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ABSTRACT. We propose a novel quantum integrable model for every non-simply laced
simple Lie algebra g, which we call the folded integrable model. Its spectra correspond to
solutions of the Bethe Ansatz equations obtained by folding the Bethe Ansatz equations
of the standard integrable model associated to the quantum affine algebra Uq(gA’) of the
simply-laced Lie algebra g’ corresponding to g. Our construction is motivated by the
analysis of the second classical limit of the deformed W-algebra of g, which we interpret
as a “folding” of the Grothendieck ring of finite-dimensional representations of Uy, (gA’ ). We
conjecture, and verify in a number of cases, that the spaces of states of the folded integrable
model can be identified with finite-dimensional representations of U,(*g), where g is
the (twisted) affine Kac-Moody algebra Langlands dual to g. We discuss the analogous
structures in the Gaudin model which appears in the limit ¢ — 1. Finally, we describe a

conjectural construction of the simple g-crystals in terms of the folded g-characters.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Integrable models. Exactly solvable quantum integrable models have played a promi-
nent role in mathematical physics ever since the groundbreaking work of Hans Bethe [B] in
which he described the spectrum of the Hamiltonian of the XXX spin chain in terms of the
solutions of what we call today the Bethe Ansatz equations. The XXX spin chain naturally
corresponds to the Yangian of sly, and it can be generalized to quantum spin chain models

corresponding to the Yangian of an arbitrary simple Lie algebra g or the corresponding
1
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quantum affine algebra U,(g). In this paper, we focus on the latter model, which we call
XXZ-type model associated to U,(g).

Using the universal R-matrix of U,(g), one assigns a commuting family of Hamiltonians
tv(z),z € C, of this model, to every finite-dimensional representation V' of U,(g), which
is called an auxiliary space. These Hamiltonians, which are called the transfer-matrices,
act on any finite-dimensional representation W of U,(g), which is called a space of states
(or physical space) of the model. Moreover, the transfer-matrix construction extends to a
compatible family of ring homomorphisms

(1.1) hw : Rep Uy(g) — End(W)][2]]

sending the class of V in the Grothendieck ring Rep U,(g) of U,(g) to the corresponding
transfer-matrix ty (z) acting on W (viewed as a formal power series in z with coefficients in
End(W)). We will assume throughout that ¢ € C* is not a root of unity.

In a generic situation, the spectra of these quantum Hamiltonians are expected to be in
one-to-one correspondence with the solutions of the generalized Bethe Ansatz equations.
For the XXZ-type model associated to U,(g), where g is an arbitrary affine Kac-Moody
algebra (twisted or untwisted) they were proposed in [OW], RW, [R]. A pair of authors of
the present paper subsequently conjectured in [FR3] an explicit formula for the eigenvalues
of the transfer-matrices ty (z) corresponding to a given solution of these generalized Bethe
Ansatz equations. This formula is written in terms of the g-character of V.

Another pair of authors of the present paper then extended the above construction to a
larger algebra of quantum Hamiltonians [FH3]. Namely, the homomorphism Ay extends to
a homomorphism

(1.2) hyy : Rep” = End(W)(u)[[2]],

where Rep’ stands for the Grothendieck ring of the category O introduced in [HJ] or its
dual category O*. The corresponding transfer-matrices ty (z,u) are formal power series in
z with coefficients depending on an element u of the Cartan subgroup H of the simply-
connected Lie group G associated to g. The category O* is topologically generated by the
prefundamental representations R;E(z), j € I, where I is the set of vertices of the Dynkin
diagram of g. Hence the eigenvalues of the quantum Hamiltonians are determined by the
eigenvalues of the Q-operators Q;-t(z,u) = tR?E (z,u), the transfer-matrices associated in

[FH3| to the prefundamental representations Rji (2).

It was proved in [FH3] that up to a universal factor depending on the representation W,
all eigenvalues of Q;r(z,u) on W (which are a priori formal power series in z) are in fact
polynomials in z. Moreover, it follows from [FH3| [FH4| that the roots of these polynomials
are solutions of the Bethe Ansatz equations (more precisely, the u-dependent version of the
Bethe Ansatz equations) under a certain non-degeneracy condition. (This condition was
subsequently dropped in [EJMM].) Finally, it was shown in [FH3| that the eigenvalues of
the transfer-matrix ¢y (z,u) corresponding to a finite-dimensional representation V' can be
expressed in terms of the eigenvalues of the Q;’(z,u) and the g-character of V', proving
the conjecture of [FR3|]. These results provide a link between the spectra of the XXZ-type
model associated to Uy,(g) and the solutions of the corresponding Bethe Ansatz equations
(BAE).

Explicitly, if the space of states W is the tensor product of irreducible finite-dimensional
representations of Uy(g) with the Drinfeld polynomials P, ;,i € I,k = 1,..., N, then the
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BAE have the form:

N —1/, (i) (1) _ (4) () —Bij
deg oy Pii(g; " /wr”) _ Wy wy’ — ws q ij
A Gl | B By HH RO
k=1 i,k(Qi/wr ) S#ET wT’ wS z j#is=1 Wr g
with one equation for each root w,@ ,r=1,...,m;, of the ith Baxter polynomial Q;r(z), with

i ranging over the set I. Here (B;;) is the symmetrized Cartan matrix of g: B;; = d;Cj;,
where (Cj;) is the Cartan matrix and the d; are relatively prime integers, and we set ¢; = q%.
Note that a typical factor on the right hand side of (I.3]) looks like this:

w® @ By

wr(,i) - ng)qBij

(1.4)

1.2. Miura g-opers and folded Bethe Ansatz equations. In a recent paper [FKSZ],
certain geometric objects on CP! called Miura (G, q)-opers were introduced. It was shown
in [FKSZ] (see also the earlier work [KSZ] in the case G = SL,,) that there is a one-to-one
correspondence between the set of Miura (G, ¢)-oper satisfying a non-degeneracy condition
and the set of solutions of a system of equations which look very similar to the BAE
associated to Uq(ﬁ)ﬂ

In these equations a typical factor with i # j reads
(w} (4) () )~Cis

—Wws'q

(1.5) it i,

(w,(«i) _ wg )q—l)—cji,
where (Cj;) is the Cartan matrix of g. If g is simply-laced, formulas (I.4]) and (L.5]) coincide
and so the equations are just the standard BAE associated to U,(g). Therefore, in this case
one obtains a “dual” description of the spectrum in terms of Miura (G, ¢)-opers, giving rise
to what in [FKSZ] was called the ¢gDE/IM correspondence.

However, if g is not simply-laced, we obtain this way a different system of equations. A
Yangian version of these equations first appeared in the work of Mukhin and Varchenko
[MV1l IMV2]. We note that for g = By similar equations were also obtained in [DHKM] in
the context of 3d quiver gauge theories.

In this paper, we will call these equations the folded Bethe Ansatz equations because they
can be obtained by “folding” the BAE for the simply-laced simple Lie algebra g’ that gives
rise to g (i.e. ¢ is equipped with an automorphism of order 2 or 3 whose invariant Lie
subalgebra is g).

To explain this folding procedure and to illustrate the difference between the two types of
BAE, consider the case of g = Cy. Then g’ = Ayy_1. Inthiscase d; =1fori=1,...,/—1
and dy = 2. Therefore, the only factors (L4) for Cy with i # j and the powers of ¢
different from +1 (which are the only powers of ¢ appearing in the factors with i # j in the
simply-laced cases) occur for i = ¢,j = ¢ — 1 or the other way around. The first of them is

", 0 — w2 — w2 wf® D
' B N D N G RN ORI gy

More precisely, this was proved in [FKSZ| for Miura-Pliicker (G, g)-opers, but in the subsequent work
[KZ] it was shown that this notion is equivalent to the notion of Miura (G, g)-oper.
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On the other hand, since the entry Cy_; of the Cartan matrix of g = Cy is equal to -2,
the corresponding factor (L.5]) reads

(wr? —wi gy
() —uf Dy
It can be obtained by folding the expression of the form
wg) . wgﬁ—l)q ) (€+1)q

(t
wT - ws
(£) (£=1)

L {+1
w —w{ Vgt wl —w{ g

(1.7)

(1.8)

appearing in the BAE of the simply-laced Lie algebra g’ = Agy_1. Indeed, the automorphism
of the Dynkin diagram of Asy_1 preserves the ¢th vertex and exchanges the (¢ — 1)st and
the (¢ + 1)st vertices. If we accordingly identify the variables wg_l) and wgéﬂ) in the
expression (L.8]), we obtain the factor (7). This is what we mean by folding the BAE of a
simply-laced Lie algebra g’.

Note that the difference between (L7)) and (L6) (as its RHS shows) is the difference
between f(w)? and f(wq)f(wg™1).

Remark 1.1. After the first version of this paper was posted on arXiv, Heng-Yu Chen and
Taro Kimura informed us about their paper |[CK]|, in which they considered two classical
limits of the deformed W-algebra W, (g) in the context of the corresponding 5D fractional
quiver gauge theory introduced in [KP2] (where these classical limits are interpreted as
the two Nekrasov—Shatashvili limits). They obtained a version of the folded Bethe Ansatz
equations of the present paper from the analysis of the partition function of this theory in
one of these limits. They did not consider the folded integrable model, which is the main
focus of the present paper, where these equations naturally appear from certain subspaces
of finite-dimensional representations of quantum affine algebras (see Section [3). O

1.3. Folded integrable model. According to [FKSZ|, non-degenerate Miura (G, q)-opers
encode solutions of the folded BAE. But which integrable model do these equations corre-
spond to?

In this paper (Section []) we propose a conjectural answer to this question. Namely,
we conjecture the existence of what we will call the folded integrable model for every non-
simply laced simple Lie algebra g, whose spectra give rise to solutions of the folded BAE
(under a genericity condition). This folded integrable model combines in a non-trivial
way representations of the quantum affine algebra Uq(g/l\’ ), where g’ is the corresponding
simply-laced Lie algebra (these appear as the auziliary spaces of the folded model) and
representations of the quantum affine algebra U, (¥g), where £g is the twisted affine Kac—
Moody algebra which is Langlands dual to g (these appear as the spaces of states of the
folded model).

Remark 1.2. Note that to the twisted quantum affine algebra U,(Lg) one can also associate
an XXZ-type quantum integrable model. It is constructed in the same way as for the
untwisted quantum affine algebras, and its spectra correspond to the solutions of the BAE
that were proposed in [RW], [R]. But this model is different from the folded model. Namely,
the typical factors of the BAE of this model read

(wgi))—Cji _ (ng)q)_cﬂ
(,w?(f))—Cji _ (ng)q—l)—Cji

(1.9) . it i # g,
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so they differ from the factors (LH).
For example, in the case of g = Cy, instead of the factor (7)) we have

OO - @002l - uf g ul® 4ol

@) =1) _q (e-1) 4 (e-1)

(1.10) - .
(wT’ )2 - wg q )2 'IU?(nZ) — Ws q wy) + ws q_l

Thus, it can be obtained by folding the expression (L&) if we also multiply the spectral
parameter by —1, i.e. identify wiY and —w™ in (L)) (rather than w{™Y and wgﬂ)).
In other words, the difference between (I.7)) and (ILI0) is the difference between f(w)? and
f(w)f(—w). And similarly for other Lie algebras corresponding to an automorphism of
order 2. In the case of g = G2, when the automorphism has order 3, it’s the difference

between f(w)? and f(w)f(we)f(we™'), where e = ¢>7/3, O

1.4. QQ-system. There is an important intermediate object between the spectra of the
XXZ-type model associated to U,(g) and the corresponding BAE called the QQ-system. It
was introduced in [MRV1, MRV2] in the context of affine opers. In [FH4], it was shown
that this QQ-system naturally arises in the context of the homomorphisms Ay, (see the
above formula (L2])). Namely, in addition to the set of prefundamental representations
R;-r(z), j € I, discussed above there is another set of representations, denoted by X;(z),j €
I, in the category O*, such that properly rescaled classes of these two sets satisfy the QQ-
system. In other words, if we assign to R;r(z),j € I, the above Q-operators Q;(z,u) and

to X;(2),7 € I, the transfer-matrix @j (z,u) (the image of X;(z) under the homomorphism

> where W is a finite-dimensional representation of Uy(g)), then these operators, properly
rescaled, will satisfy the QQ-SystemE Note that for g = slo, this is the quantum Wronskian
relation introduced in [BLZ|, which provided the initial motivation for this line of research.

Thus, the QQ-system encodes universal relations between the classes of the representa-
tions R;r(z) and X(z),j € I in Rep’ which translate under the homomorphism (2] into
relations between the corresponding transfer-matrices, and hence their eigenvalues, on any
representation w i

As explained in [MRV1, MRV2, [FH4|, the Bethe Ansatz equations (3] follow directly
from the QQ-system under a certain non-degeneracy condition. In fact, from the point of
view of the preceding paragraph, the Q@-system is more fundamental to the question of
describing the spectra of the XXZ-type models than the Bethe Ansatz equations.

Likewise, for the folded BAE: As shown in [FKSZ|, these equations are equivalent to
the QQ-system proposed in [FKSZ] (under a non-degeneracy condition). We will call the
latter system the folded QQ-system because it can be obtained by folding the QQ-system
associated to the simply-laced Lie algebra g’. Thus, this system appears as an intermediate
object between Miura (G, ¢)-opers and the folded BAE.

In this paper we show that this folded QQ-system also appears naturally as a relation
satisfied by the transfer-matrices of our (conjectural) folded integrable model associated
to a non-simply laced Lie algebra g. The folded BAE equations follow from the folded
QQ-system under a non-degeneracy condition.

21t was called QQ-system in [FH4] but here, for the sake of brevity, we follow the terminology of [FKSZ]
and call it the QQ-system.

3The fact that the same QQ-system arises both from the affine opers and the eigenvalues of the transfer-
matrices is a manifestation of the affine Langlands duality proposed in [FEF] and further elucidated in [FH4].
However, we will not discuss this duality in the present paper.
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1.5. Deformed W-algebras. Valuable insights about the folded quantum integrable model
can be learned from the deformed W-algebras introduced by two of the authors of the present
paper in [FR2]. Recall that this is a two-parameter algebra W, ;(g) associated to a simple
Lie algebra g. Recently, the algebra W, (g) found interesting applications in the study of
four-dimensional supersymmetric gauge theories, see [Ne, [KPI, [AFOl [KP2, [EP].

The deformed W-algebra has two classical limits, in which the algebra becomes commu-
tative, and equipped with a Poisson structure: the first occurs when ¢ — 1 and the second
when ¢ — 1.

The first limit, W, 1(g), is relatively well understood. It is isomorphic to the center Z,(g)
of U,(g) at the critical level. The corresponding commutative algebra of generating fields
can be identified, via a version of the transfer-matrix construction (see [RS, [FR1]), with the
representation ring Rep Uq(ﬁ)H Moreover, under this identification the free field realization
of W, 1(g) becomes the g-character homomorphism (this was the motivation behind the
definition of the g-characters in [FR3]).

If g is simply-laced, then the second classical limit, W ;(g), coincides with the first
one upon replacing t with ¢g. But if g is not simply-laced, the second limit is substantially
different from the first one. In [FR2], W, ;(g) was linked to the t-deformed Drinfeld-Sokolov
reduction of the loop group associated to G introduced in [FRS], [SS] and some observations
were made connecting elements of Wy 4(g) to the g-characters of U,(g"), where g¥ is the
twisted affine algebra associated to g’ and o. But that’s pretty much all that has been
known about the limit ¢ — 1 until now.

In the present paper, we argue that it is this limit that is relevant to the “folded struc-
tures” that we discuss here, including the folded Bethe Ansatz equations and the folded
integrable models. Thus, we can learn a lot about these models by studying this limit. Its
hybrid nature, i.e. the fact that it mixes in a non-trivial way quantum affine algebras 5’ and
LG, shows that Wi +(g) is a fascinating Poisson algebra that deserves further investigation.

The deformed W-algebra W, +(g) creates a bridge between the two classical limits, and
hence between the XXZ-type quantum integrable model associated to U,(g) and the cor-
responding folded quantum integrable model. However, the non-commutative nature of
W,.+(g) makes deriving practical consequences of this bridge a daunting task. For this rea-
son, in this paper we replace W, (g) with its simplified commutative version introduced by
two of the authors in [FH2] under the name interpolating (q,t)-characters. Using a slight
refinement of these objects, we make our conjectures concerning the folded quantum inte-
grable models more precise. This also enables us to explicitly verify our conjectures in a
number of non-trivial cases (see Section [7]).

1.6. Connection to qKZ equations and quantum ¢-Langlands correspondence. It
is known that the critical level limit of the solutions of the qKZ equations corresponding
to Uy(g) give rise to eigenvectors of the XXZ-type model associated to Uy(g). Thus, the
qKZ system provides a deformation of the latter modelfl This can also be seen from the
fact that for a large class of representations of U,(g), the difference operators of the qKZ

“More precisely, there is a homomorphism Rep Uy (§) — Z4(3)[[z"]], so that every V € Rep U, (§) gives
rise to a formal power series Ty (z), and the Fourier coefficients of these series topologically generate Z4(g),
see [FR3| Section 8.1].

5The XXZ-type model is already quantum, but here by a deformation we mean a non-commutative
deformation of the commutative algebra of quantum Hamiltonians of the XXZ-type model. Therefore, it is
a kind of “second quantization.”
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system become in the critical level limit the transfer-matrices of the XXZ-type model (see
Proposition [[0.1]).

In [AFOI|, a quantum q-Langlands correspondence was proposed. For a simply-laced
simple Lie algebra g, it sets up a correspondence between solutions of the qKZ system
associated to U;(g) and the deformed conformal blocks associated to W, .(g). Here g depends
on the level of U (g) in such a way that the limit ¢ — 1 corresponds to the critical level limit.
In this limit the quantum g¢-Langlands correspondence essentially becomes the statement
that the Hamiltonians of the XXZ-type model associated to U;(g) correspond to elements of
Wi +(g). If g is simply-laced, then W; ;(g) indeed coincides with Rep Uy(g), so this statement
comes down to the existence of the homomorphisms hy given by formula (LII).

However, if g is not simply-laced, the algebra Wy +(g) is no longer isomorphic to Rep Uz (g)
and hence does not give rise to the Hamiltonians of the standard XXZ-type model associated
to U;(g), which are the transfer-matrices associated to finite-dimensional representations of
U:(g). Rather, as we argue in this paper, it gives rise to the Hamiltonians of the folded
quantum integrable model associated to g. These Hamiltonians correspond to the transfer-
matrices associated to finite-dimensional representations of U;(g’) rather than Uy(g).

This suggests that for non-simply laced g the quantum g-Langlands correspondence might
be more subtle. Namely, it follows from the preceding paragraph that the system of ¢-
difference equations appearing on one side of this correspondence is mot the usual qKZ
system associated to Uy(g). If this were the usual qgKZ system associated to U;(g), then in
the critical limit we would recover the eigenvectors of the XXZ-type model associated to
U (@), but this would be inconsistent with the limit on the other side of the correspondence
which yields Wy ;(g). As we discussed above, the latter is not the algebra of Hamiltonians
of the XXZ-type model associated to U;(g), but rather the algebra of Hamiltonians of the
folded quantum integrable model introduced in the present paper.

What should replace the qKZ system associated to U(g) in the quantum ¢-Langlands
correspondence for non-simply laced g? The above discussion shows that this modified
qKZ system should have the property that the leading terms of its solutions in the critical
level limit are eigenvectors of the folded integrable system associated to g. As far as we
know, the existence of such modified gKZ system is an open question at the moment (naive
ways to “fold” the qKZ system associated to g’ don’t seem to work, see the Appendix of
this paper). But we expect that this question can be answered using the geometric and
K-theoretic methods of [AFO]. Perhaps, these equations can also be constructed purely
algebraically. We hope to return to this question elsewhere.

1.7. The Gaudin limit. To gain further insights, it is instructive to consider the limit in
which the second parameter, denoted by ¢ in the previous subsection, also goes to 1. In this
limit, the XXZ-type model associated to U;(g) becomes the Gaudin model associated to g
[FER, [F]; more precisely, its modification with a twist parameter x, an element of the Cartan
subalgebra of g [Ry, [FET, [FFRy]. It turns out that in the limit ¢ — 1 the folded integrable
model associated to g that we discuss in this paper becomes the Gaudin model associated
to “g. Thus, in the Gaudin limit we do not find any new quantum integrable models.
In part, this is because in this limit the irreducible finite-dimensional representations of
U,(g) decompose into a direct sum of irreducible representations of the finite-dimensional
Lie algebra g, so the affine Langlands duality § — %@ reduces to the finite-dimensional
Langlands duality g — ©g, which was discovered in [FFR].
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However, even in this limit, as we will show in Section [@, one can observe some intriguing
effects related to folding. In particular, using the results of [FFRy], we will construct
embeddings of tensor products of irreducible representations of g into tensor products of
the corresponding irreducible representations of g’ (see Theorem [0.5). In fact, it’s a family
of embeddings depending on x (which is assumed to be regular and generic). It maps
eigenvectors of the “g-Gaudin model with the twist y to eigenvectors of the corresponding
¢’-Gaudin model. Under a certain assumption (see Conjecture in the case of a single
irreducible representation) this embedding can be constructed explicitly.

1.8. Plan of the paper. In Section [2] we fix our notation for the Lie algebras and two-
parameter Cartan matrices. In Section [3 we recall the definition of the deformed W-algebra
Wg.(g) from [FR2]. We then consider its two classical limits. The first limit, t — 1,
is relatively well understood; it can be identified with the Grothendieck ring of finite-
dimensional representations of U,(g) as we recall in Section B3l In Section B4 we obtain
a description of the second limit, ¢ — 1 (which was much less understood), analogous to
the description of the ¢ — 1 limit (see Propositions and 3.3)). In Section M we recall the
relation between the ¢ — 1 limit of the deformed W-algebra and the ring of g-characters
of finite-dimensional representations of U,(g). We then relate the ¢ — 1 limit to what we

call the ring of folded t-characters of finite-dimensional representations of Ut(a’ ), where g’
is the simply-laced Lie algebra from which g is obtained as the Lie subalgebra fixed by
an automorphism (see Theorem [£.3]). We also discuss the link between this limit and the
difference Drinfeld—Sokolov reduction. Finally, in Section [£.6] we introduce the folded Bethe
Ansatz equations.

In Section Bl we describe the folded quantum integrable model in which the spectra of the
Hamiltonians conjecturally correspond to solutions of the folded Bethe Ansatz equations
(see Conjectures and [0.16). In Section [ we recall the interpolating (g, t)-characters
from [FH2|, which may be viewed as commutative algebra analogues of elements of the non-
commutative W-algebra W, ;(g). We then construct a refined version of the interpolating
(g, t)-characters. They are elements of a ring depending on the parameters ¢ and ¢, which is
equipped with 5 interesting specialization homomorphisms to the rings of ¢- and t-characters
of various affine Kac-Moody algebras related to g (see Theorem [6.6]). In Section [6.5] we par-
tially prove our conjectures in the important case of o-fundamental representations (these

~

are the irreducible finite-dimensional representations of U,(g’) with the o-invariant highest
monomials of smallest possible degrees). In Section [l we present a number of explicit ex-
amples confirming our Conjectures and In Section 8 we formulate a conjecture
linking the folded t-characters to Kashiwara’s extension of Nakajima’s monomial model of
crystals to non-simply laced Lie algebras. In Section [ we consider the Gaudin limit of the
the folded quantum integrable models. In the Appendix we discuss a possible construction
of a folded version of the qKZ equations for non-simply laced Lie algebras.

1.9. Acknowledgments. We thank M. Aganagic, P. Koroteev, A. Okounkov, and A.
Zeitlin for useful discussions. E.F. and D.H. were partially supported by a grant from
the France-Berkeley Fund of UC Berkeley. N.R. was partially supported by the NSF grant
DMS-1902226.
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2. NOTATION AND SETUP

2.1. Lie algebra. Let g be a simple Lie algebra of rank ¢ and I = {1,...,¢} the set of
vertices of the Dynkin diagram of g. Let (-, ) be the invariant inner product on g, normalized
so that the square of the maximal root equals 2. Let {a1,...,ay} and {wi,...,wp} be the
sets of simple roots and of fundamental weights of g, respectively. We have:

(aiyai)
2

(ai,wj) = (52'7]'.

