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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 [KL09] and Rouquier [Rou08].
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

⊕
β R

g(β)-gmodfd of the categories of

finite-dimensional graded modules over the quiver Hecke algebras Rg(β) associated with
g is isomorphic to the integral form U−

Z[q±1]
(g)∨ of the dual of the negative half of

the quantized enveloping algebra Uq(g). Here the Z[q±1]-algebra structure is given
by the convolution product and the grading shift. Moreover for symmetric g, it is
proved in [VV11] and [Rou12] 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,

⊕
β R

g(β)-mod0fd gives

a categorification of the coordinate ring C[N ] of the unipotent group associated with
g, since U−

Z[q±1]
(g)∨ specializes to C[N ] at q = 1. Here we denote by Rg(β)-mod0fd the

category of finite-dimensional Rg(β)-modules obtained from graded ones by forgetting
the gradings.

In [HL15], Hernandez–Leclerc introduced another categorification of C[N ] by using
finite-dimensional representations over a quantum affine algebra U ′

q(ĝ), where ĝ is the
untwisted affine Lie algebra associated with g of type ADE. Denote by Cĝ the cate-
gory of finite-dimensional integrable U ′

q(ĝ)-modules. For each Dynkin quiver Q whose
underlying graph is the Dynkin diagram of g, they defined a full subcategory CQ of Cĝ
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2 K. NAOI

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⊗ZK(CQ) 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 [HL15,
Subsection 1.6]) whether there is some functorial relationship between them or not. This
question has been solved completely by Kang–Kashiwara–Kim [KKK18, KKK15], and
Fujita [Fuj17]. In [KKK18] they developed a machinery of the generalized quantum affine

Schur–Weyl duality functor for a quantum affine algebra U ′
q(g) of general type. They

proved that, if a suitable family J of simple modules in the category C = Cg of finite-
dimensional integrable U ′

q(g)-modules is given, then we can construct a (U ′
q(g), R

J(β))-

bimodule Ŵ⊗β for each β, and hence a functor

Fβ = Ŵ⊗β ⊗RJ (β) − : RJ(β)-mod0fd → C

is obtained. Here the type of the corresponding quiver Hecke algebras RJ(β) is de-
termined from the given datum J , and a priori irrelevant to that of g. Moreover,
they proved that the direct sum F =

⊕
β Fβ :

⊕
β R

J(β)-mod0fd → C is a monoidal

functor in general, and exact if RJ(β) are of type ADE. Then in [KKK15], they ap-
plied this construction for g = ĝ of type ADE to obtain a functor whose target is the
Hernandez–Leclerc’s category CQ. They proved that RJ(β) 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 rings1. This gives a functorial interpretation
of the fact that two algebras give the same categorifications. In the following we write
RJβ = RJ(β)-mod0fd.

After that, Fujita [Fuj17, Fuj20] proved a stronger relation between CQ and
⊕

β R
J
β ,

namely, the categorical equivalence. Let us recall the proof of [Fuj17] briefly, which
strongly motivated the present work. A main idea is to consider some “completions”

ĈQ,β and R̂Jβ of blocks of these categories, each of which has the structure of an affine

highest weight category introduced by Kleshchev [Kle15]. Here the completion R̂Jβ is

naturally defined as the category of finitely generated modules over a completion R̂J(β)

of RJ(β). On the other hand, there is no obvious candidate for the completion ĈQ,β. In

[Fuj17], ĈQ,β 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 ′

q(ĝ)-module by [Nak01]. Then by applying a sufficient
condition for a functor between two affine highest weight categories to be an equivalence

(see Theorem 2.6 of the present paper), he proved that ĈQ,β and R̂Jβ are equivalent. In

addition, he also proved that the full subcategory of ĈQ,β (resp. R̂Jβ) consisting of finite-

dimensional modules coincides with CQ,β (resp. RJβ), which completed the proof.

The aforementioned result of [KKK15] has been extended to all the other quantum

affine algebras: types A
(2)
n and D

(2)
n in [KKKO16], types B

(1)
n and C

(1)
n in [KO19], and

1In type E this was proved assuming some simpleness of normalized R-matrices, which has been
proved later in [Fuj20, OS19].
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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 CQ, and it was shown in each case

that the corresponding RJ(β) 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 5.1 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

⊕
βR

J
β

in general types (Theorem 6.1.3). This gives a proof to [KKKO16, Conjecture 5.7]
and [KO19, Conjecture 6.11]. Our proof is purely algebraic, and results of [Fuj17]
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 6.1.4).

Let us explain our strategy of the proof. Similarly as in the untwisted ADE types in

[Fuj17], we consider some completions ĈQ,β and R̂Jβ of blocks. Here R̂Jβ 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 ĈQ.β, the category
of finitely generated modules over a “Schur-like” algebra. Precisely to say, we define an

algebra Eβ as the R̂J(β)opp-linear endomorphism

Eβ = EndR̂J (β)opp(Ŵ
⊗β)

of the bimodule Ŵ⊗β appearing in the construction of the functor, and study the

category Eβ-modfg of finitely generated Eβ-modules, which is our ĈQ,β. Note that

there is an algebra homomorphism Φβ : U
′
q(g)→ Eβ by the construction, and hence an

Eβ-module is automatically a U ′
q(g)-module. In this paper, we show that Eβ-modfg is

an affine highest weight category (Proposition 6.1.1 (ii)), and using this the equivalence

of Eβ-modfg and R̂Jβ is proved. To complete the proof, we also have to show that the

category of finite-dimensional Eβ-modules coincides with CQ,β (Proposition 6.1.1 (i)). A
main idea for the proof of this assertion is to use affine cellular structures (introduced by

Koenig–Xi [KX12]) of the algebras. By Kleshchev [Kle15], R̂J(β) has a chain of ideals

R̂J(β) = R0 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Rp = {0} whose subquotients are described in terms of standard
modules appearing in the axioms of affine highest weight categories. By setting

Ŵk = Ŵ⊗β ⊗
R̂J (β)

Rk ⊆ Ŵ
⊗β and Ek = {f ∈ Eβ | f(Ŵ⊗β) ⊆ Ŵk} ⊆ Eβ

for each k, we also obtain a chain of ideals Eβ = E0 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ep = {0}. On the other
hand, (a quotient of) U ′

q(g) also has a similar chain of ideals by [Cui15, Nak15], and these
are compatible with Φβ. By comparing the subquotients of these two chains we show
a kind of the centralizing property, namely, that the image of Φβ is dense (in a suitable
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sense) in Eβ. Then the coincidence of the category of finite-dimensional Eβ-modules
and CQ,β follows from this.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the definitions of affine
quasihereditary algebras and affine highest weight categories, and their properties. In
Section 3, we prepare several definitions and facts concerning with quantum affine al-
gebras and their representations, and in Section 4 we prepare these concerning with
quiver Hecke algebras. In Subsection 5.1 we recall the notion of Q-data, and after some
preparation mainly for combinatorial objects in Subsection 5.2, we recall the definition
of generalized quantum affine Schur–Weyl duality functors in Subsection 5.3. In Sub-
section 5.4, we prove that the functor sends standard modules to standard modules. In
Subsection 6.1 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 6.2.

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 5.2.4 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, Aopp denotes the opposite ring of A. On an A-module M ,
the endomorphism ring EndA(M) acts from the left. For a two-sided ideal I ⊆ A, we
denote the quotient M/IM by M/I to simplify the notation. Let k be a field. When
the base field is k, we write ⊗ for ⊗k if no confusion will occur. For i = 1, 2, let Ri be a
complete local commutative k-algebra with maximal ideal mi with Ri/mi

∼= k. For an
Ri-moduleMi (i = 1, 2), we denote byM1⊗̂M2 the completion of the (R1⊗R2)-module
M1 ⊗M2 with respect to the maximal ideal m1 ⊗R2 + R1 ⊗m2. Note that M1⊗̂M2 is
a module over the complete local ring R1⊗̂R2.

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 I the Jacobson radical of A. Throughout this section, we assume that A/I is finite-
dimensional and A is complete with respect to the I-adic topology (i.e., lim

←−
n

A/In ∼=

A). Let A-modfg denote the category of finitely generated left A-modules, and let
{L(π) | π ∈ Π} be the set of isomorphism classes of simple modules in A-modfg, where
Π is a parametrizing set. By our assumptions, Π is a finite set and all L(π) are finite-
dimensional. For each π ∈ Π, fix a projective cover P (π) of L(π).

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 [Kle15]. Although the paper treats a graded setting, the proofs (at least for the
results appearing below) also work in our complete setting with obvious modification2

(see also [Fuj18, Section 4]).

2Note that, instead of a graded structure, each M ∈ A-modfg has a filtration M ⊇ IM ⊇ I2M ⊇ · · · ,
which satisfies dimM/InM <∞ and lim

←−
n

M/InM ∼= M (see e.g. [Nv82]).
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Definition 2.1. A two-sided ideal J ⊆ A is called affine heredity if it satisfies the
following conditions:

(i) We have HomA-modfg(J ,A/J ) = 0;

(ii) As a left A-module, we have J ∼= P (π)⊕m for some π ∈ Π and m ∈ Z>0;
(iii) The endomorphism k-algebra EndA

(
P (π)

)
is isomorphic to a ring of formal power

series kJz1, . . . , znK with some n ∈ Z≥0, and P (π) is free of finite rank over
EndA

(
P (π)

)
.

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

A = J0 ) J1 ) · · · ) Jl = {0}
with Ji−1/Ji an affine heredity ideal of A/Ji for all 1 ≤ i ≤ l. Such a chain of ideals is
called an affine heredity chain.

For a subset Σ ⊆ Π and M ∈ A-modfg, define a submodule OΣ(M) ⊆M by

OΣ(M) =
∑

π/∈Σ,f∈HomA(P (π),M)

Imf,

and set QΣ(M) = M/OΣ(M). We have OΣ(M) = OΣ(A)M ([Kle15, Lemma 3.12]),
and QΣ can be regarded as a right exact functor from A-modfg to (A/OΣ(A))-modfg.
When the set Π is endowed with a partial order ≤, we set

Π≤π = {σ ∈ Π | σ ≤ π} for π ∈ Π,

and we write O≤π = OΠ≤π and Q≤π = QΠ≤π . For π ∈ Π,

∆(π) = Q≤π(P (π)) (2.1)

is called the standard module associated with π.

Definition 2.3. The category A-modfg is called an affine highest weight category with
respect to the poset (Π,≤) if it satisfies the following conditions:

(i) For every π ∈ Π, there exists a filtration

O≤π(P (π)) = V0 ⊇ V1 ⊇ V2 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Vpπ = {0}

such that each Vi−1/Vi is isomorphic to ∆(σ) for some σ > π;
(ii) For every π ∈ Π, the endomorphism k-algebra EndA

(
∆(π)

)
is isomorphic to a ring

of formal power series kJz1, . . . , znπK with some nπ ∈ Z≥0, and ∆(π) is free of finite
rank over EndA

(
∆(π)

)
.

For π ∈ Π, let Nπ be the unique maximal ideal of EndA
(
∆(π)

)
. The module ∆̄(π) =

∆(π)/Nπ is called the proper standard module associated with π.

Theorem 2.4 ([Kle15, Theorem 6.7]).
(i) Assume that A-modfg is an affine highest weight category with respect to a poset

(Π,≤). Then for any total order {π1, . . . , πl} on Π such that i < j holds whenever

πi < πj , the chain of ideals

A ) OΠ(1)(A) ) OΠ(2)(A) ) · · · ) OΠ(l)(A) = {0}

is affine heredity, where we set Π(i) = {π1, . . . , πi} ⊆ Π. 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

{Ji}
l
i=0, then A-modfg is an affine highest weight category with respect to the totally

ordered set Π = {π1, . . . , πl}, where the order is given by setting πi = π if

i = min{j | HomA-modfg
(P (π),A/Jj) 6= 0}.

Moreover for 1 ≤ i ≤ l, we have Ji−1/Ji ∼= ∆(πi)
⊕mi as left A-modules with some

mi ∈ Z>0.

Proposition 2.5. Assume that A-modfg is an affine highest weight category with respect

to a poset (Π,≤). Then for each π ∈ Π, there is an indecomposable module ∇̄(π), which
is unique up to isomorphism, satisfying

ExtiA(∆(σ), ∇̄(π)) =

{
k if i = 0 and σ = π,

0 otherwise.

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

Proof. See [Kle15, Lemmas 7.2, 7.4, and 7.9]. �

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

Theorem 2.6 ([Fuj18, Theorem 3.9 and Subsection 4.2]). For i = 1, 2, let Ai-modfg be

an affine highest weight category with respect to a poset (Πi,≤i). Assume that there is

an exact functor F : A1-modfg → A2-modfg and the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) For i = 1, 2, Ai is a finitely generated module over its center;

(ii) There exists a bijection f : Π1 → Π2 preserving partial orders, and we have

F (∆(π)) ∼= ∆(f(π)) and F (∇̄(π)) ∼= ∇̄(f(π)) for all π ∈ Π1.

Then the functor F gives an equivalence of categories F : A1-modfg
∼
→ A2-modfg.

Finally let us recall the connection with affine cellular algebras introduced by Koenig
and Xi [KX12]. Assume that A has a k-algebra anti-involution τ . For M ∈ A-modfg,
let M τ denote the right A-module obtained from M by twisting the action of A via
τ . When M is finite-dimensional, a left A-module structure on M∗ = Homk(M,k) is
given by

(af)(v) = f(τ(a)v) for f ∈M∗, a ∈ A, v ∈M. (2.2)

Theorem 2.7. Let π ∈ Π, and assume that A has an affine heredity ideal J with

J ∼= P (π)⊕m for some π ∈ Π, and an anti-involution τ satisfying L(π)∗ ∼= L(π) as

A-modules. Then J satisfies the following conditions:

(i) The ideal J is τ -invariant;
(ii) Set B = EndAP (π)(∼= kJz1, . . . , znK). Then there exists an idempotent e in A

such that J = AeA, eAe ∼= B as k-algebras, Ae ∼= P (π) as (A,B)-bimodules,

eA ∼= P (π)τ as (B,A)-bimodules, and

AeA ∼= P (π)⊗B P (π)
τ as (A,A)-bimodules.

