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EQUIVALENCE BETWEEN MODULE CATEGORIES OVER QUIVER
HECKE ALGEBRAS AND HERNANDEZ-LECLERC’S CATEGORIES
IN GENERAL TYPES

KATSUYUKI NAOI

ABSTRACT. We prove in full generality that the generalized quantum affine Schur—
Weyl duality functor, introduced by Kang—Kashiwara—Kim, gives an equivalence be-
tween the category of finite-dimensional modules over a quiver Hecke algebra and a
certain full subcategory of finite-dimensional modules over a quantum affine algebra
which is a generalization of the Hernandez—Leclerc’s category Cq. This was previously
proved in untwisted ADE types by Fujita using the geometry of quiver varieties, which
is not applicable in general. Our proof is purely algebraic, and so can be extended
uniformly to general types.

1. INTRODUCTION

Quiver Hecke algebras (also called Khovanov—Lauda—Rouquier algebras) are a family
of Z-graded algebras introduced by Khovanov-Lauda [KL0J| and Rouquier [R gl.
The main motivation of the study of these algebras comes from the fact that they
categorify the half of a quantum group. More precisely, for a Kac-Moody Lie algebra
g, the Grothendieck group of the direct sum €Pg R8(5)-gmody of the categories of
finite-dimensional graded modules over the quiver Hecke algebras R&(3) associated with
g is isomorphic to the integral form UZ_[qjd}(g)v of the dual of the negative half of

the quantized enveloping algebra U,(g). Here the Z[¢*!]-algebra structure is given
by the convolution product and the grading shift. Moreover for symmetric g, it is
proved in [VV1]] and [Rould] that this isomorphism sends the classes of self-dual simple
modules to the upper global basis. In particular, when g is a simple Lie algebra of type
ADE, the above results imply that, if we forget the grading, @B Rg(ﬁ)—mod?d gives
a categorification of the coordinate ring C[N] of the unipotent group associated with
g, since Uz_[qil](g)v specializes to C[N] at ¢ = 1. Here we denote by R&(j3)-mod; the
category of finite-dimensional R&(3)-modules obtained from graded ones by forgetting
the gradings.

In [HLI5, Hernandez Leclerc introduced another categorification of C[N] by using
finite-dimensional representations over a quantum affine algebra Uy (g), where g is the
untwisted affine Lie algebra associated with g of type ADE. Denote by Cg the cate-
gory of finite-dimensional integrable U (g)-modules. For each Dynkin quiver @) whose
underlying graph is the Dynkin diagram of g, they defined a full subcategory Cq of Cg
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which contains some fundamental modules determined from given data, and is stable
under taking tensor products. Then they proved that the complexified Grothendieck
ring C ®z K(Cg) is isomorphic to C[N], and that this isomorphism sends the classes of
simple modules to the upper global basis of C[N].

Therefore there are two categorifications of C[/N] and its upper global basis, via quiver
Hecke algebras and quantum affine algebras. Now it would be natural to ask (see [HLI,
Subsection 1.6]) whether there is some functorial relationship between them or not. This
question has been solved completely by Kang-Kashiwara-Kim [KKK1§, KKK15], and
Fujita [Fuj17]. In [KKK1g] they developed a machinery of the generalized quantum affine
Schur—-Weyl duality functor for a quantum affine algebra Ué(g) of general type. They
proved that, if a suitable family J of simple modules in the category C = Cy of finite-
dimensional integrable Uy (g)-modules is given, then we can construct a (Ug(g), R7(B))-

bimodule W®8 for each B, and hence a functor
‘7:6 = /W®B ®RJ(6) —: RJ(ﬁ)-mod?d —C

is obtained. Here the type of the corresponding quiver Hecke algebras R’ (B) is de-
termined from the given datum J, and a priori irrelevant to that of g. Moreover,
they proved that the direct sum F = Py Fs: Dy R7(B)-mod{; — C is a monoidal
functor in general, and exact if R’(j3) are of type ADE. Then in [KKK15], they ap-
plied this construction for g = g of type ADFE to obtain a functor whose target is the
Hernandez-Leclerc’s category Cq. They proved that R’(B) in this case are of type g,
and the obtained functor gives a one-to-one correspondence between simple modules
and an isomorphism of their Grothendieck ringsf]. This gives a functorial interpretation
of the fact that two algebras give the same categorifications. In the following we write
R} = R’(B)-mod;.

After that, Fujita [Fujld, [Fuj20] proved a stronger relation between Cq and @ R
namely, the categorical equivalence. Let us recall the proof of - | briefly, Wthh
strongly motlvated the present work. A main idea is to consider some “completions”
CQ g and RB of blocks of these categories, each of which has the structure of an affine

highest weight category introduced by Kleshchev [KleIf|. Here the completion RB is
naturally defined as the category of finitely generated modules over a completlon R/ (8)
of R7(B). On the other hand, there is no obvious candidate for the completion CQﬂ In
[Fuj17], CAQﬁ is defined as the category of finitely generated modules over a completion
of the convolution algebra of the equivariant K-groups of the quiver varieties associated
with g, whose object becomes a U, (g)-module by [NakO1]]. Then by applying a sufficient
condition for a functor between two affine highest weight categories to be an equivalence
(see Theorem P.§ of the present paper), he proved that CQ g and RB are equivalent. In
addition, he also proved that the full subcategory of CQ,ﬁ (resp. Ré) consisting of finite-
dimensional modules coincides with Cg g (resp. Ré), which completed the proof.

The aforementioned result of [] has been extended to all the other quantum

affine algebras: types A%) and D in [KKKO16||, types B ) and C}(Ll) in [KO19], and

iy type F this was proved assuming some simpleness of normalized R-matrices, which has been

proved later in 7 ]
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the remaining exceptional types in [OS19]. More precisely, in these papers a family
of full subcategories of C is defined for each type of a quantum affine algebra as a
generalization of the Hernandez—Leclerc’s categories Cg, and it was shown in each case
that the corresponding R”(j3) are of type ADE, and the generalized quantum affine
Schur—Weyl duality functor gives a bijection of simple modules and an isomorphism
of their Grothendieck rings. Recently, Fujita-Oh [FO21] developed a construction of
these subcategories in a unified way for general types using the notion of a Q-datum
(which will be recalled in Subsection p.1] of the present paper). We denote by Cq the
full subcategory of C corresponding to a Q-datum Q.

The purpose of this paper is to show that the result of Fujita mentioned above is
also extended to all the other quantum affine algebras, namely, that the generalized
quantum affine Schur-Weyl duality functor gives an equivalence between Cq and @@ s Ré
in general types (Theorem [B.1.J). This gives a proof to [KKKOIf, Conjecture 5.7]
and [KO19, Conjecture 6.11]. Our proof is purely algebraic, and results of [Fujl7]
are not used. In some cases, it occurs for different quantum affine algebras that the
corresponding quiver Hecke algebras coincide. In such cases our main theorem gives
interesting equivalences of categories of finite-dimensional modules over different types
of quantum affine algebras (see Corollary [.1.4).

Let us explain our strategy of the proof Slmllarly as in the untwisted ADFE types in
[Fujl7], we consider some completions CQ g and R 5 of blocks. Here Ré is the same with
the one used previously. However, we cannot apply the geometry of quiver varieties in
general types, and hence we adopt a completely different category for Cq g, the category
of finitely generated modules over a “Schur-like” algebra. Precisely to say, we define an
algebra EP as the R”(B)°PP-linear endomorphism

E’ = Ends, o000 (W2P)

R7(B)
of the bimodule W®? appearing in the construction of the functor, and study the
category ES- -mody, of finitely generated Ef-modules, which is our CQ 3. Note that
there is an algebra homomorphism ®3: U/ (g) — EP by the construction, and hence an
Ef-module is automatically a U’ ( )- module In this paper, we show that IEB-modfg is
an affine highest weight category (Proposition p.1.1] (ii)), and using this the equivalence
of EA- -mody, and RB is proved. To complete the proof we also have to show that the
category of finite-dimensional E’-modules coincides with Cq s (Proposition (i)). A
main idea for the proof of this assertion is to use affine cellular structures (introduced by

Koenig-Xi [KX1J)) of the algebras. By Kleshchev [Kle1d], B/ (3) has a chain of ideals
R’ (B) =Ro 2 --- 2 R, = {0} whose subquotients are described in terms of standard
modules appearing in the axioms of affine highest weight categories. By setting

Wi =W @5, 0 Re CW® and Ey={f €E’ | [(WP) C W,} CE°

for each k, we also obtain a chain of ideals E = Eq D --- D E, = {0}. On the other
hand, (a quotient of) U, (g) also has a similar chain of ideals by [Cuild, Nak1H], and these
are compatible with ®5. By comparing the subquotients of these two chains we show
a kind of the centralizing property, namely, that the image of ®3 is dense (in a suitable
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sense) in E. Then the coincidence of the category of finite-dimensional EA-modules
and Cq g follows from this.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section [, we recall the definitions of affine
quasihereditary algebras and affine highest weight categories, and their properties. In
Section B, we prepare several definitions and facts concerning with quantum affine al-
gebras and their representations, and in Section f] we prepare these concerning with
quiver Hecke algebras. In Subsection f.1] we recall the notion of Q-data, and after some
preparation mainly for combinatorial objects in Subsection .9, we recall the definition
of generalized quantum affine Schur-Weyl duality functors in Subsection p.3. In Sub-
section p.4, we prove that the functor sends standard modules to standard modules. In
Subsection we state key propositions, and assuming this we give a proof of the main
theorem and a corollary. The proof of the key propositions is given in Subsection [.2.

Acknowledgments. The author is very grateful to Ryo Fujita for a lot of valuable
comments. In particular, he told the author the proof of Lemma using the in-
verse of a quantum Cartan matrix, which is more conceptual than that in the previous
version. The author was supported by JSPS Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (C)
No. 20K03554.

Convention For a ring A, A°PP denotes the opposite ring of A. On an A-module M,
the endomorphism ring End 4 (M) acts from the left. For a two-sided ideal Z C A, we
denote the quotient M/ZM by M /T to simplify the notation. Let k be a field. When
the base field is k, we write ® for ®y if no confusion will occur. For i = 1,2, let R; be a
complete local commutative k-algebra with maximal ideal m; with R;/m; = k. For an
R;-module M; (i = 1,2), we denote by M;&®Ms the completion of the (R; ® Ra)-module
M, ® M, with respect to the maximal ideal m; @ Ry + R; ® msy. Note that M;&M; is
a module over the complete local ring Ri®Rs.

2. AFFINE QUASIHEREDITARY ALGEBRAS AND AFFINE HIGHEST WEIGHT CATEGORIES

Let A be a left Noetherian algebra over an algebraically closed field k, and denote
by Z the Jacobson radical of .A. Throughout this section, we assume that A/Z is finite-
dimensional and A is complete with respect to the Z-adic topology (i.e., @A/Z” =

n
A). Let A-modg denote the category of finitely generated left A-modules, and let
{L(m) | m € II} be the set of isomorphism classes of simple modules in A-mods,, where
IT is a parametrizing set. By our assumptions, II is a finite set and all L(7) are finite-
dimensional. For each m € II, fix a projective cover P(m) of L(m).

Here we recall the definitions and some properties of affine quasihereditary algebras
and affine highest weight categories in a topologically complete setting. The main refer-
ence is [Kleld]. Although the paper treats a graded setting, the proofs (at least for the
results appearing below) also work in our complete setting with obvious modificationf]

(see also [Fujld, Section 4]).

2Note that, instead of a graded structure, each M € A-modsg has a filtration M D ZM D M D -,
which satisfies dim M/Z" M < oo and lglM/InM >~ M (see e.g. ])
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Definition 2.1. A two-sided ideal J C A is called affine heredity if it satisfies the
following conditions:
(i) We have Hom 4 mody, (J,A/T) = 0;
(ii) As a left A-module, we have J = P(7)®™ for some 7 € Il and m € Z~;
(iii) The endomorphism k-algebra End 4 (P(T(')) is isomorphic to a ring of formal power

series k[z1,...,2,] with some n € Zso, and P(m) is free of finite rank over
End 4 (P()).

Definition 2.2. The algebra A is called affine quasihereditary if there exists a finite
chain of ideals

A=T 27227 ={0}
with J;_1/J; an affine heredity ideal of A/J; for all 1 <4 <. Such a chain of ideals is
called an affine heredity chain.

