arXiv:2304.00238v4 [math.RT] 2 Feb 2024

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS

MASAKI KASHIWARA, MYUNGHO KIM, SE-JIN OH, AND EUIYONG PARK

Abstract. In this paper we establish affinizations and R-matrices in the language of pro-objects, and as an application, we construct reflection functors over the localizations of quiver Hecke algebras of arbitrary finite types. This reflection functor categorifies the braid group action on the half of a quantum group and the Saito reflection.

Contents

1. Introduction 3 2. Preliminaries 12 2.1. Module objects 12 2.2. Graded categories 13 2.3. Pro-objects 14 3. Affinizations in abelian categories 15

Date: February 2, 2024.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 18M05, 16D90, 81R10.

Key words and phrases. Affinization, Localization, Reflection, R-matrices, Quiver Hecke algebra. The research of M. Kashiwara was supported by Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (B) 20H01795, Japan Society for the Promotion of Science.

The research of M. Kim was supported by the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF) Grant funded by the Korea government(MSIP) (NRF-2022R1F1A1076214 and NRF-2020R1A5A1016126).

The research of S.-j. Oh was supported by the Ministry of Education of the Republic of Korea and the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF-2022R1A2C1004045).

The research of E. Park was supported by the National Research Foundation of Korea(NRF) grant funded by the Korea government (MSIT) (RS-2023-00273425 and NRF-2020R1A5A1016126). 1

2 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

3.1. Coherent objects in Pro(C) 15 3.2. Flatness 24 4. Duality 27 4.1. Complements 27 4.2. Duality 28 4.3. Affine objects 30 5. Coherent objects in Monoidal categories 34 5.1. Graded monoidal categories 34 5.2. Rigid case 39 6. R-matrices 41 6.1. Affine objects 41 6.2. Rational centers and affinizations 43 6.3. Quasi-rigid Axiom 49 7. Quiver Hecke algebras and Schur-Weyl duality functors 56 7.1. Quiver Hecke algebras 56 7.2. Universal R-matrices 58 7.3. Canonical affinizations in R_λ-gmod 60 7.4. Schur-Weyl duality 61 8. Localizations of R-gmod 66 8.1. Categories C_w and C^∗_w 66 8.2. Localizations 67 9. Resultant algebra and Affinization of Invariants 72 9.1. Resultant algebra 72 9.2. Affinizations of invariants for R -modules 74 9.3. Examples of affinizations 80 10. Saito Reflection functors for R-gmod via localization 80 10.1. C_{siw0} and C^∗_{siw0} 80 10.2. Schur-Weyl datum 82 11. Examples of F_i 99 11.1. F_i : R-gmod → ~C^∗_{siw0} 99

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 3

11.2. F_i : ~C_{w0} → ~C_{w0} 100 References 102

1. Introduction

Affinizations and R-matrices are one of the most powerful tools in the representation theory of quiver Hecke algebras and affine quantum groups. One of the most successful applications of them is the proof of the simplicity of the head of the tensor product of simple objects given in [6] (cf. Proposition 6.19).

R-matrices are distinguished homomorphisms between tensor products of modules, which measure the commutativity of tensor products. Affinizations of modules help R-matrices to play their role. The study on affinizations and R-matrices gives rise to the integer invariants Λ, ~Λ and d, which have been used crucially in deriving several remarkable results including monoidal categorification of cluster algebras (see [6, 8, 9, 13] and references therein). In the representation theory of quantum affine algebras, R-matrices already occupy an important position. The generalized Schur-Weyl duality functor relates the R-matrices in quiver Hecke algebras and the ones in quantum affine algebras in a natural way, and they enjoy very similar properties in their own categories. See also [1, 4, 5, 7, 10] and references therein.

In the case of symmetric quiver Hecke algebras, there exists a functorial construction of an affinization of a module ([7]). Let R be a symmetric quiver Hecke algebra over a base field k and M an R-module. As a k-vector space, the affinization M of M is isomorphic to k[z_M] ⊗ M, and the action of the generators e(ν) and τ_l on M is the same as those on M, but the action of x_k is twisted by z_M (see [7, Section 1.3]). The indeterminate z_M can be understood as a monomorphism in End(M). Once an affinization exists, one can construct the distinguished homomorphisms

R^{ren}_{M,N} := (z_M − z_N)^{−s} R^{uni}_{M,N} ∈ Hom(M ∘ N, N ∘ M),

r_{M,N} := R^{ren}_{M,N}|_{zM=zN=0} ∈ Hom(M ∘ N, N ∘ M),

4 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

where R^{uni}_{M,N} is the universal R-matrix defined by the intertwiners φ_i (see Section 7.2) and s is the largest integer such that R^{uni}_{M,N}(M ∘ N) ⊂ (z_M −z_N)^sN ∘ M. The renormalized R-matrix R^{ren}_{M,N} commutes with z_M and z_N,and the R-matrix r_{M,N} never vanishes.

Unlike the case of symmetric quiver Hecke algebras, the existence of affinizations over a non-symmetric quiver Hecke algebra is not guaranteed, which causes a big difficulty in the study of the representations over non-symmetric quiver Hecke algebras such as monoidal categorification in the non-symmetric case. In [13], the notion of affinizations and R-matrices for arbitrary quiver Hecke algebras was studied. It was shown that, if an affinization exists, the R-matrices can be constructed, and they enjoy very similar properties to those in the symmetric case. Affinizations and renormalized R-matrices allow us to consider a duality datum (see [13, Section 4.1] for the definition) over the quiver Hecke algebra setting, which provides the generalized Schur-Weyl duality between quiver Hecke algebras ([13, Section 4]). This duality can be understood as an analogue of the generalized Schur-Weyl duality from quiver Hecke algebras to quantum affine algebras introduced in [7, Section 3].