Let d be the maximal number of edges connecting two vertices of the Dynkin diagram of g.
Thus, d = 1 for simply-laced g, d = 2 for By, Cy, Fy, and d = 3 for Go. We set € = '™/4,

Set

where

(2.1)

D = diag(dl, .. ,dg),

(anai)
d; =d .
2

All d;’s are integers, which are relatively prime with each other. For simply-laced g, D is
the identity matrix.
Now let C' = (Cjj)1<i,j<¢ be the Cartan matriz of g. We have:

2(oy, o)

(v, ;)

Cz'j =

Denote by (Iij)lgi,jgg the incidence matrizx,

Iij = 25i,j — CZ]

Let B = (Bjj)1<i j<¢ be the following matrix:

i.e.,

B = DC,

Bij = d(Oéi, aj).

The weights p and p" are defined by (p¥, ;) = 1, d(p, ;) = d; for any 1 < i < /.

2.2. Lie algebras involved. We list here all Lie algebras involved in our study:

g is a simple finite-dimensional Lie algebra.

e g is its Langlands dual Lie algebra. For example, if g = By, then ‘g = C,.
e g is the untwisted affine Kac-Moody algebra, which is the central extension of

g[t,t71]. For example, if g = By, then g = Bél).

Lg is the untwisted affine Kac-Moody algebra, which is the central extension of
Lg[t,t=1]. For example, if g = By, then Lg = C’él).

LG is the affine Kac-Moody algebra that is affine Langlands dual to g. If g is
simply-laced, then “g = g. But if g is non-simply laced, then g is a twisted affine
Kac-Moody algebra. Note that g contains g as the constant Lie subalgebra. For
example, if g = By, then g = Agi)_l (whose constant subalgebra is g = Cy); and
if g = Cy, then g = Dﬁ)l (whose constant subalgebra is “g = By).

g is the unique simply-laced Lie algebra equipped with an automorphism o of order

d such that the Lie subalgebra of o-invariants in g’ is g (i.e. g = (g')?). For example,
if g = By, then ¢’ = Dy, 1; and if g = Cy, then g = Agp_1.
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e gV isy, if g is simply-laced. If g is non-simply laced, then gV is the twisted affine Kac—
Moody algebra corresponding to g’ and o. Note that its constant Lie subalgebra is

g itself. For example, (Bél))v = Dﬁ)l (its constant subalgebra is By), and (Cél))v =

Agi)_l (its constant subalgebra is Cy). Note also that we have g¥ = L(fg)

It might be better to denote g¥ by g9, but we will use below the notation g¥ because
it was used in [FR2].

Let us denote by I’ the set of vertices of the Dynkin diagram of g’. Then o acts on I’
and the quotient is in bijection with the set I of vertices of the Dynkin diagram of I. Note
that the automorphism o of the Dynkin diagram of g’ acts on the objects labeled by the
nodes of this diagram (such as simple roots, fundamental weights, etc.).

2.3. Two-parameter Cartan matrices. We follow the notation of [FR2], Sect. 2, except
that we replace ¢ by ¢~! (however, for t = 1 this notation is consistent with the notation
of [FR3]).

Now let g¢,t be non-zero complex numbers which are not roots of unity. We will use the
standard notation for n € Z

[n]q = %
q—q
Let
g = q"
We define ¢ x ¢ matrices C(q,t), D(q,t), and B(q,t) by the formulas
(2.2) Cij(q,t) = (it +q; 't ")6ij — [Lijlg,
D(q,t) = diag([di]g; - - -, [de]q),

B(g,t) = D(q,t)C(g,1).
Thus,
(2.4) Bij(a,1) = il (%t + 7516, [Tifly)

It is easy to see that the matrix B(g,t) is symmetric. For simply-laced g,
Cij(g,t) = Bij(q,t) = (¢t +q "t~ ; — Ij.

We note that the determinants of these matrices are non-zero polynomials in ¢ and ¢. Hence
they are invertible over the field of rational functions in ¢ and t.

Clearly, the limits of C(q,t), D(q,t), and B(q,t) as both ¢ — 1 and ¢ — 1 coincide with
C, D, and B, respectively. We also have

Bij(q,1) = [Bijlg, Cij(q,1) = (qi + q; ")dij + [CijlgOirzis
and
Bij(l,t) = dz((t + t_l)éij — Iij)-

Let C(q) = C(g,1). It is invertible over the field of rational functions in ¢. We denote
its inverse by C(q).
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3. DEFORMED W—ALGEBRAS AND SCREENING OPERATORS

In this section we recall the definition of the deformed W-algebra W, :(g) and related
objects from [FR2]. We will then look at the two classical limits ¢ — 1 and ¢ — 1, which
are defined as the intersections of the kernels of two sets of classical screening operators.
The t — 1 limit was described in [FR2, [FR3, [FM] and is closely related to the Grothendieck
ring Rep U, (g) and the corresponding g-characters (as we recall in the next section). A new
result of this section is the analogous description of the ¢ — 1 limit (see Propositions

and [3.3)).

3.1. Heisenberg algebra H,(g). Let H,:(g) be the Heisenberg algebra with generators
a;n],i=1,...,¢;n € Z, and relations

1

n

(3.1) [asln], ajlm]] = =(¢" —q7") (" = t7") Bij(q", t")0n,—m
where 1 <i,j < {;n,m € Z\ {0}.
Here and in what follows, it is understood that the Oth generator commutes with all other
generators: [a;[0], a;[m]] = 0, for all m € Z.
The algebra H, +(g) becomes commutative in the limit ¢ — 1 and in the limit ¢ — 1.
The generators a;[n] are “root” type generators of H,(g). There is a unique set of
“fundamental weight” type generators, y;[n],i = 1,...,¢;n € Z, that satisfy:

(32) faali) bl = (a8 = @)~ )5, 500,

They have the following commutation relations:

(3.3 il ll] = 0" — )~ M " )6
where (M;;(q,t))1<i j<¢ is the following matrix
(3.4) M(q,t) = D(q,1)C(g,) "
= D(q:t)B(q,t)"' D(g,1).
We have
l
(3.5) ailn] =Y Cii(g", t")y;n.

J=1

We will use the colon notation for the standard normally ordered product of elements of
this algebra. Introduce the generating series

(3.6) Ai(z) = 2070 2dlpoi)+2ai (0] oy Z a;lmlz"" | :,
m##0
m#0

Recall that (p¥,a;) = 1,d(p, ;) = d;.
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Formula (3.5]) implies that
(3.8) Ai(z) =: Yi(zqit)Y(qu =1
X H Yj(z H Yj(zq) 'Y;(2q7 1) H Yi(2¢*) 1 Y(2) Y (277

jZIjizl j I 2—2 ] 131—3
Thus, for g of non-simply laced type, the two classical limits of A;(z) are quite different:
when t — 1, we have

(3.9) Ai(z) = }/;(Zqi)y(Zqi_l)
X H Yj(z H Yi(2q) 'Y (2q7 ) H Yj(2q*)1Y;(2) Y (2 %)t

Jilji=1 Jilji=2 J:15i=3
but when ¢ — 1, we have a much simpler expression

(3.10) Ai(2) = Yi(zt)Yi (2t [] Vilz) 0,

J#i
Remark 3.1. (1) The first limit (39) coincides with the monomial A; ., which appears in
the theory of g-characters of finite-dimensional representations of quantum affine algebras
introduced in [FR3]. This is not surprising because, as explained in [FR3] and in Section
dI below, the g-characters may be viewed as limits of the fields from W, ; as t — 1.

(2) There is a surprising connection between the second limit (BI0) and Kashiwara’s ex-
tension to non-simply laced g [K3] of Nakajima’s monomial model for crystals of U;(g) [N2].
Let us recall that Nakajima’s monomial realization was originally motivated by its relation
with the g-characters in the symmetric cases. It turned out that this crystal realization
was a consequence of the embedding theorem [K1], which makes sense in the symmetrizable
case [K3]. But the relation between the monomial model and the g-characters was lost for
non-simply laced types. Here we suggest an analogous relation, in which the role of the
t — 1 classical limit of Wy (g) (whose free field realization is essentially the same as the
g-character homomorphism, see Remark [4.1]) is played by the ¢ — 1 classical limit.

Recall that in the monomial model the vertices of the crystal are represented by certain
monomials in the variables Y;(t*)*1, and the crystal operators are obtained by multiplying
them with some special monomials corresponding to the simple roots. In the simply-laced
case, these are the monomials A - occurring in the g-character theory (as in formula (3.9))).

But in the non-simply laced case the monomials Ali; in formula ([3.9) do not work. Instead,
as explained in [K3], we have to replace these monomials Alii with other monomials. A

direct comparison shows that Kashiwara’s monomials coincide with the monomials in the
above formula ([B.I0). We formulate a precise conjecture about this in Section [§ below. [

3.2. Screening operators and definition of W, ;(g). Recall that we have two sets of
screening operators introduced in [FR2]: S;(z) and S; (2), i = 1,...,£. They satisfy the
difference equations:

(3.11) 57 (z4i) = Ai(2) ST (2q;71) -,
and
(3.12) S;(2t) =: Ai(2)S; (2t™1) .

The deformed W-algebra W, ;(g) was defined in [FR2] as the intersection of kernels of the
residues S;© of S} (2),i € I, or of the residues S; of S; (2),i € I.
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More precisely, W, +(g) was defined in [FR2] as the associative topological algebra depend-
ing on two parameters ¢ and ¢, which is topologically generated by the Fourier coefficients
of certain fields from a deformed chiral algebra W ;(g). The latter was defined in [FR2] as
the maximal subalgebra commuting with the screening operators Sl-i,z' € 1, in a deformed
chiral algebra Hy ;(g) constructed from the Heisenberg algebra H, .(g).

In the classical limits t — 1 (resp. ¢ — 1), H, ;(g) becomes commutative:

(3.13) H,1(9) = C[Y;(2¢™) ™ jern, ez, Hi(g) = C[Y;(2t") ) erm,ez.

The corresponding classical limit of W ;(g) is a commutative subalgebra of this polynomial
algebra, which is equal to the intersection of the kernels of the classical screening operators
St (vesp. S;), i€ 1.

We will call these limits as the classical W-algebras and denote them by X (g) and

XK, (g), respectively. Below we describe both of these algebras. We will see that they are
quite different if g is non-simply laced.

3.3. The t — 1 limit. In the limit ¢ — 1, the family SZ-'" .4 € I, survives and gives rise to
the following derivations

S ClY(2q")  nyez — (EB ClY;(2q™ ) njez ® 5?(%’”)) /(57 (247) = Ai(20:) S (2))

meZ

acting by the formula

(3.14) S Yj(2q™)E = £0;;Y5(2¢™) ! @ S;F (2q™).
The following isomorphism was proved in [FR3l, Proposition 6] and [FM| Proposition 5.2]:
(3.15) Ker S = C[Y;(2¢™) ] jim;ez © C[Yi(24™) (1 + Ai(2¢" q;) ™ ]nsez,
where A;(z) is given by formula ([3.9]).
Now set
(3.16) K (g) = [ | Ker S
i€l

Thus, X (g) is the t — 1 limit of W (g). The following theorem was proved in [FM),
Theorem 5.1].

Theorem 3.1. (1) The commutative algebra K} (g) is isomorphic to Rep, Uy(g), the Gro-
thendieck ring of the tensor subcategory Cz of the category of finite-dimensional representa-
tions of Uy(g) whose objects are representations with the Jordan-Hélder constituents having
Drinfeld polynomials with roots in ¢*.

(2) Under this isomorphism, the embedding X (g) — Hg1(g) becomes the q-character
homomorphism.

From Theorem [3.1] we obtain a natural basis of JC;F (g) consisting of the g-characters of
simple modules from Cz. It is known that these are parametrized by dominant monomials,
i.e. monomials in the variables Y;(2¢™), j € I, n; € Z, with only non-negative powers. In
particular, the elements of this basis corresponding to the degree one dominant monomials
Yj(znj ) coincide with the g-characters of the corresponding fundamental representations
(those are known to contain a unique dominant monomial, see [FR3, Corollary 4,(1)]).
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3.4. The ¢ — 1 limit. Now consider the limit ¢ — 1. Then it is the family S, ,7 € I, that
survives and gives rise to the derivations

S; : CIY;(2t™)* Y e — <@ CIY;(2t")* ez ® Sj(ztm)) /(S5 (242) — Ay(21)S; (2))
meZ
acting by the formula

(3.17) S Yi(2t")E = 46,V (2™ @ S (2t™),

where A;(z) = Y;(2t)Yi(2t1)Y;(2) it (formula (BI0)).

We have the following analogue of the isomorphism (B.I5]) (it is equivalent to (B.I5) if g
is simply-laced, but for a non-simply laced Lie algebra g this statement is new, as far as we
know).

Proposition 3.2. We have

(3.18) Ker S; = [ CIY;(2t™) ™ jtim, ez @ CYi(2t™) (1 + Ai (2™ ) ™ )] ez
el

where A;(z) = Y}(zt)Y}(zt‘l)H#Z H(2)7 1 (formula (B10)).

The proof is obtained by applying the argument used in the proof of [BI%) in [FM,
Proposition 5.2].

Now set
(3.19) K; (g) = [ | Ker S; .

el

Thus, X (g) is the ¢ — 1 limit of W 4(g).

Unlike the limit ¢ — 1 (see Theorem B.1l), for non-simply laced g we do not have an iden-
tification of K (g) with the Grothendieck ring of a category of representation. Nonetheless,

we do have a basis in X; (g) analogous to the basis of the g-characters of simple modules
in K (g).
q

Proposition 3.3. (1) Every element of K, (g) is characterized by the multiplicities of the
dominant monomials contained in it (i.e. monomials in the Y, iy J €1, ng € Z, with only
non-negative powers).

(2) For every dominant monomial m, there is a unique element F'(m) of K; (g) such
that m is the unique dominant monomial of F(m). Therefore we obtain a basis {F(m)} of
K~ (g) parametrized by dominant monomials m.

Proof. The proof is the same as the proof in [H1, Theorem 5.13]. All that remains is to
check the existence of the F(Y;(zq™)) for rank 2 Lie algebras. For simply-laced types, this
is true because we can use the ordinary g-characters of the fundamental representations.
For type Bs, we find the following elements:

F(Y1(2)) = Y1(2) + Yi(2¢*) ' Ya(2q)? + 2Ya(2q) Y2(2¢°) " + Ya(2¢®) "*Y1(2¢%) + Yi(zq") 7,

F(Ya(2)) = Ya(2) + Ya(2¢°) " 'Vi(2q) + Yi(2¢>) ' Ya(2¢®) + Ya(z¢") ',
and for type G2 we find

F(Y1(2)) = Yi(2) + Y1(2¢%) "1 Ya(2q)® + 3Ya(2q)*Ya(2¢®) ™! + 3Ya(2q) Ya(2¢*) Y1 (2¢%)
+Y2(2¢%) Y1(2¢%)? + 3Ya(2q)Ya(2¢°) Y1 (2¢%) 7" + 2V1(2¢°)V1(2¢") ! + 3Ya(zq)Ya(2¢”) !
+Y1(2q") 7*Ya(2¢%)? 4 3Ya(2¢°) T Ya(2¢°) T Y1 (2¢%) + 3Y1(2¢*) T Ya(2¢”)?Ya(2¢”)
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+3Ya2(2¢%)Ya(2¢°) 72 + Ya(2¢°) Vi (2¢*) + Yi(2¢®) 7,
F(Y3(2)) = Ya(2) + Ya(2¢*) " 'Yi(2q) + Y1(2¢°) " Ya(24%)* + 2Ya(2¢%)Ya(2q") ™

+Ya2(2¢") 72Y1(2¢%) + Ya(2¢") Y1 (2¢°) ™ 4 Ya(2¢%) 7"

This completes the proof, up to the fact that the algorithm may produce elements F'(Y;(zq™))
with an infinite number of terms. But it follows from Theorem [£3] below that the elements
F(Yi(2q™)) can also be obtained as folded g-characters of fundamental representations of

U,(¢'), which do have finite numbers of terms. O

It follows from Proposition B3] that we have natural analogues F(Y;(zt")) of the g¢-
characters of the fundamental representations. We also have natural analogues of g-characters
of the Kirillov—Reshetikhin modules (see Section [4.1] below).

Remark 3.2. This discussion motivates the following natural question: Is there a Hopf
algebra A;(g) (an analogue of Uy(g)) together with an injective (¢-character) homomorphism

Rep, Ai(g) = C[Y;(2t") ™ jerm; ez,

where Rep, A¢(g) is a subring of the Grothendieck ring of the category of finite-dimensional
representations of A;(g), whose image is K, (g)?

It is tempting to try to answer this question using an automorphlsm o of the quantum
affine algebra Ut( ) defined by formula (£.2)) below. The subalgebra (Ui(g’)) of o-invariants
acts on every finite-dimensional representation V' of Ut( ). However, it is not clear how

to define a comultiplication on the algebra (Ut(gA’ ))?. Hence it is not clear how one could
define a quantum integrable model this way. O

3.5. The deformed W-algebra for general ¢ and ¢. The structure of the deformed
chiral algebra W (g) for general values of ¢ and ¢ is much more complicated than that of
its classical limits discussed above. Conjecture 1 of [FR2] implies that every basis element of
W,1(g) = K (g) given by the g-character of a simple module over U,(g) can be deformed
to a basis element of W, ,(g) (i.e. an element of Hy.(g) which lies in the kernel of the
screening operators).

However, apart from a few explicit examples presented in [FR2], there is no proof of ex-
istence of these elements in general. On the other hand, in [FH2| a simplified, commutative
version of W, ;(g) was introduced, called the space of interpolating (q,t)-characters. These
are defined from certain subrings which are modeled on what we expect the kernels of the
screening operators to be (based on the description of the kernels of screening operators
associated to the ordinary g-characters). We will recall this construction, and add further
details to it, in Section [l

At the moment, the relation between the interpolating (g, t)-characters and the deformed
W-algebra W, ;(g) is conjectural. However, as we will see below, for our purposes the
(q,t)-characters provide a good substitute for elements of W (g).

4. CLASSICAL LIMITS OF THE DEFORMED W-ALGEBRA AND ¢-CHARACTERS

In this section we first recall some details on the relation between the ¢ — 1 limit of
the deformed W-algebra and the g-characters of finite-dimensional representations of Uy (g).
We then relate the ¢ — 1 limit to what we call folded t-characters of finite-dimensional
representations of Uy (g) (see Theorem E3).
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4.1. Reminder on the ¢-characters of representations of quantum affine algebras.
First, consider the untwisted quantum affine algebra U,(g). Let Rep U,(g) be the Grothen-
dieck ring of finite-dimensional representations of U,(g). The g-character homomorphism
[FR3] is an injective ring homomorphism

Xq : Rep Uq(ﬁ) — g = Z[Yi,ial]iel,aeicx-

If we replace each Y; , by v;, we recover the usual character homomorphism for the U,(g)-
module obtained by restriction of U,(g)-module, which encodes its grading by the lattice of
integral weights of a Cartan subalgebra of the Lie algebra g. In what follows, we will refer
to these integral weights as g-weights. In particular, each monomial in Y, has a g-weight.

It is proved in [FR3l [EM]| (see also Theorem Bl above) that

(4.1) Tm(x,) = [ )| Rig:
el
where
(4.2) Riq=LZIYE Yia(l+ A7) )] ziaec

and A; , is defined by formula ([B3.9), where we replace Y;(za) with Y} ,.

Remark 4.1. Note that in the context of deformed W-algebras, it is convenient to restrict
ourselves to the variables Yj(z¢™),n; € Z (i.e. restrict ourselves to the multiplicative
lattice of spectral parameters a = zq",n € Z). But in the context of g-characters, we
usually consider all spectral parameters a € C* and denote the corresponding variables by
Yj.a (see [FR3, Sect. 7] for more detail).

In particular, comparing formulas (3.16]) and (3.I5]) with formulas (@.1]) and (4.2), respec-
tively, we find that if we replace the variables Y;(2¢"),n; € Z, by the variables Y; 4,a € C*,
then JC;F becomes Im(x,). That’s what we mean by the statement that the ¢t — 1 limit
of the free field realization of Wy ,(g) corresponds to the g-character homomorphism of
Uy(8). .

A monomial in Y, is called dominant if it is a product of positive powers of the Y; 4,7 €
I,a € C*. A simple U,(g)-module is uniquely characterized by the highest monomial (in
the sense of its g-weight) in its g-character (this monomial encodes the data of the Drinfeld
polynomials; for the definition of the latter, see Theorem 12.2.6 of [CP]). This monomial
is dominant. An element of Im(x,) is characterized by the multiplicities of its dominant
monomials. A U,(g)-module is said to be affine-minuscule if its g-character has a unique
dominant monomial.

If a dominant monomial is in Z[Yiil]ie I.aeq?> then the g-character of the corresponding
simple module also belongs to this subring.

A Kirillov—Reshetikhin (KR) module of U,(g) is a simple module with the highest mono-
mial of the form Y; ,Y; --Yi’aqg(kﬂ) witha e C*, i€ I and k > 0.

Z,CL[]? ’ p
It was proved in [N3, [H2] that the KR modules of U,(g) are affine-minuscule. For k = 1,
that is for fundamental representations, this was proved in [FM].

4.2. Twisted affine algebras. Next, consider the twisted quantum affine algebra Uy (©g),
and let Rep U;(“g) be the Grothendieck ring of the category of its finite-dimensional repre-
sentations.
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The twisted t-character homomorphism [H3] is an injective ring homomorphism
Xt : Rep Ut(Lﬁ) — Z[Z;Zldiv]aecx,iela

where we have set
(4.3) d =d+1—d;.

These are the analogues of the d; for the Langlands dual Lie algebra g.

As in the untwisted case, we have the notions of dominant monomials, affine-minuscule
modules and KR modules. An element of Im(x;) is again characterized by its dominant
monomial and the KR modules of U,(¥g) are affine-minuscule, as proved in [H3].

If a dominant monomial is in Z[Z 'ild_v] aceziz jer, then the twisted t-character of the cor-
Qa1
responding simple module also belongs to this subring.
The image of x; is equal to

Nzlz*, Z (4B )]jkiaccr

’iEI 7,a J ) z,(at) g
where

Biow=2 .72
at™i 1,0

) i,

1 —1
g 7 ati X H Zjar
jNi‘d}/:d j~i,a’|d;/:1,(a’)d2/=a
where we write ¢ ~ j if I;; # 0 (recall that (I;;) denotes the incidence matrix).
Note that a special definition should be used for the monomials B; , in the case of type
A2

5, but we are not considering this case here because this affine Kac-Moody algebra is

not dual to an untwisted affine algebra (note that Agi) does not appear in Section 2.2]).
According to Theorem B.I] the t — 1 limit I (g) of W ;(g) is isomorphic to Rep Uy (g)

so that the embedding of W, ;(g) into H; 1(g) becomes the g-character homomorphism.

Our task is to relate the ¢ — 1 limit K, (g) of W +(g) to t-characters of representations
of quantum affine algebras. We start with two examples and then derive a general resglt.
The upshot is that X, (g) is spanned by what we will call folded t-characters of Ui(g'),
where g’ is the simply-laced Lie algebra equipped with an automorphism whose invariant
Lie subalgebra is g (the Dynkin diagram of g can be obtained by folding the Dynkin diagram
of g'). These are the t-characters of the finite-representations of Ut(g’ ) in which we identify

the variables Yj(z) and Y, ;) (2) for all i € I".
4.3. Examples. Consider the case g = By. Then we have the following formula for the

element T (z) of W +(By) corresponding to the first fundamental representation of U, (B él))
(see [FR2], Sect. 5.1.2). Set

J={1,...,0,0,¢,....,1}
Ai(2) = Yi(zq” 20 )Y (z¢%8) 7 s, =1 -,
Ag(z) — YZ(Zq%—?:tZ—l)Y*Z(Zq%—lté—l)yz_l(Zq2£t€)—l :

(g+q Hgt—q 't
q2t — q—2t—1

Ag(z) = Yz_1(Zq2£_2te)}/g(2q2z_lté+l)_1Yg(zq2é+lt€+l)_l 5

A(z2) =: Z._l(Zq4€—2i—2t2€—i)yvi(Zq4£—2it2£—i+1)—1 . i=1. -1,

(3

Ao(z) — . ng(zq2£—3tf—1)}/é(zq2f+1t£+1)—1 :
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Here and below we set Yy(z) = 1. According to [FR2],

(4.4) Ty(z) = > Ai(2)
e
commutes with the screening operators Sii,i =1,...,¢ and hence belongs to W +(By).
The ¢t — 1 limit of the rational function

(@+a gt —q't)

(45) fé(%t) - th_l — q_2t

is equal to 1. Hence the limit of the above formula for T (z) as t — 1 has 20 + 1 terms, and
one can check that it coincides with the g-character of the first fundamental representation
of U,(BM).

