
fori = 1,2, o(\F) = ¢ lo(Fy)o(F) = ¢FF. In addition, we
can check (F(B;), F(Bi))r = ﬁ. The dual PBW basis elements read
as F®(B1) = (1 — @)F, FP(B) = (1 — ¢)Fy, F*®(B) = (1 —
) FFy — qF\Fy). It is straightforward to check that o(F"P(3;)) =
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F(B;), Vi € [1,3]. Notice that F*P[1,3] = (1 — ¢*)*F[1,3] = (1 —
@) FFy, oF*[1,3] = (1 — ¢ 3)?¢*Fy Fy. The LS-law now reads as
o(F*®[1,3]) = F®[L,3] = (¢ = q)F*(B).
We can calculate the corresponding dual canonical basis element
B[] = F[1,3] - qF*(8,).

We then obtain the following exchange relation in Uy~ (w):

FR(B)F®(Bs) = B™[L 3]+ qF*(ba).

Apply the anti-involution x, we obtain the following exchange relation
in Aq[N_(w)]:

FA(Ba) FE(B) = BA[L, 3]+ qF5(6).

Apply the dual bar involution o, we get

¢ FR(B)FS(Bs) = BH[L3]+q  F5(5).

Notice that all factors appearing are dual canonical basis elements of
the form B" (c, W) for some c. Explicitly, we have

FY(B) = (1 - QZ)F1
F2R(Bs) = (1= ¢*) F%
F®(B2) = (1 = ) (P F — qF )
Bip1[173] =(1- q2)<F2F1 —qFFy)

7.4. Subalgebras and unipotent quantum minors. For any j <
k € [1,1], we define the subalgebras Uq™ (w,e)n = Kk[Fe[Bilicpjn of
Uq (w,e), e = £1, respectively. Notice that they depend on the re-
duced expression W@ of w. By the LS-law, Uy~ (w, €)jx has the k-basis

FP o = {FP(e, W)lc € NP},

called the dual PBW basis.
As before, denote Uq™ (w)(j ) = Uq ™ (w, +1)j6 and Aq[N_(w)]je =
Uy (w, =1)(j. Then we have we have * Ug™ (w)[; 5 = Aq[IV=(w)]}; -
The braid group action T<; 1 = T ;1) gives a k-algebra isomor-
phism

Tejr Uy (W) = Ug™ (W),
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because T<; 1 sends the quantum root vector 75, - - - T;,_, F;, in Uq_(ﬁ[j,k])
to (i, -1, )15, - - T, Iy, = F'(Bs) € Ug™ (w)png, Vs € [4, k] It fol-
lows that we have a k-algebra isomorphism

#Tejorx o AINC(Wpu)] = Ag[N- (w)]
which identifies the dual PBW bases.

If we have i; = iy, = a € [1,7], then the dual canonical basis element
BY[j, k] = BS (¢ u» ) is called a unipotent quantum minor, which
we denote by D[j, k]. See D[j, k] = Dg_, =, %, i [ , Definition
3.40] or | , Section 6] | , Definition 5.3.2].

By definition of the dual canonical basis, D]j, k] takes the following
form
(7.1) Dlj. k] = F25(B) - FERBu)FA(8) + Z
for some Z € > qZ[q]Bﬂp1 (¢, W). Notice that it is homogeneous
with the weight

C<C

wt D[ ', k’] = _B[j k] = —(E}<]‘ — W<k)wij
Applying [ ] to the reduced word E?[] % and using the isomor-
phism Aq[N_(w)]jjx =~ Aq[V (E?[] k)], we obtain the following result.
Theorem 7.4.1 (| , Corollary 6.4 Section 6.2]). Let there be
given any j < k € [1,1] and a € supp ﬁ[j,k]. Denote j; =27 g
and j, =ma%<k g,

(1) D[j1, ja] lies in the q-center of Aq[N_(w)]jn, i-e., for any u €
Ag[N_(w)]}jh, we have D(jy, jaJu = ¢*uDlju, jo| for some s € Z.
(2) For any d € N, there exists some s € 7Z such that Dl]ji, jo]¢ =
SB 5 <dc[]1 g2l E?)
Proposition 7.4.2 (| , Theorem 6.25]). The dual canonical ba-
sis BY of Aq[N_(w)] factors through the unipotent quantum minor
D[mina,maX al, a € suppw, up to a g-power, i.e., for any c € N[U], there
exists some s € Z such that

D[mln max ]BUP ( E}) = quipl (Q + Q[minmmaxa}? U)

7.5. Localization. For any \ = ZaeSuppw Aa@q € ®Nw, ~ NsupPw
denote ¢, = > AgCpming maxy)- Following [ , Corollary 6.4] ;
Proposition 3.47], denote Dy = BY(c,, E?) and Dy, = {¢° Dy s €
Z,¥\}. By Proposition 7.4.2, the localization Aq[N_(w)][D,'] has the
following basis

B (w) = {g*MSH DY SIS = BY (¢, W), Ve € NML YA € @,New,}.

We refer the reader to | , 5.1.3]] , Definition 3.37] for the
definition of the quotient algebra Aq[N_ N X,] of U,~, where X, de-
notes the Schubert variety. By | , Theorem 5.13], the natural



54 FAN QIN

composition ¢, : Aq[N_(w)] <= Uq~ — Aq[N_ N X,] is an embedding.
For each basis element b € B"f, denote its image ¢,,(b) = [b]. Following
[ , Section 2.6, Section 4], the quantum unipotent cell associated
to w is defined as

AN - = Aq[N_ N X, ][[Du] ).