In the case of the localization of module categories over quiver Hecke algebras, the theory of affinization becomes more complicated. Let R-gmod be the category of finitedimensional graded modules over an arbitrary quiver Hecke algebra, and let W be the Weyl group. For any element w ∈ W, let C_w be the full subcategory of R-gmod generated by the dual PBW vectors corresponding to w (see [8, 9]). Note that the subcategory C_w categorifies the quantum unipotent coordinate ring A_q(n(w)) and C_w gives a monoidal categorification of A_q(n(w)) as a quantum cluster algebra ([8]). It was shown in [11] that C_w admits a localization ~C_w via a real commuting family of central objects. In the language of cluster algebras, the central objects correspond to the frozen variables and the localization ~C_w categorifies the localization of the quantum cluster algebra A_q(n(w)) at the frozen variables. It turns out that the localization ~C_w is a rigid monoidal category ([11, 12]).

The categorical structure of the localization ~C_w is much more complicated than the original category C_w. Let Mod_{coh}(R) be the category of finitely generated R-modules, and let C^{big}_w be the full subcategory of Mod_{coh}(R) consisting of modules whose simple

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 5

subquotients belong to C_w. Then, we can localize C^{big}_w similarly to C_w and obtain the localization ~C^{big}_w . The problem is that the dual of an affinization of a simple module in C_w does not belong to ~C^{big}_w in general. Thus it is not valid to translate directly the classical notion of affinizations and R-matrices to the localization ~C_w. In order to overcome this difficulty, we have to introduce the category Pro( ~C_w) of pro-objects of ~C_w. Then the dual of an affinization belongs to Pro( ~C_w). This categorical approach to affinizations and R-matrices may lead us to new applications in various interesting categories including a new kind of generalized Schur-Weyl duality.

In this paper, we establish the theory of affinizations and R-matrices in the language of pro-objects, and as an application, we construct reflection functors over the localizations of quiver Hecke algebras of an arbitrary finite type. The main results of the paper can be summarized as follows:

(i) The first main result is to study the notion of affinization and R-matrices in the language of pro-objects. We define affinizations and R-matrices in the categories with certain conditions, and investigate their properties. We then introduce the invariants D, Λ and d and prove various properties of them. Thus, in a purely categorical setting, we have recovered key properties appeared in quiver Hecke algebras and quantum affine algebras. We next introduce a duality datum at the category level, and construct a generalized Schur-Weyl duality in the category setting by applying the argument given in [7].

(ii) The second main result is to apply the generalized Schur-Weyl duality to the localized category ~C^∗_{siw0} of a quiver Hecke algebra of arbitrary finite type. As a result, for any i ∈ I, we obtain an equivalence of monoidal categories S_i : ~C_{siw0} ∼−→ ~C^∗_{siw0} , which categorifies the braid group action ([20, Chapter 37]) and the Saito reflection σ_i ([24]).

In the construction, the affinizations (or the lifts) of the invariants Λ, d, ~Λ, etc. take a crucial role (see Section 9).

6 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

We conjecture that S_i : ~C_{siw0}^∼−→ ~C^∗_{siw0} induces an equivalence of categories C_{siw0}^∼−→ C^∗_{siw0} at the level of module categories (see Conjecture 10.12).

In the case of finite ADE type, S. Kato ([15]) constructed the Saito reflection functor using geometry, which categorifies the braid group action on the half of a quantum group (see also [16, 22]). We conjecture that S_i coincides with the functor induced by the functor constructed by S. Kato. However, in the case of non-symmetric type, there is no relevant result as far as the authors know.

Let us explain the main results of the paper in more details.

The first main result is about the notion of affinization and R-matrices in a general category. We shall explain it in three parts, i.e., affinization in categories, affinizations with respect to k[z] and R-matrices, and generalized Schur-Weyl duality.

Affinization in categories. Let C be a k-linear category satisfying (3.1) and let A :=^⨁_{k∈ Z}A_k be a commutative graded k-algebra satisfying (3.2). We first define the subcategory Pro_{coh}(A, C) consisting of graded coherent A-modules in the category Pro_{coh}(C) of all pro-objects of C (see Definition 3.1 for the precise definition). We investigate the category Pro_{coh}(A, C) and obtain several homological properties under the condition when objects are A-flat (see Section 3). We denote by Aff_A(C) the full subcategory of Pro_{coh}(A, C) consisting of A-flat objects (Definition 4.6). For a given anti-equivalence D of categories, we show that D can be lifted to the category Pro_{coh}(A, C), denoted by D_A. Then, the functor D_A gives an equivalence of categories between Aff_A(C) and its opposite category (see Section 4.2). In natural and interesting situations, D can be understood as a duality functor in the category C.