Now consider the ¢ — 1 limit of (£4]). Note that f,(1,t) = 2, so in this limit the term
Ao(z) appears with coefficient 2. As observed in [FR2, Sect. 6.3], the ¢ — 1 limit of 77 (z)
looks like the t-character of Ut(Dg_)l) in which we remove all € factors. For this reason,
it was conjectured in [FR2, Sect. 6.3] that the ¢ — 1 limit of the elements of W ;(g) in
general (which are, by definition, elements of K; (g)) should be given by the t-characters
of finite-dimensional representations of Uy(g") in which we remove the e factors (note that
Dy = (B)").

This conjecture is likely to be true, but the problem is that we don’t know how to interpret
this removal of € factors in terms of representation theory, and therefore this does not help
us with constructing the corresponding integrable models. Hence in this paper we give a
different interpretation of this limit.

To explain it, let’s look more closely at the ¢ — 1 limit of the formula ([@4]) for T;(z).
This is an element of K; (By) given by the same formula (4.4]), where now

Ai(2) = Yi(2t Yy (2t 7, i=1,...,0—1,

Ao(z) = Yg(zté_l)QYg_l(ztg)_l,
Ag(2) = 2Y(=t" )Yy (),
Ai(2) = Yg_l(th)Yg(zt“l)_z,

A(2) = Vi (22 Y (22— 7L i=1,...,0—1.

(2

Let’s compare this formula with the ¢ — 1 limit of the formula for T’ (z) from W ;(Dy41)
(see [FR2|, Sect. 5.1.4). It is an element K, (Dy41) given by formula (£4) but now with

J={1,... 0+1,0+1,...,1}

Ai(2) =Yi(zt Y)Y ()Y, =1, 01,
Ag(2) = Yo (2t Yo (2t )Y (2t°) 7,

Mg (2) = Yo (2t Y (2t 71

A=(2) = Yo(at™ 1) Yoy ()71,
Ag(2) = Ve () Yo (2t ™) " Yo (2t 7,

A(2) = Yio (227 )Y; (22~ i=1,...,0—1.

2

By inspecting these formulas, we obtain the following result (recall that I, (g) is defined

in formula (3.19])).



FOLDED QUANTUM INTEGRABLE MODELS AND DEFORMED W-ALGEBRAS 19

Lemma 4.1. If we identify the generators Yyi1(z) with Yy(z) for Dyyq, then the formula
for T1(z) in K; (Dgy1) becomes the formula for Ti(z) in K, (By).

Now observe that in this case g = By and g’ = Dy, with the corresponding automor-
phism o exchanging the ¢th and the (¢ + 1)st nodes of the Dynkin diagram. Hence the
identification of Lemma 1] corresponds precisely to the folding of the Dynkin diagram of
Dy, which gives the Dynkin diagram of By.

Let us apply the same procedure in the case g = Cy. Then g’ = Ay and o exchanges
the ith and the 2¢ — ith nodes of the Dynkin diagram. Comparing formulas in Sects. 5.1.1
and 5.1.3 of [FR2], we obtain

Lemma 4.2. Let us identify the generators Yop_;(z),i = 1,...,0— 1, with Y;(2) for Ayp_1.
Then the formula for Th(z) in K; (Age—1) becomes the formula for Ti(z) in K (Cy).

4.4. General case. Formula ([3.I0) shows that if we impose the relations Y;(z) = Y,;)(2)

for all ¢ € I, then the generators A;(z),i € I’ of K; (g’) go to the corresponding generators
Ai(z),i € I, of X; (g). Here and below, abusing notation, we identify ¢ € I’ with its image
in I =1)/{c).

Thus, we have natural commutative diagram

Nier CYG (") jtisn ez ® CYi (™) (1 + Ai(2t™ ) Dniez. —— CIY;(2t") jerin ez

Nicr CIY;(2t™)  j2im ez @ CIYi(2t™) (1 4+ Ai(zt" ) ez —— CYj(2t")  jerm;ez

with the vertical maps being surjective and the horizontal maps being injective. This proves
the following theorem stating that X; (g) = W1 (g) is spanned by the ¢-characters of U(g’)
in which we identify Y;(z) with Y,4;)(2).

~

Theorem 4.3. There is a surjective homomorphism Rep, Ui(g') — XK, (g) that fits in the
commutative diagram

Rep, Uy(g') — Nicr CIY; (2t jtin, ez © CIYi(2t™) (1 + Ay (zt™ ) 1] ez

! |

Ky (@) —— Nier CIYj(2t") ™ jeimsez @ ClYi(2t™)(1 + Ai(2t™ ) )]nez

We will call the composition of the left vertical and the lower horizontal maps the folded
t-character homomorphism and denote it by fy;:

(4.6) th : Rep, Ut(gA’) — C[Yi(2t")]ier-

It extends naturally to the entire Rep Ut(é\’ ). We will also call K; (g) the folded t-character
Ting.

Thus, we obtain an interpretation of the ¢ — 1 limit K (g) of W, ;(g) as a “folding” of
the Grothendieck ring of finite-dimensional representations of Uy(g’).

4.5. Connection to the Drinfeld—Sokolov reduction and the center of quantum
affine algebra. In this subsection we briefly discuss links between the classical limits of
W,.:(g) and other (Poisson) algebras.



20 EDWARD FRENKEL, DAVID HERNANDEZ, AND NICOLAI RESHETIKHIN

First, Conjecture 3 of [FR2] states that the limit ¢ — 1 of W,(g) is isomorphic, as a
Poisson algebra, to the Poisson algebra obtained by the deformed Drinfeld—Sokolov reduc-
tion of G((z)) with parameter p = t?. This was confirmed by an explicit computations in
the case of g = C presented in Appendix B of [FR2].

Second, recall that the ¢ — 1 limit of W, ;(g) is isomorphic, as a commutative algebra,
to the center Z,(g) of U,(g) at the critical level. Indeed, we can associate elements of
Z,(g) to finite-dimensional representations of U,(g) using a “double” of the transfer-matrix
construction [RS, [FR1], and hence connect Z,(g) to Rep U,(g), which is K (g) = W 1(g).
In [FR1], it was shown that in the case of g = Ay this is in fact an isomorphism of Poisson
algebra. We expect this to be true for a general g as well.

If there exists an algebra A;(g) satisfying the properties of Remark B.2] then it is rea-
sonable to expect that the center of A;(g) at its “critical level” is isomorphic to the ¢ — 1
limit of Wg4(g).

Remark 4.2. Note that the limit of Z,(g) as ¢ — 1 is the center of U(g) at the critical
level. According to the Feigin—Frenkel isomorphism, the latter is isomorphic to the classical
W-algebra of the Langlands dual Lie algebra g (and not of g). This is consistent with the
fact that in the ¢ — 1 limit the screening operators S;r , whose joint kernel is the Poisson
algebra W, 1(g), become the screening operators of the classical W-algebra of Lg. ([l

4.6. Bethe Ansatz equations from deformed W-algebras. First, consider the limit
t — 1, in which we obtain the algebra of g-characters of finite-dimensional representations
of Uy(g). In [ER3, Sect. 6.3], it was shown how to derive the corresponding Bethe Ansatz
equation (BAE) from these g-characters. Namely, according to the conjecture in [FR3|
Sect. 6.1], which was proved in [FH3], the eigenvalues of the transfer-matrices on the
representation W = ®§V:1 V(P;) can be expressed (up to an overall factor) as the g-
characters in which we replace the variables Y;, by the ratios Q;(ag; 1Y /Qilag;) of the
corresponding Baxter polynomials. Then the seeming poles corresponding to the monomials
of the form M and M Ai_’alqi in the g-characters should cancel each other. Using formula
(B9), we obtain the following BAE:

(@) (9) —B;;

N (=L W N B Z
(47) H q?ogpi’km/u(};) — _ H wT H H wr(l 'ws q B J .

k=1 Pi,k(Qi/wT ) s#r wT - 3 z j#i s=1 Wy i

where {wg)} is the set of roots of the ith Baxter polynomial Q;(z), and Pj;(z),j =
.,N;i=1,... £ are the Drinfeld polynomials of .

Remark 4.3. This formula corrects a typo in formula (6.6) of [FR3]; namely, the entries Cy;
of the Cartan matrix there should be replaced by the entries By; of the symmetrized Cartan
matrix. ]

Thus, the key point in deriving these BAE is formula (8.9]) expressing variables A;(z) in
terms of Yj(z).

Now consider the limit ¢ — 1 and apply the argument of [FR3, Sect. 6.3] to formula
(BI0) instead of (39). In the same way as in [FR3|] we then obtain the following equations:

N (=17, () (@) _ _
PO ) P i 1/7}05 )Z—er ws Hﬁ wr e

k=1 Pi,k(t/wT ) SF#T wT JjFis= 1 t 1) G

( )t)—Cji
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This system is equivalent to the system of Bethe Ansatz equations obtained in [FKSZ]
(formula (6.16)). It can also be obtained by folding the BAE corresponding to g’. See
Section for the explanation of the procedure of folding. We summarize this in the
following statement.

Proposition 4.4. The system (@8] corresponding to the Lie algebra g is equivalent to the
system obtained by folding the BAE ([&T) corresponding to the Lie algebra g, i.e. assuming
that m; = mg;) for all i € I', identifying w,@ = w?(l), and writing the equations in terms
of the variables wfni),i el.

5. FOLDED INTEGRABLE MODELS

In this section we describe a novel quantum integrable model in which the spectra of the
Hamiltonians correspond (conjecturally) to solutions of the Bethe Ansatz equations (4.8]).

5.1. Action of an automorphism o. Let W be a simple finite-dimensional representation
of Uq(g/l\’ ) whose highest monomial is o-invariant, i.e. it is a monomial in the elements EN/M
defined in Section BT below [ Denote the corresponding highest g’-weight by A(W). Clearly,
a(A(W)) = A(W).

Denote by P the set of all g’-weights and by P its subset of o-invariant g’-weights. For
v € P, denote by W, C W the weight ~ subspace of W. Let W be the direct sum of the

subspaces of W corresponding to o-invariant g’-weights 7:

W=D W,
yeEP?
In particular, W contains the one-dimensional highest weight subspace Wy of W.
Next, let W C W be the direct sum of /-weight subspaces of W corresponding to the

o-invariant ¢-weights (equivalently, o-invariant monomials in x,(W)). Associating to each
(-weight the corresponding g’-weight, we obtain a grading on W by c-invariant g’-weights:
Vo,

yEP?
We have an inclusion W ¢ W respecting the grading by (o-invariant) g’-weights:
(5.1) W, CcW,,  yeP°.

The restriction of this inclusion to WA(W) is an isomorphism. Next, we define an automor-

~

phism of U,(g’) corresponding to o (abusing notation, we denote it in the same way).

o~

Lemma 5.1. There is a unique algebra automorphism o of Uy(g') defined on the Drinfeld
generators by the formulas

(5.2) o(hiy) = hoy s 0la7,,) =2, o(k) =k

o(i),m’ o(i)”

Proof. One checks directly that the map o preserves the relations between the Drinfeld
generators. O

6More generally, we could consider the case when W is a tensor product of simple representations, with
the same invariance property for its highest monomial (but not necessarily for each simple factor). However,
we will not do so in this paper.
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We associate to W its twist by the automorphism o. Namely, if P U, ( Y — End(W)

is the action of U,(g ) on W, we define the o-twisted action of Ug(g g ) on the same vector
space by the formula

po(9) = plo(g)), g€ Uy(d).

Lemma 5.2. (1) The representations (W, p) and (W, p,) are isomorphic, and there is a
unique linear automorphism o : W — W, such that

(5.3) p(a(9)) =ap(9)5~", Vg e Uyly)
and the restriction of & to Way is the identity.

(2) The operator & maps every g'-weight (resp. - wez’ght} subspace of W corresponding
to the g'-weight v (resp. monomial M in Y;,) to a g'-weight (resp. (- wezght} subspace

corresponding to o(vy) (resp. o(M)). In particular, it preserves the subspaces W and W and
their graded components corresponding to o-invariant g'-weights and ¢-weights, respectively.

Proof. (1) Drinfeld’s classification of irreducible finite-dimensional representations of Uq(gA’ )
(see [CP]) shows that such a representation W is generated by its one-dimensional highest
weight subspace Wy and is determined by the eigenvalues of the Cartan—Drinfeld generators
hi, on it, which are recorded by the highest monomial of its g-character (see Section [E.TI).
Formulas (5.2]) imply that Wy is still the highest weight subspace of W under the twisted
representation p,. The o-invariance of the highest monomial of the representation (W, p)
implies that the highest monomial of (W, p,) is the same. Therefore there is an isomorphism
o : W — W intertwining the representations (W, p) and (W, p,) of Uq(gA’ ) and preserving
the one-dimensional subspace Wjy. It follows that o satisfies formula (5.3]). By Schur’s
lemma, there is a unique such & that is equal to the identity on Wj.

(2) Let {X;,i € I'} be either {k;,i € I'} or {h}5.,i € I'} with a fixed r # 0, where A, is
the semi-simplification of the action of h;, on W, Suppose that v is a joint eigenvector of
{X;,i € I'}, in W with the eigenvalues \;,i € I'. Then

(5.4) XZ' : 6'\(21) = 6'\(6'\_1XZ/O'\) U= 3X0.71(Z') U= )\071(1-)3(1)).
This completes the proof. O
Remark 5.1. Let W% C W be the subspace of vectors fixed by &. It contains Wamw)

and is stable under the action of the subalgebra Uq(gA’ )? of o-invariant elements of Uq(é\’ )
However, in general W7 is not stable under the action of the Cartan generators kiil,z' el
or the Cartan—Drinfeld generators, and hence does not have a well-defined character or
g-character. Besides, the invariant subalgebra Uq(é\’ )? does not have a natural structure of
Hopf algebra and has other deficiencies, as can be shown by an argument similar to that of
[H3| Section 2.7].

This is why we consider 1nstead ‘the subspaces W and W. Their graded subspaces are
preserved by &, and hence W and W have well-defined character and g-character, respec-
tively. O
5.2. XXZ-type model associated to U,(g’). Consider the Borel subalgebra Uq(E’ ) of
Uq(g/ ) and its category O* which contains the prefundamental representations R;r (a), R (a)
(j €I, aeC*) constructed in [HJ].

For every j € I’, we have the Q-operator QjE(z, u) = tRjE (z,u) associated in [FH3| to the

prefundamental representation Rj-c(z). This operator is a formal power series in z, and it
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also depends on an element u of the Cartan subgroup H' of the simply-connected Lie group
G’ associated to g¢’.

More generally, for any V' in the Grothendieck ring Ky(O0*), we have the corresponding
transfer-matrix ty (z, u).

The transfer-matrices ty(z,u),V € Ky(O*) (in particular, operators Qj:(z,u),j elrl)
commute with each other. These are the Hamiltonians of theAXXZ-type model associated
to U,(g'). Every finite-dimensional representation W of U,(g’) decomposes into a direct
sum of the generalized eigenspaces of these Hamiltonians. In this paper we will focus
on the eigenvalues of these Hamiltonians and ignore the structure of the corresponding
Jordan blocks. Hence we introduce the semi-simplification ch’ss(z, u) of ch(z, u), i.e. the
unique diagonalizable operator on W whose eigenspaces and eigenvalues are the generalized
eigenspaces and eigenvalues of Qgt(z,u). It follows that each Q?S’i(z,u) can be expressed
as a polynomial in the original operator Q;t(z, u), and therefore QZ:-E’SS(Z, u) commutes with
all Q;E(z,u) and with all Q;-t’ss(z,u),j el

Thus, for every u € H', we have a direct sum decomposition of W into joint eigenspaces
of the operators Q;E’Ss(z,u), j € I'. The following is proved in [FH3, Theorem 5.9] and
[FH4].

Theorem 5.3. Let W be a simple module over Uq(gA’). Then
(1) The eigenvalues of Q;”Ss(z,u) on W are polynomials in z, up to an overall function

i z depending only on W. Generically, the roots of these polynomials yield a solution of

the BAE ([&7) corresponding to g'.
(2) Every joint eigenspace on;E’SS(z, w),j € I', on W is a subspace of a g’ -weight subspace

of W corresponding to the g’'-weight A(W)—zjel, njoj, where nj is the degree of the Bazter

polynomial encoding the eigenvalue of Qj’ss(z,u).

We call the polynomials in part (1) of this theorem the Bazter polynomials.

Part (1) of the theorem implies that the decomposition of W into a direct sum of joint
eigenspaces of th’ss(z,u), j € I, is a refinement of the decomposition of W into a direct
sum of its g’-weight subspaces. In other words, for every u € H' and v € P (the set of

g’-weights), the corresponding component W, of W is a direct sum

(5.5) W= @ Wyaw

A€E (u)

where €, (u) is the set of distinct joint eigenvalues of Q;E’SS(Z, u),j € I', on W, and W, »(u)
is the eigenspace corresponding to A € €. (u). Here X denotes a collection {)\;-—L(z, u),j €'}
of joint eigenvalues of Q) z,u),j €T’

As shown in [FH3, Proposition 5.5], Q;’(z,u) has a well-defined v — 0 limit, which is
equal to

+,s8
i

hj—m
Tj(z) = exp <Z zmm> .

m>0 9
This is a generating series of the Cartan—Drinfeld generators

(5.6) Bjem = Crj (@™ —m.-
kel’
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According to this formula, we can recover all Cartan-Drinfeld generators hy _p,, k € I',m >
0 from the T}j(z),j € I'.

It follows that the set €, (u) has a well-defined v — 0 limit, which we denote by &-(0).
Moreover, €,(0) can be identified with the set of /-weights with the underlying g’-weight ~.
For each (-weight A € €,(0), the eigenspace W, (0) is the corresponding /-weight subspace
of W,.

Remark 5.2. The u — 0 limit of the Q-operator @ (2, u) is equal to (Tj(2))~'. This follows
from a direct computation or from the decomposition of RZT"' o @R, in Ky(0*). Indeed,
it is equal to the class [1] of the trivial one-dimensional representation plus the classes of
simple representations whose highest weights are equal to positive linear combinations of
the simple roots, which implies that they do not contribute to the u — 0 limit. O

5.3. The invariant subspace. Let us apply the automorphism o of the algebra Uq(g/ )
given by formula (B.2]) to the transfer-matrices ty (z,u). Recall that they are constructed
by taking the trace of u times the universal R-matrix R of U,(g’) over V (see, e.g. [FH3]|).

Lemma 5.4. The automorphism o is an automorphism of the Hopf algebra structure on
Uq( '). Moreover, it preserves the universal R-matriz R of U, (8): (6®0)(R) =R,

Proof. One checks directly that the comultiplication defined on the Drinfeld—Jimbo gen-
erators is invariant under o. For the ith Drinfeld-Jimbo generators, where ¢ € I’, this is
obvious. For the the 0th Drinfeld-Jimbo generators, we use a formula expressing them in
terms of the Drinfeld generators from |[CPl p. 393].

The universal R-matrix of Uq(é\’ ) corresponds to the canonical element in the double of
U,(b4) under the identification of this double (modulo the Cartan subalgebra with U, (g’ ))s
see [D]. It follows from its definition that the automorphism o is compatible with the
double structure and therefore it sends the canonical element to itself. Hence it preserves
the universal R-matrix of Uq(é\’ ) O

For any representation V in the category O*, denote by J*(V) the twist of V' by the
automorphism o defined as in Section B.Il It is clear that ¢* induces an automorphism

of the Grothendieck ring K¢(O*). By construction, J*(Rfa) ij( hae Note also that o

defines an automorphism of the Cartan subgroup H' of G'.
Lemma 5.5. We have
(57) U_l(tV(Z7u)) = to*(V)(Zaa(u))v U_I(Q;‘t(z7u)) = Qi[(])(z,a(u))

From now on, we will assume that u is o-invariant, and hence defines an element of
H = (H')?, which is a Cartan subgroup of the group G = (G')?. With this assumption,
formulas (5.7]) become

(58) J_l(tV(z7u)) = ta*(V)(zvu)7 O-_l(Q;‘t(Z7u)) = Q;t(j)('z’u)'
Now we come to a key definition.

Definition 5.6. We define the invariant subspace of W as

u) = EB W (u)

yEP?
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where P is the set of o-invariant g’-weights and

(5.9) W, (u) == {w e W, | Q]i’ss(z,u).w = Qf(’;i(z,u).w,Vj el'} c WV.

Since the prefundamental representations (topologically) generate the entire Grothendieck
ring Ko(0*), we have
Wy (u) = {w € Wy | 7 (2, u).w = 13 1) (2, u).w, V[V] € Ko(O0%)}.
Using formula (5.8)) in the same way as in the proof of Lemmal[5.2], we obtain the following
result.

Lemma 5.7. W, (u) is preserved by o.

We can also describe W, (u) as a span of joint eigenvectors of Q;E’SS(Z, u),j el

Lemma 5.8. W, (u) is equal to the span of the joint eigenvectors of Qi’ss(

z,u),j €T,
W., with eigenvalues A;E(z,u),j € I', such that /\;-t(z,u) )\i( )(z u) foralljeI'. In other
words, in the notation of Section [5.2,

(5.10) @ Wya(u

Ao (A)=A

Proof. Every vector v € W, can be written as a linear combination of joint eigenvectors of
+,s8 . /.
Qj (Z7u)7j € I

(5.11) v= Za)\v)\,

where vy denotes an eigenvector with the collection of joint eigenvalues A\ = {/\;-t(z, u),j €
I'}. Now, if v € W, (u), then

Za;) zuv,\—Za)\)\ (z,u)vy,

which implies that every collection A\ = {)\jE(z,u), j € I'} appearing in the decomposition

(5I0) with a non-zero coefficient a) must be o-invariant, i.e. A;E(z,u) = )\Z_E(j)(z,u) for all

jelr. O
Now, the discussion after Theorem [(.3] implies

Lemma 5.9. We have W, (0) = Wy, i.e. W,(0) is spanned by the {-weight vectors corre-
sponding to the o-invariant (-weights whose underlying ¢'-weight is v € P°.

Remark [5.3] below shows, however, that we do not expect the statement analogous to
Lemma [5.9] to hold for W, (u) with u # 0.

Lemma [5.7] implies that W (u) is preserved by . Lemma 5.9 implies that W (0) = w.
We also record the following useful result.

Lemma 5.10. Suppose that v € W is an eigenvector onjE ®(z,u),j € I' (resp. an L-weight

vector) such that o(v) = pv, where p is a scalar (thus, p is a d-th root of unity). Then the

set of eigenvalues of Qjc’ss(z, w),j € I' on v (resp. the L-weight of v) is o-invariant.

Proof. Let )\;-—L(z,u),j € I, be the eigenvalues of Q;E’Ss(z,u),j € I’ on v. Using formulas

(5.8) and (5.3]), we obtain that
Af(j)(z’u)v = Qj(’j.;(z,u) v =6Q; (2, u)5 ! (v)
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— 17'EQEN (2 ) - v = T A (2, w)B(0) = ME (2w,

for all j € I'. The proof for f-weight vectors is similar. O

Remark 5.3. In general, joint eigenspaces of the operators Q;E’Ss(z,u), j eI, inW, are
not spanned by f-weight vectors. In other words, these eigenspaces differ from their limits
as u — 0. For example, let us take as W the tensor product Vi ® V, of two fundamental
representations of Uq(sAlg) with the highest weight monomial Y7Y,. The ¢-weight vectors in
it are computed for example in [H4, Example 3.3]. Let {wy,w_} and {v4,v_} be bases of
weight vectors in V; and V,, respectively, with w, and vy being the highest weight vectors.
Then w_ ® vy is an f-weight vector whose f-weight is qulYa.

On the other hand, the action of Q1 (z,u) on the O-weight subspace of V; ® V,, which is
spanned by w_ ® vy and wy ® v_, can be computed following [FH3, Example 7.8]. The

result is ) 2( _1)
i zu(g—q
T~ T I — ey 1T

where T'(z) is the u — 0 limit of @ (z,u), which can be expressed (see formula (5.6]) above)
as a generating function of the Cartan—Drinfeld elements, and f1, fo are the Drinfeld—Jimbo
generators.