By | , Theorem 4.13], ¢,, induces a Q-graded algebra isomorphism
L+ Aq[N_(w)][D,,'] ~ Aq[N*] called the De Concini-Procesi isomor-
phism. Then A,[N*] with the following basis

B = 1, B* (w)
= (SN D L ATHSIIS] = [B (e, W), Ve € NIML YA € @,Neo, ).

We call B* (w) and B"%" the (localized) dual canonical bases.
The twisted dual bar involution ¢’ naturally extends to a Q-anti-
involution on the localization Ay[N_(w)][D,'] >~ Aq[N"“]. As before, de-

wt z,wt z)—(wt :v,p)x

fine the Q(g)-module endomorphism cy, such that ¢y (z) = ¢3¢
for homogeneous . Define the dual bar involution o = ¢,,0’ on the
localization. Then we still have o(zy) = ¢"t*"¥ 5 (y)o(x) for homo-
geneous z, y. Moreover, the dual canonical bases B*® (w) and B"%" are
o-invariant, see | , Proposition 4.9].

As before, define the Q(g)-module endomorphism cor on Aq[N_(w)][D,,'] ~

w

A, [Ni”]@(q%) such that cor(z) = ¢~ aMteWta)+5(wt2.0) 4 for homogeneous

x. Then x is o-invariant if and only if corx is ¢’-invariant.

8. CLUSTER STRUCTURES ON QUANTUM UNIPOTENT SUBGROUP

A quantum unipotent subgroup A4[N_(w)] is a symmetric CGL ex-
tension, see | , Defintion 2.6, Section 9] and Section A.2. By a
general theory in [ |, it possesses a quantum cluster structure,
which we will briefly introduce. An explicit and detailed treatment
could be found in the recent work | l.

8.1. Quantum cluster structure. Define the set of vertices I = [1,1],
I = {k’ € ]|$(/{3) 7& +OO}, I = I\_[uf.

Following | , Section 4.8], define bilinear forms cg, N3 on NI
such that

171]

cwled) = (@b B -5 3 ad (G b
j<k k

Ng(e,d) = cgled) —cgld, o)
= D (Be: Biewd; = Y (Brs Bi)exc.

k>3 k<i

We say two elements x,y g-commute if zy = ¢*yx for some s € Z.
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Proposition 8.1.1 (| , Proposition 4.33]). Assume that B (c)
and B" () q-commute, then we have

(8.1) BY(0)B%() = ¢V BN (<) B (o).

Now work with the extension A, [N,(w)]@(q%) = Aq[N_(w)] ®q(q)
Q(q%). Recall that we have corz = ¢~ 1(Wtewta)+3Wtzp) g fo1 homoge-
neous z, such that o(x) = x if and only if ¢'(corz) = corz.

For k € [1,1], denote X} = corD[k™" k|. Notice that wt X, =
—Bigmin ) = —(Br + Br[—1] + - - - + Bjmin).

Define the matrix L = (Lj);jrep,y such that

ij; = Nﬁ (Q[jmll’l _]]’ [kmm k})

Then we have X; X}, = ¢%* X, X;. In particular, for any j < k, we have
the following (see | , Proposition 4.2]] , Lemma 11.2]):

ij = (wlk + ngwik, —B[‘min j])

Theorem 8.1.2 ([ , Theorem 8.2] | , Theorem B]) (1) There
exists a unique matriv B(W) = (b,k)lg kel such that B(W) is com-
patible with L such that E]GI Lji = =20 di. and 3, bp wt X; = 0
for k € L.

(2) Let ty = to(W) denote an initial seed associated to W, such
that B(ty) = B(W), A(ty) = L, for j € [1,1]. Then we have an al-
gebra isomorphism k from the partially compactified quantum cluster
algebra ./Tt(to)@(q%) = Aty ® Q(q%) to the quantum unipotent sub-
group Aq[N_ (w)]Q(q%), such that the initial quantum cluster variables
X;(to), j € 1, are identified with the rescaled unipotent quantum minors
X = corD[j m‘n,j].

Proof. By [C , Theorem 8.2]] , Theorem B|, we have an iso-
morphism A(tg)@(q%) ~ Ay[N_(w )] oeh) for some quantum seed t(,, such

that B(t}) is uniquely determined by A(ty) as in (1), and X;(t) are
identified with a;D[j™", j] for some scalars ;.

Notice that L is determined by X; = corD[j™", j] via the g-commutative
relations (8.1), and A(tf) is determined by «;D[j™", j] similarly. So
L = A(#}). Tt follows that B(t)) = B(to). A direct computation shows
that corD[j™", j] = a; D[j™™, j], see Remark A.2.2.

U

2 )
is invariant under the bar involution () on A,(t;). We obtain the
following result.

Notice that cor D[j™", j] is o’-invariant and X (to) = £~ 'corD][j
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Lemma 8.1.3. The isomorphism k identifies the twisted dual bar in-

volution o' on Aq[N_(w)] 1 and () on zq(to)(@ 1, d.e. for any

10 aed) N @b
RS -A(to)@(q% we have o' (kZ) = kZ.

)7

Remark 8.1.4. By | |, the I x I¢-matriz B(W) = (bik)ic1 kel is
given by the following:

(1 Jj=p(k)
-1 j =s(k)
bjk = Clﬂk j < k < S(]) < S(k’) .

—Cii, k<j<s(k) <s(j)
L0 else

For wverifying that such a matriz satisfies the condition in Theorem
8.1.2, see | , Theorem 8.3] (or arguments in | , Section 10.1]).

Example 8.1.5. Continue Example 7.2.7 7.3.2. Notice that we have
corF; = ¢ F, and corF Fy = ¢ 2 F1 Fy, corFyFy = g 3 FyFy. We get

cor(F*%(B1)cor(F*3(B3)) = q2cor(B*[1,3]) + ¢~ 2cor(F*%(5a)).