For a subset ¥ C II and M € A-modyg, define a submodule O*(M) C M by
O¥(M) = > Imf,
w¢X, feHom 4 (P(m),M)

and set Q*(M) = M/O*(M). We have O*(M) = O*(A)M ([Klel§, Lemma 3.12]),
and Q% can be regarded as a right exact functor from A-modg, to (A/O%(A))-mods,.
When the set II is endowed with a partial order <, we set

e ={cell|o <7} formell,
and we write O™ = Q< and Q=™ = Q<= For 7 € 11,

A(m) = Q=7(P(m)) (2.1)
is called the standard module associated with .
Definition 2.3. The category A-mody, is called an affine highest weight category with
respect to the poset (I, <) if it satisfies the following conditions:
(i) For every m € II, there exists a filtration

O™ (P(m) =Vo 212V 22V, ={0}

such that each V;_1/V; is isomorphic to A(c) for some o > T;

(ii) For every 7 € II, the endomorphism k-algebra End 4 (A(w)) is isomorphic to a ring
of formal power series k[z1, ..., z,, ] with some n, € Z>o, and A(r) is free of finite
rank over End 4 (A(n)).

For w € II, let Ny be the unique maximal ideal of End4(A(7)). The module A(r) =
A(m) /Ny is called the proper standard module associated with 7.

Theorem 2.4 ([Kleld, Theorem 6.7]).

(i) Assume that A-modss is an affine highest weight category with respect to a poset
(IT, <). Then for any total order {my,...,m} on Il such that i < j holds whenever
m; < m;, the chain of ideals

A2 0" (4) 20" (4) 2 - 2 0MO(A) = {0}

is affine heredity, where we set 11(i) = {m1,...,m} CII. In particular, A is an affine
quasihereditary algebra.
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(ii) Conversely, if A is an affine quasihereditary algebra with an affine heredity chain

JiM_ | then A-modg, is an affine highest weight category with respect to the totally
=0 g

ordered set 11 = {my,...,m}, where the order is given by setting m; = w if

i = mln{] | HOIn.A—modfg (P(ﬂ-)7 A/'-7j) 7£ 0}

Moreover for 1 < i < I, we have J;—1/J; = A(m;)®™ as left A-modules with some
m; € Z>0.

Proposition 2.5. Assume that A-modgy is an affine highest weight category with respect
to a poset (I1, <). Then for each w € 11, there is an indecomposable module V (7), which
s unique up to isomorphism, satisfying

Bxty(A(0), V(m) = {

k ifi=0and o=m,

0 otherwise.

The module V() is called the proper costandard module associated with .

Proof. See [Kleld, Lemmas 7.2, 7.4, and 7.9]. O

The following theorem by Fujita is quite important in this paper.

Theorem 2.6 ([Fujld, Theorem 3.9 and Subsection 4.2]). Fori = 1,2, let A;-modg, be

an affine highest weight category with respect to a poset (11;,<;). Assume that there is

an ezxact functor F': A;-modg — Az-modss and the following conditions are satisfied:
(i) Fori=1,2, A; is a finitely generated module over its center;

(ii) There exists a bijection f: 111 — Iy preserving partial orders, and we have

F(A(m) 2 A(f(n)) and F(V(n)) =2V (f(x)) forall 7 € Ily.
Then the functor I gives an equivalence of categories F': Aj-modg, 5 Az-mody,.

Finally let us recall the connection with affine cellular algebras introduced by Koenig
and Xi [KX19]. Assume that A has a k-algebra anti-involution 7. For M € A-modg,,
let M7 denote the right A-module obtained from M by twisting the action of A via
7. When M is finite-dimensional, a left .A-module structure on M* = Homy (M, k) is
given by

(af)(w) = f(r(a)v) for fe M*, a€ A, ve M. (2.2)

Theorem 2.7. Let m € II, and assume that A has an affine heredity ideal J with
J = P(m)®™ for some © € I, and an anti-involution T satisfying L(m)* = L(w) as
A-modules. Then J satisfies the following conditions:
(i) The ideal J is T-invariant;
(ii) Set B = EndaP(7)(Z K[z1,...,2,]). Then there exists an idempotent e in A
such that J = AeA, eAe = B as k-algebras, Ae = P(m) as (A, B)-bimodules,
eA = P(m)" as (B, A)-bimodules, and

AeA = P(rm) @ P(m)" as (A, A)-bimodules.
Proof. See [Kleld, Proposition 9.8] and its proof. O

This theorem implies that an affine quasihereditary algebra A with an anti-involution
7 satisfying L(m)* = L(w) for all w € II is an affine cellular algebra.
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3. QUANTUM AFFINE ALGEBRAS

3.1. Cartan datum. A Cartan datum is a quintuple (A, P, 11, PV, I1") with index set
I consisting of

(a) a symmetrizable generalized Cartan matrix A = (ai;)i jer,

(b) a free abelian group P, called the weight lattice,

(¢c) T={wo; € P|iel}, called the set of simple roots,

(d) PV = d~'Homgz(P,Z) with some positive integer d, called the coweight lattice,

(e) IV = {h; € PV | i € I}, called the set of simple coroots,

satisfying
(i) (hi,aj) =a;j fori,j €1, (ii) IT is linearly independent,
(iii) for each ¢ € I, there exists A; € P such that (h;, A;) = 6;; for all j € I.
We call A; the fundamental weights. Let D = diag(s; | ¢ € I) be a diagonal matrix
such that DA is symmetric and s; are positive rational numbers. A free abelian group

Q = @, Zay; is called the root lattice, and set QT =Y. Z>o; € Q. Let (, ) bea
Q-valued symmetric bilinear form on P satisfying

2(042', /\)

fori € I and \ € P.
(aiyai)

(Oéi,Oéj) = S;Qij fori,7 €1 and (hz, )\> =

3.2. Definition of quantum affine algebras. Throughout the rest of this paper, we
assume that A = (aj;); jer is a generalized Cartan matrix of affine type with index set
I={0,1,...,n}. We assume that indices are ordered as in [Kac9(, Section 4.8], except

Agi)—case in which we reverse the numbering (i.e., i ~ n —i). Set Iy = I\ {0}. Let
(A, P11, PY HV) be an affine Cartan datum, and let 6 = >, ¢;a; be the imaginary root
and ¢ = Y, .; ¢/h; the canonical central element. We assume that P = @,.; ZA; ® Z4.
We fix the symmetrizer D = diag(so, - ..,S,) so that

1/2 if g is of type Agn),
1 otherwise,

min{si|i€I}:{

and also fix the integer d defining PV by d = 2 if g is of type Agn) , and d = 1 otherwise.

Let g be the affine Kac-Moody Lie algebra associated with the datum (A, P,II, PV 1Y),
and gg the subalgebra corresponding to Ij.

From now on, we take the algebraic closure of C(g) in |J,,~, C((¢/™)) as a base field
k. Let q; = g% fori € I, [k]; = (¢F —¢;")/(qi — ¢;") for k € Z and [m];! = 17, [s]
for m € Z>o. Let U, = Uy(g) be the quantum group associated with (A, P, II, P¥,IIV),
which is a k-algebra generated by e;, f; (i € I) and ¢ (h € PV) subject to the following
relations:

L =1, ¢ =, g =¢"e;, "figh =P, for b B € PY,

K; K_
eifj - fjei = 51]7, where K; = ¢*
1—ai; 1—aij
S (ke R o) = S (kTR g b0 g for £ 5.
k=0

k=0
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Here el(-k) = e /[k];! and fi(k) = fF/[k];! for k € Zxy.

Set Py = P/ZJ, and let cl: P — P, be the canonical projection. We have Py =
@, Zcl(A;). For simplicity of notation, we will write a; for cl(a;) when there should
be no confusion. Let U; = U,(g) be the subalgebra of U, generated by e;, f; (i € I)
and ¢" (h € P = d"'Homgz(Py,Z)), and denote by U = U?(g) the quotient algebra
Uy/(q¢ — 1), where (¢° — 1) is the two-sided ideal of U, generated by ¢° — 1. By a
slight abuse of notation, we will use same symbols e;, fi, ¢" for their images under the
canonical projection U] — UY. Let Py = {\ € Py | (¢, \) = 0}, and define a partial
order < on Py by setting A < p if and only if p — X € 37, Z>ocl(a;). Set

w; = ged(cy, cl-v)_l(cgcl(Ai) —¢/cl(Ng)) € By for i € Io.

Then we have Py = ), Zw;. Note that we have (h;, ;) = d;; for all i,j € Iy except
for i = j = n in type Agi), in which we have (h,,, w,) = 2. Set Pd" = Zielo Z>ow;. The
bilinear form ( , ) on P induces a bilinear form on Fy, which we also denote by ( , ).

Denote by A the coproduct of U, defined by
Al =d"®q", Ale)=ei®@K ' +10e, A(fi)=fivl+Ke fi
and by S the antipode of U, defined by
S(e;) = —eiK;, S(fi)=-K;'fi, S(d")=q"

These A and S also define coproducts and antipodes on Ué and Ug, respectively.

For i € Iy, let d; € Z~( be the smallest positive integer such that a; + d;0 is a root
of g. Let x;tm € Ug (resp. him € U(?) for i € Iy and m € Z (resp. m € Z \ {0}) be
the Drinfeld generator corresponding to the root +a; + md;d (resp. md;d). For the
definitions, see [Bec94] in untwisted types, and [DamiZ, Damlf] in twisted types. Let
Uq(0) (resp. Uy(>), Uy(<)) be the k-subalgebra of U_ generated by him’s and ¢"’s

+ > —
(vesp. z;,,’s, z;,’s). We have

Uy = Ug(Q)Ug(0)Uy(>),

and the subalgebra U,(0) is commutative.

3.3. Finite-dimensional representations over a quantum affine algebra. For a
Ug-module (resp. U,-module) M and A € P (resp. A € Py), write

My = {veM|q"v=g""vfor heP" (resp. h € PY)}.

We say a Ug;-module (or U,-module) M is integrable if M = @, M) and the actions of
e; and f; (i € I) are locally nilpotent. We say the level of M is p € Z if ¢° acts as a
multiplication by ¢” on M. We denote by C the category of finite-dimensional integrable
U,-modules, which has a monoidal structure via the coproduct A. Any M € C is of
level-zero, and hence a Ug—module.

Let P = @(z’,a)eloxkx Zw; 4, which is a free abelian group with a basis {zo;, | i €
Iy,a € k*}. We call P the l-weight lattice. We define a Z-linear map cl: P — Py by
cl(w;q) = @;. An element in the submonoid P+ = 3" Zxgwo; , is said to be £-dominant.
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Let M € C. Since U,4(0) is commutative, M decomposes into a direct sum of gener-
alized eigenspaces for U, (0) as M = @, My, where

My ={veM|(u—Vw)Mv=0 foruc U, 0) and N > 0}
for ¥ € Homy aig (Uy(0), k). It is known (see [FR99] in untwisted types and [Herl(] in

twisted types) that if My # 0, there exists a unique element 7 = ) l; 4@, € P such

that
+

Ti

(¢ (2)) = grithaelm H <M> ’ for all i € Iy, (3.3.1)
a€kX

1—aqiz
where r; = s; (vesp. 7; = d;) if g is untwisted (resp. twisted), ¢ (2) € U,(0)[z*'] are
defined by
¢ (2) = KiileXP< +(g—q ")), hi,imzim),
m>1
and (—)¥ denotes the formal expansion at z = 0 and z = oo respectively. In this case we

write M = My, and call it the ¢-weight space of M with ¢-weight 7. For My, Ms € C,
it is known that

dim(My ® Mp)w = > dim(M1) g, - dim(Mp),, (3.3.2)
T +mTo=7

see [FR99, Lemma 3| and [HerIl(, Theorem 3.4]. We say M € C is {-highest weight
with ¢-highest weight vector v and /-highest weight @ € PT if M, = kv, Uév =M
and m;fmv = 0 for all i € Iy and m € Z. For any w € PT, there is a simple /-
highest weight module L(w) € C with ¢-highest weight 7 unique up to isomorphism,
and {L(mw) | m € PT} is a complete set of isomorphism classes of simple modules in
C. A module L(w;,) is called a fundamental module. For k = 1,2, given an ¢-highest
weight module M), with f-highest weight 7, € PT, we have

(Ml ® M2)7f1+7l'2 = (Ml)‘m ® (M2)ﬂ'2' (3'3'3)

Remark 3.3.1. In several literatures, for example [[AK97, [Kas03, KKK1], a funda-
mental module is denoted by V (w;),, a spectral shift of the fundamental module having
a global basis, and this is slightly different from our L(w;,). The precise relations are

V(@i)a = L(w; oy _agys:) With 9 = (1)@ 0=,

where p (resp. p¥) is an element such that (h;,p) =1 (resp. (p", ;) = 1) for all 1 € I,
and o: Iy — {£1} is a map such that o(i) = —o(j) if a;; # 0. In untwisted types this is
proved in [Nak04], and can be proved similarly in twisted types.
If g is of untwisted type, we define an ¢-root o;, € P for ¢ € Ip and a € k* by
—as
Qs = Wisag T Wyt = D D W, g ot 12 (3.3.4)
j#i k=1
When g is of twisted type, following [HerI(]] we define ¢-roots a; , as follows. Let (g, 7)

be the pair of a simple Lie algebra and an automorphism of the Dynkin diagram of g
used in the loop realization of g (see [Kac9(, Ch. 7]). Let A& = (algj)i7jej be the Cartan
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matrix of g, and choose a subset J” C J of representatives for the 7-orbits, which is
naturally identified with Iy. We choose J” so that for all 4, j € J7(= Iy), a;; # 0 implies
afj # 0. Let r € {2,3} be the order of 7, and ¢ a primitive r-th root of unity. Let
Py = @Zwi o be the l-weight lattice of Uy(g) with g the untwisted affine Lie algebra
associated with g, and define a Z-linear homomorphism t: Py — P by setting

t(wg

TP (i),

)= @, (crayts for i €J7, a € k* and 0 <p <. (3.3.5)

Then for i € J7(= Iy) and a € k*, we set a; 0, = t(aia) € P, where aia € Pg is an
¢-root, of U,(g) defined above. Note that we have cl(cv;q) = .