In particular, if we denote by ¢(z) the eigenvalue of T'(z) on w4 ® v, then we obtain

QF (z,u).(1 — u?)(1 = uPq %) (g(2)) " (w- @ vy)

=(1—z2¢' — ¢ 2 + ¢ 2w @ vy + 20 (1 — ¢ Hwy @v_.
Hence w_ ® v, is not an eigenvector of Q7 (z,u) if u # 0. 0

5.4. Eigenvalues of transfer-matrices on the invariant subspace. Since the opera-
tors Q;E’Ss(z,u), j € I', commute with each other, they have a well-defined joint spectrum
on the invariant subspace W (u). Using Proposition [£.4] (the fact that the system of folded
BAE (4.8)) for g is obtained by folding of the system of BAE (&1 for g’) and Theorem [£.3],
we can now link the eigenvalues of Qi’ss(z, u),j € I', on W(u) and solutions of the folded

J
BAE (4.8]) for g.

Theorem 5.11. Suppose that the Baxter polynomials encoding the joint eigenvalues of
Qj’ss(z,u), j €I, on a vector in W(u) are generic, so that their roots satisfy the BAE
(-7) for ¢'. Then, after the identification of the roots of these polynomials corresponding

to QT (z,u) and Q% (2, u), we obtain a solution of the folded BAE .
J a(4)

Next, the following result is proved in [FH3| Theorem 5.11]:

Theorem 5.12. The eigenvalues of the transfer-matriz ty (z,u), where V is in Rep Uq(gA’),
on a simple module W can be expressed (up to an overall factor) as the q-character of V,
in which we replace each Y;,,1 € I, by a ratio of the corresponding Baxter polynomials.

We now use this result to describe the eigenvalues of ¢ty (z,u) on W(u) C W.

Theorem 5.13. Let V be a finite-dimensional representation of Uq(gA’). Then the transfer-
matriz ty (z,u) preserves the subspace W (u) and its generalized eigenvalues are given (up to
an overall factor) by the folded t-character 'x; (V') (obtained by identifying Y; . with Yo(i).a
in x¢(V)) in which we further replace each Y;, by a ratio of the corresponding Bazter
polynomials.
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This theorem gives us the sought-after link between the spectra of commuting quan-
tum Hamiltonians and solutions of the folded Bethe Ansatz equations. Namely, the quan-
tum Hamiltonians are the transfer-matrices ty (z,u) of the XXZ-type model associated to
Uq(g/ ) (so the auxiliary spaces are representations of Uq(g/ ), or more general objects of the
corresponding category O*) but we restrict them to the invariant subspaces W (u) of the

~

irreducible finite-dimensional representations W of U,(g’) and consider the corresponding
spectra (so the spaces of states are the subspaces W (u) C W).

However, for non-simply laced g this answer does not quite define a quantum integrable
model since we have not yet described the invariant subspaces W (u) as representations of a
Hopf algebra. In the next subsection, we conjecture such a description. More precisely, we
conjecture that there is a certain distinguished subspace W (u) C W (u) which is isomorphic
to a representation of the twisted quantum affine algebra Uq(Lﬁ). If this is true, then we
can indeed describe the spaces of states as representations of a Hopf algebra, and then we
indeed obtain a quantum integrable model.

5.9. DAeﬁning the folded integrable model. As before, let W be a simple representation
of Uy(g’) whose highest monomial is o-invariant, i.e. it is a monomial in the elements EN/M
defined in Section

Recall that for a Lie algebra g, we refer to the integral weights of the Cartan subalgebra
of g as g-weights. We will use the following simple fact demonstrated below in Section

Lemma 5.14. There is a natural isomorphism between the lattice P° of o-invariant g'-
weights and the lattice “ P of L'g-weights.

In particular, since W (u) and W= W(0) are, by definition, vector spaces graded by P?,
we can view them as vector spaces graded by the lattice P of “g-weights.

Conjecture 5.15.

(i) For generic u, there is an isomorphism W(u) ~ W of vector spaces graded by “g-
weights.

(i) For generic u, there is a subspace W (u) of W (u) which is stable under the operators
Q;-E’SS(Z,U) and isomorphic, as a vector space graded by Tg-weights, to the vector

space underlying a Uy(¥g)-module M(W) (which does not depend on u).

In Section [7] we explicitly verify this conjecture, as well as Conjecture below, in
a number of examples. In Section we identify the representation M (W), in terms of
the closely related Conjecture below, for the simplest Uq(g’ )-modules with o-invariant
highest monomials (modulo Conjecture [6.1T]).

Remark 5.4. A possible candidate for W (u) is the subspace W (u) := W, (u), where

yeps
(5.12) W, (u) :=={weW,| Qf(z,u).w = Qf(j)(z,u).w,Vj el'} c Wy.

The difference with formula (5.9)) is that we now consider the operators QjE (z,u), rather than
their semi-simplifications. We expect that for generic u, W (u) is isomorphic to W(0) C
W(0) = W, which is defined similarly in terms of T;j(z) (not their semi-simplifications).
Another candidate for W (u) is the subspace W (u) C W (u) spanned by the o-invariant
generalized eigenvectors. O
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Conjecture means that for any non-simply laced simple Lie algebra g, there exists
a folded quantum integrable system with the quantum Hamiltonians being the trzy\asfer—
matrices ty(z,u), corresponding to finite-dimensional representations V' of Rep Uy(g’), or
more general objects of the corresponding category O* (these are the auxiliary spaces of this
integrable model). These Hamiltonians act on vector spaces that underlie finite-dimensional
representations of U;(¥g) (these are the spaces of states of this integrable model) and,
according to Theorem [5.I3] the spectra of ty(z,u) can be expressed in terms of the folded
t-character of V' and the corresponding Baxter polynomials. Moreover, by Theorem [5.1T],
the roots of these Baxter polynomials correspond to solutions of the folded BAE (4.8])
associated to g.

Remark 5.5. (1) In all examples we have studied so far, with W a simple module, we found
a simple U, (Lg)-module M (W) that satisfies the statements of this conjecture.

(2) Suppose that a weight subspace WV,’y € P7, of W is one-dimensional. Then the
automorphism o from Lemma must act on W, as a non-zero scalar. By Lemma [5.10]
this implies that W, = W, and W, = W, (u) for all u. Hence the statement of part (i) of

the conjecture is clear for such weight subspaces.
(3) In the statement of part (i) of the conjecture, one might be tempted to replace U, (*g)

with U;(Lg). Indeed, the statement involves a vector space W (u) graded by “g-weights, and
therefore it could come from a representation of U;(*g) (the quantum group of the simple

finite-dimensional Lie algebra “g), which is a subalgebra of both U;(*g) and U;(Fg).
In fact, in the examples we have considered so far (see Section[T]), the character of W (u) is
not only the character of a representation of U;(¥g) but also the character of a representation

of Uy(Lg). But the representations of U;(Lg) that appear here are significantly less natural
than the representations of U;(Lg). For instance, as we illustrate below (see Sections [T.2-
[CH), in most cases they are not simple, and often contain direct sums of copies of the
trivial representation as direct summands (even for represglgtations of small dimension).
Even more importantly, if we consider representations of U;(Xg), we can only reproduce the
ordinary character of its restriction to U;(Lg), and not its t-character. On the other hand,
in all examples we consider below, we can reproduce the t-character of a U;(g)-module
M (W) using interpolating (g, t)-characters, see Conjecture below.

(4) It would be interesting to write explicit formulas for the action of U;(*g) on M (W),
at least in the cases when M (W) ~ w. O

We will give a more detailed description of the module M (W), and hence a more precise
formulation of Conjecture [.15] using the theory of interpolating (g, t)-characters which we
will recall (and refine) in Section [ below. Namely, we have the following conjecture.
Conjecture 5.16. The t-character x¢(M(W)) of the Uy (¥§)-module M (W) can be obtained

via the specialization map I1; from an element X, € Ky4(g). In fact, X, has the following
three specializations:

where
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e(W) € K (g) is the folded t-character of the Uy <§1\’) -module W,

xe(W') € K7 (Fg) is the folded t-character of a Uy <(Lg),> -module W'.

5.6. The subspace W (u). Here we discuss the question of how to describe the subspace
W (u) C W(u) in general.

Note that the fixed subspace W2 C W is not necessarily stable under the action of the
operators Q“-_L’SS(Z u) in general. But let us introduce the subspace W(u) C W7 spanned
by all joint eigenvectors of Qi (z,u), j € I', which belong to W?.

Recall the decomposition (m) of W, (u):

(5.13) @ Wya(u

Ao (A)=A

Lemma 5.17. We have

(5.14) =P P wiwcw)

YEPT \ioc(N)=X
where W7\ (u) is the -invariant subspace of W \(u).

Proof. According to Theorem[5.3](1), every joint eigenvector v of Qi *(z,u), j € I', belongs

to a weight subspace W, C W,y € P. By Lemma [5.21(2) & maps W,,y € P, to Wy(,.
Therefore, if 6(v) = v, then v € W,y € P?. Next, we have the decomposition (5.5]) of
W,,~v € P?, into eigenspaces of Q;-E’SS(Z,U). Applying formula (5.4) with X; = Qii’ss(z,u),
j € I', we obtain that if v € W, , then 7(v) € W, ;(\). Hence, if 5(v) = v, then o(A) = A,
It follows that the subspace W,  with v € P and o(\) = A is preserved by . Thus, W,
decomposes into a direct sum of eigenspaces of &, which are labeled by the d-th roots of
unity. Denoting the invariant part (on which & acts the identity) by W, (u), we obtain the
decomposition (B.14]). O

There is an analogue of the subspace W7 (u) C W(u) for uw = 0; namely, the subspace

we spanned by all g-invariant ¢-weight vectors in W. In the same way as in the proof of
Lemma [5.17 one shows that

(5.15) - & @ W3 C W,

YEP? M:o(M)=M

where Wg A is o-invariant part of the (-weight subspace of Ww,v € P?%, whose (-weight
corresponds to a monomial M (note that Wf;’ u is preserved by & if and only if M is a

o-invariant monomial, see Lemma [5.2,(2)). Thus, W7 is a subspace of W = W (0).

We expect that W (u) is a subspace of we (although they are not equal in general, as
we can see from the example in Section below). In addition to the examples that will
be presented in Section [7] some supporting evidence comes from the following result in the
finite-type case.

Let W be a simple finite-dimensional representation of Uy (g') with a o-invariant highest
weight. Then, as in the affine case, o gives rise to an automorphism o of W. Let W7 be
the span of all weight vectors in W which belong to W7. In the same way as in the proof
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of Lemma, [5.17] one shows that
we = we,
yeEP°
where W is the subspace of g-invariant vectors in W,,y € P?. Recall from Lemma [5.14]
that we can view elements of the set P of o-invariant g’-weight spaces as “g-weights. Thus,
the character x(W?) is a linear combination of ©g-weights.

Proposition 5.18. x(W?) is invariant under the action of the Weyl group of “g, and
hence it is the character of a virtual representation of U,(Lg).

Proof. For i € I', denote by U; the Uy(sly) subalgebra of Uy(g’) generated by e;, f;, kfﬁl.

Let us show that y(W?) is invariant under the simple reflections of g associated to the
o-orbits of ¢ € I'. This is clear if o(¢) =i as W7 is stable under the action of U; and hence
its character is invariant under the ith reflection of Zg.

Suppose (i) # i. Since g’ is not of type Ag,, the subalgebra U7 of U,(g') generated by
the Uy (slz) subalgebras U,k (;), 1 < k < d, is isomorphic to U,(s12)®?. To simplify notation,
let us assume that d = 2 (the proof for d = 3 is quite similar).

Viewed as a representation of U7, W is semi-simple:

_ ‘ )@
(5.16) W—EBLJ, Ly=L;’ ®L;”,
J

where Lg.l) and L§2) are simple representations of the subalgebras U; and U, ;, respectively.

If x is a weight vector which belongs to W7 (i.e. the weight of x is o-invariant), then so
are the vectors e.x and f.x, where

€ = €iCy(j), I = fifow)-

Hence W¢ is stable under € and f.

Let w be a weight such that that the weight subspace (W7),, is non-zero. Then w(a)) =
w(a;/(i)) = m € Z. Suppose that m > 0. Using the decomposition (5.16]), we can write any

weight vector v in (W7), as v =}, v;, where

vj € L) @ (L),

(Lg-l))m and (L§-2))m being the weight subspaces corresponding to weight m in L§1) and L§-2),

respectively. From representation theory of U,(slz) we know that these weight subspaces
(1) ()

are one-dimensional, so v; = v; "’ ® v;

7m0V @) = (fr o) @ (£ 417) # 0.

is a pure tensor. Moreover, we have

Hence we obtain an injective linear map :
?m : (Wo)w — (Wo)w—m(arl—aa(i))
and so
dlm(WU)w S dim(WU)w—m(ai“l‘ao‘(i))

if m > 0.
The opposite inequality is obtained by considering the action of € on (W), _n(a,4a, )"
This completes the proof.
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We expect that this virtual representation is an actual representation of U,(*g) (although
it is not clear to us how to construct the corresponding action of U,(Lg)). In Section
we will show (assuming Conjecture [0.10) that in the limit ¢ — 1 it is possible to
construct an explicit embedding of the irreducible representation of “g with the highest
weight corresponding to that of W (which is o-invariant by our assumption) into W?.

In the rest of this section, we discuss the corresponding Q@Q-system.

5.7. The QQ-system. The QQ-system (or QQ-system in the terminology of [FH4]) of
type g’ reads

o ~ o ~ -C’,
|:_?Zj| Qi,aq*lQi,aq - |:EZ:| Qi,ani,aq*l = HQLCL ”
i
where C’ (resp. a}) is the Cartan matrix (resp. a simple root) of g’. It was written
in [MRVI] in the context of affine opers, and established [FH4] as a system of relations
in Ko(0*), with the Q;, and Q;, being the properly normalized classes of certain simple

modules; namely, the module R: , for Q; o and another module, which we denote by X Z’ g2

divided by an invertible element which does not depend on a (recall that here we consider the

category O*, see [FH4, Remark 3.2 (iii)]). The [—%ﬂ are classes of certain one-dimensional

representations in O*. Then on W(u), the eigenvalues of Q) , are identified with those of
Qg(j),a and the eigenvalues of @); , are identified with the eigenvalues of Qg(j),a. Hence we
obtain the following result.

Theorem 5.19. The following QQ-system holds on the invariant subspace W (u):

(5.17) [—%} Qi,aq*léi,aq - [%] Qi,aq@i,aq*l = HQj_,Sj'ia
J#i

where C is the Cartan matriz of g, Q;q (resp. @m) s, up to an invertible constant, the
Q-operator Q;':a (resp. the transfer-matriz associated to X, 2 ).

Note that for a non-simply laced g, this is neither the QQ-system of type g (as defined in
[MRVZ2, [FH4]) nor the QQ-system of the twisted type g" conjectured in [FH4, Section 3.3].
But this system is equivalent to the Q@Q-system obtained in [FKSZ] in the context of Miura
(G, q)-opers (we note that a Yangian version of this system first appeared in the work of
Mukhin and Varchenko [MV1], MV2]). We will call it the folded QQ-system associated to g.

According to Theorem [5.19] the spectra of the Hamiltonians of the folded integrable
model introduced in this section give rise to solutions of the folded QQ-system. This is in
agreement with Theorem [5.11] because, as shown in [FKSZ|, under a genericity condition
there is a bijection between solutions of the folded Q@Q-system and solutions of the folded

BAE (&3).

Remark 5.6. (1) Recall that each character w € H* of the commutative group H gives a one-

dimensional representation Uq(g)—module [w] which is in O and in O*. We obtain a subring
Ko(H) C Kop(O) of representations whose simple constituents are of this form. These are
called constant elements as the associated transfer-matrices are constant (independent of
the spectral parameter). The ordinary character of a representation in O can be viewed as
an element of Ko(H).
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(2) According to [FH4], the precise relation between the solutions of QQ-system (5.17)
and elements of K((0) is as follows. The variables @; . and é,z correspond to the classes
[sz] and [Xi,zqu]v respectively, renormalized by constant invertible elements of Ky(O).

However, Ke;fu Wang has pointed out that the proof of [FH4, Lemma 4.11] is incomplete.
In that lemma a formula y(X;,) = (1 — [—a;]) ™! [T Xj_c“ for the character of X; , was
given in terms of the characters y; = X(L:a) of the prefundamental representations, and
the normalization used in [FH4| (see the preceding paragraph) was based on this formula.
Although we believe that this character formula is correct (and so the normalization used
in [FH4] is correct), at the moment we do not have a proof of this character formula. Hence
we propose to slightly modify formulas (3.1) and (3.2) in [FH4| for the normalizing factors,
so we can avoid relying on this character formula. We explain this normalization in the
next subsection.

(3) According to Theorem and to Section [0.4] eigenvectors in the subspace W (u)
give solutions of the folded QQ-system (or, under some genericity condition, of the folded
BAE ([@8)). However, we then restrict to a smaller subspace W (u) of W (u), which means
that we only take a subset of these solutions (we will see in the example in Section [Z.5] below
that W (u) can in fact be strictly smaller than W (u)). This is likely related to the fact that
taking various limits of elements of the deformed W-algebras, or various specializations
of the corresponding interpolating (g, t)-characters (as discussed below in Section [6)), may
very well have different numbers of monomials. Hence it is natural to expect that there
is a characterization of the solutions corresponding to the eigenvectors that belong to the
subspace W (u) through a similar kind of interpolation, which would enable us to tell which
solutions of the folded Q@-system (and the folded BAE) correspond to the representation
M (W) for the Langlands dual quantum affine and which do not. At the moment, this
remains as an open question. ]

5.8. Normalization of @); . and @ZZ
Proposition 5.20. The functions
Qi,Z = [L’i_z]/XU @i72 = I:Xi7zq;2]/§€i7

where

Xi = x(L;,) and X; = x(X;,) <[%} - [—%D ;

solve the QQ-system (in the notation of [FHA4]).

Remark 5.7. Here, in contrast to [FH4], we do not specify a precise relation between the
X; and the y;. In addition, for symmetry, we have chosen to renormalize [L;rz] by dividing

by xi, although in [FH4] Q; . is [Lj'z] without renormalization. Both normalizations are
compatible, as the QQ-system written with the normalization in [FH4|] implies that the
variables in the Proposition above satisfy also the QQ-system. O

Proof. We give the proof of the Proposition for the category O. The analogous result in
Ky(O*) is obtained in the same way.
We establish the following g-character formula

(5.18) Xq(Xi1) = [Wia]xiix (X)) (1 = [og])
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where \ilm is the highest /-weight of X; 1 and x;1 = szO(AZ-,lAi o2 A, q_me)_l. This
formula implies the Q@—system in K(O) by the arguments given in [FH4].

The proof of (5.18) is based on the results in [FH4], except that we do not use the
complete proof of [FH4, Lemma 4.11], but only [FH4, Lemma 4.10]. Indeed, it implies only

Xa(Xia) = [®ia] D (Aia Ay 2o Ay om) " x(m),

m>0
where for m > 0, x(m) € Ko(H) is a constant element. It suffices to prove that x(m) do
not depend on m.
To do this, consider for > 0 the representation Xz'(? = L(\i’m\ll i qur). Then we obtain
from [H5, Theorem 8.1] that Z

Xo( X)) =010, HX] YOS (A Ay Ay )T

g
j# 0<m<r

Hence the class of X;; ® L -2 can be decomposed as a sum

Xin ® L) ] = XTI+ Y ng/[L(E)
T/

where x| € Ko(H) is an invertible constant, the nyy are positive integers and the /-weight

¥’ which occur in the sum are, up to a constant, of the form

< 1 -1
‘I’i,l‘I’i,q;eri,l o Am;zm

for some m > 0. We claim that only (-weights ¥’ with m > r can occur, that is the class
of L(W i1¥, 72“4;1 A‘q,z,n) cannot occur in the decomposition for m < r.

Z

Indeed, for m < r, A o is a factor of one of the f-weight of the simple module

7,

L(\Ili,l\I' i AZ-_ 1 AZ, ql,zm). This follows from an sly-reduction, as an elementary analysis

shows that A;,lm occurs in an ¢-weight of the representation in the sly-case
L(@p® L, O, W) = (P W, )@ L, W, ),

which is the tensor product of L(W 2 \11;}2m) evaluation representation of a Verma module
and L(‘Il_,l2m » W, -2r) finite-dimensional representation. So, if this representation appeared

in the decomposition, then all its /-weights would be occur in the g-character of X 1QLT g

% 7

In particular, A2 i would be the factor of one of the /-weights of X; 1 ® L e which is

a contradiction.
Now, as xq(Xi1 ® L:’q_,m.) = Xq(XM)[\II:'q_,W.]Xi, by identifying for m < r the coefficients

of (Ain4; —2 A, q_f2m)_1, we obtain :

X IIGT = xtm)xi
i#i
This implies that all the y(m) are equal and we obtain the g-character formula (BI8). O
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6. INTERPOLATING (q,t)-CHARACTERS

Our approach to the folded quantum integrable systems associated to quantum affine alge-
bras, as formulated in Conjectures and 516l involves the interpolating (g, t)-characters
introduced in [FH2] as a tool for the study of a certain Langlands duality between finite-
dimensional representations of quantum affine algebras. In this section we extend and refine
the definition of the interpolating (g, t)-characters from [FH2]. They are defined as elements
of the refined Grothendieck ring X, ;(g), which is defined in this section (Theorem [6.6]). It
turns out that they have 5 interesting specializations corresponding to various g- and t-
characters. Moreover, the interpolating (g,t)-characters may be viewed as commutative
analogues of elements of the deformed W-algebra W ;(g).

6.1. Notation for monomials. For j € I’; a node of the Dynkin diagram of g’, let us set

B Yja if o(j) =7,
}/}',a = Y},aya(j),a if 02(j) =J and J(]) #J
Y},aYU(j),aYJ2(j),a if Ug(j) =j and o(j) # j.
For ¢ € I, a node of the Dynkin diagram of g, let us set
(61) ?z a — Y1+d & )
Y;',a if dl = d7
(6.2) Wia= < Yiag1Yiaq ifd;=d—-1,
Yiag2YiaYiape ifdi=d—2,
}/i ,a if dl = d7
(6.3) Zi’alde—di =4 YiaYie, ifd; =d—1,

YiaVie2,Yiero ifdi=d—2.

Note that d; can equal d — 1 (resp. d — 2) only if d = 2 (resp. d = 3), and recall that
_ im/d

€e=eTe

Note that L(W; ,) is a KR module over Uy(g). It is a fundamental representation if d; = d

(in particular, for simply-laced types, these representations are always fundamental).

6.2. Polynomial rings and specialization homomorphisms. Now we recall the def-
inition of the ring of interpolating (g, t)-characters from [FH2| and then define a refined
version of this ring. We start with some preliminary definitions.

Consider the ring

+1 +1
Hq [W ay; ]ZEI,aEthZ - Z[Oé vz ]ze[,aqutZ-

i,a 0 1,a ) 1,a

where « is an indeterminate.
Remark 6.1. For simply-laced types, Y, is just Z[YZ @ Olicl acqiiz- O

The ring of interpolating (g, t)-characters X, .(g) was defined in [FH2| as a subring of a
quotient Y, ; of Y4+ This quotient is defined from the specialization maps

Hq—Ht lL,a=1 - 13qt_>Z[Y* ]zEIaEqZ7

,a

Hp = Ig=c,a=0 : 13qt—>Z[Z ]zelaetZ z,

,a
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by the formula
Ygt =Ygt/ (Ker(Il,) N Ker(I;)).
For our purposes, we also want to use the additional specialization homomorphisms

T . +1
Iy = y=1,0=d : Ygt = Z[Yi,a ]iEI,aEtZ7

Hq—Ht 1,a=0 : l3qt—>Z[VV ]zelaeq

1,
These specialization homomorphisms are well-defined on Y, ¢, but II; does not descend to
Yyt if d > 1 (indeed, o — a projects onto 0 in Y, ¢, but I (a? — ) = d* — d). For this
reason, we will work with an intermediate quotient

Yot =Ygt/ Ker(II,) N Ker(T1;) N Ker(II,) N Ker(TL;))

for which we have surjective ring homomorphisms
13q¢ - 1311,t - 1311,t-

Remark 6.2. (1) The interpolating (g, t)-characters are defined below as elements of a sub-
algebra of the commutative algebra Eq,t. Their purpose is to imitate the properties of
elements of the non-commutative deformed W-algebra W, (g). In particular, the variable
« is introduced in order to imitate the behavior of the rational functions like (4.5]) arising
in the formulas for elements of the deformed W-algebra W ;(g) such as (d4]). This is why
in the above specializations we set « equal to 1,0, or d depending on the situation.