Denote X1 = corF"(531), X| = corF'"(83), Xo = corF'™(Bs), X3 =
corB"[1, 3]. By using the defining relations (Section A.1), it is straight-
forward to check that (knowing that FyFZFy, = FyF2Fy) we have X, X, =
XXy, X1 X5 = qX3Xy, XoX3 = X35X,.

Denote I = [1,3] and I, = {1}. We compute explicitly the matriz

0 -1 1 0 -1 1
L= 1 0 0 |. Take (b;y) = 1 0 =1, thenits I X
-1 0 0 -1 1 0
1 s-submatriz B is the same as in Remark 8.1.4. We have BTL =
(2 00).

By the above computation, Aq[N_(w)] 1. is a partially compactified

Q(g2) N N
quantum cluster algebra with initial seed ty such that B(ty) = B(W)
and A(to) = L. Its mutation rule reads as

Xy # X = g2 X 4 3R X
= ¢2 X3 +q 2 Xa.
8.2. Quantum cluster variables.

Lemma 8.2.1. Let there be given any j < k € [1,1] such that i; = .
The rescaled unipotent quantum minor corD[j, k] is identified with a
quantum cluster variable in A(ty).
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Proof. By | , Theorem 7.3], there exists a scalar £ € ¢2% such that
k~1ED[j, k] is a quantum cluster variable in some seed. Identify the bar-
involution and ¢’ by Lemma 8.1.3. Then the bar-invariant quantum

cluster variable is identified with the o’-invariant element corD][j, k].
u

Theorem 8.2.2 (| , Theorem 5.3, Theorem 8.2(c)]). There is a
seed to[1] € AT whose quantum cluster variables are corD[j, j™], j €
[1,1]. Moreover, there exists a mutation sequence Y& from ty to to[1]
such that the quantum cluster variables obtained along the mutation
sequence take the form corD[j, k] for j <k € [1,1], i; = i.

See Remark A.3.3 for a choice of 7. By Lemma 9.1.3, the seed #o[1]
in Theorem 8.2.2 is shifted from ¢y in the sense of Definition 2.5.1.

9. DUAL CANONICAL BASES ARE COMMON TRIANGULAR BASES

In this section, we apply previous discussion of triangular bases
and cluster twist automorphisms to quantum unipotent subgroups and
quantum unipotent cells.

Let there be given any partially compactified quantum cluster al-

gebra zq(to)(@(q%) ~ A, [N_(w)](@(q%) as in Theorem 8.1.2. Recall that
I=[L1], Iy ={j € Ij = j™*}.

9.1. Parametrization. Recall that the initial quantum cluster vari-
ables X;(to) are identified with the rescaled unipotent quantum mi-
nors corD[j™", j], 7 € I. Moreover, the dual canonical basis elements
D[j™in 5] = Bﬂpl(g[jmmﬂ,ﬁ) are parametrized by cpmn; € N’ and
X;(to) by their leading degrees f; € M°(to) (j-th unit vector). Follow-
ing | ], we translate the multiplicity vector ¢ € NI to a vector
in M°(to) by defining a linear map 6! from NIM to M°(t,) = Z! such

that
07 (¢y) = {jﬁj ~ b 58; i :z

It follows that #~! is injective. We further define the bijective linear
map 6 : M°(ty) ~ ZMY, called the parametrization map, such that

9(f]) = C[jmin j]-

Let us make the identification A,(ty) =~ Aq[N_(w)]. Recall that,
by Theorem 8.1.2, the rescaled unipotent quantum minors corD]j, k],
ij = 1), are quantum cluster monomials. In particular, the rescaled dual
PBW generators cor ' (f35), s € [1,1], are quantum cluster variables.

Proposition 9.1.1. The following statements are true.
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(1) The rescaled dual PBW basis corF"® is a 6~ (NI -pointed basis
of A,(to) such that corF™}(c) is 071 (c)-pointed.

(2) The rescaled dual canonical basis corB", is a 6~ (NI -pointed
basis of A,(to) such that corB"(c) is 67 (c)-pointed.

(3) The rescaled dual canonical basis cor B is (<4, ¢Z[q])-unitriangular
to the rescaled dual PBW basis cor F"%.

Proof. 1t is possible to prove the statements based on computation of
the bilinear Nz. Let us give a more abstract proof based on Lemma
8.1.3, which identifies the twisted dual bar involution ¢’ and the bar
involution ( ).

Recall that the rescaled dual PBW generators corF"1 (), s € [1,1],
are quantum cluster variables and, in particular, pointed. It follows
that, for any cor F'*® (¢), there exists a scalar &, € ¢2% such that F'%(c) :=
£,corF*® (¢) is pointed. Denote F*® = {F"(¢)|c}, then it is a pointed
set. We have a (<, ¢Z[q])-decomposition

corB¥ (c) = corF*%(c) + Y bacor PR (c)
¢<c

= &R () + )6 b P ()

d<c

with coefficients b € ¢Z][q].

Notice that < is an order on NI bounded from below. We prove by
induction the following claim (0): &, = 1 for all ¢ € NIV and cor B* (¢)
is pointed at deg' corF*®(c).