Affinizations in monoidal categories are also studied in details. We assume further that C is an abelian k-linear graded monoidal category satisfying (5.1). For graded A-modules M and N in Pro(C), we define a tensor product M ⊗_AN ∈ Modg(A, Pro(C)) by the universal property (5.2). Lemma 5.4 says that the category Aff_A(C) with ⊗_A forms a monoidal category, and Proposition 5.6 tells us that Aff_A(C) is rigid if C is a rigid monoidal category.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 7

Affinizations with respect to k[z] and R-matrices. In the case where A = k[z], we take one more step further. This case exactly appears in the quiver Hecke algebras. We assume that C is a k-linear category satisfying (3.1) and A = k[z], where z is an indeterminate. We define an affine object in C as a pair (M, z) belonging to Pro_{coh}(k[z], C) with the conditions (a)–(d) in Definition 4.7. We then study properties of affine objects. Let Aff_z(C) denote the category of affine objects, and Raff_z(C) the category of Pro_{coh}(k[z], C) modified by making the morphism z invertible (see Definition 4.12 for the precise definition). We show that there is a canonical functor

Aff_z(C) −→ Raff_z(C),

which is faithful and essentially surjective, and prove several properties (see Section 4.3).

We further assume that C is an abelian k-linear graded monoidal category satisfying (5.1). For (M, z_M) and (N, z_N) in Aff_z(C), let M = M/z_M M and N = N/z_NN. Under certain assumptions (see Proposition 6.2), we prove that

HOM_{k[zM,zN]}(M ⊗ N, M ⊗ N) ≃ k[z_M, z_N]id_{M⊗N},

and there exists R^{ren}_{M,N} ∈ HOM_{k[zM,zN]}(M ⊗ N, N ⊗ M) such that

HOM_{k[zM,zN]}(M ⊗ N, N ⊗ M) ≃ k[z_M, z_N]R^{ren}_{M,N}

and R^{ren}_{M,N}|_{zM=zN=0} ∈ HOM_C (M ⊗ N, N ⊗ M) does not vanish. The morphism R^{ren}_{M,N} is called the renormalized R-matrix, and the morphism r_{M,N} := R^{ren}_{M,N}|_{zM=zN=0} is called the R-matrix between M and N (see Definition 6.3). The above isomorphisms are typical properties which affinizations and R-matrices should have. We then introduce a rational center in C using the category Raff_z(C). Using the notions of affine objects and rational center, we finally define an affinization M of M ∈ C (see Definition 6.7). Proposition 7.3 explains that this definition is a generalization of the definition for affinizations (see (7.6)) given in [13, Definition 2.2]. In this categorical setting, the condition being a rational center makes R-matrices satisfy the Yang-Baxter equation (Lemma 6.23). We prove several properties of affinizations and R^{ren}_{M,N} and define the

8 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

invariants in the language of categories:

(1.1)

D(M, N) ∈ k[z_M, z_N] such that R^{ren}_{N,M} ∘ R^{ren}_{M,N} = D(M, N)id_{M⊗N},

Λ(M, N) := deg(r_{M,N} ) ∈ Z,

d(M, N) := 1 2 ( Λ(M, N) + Λ(N, M) ) = deg(D(M, N))/2 ∈ 1 2 Z_{⩾0}. We next introduce the notion of quasi-rigid categories. Note that the module categories of quiver Hecke algebras and quantum affine algebras are examples of quasi-rigid categories (see [6]). The quasi-rigidity plays an important role in proving the simplicity of the head of a tensor product of simples. As a consequence of the quasi-rigidity, the space of morphisms between various tensor products are one-dimensional (see Proposition 6.19 and Corollary 6.21) which guarantees that the renormalized R-matrices exist. It is conjectured that a quasi-rigid monoidal category which satisfies (5.1) is embedded into a rigid monoidal category (Conjecture 6.18). Under the additional assumption that C is quasi-rigid, we prove various properties of R-matrices and the invariants Λ and d. Thus, in the purely categorical language, we have recovered the key properties appeared in quiver Hecke algebras and quantum affine algebras.

Generalized Schur-Weyl duality. Let C be a graded quasi-rigid monoidal category satisfying (6.2), and let R be the quiver Hecke algebra associated with parameter polynomials Q_{i,j}(u, v). We define a duality datum ( {(^K_i, z_i)}_{i∈I} , {R^{ren}_{^Ki, ^Kj} }_{i,j∈I} ) consisting of a family {(^K_i, z_i)}_{i∈I} of affinizations in C satisfying (7.7) and the renormalized R-matrices R^{ren}_{^Ki, ^Kj} : ^K_i ⊗ ^K_j → ^K_j ⊗ ^K_i satisfying (7.8). Applying the argument given in [7, 13] to the duality datum ( {(^K_i, z_i)}_{i∈I} , {R^{ren}_{^Ki, ^Kj} }_{i,j∈I} ) , we obtain a canonical right exact monoidal functor ^F : Modg_{coh}(R_λ) → Pro(C)

such that ^F (~L(i)_{zi} ) ≃ ^K_i and ^F (L(i)) ≃ K_i, ^F (e(i, j)φ_1) = R^{ren}_{^Ki, ^Kj} ∈ H_{OMk[zi,zj ]}(^K_i ⊗ ^K_j, ^K_j ⊗ ^K_i),

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 9

where φ_1 is the intertwiner given in (7.4), and L(i) be the 1-dimensional simple R(α_i)- module of degree 0. Then we have the restricted functor F : R-gmod → C, and prove that this functor enjoys the same good properties as the usual generalized Schur-Weyl duality (see Section 7.4).

The second main result is the reflection functor S_i : ~C_{siw0}^∼−→ ~C^∗_{siw0} over the localizations, which categorifies the braid group action on the quantum group. We shall explain it in two parts, i.e., affinizations of the invariants and reflection functors.