(2) There is a polynomial P(a) in a so that a?P(a) is equal to « in the quotient Y, ¢ (for
example, using a Lagrange interpolating polynomial). Hence, for an arbitrary monomial m

in the variables Ylial, as o¥m is in Yq,t for N large enough, am makes sense in qu. ([l

Let us recall some terminology from [FH2]. By a monomial in gqﬂg we will understand
an element m of the form P(a)M, where P(«) is a polynomial in o and M is a monomial
in the YjEl Note that a monomial in 'th may be written in various ways as for example
aY, = ozYZ at and (1 — @)Y} j2a = (1 — @)Y; 4. A monomial is said to be i-dominant if it
can be written by using only the variables o, Y; , and Y;—Lal, where j # i. Let B; be the set
of i-dominant monomials and for J C I, let By = Njc;B;. Finally, let B = B be the set
of dominant monomials.

We will use the analogous definition of i-dominant (resp. dominant) monomials in Y, ;.

Lemma 6.1. A monomial in Yy is i-dominant if and only if its specializations under I1,,
II; and II; are all i-dominant.

Proof. The direct implication is clear. For the converse, let us first consider a monomial m

in gq,t which is a product of various Ylial, a € ¢“t* (for this question, we may discard the

other variables Y-an1 with j # 7). Suppose m specializes to i-dominant monomials
Yuz s(ml _ Y 7, e s _ Y“i,s(mS)
mz = i,e'ts ’ m3 = it
SEL sE€Z,e el sEZ

for the respective specializations t = 1, ¢ = ¢, ¢ = 1. Then the sum

E uzsml E uzssm2 E uzsm?)

SEZL SEZ,€' €L SEZ
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of the various powers of the various variables is the same for m1, mo and ms. We also have
for any ¢ = ¢®, R € Z, the relation

Zui,e’,s(mQ) = Z ui,s(ml)'

SEL s€R+2d7Z

Hence we can construct an i-dominant monomial M in qut so that its specializations at t = 1
and ¢ = € are my and mo respectively. Such a monomial is not unique, but, for example,
the powers in the variables in M can be defined inductively by a standard combinatorial
algorithm, starting from the rg, so where 7y (resp. sg) is minimal so that wu;,,(m1) # 0
(resp. u;s,(m3) # 0). Then M specializes necessarily to mg at ¢ = 1 as for any s € Z

uzs m3 E Uj s, m2
€' cel

In particular m gets identified with M in Qq,t and so m is i-dominant. The case when the
monomial has a factor depending of « is treated in a similar way. O

Remark 6.3. The analogous statement is not true in Y,; for non-simply laced types (with

r > 1). For example, Y; 1Y Y 44 18 not i-dominant, but specializes at t =1, g =¢, ¢ =1
respectively to Y a gl , Yiq, Yz,l Wthh are all --dominant. But in qut this monomial gets
identified with Y; ., and so it is --dominant, in accordance with Lemma [6.1] O

6.3. Definition of interpolating (g, t)-characters. Recall the definition of the ring K, ;

of interpolating (q,t)-characters from [FH2|. It is defined as the intersection of subrings

Kigt C Yqt, © € I, by analogy with the characterization of Imy, as the intersection of
the subrings R; , (see formulas (£.1]) and (£.2])) as well as the definition of W ;(g) as the
intersection of the kernels of the screening operators in [FR2] and Section above.

We will need the following analogues of the generating series A;(z) in the deformed W-
algebra W ;(g) given by formula (B.6):
(6.4)

~ -1 —1 —1 - —1 —1

Ai,a = i,a(qit)*lifi,aqz't X H Y},a X H }/j,aqflyvj#lq X H Y; aq— QY; a Y}anQ'
Jjel,Cji=—1 J€1,Cj;=—2 j€l,Cji=-3

Definition 6.2. Let X; ,; be the Subring of gq,t generated by the variables «, W]ial, Y]ia1

(j # 1, a € ¢“t%), the aY; (1 + AZ agit) (@ € ¢“t*) and

(]‘ + Az a[ht) lf dZ = d,
(6.5)  Wiax (1+aA +Amlq i L) ifdy =d—1,
(14 0A; T e T AT A ATLATL ) i di=d -2,
where a € ¢“t%.
Following [FH2|, we define the ring K, +(g) of interpolating (q,t)-characters associated to

g as the following ring intersection:
J<:q,t(Q) = m Kigt C qu,-
i€l
Remark 6.4. If g is simply-laced,

T -1
Aia =Y gty Yiaqt X H Y,
jel,lj=—1
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coincides with A; 4. Hence X; 4 is the image in Y, ; of:

Zla v le.,ll(l + A;alqt)]aEthZ CYq

7]@7

The following result was proved in [FH2J.
Theorem 6.3.

(i) Kqe(g) s non-zero.
(ii) Every element F' € K,(g) (resp. € Kige, @ € I) is uniquely determined by the
multiplicities of the dominant monomials (resp. i-dominant monomials) occurring
i F.
(i) For each dominant monomial m, there is a unique Fyi(m) € Kq+(g) such that
m is the unique dominant monomial occurring in Fyi(m) (moreover, there is an
algorithm to construct Fy(m) explicitly).

In particular, the interpolating (g, t)-character Fy,+(Y;,) corresponding to the ith funda-
mental representation is Well—deﬁned, as are the interpolating (g, t)-characters

Fo+(Yi.Y; Y q?(k—l))

) aq
corresponding to the KR modules.

Remark 6.5. (1) In general, the ring K, +(g) cannot be lifted to a subring of Y, satisfying
the properties listed in Theorem [6.3l For example, suppose that d; = d — 1 and consider
the following element:

(6.6) Y, (1—|—A”)2q(1—|—Azq2t)—o¢ W21(1+aA +Alq2tA.‘1)

= (a2 — )WZ 1A2 e + a2W,~71Ai_7t1
Viewed as an element of '}}q,t, it can be identified with aWMgZ-_ll which belongs to X; 4+ and
is an ¢-dominant monomial. 7

However, viewed as an element of Y,, it does not contain any i-dominant monomials.
This contradicts property (ii) of Theorem [6.3]

(2) If g is simply-laced, there is no such obstruction and we can consider interpolating

(g,t)-characters as elements of Y, ;. These are just the ordinary g-characters, but with the
quantum parameter gt instead of g. More precisely, for r € Z, let K(T)( ) be the subring

of elements of X,(g) involving only variables Yij;1 (ta) it € I, s € Z. Then UC( )( ) is

dtqs’

isomorphic to Ké?t) (g) as it is obtained from Ké?t) (g) by the automorphism shifting spectral

Kat(0) = Z[a] @ XK (0)

rez

parameters by ¢¢. Moreover,

By Remark 6.4, UC(O (g) is the image in gq,t of

Im(th) - 1éq,t

where
Xgqt Ko(eZ) — Z[Y;f;t)r]iel,rez
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is the ordinary g-character homomorphism, but with quantum parameter g replaced by
gt and Cz is the subcategory of finite-dimensional representations of Uy (g) whose simple
constituents have Drinfeld polynomials have roots that are powers of ¢t. O

Theorem 6.4. X, .(g) can be lifted to a subring X, (g) C Yq+ so that we have a commu-
tative diagram:

1éq,t
e
%q,t(g)( gq,t > %[Yﬁl]jel,betzqz

T

Kgt(g)— lyq,t
This theorem follows from Theorem below.

6.4. The refined ring of interpolating (¢, t)-characters. Let us consider the completion
ggi of the ring Y, ; which includes infinite linear combinations of monomials whose g-weights
belong to a finite union of cones {y < w}, with < being the standard ordering (as for the
g-characters in the category O). Next, we define the subrings %i,q,t C 92‘; in the same way

as the subrings X; ,; of qut, except that we include infinite which make sense in 92(; Note
that the elements generating X; , ; are well-defined in qut and in 9;)(; by (2) in Remark

Definition 6.5. We define the refined ring of interpolating (q,t)-characters K, +(g) as the

intersection

ﬂ j{i,q,t C H;ot

i€l
Theorem 6.6. The refined ring of interpolating (q,t)-characters %q,t(g) satisfies the same
properties as the properties of K, 4(g) listed in Theorem [6.3. In particular, it contains a
unique element

Foi(m) € Kq(a)

for each dominant monomial m.

Proof. All proofs in [FH2| remain valid if we replace Y, ; by 9;)(; More precisely,

(i) follows from (iii).

(ii) The property for the i-dominant monomials is proved as for [FH2, Lemma 4.1]. In
the simply-laced cases (d = 1), the proof is the same as for ordinary g-character as discussed
above (see Remark [6.0]). If d = 2, the crucial point is indeed that the formula (6.6]) has an
i-dominant monomial: its respective specializations under II;, I1,, I1; are O, Y;~7qf1Y;,in_7 11,
0, which are i-dominant. Hence expression (6.0) identifies with (2 —a)Y] -1Y; ¢ A4;- Lin 9;‘1
which is i-dominant. An analogous reasoning gives the result for d = 3.

The property for dominant monomials is proved exactly as in [FH2, Lemma 4.2] from
the property we just obtained for the i-dominant monomials.

(iii) This is proved as in [FH2| Section 4.2]: an algorithm is proposed which produces the
F(W;,) for any i,a, and from which the F'(m) are obtained as algebraic combinations of
these F(W;,). For the F(W;,), the algorithm and the proof that it does not fail are the
same. This proof is obtained by induction on the rank of the Lie algebra. That is why we
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have to check for n =1 (type A;) and n = 2 (types Ay x Ay, Ay, Cy, G2). The simply-laced
cases are clear by Remark[6.4l For type Cs, the formulas obtained in [FH2| for X, ;(g) work
as well for Xy +(g):
(6.7)  Foi(Yan)=Yoq +Y, ! 2 Y1,at Y1630 + OéYthYJqlstg + Yqulstsyquls)ts Y5 262 + Yg_q6t47
(6.8) Fq,t(WLl) = Y17q—1Y17q + OzYLq 1Y1 3t2Y2 @2t T Y, thY 3t2Y2 ng gt
+aY1 g1y 50 Yy s + Yo 2 Ys s + Yy 2 Vig52 Yy oy You + Yy g1 Y]
+Y_ gAt3 YQ_thBYI q3t2 Y; o2 T ay; qtzy q17t4Y2,t + OZY2 LqAt3 Y; q3t2Y 1,q7t4 +Y, qot4Y_q7t47
(69) F%t(aYLl) = a(Yl,l + Y17 2Y27qt + Y 3Y1 M2 + Y 6t4)
For the type G, the formulas obtained in [FH2|, Section 5.2] work as well. d
Now let us consider the various specializations of K, .(g). We have first the three spe-
cializations corresponding to the respective specializations of the deformed W-algebras at
t=1,g=cand g=1.
e The specialization II, = II;—; 4—1: we get the g-character of a U,(g)-module, that

is an element of I (g) (this is proved in [FH2]).

The specialization IT; = IIj—¢ o=0: we get the t-character of a U (¥g)-module (this
is proved in [FH2]).

The specialization II; = II;=1 a=a: We get the t-character of an element of X; (g) (in
light of Proposition [32] the proof is parallel to the proof for the other specializations
since Ht(JCZ qot) = Ker(S;7)). Hence, it can also be viewed as the folded ¢-character

of a Ut( )-module (see Section [4.3)).

There are also two additional interesting specializations:

The specialization I} = II,—1 4=0: it is well-defined as the composition of II; and
the homomorphism

+1 —=*1
[W ]zel actlel 7 Z[Yi,a]iel,aetz

(see formula (61 for the definition of Y;,) identifying ¢ with 1. We get the ¢-

character of an element of K; (“g) which is defined in terms of the variables Y,
instead of Y; , (this is parallel to the proof for the other specializations as IT}(X; ;) =

—

Ker(S;")). Hence, it can also be viewed as the folded t-character of a Uy <(Lg)/>—

module (see Section EL3).

The specialization Hq = II4—1,0—0: we obtain elements of Im(xq ), i.e. g-characters
of modules over the Langlands dual quantum affine algebra Ug( Lg), as defined in
[H5 Section 12] (in the context of the parametrization of simple representations of
shifted quantum affine algebras).

So, in the total, we have 5 interesting specializations of the refined ring of interpolating
(g, t)-characters:
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—

Rep Uy(1§) —== Rep Uy((Fq)')

.

Rep Uy (§) —— K (5) ——— Ky(g) —— % (g) Rep Uy(g)
I, I, -
Im(x k) X; (“g) Rep Uy((Lg)"))

Remark 6.6. To get the t-characters of U;(“g)-modules in the sense of [H3] (as recalled
above), one has to change the sign in the definition of the variables Z;,, as described in
[FH2] (formula (2) for » = 2 and Section 3.2 for » = 3). In this paper, to simplify our
notation, we do not make this sign change. O

Remark 6.7. In [FH2, Lemma 4.16] we proved that the generators of X, (g), i.e. the
fundamental elements Fy, ;(W; ,), are finite linear combinations of monomials. In the case of
the refined ring K, ;(g) the algorithm in the proof of Theorem 6.6 produces the fundamental
elements Fy(W;,) but so far we have only been able to prove that they are (possibly
infinite) linear combinations of monomials with weights in the union of finitely many cones.
That’s why we have allowed such linear combinations in the definition of the X; ,; above.
However, we also know that the specializations under 11, 11, II; and IT, of an interpolating
(g, t)-character with a finite number of dominant monomials are finite linear combinations.
This follows from Proposition below. Therefore finiteness of elements of K, ;(g) follows
from Conjecture [E.11] saying that the coefficients of all monomials in F, ;(W;,) are positive

(see Corollary [6.12]). O
Example 6.7. Let us consider the interpolating (q,t)-character (6.7) corresponding to the

o~

second fundamental representation of Uq(C'él)). In this case, we have 1'g = Déz),g’ =

Aél), @ = Dél) o~ Agl) (the last isomorphism involves switching the indices 1 < 2 €
{1,2,3}y=T").
The above 5 specializations (listed in the same clockwise order) are, respectively,

o the q-character of the fundamental representation L(Y31) of Uq(C'él)):
You+ Y, iVigVigs + Y14V 5 + Y 5Y] 5 Yoqe + Y5 00

o the twisted t-character of the fundamental representation L(Za1) of Ut(D:(f)):

-1 -1 -1
Z2’1 + Zg7t2Z1,—t2 + Zl,—t6Z27_t2 + 227—t4’

e the t-character in X; (C2) of highest monomial Y31 :

Y271 + YQZJ; Y12,t + 2}/*17{}/?th::ls + Yl:‘g Y2’t2 + Y2jt}“

also equal to the folded t-character of the fundamental representation L(Y21) of
U4, B
e the t-character in K; (¥*C3) of highest monomial Y2 1:

— —1 — ——1 — ——1
Y271 + Y27t2Y1,t + Yl,t3Y2,t2 + Y27t47
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which after switching the indices 1 and 2 is equal to the folded t-character of the
fundamental representation L(Y7 1) of Ut(Aél)), defined in terms of the variables
Y .q instead of Y 4.

e the Langlands dual g-characters of the fundamental representation L(Z2 1) of Uq(Di(,,z))

Wa + Wy Wy g2 + Wy LWy g2 + W, .

Example 6.8. Let us consider the interpolating (q,t)-character (6.8) corresponding to the
representation L(W1 1) of Uq(CQ(D). The 5 specializations are, respectively,
e the q-character of the 11-dimensional representation L(Yy ,-1Y14) of Uq(C’él)).
e the twisted t-character of the fundamental representation L(Zy_1) of Uy(fg) =
U, (D).

Zi1+ 2 t422 122t + Zo 12y )

2t3 + Z 1t3Z2t + Z2 th_ t3ZL_t4 + Zl_,its

o the t-chamcter in K; (Cz) of highest monomial Y7 :

(Yl,l +Y1 t2Y2t + Y’2t3Y1 t2 +Y1t4) )

also equal to the folded t-character of the representation L(Y11Y31) of Ut(Az(,)l))
e the t-character in X (LCQ) of highest monomial ?171:

71,1 + 71_7,}27& + 27271572_7,}3 + 72_7?371,1«/2 + 71_724
which after switching the indices 1 and 2 is equal to the folded t-character of the
fundamental representation L(Y21) of Ut(Aél)), defined in terms of the variables
Y, o instead of Vi ,.
e the Langlands dual g-characters of the fundamental representation L(Z2 1) of U, (D(2))

Wi+ Wi o Wo W o + Wo oWy s + W oWy s Wy Yoy + Wi i Wy s Wy s+ W .

Example 6.9. Let us consider the interpolating (q,t)-character (6.9) corresponding to the
(1))

first fundamental representation of Uy(Cs5 ). The specializations under I, 11}, ﬁq are zero
because of the « factor. The specializations under 11, and I1; are respectively:

e the g-character of the fundamental representation L(Y7 1) of Uq(Cél)):
Yii+ Y, bYau+ Y, LY+ Y5,
e the t-character in K; (C2) of highest monomial 2Y1 1 :
2(Y11 + Y, thzt +Y. t3Y1 2+ Y, t4)
also equal to (the double of) the folded t-character of the representation L(Y1 1) of
U, (AW).

6.5. o-fundamental interpolating (q,t)-characters. In this subsection we identify the

representation M (W) of U,(Lg) in terms of Conjecture 516 for the simplest U, (gA’ )-modules
with o-invariant highest monomials. These monomials have the form Y; 4 if o(i) = i and

[li<r<a Yor(iy,a if o(i) # i. For this reason, we call these U, ( ’)-modules o-fundamental.

Note however that the corresponding Uy (¥g)-modules (see the second part of Proposition
[6.10) are in fact fundamental.
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Consider a U, ( ")-module of the form L(Y a),t € I (the set of vertices of the Dynkin
diagram of g = (g')?) and with a € ¢%.
Let

th,llz = Fq,t(Wi,a) € %q,t(g)'
We call it the ith o-fundamental interpolating (q,t)-character. The following proposition

shows that Xéfz satisfies the properties of the element X,; whose existence is stated in
Conjecture [5.16]in the case when W = L(ffm)

Proposition 6.10. The specializations of Xéfz under 11, 11;, 1, 11, ﬁq are respectively

e the g-character of the simple U,(g)-module of highest monomial W;,. It is a KR
module (a fundamental representation z'fd =d).

e the t-character of the fundamental Uy(Vg)-module of highest monomial Z. (ag_)®Y
i,(ag=e)"i

(see @) for the definition of d) ), with ag—c the specialization of a at ¢ = e.
e the t-character of the element F(Y;,) = F(Y;-ﬂ)div in X; (g) (defined in terms of
the wariables Y;p) of highest monomial Yia- It is also the folded t-character of

the simple Ut(g’)-module of highest monomial EN/M (this is a tensor product of the
fundamental representations).

e the t-character of the element F(Y;,) in X; (Lg) (which is defined in terms of
the variables 7]-71, instead of Yjyp) of highest monomial Yia- It is also, after the
appropriate permutation of indices, equal to the folded t-character of the fundamental

—

U; ((Lg)/> -module of highest monomial Y; ,.

e the Langlands dual q-character of the fundamental U, ( 9)-module of highest mono-
mial Z. 4v.
i,a" %
Proof. By construction, following the algorithm in [FH2, Section 4.2.4], the interpolating
(q,t)-character Fy(W;q) is the sum of W; , plus other monomials of the form
WigA7l AT L AT

i,aq9t” "j1,b1 JN,bN

where ji, € I, b; € aq”t? and the g]yb are given by formula (6.4]). Though the argument

in [FH2| concerns F;(W;,), the algorithm constructing Xéz = F,:(Wia) in Yy is the
same, hence we obtain that X élz satisfies the same property. Thls implies that each of
the 5 specializations considered in the statement of the proposition has a unique dominant
monomial; namely, the corresponding specialization of the highest monomial W;,. Then,
as explained in [FH2], the first two specializations are respectively the g-character of a
KR module of U,(g) and the t-character of a fundamental module of U;(¥g), which are
known to have a unique dominant monomial by [H2] and [H3]. The third specialization is
an element of K, (g) w1th a unique dominant monomial Y, «a» hence it is equal to F(Y;,).

Moreover, the simple Ut( ")-module of highest monomial Y; i.a 1s a simple tensor product of
fundamental representatlons and, as a consequence of [FM], its (folded) ¢-character belongs
to Yia+YiaA  LZ[A N 7] jelbeats, With the Ajp as in formula ([B.I0). Hence it has a unique

1,at
dominant monomials and is equal to F(Y;,). We use an analogous argument for the fourth
specialization. For the last specialization, this is the Langlands dual g-character which is
precisely defined as the specialization of the interpolating (g, t)-character F, (W ). (]
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The following conjecture is true in all examples known to us.

Conjecture 6.11. Xéfz can be written in such a way that all coefficients of its monomials
are positive.

Corollary 6.12. If Conjecture [6. 11 holds, then Xéfz is a polynomial and therefore every

element of K,.+(g) is a polynomial (a finite linear combination of monomials).
Proof. Positivity of coefficients of X éfz implies that if X éfz were an infinite combination

of monomials, then so would be ﬁt(Xéfz), which is not the case. Since the elements Xéfz

generate X, ;(g), it follows that every element of X, (g) is finite as well. O

Remark 6.8. The statement analogous to Conjecture for the elements F, ;(W; ) of the
original ring K, +(g) is also a conjecture. At present, we are not aware of a uniform proof
of this statement or of Conjecture We expect, however, that it is possible to write an
explicit positive and finite expression for these elements for Lie algebras g of classical types,
and to check the statement with the help of a computer for g of exceptional types. There
is a similar question for the corresponding elements of the deformed W-algebra. We hope
to discuss this in another paper.

Assuming Conjecture [6.1T] we obtain a proof of the second part of Conjecture [5.151(ii)
(modulo Conjecture 5.I51(i)) and Conjecture .16l for W = L(Y; ,).

Theorem 6.13. Let W = L(Y;,), i € I, a € C*. Suppose that Conjecture [G.11] holds.

Then there exists a subspace W C W isomorphic, as a vector space graded by *g-weights, to
a Uy (Fg)-module M (W), which is the simple Uy(Lg)-module of highest monomial Z. v -

i(ag=e)"

Moreover, it satisfies Conjecture [5.16] for the interpolating (q,t)-character Xélz

Proof. We have seen in Proposition .10 that IT;(X é?) is the folded t¢-character of W and

that Ht(Xéfz) = x¢(M(W)) where M (W) is the fundamental U;(*g)-module of highest
monomial Z. ay - The positivity of X (Q implies that the multiplicities of weights in

) Zv(“qze) q )
Ht(Xéfz) (for which a = 0) are lower than in ﬁt(Xé?) (for which @ = d). Hence the
result. O

7. EXAMPLES

In this section we present five explicit examples confirming Conjectures 515 and G.16]

7.1. First example: the fundamental representation L(Y3;) of Uq(Aél)). Consider
the Lie algebra g’ of type A3z with the automorphism o exchanging the nodes 1 and 3 of its
Dynkin diagram. We have the Lie algebra g = Cs with d; = 1, do = 2 and its Langlands
dual is g = By. We also have (Lg), = Aj, but with the nodes 1 and 3 exchanged in
comparison to the original g’, and g = D§2).

Then the algebra Uq(gA’ )= Uq(Aél)) acts on its 6-dimensional fundamental representation
W = L(Y> 1) whose g-character is

-1 -1 -1 —1y—1 -1
Y271 + Y27q2Y1,qY3,q + Y17q3}/3,q + Y37q3Y17q + Y2,q2 1,(]3}/3,(13 + Y27q4-
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We have the Q-operators Q;t(z,u) = tp+(2,u) associated to the prefundamental repre-

sentations R (2),i = 1,2,3, of Uq(g’ ). The roots of the corresponding Baxter polynomials
satisfy the BAE (1) of type Agl). Now we consider the subspace W(u) of W where
the actions of Qf’ss(z, u) and Q?jf’ss(z, u) coincide. We also have the 4-dimensional subspace
W C W which is the direct sum of the o-invariant weight subspaces W and the subspace W
which is the direct sum of the /-weight subspaces corresponding to the o-invariant /-weights
(or monomials in the g-character).

In the present case all o-invariant weights have multiplicity 1. Therefore, by Remark
[.51(2), for all values of u we have

W) =W = W= W (u).

Thus, part (i) of Conjecture is verified in this case.

This implies that only o-invariant solutions of the BAE (7)) appear in this case. Identi-
fying the eigenvalues of the operators Qf’ss(z) = ;f’ss(z), we obtain the folded BAE (4.8
corresponding to the Lie algebra g = C5.