If no ¢ appear in the decomposition, we have corB", = fglﬁf'i (o)
which is o’-invariant and thus bar-invariant. Since F?(c) is pointed,
the leading term coefficient &1 € q%Z must be bar-invariant, which im-
plies that £, = 1. Assume by induction that the claim has been verified
for all ¢ appearing. Then the bar-invariance of corB",(¢) implies that

the coefficients of its <;,-maximal degrees are bar-invariant, which can-
not take the form ¢, 'by = by € ¢Z[q]. 1t follows that corB" has the

unique <,,-maximal degree deg' F“?(c) = 07'(c) with the coefficient

= 1.
(1) Applying the above claim (0) to the cases corB™Y(c) = X; =
D[y™™ j], 7 € [1,1], we obtain that

Z deg" F'5(8,) = deg" cor F} (¢jmin ;1)

5<j,is=i;
= deg™ X;
= i
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It follows that deg® corF“?(3,) = 071 (¢s,q) for s € [1,1]. As a con-
sequence, deg” corF'™?(c) = 07'(c). Again, by the above claim (0),
corF™% (¢) is pointed. The statement follows.

(2) The statement follows from the statement (1) and the above
claim (0).

(3) Lemma 3.3.2 implies that the decomposition must be <;,-unitriangular.
The statement follows.

g

Endow ﬁ(to) with the natural @-grading induced from that of
wt X;(t9), i € I. By Theorem 8.1.2, wtYj(¢y) = 0 for k € I. Then

all pointed functions in LP(ty) are homogeneous. The following result
follows.

Lemma 9.1.2. If S, € ﬁ(to) is g-pointed for g € M°(ty), then
wt S, = — > ¢;B; were we denote ¢ = (¢;)jer = 0(9g).
Lemma 9.1.3. For any k € I, we have Ij(ty) = corD[k[1], k™| and
(91) degtO [k (to) = _fk _'_ fkmax.
Proof. Notice that corDI[k[1], k™*] is a quantum cluster variable by
Theorem 8.2.2. In addition, we have deg" corD[k[1], k™*] = 071 (Cpppy pmax) =
—fr + fimax. It follows that corDI[k[1], k™| = <ﬁ;{o[l]io)(myg(to[l]) =
Ii.(to) by definition.

U

For completeness, we compare the partial orders on both sides of the
map 6, though it will not be used in this paper. Recall that <’ denote
the reverse lexicographical order (on ZIM), see Section 7.3.

Lemma 9.1.4. For any ¢’ <, g in M°(ty), we have 0(g") <" 0(g) in
/Ul

Proof. 1t suffices to check that 0(degYy) <’ 0 for all & € [. We
have deg Y, = — fox) +Zj<s(k) b;r.f; by the definition of B(ty) (Remark
8.1.4). Tt follows that 0(degYy) € —cCppmin 501 + ZsR=1 < 0. The
claim follows.

n

9.2. Integral form. Denote A = Q[¢F]. Recall that Ay[N_(w)] is the
Q(q)-algebra generated by the dual PBW generators F"(3;), i € I

over Q(q), subject to the @Q-grading homogeneous relations given by
the LS-law:

g PP (B PR (B) — FR(B)FS(8) = > bkl F%(c, W)

ceNli+1,k=1]

for j < k, where the coefficients b; x(c) € Q[¢™].
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The A-algebra Ay[N_(w)]a generated by the dual PBW generators
F™(B:), i € 1, is called the integral form of Aq[N_(w)]. See ]
for more details.

Work with the (partially compactified) quantum cluster algebra zq(to)(@

~

1. =
(q2)
A, [N_(w)]Q(q%). By applying the linear map cor to each PBW genera-

tor, we get the following rescaled LS-law:

(9.2) q(ﬁj’ﬁ’c)corFE'{(ﬁj)corFf'i(Bk) — cor F™ (B )cor 5 (535)
= Z b;7k(g)corFf‘{(g, E?)

ceNli+1,k—1]
1
where ¥, (c) € bjx(c) - ¢2".
Notice that cor F''f(5;) are quantum cluster variables. So it is not sur-

prising that the coefficients appearing in (9.2) should belong to Z[g*z],
which we give a rigorous proof below using cluster theory.

Lemma 9.2.1. We have b, (c) € Zlq*3).

Proof. Denote Z = q%-#)cor % (3;)cor F% (B ) —cor F* (Bk )cor F*% (53;).
Then Z € LP(ty). Notice that cor ™ (c) is a pointed set in LP(ty) by
Proposition 9.1.1. Then the finite decomposition in (9.2) is the <i,-

1
2

decomposition in LP(ty) with coefficients in Z[¢*2] by Lemma 3.3.3.
U

Corollary 9.2.2. We have b; 1.(c) € Z[q*].

Proof. We have b; ;(c) € Z]q*2] N Q[¢*]. The claim follows.
U

Note that one can also deduce Corollary 9.2.2 from properties of the
dual canonical basis | , Proposition 14.2.6] and the dual PBW
basis | , Proposition 4.26, Theorem 4.29].

Correspondingly, the dual PBW generators F}(53;), i € I, generate
a Z[g*]-algebra, which we denote by Aq[N_(w)]z+. Then the dual
PBW basis {F" (¢, @)|c € NI is a Z[g*]-basis of Aq[N_ (w)]zjq-

Consider the extension Aq[N_ (w)]z[qi%] = A4[N- (w)]Z[qi]@)Z[qi]Z[qi%].
Theorem 8.1.2 could be strengthened as the following, which was also
proved in the recent work | , Theorem B.

Theorem 9.2.3. Take the initial seed to = to(W) as before. We have
a Zlg*2)-algebra isomorphism & : A, (to) =~ A, [N_(w)]z[qi%} such that

the initial quantum cluster variables X;(ty), j € I, are identified with
the rescaled unipotent quantum minors corD[j™® j].

Proof. Make the identification .,qu(to)Q ~ Aq[N_(w)]

rem 8.1.2.

@) by Theo-

(q%) Q
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Recall that the rescaled dual PBW basis corF™Y is a Z[qi%]—basis of
Aq[N- (w)]z[qi%}. In addition, the rescaled dual PBW generators are

quantum cluster variables. Therefore, A [N_(w)]Z[qi . is a subalgebra

of the quantum cluster algebra A, (t).