Proof. See [Kle15, Proposition 9.8] and its proof. �

This theorem implies that an affine quasihereditary algebra A with an anti-involution
τ satisfying L(π)∗ ∼= L(π) for all π ∈ Π 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,Π, P∨,Π∨) with index set
I consisting of

(a) a symmetrizable generalized Cartan matrix A = (aij)i,j∈I ,
(b) a free abelian group P , called the weight lattice,
(c) Π = {αi ∈ P | i ∈ I}, called the set of simple roots,
(d) P∨ = d−1HomZ(P,Z) with some positive integer d, called the coweight lattice,
(e) Π∨ = {hi ∈ P

∨ | i ∈ I}, called the set of simple coroots,

satisfying

(i) 〈hi, αj〉 = aij for i, j ∈ I, (ii) Π is linearly independent,
(iii) for each i ∈ I, there exists Λi ∈ P such that 〈hj ,Λi〉 = δij for all j ∈ I.

We call Λi the fundamental weights. Let D = diag(si | i ∈ I) be a diagonal matrix
such that DA is symmetric and si are positive rational numbers. A free abelian group
Q =

⊕
i∈I Zαi is called the root lattice, and set Q+ =

∑
i∈I Z≥0αi ⊆ Q. Let ( , ) be a

Q-valued symmetric bilinear form on P satisfying

(αi, αj) = siaij for i, j ∈ I and 〈hi, λ〉 =
2(αi, λ)

(αi, αi)
for i ∈ I and λ ∈ P .

3.2. Definition of quantum affine algebras. Throughout the rest of this paper, we
assume that A = (aij)i,j∈I is a generalized Cartan matrix of affine type with index set
I = {0, 1, . . . , n}. We assume that indices are ordered as in [Kac90, Section 4.8], except

A
(2)
2n -case in which we reverse the numbering (i.e., i  n − i). Set I0 = I \ {0}. Let

(A,P,Π, P∨,Π∨) be an affine Cartan datum, and let δ =
∑

i∈I ciαi be the imaginary root
and c =

∑
i∈I c

∨
i hi the canonical central element. We assume that P =

⊕
i∈I ZΛi⊕Zδ.

We fix the symmetrizer D = diag(s0, . . . , sn) so that

min{si | i ∈ I} =

{
1/2 if g is of type A

(2)
2n ,

1 otherwise,

and also fix the integer d defining P∨ by d = 2 if g is of type A
(2)
2n , and d = 1 otherwise.

Let g be the affine Kac-Moody Lie algebra associated with the datum (A,P,Π, P∨,Π∨),
and g0 the subalgebra corresponding to I0.

From now on, we take the algebraic closure of C(q) in
⋃
m>0 C((q

1/m)) as a base field

k. Let qi = qsi for i ∈ I, [k]i = (qki − q
−k
i )/(qi − q

−1
i ) for k ∈ Z and [m]i! =

∏m
s=1[s]i

for m ∈ Z≥0. Let Uq = Uq(g) be the quantum group associated with (A,P,Π, P∨,Π∨),

which is a k-algebra generated by ei, fi (i ∈ I) and q
h (h ∈ P∨) subject to the following

relations:

q0 = 1, qhqh
′

= qh+h
′

, qheiq
−h = q〈h,αi〉ei, qhfiq

−h = q−〈h,αi〉fi for h, h′ ∈ P∨,

eifj − fjei = δij
Ki −K

−1
i

qi − q
−1
i

, where Ki = qsihi ,

1−aij∑

k=0

(−1)ke
(1−aij−k)
i eje

(k)
i =

1−aij∑

k=0

(−1)kf
(1−aij−k)
i fjf

(k)
i = 0 for i 6= j.
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Here e
(k)
i = eki /[k]i! and f

(k)
i = fki /[k]i! for k ∈ Z≥0.

Set Pcl = P/Zδ, and let cl : P → Pcl be the canonical projection. We have Pcl =⊕
i∈I Z cl(Λi). For simplicity of notation, we will write αi for cl(αi) when there should

be no confusion. Let U ′
q = U ′

q(g) be the subalgebra of Uq generated by ei, fi (i ∈ I)

and qh (h ∈ P∨
cl = d−1HomZ(Pcl,Z)), and denote by U0

q = U0
q (g) the quotient algebra

U ′
q/〈q

c − 1〉, where 〈qc − 1〉 is the two-sided ideal of U ′
q generated by qc − 1. By a

slight abuse of notation, we will use same symbols ei, fi, q
h for their images under the

canonical projection U ′
q → U0

q . Let P0 = {λ ∈ Pcl | 〈c, λ〉 = 0}, and define a partial
order ≤ on P0 by setting λ ≤ µ if and only if µ− λ ∈

∑
i∈I0

Z≥0cl(αi). Set

̟i = gcd(c∨0 , c
∨
i )

−1
(
c∨0 cl(Λi)− c

∨
i cl(Λ0)

)
∈ P0 for i ∈ I0.

Then we have P0 =
∑

i∈I0
Z̟i. Note that we have 〈hi,̟j〉 = δij for all i, j ∈ I0 except

for i = j = n in type A
(2)
2n , in which we have 〈hn,̟n〉 = 2. Set P+

0 =
∑

i∈I0
Z≥0̟i. The

bilinear form ( , ) on P induces a bilinear form on P0, which we also denote by ( , ).
Denote by ∆ the coproduct of Uq defined by

∆(qh) = qh ⊗ qh, ∆(ei) = ei ⊗K
−1
i + 1⊗ ei, ∆(fi) = fi ⊗ 1 +Ki ⊗ fi,

and by S the antipode of Uq defined by

S(ei) = −eiKi, S(fi) = −K
−1
i fi, S(qh) = q−h.

These ∆ and S also define coproducts and antipodes on U ′
q and U0

q , respectively.
For i ∈ I0, let di ∈ Z>0 be the smallest positive integer such that αi + diδ is a root

of g. Let x±i,m ∈ U0
q (resp. hi,m ∈ U0

q ) for i ∈ I0 and m ∈ Z (resp. m ∈ Z \ {0}) be

the Drinfeld generator corresponding to the root ±αi + mdiδ (resp. mdiδ). For the
definitions, see [Bec94] in untwisted types, and [Dam12, Dam15] in twisted types. Let
Uq(0) (resp. Uq(>), Uq(<)) be the k-subalgebra of U0

q generated by hi,m’s and qh’s

(resp. x+i,m’s, x
−
i,m’s). We have

U0
q = Uq(<)Uq(0)Uq(>),

and the subalgebra Uq(0) is commutative.

3.3. Finite-dimensional representations over a quantum affine algebra. For a
Uq-module (resp. U ′

q-module) M and λ ∈ P (resp. λ ∈ Pcl), write

Mλ = {v ∈M | qhv = q〈h,λ〉v for h ∈ P∨ (resp. h ∈ P∨
cl )}.

We say a Uq-module (or U ′
q-module) M is integrable if M =

⊕
λMλ and the actions of

ei and fi (i ∈ I) are locally nilpotent. We say the level of M is p ∈ Z if qc acts as a
multiplication by qp onM . We denote by C the category of finite-dimensional integrable
U ′
q-modules, which has a monoidal structure via the coproduct ∆. Any M ∈ C is of

level-zero, and hence a U0
q -module.

Let P =
⊕

(i,a)∈I0×k× Z̟i,a, which is a free abelian group with a basis {̟i,a | i ∈

I0, a ∈ k×}. We call P the ℓ-weight lattice. We define a Z-linear map cl : P → P0 by
cl(̟i,a) = ̟i. An element in the submonoid P+ =

∑
Z≥0̟i,a is said to be ℓ-dominant.
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Let M ∈ C. Since Uq(0) is commutative, M decomposes into a direct sum of gener-
alized eigenspaces for Uq(0) as M =

⊕
ΨMΨ, where

MΨ = {v ∈M | (u−Ψ(u))Nv = 0 for u ∈ Uq(0) and N ≫ 0}

for Ψ ∈ Homk-alg (Uq(0),k). It is known (see [FR99] in untwisted types and [Her10] in
twisted types) that if MΨ 6= 0, there exists a unique element π =

∑
li,a̟i,a ∈ P such

that

Ψ
(
φ±i (z)

)
= qri〈hi,cl(π)〉


 ∏

a∈k×

(
1− aq−riz

1− aqriz

)li,a



±

for all i ∈ I0, (3.3.1)

where ri = si (resp. ri = di) if g is untwisted (resp. twisted), φ±i (z) ∈ Uq(0)Jz
±1K are

defined by

φ±i (z) = K±1
i exp

(
± (qi − q

−1
i )

∑

m≥1

hi,±mz
±m
)
,

and (−)± denotes the formal expansion at z = 0 and z =∞ respectively. In this case we
write Mπ =MΨ, and call it the ℓ-weight space of M with ℓ-weight π. For M1,M2 ∈ C,
it is known that

dim(M1 ⊗M2)π =
∑

π1+π2=π

dim(M1)π1 · dim(M2)π2 , (3.3.2)

see [FR99, Lemma 3] and [Her10, Theorem 3.4]. We say M ∈ C is ℓ-highest weight

with ℓ-highest weight vector v and ℓ-highest weight π ∈ P+ if Mπ = kv, U ′
qv = M

and x+i,mv = 0 for all i ∈ I0 and m ∈ Z. For any π ∈ P+, there is a simple ℓ-

highest weight module L(π) ∈ C with ℓ-highest weight π unique up to isomorphism,
and {L(π) | π ∈ P+} is a complete set of isomorphism classes of simple modules in
C. A module L(̟i,a) is called a fundamental module. For k = 1, 2, given an ℓ-highest
weight module Mk with ℓ-highest weight πk ∈ P

+, we have

(M1 ⊗M2)π1+π2 = (M1)π1 ⊗ (M2)π2 . (3.3.3)

Remark 3.3.1. In several literatures, for example [AK97, Kas02, KKK18], a funda-
mental module is denoted by V (̟i)a, a spectral shift of the fundamental module having
a global basis, and this is slightly different from our L(̟i,a). The precise relations are

V (̟i)a ∼= L(̟i,o(i)(−aϑ)di ) with ϑ = (−1)〈ρ
∨,δ〉q−(ρ,δ),

where ρ (resp. ρ∨) is an element such that 〈hi, ρ〉 = 1 (resp. 〈ρ∨, αi〉 = 1) for all i ∈ I,
and o : I0 → {±1} is a map such that o(i) = −o(j) if aij 6= 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 ℓ-root αi,a ∈ P for i ∈ I0 and a ∈ k× by

αi,a = ̟i,aqi +̟i,aq−1
i
−
∑

j 6=i

−aji∑

k=1

̟
i,aq−aji+1−2k . (3.3.4)

When g is of twisted type, following [Her10] we define ℓ-roots αi,a as follows. Let (g, τ)
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 [Kac90, Ch. 7]). Let Ag = (agij)i,j∈J be the Cartan
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matrix of g, and choose a subset Jτ ⊆ J of representatives for the τ -orbits, which is
naturally identified with I0. We choose Jτ so that for all i, j ∈ Jτ (= I0), aij 6= 0 implies
agij 6= 0. Let r ∈ {2, 3} be the order of τ , and ζ a primitive r-th root of unity. Let

Pg =
⊕

Z̟g
i,a be the ℓ-weight lattice of U ′

q(ĝ) with ĝ the untwisted affine Lie algebra
associated with g, and define a Z-linear homomorphism t : Pg → P by setting

t
(
̟

g

τp(i),a

)
= ̟i,(ζpa)di for i ∈ Jτ , a ∈ k× and 0 ≤ p < r. (3.3.5)

Then for i ∈ Jτ (= I0) and a ∈ k×, we set αi,adi = t(αg
i,a) ∈ P, where α

g
i,a ∈ Pg is an

ℓ-root of U ′
q(ĝ) defined above. Note that we have cl(αi,a) = αi.

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) Zαi,a ⊆ P the ℓ-root lattice,

and set Q+ =
∑

(i,a) Z≥0αi,a ⊆ Q. We define a partial order ≤ on P by the condition

that for π,σ ∈ P, we say π ≤ σ if and only if σ − π ∈ Q+.

Theorem 3.3.2. If M ∈ C is indecomposable, then there exists π ∈ P+ such that

any composition factor of M is isomorphic to a simple module of the form L(σ) with

σ ∈ (π +Q) ∩ P+.

Proof. If g is untwisted this assertion follows from [CM05, Theorem 8.3 (i)], and in
twisted types the same proof also works by applying [Her10, Theorem 5.5]. �

For M ∈ C, define its left dual module ∗M (resp. right dual module M∗) by the
dual space Homk(M,k) on which U ′

q acts from the left via S (resp. S−1). For any
M1,M2 ∈ C, we have

∗(M1 ⊗M2) ∼=
∗(M2)⊗

∗(M1) and (M1 ⊗M2)
∗ ∼= (M2)

∗ ⊗ (M1)
∗. (3.3.6)

By ∗(−) : P → P we denote the Z-linear map determined by ∗L(π) ∼= L(∗π) for π ∈
P+, and define (−)∗ : P → P similarly. It is known that there is p∗ ∈ k× satisfying
∗
̟i,a = ̟

i,ap
di
∗

and ̟
∗
i,a = ̟

i,ap
−di
∗

for all i ∈ I0 and a ∈ k× (see [AK97] for an explicit

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 ι : Pcl → P of the projection cl such that αi ∈ ι(Pcl) for all i ∈ I0. For M ∈ C,
the affinization Maff of M is an integrable Uq-module such that Maff = M ⊗ k[z±1] as
a k-vector space,

(Maff )ι(λ)+mδ =Mλ ⊗ z
m for λ ∈ Pcl, m ∈ Z,

and the actions of ei and fi are given by ei ⊗ zδ0i and fi ⊗ z−δ0i respectively. We
denote by zM the U ′

q-module automorphism of Maff given by the multiplication of z.
We sometimes write Mz for Maff . We also define

M̂aff =Maff ⊗k[z±1
M

] kJ(zM − 1)K, (3.4.1)

where kJ(zM − 1)K denotes the completion lim
←−
N

k[zM ]
/
(zM − 1)Nk[zM ].

For λ ∈ P+
0 , let V(λ) denote the extremal weight module associated with λ, which

is introduced in [Kas94]. The module V(λ) is an integrable Uq-module generated by a
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single vector vλ of P -weight ι(λ) with certain defining relations, and characterized by
the following universal property [Kas02, Theorem 5.3].

Proposition 3.4.1. For λ ∈ P+
0 , the vector vλ ∈ V(λ) satisfies x+i,mvλ = 0 for all i ∈ I0

and m ∈ Z. Moreover, if M is an integrable U ′
q-module and v ∈Mλ satisfies x+i,mv = 0

for all i ∈ I0 and m ∈ Z, then there is a unique U ′
q-module homomorphism from V(λ)

to M mapping vλ to v.