The g-character of the subspace W is given by the formula

You + Yy h(Yi,gYag) + Yoo (Vi Vs g0) ™ + Yy k.
Setting 171,[1 =Y1,4Y3,, one gets
(7.1) You+ Y, hVig+ YoV L+, )
The corresponding character
va+ys vy ety

is equal to the character of a fundamental representation of U (¥g) = Ut(D:(f)). Thus, part
(ii) of Conjecture (.10 is verified.

Finally, we discuss Conjecture 516 in the present case. We have the interpolating (g, t)-
character (6.7)) of the second fundamental representation of Uq(C'él)) studied in Example
6.7 We verify Conjecture [5.16]

The specialization of the interpolating (q,t)-character (6.7) under II; is equal to the
t-character of the fundamental representation M (W) of U, (*g) = Ut(D§2)).

Its specialization under II; is the folded t-character of the Uy (gA’ ) = Ut(Agl))—module w.
Its specialization under II; is (after switching the indices 1 and 2) the folded ¢-character

of W', the fundamental representation L(Y7 ;) of Ut(Aél)), defined in terms of the variables

?i,a instead of Y; 4.

Thus, we find that both Conjectures and hold in this case. In other words, we
obtain an example of the folded quantum integrable system associated to g = Cy whose
spectra correspond to the solutions of the folded BAE equation (4.8)) associated to g = Cs,

with the space of states being isomorphic to a representation of Uq(ij = D§2)).

7.2. Second example: representation L(Y;1Y3,-1 1) of Uq(Agl) ). We work with the

n—1
Lie algebras g’ = Aop_1, g = Cy, “g = By, (Lg)/ = D,y and g = Dgzl (we assume that
n>2).
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Consider the representation W = L(Y7 1Y2,-1,1) of Uq(Agln)_l). It is 4n2-dimensional and
is isomorphic to the tensor product of the fundamental representations L(Y7 1) ® L(Y2p—1.1).

Its g-character has 2n o-invariant monomials, including one with multiplicity 2:

-1 —1 1 2
X¢W)=Y11Yon_11+ Y2 Yo 1 2Y2qYon-2q+ -+ Y, Y Y

+2Yn,qn*1Yn_’qln+1 + Yn_’q2n+1 Yn—l,q” ntl,gr T+ Yl,_q12"Y2;Ll_1,q2n'

All weight subspaces of W are one-dimensional, except for the O-weight subspace Wy of
W which is 2n-dimensional, containing as a proper subspace its intersection with W, which
is the 2-dimensional ¢-weight space associated to the o-invariant monomial Yn,qnlen_’;nH
(the other m — 1 monomials of weight 0 are not o-invariant). This ¢-subspace is therefore
precisely the intersection wn Wp, and Lemma[5.2](2) implies that o preserves this ¢-weight
subspace. We are going to show that & acts on it as the identity.

Let v be a generating vector of the weight subspace W, , which is one-dimensional, and
hence is an £-weight subspace. The corresponding monomial is Yriq"*1 Yn__lL " Yn__lL g Under

the action of the Uq(g[g) subalgebra corresponding to the node n, the vector v generates
a representation of dimension 4 with a 2-dimensional O-weight space, which is spanned by
the x,, ,,.v, m € Z. Since W,,, is preserved by &, it follows that o(v) = £v. In fact, it is
easy to see that o(v) = v by restricting W to U,(g) and taking the limit ¢ — 1. Then W
decomposes into the direct sum of the adjoint representation of As, 1 and the trivial one-
dimensional representation, and the weight subspace W, appears in the former. It is easy
to see that the operator o acts on the adjoint representation as the automorphism induced
by the automorphism o of the Dynkin diagram of As,_; (whose invariant Lie subalgebra is
Cp). From this we readily obtain that ¢ acts as the identity on W, .

Next, we have o(z,,,,) = %, for any m € Z, so we obtain that o(z, ,.v) = x
This implies that the vectors in wn Wy are indeed o-invariant. This implies that Weo =Ww.

Now we derive from this that for generic u the intersection W (u) W, is two-dimensional.

We have the 2n-dimensional weight subspace Wy of W. By analyzing the ¢-character
of W, we have found that it decomposes into a direct sum of n — 1 two-dimensional
subspaces, each containing two ¢-weight subspaces corresponding to a pair of monomials
My # M, such that o(M;) = M, (and therefore ¢ interchanges them, according to Lemma
£.21(2)), and the two-dimensional ¢-weight subspace corresponding to the o-invariant mono-

mial Y, jn—1 Y_ln+1 on which ¢ acts as the identity, as we have shown above. This implies
) n,q

nm-U-

that the trace of o on Wy is equal to 2.

On the other hand, W also has a basis of joint eigenvectors of ch’ss(u),i e I', with
eigenvalues A(u) = ()\Zi(u)) By applying the argument of Lemma [5.2](2), we find that &
maps such an eigenvector to another one with eigenvalues o(A(u)). In the limit w — 0 the
eigenspaces of Qf’ss(u),z' € I' become (-weight spaces. Hence we find from the preceding
paragraph that for generic u we have at least 2(n — 1) eigenvalues A(u) which are not o-
invariant, and the set of these eigenvalues breaks into n — 1 pairs, with the eigenvalues
in each pair (and the corresponding one-dimensional eigenspaces) exchanged by o. If the
remaining 2 eigenvalues were not o-invariant, then the corresponding 2 one-dimensional
eigenspaces would have to be exchanged by o. But then the trace of ¢ on Wy would be
equal to 0, which is a contradiction. Therefore for generic u there must be one o-invariant
eigenvalue A(u) with multiplicity 2, such that the corresponding two-dimensional eigenspace
is o-invariant (this is the necessary condition for the trace of & on this subspace, and hence
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on Wy, to be equal to 2). But then this two-dimensional subspace is contained in W (u),
and moreover in W7 (u). This implies that W (u) N Wy = W7 (u) N Wy is two-dimensional.

Since the other weight spaces are 1-dimensional, it follows from Remark [5.51(2) that for
generic u we have

W (u) ~ W

as vector spaces graded by “g-weights, in agreement with Conjecture [5.15}(1). Moreover,
we obtain that W (u) = W7 (u).

Now, setting Y; o = Y; oYon—iq for 1 <i <n — 1, we obtain that
Xq(W) = Yl,l +Y1Tq12Y2,q+' © +Yn__11’ann2’qn—1 +2Yn,q"*1Yn_7qln+1 +Yn—1,q"Yn_’q2n+1 +e +Y1Tq12n'
The corresponding character is

Yy e+ U 2 U Y o T
which coincides with the character of the (2n + 2)-dimensional fundamental representation
M(W) of Uy(Lg) = Ut(Dﬁ)-ﬂ- Moreover, as we will see below, the specialization II; of cor-
responding interpolating (g, t)-character gives rise to the t-character of this representation
2

of U;(D?))).

The above character can also be interpreted as the character of the direct sum of the

—

(2n + 1)-dimensional fundamental representation and the trivial representation of Uy (Lg) =

Ut(Bﬁll)). But we cannot obtain its ¢-character from the interpolating (g, ¢)-character below
because this ¢-character contains the monomial 1 (compare with the discussion in Remark
B.5.(3))-

The interpolating (g,t)-character of the simple representation L(Y; ,-1Y14) of Uq(C’T(Ll))
is given by formula (6.8]) in Example for n = 2. For general n, the statements about its
specializations follow from Proposition

Its specialization under II; it is equal to fy,(W).

Its specialization under II; is the t-character of the fundamental representation M (W) of
Ui(5) = Ui(Di2,).

Its specialization under II} is (after switching the indices ¢ and n + 1 — 4) is the folded

t-character of W/, the fundamental representation L(Y}, 1) of Ut(Agln)_l), defined in terms

of the variables ?La instead of Yj .
All of this is in agreement with Conjectures [5.15] and (.16l

7.3. Third example: the fundamental representation L(Y3;) of Uq(Agl)). Consider
the Lie algebra g’ of type A5 with o being the unique automorphism of the Dynkin diagram
of order 2. Then g = C3 with d; = do = 1, d3 = 2 and its Langlands dual Lie algebra is

Lg = B3. We also have (Lg)/ = Dy and g = Df).
The fundamental representation L(Y3 1) of Uq(g’ ) = Uq(Aél)) is 20-dimensional. It has 8
invariant monomials:

T -1 -1y -1 -1 -1y -1
Xa(W) = Ya1 + Y, LYigYaq+Y12Ys 2V BV hYs 0+ Y1 0Ys ¥y i+ Yy oV LY )
-1y -1 -1 -1y -1 -1
Y Yy Y 0 Yy Yy o+ Yo uVy AV L4V, L

In this case all ordinary weights have multiplicity 1. Therefore Remark [5.5](2) implies that
for any u we have

Wu) =W =W =W (u).
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Setting }71,[1 =Y1,Y5, and 172,[1 =Y5,Y4 4, we obtain that Xq(W) equals
Yai+Y, bVoq+ V10V, 1Ys e+ V102V, L+ VsV L+ Y] WYV, b+ VeV, L+ Y,k
The corresponding character is
ys+y2ys "+ Usys YL T U3 Y sy s vayr Ty Ys s
which is the character of the third fundamental representation M (W) of Uy(Lg) = Ut(%2)).
Actually, it is also the character of the fundamental representation L(Y3 1) of Uy(fg) =

Ut(Bél)). But we cannot obtain the ¢-character of this representation from the interpolating

(g,t)-character, whereas we can do it for the third fundamental representation of Ut(Dé2))
(see the discussion in Remark [5.51(3)).
In fact, the interpolating (g, t)-character of the simple representation L(Y31) of U,(g) =

Uq(Cg()l)) was computed in [FH2l Section 4.5] (note however that there was a typo there for
the monomials Y5 45,3 and Y3 4745, which we correct here):

-1 -1 -1 -1
Y371 + }%7q4t2Y2’th27q3t +aY; q4t2Y2 th 013 + Y37q2t2Y 3t3Y 5t3Y1,q4t2Y1,q2t2 + aY 6t4Y27qt

-1 1 1 1 1 —
+}/3,q6t4yl q4t2 Yy ,q%t? +aYs ,q%t2 Y2 313 Y1 B4 Yy q2t2+aY3 B4 Y1 B4 Yy ,q2t? Yy q5t3+Y3 q%t? Y1 q6t4Y ghtd

—|—04Y17q2t2Y L5 —I—Y_ 6t4Y2 q3t3Y2 qot3Y 6t4Y 4t4+aY2 q3t3Y 7t0Y1 q4t4+Y OtoY 7t0Y3 q4t4+Y_ 816 -
There are 14 monomlals, 8 with multlphclty 1 and 6 with multlphclty Q.

Its specialization under II;, has 20 terms, and it is equal to x;(W) after identification of
the variables Y1 4 ~ Y54, Yo, ~ Y4 ,.

Its specialization under Il;, has 8 terms:

Z31 + 23 2o+ Zs, t2Z w6l + Zg_it421 4

+Z3 277 s + Z_ Z2,—t621_7t8 + Zg_itloy?,,t‘l + 7,

1,68 3,16

and is the ¢-character of the fundamental representation M (W) of U;(¥g) = U, (D(2))
Its specialization under IT; is the folded ¢-character

[ETER ET CTER SVA YA SRR SN GIPER PN SRR o9 SN SRR o3 GRS gy
of the fundamental representation L(Y3 1) of Uy <(Lg)/> = Ut(Dfll)), defined in terms of the

variables YW instead of Y; ,.
All of this is in agreement with Conjectures [b.15] and .16

7.4. Fourth example: the trivalent fundamental representation L(Y] ;) of Uq(Dfll)).
Now we consider the Lie algebra g of type D4 with an automorphism o of order 3 and denote
by ¢ = 1 the trivalent node. Then g = G5 with d; = 3, dos = 1 and its Langlands dual
Lie algebra is 1'g = G5 with df = 1 and dy = 3. We also have (Lg), = Dy (but with the
trivalent node now being i = 2) and g = Df’).

Let us consider the example of the fundamental representation W = L(Y7 1) of Uq(gA/ ) =
Uq(Dil)). Its g-character is computed in [N1, Example 5.3.2]. It has 27 monomials, all of
multiplicity 1 except one (Yl,qz g 4) of multiplicity 2. It has 8 invariant monomials for an
automorphism o of order 3, includlng one of multiplicity 2:

Xa(W) = Yi1+ Y] hYa Ve Yag + Y7 ¥, LY, LY L 42 oV L+ Y 2Ys Y3 Vi g0
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—1y—1y—1 -1
+Y1’q4Y27q5}/37q5Y47q5 + Y17q6‘
All weight spaces of W are one-dimensional, except for the 0-weight space Wy of W which
is b-dimensional, containing as a proper subspace its intersection with W, which is the 2-
dimensional (-weight space associated to Y; ;2 Y_1 (the other 3 monomials of weight 0 are

Y27qY2_ 5, Y3 qu_ 5, Y4 qY4 L which are not o- 1nvar1ant)

Let v be a generating Vector of the weight space W,,,, which is one-dimensional and whose
corresponding monomial is quzYQquY}JqlY;ql. Under the action of the Uq(glg)—subalgebra
corresponding to the node 1, the vector v generates a representation of dimension 4 with a
2-dimensional 0-weight space. We obtain as in Section above that for generic v we have
dim W (u) N Wy = dim W N W = 2.

Since the other weight spaces are 1-dimensional, it follows from Remark [B.5(2) that for
generic u we have

W (u) ~ 1%
as vector spaces graded by lg-weights. Moreover, it follows that W (u) = W(u) and
W =W,
Setting Yo , = Y5 Y3 Y4 4, we obtain that

XgW) = Y11 + Y Yo+ VPR, L4+ 2V oV LY MY + ViV, b+ YL
The corresponding character
yi+ vy iy 24 ey 4y vy

is the character of the first fundamental representation M (W) of U, (¥g) = Ut(Df)).
Note that it is also the character of the direct sum Of the first fundamental representation

and the trivial one-dimensional representation of Ut( g) = Ut(G( )). Therefore we cannot

obtain the t-character of this representation of Ut(Gé )) from the corresponding interpolating
(g,t)-character, whereas we can do it for the first fundamental representation of Ut(Df’))
(compare with the discussion in Remark [5.5(3)).

In fact, the interpolating (g, t)-character of the simple representation L(Y] 1) of Uq(Ggl))
was computed in [FH2, Section 5.2]. It has 15 monomials, 8 with multiplicity 1 and 7 with
multiplicity a. B

Its specialization under II; has 29 terms and is equal to "y, (W).

Its specialization under II;, has 8 terms:

Zl,l + Z 2Z2 —3 T+ Z 9Z1 —e2Z1 ,€2t2 + 2y et2Z1 €24 + 7 e2tQZ

+7; 2ﬁlz—l

1,—Et4Z 2t9 + Z 2t15Z1 t4 + Z1 t6

and is the t-character of the fundamental representation M (W) of U, (¥g) = Ut(Df’)).
Its specialization under I} is the folded ¢-character

= =1 = ——1 2 ——1= = 2 -1z =1
Y171 + Yl,t2 Y27t + Y2,t3Y1,t2 + 2Y1,t4Y1,t2 + Y2,t3Y17t4 + Y27t5Y1,t4 + Yl,t6

of the fundamental representation L(Y} 1) of Uy ((Lg),> = Ut(Dil)), defined in terms of the

variables Y . instead of Yj 4.
All of this is in agreement with Conjectures [5.15] and 5.6}
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7.5. Fifth example: a simple tensor product of 4 fundamental representations of
Uq(Agl)). Here we study an example in which W (u) is not equal to the whole space W (u).

We work with the same Lie algebras g’ = A3z, g = Ca, g = Bo, (Lg)/ = Az and g = D:(f)
as in the first example.

Consider the following simple tensor product of 4 fundamental representations of Uq(g’ ) =
Uq (Ai(il))’

W = L(Y2,Y4)) =~ L(Y1,1)®* ® L(Y3)®.

Its highest monomial Y12,1Y3271 is o-invariant.

It is the tensor square of the 16-dimensional representation W7 = L(Y;1Y31) studied
in Section (with n = 2), whose invariant subspace Wy =W, (0) has dimension 6. Its
dimension is 256 and its subspace W = W (0) contains a subspace of dimension 62 = 36

corresponding to the square of the g-character of the invariant subspace Wy of L(Y7 1Y31):
(7.2)

2 T —1372 o T -1 | T-2734 o-1%3 -1 Yy Sy S o2 -2
Y171 + 2Y171Y17q2 Y27q + 4Y171Y27qY27q3 + YLqQYQ’q + 4Y17q2 Y27qY27q3 + 2Y171Y17q2 Y27q3 + 6Y27qY27q3
+2V1 1Y 4 4Ys V3V, a2 LY YR VAR o 44Ys Y LY 42V 2y YT Y 2

LIT, gt T302.0 02,03 L2 401 201,041 2,0 T 2,037 1,2 T 207 2,3 01,0 T 2,31 L2 T g0 T g
However, the analysis of the ¢-character

Xg(W) = (Y11 + Y] 5You + Y, 5V + Y5 1) (Yan + Y5 bYoqu+ Y, BY) o+ Y L)
shows that W is larger: it has dimension 54 and Xq(W) equals
Y2+ AV Y] bV + 811 VeV, b+ Y AYol + 4V LY5 Y, L +4Y1 Y, Y, L+ 6Y5, Y, 4
+4Y1’1Y1qu4 +4Ya, Y2Tq%’ Y2 +4Y1Tq12 Yqul‘l Y22"1 +Y2Tq%” le,fIQ +8Ya4 Y2T413 Yqul‘l +4Y2Tq23 Y2 Yqul“ +Yquz‘l :
But the corresponding character is not equal to the character of a representation of the
twisted quantum affine algebra Uq(D§2)). Indeed, the dimensions of the simple Uq(Déz))—
modules whose highest ©g-weight is y? are 36 (simple tensor square of the first fundamental
representation), 35 (L(Z1,4Z;44)) or 32 (KR modules). The dimension of the remaining
space and the multiplicity of the highest weight y3 within it are respectively 18 and 2y3,
19 and 2y3, 22 and 3y3. But the dimension of the simple modules of highest weight y3
are 16 (simple tensor product of fundamental representation), 15 (L(Z2,:Z544)) or 10 (KR
modules). This means that this is not the character of a representation of Uq(D:(f)).

Hence in this case W (u) cannot be equal to the whole W (u). Rather, it should be a
subspace of the space isomorphic to the one whose g-character is (2. We expect that
M (W) is a simple tensor square of the first fundamental representation of Uq(Déz)). The
computation of the specialization II; of the corresponding interpolating (g, t)-interpolating
character confirms it.

We also note that M (W) is smaller than W° in this case. Indeed, the weight spaces
associated to the Lg-weights 2w, 2wy and w) have respective dimensions 1, 4 and 8 in W
of dimension 54. The dimensions of the corresponding weight spaces in We are 1,3 and 6
(indeed, denoting by v a highest weight vector of W, the generators for 2wy are Ty gL30-V,
Ty 42310, (T1%3q + 27 1%50).0, and for wy their images under the action of Ty and
Ty 1)- So the dimension of W is smaller than 51, and then by a symmetry argument (by
considering the opposite weights), it is smaller than 48. We have seen that the dimensions
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of the simple modules over Uq(Déz)) of highest weight w;" are 36, 35 or 32. The dimension of

the remaining space in W is smaller than 12, 13 and 20 respectively, and the multiplicity
of the weights 2wy, wy within are respectively y3 + 2y1, y5 + 2y1 and 2y2 + 3y;. But the
dimensions of the simple modules of highest weight 2wy are 16, 15 or 10. Only the last case
is possible and it corresponds to a KR-module which contributes to wy with multiplicity 1.
In all cases, the remaining space has dimension smaller than 3 with a space associated to wy

of dimension 1. This means that this is not the character of a representation of Uq(D§2)).
Now let us interpret this in terms of the interpolating (g, t)-character of the simple rep-

resentation L(Y ,-1Y1,4)®? of Uq(Cél)), that is the square of the formula (6.8) studied in
Example

Its specialization under II; is equal to fx; ().

Its specialization under II; is the t-character of the 36-dimensional simple representation
M(W) = L(Z1,-1)%2 of U;(X§) = U, (D).

Its specialization under II; is (after switching the indices 1 and 2) the folded ¢-character
of W', the 36-dimensional simple representation L(Y21)®? of Ut(Agl)), defined in terms of
the variables ?i,a instead of Yj 4.

8. CONNECTION TO MONOMIAL CRYSTALS

In this section we formulate a conjecture linking folded ¢-characters to Kashiwara’s ex-
tension of Nakajima’s monomial model of crystals to non-simple laced Lie algebras. We
have previously mentioned it in Remark 3.1](2).

Recall that a g-crystal is a set C' together with an assignment to each element ¢ € C' a
g-weight wt(c); the crystal operators ¢;, f; : C — C U {0},i € I (crystallized versions of
Chevalley operators of U,(g)); and maps €;, ¢; : C' — Z satisfying the axioms of the crystal
theory (in general, €;, ¢; could have infinite values, but we do not consider this possibility
here). There is a corresponding notion of morphisms and isomorphisms of g-crystals as well
as that of g-subcrystals. For example, each simple finite-dimensional representation V(1))
of Uy(g) of highest weight A is known to have a crystal basis. The set of its elements has the
structure of a g-crystal, which is denoted by B(\). This g-crystal is called a simple crystal
and it has various realizations. One of them is the monomial crystal which was introduced
by Nakajima [N2] and further studied by Kashiwara [K3]. We now recall the definition.

Let s: I — {0,1} (i — s;) be a map such that C;; < —1 implies s; + s; = 1. Consider
the set of monomials M generated by the Yziq} such that » = s; mod [2].

For m = Hj eliez Y;Zil € M, define its g-weight by the formula
wt(m) = Z Ujwj.
jelleZ

Next, set for i € I,

¢i(m) = max{¢;(m) | L € Z} where ¢; (m) = Zuu(m),
I<L

€i(m) = max{e; .(m) | L € Z} where €; ,(m) = —Zuu(m).
I>L
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Finally, define &, f;: M — MU {0} for ¢ € I by the formulas

Zi(m) = 0 if ¢;(m) =0,
i B mAi7qpi(m)—1 if e,(m) > 0,
- 0 if ¢s(m) = 0,
i\m) = - .

fi(m) {mAi;qi(m)+1 if ¢i(m) > 0,

where the A; 4 are given by formula (3.10) and

pi(m) =max{L € Z | ¢ 1.(m) = €;(m)} = max{L € Z | Zui,l(m) = ¢;(m)},
I<L

gi(m) =min{L € Z | ¢; .(m) = ¢i(m)} = min{L € Z | —Zu“(m) =¢€;(m)}.
I>L

Theorem 8.1 ([N2| [K3]). (1) The collection (M, wt, €;, ¢, €;, fi) is a g-crystal. It is called
the monomial crystal.

(2) For a dominant m € M, let M(m) C M be the g-subcrystal generated by m. Then
M(m) is isomorphic, as a g-crystal, to B(wt(m)).

For example, for g = A, we have

(8.1) M(Y11) = {Y1,1, Yo, Y] 2, Y5 5} = Blwr)
and for g = Cy we have
(8.2) M(Ya,1) = {21, Y5 2 Y0 YigYy o0 Yy 5 Yo Yo i} = Blwa).

Observe that the first set (81]) is the set of monomials of the g-character of a fundamental
representation of Uq(Agl)), but the second set (8:2) in not the set of monomials of the ¢-

character of a representation of Uq(C'él)).

In fact, if g is a simply-laced Lie algebra, there is a precise relation between the monomial
crystals and the g-characters of modules over U, (g) discovered by Nakajima [N2]. Namely, it
is proved in [N2, Theorem 3.3] that for a dominant monomial m in M, the set V(m) of mono-
mials (without multiplicities) of the g-character of the standard module V' (m) associated
to m (i.e. V(m) is the corresponding tensor product of the fundamental representations) is
a g-subcrystal of the monomial crystal M (in particular, its union with {0} is stable by the
crystal operators). Moreover, for each dominant g-weight A, there is a choice of a dominant
monomial m € M of weight wt(m) = X so that the g-crystal V(m) is equal to M(m). By
Theorem R11(2), V(m) is isomorphic, as a g-crystal, to the corresponding simple crystal
B(A) [N2, Proposition 3.4] (for a fundamental weight A = w; we can choose m =Y; ;).