Moreover, the rescaled dual PBW basis corF" is a (@(q%)—basis of
Zq(to)(@(q%) ~ A,[N- (w)]@(q%). It follows that any Z € A, (ty) C LP(to)
has a finite decomposition in terms of corF"}. By Lemma 3.3.3, this
decomposition is the < -decomposition in LP(ty) with coefficients in
Z[q=2]. Therefore, the rescaled dual PBW basis corF™ is a Z[q*3]-
basis of A,(to).

O

Applying Theorem 9.2.3 to symmetric Kac-Moody cases, we get the
following result.

Corollary 9.2.4 (| , Theorem 9.1.3]| , Main Theorem
1]). Conjecture | , Conjecture 12.7] holds true.

Since the dual PBW basis is a Z[¢*]-basis of the algebra Aq[N_(w)]z4+],
so is the dual canonical basis B". In particular, the multiplication
structure constants of B" take value in Z[¢F]. Correspondingly, let
Aq[N_(w) NwG§™ 7+ and Aq[N™]z4¢) denote the free Z[g*]-modules
spanned by the localized dual canonical bases B*%(w) and B"%" re-
spectively. Then they are isomorphic Z[g*]-algebras:

by - Aq [NL(U}) M mein]Z[qi] ~ A [Nq_ﬂ]z[qi}.

In addition, notice that Aq[N_ (w) NwG§™] ) can also be viewed as
the localization of the Aq[N_(w)]zj4+] with respect to D,,. By Theorem
9.2.3, it is isomorphic to the (localized) quantum cluster algebra A,(to)
after an extension to Z[¢g*¥2]. We obtain the following.

Theorem 9.2.5. Take the initial seed ty = to(W) as before. We have

a Zlq¥2)-algebra isomorphism tyr @ Ag(te) ~ Aq[NY] 2] such that

the initial quantum cluster variables X;(t), j € I, are identified with
the rescaled unipotent quantum minors cor[D[j™™, j]]

Remark 9.2.6 (Rescaled quantum cluster algebra). We remark that
the extension to include q% is a technical trick needed for chcmgz'ng from
the dual bar involution o to the twisted dual bar involution o', where
o' is identified with the usual bar involution () for quantum cluster
algebras (Lemma 8.1.3). For readers do not want to introduce qz, one
can instead rescale the quantum cluster algebras as below (see |
Section 10.4] ).

Notice that every quantum cluster monomial x is a homogeneous el-
ement. Correspondingly, we can define the rescaled quantum cluster
monomials cor~'z, which correspond to dual canonical basis elements

)
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by Theorem 9.5.2. The rescaled partially compactified quantum cluster
algebra can be defined to be the Z[q*]-algebra generated by the rescaled
quantum cluster variables. Then it is isomorphic to Aq[N_(w)]ze%)-
Correspondingly, the rescaled (localized) quantum cluster algebra de-
fined as a localization is isomorphic to Aq[N"]ze+.

9.3. Localization and the initial triangular basis. Taking the lo-
calization at frozen variables X; = v~ 'D[j™™" j], j € I, we obtain
the (localized) quantum cluster algebra Aq(to) = Ag(to)[X; ']jer. Us-
ing Proposition 7.4.2, we deduce that by taking the localization of the
dual canonical basis at frozen variables, A,(ty) has a M°(ty)-pointed

Z]q*2)-basis
(9.3) L = {[X*x9])°|Sex'B"%, decZ"}.

Proposition 9.3.1 (] , Corollary 9.1.9]). The basis L is the tri-
angular basis with respect to the initial seed t.

Proof. We refer the reader to | , Section 9.1] for a detailed proof.
The key step is [ , Proposition 9.1.8] which verifies the <;,-unitriangularity
property of the dual canonical basis by an induction on the length of
w with the help of the dual PBW basis.
O

Theorem 9.3.2. The isomorphism v,k @ Ay(to) = Ag[NY] .1 identi-

—lzi %
fies the initial triangular basis L and the rescaled localized 51ua} canon-
ical basis cor B"%" .

Proof. Recall that we denote ¢,,b = [b] for dual canonical basis elements
be BY.

By construction, elements of L take the form b(\, S) = [X ~* x S|
for S € k7 'B", A\ € Nff. The corresponding elements ¥(),S) in
B“"" take the form ¢WtSTHA—wN (D (171[S], where we identify Nt ~
BacsuppwNw@, such that Dy,yy = kX*. Then we have kb(\,S) =
gcorb/ (X, S) for some ¢ € q2% On the one hand, since b(),S) is in-

variant under the bar involution ( ), kb(A, S) must be invariant under
the twisted dual bar involution ¢’. On the other hand, since ¥'(}, S) is
o-invariant, cort/(\,S) is o’-invariant. Because ¢’ and the bar involu-
tion () are identified, we have £ = 1. It follows that t,,xL = corB"%".

0

9.4. Twist automorphism. | | introduced a quantum analogue
of the twist automorphism for quantum unipotent cells Aq[N™], which
was denoted by 7y, 4.
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Theorem 9.4.1 (| , Theorem 6.1]). There exists a Q(q)-algebra
automorphism n, , on Ag[N*] such that, for k € [1,1], we have

nw,q[D[kmin, k/']] — qi(wik’iﬁ[k'ni“,k])(D[k/‘min’ k’max])_lD[k?[]_], k,max]’ k/' c qu’
nw,q[D[kmin7 kmax]fl] — q(wik7—B[kmin7kmax])D[kmin’ kmax].