Now we return to the case where g is of general affine type, that is, assume that g
is untwisted or twisted. We call the sublattice Q = @(i’ a) Zoy q C P the (-root lattice,

and set QT = Z(i,a) Z>o0q C Q. We define a partial order < on P by the condition

that for w,0 € P, we say m < o if and only if 0 — w € Q.

Theorem 3.3.2. If M € C is indecomposable, then there exists w € PT such that
any composition factor of M is isomorphic to a simple module of the form L(o) with
oc(r+ Q) NPt

Proof. If g is untwisted this assertion follows from [CMOF, Theorem 8.3 (i)], and in
twisted types the same proof also works by applying [HerI(, Theorem 5.5]. O

For M € C, define its left dual module *M (resp. right dual module M*) by the
dual space Homy (M, k) on which U] acts from the left via S (resp. S~'). For any
My, My € C, we have

By *(—): P — P we denote the Z-linear map determined by *L(w) = L(*x) for w €
P+, and define (—)*: P — P similarly. It is known that there is p, € k* satisfying
Wi = w, 4 and @}, = w, 4 for all i € Iy and a € k* (see [AK97] for an explicit

,ap )

description of p,, which we do not need in this paper).

3.4. Affinizations, extremal weight modules and Weyl modules. Take a Z-linear
section ¢: Py — P of the projection cl such that a; € «(P,) for all i € Iy. For M € C,
the affinization Mg of M is an integrable U,-module such that Myg = M ® k[z*!] as
a k-vector space,

(Mast)u(\)4ms = My ® 2™ for A € Py, m € Z,

and the actions of e; and f; are given by e; ® 2% and f; ® 2% respectively. We
denote by zp; the Ué-module automorphism of Mg given by the multiplication of z.
We sometimes write M, for M,g. We also define

—~

Mag = Magt ®y 2, k[(zp — 1)], (3.4.1)
where k[(zps — 1)] denotes the completion Jim k[zM]/(zM — 1D)Vk[zp].
N

For A € P, let V()\) denote the extremal weight module associated with A, which
is introduced in [Kas94]. The module V() is an integrable Uj,-module generated by a
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single vector vy of P-weight «¢(\) with certain defining relations, and characterized by
the following universal property [Kas04, Theorem 5.3].

Proposition 3.4.1. For \ € P0+, the vector vy € V() satisfies :L'me =0 foralli € Iy
and m € Z. Moreover, if M is an integrable Ué—module and v € M) satisfies :E:mv =0

for all i € Iy and m € Z, then there is a unique Ué—module homomorphism from V(X)
to M mapping vy to v.

Proposition 3.4.2 ([Kas02, Theorem 5.17]). Let i € Iy.
(i) There exists a Uy-linear automorphism zy(z,) of V(w;) of weight d;0, and we have
Endy, (V(ei)) = k2,
(ii) For any a € k*, there is a Uy-module isomorphism
L(wia)ag = V(w; K[z
(= , )aft (i) ®k[z$&7i)} [Zw(wi)]
In particular, L(w0;4)att = L(w0;p)ag as Ug-modules for any a,b € k™.

Remark 3.4.3. If a # b, L(w9;4)ar and L(w;p)ax are not isomorphic as (U, k[z%1])-
bimodules. Indeed, for a U,-module isomorphism f: L(t9;1)aff — L(ti4)asr, We have

) = W 2y ) (3.4.2)

by (B.3.1).

In the sequel, we normalize the automorphism zy(,) in Proposition B.4.4 so that

2V(w;) coincides with P _, through the isomorphism L(zo;1)ag = V(w;) ®y (. +1
(i) L(wwi1) ’ k[zv( )]
k[zg,t(léjl;]. For i € Iy and a € k*, it follows from (B.4.) that

V(wi)/{2v(w;) — @) = L(wi,q) as Uj-modules, (3.4.3)

where (2y(w,) — @) is the ideal of Endy, (V(ws)) generated by zy(w,) — a.
For \ € POJr , set
Anny = {H € Uy(0) | Hvy = 0}, (3.4.4)
where vy € V() is the generator. Define a commutative algebra A, by the quotient

algebra Uy(0)/Anny. Then we have V(A)y = A,. It is easily seen from Proposition
that a U,-linear right Ay-action on V(}) is defined by

(Xvy)a = Xavy for X € Ué, ac A,

and hence V(A) becomes a (U, A)-bimodule. Moreover, this action induces an isomor-

phism A, = Endy, (V()\)) of k-algebras. The following lemma is a quantum analog of
results in [[CFK1(] (see also [CMY13)).

Lemma 3.4.4. Let ) € P0+, and assume that M is an integrable Ué—module satisfying
M, =0 for pe Py such that u > .

(i) The ideal Anny acts trivially on the weight space My, and hence M)y is an Ay-
module.

(ii) Let T' be an Ax-module and f € Homa, (T, M)). Then the map

VA) @A, T — M: Xoa®@t— Xf(t) forX eU,, teT (3.4.5)
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gives a Ué-module homomorphism, and this induces an isomorphism
Homa, (T, M) = Homy, (V(A) ®@a, T, M). (3.4.6)

Proof. For any v € M), there is a Ué—module homomorphism from V() to M mapping
vy to v by Proposition B.4.1], and hence the assertion (i) follows. By the same proposi-
tion, we see that the map V(\) @, T — M defined similarly as (B.4.5) gives a U,-module
homomorphism. Since this map sends vectors Xvya @t — Xvy ® at (X € Ué, a € Ay,
t € T) to zero, the map (B.4.5) is a well-defined U;-module homomorphism. Since the
restriction to (V(X) ®a, T)x = T gives the inverse, we see that the isomorphism (B.4.49)
holds, and the assertion (ii) is proved. O

The following important results follow from [BN04, Section 4].

Theorem 3.4.5. Let A = Zzelo iT0; € P0+.
(i) There is a unique injective Uy-module homomorphism

051 V) = (R) V()
i€lp

mapping vy to ®v§f‘l Here we can take any ordering to define the right-hand side.
(ii) The image Im @ is preserved by the subalgebra

Q5. 25 CEndU/<®V ) (3.4.7)

i€l i€l

where zjp = - @1 @ 2y(,) @1 ®- - acts on the k-th factor of V(w;)®, and &, is the
symmetric group on m letters. Moreover, EndUé (V()\)) coincides with this subalgebra
through @ .

(iii) The module V(X) is free over Endyy (V(X)) of finite rank.

Since A = Endy; (V()\)) as mentioned above, we have
Ay = Rkl 25 (3.4.8)
i€lp

by (ii). For A\, X € PJ, we define an injective homomorphism Ay y: Ay v — A\ @Ay
by

. 6)\-+>\’.
Axx: Ay & ®k Zit Z(A +>\’)] o
i€lp
el bA +1 Sy~
= QKT 2P @ QK 1), ez T AN® Ay
i€lp 1€l

Similarly we define Ay, .\, @ Axjrqr, = Ay, @ - ® A, for Ay,... 0 € POJr with
p>1.

Lemma 3.4.6. For k =1,2, let A, € P0+ and My, be an integrable Ué—module satisfying
(Mg), = 0 for p € Py such that u > \g. Then Ay 1y, acts on (M), ® (Mz)y, via
Ao
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Proof. Since there are injective homomorphisms

V(A + A2) = V(A1) @ V(Ag) < Q) V() EPit (s,
i€lp
we see from Theorem that the assertion holds for M; = V(A1) and My = V(Ag).
Then for any v, € (M), (k = 1,2), by considering the U;-module homomorphism
V(A1) ®@V(A2) = M ® My mapping vy, ®uy, to v1 ®@uva, H(v1 @v2) = Ay, A, (H)(v1 ®v2)
follows for H € A, 4+»,. The proof is complete. O

For w € PT with A = cl(w), let kr be the 1-dimensional module over U, (0) corre-
sponding to ¥ in (B.3.1)). Because of the existence of a homomorphism V() — L(w),
k, is also an Ay-module. Let m; be the corresponding maximal ideal of A). Note
that, by (B-4.§), Specm A is identified with the product [],c; (k*)* /&), of quotient
spaces.

i€lp

Lemma 3.4.7. If m = E(i,a) li,a@ia, then the mazimal ideal my corresponds to the
point (3 ciex l,-ﬂ[a])ielo € Hielo(kx))‘i/GS)\i = Specm A ). Here we identify a point

of the space (k*)N /&y with a Zxg-linear combination of formal symbols [a] (a € k*)
whose coefficients sum up to N.

Proof. By (B.3.3), we have
kr = ® (L(wi,a)Wi,a)®li’a as A -modules.

2,0
Then the assertion follows from (B.4.3) and Lemma B.4.4. O

Definition 3.4.8 ([CP01)]). We define the local Weyl module W () associated with
m € Pt by

W(m) =V(\) ®a, kx.
We set wr = v\ ®a, 1 € W(m).

The following lemma is immediate from the construction.

Lemma 3.4.9. (i) The module W () is an £-highest weight module with -highest weight
vector wy and f-highest weight . Moreover, if M € C is an (-highest weight module
with £-highest weight 7, then there is a surjective Ué-module homomorphism from W ()
to M.

(ii) The head of W () is isomorphic to L().

For w € P, we also define the dual local Weyl module W (m) by
WY(w) = W(n)*

Finally we introduce deformed local Weyl modules, following [Fujiq]. For w € P*
with cl(7r) = A, define a k-algebra

Ax=limA,/mY,
N
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and let i, be the unique maximal ideal of A,. Write A = >
+1 ZE18

> (i) li,a™ia, and let us identify Ay with @,c; klz1 s - .- 253,
() Then by Lemma B.4.7, the canonical injection

3% @ @ Kt <™
Q) k[=E ... 251 = K[z (m o2 1 15

i€lp 1€l ackX

iel Noo; and T =

i via the isomorphism

induces an isomorphism
~ A . Sy,
Aﬂ' = ® ® k[[(z(i,a),l - a)7 sy (Z(i,a),li’a - a)]] e . (349)
i€lyp ackX

Definition 3.4.10 ([Fujl7]). For w € P* with cl(s) = X\, we define the deformed local
Weyl module W () associated with 7 by

W(r) =V(\) ®a, Ax.
We set Wy =v)y®1 € W(ﬂ')

Recall the definition of My in (B-4.1)). Since the natural injection k[zT9] < k[z*!] in-
duces an isomorphism k[(2?—1)] = k[(z—1)] for any d € Z~¢, we see from Proposition

and (B43) that
W(wia) = L(wia),q foric I, ack™. (3.4.10)

Lemma 3.4.11. Let w € PT, and set A = cl(w).
(i) If M € C satisfies M, = 0 for u € P0+ such that p > X, taking the image of Wy
mnduces a natural isomorphism

Homy, (W (), M) = My (3.4.11)
(ii) We have Endyy (W(ﬂ')) ~ A, and W(ﬂ) is free over Ay of finite rank.
(i) We have W (m) /My = W ().
Proof. By Lemma (ii), we have
Homy, (W (w), M) 2 Homa, (Ag, M).