Affinizations of the invariants. We lift the integer-valued invariants Λ, ~Λ, d, wt, ε_i etc. which are used crucially in quiver Hecke algebras, to functions by using affinizations.

Let (M, z_M) and (N, z_N) be affinizations of simple R-modules M and N respectively. We assume that M and N are real for convenience. Let us recall χ_i(M), E_i(M) and E^∗_i (M) defined in [11, Section 3.1] (see (9.1) for the precise definitions). By properties (see Lemma 4.11 for example) of affinizations, χ_i(M), E_i(M) and E^∗_i (M) can be viewed as elements in k[t_i, z_M]. In Definition 9.3, we define D(M, N) (see (1.1)) and ~L (M, N) in k[z_M, z_N] using the renormalized R-matrix R^{ren}_{M,N}. We then define L (M, N) and Wt(M, N) in k(x_M, z_N)/k^× in terms of χ_i(M), Q_{i,j}(t_i, t_j), ~L (M, N). It turns out that these new invariants can be understood as lifts of the well-known integer invariants in the following sense: deg ( χ_i(M) ) = n_i(α_i, α_i) where wt(M) = − ∑ i∈I n_iα_i, deg ( E_i(M) ) = ε_i(M)(α_i, α_i) = 2~Λ(L(i), M), deg ( E^∗_i (M) ) = ε^∗_i (M)(α_i, α_i) = 2~Λ(M, L(i)), deg ( D(M, N) ) = 2 d(M, N), deg ( ~ L (M, N) ) = 2~Λ(M, N), deg ( L (M, N) ) = 2Λ(M, N), deg ( Wt(M, N) ) = 2 ( wt(M), wt(N) ) ,

10 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

where deg denotes the homogeneous degree. We investigate relations between the lifted invariants and prove several interesting identities which are also interpreted as lifts of the identities between the integer invariants (see Section 9.2). The identities between lifted invariants are described in terms of the resultant algebra (see Section 9.1). These identities are used crucially in the construction of the reflection functors.

Reflection functors. We first investigate the canonical functor

Φ_w : C_w → ~C_w (w ∈ W)

and prove that the functor Φ_w is fully faithful (Theorem 8.3). We thus show that the full subcategory C_w of ~C_w is stable by taking subquotients. However C_w is not stable by taking extensions in ~C_w in general (see Remark 8.6).

Let R be a quiver Hecke algebra of arbitrary finite type, and consider the categories C_{siw0} and C^∗_{siw0} (see (8.1)). Fix an index i ∈ I. For any j ∈ I, we take the real simple objects in ~C^∗_{siw0} as follows:

K_j := { D ( Q^∗_{siw0} (⟨i⟩) ) if j = i, ⟨i^{−ci,j} ⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩ if j ≠ i, where D is the right dual functor in ~C^∗_{siw0} , ⟨i^m⟩ is the self-dual simple R(mα_i)-module, and Q^∗_{siw0} : R-gmod → ~C^∗_{siw0} is the localization functor (see Section 8.2). We then take the canonical affinizations ^K_j of K_j (see (10.1)), which yield a duality datum ( {(^K_j , z_j)}_{j∈I} , {R^{ren}_{^Kj , ^Kk} }_{j,k∈I} ) . In particular, we take ^K_i := D_{aff} ( Q^∗_{siw0} (R(α_i)) ) as the affinization of K_i by using the duality functor D_{aff} developed in § 4. We then compute the invariants Λ(K_j, K_k) and d(K_j, K_k) (Proposition 10.1), and the lifted invariants D(^K_j , ^K_k) (Proposition 10.2). Applying the generalized Schur-Weyl duality to this setting, we obtain the duality functor F_i : R-gmod −→ ~C^∗_{siw0} . Investigating the image of determinantial modules under the functor F_i, we finally construct a functor S_i : ~C_{siw0} −→ ~C^∗_{siw0} such that the

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 11

following diagram quasi-commutes (Proposition 10.10):

R-gmod Q_{siw0} fflffl F_i &&NN NNN NNN NNN N ~C_{siw0 Si} // ~C ∗_{siw0} . Lemma 10.6 and Proposition 10.8 say that the functor S_i categorifies the braid group action and the Saito reflection. Theorem 10.11 says that the reflection functor S_i gives an equivalence of categories. By technical reasons, we separately deal with the case of type A_2 in Remark 10.13.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall necessary mathematical backgrounds for categories. In Section 3 and Section 4, we study affinizations in abelian categories under various conditions. In Section 5, we investigate affinizations in monoidal categories under various conditions, and Section 6 explains R-matrices in categories. In Section 7, we study a generalized Schur-Weyl duality, and in Section 8 we prove that the canonical functor Φ_w : C_w → ~C_w is fully faithful. In Section 9, we develop the lifted invariants using affinizations and Section 10 is devoted to reflection functors over localizations.

Acknowledgments. The authors thank Haruto Murata for valuable questions. The second, third and fourth authors gratefully acknowledge for the hospitality of RIMS (Kyoto University) during their visit in 2023.

Convention. (i) For a statement P , δ(P ) is 1 or 0 whether P is true or not. (ii) Unless otherwise stated, a module over a ring is a left module. (iii) k denotes a base field.

(iv) For a ring A, we denote by Mod(A) the category of A-modules. We denote by Mod_{coh}(A) the category of coherent A-modules.

(v) For a field k and a graded k-algebra A, we denote by A-gmod the category of finite k-dimensional graded A-modules.