Proposition 3.4.2 ([Kas02, Theorem 5.17]). Let i ∈ I0.
(i) There exists a U ′

q-linear automorphism zV(̟i) of V(̟i) of weight diδ, and we have

EndU ′
q

(
V(̟i)

)
= k[z±1

V(̟i)
].

(ii) For any a ∈ k×, there is a Uq-module isomorphism

L(̟i,a)aff ∼= V(̟i)⊗k[z±1
V(̟i)

] k[z
±1/di
V(̟i)

].

In particular, L(̟i,a)aff ∼= L(̟i,b)aff as Uq-modules for any a, b ∈ k×.

Remark 3.4.3. If a 6= b, L(̟i,a)aff and L(̟i,b)aff are not isomorphic as (Uq,k[z
±1])-

bimodules. Indeed, for a Uq-module isomorphism f : L(̟i,1)aff
∼
→ L(̟i,a)aff , we have

zdiL(̟i,1)
= af−1zdiL(̟i,a)

f (3.4.2)

by (3.3.1).

In the sequel, we normalize the automorphism zV(̟i) in Proposition 3.4.2 so that

zV(̟i) coincides with zdiL(̟i,1)
through the isomorphism L(̟i,1)aff ∼= V(̟i) ⊗k[z±1

V(̟i)
]

k[z
±1/di
V(̟i)

]. For i ∈ I0 and a ∈ k×, it follows from (3.4.2) that

V(̟i)/〈zV(̟i) − a〉
∼= L(̟i,a) as U ′

q-modules, (3.4.3)

where 〈zV(̟i) − a〉 is the ideal of EndU ′
q

(
V(̟i)

)
generated by zV(̟i) − a.

For λ ∈ P+
0 , set

Annλ = {H ∈ Uq(0) | Hvλ = 0}, (3.4.4)

where vλ ∈ V(λ) is the generator. Define a commutative algebra Aλ by the quotient
algebra Uq(0)/Annλ. Then we have V(λ)λ ∼= Aλ. It is easily seen from Proposition
3.4.1 that a U ′

q-linear right Aλ-action on V(λ) is defined by

(Xvλ)a = Xavλ for X ∈ U ′
q, a ∈ Aλ,

and hence V(λ) becomes a (U ′
q,Aλ)-bimodule. Moreover, this action induces an isomor-

phism Aλ
∼
→ EndU ′

q

(
V(λ)

)
of k-algebras. The following lemma is a quantum analog of

results in [CFK10] (see also [CMY13]).

Lemma 3.4.4. Let λ ∈ P+
0 , and assume that M is an integrable U ′

q-module satisfying

Mµ = 0 for µ ∈ P+
0 such that µ > λ.

(i) The ideal Annλ acts trivially on the weight space Mλ, and hence Mλ is an Aλ-

module.

(ii) Let T be an Aλ-module and f ∈ HomAλ
(T,Mλ). Then the map

V(λ)⊗Aλ
T →M : Xvλ ⊗ t 7→ Xf(t) for X ∈ U ′

q, t ∈ T (3.4.5)
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gives a U ′
q-module homomorphism, and this induces an isomorphism

HomAλ
(T,Mλ) ∼= HomU ′

q
(V(λ)⊗Aλ

T,M). (3.4.6)

Proof. For any v ∈Mλ, there is a U ′
q-module homomorphism from V(λ) to M mapping

vλ to v by Proposition 3.4.1, and hence the assertion (i) follows. By the same proposi-
tion, we see that the map V(λ)⊗kT →M defined similarly as (3.4.5) gives a U ′

q-module

homomorphism. Since this map sends vectors Xvλa⊗ t −Xvλ ⊗ at (X ∈ U
′
q, a ∈ Aλ,

t ∈ T ) to zero, the map (3.4.5) is a well-defined U ′
q-module homomorphism. Since the

restriction to (V(λ)⊗Aλ
T )λ ∼= T gives the inverse, we see that the isomorphism (3.4.6)

holds, and the assertion (ii) is proved. �

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

Theorem 3.4.5. Let λ =
∑

i∈I0
λi̟i ∈ P

+
0 .

(i) There is a unique injective Uq-module homomorphism

Φλ : V(λ) →֒
⊗

i∈I0

V(̟i)
⊗λi

mapping vλ to
⊗
v⊗λi̟i

. Here we can take any ordering to define the right-hand side.

(ii) The image ImΦλ is preserved by the subalgebra
⊗

i∈I0

k[z±1
i1 , . . . , z

±1
iλi

]Sλi ⊆ EndU ′
q

(⊗

i∈I0

V(̟i)
⊗λi
)
, (3.4.7)

where zik = · · ·⊗1⊗ zV(̟i)⊗1⊗· · · acts on the k-th factor of V(̟i)
⊗λi, and Sm is the

symmetric group on m letters. Moreover, EndU ′
q

(
V(λ)

)
coincides with this subalgebra

through Φλ.
(iii) The module V(λ) is free over EndU ′

q

(
V(λ)

)
of finite rank.

Since Aλ
∼= EndU ′

q

(
V(λ)

)
as mentioned above, we have

Aλ
∼=
⊗

i∈I0

k[z±1
i1 , . . . , z

±1
iλi

]Sλi (3.4.8)

by (ii). For λ, λ′ ∈ P+
0 , we define an injective homomorphism ∆λ,λ′ : Aλ+λ′ → Aλ⊗Aλ′

by

∆λ,λ′ : Aλ+λ′
∼=
⊗

i∈I0

k[z±1
i1 , . . . , z

±1
i(λi+λ′i)

]
Sλi+λ′

i

→֒
⊗

i∈I0

k[z±1
i1 , . . . , z

±1
iλi

]Sλi ⊗
⊗

i∈I0

k[z±1
i(λi+1), . . . , z

±1
i(λi+λ′i)

]
Sλ′

i ∼= Aλ ⊗Aλ′ .

Similarly we define ∆λ1,...,λp : Aλ1+···+λp → Aλ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Aλp for λ1, . . . , λp ∈ P
+
0 with

p > 1.

Lemma 3.4.6. For k = 1, 2, let λk ∈ P
+
0 and Mk be an integrable U ′

q-module satisfying

(Mk)µ = 0 for µ ∈ P+
0 such that µ > λk. Then Aλ1+λ2 acts on (M1)λ1 ⊗ (M2)λ2 via

∆λ1,λ2 .
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Proof. Since there are injective homomorphisms

V(λ1 + λ2) →֒ V(λ1)⊗ V(λ2) →֒
⊗

i∈I0

V(̟i)
⊗(λ1)i+(λ2)i ,

we see from Theorem 3.4.5 that the assertion holds for M1 = V(λ1) and M2 = V(λ2).
Then for any vk ∈ (Mk)λk (k = 1, 2), by considering the U ′

q-module homomorphism
V(λ1)⊗V(λ2)→M1⊗M2 mapping vλ1⊗vλ2 to v1⊗v2, H(v1⊗v2) = ∆λ1,λ2(H)(v1⊗v2)
follows for H ∈ Aλ1+λ2 . The proof is complete. �

For π ∈ P+ with λ = cl(π), let kπ be the 1-dimensional module over Uq(0) corre-
sponding to Ψ in (3.3.1). Because of the existence of a homomorphism V(λ) ։ L(π),
kπ is also an Aλ-module. Let mπ be the corresponding maximal ideal of Aλ. Note
that, by (3.4.8), SpecmAλ is identified with the product

∏
i∈I0

(k×)λi
/
Sλi of quotient

spaces.

Lemma 3.4.7. If π =
∑

(i,a) li,a̟i,a, then the maximal ideal mπ corresponds to the

point
(∑

a∈k× li,a[a]
)
i∈I0

∈
∏
i∈I0

(k×)λi
/
Sλi = SpecmAλ. Here we identify a point

of the space (k×)N
/
SN with a Z≥0-linear combination of formal symbols [a] (a ∈ k×)

whose coefficients sum up to N .

Proof. By (3.3.3), we have

kπ
∼=
⊗

i,a

(
L(̟i,a)̟i,a

)⊗li,a as Aλ-modules.

Then the assertion follows from (3.4.3) and Lemma 3.4.6. �

Definition 3.4.8 ([CP01]). We define the local Weyl module W (π) associated with
π ∈ P+ by

W (π) = V(λ)⊗Aλ
kπ.

We set wπ = vλ ⊗Aλ
1 ∈W (π).

The following lemma is immediate from the construction.

Lemma 3.4.9. (i) The module W (π) is an ℓ-highest weight module with ℓ-highest weight
vector wπ and ℓ-highest weight π. Moreover, if M ∈ C is an ℓ-highest weight module

with ℓ-highest weight π, then there is a surjective U ′
q-module homomorphism from W (π)

to M .

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

For π ∈ P+, we also define the dual local Weyl module W∨(π) by

W∨(π) =W (∗π)∗.

Finally we introduce deformed local Weyl modules, following [Fuj17]. For π ∈ P+

with cl(π) = λ, define a k-algebra

Âπ = lim
←−
N

Aλ/m
N
π
,
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and let m̂π be the unique maximal ideal of Âπ. Write λ =
∑

i∈I0
λi̟i and π =∑

(i,a) li,a̟i,a, and let us identify Aλ with
⊗

i∈I0
k[z±1

i1 , . . . , z
±1
iλi

]Sλi via the isomorphism

(3.4.8). Then by Lemma 3.4.7, the canonical injection
⊗

i∈I0

k[z±1
i1 , . . . , z

±1
iλi

]Sλi →֒
⊗

i∈I0

⊗

a∈k×

k[z±1
(i,a),1, . . . , z

±1
(i,a),li,a

]
Sli,a

induces an isomorphism

Âπ
∼=
⊗̂

i∈I0

⊗̂

a∈k×

kJ(z(i,a),1 − a), . . . , (z(i,a),li,a − a)K
Sli,a . (3.4.9)

Definition 3.4.10 ([Fuj17]). For π ∈ P+ with cl(π) = λ, we define the deformed local

Weyl module Ŵ (π) associated with π by

Ŵ (π) = V(λ)⊗Aλ
Âπ.

We set ŵπ = vλ ⊗ 1 ∈ Ŵ (π).

Recall the definition of M̂aff in (3.4.1). Since the natural injection k[z±d] →֒ k[z±1] in-

duces an isomorphism kJ(zd−1)K
∼
→ kJ(z−1)K for any d ∈ Z>0, we see from Proposition

3.4.2 and (3.4.3) that

Ŵ (̟i,a) ∼= L̂(̟i,a)aff for i ∈ I0, a ∈ k×. (3.4.10)

Lemma 3.4.11. Let π ∈ P+, and set λ = cl(π).
(i) If M ∈ C satisfies Mµ = 0 for µ ∈ P+

0 such that µ > λ, taking the image of ŵπ

induces a natural isomorphism

HomU ′
q

(
Ŵ (π),M

) ∼
→Mπ. (3.4.11)

(ii) We have EndU ′
q

(
Ŵ (π)

)
∼= Âπ, and Ŵ (π) is free over Âπ of finite rank.

(iii) We have Ŵ (π)/m̂π
∼=W (π).

Proof. By Lemma 3.4.4 (ii), we have

HomU ′
q

(
Ŵ (π),M

)
∼= HomAλ

(Âπ,Mλ).

Since Mλ is finite-dimensional, there is some N such that the right-hand side coincides

with HomAλ
(Âπ/m̂

N
π
,Mλ), which is isomorphic to Mπ since Âπ/m̂

N
π
∼= Aλ/m

N
π
, and

hence the assertion (i) is proved. The assertion (ii) follows from the same lemma and
Theorem 3.4.5 (iii), and the assertion (iii) is obvious from the construction. �

3.5. R-matrices. For k = 1, 2, given a simple module Mk ∈ C with ℓ-highest weight
vector vk ∈Mk, there is a unique (U ′

q,k[z
±1
1 , z±1

2 ])-bimodule homomorphism

Rnorm
M1,M2

: (M1)z1 ⊗ (M2)z2 → k(z2/z1)⊗k[(z2/z1)±1]

(
(M2)z2 ⊗ (M1)z1

)

satisfying Rnorm
M1,M2

(v1 ⊗ v2) = v2 ⊗ v1 ([Kas02, §8]), which is called the normalized R-

matrix. The denominator of Rnorm
M1,M2

is the monic polynomial dM1,M2(z) ∈ k[z] with the
smallest degree among polynomials satisfying

dM1,M2(z2/z1)ImRnorm
M1,M2

⊆ (M2)z2 ⊗ (M1)z1 .
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It is known for any i, j ∈ I0 that zeros of dL(̟i,1),L(̟j,1)(z) belong to q1/dQJq1/dK for

some d ∈ Z>0 (see [Kas02, Proposition 9.3]).

Theorem 3.5.1. Let (i1, a1), . . . , (ip, ap) be a sequence of elements of I0 × k×. Set

π =
∑p

k=1̟ik,ak , and Lk = L(̟ik,ak) for 1 ≤ k ≤ p.

(i) The following statements are equivalent:

(a) The tensor product L1 ⊗ · · · ⊗Lp is generated by the tensor product of ℓ-highest
weight vectors;

(b) The local Weyl module W (π) is isomorphic to L1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ Lp as U ′
q-modules;

(c) For any 1 ≤ r < s ≤ p, we have dLr ,Ls(1) 6= 0.

(ii) If dLr ,Ls(1) 6= 0 for all 1 ≤ r < s ≤ p, then we have

W∨(π) ∼= Lp ⊗ Lp−1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ L1

as U ′
q-modules.

Proof. In assertion (i), the equivalence of (a) and (b) is proved in [CM05, Theorem
7.5] and [Her10, Theorem 5.5], and the equivalence of (a) and (c) is proved in [Kas02,
Proposition 9.4]. The assertion (ii) follows from (i) and (3.3.6). �

For any p > 1 and π1, . . . ,πp ∈ P
+ with cl(πk) = λk, the map ∆λ1,...,λp : Aλ1+···+λp →

Aλ1⊗· · ·⊗Aλp naturally extends to ∆ = ∆π1,...,πp : Âπ1+···+πp → Âπ1⊗̂ · · · ⊗̂Âπp . The
following proposition is proved in [Fuj17, Corollary 2.21].

Proposition 3.5.2. Let π =
∑p

k=1 lk̟ik,ak ∈ P
+ with (ir, ar) 6= (is, as) for r 6= s, and

assume that dLr ,Ls(1) 6= 0 for any 1 ≤ r < s ≤ p, where we write Lr = L(̟ir,ar). Then

we have

Ŵ (̟i1,a1)
⊗̂l1⊗̂ · · · ⊗̂Ŵ (̟ip,ap)

⊗̂lp ∼= Ŵ (π)⊕l1!···lp!

as (U ′
q, Âπ)-bimodules, where Âπ acts on the left-hand side via ∆.