Since M) is ﬁnlte d1men510nal there is some N such that the rlght hand side coincides

with HomAA( /@Y M), which is isomorphic to My since Ar/mY = A,/m¥, and
hence the assertion () is proved. The assertion (ii) follows from the same lemma and
Theorem (iii), and the assertion (iii) is obvious from the construction. O

3.5. R-matrices. For k£ = 1,2, given a snnple module Mj, € C with f-highest weight
vector vy € My, there is a unique (Uy, k[z1 ,22 !])-bimodule homomorphism

Mt (M1)z, @ (Ma)z, = k(22/21) @k(zg)20)%1) (M2)z, © (Mh1)s,)
satisfying Ry, (01 ® v2) = va ® v1 ([Kas03, §8]), which is called the normalized R-

matriz. The denominator of Ri7™, is the monic polynomial dasy a,(2) € k(2] with the

smallest degree among polynomlals satisfying
Aoy vy (22/20)Im Ry, © (Ma)z, © (M),
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It is known for any 7,5 € Iy that zeros of dL(wi,l),L(wj,l)(Z) belong to ¢'/?Q[q/?] for
some d € Zs (see [Kas03, Proposition 9.3]).
Theorem 3.5.1. Let (i1,a1),...,(ip,ap) be a sequence of elements of Iy x k*. Set
™= b _ Wipap, ond Ly = L(w, o) for 1 <k <p.
(i) The following statements are equivalent:

(a) The tensor product L1 ® --- ® Ly, is generated by the tensor product of £-highest

weight vectors;

(b) The local Weyl module W () is isomorphic to L1 @ --- ® Ly, as Uj-modules;

(c) For any 1 <r < s <p, we have dr, 1, (1) # 0.
(ii) If dr,.r,(1) # 0 for all 1 <r < s < p, then we have

WY(m) X L,® Ly 1 ® - ® Ly
as Uy-modules.
Proof. In assertion (i), the equivalence of (a) and (b) is proved in [CMO05, Theorem
7.5] and [Her1(, Theorem 5.5], and the equivalence of (a) and (c) is proved in [Kas02,
Proposition 9.4]. The assertion (ii) follows from (i) and (B.3.6). O
For any p > 1 and 7y,...,m, € PT with cl(m)) = A, the map Axpngt Axirogn, —

Ay, ®---®A) naturally extends to A = Ay, oo ;‘;er...Jr,rp — :&m@) e ®:&,rp. The
following proposition is proved in [[Fujl7, Corollary 2.21].

Proposition 3.5.2. Let w = Y ¥ _, ly@i, a0, € PT with (ir,a,) # (is, as) for v # s, and
assume that dp, (1) # 0 for any 1 <r < s < p, where we write L, = L(w;, 4,). Then
we have . R . R e

W(wil,a1)®l1® o ®W(wipvap)®lp = W(ﬂ-)@ll!mlp!

as (Ué,:&ﬂ-)—bz’modules, where Ay acts on the left-hand side via A.

3.6. Modified quantum affine algebras. The level zero modified quantum affine
algebra denoted by U, = U,(g) is defined by

U, = EB Ugar, Ugar = Ué/ Z U;(qh — ¢y,
AEPRy hePY
where a) stands for the image of 1 in the quotient. The multiplication is given by

ayay, = dy,ax and ayr = vay_, for v € (Ué)u, where we set

U ={X €Uy | ¢"Xq" = ¢"MX for h € BY}.

C

By definition an integrable Ug—module, and in particular a module in C, is a ﬁq—module.

We define a k-algebra anti-involution f on ﬁq by

fler) = fi #(fi) =ei, #(d") =", #an) =ax
for i € I, h € Py, and A\ € Fy. Suppose that A\ = > ier, Niwi € Pyf. By [BN04,
Proposition 6.9], 4 preserves Uy(0)ay and (Anny)ay (see (B.4.4)), and hence defines an
involution on Ay. Let V(M) be an (A}, ﬁq)—bimodule obtained by twisting the action
of U, ® Ay on V(\) by .
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Fix A € Py. We set P&%A = {u € Py | p < A}, and define a k-algebra U<, by

Uax = ﬁq/ ﬂ AnnﬁqV(,u),

+
MEFhSA

where AnnﬁqM denotes the annihilator of a ﬁq—module M. Fix a numbering {A1, ..., \;}
on the elements of POJr A such that \; = A and r < s holds whenever A\, < A;. Define

two-sided ideals U, (0’§ r <1) of U<y by
Up=U<\, U,= ﬂ Anng_,V(Xs) for 1 <r <.
1<s<r
Note that U; = {0}.
Theorem 3.6.1 ([Cuild, Nak13)). For any 1 < r < I, there is a unique (U,,Up)-

bimodule isomorphism
U1 /U S V(A) ®a, V(A)?

mapping ay, to vy, @ vy,, where ay, is the image of ay, € U,_1 under the canonical
projection.

Later we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.6.2. Let 1 <r </, and assume that M 1is an integrable Ué—module such that
M, =0 for p € Py \ {M1,...,\}. Then M is annihilated by Ni<s<r AnnﬁqV(AS), and
hence M becomes a U<y /U,-module.

Proof. Extend the above numbering of elements of POJr -, to all the elements of Py as

Pyf = {\1,)\a,...,}, and consider the completion U, = L&l ﬁq/ DoeSN ﬁqa,\sﬁq, which
N

has a natural k-algebra structure. Obviously M extends to a ﬁq—module, and it follows
from [BN04, Proposition 6.27] that

ﬂ AnnﬁqV()\s) - Z Ugax, U,

1<s<r s>r
in ﬁq, which acts trivially on M. The assertion is proved. O

Lemma 3.6.3. Let wm = Zizl ki, a0, € P with (iy,a,) # (is,as) for r # s, and
set A = cl(m). Assume that dp, 1,(1) # 0 for any 1 < r < s < p, where we write
L, = L(w@;, q,). Then we have

Homz (W(ly@iy.a,)® - OW (i, 0,), An) = Ar @4, V(N (3.6.1)
as (A, Uy)-bimodules.

Proof. Since (W(lpwimap)@ e ®W(l1w,~17a1)))\ = Km the operator a) can be consid-
ered as an element of the left-hand side of (B.6.1)). Then by applying Lemma B.4.4,
we see that there is an (A, Uy)-bimodule homomorphism from the right-hand side of
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(B-6.1)) to the left-hand side mapping 1 ® vy to ay. By taking the quotient by m,, we
obtain a right U;-module homomorphism

kx @a, VIV — Homy (L(w;, 4,)%" @ -+ @ L(wi; 0,)%", k),

which is surjective since the right-hand side is generated by ay by [Kas02, Proposition

9.4 (ii)]. Since the both sides of (B.6.1)) are free A -modules of same rank, the assertion
follows from Nakayama’s lemma. O

4. QUIVER HECKE ALGEBRAS

In this section we shall review symmetric quiver Hecke algebras of type ADE.

4.1. Symmetric quiver Hecke algebras. Throughout the rest of this paper, let g
denote a finite-dimensional simple Lie algebra of type ADE. Let (A&, Py, Ilg, ng , Hg) be
a Cartan datum for g with index set J = {1,..., N}, A8 = (af), e, [Ig = {of,..., %},
and Hg ={hs,... ,h%v}. In the following, we mainly use the symbols ¢, for elements
of J, in order to save the symbols i,j for elements of I. Denote by Af (+ € J) the
fundamental weights, and let (, ) denote the bilinear form on P, defined by (Af,af) =
b, for 1,5 € J. Let Qg = @,c; Za§ be the root lattice, and Q;r = > ,cs Z>o0f. We
take a family of polynomials (Q,;), e in k[u,v] which are of the form

Jeylu—v)Tmh if ey,

where ¢,, € k* and we assume that Q,(u,v) = Q,(v,u) for all 2,5 € J. For g =
D oes My € Qg , we set |3l =37, c;m, € Zxo. For € QF such that |5 = m, we set

JP={1=(u,....,1m) €J™ | af + - +af =3}
We denote by o; the transposition of ¢ and ¢ + 1 in the symmetric group G,,.

Definition 4.1.1. For g € Q;’ with | 3| = m, the symmetric quiver Hecke algebra R(f3)
at [ associated with g and (Q,;), e is the k-algebra with generators

{e(r) |2 € %), {ap|1<k<m}, {n|l1<l<m}
with the following relations:

e(v)e(r) = dye(n), Z e(r) =1, zpz; = 1178, TRe(2) = €(2)2),
1eJp

Tie(e) = e(oy(2))my, T = T i |k =1 > 1, lee(z) = Quuy (1, T141)e(2),
—6(1) if I = ka U = Tk+1,
(T — T () Tr)E(2) = 1 e(2) ifl=k+1, 14 =111,
0 otherwise,

Q’Lklk+1 (‘T]m xk—l—l) - Qlk2k+1 (‘Tk+27 xk—l—l) e(z)

— e(r) =6
(Tk—i-lTka—i-l Tka—i-lTk) ( ) U se42 Th — Thoo
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Let Pg be a commutative subalgebra of R(3) defined by
Ps = @ k[zq,...,xmle(2).

1€JP

For each w € &,,, we fix a reduced expression w = oy, ---0;,, and set 7, = 7, - - T,.
Note that this 7,, depends on the choice of the reduced expression. It is known (see

[KLOd)) that
R(B)= P Psrw= P muPs (4.1.1)

’LUEGm 'LUEGm
The symmetric group &,, acts on Pg by

w(f(r1, .y xm)e(m, - im)) = F(Tw@)s - s Twm))e(tw-1(1)s - - + 5 b1 (m) )

and the center of R(f) coincides with the invariant part (Pz)°™ ([KL09]). Write 5 =
Y e m,of, and define a commutative k-algebra Sg by

N
Sp = Qklwii,- - w1
=1

Then the following k-algebra isomorphism holds:
Sg 5 (PB)G’” :

N N
fro-efum [T ™ > w( [T @ wom)e@™ - 7)),
=1 1=1

weG,

where we put @, = Ty, 4.gm, 1 +k- 10 the sequel we identify the center (IP’B)G’” with
Sg via this isomorphism. By ([L1.1]), R(3) is a free module over Sg of rank (m!)2.
The algebra R(f3) is equipped with a Z-grading by assigning

deg(e(2)) =0, degape(s) = (af ,af), degme(r) = —(af,a ).

1) 2 T4

Let R(B) (resp. @g) denote the completion of R() (resp. Pg) with respect to the grading.
We have Py = @D.css k[z1, ..., zpm]e(r), and it follows from (L1.1]) that

R(B) = @ @m’w = @ Twﬁg.

weGm, weESH,

Set .

gﬁ = ® k[[w,,l, e ,w%ml]]Gm’ .

1<<N

The center of R(f) is the &,-invariant part (]@5)6’” of ]@5, which is identified with gg.
Denote by ﬁ(ﬁ)—modfd the full subcategory of finite-dimensional modules in R\(ﬁ )-mods,.

Remark 4.1.2. (1) The completion R(f) is naturally isomorphic to the central comple-
tion R(8)®s, gg along the trivial central character. Hence ﬁ(ﬁ )-modygq is identified with
the category of finite-dimensional R(/3)-modules on which x’s act nilpotently. In par-
ticular, there is a forgetful functor from R(3)-gmod;y, the category of finite-dimensional
graded R(S)-modules, to R(8)-modiq.
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(2) Let g; denote the unique maximal ideal of S\B_ Then for any M € E(ﬁ)—modfg, we
have M = l&lM / (gg)k, and hence M can be written as a projective limit of finite-
k

dimensional modules.

For (3,7 € Qf with |8] =m, |y] = m/, set
eBy)= Y, e®) eRB+).

1,€J*3+7;
(7417~~~7Zm)€J6

There is a k-algebra homomorphism R(3) ® R(vy) — e(8,v)R(8 + v)e(5,7) such that
e(r) ®e(d) = erx?), T@ 1L me(B,7), 1@ 7= Tngke(B,7),
Tk ® 1— xke(/ﬁa ’Y)? 1 ® TE $m+k€(ﬂ,’}/),

where 2 % ¢’ is the concatenation. Similarly, a k-algebra homomorphism ]%(ﬂ) ® ]%(’y) —

e(B,7)R(B+7)e(B,7) is defined. For M € R(B)-modg and N € E(y)-modfg, define the
convolution product M o N by

which belongs to R(f + 7v)-modg,. For any L € R(B + 7)-mody, there is a functorial
isomorphism

Homps, )

We also have the following.