We will now conjecture an analogous result for non-simply laced g, with the g-characters
of representations of quantum affine algebras in JC;F (g) replaced by the t-characters in the
folded t-character ring X, (g) introduced in Section A4l Note that we now denote the
quantum parameter in M by ¢ instead of ¢ to fit the notation of the previous sections.

Conjecture 8.2. (1) The set of monomials (without multiplicities) of a product of the
fundamental elements F(Y; ) € K; (g), with Y;r € M, is a g-subcrystal of the monomial
crystal M.
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(2) For each dominant weight X\, there is a product of the fundamental elements F(Y; )
with highest monomial m € M of weight \ whose set of monomials is equal to M(m) and
hence is a g-crystal isomorphic to B(N).

In particular, for i € I, we expect that the set of monomials (without multiplicities)
occurring in F(Y;1) € X; (g ) is equal to M(Y; 1) and so is isomorphic, as a g-crystal, to
B(w;). We also expect that W = W’ in this case (see Conjecture 5.10).

For example, we have the following element in X, (Cs):

Yé,l + Yé t2yi ¢+ 2y, tyl 13 + Y Yé7t2 + Y2_t4

The set of its monomials is the set (8.2]), which is equal to M(Y3,1), and so it is isomorphic,
as a g = Ca-crystal, to B(ws).
One of our motivations for this Conjecture in the following. Consider the representation

—

L(}al) of Uy((Lg)). Tt is a simple tensor product of fundamental representations. By
Theorem [R1] the set of monomials of its g-character, M(L(EN/M)), has the structure of a
simple (Lg)/-crystal.

Now, the action of ¢ on J\/[(L(f/;l)) is an automorphism of (* g),—crystal. It then follows
from the general results on crystals in [K2] that the subset of monomials (M(L(f”ll)))” fixed
by o has the structure of a simple *(g) = g-crystal isomorphic to B(w;).

On the other hand, the identification of variables Y, = Y; ;) is injective on (J\/[(L(f/;a)))g
Hence the set (M(L(}Zl)))" can be identified with a subset (J\/[(L(f/;a)))gf of the set of
monomials of the folded t-character

A (L(Yia) = F(Via) € % (“g).

Hence this subset (M(L(?Za)))"f inherits the structure of a simple g-crystal.

In Proposition [6.10] we have established that XtL(L(}N/m)) is the specialization of the
interpolating (q,t)-character F,;(W;1) € X,:(*g) under II;. But the specialization under
IT; of the same interpolating (¢, t)-character Fy:(W;1) is F(Y;1) € X; (g) (defined in terms
of the variables Y';; instead of Yjy).

We expect that the monomials of F(Y;1) correspond through this interpolation to the
monomials in the subset (M(L(f/;a)))"f , and so the set of these monomials should inherit
the structure of a g-crystal. This leads us to the statement of Conjecture Proving this
identification requires a finer analysis. We plan to come back to this question in another
paper.

For example, consider g = Cy as above. Then (Lg)/ = Az and the set of monomials of
L(Y11) ~ L(Y10) ® L(Y31) has 15 elements

M(ﬁ’l) - {Yl,l,Yqulez’q,Y Y3¢127Y } X {Y3 1, Y. Y2,qu Yl 42 1jq14},
Y21Y55 occurs with multiplicity 2 in the g-character). The set of fixed monomials is
1d23

M(Y11)7 = {V1.1,Y, ngq,YquQqaaY 2Y) 2, 1jq14}-

It has the structure of a Co-crystal isomorphic to B(wsz) by the general results mentioned

above. In this explicit example, we can check directly that the above identification gives
the Cy-crystal (82]). Indeed, by folding, this set is identified with

M(Y11)7 = {¥2, Y 5l YagYy i Yo i Vi Yy ik
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which is a subset of the set of monomials of X{ (L(?Ll)). The corresponding interpolating
(q,t)-character Fy (Wi 1) is given by Formula (6.8) in type By (with 1 and 2 exchanged),
see Example Its specialization under II; is the folded t-character of the representation
L(Y1,1) above. Its specialization under II} is the t-character of an element in X; (Cs), whose
set of monomials is the set M(?Ll)"’f and is equal to

> o l52 5 o1 52v -1
{YLl, Yl,q2 Y27q, Y2,qY27q37 Y2’q3 Y17q2, Y17q4}.
Exchanging the indices 1 and 2, we recover the set (82)) (with the variables Y; , instead of
the Y; ,) as expected.

9. THE GAUDIN MODEL

In this section, we consider the Gaudin limit of the folded integrable model discussed
above. In this case, Bethe Ansatz equations simplify and we can study more directly the
links between the objects associated to the Lie algebras g, “g, and ¢’

9.1. The appearance of Tg. First, some general observations about finite-dimensional
representations of these three Lie algebras. Recall that g’ is a simply-laced Lie algebra with
an automorphism ¢ of order 2 or 3, and g is its Lie subalgebra of g-invariant elements. Let
b’ be a Cartan subalgebra of g’. Then its subspace h of o-invariant elements is a Cartan
subalgebra of g.

Consider for simplicity the case when ¢ has order 2. The case of order 3 can be analyzed
in a similar way.

The Cartan subalgebra b’ is generated by the coroots &/,i € I'. Here I’ is the set of
vertices of the Dynkin diagram of g’. Recall that ¢ acts on I’, and the set I of vertices of
the Dynkin diagram of g is the quotient of I’ by this action. For each ¢ € I, let J; be the
preimage of 7 in I’. It either consists of one element stable by o, or two elements exchanged
by o. The coroot generators &;,7 € I, of h are

(9.1) &= d

Jjed;
In other words, they have the form
9.2 &b, if o(i) = 4 &b+l oy, if o(i) # .
i o)

79

Consider now the dual spaces (h’')* and h*. We have a surjective map (h')* — b* dual
to the inclusion h — b’. We can try to embed h* into (h’)* so that the pairing between
the image of this embedding of h* and h C b’ is the pairing we have on b, but then an
interesting thing happens: if o(i) = i, then we can take as the image of the corresponding
fundamental weight w; of g in (h’)* to be equal to w/, the ith fundamental weight of g’. But
if o(i) # ¢, then we have to take half the sum of the fundamental weights:

1 /

/
(9.3) 5 (Wi +wo))-

Indeed, we need to have (w;,d;) = ¢;;, and then formula ([@2) shows that we must insert
the factor % The same factor appears in the expressions for the simple roots of g.

This has an important consequence: the integral weight lattice associated to g does not
embed into the integral weight lattice of g’. Instead, we have an embedding of the integral
weight lattice associated not to g but to “g — the Langlands dual Lie algebra! — into the
integral weight lattice of g'.
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Actually, this is clear from the fact that “h = bh*, and so (“h)* = b, which, as we have
seen above, naturally embeds into h’. We then identify the latter with (f’)* using the unique
W-invariant bilinear form normalized so that the square length of each root of g’ is equal
to 2. Thus, we obtain an embedding (¥h)* < (h’)*. Under this embedding, a fundamental
weight of g is mapped to

Unlike formula (9.3]), there is no factor % now. The same holds for the simple roots of g.
Thus, we have proved the statement of Lemma [5.14] that there is a natural isomorphism
between the lattice of integral “g-weights and the lattice of o-invariant g’-weights.

Now suppose that we have a finite-dimensional irreducible representation W of g’ whose
highest weight A is o-invariant. By analogy with Lemma (2] we then prove that there is
a unique automorphism & of W which intertwines the representation of g’ on W with its
o-twist and acts as identity on the highest weight subspace. As in Section [0.6, define the
subspace W7 C W as the direct sum of the o-invariant parts of the weight subspaces of W
corresponding to o-invariant weights. According to Proposition B.I8] its character is the
character of a virtual representation of “g. In Section 0.7, we will show that in fact it is
possible (modulo Conjecture @.10) to explicitly embed the irreducible representation of “g
with the highest weight corresponding to A into W¢.

So, an interesting switch happens: we start with a simply-laced Lie algebra g’ with
an automorphism o whose fixed-point Lie subalgebra is g. Of course, every irreducible
representation W of g’ restricts to a representation of g. However, because the integral
weight lattice of g does not embed into the integral weight lattice of g, it’s not natural to
describe it in terms of weight spaces corresponding to the o-invariant weights of g’. Instead,
it turns out that we can construct inside the direct sum of o-invariant weight subspaces of
W (actually, inside its subspace W) an irreducible representation of the Langlands dual
Lie algebra g, which at first glance has nothing to do with g’. This can be done using the
the results of [FFRy| on the spectra of the Hamiltonians of the Gaudin model.

Remark 9.1. In [FHI] and references therein it was shown that representations of “g can
be extracted from irreducible finite-dimensional representations of g. In contrast, here we
aim to extract representations of g from irreducible representations of g’. It would be
interesting to see whether there is a connection between the two approaches. O

9.2. Gaudin model for g'. Here we discuss the Gaudin model associated to g’, more
precisely, its modification with the twist parameter x’ € §’. ItA appears as the ¢ — 1 limit
of the XXZ-type quantum integrable model associated to U,(g’) (X is the analogue of the
parameter u € H' of the XXZ-type model).

We will use the results of [FEFRL [El Ry, [FFT, [FFRy|. Let A,k = 1,..., N, be a collection
of dominant integral weights of g’. Denote by V)fk the corresponding irreducible finite-
dimensional representations of g’. For a collection zx,k = 1,..., N, of distinct complex
numbers, let V)fk (zx),k = 1,..., N, be the corresponding evaluation representations of the
current algebra g'[z]. Consider their tensor product

N
(9.5) QR Wi, (z)
k=1
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and its subspace of weight

(9.6) Y= -y ai
k 7j=1

These are the spaces of states of the Gaudin model associated to g’.

Next we discuss the Bethe Ansatz equations. Their solutions are in one-to-one corre-
spondence with the Miura g'-opers on CP! with trivial monodromy representation. They
can be represented by g’-valued connections on CP! of the form

m ~/

9.7) 0.+3 fl- 22_2k+2%+x'.

iel’ j=1 J

Here the f!,i € I', are generators of the lower nilpotent subalgebra of ¢, and we are using
the above identification between §’ and (h’)* by means of the normalized bilinear form;
namely, {\,} denote the elements of ' C g’ corresponding to {\; € (h)*}, and {&},i € I'}
is the set of simple coroots of g’, which correspond to the simple roots {a},7 € I'} under
the identification (h')* ~b.

We will assume that w;’s are distinct complex numbers such that w; # z; for all j and

k.

Proposition 9.1 ([FER] [F, [EFT]). The condition that connection Q1) has trivial mon-
odromy s equivalent to the followz'ng system of Bethe Ansatz equations:
Y (o,

/
(9.8) v % ) = (), X)) j=1,...,m.
k:1 U)j _ Zk; Z w] _ ws Z]7 ) 9y )

These equations can be obtained by taking the limit ¢ — 1 of the Bethe Ansatz equations
) of the XXZ-type model associated to Uy (g’). The monic polynomial with the roots w;
where i; = i (i.e. those points on CP*\co at which the connection (@.7)) has residue /),

(9.9) Qi(2) = [[(z —wy),

i;=i
is the analogue of the Baxter polynomial Q;(z),i € I’ (see Theorem [5.3)) in the Gaudin
model.

Note that if we apply a permutation to the set of roots of each polynomial @Q;(z) (which
we recall are assumed to be distinct) we also obtain a solution of the system (0.8]). In what
follows, by a solution of Bethe Ansatz equations we will understand an equivalence class of
solutions under these permutations.

In [FFR) [, [FFT] a joint eigenvector of the Gaudin Hamiltonians (Bethe vector) is
constructed for each solution of the BAE (O.8]). It is known, however, that for general A\j’s
and 7 these Bethe vectors do not yield a basis of the weight subspace of ([@.5]) of weight ~
given by formula ([@.6]). In fact, explicit examples have been constructed in [MV3] showing
that for x = 0 this is so even for generic z;’s (and fixed A;’s and 7). We are not aware of
such counterexamples for generic \’, so it is possible that in this case Bethe vectors do yield
a basis for generic z,’s. For N = 1, this is the statement of Conjecture below.

As explained in [F, Sect. 5.5] (in the case x’ = 0, but the picture is similar for all x’)
that the true parameters of the spectra of the quantum Gaudin Hamiltonians are not the
Miura g’-opers of the form ([@.7]) but rather g’-opers on CP! with trivial monodromy, regular
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singularities at z1, . .., zy with respective residues A1, ..., Ay (coweights of g’ corresponding
to the weight A1,...,Anx), and irregular singularity at oo of order 2 with 2-residue corre-
sponding to x’ (see [FET, FFRy] for more details). Denote the set of these g’-opers by

Theorem 9.2 ([FFRy]). For any regular X' € §’ and any collection z1 ...,zN there is a
bijection between Opz‘x) (Z.)(g’) and the spectrum of the Gaudin Hamiltonians on the space

@35). Moreover, the eigenspace corresponding to every g -oper in Op&L (Zi)(g’ ) is always

one-dimensional. In addition, for generic z1...,zy and X' the Gaudin Hamiltonians are
diagonalizable.
In other words, for any regular x and general 21 ..., zy there is at most one Jordan block

for each joint eigenvalue of the Gaudin Hamiltonians (this is expressed in [FFRy], Corollary
5] as the statement that the commutative algebra of Gaudin Hamiltonians has a cyclic
vector in (@.0)). Moreover, for generic x and z;...,zyx all Jordan blocks have size 1 (see
[FFRyl Corollary 6]).

Following the argument in [F, Sect. 5.5] in the case x' = 0, one can show that every
g’-oper in Op*, ) (zl_)(g’ ) corresponds to a unique Miura g’-oper of the form

i
S+ 7)) =7 e =5
1 [ — L !
(9.10) 4D =) T Y
iel’ k=1 j=1
where the wj,j7 = 1,...,m, are distinct complex numbers such that w; # z; for all j and

ki g,k =1,...,N,and gj,i = 1,...,m, are elements of the Weyl group of g’; and /' is the
sum of the dominant coweights of g'.

A Miura g’-oper of the form (@I0), and the corresponding g'-oper, are called non-
degenerate (see [E, Sect. 5.2]) if g, = 1 for all & = 1,..., N, and each g; is a simple
reflection s;; from the Weyl group of g'. Since ' —s;,(5') = d;j, a Miura g’-oper of the form
(@10) is non-degenerate g'-oper if and only if it has the form (@.7). Further, according to
Proposition 0.1} the no-monodromy condition is then equivalent to BAE (0.8)).

Theorem [9.2] implies that non-degenerate Miura g’-opers of the form (9.7) satisfying (9.8])
correspond to a subset in the spectrum of the Gaudin Hamiltonians on the weight subspace
of (@A) of weight v. But in general, this is not the entire spectrum; there may be other
joint eigenvalues of the Gaudin Hamiltonians on this weight subspace which correspond to
degenerate Miura g’-opers of the form (9.I0) with at least one g; not equal to the identity
or at least one of the g; not equal to a simple reflection, or both. For such Miura g'-
opers, the equations expressing the no-monodromy condition are more complicated, as are
the corresponding eigenvectors (though they can be constructed in principle by a certain
algorithm). See [F, Sect. 5.5] for more details.

9.3. Gaudin model for “g. Next, consider the Gaudin model for the Lie algebra “g with
a twist by x € (h)* = h. The space of states of the model is then a tensor product of
evaluation representations of the current algebra “g[z] corresponding to irreducible finite-
dimensional representations of g:

(9.11) Q) Vi (2)

N
k=1
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where pu1, ...,y are dominant integral weights of “g and z1, ..., zy are distinct complex
numbers. According to the results of [FFR] [F, [FFT] [FFRy], the spectrum of the Gaudin
Hamiltonians exhibits Langlands duality; namely, the joint eigenvalues of the “g-Gaudin
Hamiltonians are described in terms of g-opers rather than “g-opers.

More precisely, let ji, € h = (“h)* be the integral coweight of g corresponding to py. Let
Opi‘pi)7(2i)(g) be the set of g-opers on CP! with trivial monodromy, regular singularities at
z1, ..., 2N with respective residues i1, ..., fiy, and irregular singularity at co of order 2 with
2-residue corresponding to x (see [FFT, [FFRy] for details). Then we have the following
analogue of Theorem

Theorem 9.3 ([FFRy]). For any reqular x € b and any collection zi...,zn there is a
bijection between Opi‘p.) (z_)(g) and the spectrum of the “g-Gaudin Hamiltonians on the
space of (O.I1]). Moreover, the eigenspace corresponding to every g-oper in Opz(m) (Zi)(g) 18
always one-dimensional. In addition, for generic z1 ...,zn and x the Gaudin Hamiltonians

are diagonalizable.

9.4. Embedding of the space of states. This theorem has an intriguing consequence.
Note that each coweight fi;, of g defines a coweight fi}. of g’ while the corresponding weight
i, of “g defines a weight of g/, and the element y € b defines an element ' € b'.

Next, define the nilpotent generators f;,i € I, of g by the formulas

fi=fi i o()=i,  fi=fi+fr, if o) #i

Then we obtain that the embedding g < g’ maps the principal nilpotent element of g to
that of g':
(0.2 M R
icl el

In the same way, we obtain that the element p of g (the sum of its dominant coweights)
maps to the corresponding element 5 of g’. Recall that there is a unique nilpotent element
p+ € g which is a linear combination of the generators e;,i € I, such that {p_,2p,p;} is an
sly triple in g. Likewise, we have an sly triple {p’_,2p',p/,} in ¢’. Uniqueness implies that
p’, is the image of py in g’

Using these sly triples, we construct the Kostant slices K(g) and K (g') of regular conju-
gacy classes in g and g, respectively. Namely,

K(g) =p_+ span{pj}j:L...,Z’

where {p;};=1..¢ is a basis of the subspace of ad p-invariants in the upper nilpotent sub-
algebra ny of g, such that [p,p;] = d;p;, with {di,...,d,} being the set of exponents of
g. The Kostant slice K(g') in g’ is defined similarly. The fact that the embedding g < ¢’
maps the above sly triples to each other then implies that we have a natural embedding

(9.13) K(g) — K(g').

Beilinson and Drinfeld have constructed [BD2|] canonical representatives of g-opers in
terms of K(g) (see [FET] Sect. 4.2]). Using the embedding (@.I3]), we obtain the following.

Lemma 9.4. There is a natural embedding
(9-14) OP i), (20) (8) = O (2 (8):

Now we derive from Theorem and Lemma [9.4] the following surprising result.



58 EDWARD FRENKEL, DAVID HERNANDEZ, AND NICOLAI RESHETIKHIN

Theorem 9.5. For generic reqular x € b, such that X' € §/ is reqular, and generic z1, ..., zn
there exists an embedding of the tensor product (LI1) of simple “g-modules with highest
weights pyg into the tensor product of the simple g'-modules with the corresponding highest
weights (), :

N N
(9.15) &) Vi (z1) = @) Vi (20)-
k=1 k=1
Proof. By Theorem [0.3] for generic x and zi,...,zx there exists an eigenbasis {e,,} of

the Gaudin Hamiltonians in (@.I7]) labeled by g-opers m € Opz(m)’(zl_)(g) with each g-oper
corresponding to exactly one basis vector. Under the embedding (9.14]), each of these g-opers
gives a g’-oper m’ € Opz‘[;;)’(zl_)(g’ ). Applying Theorem in the case of the Lie algebra
¢’ and the tensor product of simple g-modules with the corresponding highest weights
uﬁﬂ, k=1,...,N, we find that each m’ obtained this way corresponds to the one-dimensional

eigenspace E,, of the Hamiltonians of the g’-Gaudin model. Mapping each basis vector e,
in (O.I1) to a non-zero vector in E,,/, we obtain the desired embedding. O

The embedding (@.I7]) is not unique since we can rescale the images of the basis elements
em by arbitrary non-zero numbers. Another issue is that the embedding (OI4]) is defined
in a rather abstract way (using Kostant slices). It turns out that we can obtain a more
concrete realization of (@.I4) if all g-opers in Opz‘pi)’(zi)(g) are non-degenerate, and hence
correspond to solutions of the Bethe Ansatz equations. In this case we can also construct
the corresponding eigenvectors (Bethe vectors) explicitly, so we obtain a more concrete
realization of the embedding (@.I5) as well. This may be viewed as an analogue of the
statement of our main Conjecture in the case of simple Lie algebras. We explain it in

the next subsection.

Remark 9.2. Alternatively, under the conditions of Theorem we can construct a surjec-
tive map
N N
(9.16) & Vi (z1) = Q) Vi (2)
k=1 k=

1

instead of an embedding (@.I5). Indeed, the inclusion (@.I4]) gives rise to a surjective
homomorphism of the corresponding algebras of functions

X' ! X
(9.17) Fan Op(y) .y (8) = FanOpg ) (. ().
The corresponding algebras of g- and g’-Gaudin Hamiltonians were denoted in [FFRy| by
Ay(21,...,2n) and Ay (21,...,2n). According to Theorem [0.3] for generic regular x € b
and generic z1, ..., zy, the algebra Fun Opi‘ﬂ_) (Z.)(g) is equal to the image of A, (z1,...,2n)

in the algebra of endomorphisms of ®]kV:1 Vi, (z). Moreover, Fun Opz(ﬂz_) (zz_)(g) then has a
cyclic vector in ®£7:1 Vi, (21). If we choose such a cyclic vector, we obtain an isomorphism
of vector spaces

(9.18) ® Vi, (z1) ~ Fun Opzcm)7(zl_)(9).

N
k=1
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On the other hand, according to Theorem [0.2] Fun Opz(l;{) (Z.)(g’ ) is the quotient of the

image of A,/(21,...,2n) in the algebra of endomorphisms of N, Vi, (2x) by its radical.
Choosing a cyclic vector of .AX/(zl, ...,2N) in ®;€V:1 V}: / (zx) and using the homomorphism
(@I7), we obtain a surjective map (O.I6]).

This construction can be generalized to the case when y is a regular nilpotent element
of g and x is the corresponding element of g’. Then we can choose as the cyclic vectors
the highest weight vectors in the tensor products (@10, so that the resulting map becomes
canonical up to a scalar.

Constructing surjective maps (@.16]) may seem more appealing than constructing the em-
beddings (9.15]). However, in the case when all g-opers in Opz‘pi)7(Zi)(g) are non-degenerate,
the embedding (@I5]) can be linked to the inclusion of the sets of solutions of the corre-
sponding Bethe Ansatz equations, as we explain in the next subsection. Therefore we can
make contact to the folded integrable models. (Moreover, the embedding (@.I5]) can then
be constructed rather explicitly using Bethe vectors, see Section [0.71) It is for this reason
that we focus on the embeddings (9.15]) rather than the surjections (9.16l), even though the
latter also deserve to be studied. g

9.5. Embedding in the case of non-degenerate g-opers. As in the case of g'-opers
discussed in Section 0.2 each g-oper in Opz(m)’(zl_)(g) can be represented in a unique way by
a Miura g-oper given by a formula similar to (@.I0). Among them are the non-degenerate
Miura g-opers of the form

N . m )
(9.19) aZ+Zfi—sz’“Zk+szin+x,
k=1

el

where &;,7 € I, are the simple coroots of g. The no-monodromy condition on (@.19) is
equivalent to the Bethe Ansatz equations similar to (9.8]) (see equation (6.11) in [FET]):

al <O‘ijwak> _ <aij7dis> I -
(9.20) Z Z = (s X), j=1,...,m.

w; — 2 w; —w
k=1 7 ko I s

The image of a non-degenerate Miura g-oper (0.19) under the embedding (0.14)) is par-
ticularly easy to describe. Namely, we interpret formula ([@0.19) as a Miura g’-oper of the
form ([@.7)) as follows: According to formula ([@.I2]), the first summation in ([@.I9)) is equal to
the first summation in ([@.7). Next, the second summation in (0.I9) is equal to the second
summation in (@.7) with A\ = fi}.

Finally, every term in the third summation in ([0.19]) can be written as the sum of terms
appearing in the third summation of ([@.7)). Namely, for ¢ € I’ such that o(i) = i, we map

< </
(673 o
— L

9.21 )
( ) z — ZUj z — ZUj

and for i € I such that if o(i) # i, we map
/! x/

& G i Yo (i)

(9.22) .
2 — wy 2 — wy 2 — wy

In other words, each term corresponding to ¢ € I such that o(i) =i in (3.19) gives us the
corresponding term in (9.7), whereas in the case o (i) # i it gives us the sum of two terms

in ([@.7).
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Observe that if the terms (0.22)) are present in (0.19), then the corresponding g'-Miura
oper ([@.7) is degenerate because its residue at the corresponding point wj; is equal to

(9.23) & + Ay =0~ sise(i) (7))

(the simple reflections s; and s,(;) commute with each other, so it doesn’t matter in which
order we take their product).