3.6. Modified quantum affine algebras. The level zero modified quantum affine

algebra denoted by Ũq = Ũq(g) is defined by

Ũq =
⊕

λ∈P0

U ′
qaλ, U ′

qaλ = U ′
q

/ ∑

h∈P∨
cl

U ′
q(q

h − q〈h,λ〉),

where aλ stands for the image of 1 in the quotient. The multiplication is given by
aλaµ = δλµaλ and aλx = xaλ−µ for x ∈ (U ′

q)µ, where we set

(U ′
q)µ = {X ∈ U ′

q | q
hXq−h = q〈h,µ〉X for h ∈ P∨

cl}.

By definition an integrable U0
q -module, and in particular a module in C, is a Ũq-module.

We define a k-algebra anti-involution ♯ on Ũq by

♯(ei) = fi, ♯(fi) = ei, ♯(qh) = qh, ♯(aλ) = aλ

for i ∈ I, h ∈ P∨
cl , and λ ∈ P0. Suppose that λ =

∑
i∈I0

λi̟i ∈ P+
0 . By [BN04,

Proposition 6.9], ♯ preserves Uq(0)aλ and (Annλ)aλ (see (3.4.4)), and hence defines an

involution on Aλ. Let V(λ)♯ be an (Aλ, Ũq)-bimodule obtained by twisting the action

of Ũq ⊗Aλ on V(λ) by ♯.
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Fix λ ∈ P+
0 . We set P+

0,≤λ = {µ ∈ P+
0 | µ ≤ λ}, and define a k-algebra U≤λ by

U≤λ = Ũq

/ ⋂

µ∈P+
0,≤λ

Ann
Ũq
V(µ),

where AnnŨq
M denotes the annihilator of a Ũq-moduleM . Fix a numbering {λ1, . . . , λl}

on the elements of P+
0,≤λ such that λl = λ and r < s holds whenever λr < λs. Define

two-sided ideals Ur (0 ≤ r ≤ l) of U≤λ by

U0 = U≤λ, Ur =
⋂

1≤s≤r

AnnU≤λ
V(λs) for 1 ≤ r ≤ l.

Note that Ul = {0}.

Theorem 3.6.1 ([Cui15, Nak15]). For any 1 ≤ r ≤ l, there is a unique (U ′
q, U

′
q)-

bimodule isomorphism

Ur−1/Ur
∼
→ V(λr)⊗Aλr

V(λr)♯

mapping āλr to vλr ⊗ vλr , where āλr is the image of aλr ∈ Ur−1 under the canonical

projection.

Later we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.6.2. Let 1 ≤ r ≤ l, and assume that M is an integrable U ′
q-module such that

Mµ = 0 for µ ∈ P+
0 \ {λ1, . . . , λr}. Then M is annihilated by

⋂
1≤s≤r AnnŨq

V(λs), and
hence M becomes a U≤λ/Ur-module.

Proof. Extend the above numbering of elements of P+
0,≤λ to all the elements of P+

0 as

P+
0 = {λ1, λ2, . . . , }, and consider the completion Ûq = lim

←−
N

Ũq/
∑

s≥N ŨqaλsŨq, which

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

⋂

1≤s≤r

Ann
Ũq
V(λs) ⊆

∑

s>r

ŨqaλsŨq

in Ûq, which acts trivially on M . The assertion is proved. �

Lemma 3.6.3. Let π =
∑p

k=1 lk̟ik,ak ∈ P
+ with (ir, ar) 6= (is, as) for r 6= s, and

set λ = cl(π). Assume that dLr ,Ls(1) 6= 0 for any 1 ≤ r < s ≤ p, where we write

Lr = L(̟ir ,ar). Then we have

Hom
Âπ

(
Ŵ (lp̟ip,ap)⊗̂ · · · ⊗̂Ŵ (l1̟i1,a1), Âπ

)
∼= Âπ ⊗Aλ

V(λ)♯ (3.6.1)

as (Âπ, U
′
q)-bimodules.

Proof. Since
(
Ŵ (lp̟ip,ap)⊗̂ · · · ⊗̂Ŵ (l1̟i1,a1)

)
λ
∼= Âπ, the operator aλ can be consid-

ered as an element of the left-hand side of (3.6.1). Then by applying Lemma 3.4.4,

we see that there is an (Âπ, U
′
q)-bimodule homomorphism from the right-hand side of
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(3.6.1) to the left-hand side mapping 1 ⊗ vλ to aλ. By taking the quotient by m̂π, we
obtain a right U ′

q-module homomorphism

kπ ⊗Aλ
V(λ)♯ → Homk

(
L(̟ip,ap)

⊗lp ⊗ · · · ⊗ L(̟i1,a1)
⊗l1 ,k

)
,

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

9.4 (ii)]. Since the both sides of (3.6.1) are free Âπ-modules of same rank, the assertion
follows from Nakayama’s lemma. �

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 (Ag, Pg,Πg, P
∨
g ,Π

∨
g ) be

a Cartan datum for g with index set J = {1, . . . , N}, Ag = (agı)ı,∈J , Πg = {α
g
1, . . . , α

g
N},

and Π∨
g = {hg1, . . . , h

g
N}. In the following, we mainly use the symbols ı,  for elements

of J , in order to save the symbols i, j for elements of I. Denote by Λg
ı (ı ∈ J) the

fundamental weights, and let ( , ) denote the bilinear form on Pg defined by (Λg
ı , α

g
 ) =

δı for ı,  ∈ J . Let Qg =
⊕

ı∈J Zα
g
ı be the root lattice, and Q+

g =
∑

ı∈J Z≥0α
g
ı . We

take a family of polynomials (Qı)ı,∈J in k[u, v] which are of the form

Qı(u, v) =

{
cı(u− v)

−agı if ı 6= ,

0 if ı = ,

where cı ∈ k× and we assume that Qı(u, v) = Qı(v, u) for all ı,  ∈ J . For β =∑
ı∈J mıαı ∈ Q

+
g , we set |β| =

∑
ı∈J mı ∈ Z≥0. For β ∈ Q

+
g such that |β| = m, we set

Jβ = {ı = (ı1, . . . , ım) ∈ J
m | αg

ı1 + · · ·+ αg
ım = β}.

We denote by σi the transposition of i and i+ 1 in the symmetric group Sm.

Definition 4.1.1. For β ∈ Q+
g with |β| = m, the symmetric quiver Hecke algebra R(β)

at β associated with g and (Qı)ı,∈J is the k-algebra with generators

{e(ı) | ı ∈ Jβ}, {xk | 1 ≤ k ≤ m}, {τl | 1 ≤ l < m}

with the following relations:

e(ı)e(ı′) = δıı′e(ı),
∑

ı∈Jβ

e(ı) = 1, xkxl = xlxk, xke(ı) = e(ı)xk,

τle(ı) = e(σl(ı))τl, τkτl = τlτk if |k − l| > 1, τ2l e(ı) = Qılıl+1
(xl, xl+1)e(ı),

(τkxl − xσk(l)τk)e(ı) =





−e(ı) if l = k, ık = ık+1,

e(ı) if l = k + 1, ık = ık+1,

0 otherwise,

(τk+1τkτk+1 − τkτk+1τk)e(ı) = δık ,ık+2

Qıkık+1
(xk, xk+1)−Qıkık+1

(xk+2, xk+1)

xk − xk+2
e(ı).
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Let Pβ be a commutative subalgebra of R(β) defined by

Pβ =
⊕

ı∈Jβ

k[x1, . . . , xm]e(ı).

For each w ∈ Sm, we fix a reduced expression w = σi1 · · · σiℓ , and set τw = τi1 · · · τiℓ .
Note that this τw depends on the choice of the reduced expression. It is known (see
[KL09]) that

R(β) =
⊕

w∈Sm

Pβτw =
⊕

w∈Sm

τwPβ. (4.1.1)

The symmetric group Sm acts on Pβ by

w(f(x1, . . . , xm)e(ı1, . . . , ım)) = f(xw(1), . . . , xw(m))e(ıw−1(1), . . . , ıw−1(m)),

and the center of R(β) coincides with the invariant part (Pβ)
Sm ([KL09]). Write β =∑

ı∈J mıα
g
ı , and define a commutative k-algebra Sβ by

Sβ =
N⊗

ı=1

k[wı,1, . . . , wı,mı ]
Smı .

Then the following k-algebra isomorphism holds:

Sβ
∼
→ (Pβ)

Sm :

f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fN 7→

N∏

ı=1

(
mı!
)−1
·
∑

w∈Sm

w
( N∏

ı=1

f(xı,1, . . . , xı,mı)e(1
m1 · · ·NmN )

)
,

where we put xı,k = xm1+···+mı−1+k. In the sequel we identify the center (Pβ)
Sm with

Sβ via this isomorphism. By (4.1.1), R(β) is a free module over Sβ of rank (m!)2.
The algebra R(β) is equipped with a Z-grading by assigning

deg(e(ı)) = 0, deg xke(ı) = (αg
ık
, αg

ık
), deg τle(ı) = −(α

g
ıl
, αg

ıl+1
).

Let R̂(β) (resp. P̂β) denote the completion of R(β) (resp. Pβ) with respect to the grading.

We have P̂β =
⊕

ı∈Jβ kJx1, . . . , xmKe(ı), and it follows from (4.1.1) that

R̂(β) =
⊕

w∈Sm

P̂βτw =
⊕

w∈Sm

τwP̂β.

Set

Ŝβ =
⊗̂

1≤ı≤N

kJwı,1, . . . , wı,mıK
Smı .

The center of R̂(β) is the Sm-invariant part (P̂β)Sm of P̂β, which is identified with Ŝβ.
Denote by R̂(β)-modfd the full subcategory of finite-dimensional modules in R̂(β)-modfg.

Remark 4.1.2. (1) The completion R̂(β) is naturally isomorphic to the central comple-

tion R(β)⊗Sβ Ŝβ along the trivial central character. Hence R̂(β)-modfd is identified with
the category of finite-dimensional R(β)-modules on which xk’s act nilpotently. In par-
ticular, there is a forgetful functor from R(β)-gmodfd, the category of finite-dimensional

graded R(β)-modules, to R̂(β)-modfd.
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(2) Let Ŝ+β denote the unique maximal ideal of Ŝβ. Then for any M ∈ R̂(β)-modfg, we

have M ∼= lim
←−
k

M/
(
Ŝ+β
)k
, and hence M can be written as a projective limit of finite-

dimensional modules.

For β, γ ∈ Q+
g with |β| = m, |γ| = m′, set

e(β, γ) =
∑

ı∈Jβ+γ ;

(ı1,...,ım)∈Jβ

e(ı) ∈ R(β + γ).

There is a k-algebra homomorphism R(β)⊗R(γ)→ e(β, γ)R(β + γ)e(β, γ) such that

e(ı)⊗ e(ı′) 7→ e(ı ∗ ı′), τk ⊗ 1 7→ τke(β, γ), 1⊗ τk 7→ τm+ke(β, γ),

xk ⊗ 1 7→ xke(β, γ), 1⊗ xk 7→ xm+ke(β, γ),

where ı ∗ ı′ is the concatenation. Similarly, a k-algebra homomorphism R̂(β)⊗ R̂(γ)→

e(β, γ)R̂(β+γ)e(β, γ) is defined. For M ∈ R̂(β)-modfg and N ∈ R̂(γ)-modfg, define the
convolution product M ◦N by

M ◦N = R̂(β + γ)e(β, γ) ⊗
R̂(β)⊗R̂(γ)

(M ⊗N),

which belongs to R̂(β + γ)-modfg. For any L ∈ R̂(β + γ)-modfg there is a functorial
isomorphism

HomR̂(β+γ)(M ◦N,L)
∼= HomR̂(β)⊗R̂(γ)(M ⊗N, e(β, γ)L). (4.1.2)

We also have the following.

Proposition 4.1.3. For β, γ ∈ Q+
g and M ∈ R̂(β)-modfg, N ∈ R̂(γ)-modfg, and

L ∈ R̂(β + γ)-modfg, there is a functorial isomorphism

HomR̂(β+γ)(L,N ◦M) ∼= HomR̂(β)⊗̂R̂(γ)(e(β, γ)L,M⊗̂N). (4.1.3)

Proof. The assertion follows from [LV11, Theorem 2.2] and Remark 4.1.2 (2). �

These definitions and isomorphisms (4.1.2) and (4.1.3) are extended in an obvious
way to situations where there are more than two factors.

Let ψ be the k-algebra anti-involution on R̂(β) which fixes all the generators e(ı),

xk, and τl. For any M ∈ R̂(β)-modfd, a left R̂(β)-module structure is given on the
dual space M∗ = Homk(M,k) via ψ as in (2.2). If M is simple, we have M∗ ∼= M as

R̂(β)-modules, see [KL09].

4.2. Affine highest weight structures. Let Rg be the root system of g, R+
g ⊆ Rg

the set of positive roots, Wg ⊆ AutZ(Pg) the Weyl group with simple reflections sı
(ı ∈ J), and w0 ∈ Wg the longest element. Denote by ℓ(w) the length of w ∈ Wg, and
set L = ℓ(w0). We say a sequence ı = (ı1, . . . , ıl) of elements of J is a reduced word

of w0 if l = L and w0 = sı1 · · · sıl . Two reduced words ı and  of w0 are said to be
commutation equivalent if  is obtained from ı by applying a sequence of operations
which transform some adjacent component (ı, ) such that agı = 0 into (, ı). This is an
equivalence relation.
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For β ∈ Q+
g , let KP (β) ⊆ ZR

+
g

≥0 be the set of maps m from R+
g to nonnegative integers

such that
∑

α∈R+
g
m(α)α = β. We call m a Kostant partition of β. Throughout the

rest of this section, we fix a reduced word ı = (ı1, . . . , ıL) of w0, and set

βk = sı1 · · · sık−1
(αg

ık
) for 1 ≤ k ≤ L. (4.2.1)

Note that R+
g = {β1, . . . , βL}, and this numbering is convex, that is,

βk + βl = βm implies k < m < l or l < m < k.

We identify m ∈ KP (β) with an L-tuple (m1, . . . ,mL) of nonnegative integers via
mk = m(βk). Once we fix the reduced word ı, by [Kat14, McN15], simple modules in

R̂(β)-modfg are parametrized by Kostant partitions of β. We denote the simple module
corresponding to m by Sı(m), or S(m) when no confusion is likely. For α ∈ R+

g , we

denote by mα ∈ KP (α) the Kostant partition such that mα(α
′) = δαα′ for α′ ∈ R+

g ,
and write S(α) for S(mα) for ease of notation. For m ∈ KP (β), define a module

∆̄(m) = ∆̄ı(m) ∈ R̂(β)-modfd by

∆̄(m) = S(β1)
◦m1 ◦ · · · ◦ S(βL)

◦mL .