In particular, wtn, o = —wtxz for homogeneous x. Moreover, 1y, 4

restricts to a permutation on the (localized) dual canonical basis éﬂpl’w
and commutes with the dual bar involution o.

The rescaling map cor decomposes as Cor = COrpCOr; = Coricory for

the Z[¢g*2]-module endomorphisms cory, cory on Ag[N™ , 2l such that,

for any homogeneous x, we have

cori(x) = ¢y (v)x = g2 (o)

Liwtz,wtz)

corg(x) = ca(x)xr :=q 4 x.

Then cor; is an algebra automorphism of the Q-graded algebra Aq[N"]

Zigt2)

Notice that 1, 4 is well-defined on Aq[N*]z4+. We rescale 7, 4 to the
following automorphism on Aq[N"]z4+:

9.4 tWy = 7y oCOry 2.
Thw,qCOry

Lemma 9.4.2. The rescaled twist automorphism tw,, commutes with

o’

Proof. For any homogeneous z, we have o1, ., = 7y 40x by Theo-
rem 9.4.1. Since wtn, & = —wtz, we have ¢;(n,,2) = ¢1(x)~! and
Co(Mw gx) = co(x). Recall that o = cor~2¢’. We compute

Oy, = COry 2Cory 20" My o ()
= C2(1hu,g®) 21 (Mg ®) 20 N g
ea(2) 21 ()20 N g
= oo(2) 720" (c1(2) 1 g7)
= o) 720’ w,qcl( ) )
()"0

2 1

= Cc2(x tw,,

Similarly, we have

Nuwg0x = nchQ(:p)_zcl(x)_ch'x
co(2) N qgc1(0’) 20’

= cy(x) P twy(0'T).

It follows that o’ tw,, x = tw,, o'z.
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The automorphism tw,, on Aq[N. f”]z[qi] induces an automorphism tw,,
on Ay(to) via the identification Ag(to) = Aq[N"], We translate

Theorem 9.4.1 for cluster algebras as the following.

Theorem 9.4.3. Let there be given ty = to(ﬁ) as before. The algebra
automorphism tw,, on A,(to) satisfies

(9.5) W (Xilto)) = [Xohe # L(to)]®, k€ Iy
(9.6) twa(Xj(to)) = X;(to)™,  jeln

2]

Moreover, tw,, commutes with the bar involution () on A,(ty), and it
restricts to a permutation on the initial triangular basis L.

Proof. Since o' is identified with () by Lemma 8.1.3, Lemma 9.4.2
implies that tw,, commutes with ( ).
Next, for any S € B™", we have 1, ,S € B2}" by Theorem 9.4.1.

We compute
tw,, corS = nw,qcorﬁcorlcorgS
= Nugcr(S)ea(S)S
= () ea(S) g
= 1(Nw,gS)C2(Nw,gS) o g5
= cor(nNyqS)

It follows that tw,, preserves corB"%" ~ L.
Finally, applying the rescaling cor to the unipotent quantum minors
appearing in Theorem 9.4.1 we get

W (Xi(to)) = ExXpmae * Ti(to), k€ Ly,
two (Xj(to)) = &X;(to)™", J € I,

for some scalars &, &; € q%Z. Since tw,, commutes with the bar invo-
lution () and quantum cluster variables are bar-invariant, the scalars
are chosen such that the right hand side are bar-invariant. It follows
that the right hand side are normalization of the ordered product.

t

Next, we want to show that the automorphism tw,, is a DT-type
cluster twist automorphism defined in Section 5.

The automorphism tw,, naturally extends to an automorphism on
F(to). Recall that the mutation sequence induces a k-algebra isomor-
phism 2% : F(to[1]) ~ F(t). Let us define var,, : F(to) ~ F(to[1]) by
var, = (0*) !t tw,,.

From Theorem 9.4.3, we deduce that

var, (X5 (t0)) = X - Xor(to[1)), ke Ly,
var,(X;) = Xj_l, J € It
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In particular, we see that var, can be induced from the linear homo-
morphism var,, : M°(ty) =~ M°(to[1]) such that

Varw(fk) = f(;(k;) - f];maxa 7k S qu
Varw(fj) = _fjl7 .jejﬁ

where f;, f! denote the i-th unit vector in M°(tq) and M°(to[1]) respec-
tively.

Proposition 9.4.4. The map var,, is a variation map.

Proof. It remains to check that var,, Yi(to) = Yox(to[1]) for any k € I,
or, equivalently, var,, deg® Yi(ty) = deg®M Y, (¢o[1]), i.e., vary, (D binfi) =
Y oicr Uinfis where by, = big(to), Uy, = bix(to[1]), fi, fi denote the i-th
unit vectors in M°(ty) and M°(to[1]) respectively.

It might be possible to verify the claim by working with the matrices
directly (Remarks 8.1.4, A.3.1). Let us give a more conceptual proof.

On the one hand, we deduce from the definition of tw,, and Lemma
9.1.3 that deg" tw,, X;(tg) = —f;, j € I. It follows that deg" tw,, Y (ty) =
— deg” Yy (to).

On the other hand, since ¢y and ty[1] are similar up to o, we have
b = bﬁmﬁC for i,k € Iy. It follows from the definition of var, that
var, (3" b fi) =S Uiy f = uy for some uy, € Z%. Therefore, var,, Yi(tg) =
Yoi(to[l]) - pr where p, = X“ € P. We deduce that tw, Yi(tg) =
S vary, Yi(to) = 10 Yon(to[1])-pr. In addition, we know that deg® Y, (to[1]) =
— deg’ Y}, (to) by properties of c-vectors, see | , Proposition 3.3.8].
Therefore, deg® tw,, Y (tg) = — deg™ Y (to) + us.

Combining the above discussions, we obtain u; = 0. It follows that
var,, deg™ Yy (t)) = degt!! Yor(to[1]).