(MoN,L) = Homﬁ(ﬁmﬁ(ﬁ/)(M ® N,e(B,7)L). (4.1.2)

Proposition 4.1.3. For 8,7 € Q;’ and M € ﬁ(ﬂ)—modfg, N € ﬁ(’y)—modfg, and
L e E(ﬂ + v)-modyg, there is a functorial isomorphism

Homp, gy (L, N o M) = Homp, g 5. (€(8,7) L, MON). (4.1.3)
Proof. The assertion follows from [LVII], Theorem 2.2] and Remark (2). O

These definitions and isomorphisms ([.1.9) and ({.1.3) are extended in an obvious
way to situations where there are more than two factors.

Let 1) be the k-algebra anti-involution on R(3) which fixes all the generators e(2),
zy, and 7;. For any M € R\(ﬁ)-mOdfd, a left ﬁ(ﬁ)—module structure is given on the
dual space M* = Homy (M, k) via ¢ as in (R.4). If M is simple, we have M* = M as
E(ﬂ)—modules, see [KLOY).

4.2. Affine highest weight structures. Let Ry be the root system of g, R; C Rg
the set of positive roots, Wy C Autz(FPg) the Weyl group with simple reflections s,
(v € J), and wg € Wy the longest element. Denote by ¢(w) the length of w € Wy, and
set L = f(wy). We say a sequence ¢ = (11,...,%) of elements of J is a reduced word
of wg if | = L and wg = s,, ---5,,. Two reduced words 2 and 3 of wq are said to be
commutation equivalent if 7 is obtained from 2 by applying a sequence of operations
which transform some adjacent component (2, 7) such that af, = 0 into (7,2). This is an
equivalence relation.
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n
For g € Q;, let KP(B) C Zg% be the set of maps m from R;r to nonnegative integers
such that ) _ R} m(a)a = 3. We call m a Kostant partition of . Throughout the

rest of this section, we fix a reduced word ¢ = (1, ...,21) of wp, and set
B =S4y + -+ Slkfl(osz) for 1 <k <L. (4.2.1)
Note that R;r ={p1,...,0L}, and this numbering is convex, that is,
Br + B = B impliess k <m <lorl<m<k.

We identify m € KP(S) with an L-tuple (mj,...,mz) of nonnegative integers via
m; = m(f;). Once we fix the reduced word 2, by [Kat14, McNTH], simple modules in
]%(ﬂ)—modfg are parametrized by Kostant partitions of 8. We denote the simple module
corresponding to m by S,(m), or S(m) when no confusion is likely. For a € Rf, we
denote by m, € KP(a) the Kostant partition such that my(a/) = dao for o’ € Ry,
and write S(a) for S(m,) for ease of notation. For m € KP(S3), define a module
A(m) = A,(m) € R(8)-modgq by
Afm) = S(3)™ o0 S(5,).

Then S(m) is isomorphic to the head of A(m). In addition, we define V(m) = V,(m) €
R(B)-modsg by V(m) = S(8)°™= 0+ 0 S(By)°™.

Let M € R(f)- modyq, and w be an indeterminate. Set Mg =M k[w], and define
an action of R(S) on Mg by

e(@)v®a) = (e(g)v) ®a, rp(v®@a)=v® (wa)+ (zxv) ®a, T(V®a)=(TxV) R a

for 3 € J?, a € k[w] and v € M. This action naturally extends to an action of R(j),
and then M,g belongs to R(8)-modg. For a € RS, let A(a) = A,(a) denote the

affinization @ aff-

Remark 4.2.1. The module A(a) coincides with the completion of the module in
[BKM14, Theorem 3.3]. This is easily shown using the uniqueness of extensions in
[loc. cit., Lemma 3.2].

For a € R; and m € Zsg, A(a)°™ is isomorphic to the direct sum of m!-copies of
an indecomposable module A(ma) [B 4, Theorem 3.11]. For m € KP(f3), define
A(m) = A,(m) by A(m) = A(m;5;1) o--- o A(mpf3r), which is also indecomposable.
Note that

A(Bl)oml 0-++0 A(/@L)omL ~ A(m)eaml!---mL!.

+ ~
For m € Zf%, define a commutative k-algebra Sy, by

& Kl sk I

1<k<L
Note that, if 8 = valm,af;, then gg = Sm with m = >, mmgs. For a € R+ let
L= tm,: Sa — Sm, = k[w] denote the k-algebra homomorphism f — f (w,w,...,w).

Then for m € KP(B), set + = im: SB — Sm to be the k-algebra homomorphlsm
obtained by restricting ®1 <k< LLmﬁk to Sg.
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Lemma 4.2.2. For any m € KP(f), the endomorphism k-algebra Endg 5 (A(m)) is

R(B)
isomorphic to Sy, and the action of the center SB 18 given via L.

Proof. The assertion follows from the construction of A(m) in [BKMI4] (see also the
proof of [McN1%, Theorem 6.11]). O

Following [[McNT7, Section 6], we define a partial order on K P(/3). For each 1 < k <
L, set

Vg = =8y - 8, (AS) € Py (4.2.2)

Although v depends on the reduced word 2z, we suppress this dependence. For m,n €
KP(B), we write m <, n (or m < n) if and only if

k
thuk,ﬁtgz (v, B;) foralll<k< L.

The following lemma is easily checked from the definition.
Lemma 4.2.3 ([McN17)). (i) For any 1 <k < L, we have
(Wi, B1) 20 for 1 <1<k, (vg,Bk)=1, and (v, B) <0 fork<I<L.

(ii) Let p = p*: Z* — ZF denote a map defined by

k
— (;mt(vk,ﬁt))lngL’

Then p is injective.

(iil) Assume that af, ,,,, =0 for some 1 <k < L—1, and set 3 = oy(2), where o, € &,
is the transposition of k and k+ 1. Then for any m € KP(3), p’(m) = o;(p*(m)). In
particular, the partial order <, on K P([3) depends only on the commutation equivalence
class of .

Now we state the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2.4. For any reduced word 1 of wy and 3 € Qg, the category ﬁ(ﬁ)—modfg 18
an affine highest weight category with respect to the poset (K P(f3),=,). Form € KP(f3),
the associated standard module is A,(m), the proper standard module is A,(m), and the
proper costandard module is V,(m).

Proof. Tt is proved in [McN17, Theorem 6.11] (or essentially in [Kat14] and [BKMI4])
that the category of finitely generated graded R(f)-modules is an affine highest weight

category with respect to the order <,. By applying [Fujl§, Theorem 4.6], these results
also hold for R(f3)-mods,. O

Remark 4.2.5. By Lemma [£.2.3, the affine highest weight structure of ﬁ(ﬁ)-modfg in
the theorem, and in particular the isomorphism classes of the modules S,(m), A,(m),
A,(m) and V,(m), depend only on the commutation equivalence class of 2.
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5. GENERALIZED QUANTUM AFFINE SCHUR-WEYL DUALITY

5.1. @-data. In untwisted ADFE types, an important full subcategory Cqg of C asso-
ciated with a Dynkin quiver @ was introduced in [HL15], and then generalized to the
other types in [KKKO14,[KO19, [0S19. Fujita and Oh [FO21]| gave a unified framework
for these categories using the notion of ()-data, which we recall here.

In this subsection, we assume that g is of untwisted affine type. Associated with the
type of go, we define a pair (g, o) of a simple Lie algebra g of type ADFE and its Dynkin
diagram automorphism o as follows. If gg is of type ADE, then set g = go and o = id.
In other types, set (g, o) as in Figure []. We keep the notation for g and g in the previous
sections.

For 1,5 € J (resp. i,j € I), we write ¢ ~ 7 (resp. i ~ j) if af; < 0 (resp. a;; < 0). Let
J? denote the set of g-orbits of J, and define a matrix (cgr)s1reso by

2 iS5 =T,
cst = § —max{1,|T|/|S|} if there are 2+ € S, 3 € T such that 2 ~ j, (5.1.1)
0 otherwise,

where |S| denotes the cardinality of S. Then the matrix (csr) coincides with the
Cartan matrix (ai;)i jer, of go. If o # id, we identify J7 with I via the unique bijection
Io > i S; € J7 such that cg;5;, = aj; for i,j € lp. Otherwise, we have J7 = J = I
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naturally. Let J 2 2+ 7 € Iy be the canonical map, and set
JO ={ieJ|i=i} foriely.
We easily see that [J®)] =s;.

Definition 5.1.1. A function &: J — Z is called a height function on (J,0) if the
following conditions are satisfied:

(i) For 2,7 € J such that « ~ j and s; = s;, we have |{, — ;| =s;.

(ii) For 4,j € Iy such that i ~ j and s; <'s;, there exists a unique element j° € J ()
such that [§, — {| = 1 and yu(yey = & — 2k for 0 < k < |o|, where 1 € J@ s
the unique element and |o| is the order of o.

Such a triple Q = (J,0,¢) is called a Q-datum.
The following assertions are easily seen from the definition, or by a case-by-case check.

Lemma 5.1.2 ([FO21, Lemma 2.9]). Let Q = (J,0,¢) be a Q-datum and i € Iy.

(i) For any 1,7 € J®, we have & = & (mod 2).

(i) For any 1€ J% andl € Z, we have oty = & — 21 (mod 2s;).

(iii) Assume that j € Iy is such that i ~ j and s; = sj, and 1 € JO . Then 5 € JU)
satisfies £ = & +s; (mod 2s;) if and only if 1+ ~ 3.

Fix a @Q-datum Q = (J,0,§). We define a subset J = jQ CJ XZby

J={(,p) | p=¢& (mod 2s;)}.

We also define Iy = Ipq C Io x Z by Iy = {(z,p) | (1,p) € J}. The canonical map
J — Iy is bijective by Lemma [.1.9, and we have

Ip = {(i,p) € Ip X Z | p = &; (mod 2)},

where : Iy — {0,1} is the unique function satisfying e; = &, (mod 2) for all ¢+ € J.
An element ¢ € J is called a source of Q if we have & > ¢, for all y € J with 2 ~ 3.
Given a source 7 € J of Q, a new height function s,£: J — Z is defined by

(8:8), =& — 286, for y € J,

and we write 5,Q = (J,0,s,§). We say a reduced word (21,...,2) of wq is adapted to
Q if 7, is a source of 5,, | ---5,Q for 1 <k < L.

Lemma 5.1.3 ([FO21], Theorem 2.24]). The set of all the reduced words of wy adapted
to Q forms a single commutation equivalence class.

Let ¢« = (11,...,21) be a reduced word of wy adapted to Q, and set
Br = 8uy Sy, () € Rg for 1 <k<L.

Define a map Qq: RE — J by

§VZQ(ﬁk) = (Zk, (szk,l ce 3215)%)-
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Lemma 5.1.4 ([FO21], Theorem 2.24]).
(i) The map Qq does not depend on the choice of 2.
(ii) The image TmQq C J is described as follows:

ImQq = {(1.p) | &+ — o]hY <p <&, p=¢& (mod 25)},

where 1* € J is the index determined by wo(af) = —ab, and h" is the dual Coxeter
number of gg.

Let 7q € Wgo be the generalized o-Cozeter element associated with Q introduced in

[FO21], Definition 2.33]. For 2 € .J, set
1@ = (1- )AL,
which belongs to Rg. The properties of 7q needed in this paper are the following.

Proposition 5.1.5. Let 1 < k < L, and assume that ﬁQ(ﬁk) = (u, D).
(i) We have By = Tglk —p)/2(7$).
(11) We have 8@1 N slk (Algk) — Tglk _p+257k)/2(Azgk)

Proof. The assertion (i) follows from [FO21|, Theorem 2.35], and the assertion (ii) follows
from [FHOO21], Lemma 8.2 (3)]. O

Let z be an indeterminate. The quantum Cartan matriz of go is the Z[zF!]-valued

(Ip x Ip)-matrix A(z) = (aij(z))i,jelo defined by
284273 it =34,
aij(z) = U
[aij]z if 4 7é Js

where [k], = (z¥ — 27%)/(z — z71) for k € Z. Denote by A(z) = (ﬁlj(z)) €

GL1, (Q(z)) the inverse of A(z), and let

Aij(z) =Y (u)2"

UEZ

ivjEIO

denote the formal Laurent expansion of the (i, j)-entry Zij(z) at z = 0.