Then S(m) is isomorphic to the head of ∆̄(m). In addition, we define ∇̄(m) = ∇̄ı(m) ∈

R̂(β)-modfd by ∇̄(m) = S(βL)
◦mL ◦ · · · ◦ S(β1)

◦m1 .

Let M ∈ R̂(β)-modfd, and w be an indeterminate. Set M̂aff =M ⊗ kJwK, and define

an action of R(β) on M̂aff by

e()(v ⊗ a) =
(
e()v

)
⊗ a, xk(v ⊗ a) = v ⊗ (wa) + (xkv)⊗ a, τk(v ⊗ a) = (τkv)⊗ a

for  ∈ Jβ, a ∈ kJwK and v ∈ M . This action naturally extends to an action of R̂(β),

and then M̂aff belongs to R̂(β)-modfg. For α ∈ R+
g , let ∆(α) = ∆ı(α) denote the

affinization Ŝ(α)aff .

Remark 4.2.1. The module ∆(α) 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 α ∈ R+
g and m ∈ Z>0, ∆(α)◦m is isomorphic to the direct sum of m!-copies of

an indecomposable module ∆(mα) [BKM14, Theorem 3.11]. For m ∈ KP (β), define
∆(m) = ∆ı(m) by ∆(m) = ∆(m1β1) ◦ · · · ◦∆(mLβL), which is also indecomposable.
Note that

∆(β1)
◦m1 ◦ · · · ◦∆(βL)

◦mL ∼= ∆(m)⊕m1!···mL!.

For m ∈ ZR
+
g

≥0 , define a commutative k-algebra Ŝm by

Ŝm =
⊗̂

1≤k≤L

kJwk,1, . . . , wk,mk
KSmk .

Note that, if β =
∑N

ı=1mıα
g
ı , then Ŝβ = Ŝm with m =

∑
ımımαg

ı
. For α ∈ R+

g , let

ι = ιmα : Ŝα → Ŝmα = kJwK denote the k-algebra homomorphism f 7→ f(w,w, . . . , w).

Then for m ∈ KP (β), set ι = ιm : Ŝβ → Ŝm to be the k-algebra homomorphism

obtained by restricting
⊗̂

1≤k≤Lι
⊗̂mk
mβk

to Ŝβ.



EQUIVALENCE BETWEEN QUIVER HECKE ALGEBRA MODULES AND HL CATEGORIES 21

Lemma 4.2.2. For any m ∈ KP (β), the endomorphism k-algebra End
R̂(β)

(
∆(m)

)
is

isomorphic to Ŝm, and the action of the center Ŝβ is given via ι.

Proof. The assertion follows from the construction of ∆(m) in [BKM14] (see also the
proof of [McN17, Theorem 6.11]). �

Following [McN17, Section 6], we define a partial order on KP (β). For each 1 ≤ k ≤
L, set

νk = −sı1 · · · sık(Λ
g
ık
) ∈ Pg. (4.2.2)

Although νk depends on the reduced word ı, we suppress this dependence. For m,n ∈
KP (β), we write m �ı n (or m � n) if and only if

k∑

t=1

mt(νk, βt) ≤

k∑

t=1

nt(νk, βt) for all 1 ≤ k ≤ L.

The following lemma is easily checked from the definition.

Lemma 4.2.3 ([McN17]). (i) For any 1 ≤ k ≤ L, we have

(νk, βl) ≥ 0 for 1 ≤ l < k, (νk, βk) = 1, and (νk, βl) ≤ 0 for k < l ≤ L.

(ii) Let ρ = ρı : ZL → ZL denote a map defined by

ρ(m) =
( k∑

t=1

mt(νk, βt)
)
1≤k≤L

.

Then ρ is injective.

(iii) Assume that agık,ık+1 = 0 for some 1 ≤ k ≤ L−1, and set  = σk(ı), where σk ∈ SL

is the transposition of k and k + 1. Then for any m ∈ KP (β), ρ(m) = σk
(
ρı(m)

)
. In

particular, the partial order �ı on KP (β) depends only on the commutation equivalence

class of ı.

Now we state the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2.4. For any reduced word ı of w0 and β ∈ Q+
g , the category R̂(β)-modfg is

an affine highest weight category with respect to the poset (KP (β),�ı). For m ∈ KP (β),
the associated standard module is ∆ı(m), the proper standard module is ∆̄ı(m), and the

proper costandard module is ∇̄ı(m).

Proof. It is proved in [McN17, Theorem 6.11] (or essentially in [Kat14] and [BKM14])
that the category of finitely generated graded R(β)-modules is an affine highest weight
category with respect to the order �ı. By applying [Fuj18, Theorem 4.6], these results

also hold for R̂(β)-modfg. �

Remark 4.2.5. By Lemma 4.2.3, the affine highest weight structure of R̂(β)-modfg in
the theorem, and in particular the isomorphism classes of the modules Sı(m), ∆ı(m),
∆̄ı(m) and ∇̄ı(m), depend only on the commutation equivalence class of ı.
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Figure 1. g and σ for nonsimply-laced g0

5. Generalized quantum affine Schur–Weyl duality

5.1. Q-data. In untwisted ADE types, an important full subcategory CQ of C asso-
ciated with a Dynkin quiver Q was introduced in [HL15], and then generalized to the
other types in [KKKO16, KO19, OS19]. Fujita and Oh [FO21] gave a unified framework
for these categories using the notion of Q-data, which we recall here.

In this subsection, we assume that g is of untwisted affine type. Associated with the
type of g0, we define a pair (g, σ) of a simple Lie algebra g of type ADE and its Dynkin
diagram automorphism σ as follows. If g0 is of type ADE, then set g = g0 and σ = id.
In other types, set (g, σ) as in Figure 1. We keep the notation for g and g in the previous
sections.

For ı,  ∈ J (resp. i, j ∈ I0), we write ı ∼  (resp. i ∼ j) if agı < 0 (resp. aij < 0). Let
Jσ denote the set of σ-orbits of J , and define a matrix (cST )S,T∈Jσ by

cST =





2 if S = T ,

−max{1, |T |/|S|} if there are ı ∈ S,  ∈ T such that ı ∼ ,

0 otherwise,

(5.1.1)

where |S| denotes the cardinality of S. Then the matrix (cST ) coincides with the
Cartan matrix (aij)i,j∈I0 of g0. If σ 6= id, we identify Jσ with I0 via the unique bijection
I0 ∋ i 7→ Si ∈ J

σ such that cSiSj
= aij for i, j ∈ I0. Otherwise, we have Jσ = J = I0
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naturally. Let J ∋ ı 7→ ı̄ ∈ I0 be the canonical map, and set

J (i) = {ı ∈ J | ı̄ = i} for i ∈ I0.

We easily see that |J (i)| = si.

Definition 5.1.1. A function ξ : J → Z is called a height function on (J, σ) if the
following conditions are satisfied:

(i) For ı,  ∈ J such that ı ∼  and sı̄ = s̄, we have |ξı − ξ| = sı̄.

(ii) For i, j ∈ I0 such that i ∼ j and si < sj, there exists a unique element ◦ ∈ J (j)

such that |ξı − ξ◦ | = 1 and ξσk(◦) = ξ◦ − 2k for 0 ≤ k < |σ|, where ı ∈ J (i) is

the unique element and |σ| is the order of σ.

Such a triple Q = (J, σ, ξ) 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, σ, ξ) be a Q-datum and i ∈ I0.

(i) For any ı, ı′ ∈ J (i), we have ξı ≡ ξı′ (mod 2).

(ii) For any ı ∈ J (i) and l ∈ Z, we have ξσl(ı) ≡ ξı − 2l (mod 2si).

(iii) Assume that j ∈ I0 is such that i ∼ j and si = sj , and ı ∈ J (i). Then  ∈ J (j)

satisfies ξ ≡ ξı + si (mod 2si) if and only if ı ∼ .

Fix a Q-datum Q = (J, σ, ξ). We define a subset Ĵ = ĴQ ⊆ J × Z by

Ĵ = {(ı, p) | p ≡ ξı (mod 2sı̄)}.

We also define Î0 = Î0,Q ⊆ I0 × Z by Î0 = {(̄ı, p) | (ı, p) ∈ Ĵ}. The canonical map

Ĵ → Î0 is bijective by Lemma 5.1.2, and we have

Î0 = {(i, p) ∈ I0 × Z | p ≡ εi (mod 2)},

where ε : I0 → {0, 1} is the unique function satisfying εı̄ ≡ ξı (mod 2) for all ı ∈ J .
An element ı ∈ J is called a source of Q if we have ξı > ξ for all  ∈ J with ı ∼ .

Given a source ı ∈ J of Q, a new height function sıξ : J → Z is defined by

(sıξ) = ξ − 2sı̄δı for  ∈ J,

and we write sıQ = (J, σ, sıξ). We say a reduced word (ı1, . . . , ıL) of w0 is adapted to

Q if ık is a source of sık−1
· · · sı1Q for 1 ≤ k ≤ L.

Lemma 5.1.3 ([FO21, Theorem 2.24]). The set of all the reduced words of w0 adapted

to Q forms a single commutation equivalence class.

Let ı = (ı1, . . . , ıL) be a reduced word of w0 adapted to Q, and set

βk = sı1 · · · sık−1
(αg

ık
) ∈ R+

g for 1 ≤ k ≤ L.

Define a map Ω̃Q : R+
g → Ĵ by

Ω̃Q(βk) =
(
ık, (sık−1

· · · sı1ξ)ık
)
.
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Lemma 5.1.4 ([FO21, Theorem 2.24]).

(i) The map Ω̃Q does not depend on the choice of ı.

(ii) The image Im Ω̃Q ⊆ Ĵ is described as follows:

Im Ω̃Q = {(ı, p) | ξı∗ − |σ|h
∨ < p ≤ ξı, p ≡ ξı (mod 2sı̄)},

where ı∗ ∈ J is the index determined by w0(α
g
ı ) = −αg

ı∗, and h∨ is the dual Coxeter

number of g0.

Let τQ ∈Wgσ be the generalized σ-Coxeter element associated with Q introduced in
[FO21, Definition 2.33]. For ı ∈ J , set

γQı = (1− τ sı̄Q)Λg
ı ,

which belongs to R+
g . The properties of τQ needed in this paper are the following.

Proposition 5.1.5. Let 1 ≤ k ≤ L, and assume that Ω̃Q(βk) = (ık, p).

(i) We have βk = τ
(ξık−p)/2

Q (γQık ).

(ii) We have sı1 · · · sık(Λ
g
ık) = τ

(ξık−p+2sı̄k )/2

Q (Λg
ık).

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

Let z be an indeterminate. The quantum Cartan matrix of g0 is the Z[z±1]-valued
(I0 × I0)-matrix A(z) =

(
aij(z)

)
i,j∈I0

defined by

aij(z) =

{
zsi + z−si if i = j,

[aij ]z if i 6= j,

where [k]z = (zk − z−k)/(z − z−1) for k ∈ Z. Denote by Ã(z) =
(
Ãij(z)

)
i,j∈I0

∈

GLI0
(
Q(z)

)
the inverse of A(z), and let

Ãij(z) =
∑

u∈Z

ãij(u)z
u

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

Proposition 5.1.6. Let i, j ∈ I0, and take ı ∈ J (i) and  ∈ J (j) arbitrarily.

(i) For any u ∈ Z, we have

ãij(u)− ãij(−u) =

{(
Λg
ı , τ

(u+ξ−ξı−si)/2
Q (γQ )

)
if u+ ξ − ξı − si ∈ 2Z,

0 otherwise.

(ii) Set sij = min(si, sj). Then we have

ãij(ξ − ξı − si − 2lsij) = 0 = ãij(ξı − ξ − si − 2lsij) for any l ∈ Z≥0.

Proof. The assertion (i) follows from [FHOO21, Theorem 4.13], and (ii) follows from
[loc. cit., Lemma 8.3]. �
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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, σ) to be as in

the previous subsection. When g is of twisted type X
(t)
N (t ∈ {2, 3}), on the other hand,

set g to be the simple Lie algebra of type XN and σ = id. Hence we do not identify
Jσ(= J) with I0 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 ℓ-weights of the
forms ̟i,qp (resp. t(̟g

ı,qp)) with i ∈ I0 (resp. ı ∈ J) and p ∈ Z, where t : Pg → P is the
map given in (3.3.5). Hence by abuse of notation, we will use the simplified notation
̟i,p (resp. t(̟g

ı,p)) and αi,p (resp. t(αg
ı,p)), instead of ̟i,qp (resp. t(̟g

ı,qp)) and αi,qp

(resp. t(αg
ı,qp)).

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

PZ =





⊕

(i,p)∈Î0

Z̟i,p g : untwisted,

⊕

(ı,p)∈Ĵ

Z t(̟g
ı,p) g : twisted,

QZ =





⊕

(i,p+si)∈Î0

Zαi,p g : untwisted,

⊕

(ı,p+1)∈Ĵ

Z t(αg
ı,p) g : twisted.

It is easily seen from Lemma 5.1.2 that QZ = PZ ∩ Q. Set P+
Z = PZ ∩ P

+ and

Q+
Z = QZ ∩ Q

+. We define a Z-linear map ΩQ from the set ZR
+
g of Z-valued functions

on R+
g to PZ as follows: for α ∈ R+

g such that Ω̃Q(α) = (ı, p) ∈ Ĵ , set

ΩQ(mα) =

{
̟ı̄,p if g is untwisted,

t(̟g
ı,p) if g is twisted,

where mα ∈ ZR
+
g is defined as in Subsection 4.2. Set

PQ = ImΩQ ⊆ PZ and P+
Q = ΩQ(Z

R+
g

≥0 ) ⊆ P
+
Z .

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(π) for some π ∈ P+
Q.

Lemma 5.2.2. Assume that g is untwisted, and define a subset K̂ ⊆ Î0 by

K̂ = {(̄ı, p) | ı ∈ J, (ı, p − sı̄) ∈ Im Ω̃Q and (ı, p + sı̄) ∈ Im Ω̃Q}.