Thus, the Miura g’-opers we obtain this way have the form (@.I0), with g, = 1 for all
k=1,...,N, and g; being equal to the simple reflection s; of the Weyl group of g’ if the
residue of this Miura g’-oper at w; is equal to a o-invariant simple coroot &, of g’, but g;
is equal to the product of two simple reflections, s;s,(;), if residue at w; is equal to (2.23)).
We have obtained the following result.

Proposition 9.6. Under the embedding (9.14]), every non-degenerate g-oper in Op%‘ﬂ_) (z_)(g)
which is represented by a Miura g-oper of the form ([@Q.19) maps to the g'-oper in Op?[;,_) (z_)(g’)
represented by the Miura g -oper

</ d/ d, ~/

N
Lo+
M ] g o(ij) /
9.24 0 ;— _— .
O21) e fod Mo Y T 3 iy

: .. 2T Wy ny
iel’ k=1 o(ij)=i; o (ij)#i;

According to Theorem 0.2] the Miura g’-oper ([@.24]) defines a point in the spectrum of
the g’-Gaudin model.

9.6. Folded Bethe Ansatz equations. From the point of view of the Bethe Ansatz
equations, we interpret this as follows. In the system of BAE (0.8]), it makes sense to
impose the condition

(9.25) {wj lij = i} = {w; i = o)}

for all i € I'. That’s because for i # o(i) we have (d;,d;(i)> = 0, so no singularities occur
in equations (@.8)). Equivalently, this condition may be expressed as Q;(z) = Qu(;)(2) for all
i € I, so this is the Gaudin model analogue of the condition we used to. define the folding
of the Bethe Ansatz equations in the XXZ-type model associated to Uy(g’) (see Proposition

[4.4).

Lemma 9.7. The system (O.8) of Bethe Ansatz equations of the g'-Gaudin model together
with the condition Qi(2) = Qu(;)(2) for alli € I' is equivalent to the system ([@Q.20) of Bethe
Ansatz equations of the L'g-Gaudin model.

Thus, the folding of the BAE of the g’-Gaudin model gives the BAE of the “g-Gaudin
model. In particular, we obtain that the ¢ — 1 limit of the system (48] of folded Bethe
Ansatz equations for Uq(g’ ) coincides with the Bethe Ansatz equations of the “g-Gaudin
model.

Now we define an analogue of the space W (u) from Section (.3l with the role of the
twist parameter u played by x (more precisely, this is an analogue of the subspace W (u) C
W (u) introduced in Remark [5.4]). Recall that we have identified the lattice of integral
Lg-weights (equivalently, integral g-coweights) with the lattice of o-invariant integral g'-
weights (equivalently, integral g’-coweights). We have a collection g,k = 1,..., N, of
g-coweights. Let ug,k = 1,..., N, be the corresponding *g-weights and Wk =1,...,N,
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the corresponding g’-weights. Consider the following representation of g':
N

(9.26) W =(X) Vi (z)-
k=1

Definition 9.8. The subspace W (y) of W is the span of eigenvectors of the g’-Gaudin
Hamiltonians with the twist parameter y whose eigenvalues correspond to solutions of the
BAE (.8) satisfying the condition Q;(2) = Qu(;)(2),7 € I'.

Theorems and and Lemma [0.7] imply the following.

Theorem 9.9. Suppose that the “g-Gaudin Hamiltonians are diagonalizable on the ten-
sor product (QI1) and all g-opers in Opi‘ﬂi)7(Zi)(g) are non-degenerate, so they correspond
to non-degenerate Miura g-opers of the form (@QI9) or equivalently, solutions of the corre-
sponding Bethe Ansatz equations. Then there is a natural embedding of the corresponding
set of solutions of the BAE of this L'g-Gaudin model into the spectrum of the g'-Gaudin
model with the spaces of states ([Q.26]). Moreover, we obtain an embedding

N
(9:27) & Vi (z1) = W(x) € W

k=1
where W is the tensor product (0.26)) of representations of g’ and W (x) is given in Definition
938

We can construct the embedding ([3.27)) explicitly using the formulas given in [FET] for
the eigenvectors (Bethe vectors) of the “g-Gaudin model associated to solutions of the
corresponding BAE. In the next subsection we will explain this in the case N = 1.

9.7. The case N = 1. If N =1, the space (@.11)) is an irreducible representation V), of Lg
with highest weight 1 € (¥h)* and (@.26) is the irreducible representation Vi, of ¢’ with the
o-invariant g’-highest weight p’ corresponding to u. As before, we denote by i and i’ the
corresponding coweights of g and g’. Let y be a regular element of the Cartan subalgebra
of g. As before, we will denote by x’ its image in h’, and we will assume that it is a regular
element of ' as well.

The Gaudin model for general N is invariant under simultaneous shifts of the spectral
parameters z;. Using this symmetry, we will set the only parameter z; in the case N =1
equal to 0. The algebra of Gaudin Hamiltonians in this case is known as the shift of
argument subalgebra A, of the universal enveloping algebra U(g) (see [Ry, [FET, FFRy]).

The corresponding non-degenerate Miura g-opers (@.19) have the form

(9.28) az+2fi—§+z di{wjﬂ.

Z —
icl j=1

This Miura g-oper has trivial monodromy if and only if the following BAE are satisfied (see
formula (6.16) of [FFT]):

a._)' a._7d.s )
(929) M - E M = <aij7X>7 J = 17 y M.
wj pory wj — Wy

Suppose that these equations are satisfied. Then, as shown in [FET], the following Bethe
vector is an eigenvector of the Gaudin Hamiltonians (provided that it is non-zero) of weight
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m .
Y=p— i g
i i
(9.30) o(wi',...,w;) =

Z Jirwy fizy -+ Jirimy

Uy,
(wr(1) = Wr2)) (Wr(2y = Wr(3)) -+ (Wrme1) = Wr(m) Wr(m)

TESm
where the sum is over all permutations 7 on m letters (see formula (6.15) of [FET]).
According to Theorem [@.3] for generic x the spectrum of the algebra A, of Gaudin
Hamiltonians on V), is simple and in bijection with the set Op}io(g) of g-opers on CP! with
trivial monodromy, regular singularity at 0 with the residue fi, and irregular singularity of
order 2 at co with the 2-residue .

Conjecture 9.10. For generic reqular x € b, all g-opers appearing in the spectrum of this
Gaudin model are non-degenerate, and so the spectrum is parametrized by Miura g-opers
©28) with trivial monodromy, or equivalently, by collections {w1, ..., wn} and {&4,, ..., &, }
solving the system of BAE ([@29). Moreover, the corresponding Bethe vectors (0.30) form
an eigenbasis of Ay in the irreducible representation V,, of g.

Assuming this conjecture, we can construct explicitly an embedding of V), into the ir-
reducible representation V/:, of g’. Namely, suppose that we have collections {wq, ..., Wy}

and {&,,...,d;,, } satisfying the BAE (@.29) of the Lg-Gaudin model. Then we have the
corresponding non-degenerate Miura g-oper (0.28]) with trivial monodromy, to which we
associate a Miura g’-oper with trivial monodromy via Proposition It has the form

©.24)):

1 & & +da.

I i Y o(is) ’
9.31 19) ;i — — 2 — 7 .
(9.31) D e D D DR

el o(ij)=i; T ol

We wish to associate to this Miura g’-oper an eigenvector of the g’-Gaudin Hamiltonians
in V;i'- There are two ways to do it, which give the same result. The first is to apply the
construction of [EET] Sect. 6.3] but insert at every point w; such that o(i;) # i; the vector
ef-j,_lef(ij)’_1|0> in the corresponding Wakimoto module, rather than 627_1|0> (see formula
(6.4) in [EFT]). The second way (which is more direct) is to apply formula (@.30]) directly to
the g’-oper ([@31]). The problem is that if ¢; is such that o(i;) # 4;, then the corresponding
w; appears twice giving rise to seeming singularities in ([@.30). However, since for o (i) # ¢
we always have [f;, f,i)] = 0, it is easy to see that these singularities cancel out, so we do

obtain a well-defined vector ¢’ (w’f, o, wimY in Vé,. It then follows that it is an eigenvector
of the g’-Gaudin Hamiltonians with the eigenvalue corresponding to the g’-oper in Opg,’o(g’ )

represented by (@.31)). Moreover, it is a weight vector of the same weight as qb(wzf, oy wim)s
namely, v = p — > 10 a;; (here we identify Lg-weights with o-invariant g’-weights).

Now recall that in Section 5.6l we defined the invariant subspace (V;:,)U of V/;, as the direct
sum of the subspaces of o-invariant vectors in all weights subspaces of Vé, corresponding

to o-invariant weights. Using the explicit formula for ¢’ (w’f, ...,wim) we obtain that it
belongs to (Vé,)”. We summarize this as follows.
Lemma 9.11. The vector ¢/ (wi',... wim) € V;:, is a well-defined eigenvector of the g'-

Gaudin Hamiltonians corresponding to the g'-oper in Opg,, (@) which is the image of the
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g-oper in Opg’o(g) represented by (Q.28]) under the embedding (Q.14l). Moreover, it is o-
invariant, so it belongs to (Vé,)”.

This implies the following statement.

Theorem 9.12. Suppose that x is generic, so that Conjecture [9.10 holds. Assume also

that the wvectors (b’(w’ll,...,wf;b") are non-zero in V;:,. Then the map V,, — V;:, sending
p(wl, ... wim) €V, to ¢/ (wil, ... win) € V, defines an embedding of V,, into V,,, whose

image is the subspace V/,(x) (see Definition[9.8). Moreover, V,(x) is contained in (V).
We view this result as an analogue of our main Conjecture [5.15]

9.8. Example. Let V!,  be the adjoint representation of g’. Its highest weight is the

! ax Of @, which is o-invariant. It is easy to describe the automorphism
0:¢g — ¢ from Lemma[5.2] (adapted to simple Lie algebras) in this case.

maximal root o/

— V!, s equal to o7 1.
ma:

X

Lemma 9.13. The automorphism & : V.,

max

Proof. For g € ¢', we have p(g) -z = [g,z],Vo € W = ¢g’. Hence p,(g) -« = [0(g),z]. The
operator ¢ is uniquely defined by the equation

(9.32) ap(g)o ' =plo(g), Vged

and the condition that the restriction of o to the highest weight subspace of W is the
identity. We claim that & = o~ ! satisfies these conditions. Indeed, it acts as the identity
on the highest weight subspace of W = ¢, and the equation ([@.32)) is equivalent to

5 -[0(9).57"(2)] = [g,2). ¥z € g

L we obtain

Setting 0 = o~

[0(g),0(2)] = a(lg, 2]),

which follows from the fact that o is an automorphism of g’. O

Now let g’ = Ay, 1 = sly, with its order two automorphism o. Then g = C,, = spa,
and “g = B, = s502,;.1. The highest weight o/,  of the adjoint representation of g’ is
equal to w] + wh, | in this case. By the above lemma, ¢ = 0~! = 0. Therefore, we
have following description of the invariant subspace (V o, 1)" (the direct sum of the

subspaces of o-invariant vectors in all weights subspaces of V/,

e corresponding to

o-invariant weights).

Lemma 9.14. (V, .,
1

: 1)" is the direct sum of the root subspaces of V.,

correspond-
1 +wén7 1 p

ing to the roots
+a, and i(ai+ai+1+...+a2n_,~_1 + qon—i), 1=1,...,n—1,

as well as the n-dimensional invariant subspace of the zero weight subspace of W, which is
the Cartan subalgebra of g = Cy, inside the Cartan subalgebra of g'.

Expressing o-invariant g’-weights as “g-weights, we obtain:

Lemma 9.15. (V/,

w1+wén—1)a is isomorphic, as a vector space graded by Lg-weights, to the

direct sum of the first fundamental representation V,,, = C*"*! of L'g = 509,41 and (n — 1)
copies of the trivial representation of “g.
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Assuming Conjecture [0.I0, we obtain that we can embed V, into V/ / in such a

+w/2n71
way that the image is the subspace V e (x) (the span of eigenvectors of the g’-Gaudin
Hamiltonians for which Q;(2) = Q,(;)(2),7 € I'). The latter is the analogue of the subspace
W (u) from Section [5.3]which we used to define the folded integrable model. Moreover, using
Proposition [0.12] we can construct this embedding explicitly, using the Bethe vectors (0.30]),
and this shows that V / +wén71(X) is contained in (V! / +w,2n71)". The weight subspaces of
these two vector spaces coincide for all non-zero weights, but their weight 0 subspaces are
different: the former is 1-dimensional and the latter is n-dimensional.

Remark 9.3. At first glance, it may appear that this result is in contradiction with the
results of Section [[.2] where we considered a similar example in the case of the quantum
affine algebras associated to g’ = As,_1 and g = C,,. Namely, we showed that if we

take as W the irreducible representation L(Y] 1Y2,-11) of Uq(ASL)_l), then its subspace
W (u) defined in Section (.6l is (2n + 2)-dimensional for generic u. This means that the
corresponding subspace in the limit ¢ — 1 should have dimension at least 2n 4+ 2. And
yet, we have found that in the case of the adjoint representation of A, 1 the analogous
subspace V/ / +w§n,1(X) (which is the image of V,, in V/ / +wén71) has dimension 2n + 1 for
The explanation is that the evaluation representation of Uq(Agln)_l) corresponding to the
adjoint representation of A,_1 (of dimension 4n?—1) is not L(Y11Yon—1,1) but L(Y1,1Y5,_1 42n).
The highest monomial of L(Y711Y5,,_1 42n) is not o-invariant and therefore we cannot define
the operator ¢ and related structures on L(Y71,1Y3,_142n). On the other hand, the highest
monomial of L(Y] 1Y2,-1,1) is o-invariant, but the dimension of this representation is 4n?,
ie. it is greater than the dimension of the adjoint representation V. e of A,_1 by 1.

generic x.

Hence it is not surprising that the subspace W (u) of W = L(Y71Y2,-1,1) has dimension
greater by 1 than the dimension of V/, " (x). In fact, as shown in Section [7.2] the weight
1 n—

1
0 subspace of W (u) is two-dimensional and can be identified with the weight 0 subspace
of a 4-dimensional irreducible representation of the U, (slz) subalgebra of Uq(ASL)_l) corre-
sponding to node n of the Dynkin diagram of As,_ 1. But the corresponding irreducible
representation of the sly Lie subalgebra corresponding to node n is 3-dimensional and so its
weight 0 subspace is 1-dimensional. This is the weight 0 subspace of Vu/;; tor (0

2n—1
As the result, W (u) is actually isomorphic, as a vector space graded by weights of ‘g =
(2

By, to an irreducible representation of U, (¥g), where L'g = D’ 1, whereas V, o (x) is
1 2n—1

isomorphic to an irreducible representation of “g = B,,. 0

Remark 9.4. The above example gives us a nice illustration of how the affine Langlands
duality of the folded integrable model becomes in the limit ¢ — 1 the finite-dimensional
Langlands duality of the Gaudin model. The point is that when we take the ¢ — 1 limit,
we restrict finite-dimensional representations of U,(g) to U,(g) and then take the limit
g — 1 (the latter is an equivalence of categories if ¢ is generic). The smallest finite-
dimensional representation W of U,(g) with o-invariant highest monomial that has p as
the highest “g-weight is usually isomorphic, as a Uq(g)-module, to the direct sum of V,
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and many other irreducible representationsﬂ So it is not surprising that the intersection
of an irreducible representation M (W) of U,(¥g), which is embedded into W according to
Conjecture [5.15}(2), with V,, would be an irreducible representation of Uy(Fg).

This is closely related to another seeming paradox. According to a result of [FFRy] that
we used in this section, every eigenspace in the space of states of the Gaudin model is one-
dimensional (if the Gaudin Hamiltonians are not diagonalizable, this means that there can
be at most one Jordan block for every joint eigenvalue). In particular, for every irreducible
representation V,, of Lg, the joint eigenspace of the algebra Ay is one-dimensional for all
joint eigenvalues. On the other hand, we expect that the analogous spaces in the folded
integrable model for generic ¢ can have dimensions greater than one. The explanation is
that components other than V), in the decomposition of W as a representation of U,(g) may
well contain (in the limit ¢ — 1) additional eigenvectors of A,. O

9.9. Conclusion. It follows that, somewhat surprisingly, we can realize the “g-Gaudin
model inside the g’-Gaudin model by embedding the space of states (Q.I1]) of the former into
the space of states ([0.26]) of the latter in such a way that on the dual side this corresponds
to the embedding of the Miura g-opers (@.I9) into the Miura g’-opers ([@.7). This is an
intriguing consequence of the Langlands duality in the Gaudin models discovered in [FFR]
and the results of [FFRy], which deserves further study.

The embedding of the Miura g-opers ([9.19)) into the Miura g’-opers (9.7)) means that the
Baxter polynomials Q;(2) and Qu;)(2) (see formula (0.9))) associated to a g’-oper obtained
this way will be equal. Thus, the folding of the g’-Gaudin model is equivalent to the g-
Gaudin model. This statement may be viewed as a ¢ — 1 limit of Conjecture 5.5 so it
provides support for this conjecture.

10. APPENDIX: TOWARD CONSTRUCTING A FOLDED VERSION OF THE QKZ EQUATIONS
FOR NON-SIMPLY LACED LIE ALGEBRAS

The qKZ equations [EXR] for U,(g) (with the twist parameter u, which is an element of
the Cartan subgroup H as above) can be written in the form

V;Vi— V; V1
(10.1)  W(z1,...,pzj,...,2n) = R;%7 Y(pzj/zj-1) - R Y(pzj/=1) - uy
ViV, V;V;
ijNN(zj/zN) e ijjjlﬂ(zj/zjﬂ)\l/(zl, ey 2y ZN)-

Here each V; denotes an irreducible finite-dimensional representation of U,(g), Vi(z;) is its
shift by the spectral parameter z;, and Rﬁw(zj /#) is the R-matrix acting on Vj(z;) ® V;(2;)
normalized so that it acts as the identity on v; ® v;, where v; and v; are highest weight
vectors in Vj(z;) and Vj(z;), respectively. Also, u; denotes uly;.

Let us denote the operator on the right hand side of the jth equation by K;(p).

The critical level limit corresponds to p — 1. In this limit we have

ViVi_ A% "% ViV

(10.2) K;(1) = R;57 " (2j/2j-1) - Ry ' (z5/21) ~wy - Ry (=5/2n) - Ry (25 2j41).

Recall that for an auxiliary representation V' of U, (g) we have the transfer matrix ty (z, u).
These transfer-matrices commute with each other for a fixed v and different V' and z. In

"In the case of g = sl,, every finite-dimensional irreducible representation of Ug(sl,) can be lifted to
Uyq(sl,), but the highest monomial of the resulting representation of U, (sl,) is not o-invariant, see the above
example. The representations with o-invariant monomials are generally much larger.
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what follows, we will use the same notation ty(z,u) for the action of the transfer-matrix
ty(z,u) on the tensor product Vy(zn) ® ... ® Vi(21). Thus,

(10.3) ty(z,u) = Tra(uaRy M (2/2n) ... Ry ' (2/21)),
where the subscript a indicates the auxiliary representation V'(z).

Proposition 10.1. Suppose that Vj is such that up to a scalar, RY3Vi(1) = P, the permu-
tation operator on Vj(z) ® Vj(z) sending r @ y to y ® x. Then K;(1) = ty,(2;,u).

Proof. If RViVi(1) = P, then formula (I0.3) with V(z) = V;(2;) becomes

(10.4) ty(z,u) =
V; V) V;V; vV V;Vi
Tro(uaRy/N" (2/28) - R (2/2j40) Pag R, (2 25-1) - RS (25/21)).
Using the identify A,P,; = PyjA;, we rewrite the RHS of (I0.4) as
ViV, A% ViVi_ %
(10.5) Tra(PajujRj’]NN (Zj/ZN) PN ijj_:fl (Zj/zj'l'l)Ra,Jj—]l ! (Zj/Zj_l) PN Ra,Jl ! (zj/zl)).
Next, using the cyclic property of the trace, we rewrite (I0.5]) as

ViVi— V;Vi V; Vi V;V;
(10.6)  Tra(Ry); 21" (25/2j-1) - Ryl (2i/210) Pajui Ry N (25/28) - RyLj 14 (2 2541))-

Using formula A,P,; = P,;A; again, we rewrite (I0.6]) as

ViV V;Vi V; Vi V;V;
(10.7)  Tra(Pog R (25/2-1) - By (25 /20w RN (25/2n) - Ry T (25 241)-
In the last formula, the only operator depending on the auxiliary space is F; and its

trace over the auxiliary space is the identity operator on Vj(z;). Hence (I0.1) is equal to
K;(1). O
j

Next, we discuss under what conditions RV" (1) = P.

Lemma 10.2. Let V be an irreducible representation of U,(g) such that V ® V is also
irreducible. Then RVV (1) = P.

Proof. Tt follows from the definition that P o RV (1) is an intertwining operator V ® V —
VeV. If VYV isirreducible, then by Schur’s lemma it is a scalar operator. Under our
normalization, it then has to be the identity operator, and hence RV (1) = P. O

Note that a representation V satisfying the condition of Lemma [10.2] is called real in
[HLI]. Not all irreducible representations of U,(g) are real, as shown in [L], see [HLI] Sect.
13.6]. However, there is a large class of real representations: Kirillov—Reshetikhin modules.

Proposition 10.3. Let V' be any Kirillov—Reshetikhin module over Uy(g). Then V@V is
irreducible.

Proof. There are several possible arguments. It follows from [C] that V ® V is cyclic and
cocyclic, and hence is irreducible. The statement also follows from the fact that the square of
the g-character of a Kirillov—Reshetikhin module has a unique dominant monomial; namely,
its highest monomial. The latter follows from the results of [HL2 Sect. 3.2.2]. In addition,
the statement has been established by a different method in [KKOP]. O
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Note however that even if V ® V is reducible, we may still have RVV (1) = P. It would
be interesting to describe all irreducible representations V' of U, (g) satisfying the condition
RVV(1) = P.

In any case, the above results readily imply that in the case when all V}’s are Kirillov—
Reshetikhin modules, the operators K;(1),j = 1,..., N, are commuting Hamiltonians of
the XXZ-type integrable model associated to Uy(g). It is in this sense that we say that one
recovers this integrable model in the critical level limit of the qKZ equations.

Similarly, under the above condition on Vj, the operator K;(p) is the transfer-matrix
ty;(2j,u) acting on

Vn(zn) ® ... ® Vj(z) ® Vj_l(zj_lp_l) ® Vl(zlp_l).

However, because of the shifts by p~! these operators do not commute with each other if
p#1

Now suppose that g is a non-simply laced simple Lie algebra. We would like to construct a
“folded qKZ system” such that in the critical level limit the operators on the right hand side
become the Hamiltonians of the folded quantum integrable model described in this paper.

o~

This means, in particular, that they should correspond to transfer-matrices of U,(g’) rather

than U, (g). Thus, each V;(z;) should be a representation of Uq(é\’ )-

Unfortunately, naive attempts to construct this folded qKZ system appear to fail:

(1) For each V;(z;), we have its subspace (V;(z;))(u) defined as above and we can take the
tensor product of these subspaces, @ ;(Vi(2;))(u). However, it is not clear why this sub-
space would be preserved by the operators K; or their p-deformed versions Kj;(p) appearing
on the RHS of (I0.I]).

(2) We take the subspace V'(u) of the entire tensor product V = @, Vj(z;). According
to Conjecture [.I5](ii), it contains a subspace isomorphic to a representation M (V) of

U,(¥g). Moreover, since the algebra of transfer-matrices of Uq(g/ ) commutes with the Baxter

operators Q;(z),j € I', it follows that all transfer-matrices of Uq(é\’ ) preserve this subspace
V(u). In particular, the operators K given by formula (I0.2), being the transfer-matrices of

~

Uq(g'), preserve V (u). But the problem is that on the right hand side of these gKZ equations
we have the operators K;(p) with p # 1, which are the transfer matrices acting on the tensor
product of representations in some of which (namely, the ones with i =1,...,7—1) there is
a multiplicative shift in the spectral parameter by p~!. It is not clear why these operators
should preserve V (u) (where V is the tensor product of the representations V;(z;) without
any shift by p~1).

Hence at the moment it is unclear to us how to fold the qKZ equations for Uq(g/l\’ ) in such
a way that in the critical level limit we recover the commuting Hamiltonians of the folded
quantum integrable model associated to U,(g).
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