12 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

(vi) For a graded module X =^⨁_{m∈ Z}X_m, we write X_{⩾m} =^⨁_{k⩾m}X_k, X_{⩽m} =^⨁_{k⩽m}X_k and X_{>m} =^⨁_{k>m}X_k.

(vii) For a commutative k-algebra A and f(z) = ∑ 0⩽k⩽m akz k ∈ A[z], we say that f(z) is a monic polynomial of degree m if a_m = 1, and that f(z) is a quasi-monic polynomial of degree m if a_m ∈ k^×.

(viii) For a category C, C^{opp} denotes the opposite category of C. (ix) We say that a category I is filtrant if I satisfies the conditions

(a) Ob(I) ≠ ∅, (b) for any objects i, j ∈ I, there exist k ∈ I and morphisms i → k and j → k, (c) for any morphisms f : i → j and g : i → j, there exists a morphism h: j → k such that h ∘ f = h ∘ g.

We say that I is cofiltrant if I^{opp} is filtrant.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Module objects. For a ring R and an additive category C, let us denote by Mod(R, C) the category of R-modules in C, i.e., the category of objects X ∈ C endowed with a ring homomorphism R → End_C (X). The morphisms between an R-module X and an R-module Y are the morphisms in C which commute with the R-actions.

Assume further that C is an abelian category. We can define the tensor functor

• ⊗_R •: Mod_{coh}(R^{opp}) × Mod(R, C) → C,

which is characterized by the universal property

Hom_C (M ⊗_R X, Y ) ≃ Hom_{Mod(R}opp_) ( M, Hom_C (X, Y ) ) functorially in X ∈ Mod(R, C), M ∈ Mod_{coh}(R^{opp}) and Y ∈ C (see [14, Remark 8.5.7]). The functor • ⊗_R • is right exact in each variable.

Similarly, we have a functor

Hom_R( • , • ): Mod_{coh}(R)^{opp} × Mod(R, C) → C

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 13

characterized by the universal property

Hom_C ( X, Hom_R(M, Y ) ) ≃ Hom_{Mod(R)} ( M, Hom_C (X, Y ) ) for M ∈ Mod_{coh}(R), Y ∈ Mod(R, C), X ∈ C, and Hom_R( • , • ) is left exact in each variable.

Assume that R^{opp} is noetherian. We say that an R-module X in C has R-flat dimension ⩽ m if Tor^R_i (M, X) = 0 for any i > m and M ∈ Mod_{coh}(R^{opp}), where Tor^R_i ( • , X) denotes the left derived functor of • ⊗_R X : Mod_{coh}(R^{opp}) → C. An R-module X in C is called R-flat if its R-flat dimension is ⩽ 0, i.e. if • ⊗_R X : Mod_{coh}(R^{opp}) → C is an exact functor.

2.2. Graded categories. Let C be an additive category. It is called a graded category if C is endowed with an auto-equivalence q (called the grading shift functor). For an additive graded category C, we set

HOM_C (M, N) :=^⨁_{k∈ Z} HOM_C (M, N)_k with HOM_C (M, N)_k := Hom_C (q^kM, N)

for M, N ∈ C. Then C has a category structure with HOM_C as a set of morphisms. We say that f ∈ HOM_C (M, N)_k is a morphism of degree k.

For a graded ring R =^⨁_{k∈ Z}R_k, a graded R-module in C is an object X endowed with a graded ring homomorphism R → END_C (X) := HOM_C (X, X). The category of graded R-modules in C is an additive graded category and denoted by Modg(R, C). The morphisms between two graded-R-modules in C are the morphisms in C which commute with the R-actions.

If C is abelian, we can define

• ⊗_R • : Modg_{coh}(R^{opp}) × Modg(R, C) −→ C and Hom_R( • , • ) : Modg_{coh}(R)^{opp} × Modg(R, C) −→ C.

Here Modg_{coh}(R) is the category of coherent graded R-modules.

In the sequel, we sometimes neglect grading shifts. For example, we sometimes write that f : M → N is a morphism when f ∈ HOM(M, N)_k.

14 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

2.3. Pro-objects. For a category C, let Pro(C) be the category of pro-objects of C (see [14, Section 6.1] for the definition and its properties). Then there is a fully faithful functor C → Pro(C) and we regard C as a full subcategory of Pro(C). The category Pro(C) admits small cofiltrant projective limits, which we denote by “ lim←−”

([14, Theorem 6.1.8]). Every object in Pro(C) is isomorphic to the projective limit “ lim←−” i∈I X_i of a small cofiltrant projective system {X_i}_{i∈I} in C. Let k be a field. Assume

that C is an abelian (respectively, k-linear abelian) category. Then the category Pro(C) is also an abelian (respectively, k-linear abelian) category, and the canonical functor C → Pro(C) is exact. Moreover the functor “ lim←−” i∈I is exact ([14, Theorem 6.1.19]).

Namely, for any exact sequence of cofiltrant projective systems X_i → Y_i → Z_i in Pro(C) indexed by a small cofiltrant category I, “ lim←−” i∈I X_i → “ lim←−” i∈I Y_i → “ lim←−” i∈I Z_i is

exact in Pro(C).

The subcategory C of Pro(C) is closed by taking kernels, cokernels and extensions ([14, Proposition 8.6.11]).

If C is an essentially small abelian (respectively, k-linear abelian) category, then the category Pro(C) is equivalent to the opposite category of the category of left exact functors from C to the category of abelian groups (respectively, k-vector spaces).