Then we have

PQ ∩ Q =
⊕

(i,p)∈K̂

Zαi,p. (5.2.1)

Proof. Let (i, p) ∈ K̂. We can check from the definition of height functions and Lemma
5.1.4 that for any j ∈ I0 such that i ∼ j, ̟j,p ∈ PQ (resp. ̟j,p±1 ∈ PQ, ̟j,p±2,̟j,p ∈
PQ) if si ≤ sj (resp. 2 = si > sj, 3 = si > sj), which implies αi,p ∈ PQ. Hence the
containment ⊇ is proved. Let us prove the opposite containment. Since QZ = PZ ∩ Q,
the left-hand side of (5.2.1) coincides with PQ ∩ QZ. Assume that

∑

(ı,p+sı̄)∈Ĵ

lı,pαı̄,p ∈ PQ ∩ QZ (5.2.2)
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with lı,p ∈ Z (recall that the canonical map Ĵ → Î0 is bijective). It suffices to show that

(̄ı, p) ∈ K̂ for all (ı, p) such that lı,p 6= 0. Set J ′ = {ı ∈ J | lı,p 6= 0 for some p}. For
each ı ∈ J ′, set p(ı) = max{p | lı,p 6= 0}, and let ı0 ∈ J

′ be an element such that

p(ı0) + sı̄0 = max{p(ı) + sı̄ | ı ∈ J
′}.

We will prove p(ı) + sı̄ ≤ ξı for all ı ∈ J
′ by downward induction on p(ı) + sı̄. Write the

sum in (5.2.2) as
∑

(ı,p)∈Ĵ mı,p̟ı̄,p. Since mı0,p(ı0)+sı̄0
= lı0,p(ı0) 6= 0, p(ı0) + sı̄0 ≤ ξı0

follows from (5.2.2) and Lemma 5.1.4. Assume that ı ∈ J ′ \ {ı0} satisfies p(ı) + sı̄ > ξı.
Since (5.2.2) forces mı,p(ı)+sı̄ = 0, there exists  ∈ J ′ satisfying ı̄ ∼ ̄ and

l,p(ı)+sı̄−aı̄̄+1−2k 6= 0 for some 1 ≤ k ≤ −aı̄̄.

Then by the induction hypothesis, we have

ξ ≥ p() + s̄ ≥ p(ı) + sı̄ + s̄ + aı̄̄ + 1 ≥ ξı + 2sı̄ + s̄ + aı̄̄ + 1,

where the third inequality follows from p(ı) + sı̄ ∈ Ĵ and p(ı) + sı̄ > ξı. We easily see
that this contradicts the defining conditions of ξ, and hence p(ı) + sı̄ ≤ ξı is proved for
all ı ∈ J ′. By a similar argument we can also show that

min{p | lı,p 6= 0} − sı̄ > ξı∗ − |σ|h
∨ for all ı ∈ J ′.

Then {(̄ı, p) | lı,p 6= 0} ⊆ K̂ follows from Lemma 5.1.4. The proof is complete. �

Fix a reduced word ı = (ı1, . . . , ıL) of w0 adapted to Q, and set βk = sı1 · · · sık−1
(αg

ık)
for 1 ≤ k ≤ L.

Lemma 5.2.3. Set Lk = L
(
ΩQ(mβk)

)
∈ CQ for 1 ≤ k ≤ L. Then for any 1 ≤ k < l ≤

L, we have dLk ,Ll
(1) 6= 0.

Proof. See [KKKO16, Lemma 5.2], [KO19, Lemma 6.4], and [OS19]. �

For β ∈ Qg, set K̃P (β) = {m ∈ ZR
+
g |

∑
α∈R+

g
m(α)α = β}. Note that K̃P (β) ∩

ZR
+
g

≥0 = KP (β) for β ∈ Q+
g . As in Subsection 4.2, we identify m ∈ K̃P (β) with

(m1, . . . ,mL) ∈ ZL via mk = m(βk). Define νk ∈ Pg (1 ≤ k ≤ L) as in (4.2.2) using
the given reduced word ı.

Lemma 5.2.4. Assume that g is untwisted, and (ı, p) ∈ Ĵ satisfies (ı, p − sı̄) ∈ Im Ω̃Q

and (ı, p + sı̄) ∈ Im Ω̃Q. Set m = Ω−1
Q (αı̄,p) ∈ ZR

+
g .

(i) We have m ∈ K̃P (0).

(ii) Let 1 ≤ k0 ≤ L be such that Ω̃Q(βk0) = (ı, p + sı̄). Then we have

k∑

t=1

mt(νk, βt) = δk,k0 for 1 ≤ k ≤ L. (5.2.3)

Proof. The assertion (i) follows from [FO21, Eq. (4.3)]. Let us prove the assertion (ii).

For each 1 ≤ t ≤ L, write Ω̃Q(βt) = (ıt, pt) ∈ Ĵ . Then for each 1 ≤ k, t ≤ L, it follows



EQUIVALENCE BETWEEN QUIVER HECKE ALGEBRA MODULES AND HL CATEGORIES 27

from Propositions 5.1.5 and 5.1.6 (i) that

(νk, βt) = −
(
τ
(ξık−pk+2sı̄k )/2

Q (Λg
ık
), τ

(ξıt−pt)/2
Q (γQıt )

)

= −
(
Λg
ık
, τ

(ξıt−ξık+pk−pt−2sı̄k )/2

Q (γQıt )
)

= ãı̄k ı̄t(pt − pk + sı̄k)− ãı̄k ı̄t(pk − pt − sı̄k). (5.2.4)

If t ≤ k (resp. t > k), by applying Proposition 5.1.6 (ii) to the height function
sıt−1 · · · sı1ξ (resp. sık · · · sı1ξ), it follows that

ãı̄k ı̄t(pk − pt − sı̄k) = 0 (resp. ãı̄k ı̄t(pt − pk + sı̄k) = 0). (5.2.5)

Fix 1 ≤ k ≤ L arbitrarily, and set  = ık and j = ̄. Setting i = ı̄, it follows from (5.2.4),
(5.2.5) and the definition of ℓ-roots in (3.3.4) that

k∑

t=1

mt(νk, βt) =

k∑

t=1

mtãjı̄t(pt − pk + sj) =

L∑

t=1

mtãjı̄t(pt − pk + sj)

= ãji(p− si − pk + sj) + ãji(p + si − pk + sj)−
∑

i′ 6=i

−ai′i∑

k=1

ãji′(p− ai′i + 1− 2k − pk + sj)

=
[
Ã(z)A(z)

]
(j,i),zp−pk+sj

= δijδpk,p+sj ,

where
[
C(z)

]
(j,i),zr

denotes the coefficient of zr of the (j, i)-entry of C(z). This implies

(5.2.3), and the assertion is proved. �

For each β ∈ Q+
g , we define the finite subset

P+
Q,β = ΩQ

(
KP (β)

)
⊆ P+

Q.

Obviously we have P+
Q =

⊔
β∈Q+

g
P+
Q,β.

Proposition 5.2.5. For any β ∈ R+
g , the map ΩQ induces an isomorphism of posets

from (KP (β),�ı) to (P+
Q,β,≤).

Proof. By definition, the assertion in twisted types follows from the one for ĝ, and hence
we may assume that g is untwisted. The bijectivity is obvious. It remains to show for
m,n ∈ KP (β) that ΩQ(m) ≤ ΩQ(n) if and only if m � n. Set

L = {1 ≤ k ≤ L | there is no k′ such that k′ > k and ık′ = ık}.

If k ∈ L, it follows from the definition of νk that (νk, βl) = 0 for k < l ≤ L. Hence it
follows for any m ∈ KP (β) that

k∑

t=1

mt(νk, βt) =
L∑

t=1

mt(νk, βt) = (νk, β) for k ∈ L.

Therefore for m,n ∈ KP (β) such that m � n, if we set

ck =

k∑

t=1

(nt −mt)(νk, βt) ∈ Z≥0 for k /∈ L,
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then we have
n = m+

∑

k/∈L

ckΩ
−1
Q (αı̄k ,pk)

by Lemmas 5.2.4 and 4.2.3 (ii), where we set Ω̃Q(βk) = (ık, pk + sı̄k) (note that k /∈ L

implies that (ık, pk− sı̄k) also belongs to Im Ω̃Q). Hence ΩQ(m) ≤ ΩQ(n) is proved. On
the other hand, the ‘only if’ part is proved from Lemmas 5.2.2 and 5.2.4. The proof is
complete. �

For β ∈ Q+
g , let CQ,β be the full subcategory of CQ consisting of modules whose simple

subquotients are isomorphic to L(π) for some π ∈ P+
Q,β.

Lemma 5.2.6. The category CQ has a direct sum decomposition

CQ ∼=
⊕

β∈Q+
g

CQ,β.

Moreover, we have CQ,β1 ⊗ CQ,β2 ⊆ CQ,β1+β2 for β1, β2 ∈ Q
+
g , and hence CQ is stable

under taking tensor products.

Proof. For the proof of the former assertion, by Lemma 3.3.2 it is enough to show for
any β ∈ Q+

g that if π ∈ P+
Q,β and σ ∈ (π + Q) ∩ P+

Q, then σ ∈ P+
Q,β . By definition,

this assertion in twisted types follows from the one for ĝ, and therefore we may assume
that g is untwisted. Since π − σ ∈ PQ ∩ Q, σ ∈ P

+
Q,β follows from Lemmas 5.2.2 and

5.2.4 (i), and hence the former assertion is proved. The latter assertion follows from
(3.3.2). �

5.3. Generalized quantum affine Schur–Weyl duality functor. In the rest of this
paper, we fix a Q-datum Q = (J, σ, ξ) and a reduced word ı = (ı1, . . . , ıL) of w0 adapted

to Q. For m ∈ ZR
+
g

≥0 , we will write πm ∈ P
+
Q for ΩQ(m). When m = mα for α ∈ R+

g ,

we will also write ̟α for ΩQ(mα). We set βk = sı1 · · · sık−1
(αg

ık) for 1 ≤ k ≤ L.
First we recall the following proposition.

Proposition 5.3.1. Set Lı = L
(
̟αg

ı

)
for ı ∈ J , and let dı ∈ Z≥0 (ı,  ∈ J) denote

the order of the zero of the denominator dLı,L(z) at z = 1. Let S be a quiver whose

vertex set is J such that for ı,  ∈ J , there are dı-many arrows from ı to . Then the

underlying graph of S coincides with the Dynkin diagram of g, and for any ı,  ∈ J
such that ı ∼  we have ı→  in S if ξı < ξ.

Proof. In untwisted ADE types, the assertion was proved in [KKK15] under some con-
jecture, which was proved later in [Fuj18, OS19]. In twisted types, this was proved in
[KKKO16, OS19]. In the remaining types, this was proved in [KO19, OS19]. �

For β ∈ Q+
g , let R(β) be the symmetric quiver Hecke algebra at β associated with g

and polynomials (Qı)ı,∈J defined by

Qı(u, v) =

{
(u− v)dı(v − u)dı if ı 6= ,

0 if ı = ,

where dı are as in the above proposition. Let R̂(β) be its completion.
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Write Lı = L(̟αg
ı
) for ı ∈ J . We write Ŵı for the completion of the affinization

(Lı)aff with indeterminate wı, namely,

Ŵı = (Lı)aff ⊗k[z±1
Lı

] kJwıK,

where zLı acts on kJwiK via zLı = 1 + wı. We have Ŵı
∼= Ŵ (̟αg

ı
) as mentioned in

(3.4.10). For β ∈ Q+
g with |β| = m, we set

Ŵ = Ŵ1⊗̂ · · · ⊗̂Ŵm for  = (1, . . . , m) ∈ J
β, and Ŵ⊗β =

⊕

∈Jβ

Ŵ.

Let e() denote the projection Ŵ⊗β → Ŵ for  ∈ Jβ, and regard Ŵ⊗β as a right

module over P̂β =
⊕

∈Jβ e()kJx1, . . . , xmK ⊆ R̂(β), where kJx1, . . . , xmK acts on Ŵ

via the natural isomorphism kJx1, . . . , xmK
∼
→ kJw1 , . . . , wmK. By extending this to a

right R̂(β)-action by defining suitable actions of τl using normalized R-matrices, we can

define a (U ′
q, R̂(β))-bimodule structure on Ŵ⊗β (see [KKK18]). Then a functor

Fβ : R̂(β)-modfg → U ′
q-mod, M 7→ Ŵ⊗β ⊗R̂(β) M

is defined, where U ′
q-mod denotes the category of U ′

q-modules. Recall that the center

of R̂(β) is identified with Ŝβ =
⊗N

ı=1 kJwı,1, . . . , wı,mıK
Smı , where we set β =

∑
ımıα

g
ı .

The center Ŝβ also acts on Fβ(M), and hence we often consider Fβ as a functor to the

category of (U ′
q, Ŝβ)-bimodules. Set

F =
⊕

β∈Q+
g

Fβ :
⊕

β∈Q+
g

R̂(β)-modfg → U ′
q-mod,

which we call the generalized quantum affine Schur–Weyl duality functor. This functor
has the following distinguished properties.

Theorem 5.3.2 ([KKK18]). (i) For any β, Ŵ⊗β is a flat right R̂(β)-module, and hence

the functor F is exact.

(ii) For any M1 ∈ R̂(β1)-modfg and M2 ∈ R̂(β2)-modfg, we have

F(M1 ◦M2) ∼= F(M1)⊗̂F(M2)

as U ′
q-modules.

Proof. For finite-dimensional modules, the assertions are proved in [KKK18]. Hence the
assertions hold in general by Remark 4.1.2 (2). It is also easy to check that the proofs
in [loc. cit.] also work in our completed setting. �

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

Theorem 5.3.3 ([KKK15, KO19, OS19]). Let β ∈ Q+
g .

(i) For any m ∈ KP (β), we have F
(
S(m)

)
∼= L

(
πm

)
. In particular, F induces a

functor from R̂(β)-modfd to CQ,β.
(ii) For any m ∈ KP (β), F

(
∆̄(m)

)
∼=W

(
πm

)
and F

(
∇̄(m)

)
∼=W∨(πm

)
.
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Proof. For any α ∈ R+
g , F

(
S(α)

)
∼= L(̟α) follows from [KKK15, Theorem 4.3.4],

[KKKO16, Theorem 5.1], [KO19, Theorem 6.3], and [OS19, Remark 5.12, Lemma 6.10].
Then the assertion (ii) is proved from Theorem 3.5.1 and Theorem 5.3.2 (ii) by using
Lemma 5.2.3. By the argument in [KKKO16, Theorem 5.4], F

(
S(m)) is proved to

be isomorphic to the head of W
(
πm

)
, namely, L

(
πm

)
. 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 α ∈ R+
g , we have

Fα
(
∆(α)

)
∼= L̂(̟α)aff

as (U ′
q, Ŝα)-bimodules, where Ŝα acts on the right-hand side via the composition of

ι : Ŝα → Ŝmα given in Subsection 4.2 and the natural isomorphism Ŝmα = kJwK
∼
→

kJ(zL(̟α) − 1)K.