Proposition 5.1.6. Let i,j € Iy, and take v € J9 and j € JU) arbitrarily.
(i) For any u € Z, we have

N _ (Alg’T((Q’U‘+§J_51—Si)/2(fY.;Q)) ifuté,—¢&—s €2,
agj(u) —a;j(—u) = )
0 otherwise.
(ii) Set s;; = min(s;,s;). Then we have
aij(fj — fl —S; — QZSZ']') =0= ’dij({’, — fj —S; — QZSU) fO’I” any l e ZZO'

Proof. The assertion (i) follows from [FHOO21|, Theorem 4.13], and (ii) follows from
[loc. cit., Lemma 8.3]. O
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5.2. Full subcategories of C. From now on, we again assume that g is of general
(untwisted or twisted) affine type. When g is of untwisted type, set (g,o) to be as in

the previous subsection. When g is of twisted type XZ(\? (t € {2,3}), on the other hand,
set g to be the simple Lie algebra of type Xy and ¢ = id. Hence we do not identify
J? (= J) with Iy in twisted types, although we do in untwisted types as in the previous
subsection.

In the following, when g is untwisted (resp. twisted) we only consider ¢-weights of the
forms ©o; g (resp. t(w} ;) with i € Iy (resp. 2 € J) and p € Z, where t: Pg — P is the
map given in (B.3.5). Hence by abuse of notation, we will use the simplified notation
@iy (resp. t(wpy)) and a;y (resp. t(afy)), instead of ;e (resp. t(wwf p)) and ;g
(resp t( zqP))

Fix a @Q-datum Q = (J, 0,&). We define the following sublattices of P and Q respec-
tively:

@ Loy ¢: untwisted, @ Lo p ¢: untwisted,
p)El (4,p+si)eln
P = { R Qz =
EB Zt(w $,) 9 twisted, EB Zt(a $,) g twisted.
(1.p)€J (1,p+1)ed

It is easily seen from Lemma that Qz = Pz N Q. Set P, = P, NPT and
QZ = Q7 N QF. We define a Z-linear map (1q from the set 7R of Z-valued functions
on Rf to Pz as follows: for o € Rf such that Qq(a) = (1,p) € J, set

Qq(m,) = {

where m,, € ZF% is defined as in Subsection B3 Set
+
Pq =ImQq C Pz and PG =0q(2%5) C Py

Definition 5.2.1. Let Cq be the full subcategory of C consisting of objects M such
that any simple subquotient of M is isomorphic to L(7) for some 7 € 73("5.

T p if g is untwisted,
t(wfy) if g is twisted,

Lemma 5.2.2. Assume that g is untwisted, and define a subset KCly by

K={@p)|iel (,p—s) € ImﬁQ and (1,p +s7) € ImﬁQ}.
Then we have

PanQ= P Zai,. (5.2.1)
(ip)ek

Proof. Let (i,p) € K. We can check from the definition of height functions and Lemma
that for any j € Iy such that i ~ j, ©;, € Pq (resp. @jp+1 € Pq, Wjpt2, Wip €
Pq) if s; <'sj (resp. 2 ='s; > 55, 3 =s; > s;), which implies «;;, € Pq. Hence the
containment O is proved. Let us prove the opposite containment. Since Oy = Pz N Q,
the left-hand side of (5-2.1)) coincides with Pq N Qz. Assume that

> lpoiy € PQNQz (5.2.2)
(z,p—i—s;)ej
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with [, , € Z (recall that the canonical map J— Iy is bijective). It suffices to show that

(z,p) € K for all (1,p) such that Lp#0. Set J ={1eJ]|l, #0 for some p}. For
each » € J', set p(1) = max{p | [,,, # 0}, and let 19 € J' be an element such that

p(10) + sz, = max{p(z) + s; |2 € J'}.

We will prove p(z) +s; < &, for all + € J' by downward induction on p(z) +s;. Write the
sum in () as Z(z,p)ej My pWi,p- Since mzo,p(zo)—l—szo = lzo,p(zo) 7£ 07 p(ZO) + S%o < ézo

follows from (5.2.2) and Lemma p.1.4. Assume that 2 € J'\ {1} satisfies p(z) +s; > &,.
Since (p.2.9) forces My p)+s = 0, there exists j € J' satisfying 7 ~ 7 and

by p@) +si—as+1—2k 7 0 for some 1 < k < —ay;.
Then by the induction hypothesis, we have
fg > p(9) + 57 > p(2) +sit+s;t+ag+12>8& + 25 +s7+a;+ 1,

where the third inequality follows from p(z) + s; € J and p(2) + s > &. We easily see
that this contradicts the defining conditions of £, and hence p(z) + s; < &, is proved for
all 2 € J'. By a similar argument we can also show that

min{p | I, # 0} —s; > &+ — |o|hY forallie J'.

Then {(7,p) | l.p # 0} C K follows from Lemma [.1.4. The proof is complete. O
Fix a reduced word 2 = (11, ...,71,) of wy adapted to Q, and set B = s,, - - 5,,_, (aF)
for1<k<L.

Lemma 5.2.3. Set L, = L(Qq(mﬁk)) €Cq for1 <k <L. Then forany 1 <k <<
L, we have dy, 1,(1) # 0.

Proof. See [KKKO16, Lemma 5.2], [KO19, Lemma 6.4], and [0S1d]. O

For B € Qy, set KP(8) = {m ¢ 7R | ZaeR; m(a)a = 8}. Note that KP(S) N

. __
Z};% = KP(B) for B € QF. As in Subsection 1.9, we identify m € KP(j3) with

(my,...,mp) € Z" via my = m(B;). Define v}, € P; (1 <k<L)asin (f.2.2) using
the given reduced word 4.

Lemma 5.2.4. Assume that g is untwisted, and (1,p) € J satisfies (1,p — s7) € Im fNZQ
and (1,p+s;) € InQq. Set m = Qél(a@p) € 7R .

(i) We have m € I/(\F/’(O) N
(ii) Let 1 < kg < L be such that Qq(Bk,) = (1,0 + ;7). Then we have

k
> my(vk, ) = kg, for 1 <k <L (5.2.3)
t=1

Proof. The assertion (i) follows from [FO21], Eq. (4.3)]. Let us prove the assertion (ii).
For each 1 <t < L, write Qq(5¢) = (u,pt) € J. Then for each 1 < k,t < L, it follows
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from Propositions and (i) that
1, —Prt2s7 2 1@
(ks Br) = — (s P2/ (Azgk),Tgt Q)

Q e
(& —&uy +PK—DPt—257, ) /2
= _(Azgk7TQ CoTEe g (’77?))
= G, (Pt — Pr + 55,.) — G, (PR — Pt — S.)- (5.2.4)

If ¢t < k (resp. t > k), by applying Proposition (ii) to the height function
Sy S, & (resp. s, - 5, &), it follows that

fdikﬁt (pk — Dt — ka) = O (resp' afkft (pt — Pk + sfk) = 0) (525)

Fix 1 < k < L arbitrarily, and set 3 = 1, and j = 7. Setting i =7, it follows from (f.2.4),
(F-2.) and the definition of ¢-roots in (B.3.4) that

k k L
Z my (v, Bt) = Z myaji, (pr — Pk +55) = Z myajz, (pe — Pk +S5)
t=1 t=1 t=1

—ayl
=Gji(p—si—Pr+ )+ Gilp+si—pe+5) — Y jur(p— api +1— 2k — pg + ;)
i i k=1

[A(Z)A(Z)] (i) PRt 0350y p+s;

where [C(z)] Gy denotes the coefficient of 2" of the (j,7)-entry of C'(z). This implies
(b-2.3), and the assertion is proved. O
For each S € Qg', we define the finite subset
P& = (KP(9) € PG,
Obviously we have P§ = Usecor PS5
Proposition 5.2.5. For any 0 € Rg, the map §2q induces an isomorphism of posets
from (KP(8), %) to (P 5, <).

Proof. By definition, the assertion in twisted types follows from the one for g, and hence
we may assume that g is untwisted. The bijectivity is obvious. It remains to show for
m,n € KP(f) that Qq(m) < Qq(n) if and only if m < n. Set

L = {1 <k < L| there is no k¥’ such that ¥’ > k and 1y = 1;}.

If k € L, it follows from the definition of vy that (v, 3;) = 0 for k < I < L. Hence it
follows for any m € K P(f3) that

k L
th(ylmﬁt) = th(ykvﬁt) = (V/wﬁ) for k € L.
t=1 t=1

Therefore for m,n € K P(/3) such that m < n, if we set
k
€k = Z(nt —my)(vg, Bt) € Lo for k ¢ L,

t=1
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then we have
n=m-+ Z ckﬁal(a%pk)
k¢l
by Lemmas and (ii), where we set QQ(ﬁk) = (g, pk + Sz,) (note that k ¢ £
implies that (¢4, pr — sz, ) also belongs to Im QQ) Hence Qq(m) < Qq(n) is proved. On
the other hand, the ‘only if” part is proved from Lemmas and p.2.4. The proof is
complete. O

For g € Qg, let Cq g be the full subcategory of Cq consisting of modules whose simple
subquotients are isomorphic to L(7) for some 7 € Pg 5

Lemma 5.2.6. The category Cq has a direct sum decomposition

CQ = @ CQﬁ.
BEQy

Moreover, we have Cq g, ® Cq.p, € CqQ,p,+8, for Bi,P2 € Q;, and hence Cq is stable
under taking tensor products.

Proof. For the proof of the former assertion, by Lemma 2 it is enough to show for
any 3 € Q+ that if w € 77 gand o € (m+ Q)N 775, then o € PQﬁ By definition,
this assertion in twisted types follows from the one for g, and therefore we may assume
that g is untwisted. Since m —o € Pq N Q, o € 73 Qs follows from Lemmas F.2.9 and
b.2.4) (i), and hence the former assertion is proved. The latter assertion follows from

639 O
5.3. Generalized quantum affine Schur—Weyl duality functor. In the rest of this
paper, we fix a Q- datum Q = (J,0,¢) and a reduced word @ = (11, ... ,11) of wy adapted
to Q. For m € Z>0, we will write 7, € 73+ for QQ( m). When m = m,, for a € Ry,

we will also write o, for Qq(m,). We set 5k =8y Sy ,(a5) for 1 <k <L.
First we recall the following proposition.

Proposition 5.3.1. Set L, = L(wag) forv € J, and let d,y € Z>o (1,7 € J) denote
the order of the zero of the denominator dr, 1,(z) at z = 1. Let . be a quiver whose
vertex set is J such that for 1,7 € J, there are d,j;-many arrows from 1 to j. Then the
underlying graph of . coincides with the Dynkin diagram of g, and for any 1,7 € J
such that v ~ 5 we have 1 — 5 in 7 if § <.

Proof. In untwisted ADFE types, the assertion was proved in [KKK1] under some con-
jecture, which was proved later in [Fuj1g, [DS1g]. In twisted types, this was proved in
[KKKO16, [0S1g]. In the remaining types, this was proved in [KO19, [OS19]. O

For 5 € Q;, let R(B) be the symmetric quiver Hecke algebra at [ associated with g
and polynomials (Q,;),,es defined by

)%y — )% if
sz(%i’):{éu v)% (v — u) 1{-‘27:?,

where d,, are as in the above proposition. Let é(ﬁ) be its completion.
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Write L, = L(w,e) for » € J. We write /I/T?Z for the completion of the affinization
(L,)ag with indeterminate w,, namely,

/Wz = (Lz)af‘f ®k[zf1] k[[wz]]y

where zr, acts on kJw;] via z, = 1 + w,. We have W, = /W(wag) as mentioned in
(B-410). For g € Qf with || = m, we set

—

WJ:W]1®"'®WJW forj:(]la"'ujm) 6J67 and W®B: @WJ
geJB

Let e(y) denote the projection Wes /WJ for 3 € JB, and regard WeB as a right
module over Pg = @, js e(p)k[z1,..., 2] C R(B), where k[z1,... ,2n] acts on W,
via the natural isomorphism k[z1,...,z,] = k[w,,,...,w,,]. By extending this to a

right ﬁ(ﬂ)—action by defining suitable actions of 7; using normalized R-matrices, we can
define a (U}, R(f))-bimodule structure on W*” (see [KKK1d]). Then a functor

Fa: ﬁ(ﬂ)—modfg — Uyj-mod, M Wes Dp M
is defined, where Ué—mod denotes the category of Ué—modules. Recall that the center
of R(B) is identified with gﬁ = QN K[w,1, .-, w,m, ], where we set =", m,af.

The center Sg also acts on Fg(M), and hence we often consider Fz as a functor to the
category of (U, Sg)-bimodules. Set

F= EB Fa: EB ﬁ(ﬂ)—modfg — U,-mod,
BEQy BEQy
which we call the generalized quantum affine Schur—Weyl duality functor. This functor

has the following distinguished properties.