If C is an abelian monoidal category with a bi-exact tensor functor ⊗, then so is Pro(C) with the natural extension of ⊗.

Lemma 2.1. Let C be an abelian category, and let X be an artinian object of C. Then any quotient and subobject of X in Pro(C) are isomorphic to objects in C.

Proof. Let Y be an subobject of X in Pro(C). Then we can write Y ≃ “ lim←−” i∈I Y_i, where

{Y_i}_{i∈I} is a projective system of subobjects of X indexed by a small cofiltrant category I.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 15

Since X is artinian, there exists i_0 in I such that Y_i ∼−→ Y_{i0} for any i → i_0. Hence Y ∼−→ Y_{i0} belongs to C. If Z is a quotient of X in Pro(C), then Ker(X → Z) ∈ C and hence Z ∈ C. □

Let F : C → C^′ be a functor. Then F naturally induces a functor Pro(C) → Pro(C^′). We denote this functor by the same letter F .

3. Affinizations in abelian categories

3.1. Coherent objects in Pro(C). Let k be a base field. Let C be a k-linear category such that

• C is abelian, • C is k-linear graded, namely C is endowed with a k-linear auto-equivalence q, • any object has a finite length, • any simple object S is absolutely simple, i.e., k ∼−→ END_C (S) := HOM_C (S, S).

(3.1)

It follows from (3.1) that HOM_C (M, N) is finite-dimensional over k for any M, N ∈ C and that S ≄ q^kS for any k ∈ Z \ {0} and any non-zero S ∈ C.

By Lemma 2.1, the full subcategory C of Pro(C) is stable by taking subquotients. The grading shift functor is extended to Pro(C).

Let A =^⨁_{k∈ Z}A_k be a commutative graded k-algebra such that

• A_0 ≃ k, • A_k = 0 for any k < 0, • A is a finitely generated k-algebra.

(3.2)

In particular, A is a noetherian ring and dim_k A_k < ∞ for all k. For each m ∈ Z, set A_{⩾m} :=^⨁_{k⩾m}A_k, which is an ideal of A.

Hereafter, we assume that C satisfies (3.1) and A satisfies (3.2).

16 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Recall that Modg(A, Pro(C)) denotes the category of graded A-modules in Pro(C) (see § 2.2).

For M, N ∈ Modg(A, Pro(C)), we set HOM_A(M, N):=^⨁_{k∈ Z} HOM_A(M, N)_k with HOM_A(M, N)_k:= Hom_{Modg(A,Pro( C))}(q^k M, N). Then HOM_A(M, N) has a structure of a graded A-module.

Definition 3.1. We denote by Pro_{coh}(A, C) the full subcategory of Modg(A, Pro(C)) consisting of graded A-modules M in Pro(C) such that (a) M/A_{>0} M ∈ C, (b) M ∼−→“ lim←−” k M/A_{⩾k} M, or equivalently “ lim←−” k A_{⩾k} M ≃ 0.

Here A_{⩾k} M := Im(A_{⩾k} ⊗_A M → A ⊗_A M) ⊂ M. Note that X ⊗_A M belongs to Modg(A, Pro(C)) for any M ∈ Modg(A, Pro(C)) and any finitely generated graded A-module X.

Lemma 3.2. Let M ∈ Modg(A, Pro(C)).

(i) For any m ∈ Z_{⩾0}, the canonical morphism

(A_{⩾m}/A_{>m}) ⊗_k (M/A_{>0} M) ≃ (A_{⩾m}/A_{>m}) ⊗_A M → A_{⩾m} M/A_{>m} M

(3.3)

is an epimorphism in C.

(ii) In particular, if M/A_{>0} M ∈ C, then the object A_{⩾m} M/A_{>m} M belongs to C by Lemma 2.1.

(iii) If M is A-flat, then the morphism (3.3) is an isomorphism.

Proof. Note that (A_{⩾m}/A_{>m}) ⊗_A M ≃ ( (A_{⩾m}/A_{>m}) ⊗_k (A/A_{>0}) ) ⊗_A M ≃ (A_{⩾m}/A_{>m}) ⊗_k ( (A/A_{>0}) ⊗_A M ) ≃ (A_{⩾m}/A_{>m}) ⊗_k (M/A_{>0} M).

We have a commutative diagram in Modg(A, Pro(C))

A_{>m} ⊗_A M //

fflfflfflffl

A_{⩾m} ⊗_A M //

fflfflfflffl

(A_{⩾m}/A_{>m}) ⊗_A M // fflffl 0

A_{>m} M // A_{⩾m} M // A_{⩾m} M/A_{>m} M // 0

(3.4)

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 17

with exact rows. Since the the middle vertical arrow is an epimorphism, so is the right vertical arrow.

If M is A-flat, then the left and the middle vertical arrows in (3.4) are isomorphisms, and hence so is the right vertical arrow. □

Proposition 3.3. The full subcategory Pro_{coh}(A, C) of Modg(A, Pro(C)) has the following properties.

(i) The category Pro_{coh}(A, C) is stable by taking subquotients and taking extensions in Modg(A, Pro(C)).

(ii) Any object of Pro_{coh}(A, C) is noetherian. (iii) For any M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C), we have

(a) A_{⩾m} M/A_{⩾n} M ∈ C for any m, n ∈ Z such that 0 ⩽ m ⩽ n, (b) for any m ∈ Z_{⩾0} and any N ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C) such that N ⊂ M, there exists n > 0 such that N ∩ A_{⩾n} M ⊂ A_{⩾m}N, (c) if M = A_{>0} M, then M = 0.