Let α ∈ R+
g , and let i ∈ I0 be such that cl(̟α) = ̟i. Let κ : Ŝmα → Â̟α be the

k-algebra isomorphism given by the composition

Ŝmα

∼
→ kJ(zL(̟α) − 1)K

∼
→ kJ(zdiL(̟α)

− 1)K = Â̟α ,

where the second isomorphism comes from the natural injection k[z±di ] →֒ k[z±1] (recall

the isomorphism (3.4.10)). For m ∈ ZR
+
g

≥0 , we naturally extend this to κ : Ŝm
∼
→ Âπm

.
The above proposition, together with Theorem 5.3.2, Lemma 5.2.3 and Proposition
3.5.2, implies the following.

Corollary 5.4.2. For any β ∈ Q+
g and m ∈ KP (β), we have

Fβ
(
∆(m)

)
∼= Ŵ (πm)

as (U ′
q, Ŝβ)-bimodules, where Ŝβ acts on the right-hand side via κ ◦ ι.

We shall prove Proposition 5.4.1 by the induction on the height |α|. The case |α| = 1
follows from [KKK18, Proposition 3.5]. Assume that |α| > 1. Let (βk, βl) ∈ (R+

g )
2

be a pair with k < l such that α = βk + βl and there is no other pair (βk′ , βl′) with
k < k′ < l′ < l and βk′ + βl′ = α. Such a pair is called a minimal pair for α. Write
β = βk and γ = βl. By [BKM14, Theorem 4.10], there is an exact sequence

∆(β) ◦∆(γ)
φ
→ ∆(γ) ◦∆(β)

ψ
→ ∆(α)→ 0

of R̂(α)-modules satisfying φ(w ◦ id) = (id ◦w)φ and φ(id ◦w) = (w ◦ id)φ. By applying
Fα and using the induction hypothesis, we obtain an exact sequence

L̂(̟β)x⊗̂L̂(̟γ)y
φ′
→ L̂(̟γ)y⊗̂L̂(̟β)x

ψ′

→ Fα
(
∆(α)

)
→ 0

of (U ′
q,Sα)-bimodules, where

L̂(̟β)x = L(̟β)aff ⊗k[z±1
L(̟β)

] kJxK
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and zL(̟β) acts on kJxK as zL(̟β) = 1 + x, and L̂(̟γ)y is defined similarly. Note

that φ′ is kJx, yK-linear. Write Wβ,γ = L̂(̟β)x⊗̂L̂(̟γ)y andWγ,β = L̂(̟γ)y⊗̂L̂(̟β)x.

The module Wβ,γ is a deformed local Weyl module by Proposition 3.5.2 and Lemma
5.2.3, which is generated by the Pcl-weight space (Wβ,γ)cl(̟β+̟γ) as a U

′
q-module. By

taking the quotient by m̟̂β+̟γ , φ
′ induces a nonzero homomorphism from the local

Weyl module L(̟β)⊗L(̟γ) to L(̟γ)⊗L(̟β), which is a scalar multiplication of the
normalized R-matrix. Hence we may assume that φ′ = Rnorm

L(̟β),L(̟γ)
. Let M ⊆ Wγ,β

be the U ′
q-submodule generated by the weight space (Wγ,β)cl(̟β+̟γ). It follows that

Fα
(
∆(α)

)
is isomorphic to Wγ,β/M .

Lemma 5.4.3. The order of zero of dL(̟γ),L(̟β)(z) at z = 1 is one.

Proof. See [OS19, Theorems 3,11 and 4.31]. �

Hence (x− y)Rnorm
L(̟γ ),L(̟β)

: Wγ,β →Wβ,γ is well-defined. Then, since the image of

Rnorm
L(̟β),L(̟γ)

◦ (x− y)Rnorm
L(̟γ ),L(̟β)

= (x− y) : Wγ,β →Wγ,β

is contained in M , Fα
(
∆(α)

)
is also isomorphic to the quotient of

Wγ,β/(x− y) ∼=
(
L(̟γ)⊗ L(̟β)

)
âff

by the submodule generated by the weight space with weight cl(̟β + ̟γ). Now
Proposition 5.4.1 is easily proved from this, since L(̟α) is isomorphic to the quo-
tient of L(̟γ)⊗ L(̟β) by the submodule generated by the weight space with weight
cl(̟β +̟γ).

6. Endomorphism algebra of Ŵ⊗β

6.1. Main theorem and corollary. For β ∈ Q+
g , define a k-algebra Eβ by

Eβ = EndR̂(β)opp(Ŵ
⊗β),

and regard Fβ = Ŵ⊗β ⊗
R̂(β)
− as a functor from R̂(β)-modfg to Eβ-modfg. Write β =

∑
ımıα

g
ı , and set λ =

∑
ımıcl(̟αg

ı
). Then, since Ŵ⊗β is integrable and (Ŵ⊗β)µ = 0

for µ ∈ P+
0 \ P

+
0,≤λ, Ŵ

⊗β is a (U≤λ, R̂(β))-bimodule by Lemma 3.6.2, and hence we

obtain a k-algebra homomorphism

Φβ : U≤λ → Eβ.

Obviously the center Ŝβ of R̂(β) acts faithfully on Ŵ⊗β, and hence we may (and do)

consider Ŝβ as a central subalgebra of Eβ. Note that Eβ is finitely generated as an

Ŝβ-module since so is Ŵ⊗β. By the isomorphisms

L(πm) ∼= Fβ
(
S(m)

)
, W (πm) ∼= Fβ

(
∆̄(m)

)
,

W∨(πm) ∼= Fβ
(
∇̄(m)

)
, Ŵ (πm) ∼= Fβ

(
∆(m)

)

for m ∈ KP (β) given in Theorem 5.3.3 and Corollary 5.4.2, we regard these modules
as Eβ-modules hereafter.

In the next subsection, we will prove the following proposition.
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Proposition 6.1.1. Let β ∈ Q+
g .

(i) The pullback functor Φ∗
β gives an equivalence

Φ∗
β : E

β-modfd ∋M 7→ Φ∗
βM ∈ CQ,β

from the category of finite-dimensional Eβ-modules to CQ,β.

(ii) The category Eβ-modfg is affine highest weight with respect to the poset (P+
Q,β,≤),

and its standard modules are Ŵ (π), proper standard modules are W (π), and proper

costandard modules are W∨(π) with π ∈ P+
Q,β.

Remark 6.1.2. Proposition 6.1.1 is an algebraic analog of [Fuj17, Theorem 4.9], in
which these statements are proved in untwisted ADE types with Eβ 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
6.1.1.

Theorem 6.1.3. For any Q-datum Q, the associated generalized quantum affine Schur–

Weyl duality functor F :
⊕

β∈Q+
g
R̂(β)-modfd → CQ gives an equivalence of monoidal

categories.

Proof. Thanks to Theorem 4.2.4, Proposition 5.2.5 and Proposition 6.1.1 (ii), for any

β ∈ Q+
g it follows from Theorem 2.6 that Fβ : R̂(β)-modfg → Eβ-modfg gives an equiv-

alence of categories, which induces an equivalence between full subcategories of finite-
dimensional modules. Hence by Proposition 6.1.1 (i) and Lemma 5.2.6, we see that

F :
⊕

β∈Q+
g
R̂(β)-modfd → CQ gives an equivalence. Since F is a monoidal functor by

Theorem 5.3.2, the theorem is proved. �

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 g(1) be an

affine Kac-Moody Lie algebra of type X
(1)
n (Xn ∈ {An,Dn, E6}), and let g(t) (t ∈ {2, 3})

denote the algebra of a twisted type X
(t)
n . Let Lg(t) be the Langlands dual Lie algebra

of g(t). Take Q-data Q(1), Q(t), QL of respective types, and let CQ(1) , CQ(t) , CQL be the
corresponding subcategories. Note that these are categories of modules over different
quantum affine algebras.

Corollary 6.1.4. The monoidal categories CQ(1) , CQ(t), and CQL are mutually equiva-

lent.

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

Remark 6.1.5. The equivalence between CQ(1) and CQ(t) preserves the dimensions of

modules by [KKKO16, OS19]. This is not the case for the equivalence between CQL and
CQ(1) , or CQL and CQ(t) . This equivalence does not preserve even fundamental modules

(for an example of such a phenomenon, see [HO19, Theorem 12.9]).
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6.2. Proof of Proposition 6.1.1. As in Subsection 3.6, fix a numbering {λ1, . . . , λl}
on the elements of P+

0,≤λ such that λl = λ and r < s holds whenever λr < λs. Note that

cl(π) ≤ λ holds for any π ∈ P+
Q,β, since L(π) is a subquotient of Ŵ⊗β. For 1 ≤ k ≤ l,

set

P+
k = {π ∈ P+

Q,β | cl(π) = λk},

and KPk = Ω−1
Q (P+

k ) ⊆ KP (β). By Proposition 5.2.5, if m ≺ n holds for some m ∈

KPk and n ∈ KPr, then we have k < r. For 0 ≤ k ≤ l, we also set KP≤k =
⊔
r≤kKPr,

and define a two-sided ideal Rk = O
KP≤k

(
R̂(β)

)
of R̂(β) (see Section 2), which gives a

chain of ideals

R̂(β) = R0 ⊇ R1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Rl = {0}.

Set Rk = R̂(β)/Rk. For each k, fix a numberingKPk = {mk,1, . . . ,mk,sk}. By Theorem

2.4, R̂(β) is an affine quasihereditary algebra. Then, by definition, the quotient Rk is
also an affine quasihereditary algebra, and for each 1 ≤ j ≤ sk an affine heredity ideal
Rkj of Rk is obtained by setting

Rkj = O
KP≤k\{mk,j}(Rk),

since mk,j is a maximal element of KP≤k. Since Hom
R̂(β)-modfg

(Rkj , R
k
j′) = 0 for j 6= j′

(see Definition 2.1), we have

sk⊕

j=1

Rkj = OKP≤k−1(Rk) = Rk−1/Rk. (6.2.1)

Moreover, thanks to the last paragraph of Subsection 4.1, we can apply Theorem 2.7
with A = Rk, J = Rkj , and π = mk,j. Hence Rkj is ψ-invariant, and there is an

idempotent ek,j ∈ R
k satisfying

Rkj = Rkek,jR
k ∼= ∆(mk,j)⊗Ŝmk,j

∆(mk,j)
ψ. (6.2.2)

In the following we sometimes write Ŝ for Ŝm, when m is obvious from the context.

For each 0 ≤ k ≤ l, set Ŵk = Ŵ⊗β ⊗
R̂(β)

Rk. Since Ŵ⊗β is a flat right R̂(β)-

module, we may regard Ŵk as an (Eβ , R̂(β))-submodule of Ŵ⊗β. We write πk,j for
πmk,j

hereafter. For each 1 ≤ k ≤ l, it follows from (6.2.1), (6.2.2) and Corollary 5.4.2
that

Ŵk−1/Ŵk
∼= Ŵ⊗β ⊗R̂(β) Rk−1/Rk ∼=

sk⊕

j=1

Ŵ⊗β ⊗R̂(β) (∆(mk,j)⊗Ŝ ∆(mk,j)
ψ)

∼=

sk⊕

j=1

Ŵ (πk,j)⊗Ŝ ∆(mk,j)
ψ (6.2.3)

as (Eβ, R̂(β))-bimodules. For each π ∈ P+
Q,β, setting µ = cl(π), we write

Ŵ ♯(π) = Âπ ⊗Aµ V(µ)♯, and ŵ♯
π
= 1⊗ vµ ∈ Ŵ

♯(π).
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By Lemma 3.6.3, we have Ŵ ♯(π) ∼= Hom
Âπ

(Fβ(∆(mLβL) ◦ · · · ◦∆(m1β1)), Âπ) with

Ω−1
Q (π) = m, and hence we can regard Ŵ ♯(π) as an (Âπ,Eβ)-bimodule.

Lemma 6.2.1. For each 1 ≤ k ≤ l, we have

Hom
R̂(β)opp

(Ŵ⊗β, Ŵk−1/Ŵk) ∼=

sk⊕

j=1

Ŵ (πk,j)⊗Âπk,j

Ŵ ♯(πk,j) (6.2.4)

as (Eβ,Eβ)-bimodules.

Proof. By (6.2.3), we have

HomR̂(β)opp(Ŵ
⊗β, Ŵk−1/Ŵk) ∼=

⊕

j

Ŵ (πk,j)⊗Ŝ HomR̂(β)opp(Ŵ
⊗β,∆(mk,j)

ψ). (6.2.5)

For a moment fix j arbitrarily, write mk,j(βr) = mr for 1 ≤ r ≤ L, and set R =

R̂(mLβL)⊗̂ · · · ⊗̂R̂(m1β1). By Proposition 4.1.3, we have

HomR̂(β)opp(Ŵ
⊗β,∆(mk,j)

ψ)

∼= HomRopp

(
Ŵ⊗βe(mLβL, . . . ,m1β1),

(
∆(mLβL)⊗̂ · · · ⊗̂∆(m1β1)

)ψ)

∼= HomRopp

(
Ŵ⊗mLβL⊗̂ · · · ⊗̂Ŵ⊗m1β1 ,

(
∆(mLβL)⊗̂ · · · ⊗̂∆(m1β1)

)ψ)

∼= Hom
R̂(mLβL)opp

(
Ŵ⊗mLβL ,∆(mLβL)

ψ
)
⊗̂ · · · ⊗̂Hom

R̂(m1β1)opp

(
Ŵ⊗m1β1 ,∆(m1β1)

ψ
)

as (Ŝβ,Eβ)-bimodules. For each 1 ≤ s ≤ L, msmβs is a minimal element of KP (msβs),

and hence there is a two-sided ideal Is of R̂(msβs) such that R̂(msβs)/Is ∼= ∆(msβs)⊗Ŝ
∆(msβs)

ψ (note that ∆(mα) = ∆(mmα) for m ∈ Z>0 and α ∈ R+
g in our notation).