O

Consequently, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 9.4.5. The automorphism tw,, decomposes as tw,, = %* vary,
such that var,, : F(to) ~ F(to[1]) is a variation map. In particular, tw,,
15 a twist automorphism of Donaldson-Thomas type in the sense of Sec-
tion 5.2.

Example 9.4.6. Continue Example 7.2.77.3.2. Notice that w*(X,) =
Li(ty) = X| = X Nth 4 X=I+P20 The automorphism tw,, on A,(to)
takes the following form

tw,, (X1) = (X3« L (to)])° = [ X3 '+ X{)0 = X/t 4 X1t ss
th(XQ) = X2_1
twy, (X3) = X3!
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Define var,, : F(to) =~ F(to[1]) such that

vary (X1) = ¢ 2MsX!x X5 = 2™ X X5 = g2 X« X,
var, (X)) = X,!
var, (X3) = X3!

Then it is straightforward to check that var, is a k-algebra automor-
phism, tw, = % var, andvar,(Y;) = X>~fs = Y!. Consequently, tw,,
18 an twist automorphism in our previous sense. Notice that we have

o (X]) = twu(X; ' * (25 + ¢ 2X5))
= (1+qY1) * X7) T eg 2 (g X5 + X5

= Xy (1+q¥1) " xg 2 X5 x (gYh + 1)
Xhr,

9.5. Consequences.

Quantization conjecture.

Theorem 9.5.1. The rescaled localized dual canonical basis L in (9.3)
is the common triangular basis of A, ~ Aq [NQ_U]Z[qi%}. In particular, it
contains all quantum cluster monomials.

Proof. The rescaled localized dual canonical basis L is the initial trian-
gular basis for ¢y by Proposition 9.3.1. Thanks to its invariance under
the twist automorphism (Theorems 9.4.3, 9.4.5) and the admissibil-
ity along the mutation sequence in Theorem 8.2.2, we can apply the
existence Theorem 6.5.4 to the initial triangular basis and the claim
follows.

O

The quantization conjecture follows as a consequence.

Theorem 9.5.2 (| , Conjecture 1.1)). All quantum cluster mono-
mials of A(tg) are contained in the dual canonical basis B of Uy~ (w)
1

up to q2-powers.

Comparing triangular bases. Berenstein-Zelevinsky defined triangular
basis for acyclic seeds in | |, and their definition is different from
ours. Take w = ¢? where c is a Coxeter word. The corresponding
quantum unipotent cell is an acyclic quantum cluster algebra. We
have the following natural result.

Corollary 9.5.3 (| , Conjecture 1.2.1]). The Berenstein-Zelevinsky
triangular basis for acyclic seeds is the same as the common triangular
basis in | |. Consequently, it contains all quantum cluster mono-
mials.
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Proof. | | verifies the statements for symmetric Kac-Moody cases.
Now we have seen the existence of common triangular bases for general
Kac-Moody algebras. With this existence, the previous proof | ]
is also valid for symmetrizable Kac-Moody cases.

g

Tropical properties of dual canonical bases. We refer the readers to
[ | for necessary definitions and results relating bases and trop-
ical points (Definition 2.3.13), see also | | for a sophisticated
geometric view. Since common triangular bases are parametrized by
the tropical points, and we have seen that they agree with the localized
dual canonical bases (after rescaling), we get the following result.

Corollary 9.5.4. The dual canonical basis B"Y of the quantum unipo-
tent subgroup Aq[N_(w)] is parametrized by the set of tropical points
O~ (NI C Mo (ty) ~ M° of the corresponding cluster variety in the
sense of | ].

Similarly, the (localized) dual canonical basis éﬂ"l’w of the quantum
unipotent cell Aq[N™] is parametrized by the set of the tropical points
M of the corresponding cluster variety.

APPENDIX A. CLUSTER STRUCTURES ON QUANTUM GROUPS

A.1. Quantized enveloping algebras. The defining relations for a
quantum enveloping algebra are the following. For any 4,5 € [1,7],
h € PV, we have

KhKh’ — Kh-i—h” KO — 1’
KhEZ‘K_h — q<h,ai>Ei’
Kthinh — q<h,fa¢>Fi

K, — K
EiFy — Fil = 0 —————,
q;i — ¢,
1-Cyj
() EREE!Y =0, i #j,
k=0
1-Cy;
(—]_)k.F;‘(k)FjF’i(l_Cij_k) — 0’ i 7& ]
k=0

In particular, K;F; = qicijEsz‘, Kl = Q;CiijKi'

A.2. CGL extensions. In the following, we explain that Aq[N_(w)]
can be viewed as iterated Ore extensions equipped with the action by
a torus H. See [ | for details.
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Definition A.2.1 (Twist derivation). Let there be given a k-algebra S
and o € End S. A k-module endomorphism § is called a o-derivation

of S if it satisfies 6(xy) = §(x)y + o(x)d(y).

When a k-algebra S is equipped with a o-derivation §, we can define
the Ore extension S[x;0,d] = Ggenz?S as a free S-module, where z is
an indeterminate. We endow S|x; 0, 0] with the algebra structure by
requiring xs = o(s)x + 0(s).

Take the base field k = Q(q) as before. We can identify @) with the
character lattice of the algebraic split torus H = Homyz(Q,Z) ®7 k* ~
(k*)" such that v = " v, € @ is identified with x?, whose action on
h = (hi,...,h;) € H is given by x7(h) = [[ k. Let H act on (Ug),
such that b - u = x7(h)u.