Theorem 5.3.2 ([KKK1§]). (i) For any 3, W®B is a flat right R(B)-module, and hence
the functor F is exact.

(ii) For any My € R\(ﬁl)-mOdfg and My € é(ﬁQ)-mOdfg, we have
F(My o M) = F(Mp)RF (Ms)
as Uy-modules.
Proof. For finite-dimensional modules, the assertions are proved in [KKK1§]. Hence the

assertions hold in general by Remark (2). It is also easy to check that the proofs
in [loc. cit.] also work in our completed setting. O

In the rest of this paper, we will write S(m) for S,(m), A(m) for A,(m), and so on.

Theorem 5.3.3 ([KKK13, KO19, [OS1])). Let 8 € Qg .
(i) For any m € KP(B), we have F(S(m)) = L(wm). In particular, F induces a

functor from ]%(ﬂ)—modfd to Cq3-
(i) For any m € KP(B3), F(A(m)) 2 W (m) and F(V(m)) = WY ().
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Proof. For any o € Ry, F S(a)) = L(w,) follows from [KKKI15, Theorem 4.3.4],
ﬁ

[KKKO16, Theorem 5.1], | 9, Theorem 6.3], and [0S19, Remark 5.12, Lemma 6.10).
Then the assertion (ii) is proved from Theorem and Theorem (ii) by using

Lemma f.2.3. By the argument in [KKKO1d, Theorem 5.4], F(S(m)) is proved to

be isomorphic to the head of W(Tl'm), namely, L(Tl'm). Hence the assertion (i) is also
proved. ]

5.4. Image of standard modules under the functor. The purpose of this subsec-
tion is to prove the following.

Proposition 5.4.1. For any o € Rg, we have

FulA@) = L(wa) o

as (Ué,ga)-bimodules, where ga acts on the right-hand side via the composition of

~ ~

t:Sq — Sm, given in Subsection [,.3 and the natural isomorphism gma = k[uw] =
k[(2L(wa) — DI

Let a € Rg', and let ¢ € Iy be such that cl(w,) = w;. Let k: gma — Kwa be the

k-algebra isomorphism given by the composition
Sm, = k[[(ZL(wa) —1)] = k[[(zzi(wa) —1)] = Ax,,
where the second isomorphism comes from the natural injection k[z%%] < k[zT] (recall

+ ~ o~
the isomorphism (B.4.1())). For m € Zf%, we naturally extend this to k: Sy, — Ag,,.
The above proposition, together with Theorem [.3.3, Lemma p.2.] and Proposition
B.5.9, implies the following.

Corollary 5.4.2. For any B € Qg and m € KP(B), we have
F3 (A(m)) =W (mm)
as (Ué,gg)—bimodules, where /S\B acts on the right-hand side via k o t.

We shall prove Proposition by the induction on the height |a|. The case |a| =1
follows from [KKK1§, Proposition 3.5]. Assume that |a| > 1. Let (B, 3) € (Rg)2
be a pair with & < [ such that o = B + §; and there is no other pair (8, 5y) with
k<K <l <land By + By = a. Such a pair is called a minimal pair for a. Write

B = B and v = B;. By [BKM14, Theorem 4.10], there is an exact sequence
A(B) 0 A() 5 A() 0 A(B) B Ala) =0

of E(a)-modules satisfying ¢(w oid) = (idow)¢ and ¢(id ow) = (woid)¢. By applying
Fo and using the induction hypothesis, we obtain an exact sequence

—_— ~ ¢/ ~ 1/1/
L(wpg),&L(w,), = L(w,),&L(ws), = Fa(A(a)) = 0
of (Uy, Sa)-bimodules, where

—

L(wg), = L(wg)an Oyz1 ) k[z]

(=
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and zp(w,) acts on kz] as zp(w,) = 1+ z, and [Tw\«,)y is defined similarly. Note

that ¢’ is k[z, y]-linear. Write Wp , = L(Wﬁ)x@’[/(wv)y and W, 3 = L(wv)y@’L(Wﬂ)x-
The module Wp . is a deformed local Weyl module by Proposition and Lemma
b.2.3, which is generated by the P,j-weight space (WBFY)CK‘W,Q-F‘W—y) as a Ué—module. By
taking the quotient by ﬁwﬁﬁm, ¢’ induces a nonzero homomorphism from the local
Weyl module L(w3)® L(w,) to L(w,) ® L(wg), which is a scalar multiplication of the

normalized R-matrix. Hence we may assume that ¢/ = RE‘Z?{}% L(e)" Let M C W, 3

be the Ué—submodule generated by the weight space (Wmﬁ)cl(w;ﬁwy)' It follows that
Fao(A(w)) is isomorphic to W, 5/M.

Lemma 5.4.3. The order of zero of dp(w. ) L(wg)(2) at 2 =1 is one.

Proof. See [DS19, Theorems 3,11 and 4.31]. O

RHOI‘H’I

Hence (z — y) Lo ) L(ws) - W, 3 — Wg is well-defined. Then, since the image of

R (my) L(wy) © (T = YR ) Ly = (@ —4): Wy g = Wy s
is contained in M, F, (A(a)) is also isomorphic to the quotient of

Wos/(z =) = (L(w,) ® L(wp)) .
by the submodule generated by the weight space with weight cl(wwg + w,). Now
Proposition p.4]] is easily proved from this, since L(zo,) is isomorphic to the quo-
tient of L(w,) ® L(ws) by the submodule generated by the weight space with weight
c(wog + wy).

6. ENDOMORPHISM ALGEBRA OF W®8

6.1. Main theorem and corollary. For 5 € Q;, define a k-algebra E? by

EP = Endg g op, (W),

and regard Fg = wes RDpg — 85 a functor from ﬁ(ﬂ)—modfg to EP-modg,. Write 8 =

>, m.of, and set X = Y m,cl(w,e). Then, since W®8 is integrable and (W®ﬁ)u =0
for u € P\ POJ’F<A, We8 is a (Ug,\,ﬁ(ﬁ))-bimodule by Lemma B.6.4, and hence we
obtain a k-algebra homomorphism
Dg: Ucy — EP.

Obviously the center §5 of R(B) acts faithfully on W®B_ and hence we may (and do)
consider Sz as a central subalgebra of ES. Note that E? is finitely generated as an
Sg-module since so is W®B. By the isomorphisms

L(mm) = Fs(S(m)), W(mm) = Fz(A(m)),

Wv(ﬂ-m) = ]:B (v(m))7 W(Trm) = ]:B (A(m))
for m € KP(B) given in Theorem and Corollary f.4.9, we regard these modules

as EP-modules hereafter.
In the next subsection, we will prove the following proposition.
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Proposition 6.1.1. Let § € QF .
(i) The pullback functor @7 gives an equivalence

®%: EP-modgy 3 M — ®5M € Cq 4

from the category of finite-dimensional EP -modules to Cq,3-
ii) The category Ef-mody, is affine highest weight with respect to the poset (Pd ,, <),
g QB

and its standard modules are /W(W), proper standard modules are W (), and proper
costandard modules are WY () with w € 735 PE

Remark 6.1.2. Proposition is an algebraic analog of [Fujlq, Theorem 4.9], in
which these statements are proved in untwisted ADE types with E? replaced by a
completion of the convolution algebra of the equivariant K-groups of quiver varieties.

Now we give a proof of our main theorem, which is a direct consequence of Proposition

Theorem 6.1.3. For any Q-datum Q, the associated generalized quantum affine Schur—
Weyl duality functor F: @ﬁng R(B)-modiq — Cq gives an equivalence of monoidal
categories.

Proof. Thanks to Theorem [.2.4, Proposition and Proposition (ii), for any
B € Qg it follows from Theorem P.§ that Fjs: ﬁ(ﬁ)-modfg — Ef-mody, gives an equiv-
alence of categories, which induces an equivalence between full subcategories of finite-
dimensional modules. Hence by Proposition (i) and Lemma [.2.q, we see that
F: P seqt E(ﬁ)-mOdfd — Cq gives an equivalence. Since F is a monoidal functor by
Theorem , the theorem is proved. O

By the theorem, we obtain equivalences among several subcategories of C correspond-
ing to various choices of Q-data. More importantly, the theorem also gives equivalences
between categories of different types, which we state as a corollary here. Let gtV be an
affine Kac-Moody Lie algebra of type x (X, € {An, Dy, Eg}), and let g (t € {2,3})
denote the algebra of a twisted type Xr(f). Let Lg® be the Langlands dual Lie algebra
of g®. Take Q-data QW), Q®, QL of respective types, and let Cquw Cqm, Cqr be the
corresponding subcategories. Note that these are categories of modules over different
quantum affine algebras.

Corollary 6.1.4. The monoidal categories CQ(l), CQ(t), and Cqr are mutually equiva-
lent.

Proof. This follows since the corresponding quiver Hecke algebras in the theorem are
mutually isomorphic. d

Remark 6.1.5. The equivalence between Cqu) and Cqe preserves the dimensions of
modules by [KKKO16, OSTY. This is not the case for the equivalence between Cqr and
CQ(1), or Cqr and CQ(t). This equivalence does not preserve even fundamental modules
(for an example of such a phenomenon, see [HO1J, Theorem 12.9]).
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6.2. Proof of Proposition [6.1.1. As in Subsection B.6, fix a numbering {\1,..., A/}
on the elements of POJr <y such that \; = A and r < s holds whenever A, < A;. Note that

cl(mr) < X holds for any 7 € 775 5 since L(mr) is a subquotient of W®8. For1<k<lI,
set

Pl ={me 77576 | cl(m) = Mg},
and KP, = Qél(P,;") C KP(B). By Proposition p.2.5, if m < n holds for some m €
K P, and n € KP,, then we have k < r. For 0 < k <, we also set K P<j, = Urgk KP,,

and define a two-sided ideal Ry, = OKP<x (ﬁ(ﬂ)) of R(B) (see Section B), which gives a
chain of ideals

R(B)=Ry2RiD--- 2R ={0}.

Set RF = ﬁ(ﬁ)/Rk For each k, fix a numbering K P, = {my, 1,...,my 5, }. By Theorem
P4, E(ﬂ) is an affine quasihereditary algebra. Then, by definition, the quotient R* is
also an affine quasihereditary algebra, and for each 1 < j < s; an affine heredity ideal
R;‘? of R¥ is obtained by setting

R? _ OKpgk\{mk,j}(Rk)7

since my, ; is a maximal element of K P<j. Since Homﬁ(ﬁ)_mo dfg(Ré‘? , Rf,) =0 for j # §
(see Definition R.1]), we have
Sk
P Rl = 0% <+-1(R") = Ry_y1 /Ry (6.2.1)
j=1

Moreover, thanks to the last paragraph of Subsection [.], we can apply Theorem P.7
with A = RF, J = Rf, and m = my ;. Hence R;‘? is #-invariant, and there is an
idempotent ey ; € RF satisfying

R = Rfey jR" = A(my, ;) D8ny A(my, ;)" (6.2.2)

In the following we sometimes write S for gm, when m is obvious from the context.
For each 0 < k < I, set W, = W®B ®%p) Ry,. Since W®P is a flat right R(B)-

module, we may regard /Wk as an (E# ,ﬁ(ﬁ))-submodule of W28, We write my, ; for

Tm,, ; hereafter. For each 1 <k <, it follows from (6.2.1), (6.2.9) and Corollary
that

Sk
Wit/ Wi 2 W @p 0 Ry 1/ Ry = Pwer D) (Almy;) @5 A(my,)?)
j=1

Sk
o @ W (mp ;) @5 A(my ;)Y (6.2.3)
j=1

as (EP, R(B))-bimodules. For each m € 735 g setting p = cl(), we write

W) = Ar @a, V(p)f, and @% = 1@ v, € Wi(r).
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By Lemma B.6.3, we have /I/I?ﬁ( ) = Homyz (Fp(A(mpBr)o---o A(myB1)), Ag) with
Qél(w) = m, and hence we can regard Wﬁ( ) as an (:&ﬂ-, EA)-bimodule.