Hence we have

HomR̂(msβs)opp
(Ŵ⊗msβs ,∆(msβs)

ψ) ∼= HomR̂(msβs)opp
(Ŵ⊗msβs/Is,∆(msβs)

ψ)

∼=Hom
R̂(msβs)opp

(Ŵ (ms̟βs)⊗Ŝ ∆(msβs)
ψ,∆(msβs)

ψ)

∼=HomŜ

(
Ŵ (ms̟βs),EndR̂(msβs)opp

(∆(msβs)
ψ)
)
∼= HomŜ

(
Ŵ (ms̟βs), Ŝ)

as (Ŝmsmβs
,Emsβs)-bimodules, where the last isomorphism follows from Lemma 4.2.2.

Hence we have

Hom
R̂(β)opp

(Ŵ⊗β,∆(mk,j)
ψ) ∼= HomŜmk,j

(Ŵ (mL̟βL)⊗̂ · · · ⊗̂Ŵ (m1̟β1), Ŝmk,j
)

∼= Ŵ ♯(πk,j),

and the assertion is proved. �

For 0 ≤ k ≤ l, set

Ek = {f ∈ Eβ | Im f ⊆ Ŵk} = AnnEβ

(
Ŵ⊗β/Ŵk

)
,

which defines a chain of ideals

Eβ = E0 ⊇ E1 ⊇ · · · ⊇ El = {0}.
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For µ ∈ P0 such that (Ŵ⊗β)µ 6= {0}, we will simply write aµ for Φβ(aµ). Let U≤λ =
U0 ⊇ · · · ⊇ Ul = {0} be the chain of ideals given in Subsection 3.6.

Lemma 6.2.2. (i) For each 1 ≤ k ≤ l, Φβ : U≤λ → Eβ induces a (U ′
q, U

′
q)-bimodule

homomorphism

Φβ,k : Uk−1/Uk → Ek−1/Ek.

(ii) For each 1 ≤ k ≤ l, we have aλk ∈ Ek−1.

Proof. We see from (6.2.3) that
(
Ŵ⊗β/Ŵk

)
µ
= 0 for µ ∈ P+

0 \ {λ1, . . . , λk}, and hence

we have Φβ(Uk) ⊆ AnnEβ

(
Ŵ⊗β/Ŵk

)
= Ek by Lemma 3.6.2, which implies the assertion

(i). Now the assertion (ii) is obvious. �

Proposition 6.2.3. (i) For each 1 ≤ k ≤ L, we have

Ek−1/Ek ∼=
⊕

j

Ŵ (πk,j)⊗Âπk,j

Ŵ ♯(πk,j)

as (Eβ,Eβ)-bimodules.

(ii) For any m ∈ Z>0, the composition

Φmβ : U≤λ
Φβ
→ Eβ ։ Eβ

/(
Ŝ+β
)m

is surjective.

Proof. By definition, there is a natural injective (Eβ,Eβ)-bimodule homomorphism φk
from Ek−1/Ek to Hom

R̂(β)opp
(Ŵ⊗β, Ŵk−1/Ŵk). By composing this with (6.2.4), we

obtain an injective homomorphism

ψk : Ek−1/Ek →֒
⊕

j

Ŵ (πk,j)⊗Âπk,j

Ŵ ♯(πk,j).

In order to show the assertion (i), we need to show the surjectivity of ψk. First we claim
that

ψk(āλk) ∈
∑

j

Â×
πk,j

(ŵπk,j
⊗ ŵ♯

πk,j
),

where āλk is the image of aλk under the natural projection, and A× denotes the subset
of units of an algebra A. For a (U ′

q, U
′
q)-bimodule M and µ ∈ P0, set M(µ,µ) = {v ∈M |

qhv = q〈h,µ〉v = vqh for h ∈ P∨
cl}. There are natural isomorphisms

HomR̂(β)opp(Ŵ
⊗β, Ŵk−1/Ŵk)(λk ,λk)

∼= HomR̂(β)opp(Ŵ
⊗β/Ŵk, Ŵk−1/Ŵk)(λk ,λk)

∼= End
R̂(β)opp

(⊕

j

∆(mk,j)
ψ
)
∼=
⊕

j

End
R̂(β)opp

(
∆(mk,j)

ψ
)
∼=
⊕

j

Smk,j
,

where the second isomorphism follows since we have

(Ŵ⊗β/Ŵk)λk
∼=
⊕

j

∆(mk,j)
ψ ∼= (Ŵk−1/Ŵk)λk
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by (6.2.3), and the third follows from (2.1). Obviously āλk ∈ (Ek−1/Ek)(λk ,λk), and the

image φk(āλk) ∈ HomR̂(β)opp(Ŵ
⊗β, Ŵk−1/Ŵk) corresponds to (1, 1, . . . , 1) ∈

⊕
j Smk,j

via the above isomorphism. Hence for each j, we see that prj ◦ ψk(āk) generates
(
Ŵ (πk,j)⊗ Ŵ

♯(πk,j)
)
(λk,λk)

= Âπk,j
(ŵπk,j

⊗ ŵ♯
πk,j

),

where prj denotes the projection to the j-th summand. Now the claim is proved.
For any m ∈ Z>0, we have
(⊕

j

Ŵ (πk,j)⊗Âπk,j

Ŵ ♯(πk,j)
)/

(Ŝ+β )
m ∼=

⊕

j

(
Ŵ (πk,j)⊗Âπk,j

Ŵ ♯(πk,j)
/
m̂m

πk,j

)

∼=
⊕

j

Ŵ (πk,j)⊗Âπk,j

(
Âπk,j

m̂m
πk,j

)
⊗

Âπk,j

Ŵ ♯(πk,j)

∼=
⊕

j

V(λk)⊗Aλk

(
Aλk

mm
πk,j

)
⊗Aλk

V(λk)♯

∼= V(λk)⊗Aλk

(
Aλk∏
j m

m
πk,j

)
⊗Aλk

V(λk)
♯ (6.2.6)

by the Chinese remainder theorem, and hence the composition

Uk−1/Uk
Φm

β,k
→ (Ek−1/Ek)

/
(Ŝ+β )

m ψm
k→


⊕

j

Ŵ (πk,j)⊗Âπk,j

Ŵ ♯(πk,j)



/
(Ŝ+β )

m (6.2.7)

is surjective by Theorem 3.6.1 and the above claim, which implies that the map ψmk is

surjective for any m. Since ψk is an Ŝβ-module homomorphism, the surjectivity of ψk
also follows, and the assertion (i) is proved.

Fix m ∈ Z>0. Since ψmk in (6.2.7) is an isomorphism, we see that the map Φmβ,k is
surjective for any k, and then by applying the five lemma to the following diagram

0 // Uk−1/Uk
ak //

Φm
β,k

��

U≤λ/Uk
bk //

Φm
β,≤k

��

U≤λ/Uk−1
//

Φm
β,≤k−1

��

0

(
Ek−1/Ek

)/
(Ŝ+β )

m //
(
Eβ/Ek

)/
(Ŝ+β )

m //
(
Eβ/Ek−1

)/
(Ŝ+β )

m // 0,

(6.2.8)
we can inductively show that the map Φmβ,≤k is surjective for any 1 ≤ k ≤ l. Since

Φmβ = Φmβ,≤l, the assertion (ii) is proved. �

Although the remaining part of our proof of Proposition 6.1.1 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

Km
k = KerΦmβ,k ⊆ Uk−1/Uk and Km

≤k = KerΦmβ,≤k ⊆ U≤λ/Uk

for each 1 ≤ k ≤ l and m ∈ Z>0.
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Lemma 6.2.4. For any 1 ≤ k ≤ l and m1,m2 ∈ Z>0, there exists some m > m1 +m2

satisfying:

(i) Km
k ⊆ K

m1
k ·Km2

k ;

(ii) Km
≤k ⊆ K

m1
≤k ·K

m2
≤k .

Proof. For any k, it follows from (6.2.6) and Theorem 3.6.1 that

Km
k =

( sj∏

j=1

mm
πk,j

)
· Uk−1/Uk,

and (Uk−1/Uk)
2 = Uk−1/Uk 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 k > 1. By (i), we
can take an integer M such that M > m1 +m2 and KM

k ⊆ Km1
k ·Km2

k hold. By the
Artin-Rees lemma, there is a positive integer M ′ such that M ′ > M and

(Ek−1/Ek) ∩
(
(Ŝ+β )

M ′

(Eβ/Ek)
)
⊆ (Ŝ+β )

M (Ek−1/Ek),

which implies

Ker(ΦM
′

β,≤k ◦ ak) ⊆ K
M
k ⊆ K

m1
k ·Km2

k , (6.2.9)

where ak is the map given in the diagram (6.2.8). Then by applying the five lemma to
the diagram

0 // Uk−1/Uk
ak //

ΦM′

β,≤k
◦ak

��

U≤λ/Uk
bk //

ΦM′

β,≤k
��

U≤λ/Uk−1
//

ΦM′

β,≤k−1
��

0

0 // Im(ΦM
′

β,≤k ◦ ak)
//
(
Eβ/Ek

)/
(Ŝ+β )

M ′ //
(
Eβ/Ek

)/
(Ŝ+β )

M ′ // 0,

we obtain an exact sequence

0→ Ker (ΦM
′

β,≤k ◦ ak)→ KM ′

≤k → KM ′

≤k−1 → 0.

By the induction hypothesis, there ism > M ′ such thatKm
≤k−1 ⊆ K

M ′

≤k−1·K
M ′

≤k−1, and we

claim that thism satisfies the assertion (ii). LetX ∈ Km
≤k be an arbitrary element. Since

bk(X) ∈ Km
≤k−1 ⊆ K

M ′

≤k−1 ·K
M ′

≤k−1 and there is a surjection KM ′

≤k ·K
M ′

≤k ։ KM ′

≤k−1 ·K
M ′

≤k−1,

there is Y ∈ KM ′

≤k ·K
M ′

≤k such that bk(X − Y ) = 0. Then there is Z ∈ Ker (ΦM
′

β,≤k ◦ ak)

such that ak(Z) = X − Y . Now we have ak(Z) ∈ ak
(
Km1
k · Km2

k

)
⊆ Km1

≤k · K
m2
≤k by

(6.2.9), and hence X ∈ Km1
≤k ·K

m2
≤k holds, as required. The proof is complete. �

Proof of Proposition 6.1.1. (i) Since every object in Eβ-modfd can be regarded as an(
Eβ/(Ŝ+β )

m
)
-module for a sufficiently large m, it follows from Proposition 6.2.3 (ii) that

the functor Φ∗
β is fully faithful. In order to prove the essentially surjectivity of Φ∗

β, it is

enough to show for anyM ∈ CQ,β that there is somem ∈ Z>0 such that (Ker Φmβ )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 5.3.3 (i). Assume that the length of M is larger than 1,
and take a nonzero proper submodule N ( M . By the induction hypothesis, there are
positive integers m1,m2 such that (KerΦm1

β )N = (KerΦm2
β )(M/N) = 0. By Lemma



38 K. NAOI

6.2.4 (ii) with k = l, there is m such that KerΦmβ ⊆ KerΦm1
β · KerΦm2

β , which implies

(KerΦmβ )M = 0. The proof is complete.

(ii) Before starting the proof, note that, for any M,N ∈ Eβ-modfg, we have

HomEβ (M,N) = lim
←−
m

HomEβ

(
M
/
(Ŝ+β )

m, N
/
(Ŝ+β )

m
)

= lim
←−
m

HomU ′
q

(
M
/
(Ŝ+β )

m, N
/
(Ŝ+β )

m
)

(6.2.10)

by the assertion (i).

For 1 ≤ k ≤ l and 1 ≤ j ≤ sk, let Rk,j ⊆ R̂(β) be the two-sided ideal obtained as the

inverse image of
⊕

j<r≤sk
Rkr under the quotient map R̂(β)→ Rk = R̂(β)/Rk. Then

R̂(β) = R0 ) R1,1 ) · · · ) Rl,sl−1 ) Rl,sl = {0}

is an affine heredity chain of R̂(β). Set Ŵk,j = Ŵ⊗β ⊗
R̂(β)

Rk,j ⊆ Ŵ
⊗β, and

Ek,j = {f ∈ Eβ | Im f ⊆ Ŵk,j}.

We shall prove that the sequence of two-sided ideals

Eβ = E0 ) E1,1 ) · · · ) El,sl−1 ) El,sl = {0} (6.2.11)

is an affine heredity chain. Fix 1 ≤ k ≤ l and 1 ≤ j ≤ sk arbitrarily. By the same proof
with Proposition 6.2.3 (i), we have

Ek,j−1/Ek,j ∼= Ŵ (πk,j)⊗Âπk,j

Ŵ ♯(πk,j)

as (Eβ,Eβ)-bimodules, where we set Ek,0 = Ek−1. The right-hand side is isomorphic

as a left Eβ-module to Ŵ (πk,j
)⊕s

with s = dimW (πk,j). We write E = Eβ/Ek,j
for brevity, and claim that Ŵ

(
πk,j

)
is a projective object in E-modfg. Let N be an

arbitrary object in E-modfg. Since N is also an (Eβ/Ek)-module, N satisfies Nµ = 0 for

µ ∈ P+
0 \ {λ1, . . . , λk} by Lemma 6.2.2 (ii). Hence by (3.4.11) and (6.2.10), we have

HomE
(
Ŵ (πk,j), N

)
= lim
←−
m

(
N
/
(Ŝ+β )

m
)
πk,j

. (6.2.12)

We easily see from this that HomE
(
Ŵ (πk,j),−

)
is exact, and hence Ŵ (πk,j) is pro-

jective, as required. Moreover, since Eβ/Ek,j−1 has a filtration whose subquotients are

isomorphic to Ŵ (π) with π � πk,j, we have HomE(Ek,j−1/Ek,j,Eβ/Ek,j−1) = 0 by

(6.2.12). In addition, we have EndE
(
Ŵ (πk,j)

)
∼= Âπk,j

by (6.2.12), and we easily see

from this that the head of Ŵ (πk,j) is L(πk,j). Hence, Ŵ (πk,j) is a projective cover of

L(πk,j). Finally, Ŵ (πk,j) is free of finite rank over Âπk,j
by Lemma 3.4.11. Now we con-

clude that (6.2.11) is an affine heredity chain, and hence Eβ is an affine quasihereditary
algebra.

Then by Theorem 2.4, Eβ-modfg is an affine highest weight category, and now it

follows from the definitions that deformed local Weyl modules Ŵ (π) are standard and
local Weyl modules W (π) are proper standard. For the proof of the fact that dual local

Weyl modules Ŵ∨(π) are proper costandard, see [Fuj17, Proposition 4.18].
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What we have shown is that Eβ-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 2.6 to show that Fβ gives an equivalence between R̂(β)-modfg and

Eβ-modfg. Hence the poset can be replaced by (CQ,β,≤), and the proof is complete. �
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