Proof. (iiia) immediately follows from Lemma 3.2.

Take a set {z_i}_{1⩽i⩽r} of homogeneous generators of the k-algebra A with positive degrees. m

(l is used later.) We shall show the statements by induction on r. When r = 0, they are obvious. Assume that r > 0. We set B := k[z_2, . . . , z_r] ⊂ A. Then (i)–(iii) with A replaced by B hold by the induction hypothesis. Set d_1 :=deg(z_1) ∈ Z_{>0} and d := max {deg(z_i) | 1 ⩽ i ⩽ r}.

Then A_{⩾k} = ∑ j∈ Z_{⩾0} z j 1B_{⩾k−d1j}. In particular, we have A_{>0} = z_1A + B_{>0}.

Since A_{⩾dk} ⊂ (A_{>0})^k ⊂ A_{⩾k} for any k ⩾ 1, (iiic) is obvious. It is also obvious that

Pro_{coh}(A, C) is stable by taking quotients.

(3.5)

Let us first show that

Let M ∈ Mod(A, Pro(C)), and assume that there exists n ∈ Z_{>0} such that z^n_1 M = 0. Then M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C) if and only if M ∈ Pro_{coh}(B, C).

(3.6)

18 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Assume that M ∈ Pro_{coh}(B, C). Since there is an epimorphism M/B_{>0} M ↠ M/A_{>0} M in Pro(C), we have M/A_{>0} M ∈ C. Since A_{⩾k} ⊂ Az^n_1 + B_{>k−nd1} A for k ∈ Z_{⩾0}, we have “ lim←−” k A_{⩾k} M ⊂ “ lim←−” k (B_{>k−nd1} M) ≃ 0. Hence we obtain M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C).

Conversely, assume that M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C). Then we have “ lim←−” k B_{⩾k} M ⊂ “ lim←−” k A_{⩾k} M ≃ 0. Let us show M/B_{>0} M ∈ C. Note that A_{⩾nd1} ⊂ z^n_1 A + B_{>0}A. Since M/A_{⩾nd1} M ∈ C by (iiia), its quotient M/(z^n_1 A + B_{>0}A)M ≃ M/B_{>0} M belongs to C. It completes the proof of (3.6).

By (3.5) and (3.6), we have

for any M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C) and j, k ∈ Z_{⩾0} such that j ⩽ k, we have z^j_1 M/z^k_1 M ∈ Pro_{coh}(B, C).

(3.7)

We shall show that

for any M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C) and N ∈ Modg(A, Pro(C)) such that N ⊂ M, there exists c ∈ Z_{>0} such that N ∩ z^{k+c}_1 M ⊂ z^k_1 N for any k ∈ Z_{⩾0}.

(3.8)

Since M/z_1 M ∈ Pro_{coh}(B, C) is noetherian, the increasing sequence {(z^k_1 )^{−1}N + z_1 M}_{k∈ Z⩾0} of subobjects of M is stationary. Hence there exists k_0 ∈ Z_{⩾0} such that (z^k_1 )^{−1}N+z_1 M ⊂ (z^{k0}_1 )^{−1}N+z_1 M for any k ⩾ k_0. Hence we have N∩z^k_1 M ⊂ z^{k−k0}_1 N+z^{k+1}_1 M. Let l ∈ Z_{⩾0}. Then, we have N ∩ z^k_1 M ⊂ z^l_1N + N ∩ z^{k+1}_1 M for any k ⩾ k_0 + l. Hence, by induction on k, we have N ∩ z^{k0+l}_1 M ⊂ z^l_1N + N ∩ z^k_1 M for any k ⩾ k_0 + l. Since “ lim←−” k z^k_1 M ≃ 0, we obtain N ∩ z^{k0+l}_1 M ⊂ z^l_1N. It shows (3.8).

Let us show Pro_{coh}(A, C) is stable by extensions.

(3.9) Let 0 → M^′ → M → M^{′′} → 0 be an exact sequence in Mod(A, Pro(C)) such that M^′, M^{′′} ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C). Let us show that M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C).

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 19

Since we have an exact sequence M^′/A_{>0} M^′ → M/A_{>0} M → M^{′′}/A_{>0} M^{′′} → 0 in which the left and right terms belong to C, we have M/A_{>0} M ∈ C.

Let us show “ lim←−” k A_{>k} M ≃ 0. Since the composition N := “ lim←−” k A_{>k} M ↣ M → M^{′′} factors through “ lim←−” k A_{>k} M^{′′} ≃ 0, it is a zero morphism. Hence N ⊂ M^′. Hence we have

0 ≃ “ lim←−” k A_{>k} M^′ ⊃ “ lim←−” k A_{>k}N ≃ “ lim←−” k,j A_{>k}A_{>j} M ≃ “ lim←−” k A_{>k} M, which implies that “ lim←−” k A_{>k} M ≃ 0. Thus we obtain (3.9).

Now, we are ready to prove Pro_{coh}(A, C) is stable by taking subobjects.