For any i, j, k € [1,7], we choose h'®, h®* € # such that x% (h¥) =
qBiBe) \Bi(R)*) = ¢~ (BiBr) ag the following. Denote £, = > e (Br) s
We can choose B = (hy, ... h,) = ¢* = (¢, ..., ¢"), a = >.1_, aa,
a; = Zse[l,r} CiS(Bk)s d;, and ﬁ(k)* = (ﬁ(k))il =q“

Denote the action of h® on A4[N_(w)]<x by o} and the action of
B on Aq[N_(w)]sk by of. By the dual LS-law (Proposition 7.3.1),
we have the following k-module endomorphisms ¢ and 9;:

Ok o Agq[N- (w)][l,k—l] — Aq[N- (w)][l,k—ll
u = F* (Be)u — op(w) F25 (Br)

Ot AqIN_(w)]ks1y — AqlN-(w)]rr1y
u = F5(Be)u — o (w) F2 ()

Then Ay[N_(w)] can be written as the following iterated Ore extensions
equipped with the action by H:

Aq[N_(w)] = k[F5(B81)][F25(B2); 02, 2] - - - [F25 (B1); 01, 6]
= k[FSR (BIFSR (Bi1); 071,67 4] - - [FE(Br); 07, 07

One can check that it is a symmetric Cauchon-Goodearl-Letzter (CGL)
extension in the sense of | , Defintion 2.2].

Remark A.2.2 (Normalization factor). Forj < k, denote h® F*?(B;) =
M F%(B). Then A\; = ¢P+P). Define My, = 1, \jj, = )\,;jl. For any 7,
recall that ™™ [m; ] = j. The normalization factor S(cpjmmy)) in | ,
(4.18)(2.7)] is given by
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L -1
S(Q[jrnir\7ﬂ ) s H ( )\jmi“[b]vjmin[a])

O§b<a§mj_

— H q%(ﬁjmin[b]yﬁjmin[a]) .

b<a
Recall that cor BY, is o’-invariant. Applying cor and ¢’ to D[]m‘“ Jl
and using (7.1), we get

corD[j™™,j] = o' (§corF X (B;) - - - cor F% (Bjminpyy )cor F% (Bjmin) + corZ)
— 1C0rFuP (/B mm)COrF (/Bjmm 1]) COrFiF{ (ﬁ]) + g COI’Z

J
1

. ) - (ﬁ'min a »B.min _ i
with the scalar & = q * 7™ zer=0 AT 2k . Then &' agrees with
the normalization factor S(cpjmmj). By | , Proposition 4.6, Theo-

rem 8.2(b)], corD[j™", j] is a quantum cluster variable.

A.3. Cluster structures.

Remark A.3.1. The B-matriz B(ty[1]) is given by | , Section
10.1] as the following (] | treated finite dimensional Lie algebras,
but their statements concerning combinatorics such | , Proposition

10.4] are valid for a general root datum,).
Define the permutation wg on [1,1] such that wo(3™"[d]) = 7™*[—d],
€ [1,1], 0 <d < m(ij). Denote j = wo(j). Then Ir = {jlp(j") =
—oo}. The (j, k)-entry of B(to[1]) is given by

(1 J"=p(k')
-1 Jj = s(k)
bjk‘ = C'lﬂk p(j/) < p(kl) < jl <K
—Cii, oK) <p(y) <K <j
L0 else

The A-matriz of to[1] is determined by the q-commutativity relation
among the quantum cluster variables corD[j, j™*|, j € 1. By | ,
Theorem 9.5(b)], for any j < k, we have

Nﬁ( [ max} [k;%;max}) — ((w<.] _'_ U))wij, _/B[k7kmax]>.

Example A.3.2 (| , Example 13.2]). Let us consider a more
2 -3 -2

complicated example. Take the Cartan matrizC = | =3 2 =2 |,
-2 =2 2

the reduced word i = (1,2,1,3,1,2,1,2,3,2). Correspondingly, I =
[1,10], Iy = {7.9,10}. We choose an initial seed t, = to(wW) such
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that its B-matriz is given by Remark 8.1./. We associate to its (skew-
symmetric) matriz (b;;);jer @ quiver @(to), which is a directed graph
with the set of vertices I and [b;;]+-many arrows from i to j for all
1,7 € I. We can choose ty such that the @(to) 1s drawn as in Figure
A.1 (frozen vertices are diamond nodes and unfrozen ones are circle
nodes; the number on the arrow means the multiplicity).

The mutation sequence <ﬁ1—u’ applies successively on the sequence of
vertices (1,3,5,2,6,8,1,3,4,1,2,6,2) (read from left to right). We
have the seed to[1] = Twto. Its quiver Q(to[1]) is drawn as Figure
A.2. Relabeling the vertices by the permutation wg of I given in Re-
mark A.53.1, we obtain Figure A.S5.

FIGURE A.1. The quiver Q(t,) associated to the reduced
word 2.

FIGURE A.2. The quiver Q(to[1]) associated with the
reduced word 3.
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FIGURE A.3. The quiver Q(to[1]) associated to the re-
duced word ¢ with vertices relabeled.

Remark A.3.3. By the combinatorial algorithm in | , Section
13.1], we can construct a mutation sequence for Theorem 8.2.2 as fol-
lows. For k € [1,1],denote the following mutation sequence (read from
right to left)

%k = HEmin(m (i, (k1)) —2] * *  Hkemin[1] Lgmin.

Notice that the sequence is trivial when m(ig[k,l]) —2 < 0. Define the
mutation sequence

2

IR AT

<— ¢
Hw = H
Then to[1] = & wto-

Moreover, ty and to[1] are similar up to the permutation o on on

[1,1] such that

o(k) = k, ko= ke
o(k™d]) = k™>[—d — 1], 0 <d<miy).
See Remarks 8.1./, A.3.1.
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