Lemma 6.2.1. For each 1 < k <1, we have

—~

Sk
Hom W Wiy /W) = @ W (mi ;) DR, WH(my.;) (6.2.4)

ﬁ(ﬁ)opp(

as (EP,EP)-bimodules.
Proof. By (p.2.3), we have

Hom g g oppy (W2, Wit /W3) = @D W (5 5) @5 Homp g0, (W7, A(my 5)¥). (6.2.5)
J
For a moment fix j arbitrarily, write my ;(8,) = m, for 1 < r < L, and set R =
R(mpBL)® - @R(m1p1). By Proposition [.1.3, we have

HomR(ﬁ)opp (W®Ba A(mk,j)w)

>~ HOmROpp (W@)Be(mLﬁL, - ,mlﬂl , (A mLﬂL ® cee ®A(m151))¢)

= HOHlROpp <W®mLﬁL® ®W®m1ﬁ1, ( mLﬁL ttt ®A(m1ﬁ1))w)

=~ Hom WEmLBL A(myBL)Y)& - -®Homp, o )OPP(W®m151,A(mlﬂl)¢)

R(myBr)orr (

as (S\B’ EA)-bimodules. For each 1 < s < L, msmg, is a minimal element of K P(msf3;),
and hence there is a two-sided ideal s of R(msfs) such that R(m,Bs)/Is = A(msfs) ®g

A(mgfs)Y (note that A(ma) = A(mmy) for m € Zwg and o € RZ in our notation).
Hence we have

Homp R(mes s )opp(/W@?msBs’A(msﬁs) ) = Hom 5 W®mSBS/IsyA(mS/BS)¢)

R(m Bs )0pp(
_HomR(m Bs )opp(W(msts) ®§ (msﬁs)wa A(msﬁs)w)
=Homg (W (525, ), End g, 5 100 (A(55:)")) = Homg (W (msz,), )

as (gmsmﬁs,Emsﬁs)—bimodules, where the last isomorphism follows from Lemma [.2.9.
Hence we have

W0, Ay )") = Homg, (W (mpw, )& EW (m1wp,), Sy ,)

> Wh(my ),

and the assertion is proved. O

HomR(ﬁ)opp(

For 0 < k <, set
Ej, = {f € B’ | Im f C Wy} = Anngs (WS /W),
which defines a chain of ideals

EB:E02E1Q---2El:{0}-
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For u € Py such that (/W@’B)H # {0}, we will simply write a, for ®g(a,). Let U<y =
Uop 2 -+ 2 U; = {0} be the chain of ideals given in Subsection B.6.

Lemma 6.2.2. (i) For each 1 < k < I, ®3: U<y — EP induces a (U}, U})-bimodule
homomorphism

gkt Up—1/U, — Eg—1/Eg.
(ii) For each 1 < k <1, we have ay, € Ej_;.

Proof. We see from (p.2.3) that (W®6/Wk)u =0 for p € P\ {\1,...,\}, and hence
we have ®3(Uy) € Anngg (/V[7®B / Wk) = Ej by Lemma B.6.3, which implies the assertion
(i). Now the assertion (ii) is obvious. O

Proposition 6.2.3. (i) For each 1 < k < L, we have
Evo1/Ex 2P W(mp,) ©x Whimy,
k—1/Eg @W(ﬂ'k,g)@A% W (my ;)
J
as (EP,EP)-bimodules.
(ii) For any m € Z~g, the composition

. ®s mp B/ (§+y"
op: Uy S B - B / (§F)
18 surjective.

Proof. By definition, there is a natural injective (E?, E)-bimodule homomorphism ¢y,
from E;_1/Ej to HomR(B)Opp(W@’B,Wk_l/Wk). By composing this with (f.2.4), we
obtain an injective homomorphism

Uk Bpo1 /B = D Wimy) @5 Whmg ).
- Tk,j
J
In order to show the assertion (i), we need to show the surjectivity of ¥. First we claim
that

s
a)\k ZA wﬂ'k,j ® wﬂ'k,j)7

where ay, is the image of a), under the natural projection, and A* denotes the subset
of units of an algebra A. For a (U,,U,)-bimodule M and p € Py, set M,y = {v e M |

¢ =gy = vgh for h € PY}. There are natural isomorphisms
HomR(ﬁ)Opp(W®B Wk—l/Wk)()\k )\k) HomR(ﬁ)opp(W@)B/Wk Wk—l/Wk)()\k,)\k)

~ End Opp @ A mk] @ End Opp mk j @ Smk g7

where the second isomorphism follows since we have

(W /Wi, = P Almy)* = (Wio1/Wi)x,
J
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by (b.2.9), and the third follows from (R.1). Obviously ay, € (Ek_l/Ek)()\Im)\k)’ and the

image ¢p(ay,) € Homﬁ(ﬁ)opp(W@)ﬁ,Wk_l/Wk) corresponds to (1,1,...,1) € B;Sm,

via the above isomorphism. Hence for each j, we see that pr; o ¢ (a;) generates
(W(ﬂ'k,j) ® Wﬁ(’“’k,j)) ) =Anr,, (@ﬂk,j ® @grm)’

where pr; denotes the projection to the j-th summand. Now the claim is proved.
For any m € Z~¢, we have

<@/I/I7(7rk,j) DR, /Wﬁ(m,j))/(gz)’” = @ </W7(7"k7j) DRy, Wﬁ(ﬂ-m)/ﬁﬁw)

o~

>~ @ W(Tl'k,j) ®K‘"k,j ({ﬁ;k]> ®‘&"k»j Wﬁ(ﬂ'k,j)

J Tk

A
=~ V(\p) @4, | m—2— | ®a, VO)!  (6.2.6)
Iy, ) ™
by the Chinese remainder theorem, and hence the composition

i1 /Us "5 (Bp_1/By) /(§;)m% B W) 0z, Wilm,) /(gg)m (6.2.7)
j 3]

is surjective by Theorem and the above claim, which implies that the map ;" is
surjective for any m. Since 1 is an gg—module homomorphism, the surjectivity of iy,
also follows, and the assertion (i) is proved.

Fix m € Z¢. Since ;" in (b-2.7) is an isomorphism, we see that the map @gfk is
surjective for any k, and then by applying the five lemma to the following diagram

a b
0 Up—1/Uy - U<x /Uy - Ucr/Uk—1 0
q)gb,kl ‘I’Zan,gkl ¢§f§k1l
(Bx—1/Ex)/(SH™ — (B /E) /(SF)™ — (B° /Bx_1) /(SF)™ —0,
(6.2.8)
we can inductively show that the map (I)gfék is surjective for any 1 < k < [. Since
P = 7', the assertion (ii) is proved. O

Although the remaining part of our proof of Proposition is similar to that of
[Fuj17, Theorem 4.9], we will give it for completeness. Using the notation in the proof
of the above proposition, set

K" =Ker @3y CUp_1 /Uy, and KZj = Ker @' C U<y/Ug
for each 1 < k <!l and m € Z~y.
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Lemma 6.2.4. For any 1 < k <1 and my,mo € Z~q, there exists some m > mq + msy
satisfying:

() Kp C K K

(ii) KZ, C Kg”kl Kg”,g

Proof. For any k, it follows from (p.2.6) and Theorem that
5j
K,T = (Hm?kj) 'Uk_l/Uk,
j=1

and (Uy_1/Uy)? = Uy_1/Ux holds since this is generated by an idempotent. Now the
assertion (i) is easily proved from these equalities. Let us prove the assertion (ii) by
the induction on k. The case k = 1 follows from (i). Assume that £ > 1. By (i), we
can take an integer M such that M > my + my and K} C KJ™ - K} hold. By the
Artin-Rees lemma, there is a positive integer M’ such that M’ > M and

(Ee-1/Ex) 0 ()™ (B /Ex) ) € §5)™ (Ex-1/Ep),
which implies
Ker(®4'L, oay) C KM C K™ - K™, (6.2.9)
where ay, is the map given in the diagram (p.2.§). Then by applying the five lemma to
the diagram

ag by,

0

Up—1/Uk

U/ Uy Ucx/Uk-1
! oal ! l P! l
B,<kOk B,<k B,<k—1

0 —=Im(®}'Ly 0 a) — (BP/E;) /SHM — (BP/Ey) /SHM —0,

we obtain an exact sequence
! ! !
0 — Ker (4o 0ar) = K& — KX, —0.

By the induction hypothesis, there is m > M’ such that K% | CK ﬁ/[k/_l-K ﬁ/‘[k/_l, and we
claim that this m satisfies the assertion (ii). Let X € K7 be an arbitrary element. Since
bp(X) e K2, C Kﬂ/‘g_l -Kﬂ/‘g_l and there is a surjecti_on Kﬂ‘g -Kﬂ‘g —» Kﬂ‘g_l -Kﬂ‘g_l,
there is Y € Kgg’ . Igé/[k/ such that be(X —Y) =0. Then there is Z € Ker_(q)g{’gk_o a)
such that az(Z) = X —Y. Now we have ap(Z) € ap(K" - K;'?) € KI}' - KI'? by
(b.2.9), and hence X € K7} - K2 holds, as required. The proof is complete. O

Proof of Proposition [p.1.3. (i) Since every object in Ef-modgg can be regarded as an
(EP/ (gg)m)—module for a sufficiently large m, it follows from Proposition (ii) that
the functor @7 is fully faithful. In order to prove the essentially surjectivity of ®%, it is
enough to show for any M € Cq s that there is some m € Z~ such that (Ker @'B”)M = 0.
We shall prove this by the induction on the length of M. If M is simple, the assertion
holds (with m = 1) by Theorem (i). Assume that the length of M is larger than 1,
and take a nonzero proper submodule N C M. By the induction hypothesis, there are
positive integers mi,my such that (Ker @3 )N = (Ker ®3)(M/N) = 0. By Lemma
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p.2.4 (ii) with k = [, there is m such that Ker &' C Ker <I>Tﬁn1 - Ker <I>g"2, which implies
(Ker ®%')M = 0. The proof is complete.
(ii) Before starting the proof, note that, for any M, N € Eﬁ—modfg, we have

Homys (M, N) = lim Homgs (M /(S§)™, N /(S5)™)
= lim Homgy, (M /(S§)™, N /(S5)™) (6.2.10)

by the assertion (i).
For 1 <k <land1<j<sy,let R, ; € R(B) be the two-sided ideal obtained as the

inverse image of @ RF under the quotient map R(3) — R* = R(f3)/Ry,. Then

J<r<si
R(B) =Ry2Ri12 2R 12 R =1{0}

is an affine heredity chain of ﬁ(ﬂ) Set W), J= = Wes D55 Ry ; C W8 and

Ej={f€E’|ImfC Wk]}
We shall prove that the sequence of two-sided ideals
B =EgDE; ;2 2K, 1 2K, = {0} (6.2.11)

is an affine heredity chain. Fix 1 < k <l and 1 < j < s; arbitrarily. By the same proof
with Proposition (i), we have

Erj-1/Erg = W) @5, W)
»J

as (EB ,Eﬁ)—bimodules, where we set ;o = E,_1. The right-hand side is isomorphic
as a left Ef-module to /W(ﬂ'kJ)EBS with s = dim W (my ;). We write E = E°/Ey ;
for brevity, and claim that W(ﬂm) is a projective object in E-modg,. Let N be an
arbitrary object in E-mody,. Since N is also an (E?/Ex)-module, N satisfies N, = 0 for

p € P\ {A\1,..., A} by Lemma .23 (ii). Hence by (B-411]) and (6-2.17), we have
Homg (W (g 1), N) = lim ( N /(SH)™ . 6.2.12
oms (W (), N) = lim (N/@5)") - (6.2.12)

We easily see from this that HomE(W(ﬂk,j), —) is exact, and hence W(ﬂ'm) is pro-
jective, as required. Moreover, since E? /Ej j—1 has a filtration whose subquotients are
isomorphic to W(ﬂ) with 7 # 7 ;, we have HomE(Ek] 1/Ek7j,E5/Ek7j_1) = 0 by
(p-213). In addition, we have Endg (W(ﬂ'kj)) = Am” by (b-2.13), and we easily see
from this that the head of W(mw) is L(m, ;). Hence, W(ﬂ'k ,j) is a projective cover of
L(my, ;). Finally, W(7rk j) is free of finite rank over A,.-k by Lemma B.4.17]. Now we con-
clude that (5.2.11)) is an affine heredity chain, and hence E? is an affine quasihereditary
algebra.

Then by Theorem P4, IEB—modfg is an affine highest weight category, and now it
follows from the definitions that deformed local Weyl modules W(Tl') are standard and
local Weyl modules W (7r) are proper standard. For the proof of the fact that dual local

Weyl modules /WV(W) are proper costandard, see [Fujl7, Proposition 4.18].
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What we have shown is that IEB—modfg is an affine highest weight category with
respect to a poset whose order is possibly stronger than <. However, at this point we
can apply Theorem P.§ to show that F3 gives an equivalence between ﬁ(ﬂ)—modfg and
Eﬁ—modfg. Hence the poset can be replaced by (Cq s, <), and the proof is complete. [
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