(3.10) Let M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C) and N ∈ Modg(A, Pro(C)) such that N ⊂ M. By (3.8), there exists m ∈ Z_{>0} such that N ∩ z^m_1 M ⊂ z_1N. Since M/z^m_1 M ∈ Pro_{coh}(B, C) by (3.7), its subobject N/(N ∩ z^m_1 M) belongs to Pro_{coh}(B, C) by the induction hypothesis. Hence its quotient N^′ := N/z_1N also belongs to Pro_{coh}(B, C). Since N^′/B_{>0}N^′ ∈ C and we have (N/z_1N)/B_{>0}(N/z_1N) ≃ N/(z_1N + B_{>0}N) ↠ N/A_{>0}N, we conclude that N/A_{>0}N ∈ C. Moreover, “ lim←−” k A_{⩾k}N ⊂ “ lim←−” k A_{⩾k} M vanishes. Hence N ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C) and we obtain (3.10).

Thus we have completed the proof of (i). Let us show (iiib). Since “ lim←−” k (N ∩ A_{⩾k} M) ≃ 0, we have N ≃ “ lim←−” k N/(N ∩ A_{⩾k} M).

On the other hand, (iiia) implies that N/A_{⩾m}N belongs to C. Therefore, there exists n ∈ Z_{>0} such that the morphism N ≃ “ lim←−” k N/(N∩A_{⩾k} M) → N/A_{⩾m}N factors through N/(N ∩ A_{⩾n} M). Hence we obtain N ∩ A_{⩾n} M ⊂ A_{⩾m}N.

It remains to prove (ii). Let {N_j }_{j∈ Z>0} be an increasing sequence of subobjects of M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C). We shall show that it is stationary.

20 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

The family {(z^k_1 )^{−1}N_j + z_1 M}_{j,k∈ Z>0} is stationary since M/z_1 M ∈ Pro_{coh}(B, C) is noetherian by the induction hypothesis. Hence there exist k_0, j_0 ∈ Z_{>0} such that (z^k_1 )^{−1}N_j + z_1 M = (z^{k0}_1 )^{−1}N_{j0} + z_1 M for j ⩾ j_0 and k ⩾ k_0. Hence we have N_j ∩ z^k_1 M ⊂ N_{j0} + z^{k+1}_1 M for k ⩾ k_0 and j ⩾ j_0.

It implies that N_{j0} + N_j ∩ z^k_1 M ⊂ N_{j0} + N_j ∩ z^{k+1}_1 M for any k ⩾ k_0.

Hence, by induction, we obtain N_{j0} + N_j ∩ z^{k0}_1 M ⊂ N_{j0} + N_j ∩ z^{k+1}_1 M for any k ⩾ k_0.

Taking “ lim←−” k , we obtain

N_{j0} + N_j ∩ z^{k0}_1 M ⊂ N_{j0} .

Hence N_j ∩ z^{k0}_1 M ⊂ N_{j0} for j ⩾ j_0. On the other hand, {N_j + z^{k0}_1 M}_{j∈ Z>0} is stationary since M/z^{k0}_1 M ∈ Pro_{coh}(B, C) is noetherian. Hence, there exists j_1 ⩾ j_0 such that N_j +z^{k0}_1 M = N_{j1} +z^{k0}_1 M for j ⩾ j_1. Hence we have N_j ⊂ N_{j1} +N_j ∩z^{k0}_1 M ⊂ N_{j1} +N_{j0} = N_{j1} for any j ⩾ j_1. □ Lemma 3.4. Let X ∈ Modg_{coh}(A) and M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C). Then we have:

(i) X ⊗_A M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C), (ii) if dim_k X < ∞, then X ⊗_A M ∈ C.

Proof. (i) Taking an epimorphism A^{⊕r} ↠ X, we conclude (i) since X ⊗_A M is a quotient of M^{⊕r}.

(ii) Since dim_k END_A(X) < ∞, there exists m ∈ Z such that END_A(X)_{⩾m} = 0. Then A_{⩾m}X = 0, which implies that A_{⩾m} ( X ⊗_A M ) = 0. Hence X ⊗_A M ∈ C by Proposition 3.3 (iiia). □ Lemma 3.5. Let f : M → N be a morphism in Pro_{coh}(A, C).

(i) If ~f := (A/A_{>0}) ⊗_A f : M/A_{>0} M → N/A_{>0}N is an epimorphism, then f is an epimorphism.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 21

(ii) If N is A-flat and ~f is an isomorphism, then f is an isomorphism. Proof. (i) If ~f is an epimorphism, then (A/A_{>0})⊗_A Coker(f) ≃ 0, and hence Coker(f) ≃ 0 by Proposition 3.3.

(ii) Since N is A-flat, we have an exact sequence 0 → (A/A_{>0}) ⊗_A Ker(f) → M/A_{>0} M → N/A_{>0}N → 0.

Hence Ker(f) ≃ 0. □ Proposition 3.6. Let M, N ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C) and set M := M/A_{>0} M ∈ C and N := N/A_{>0}N ∈ C. Assume that N is A-flat. Let X be a finitely generated graded A-module and λ, μ ∈ Z. Assume that HOM_C (M, N) has degree ⩾ λ and X has degree ⩾ μ. Then we have

(i) HOM_A(M, X ⊗_A N) has degree ⩾ μ + λ. (ii) HOM_A(M, X ⊗_A N) is a finitely generated A-module, (iii) there exists an integer m ∈ Z_{⩾0} such that

HOM_A ( M, X_{⩾k+m} ⊗_A N ) ⊂ A_{⩾k} HOM_A(M, X ⊗_A N) for any k ∈ Z_{⩾0}, as a subset of HOM_A(M, X ⊗_A N).

Proof. Set L = X ⊗_A N ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C) and L_{⩾m} = X_{⩾m} ⊗_A N ⊂ L. Since N is A-flat, we have L_{⩾m}/L_{>m} ≃ (X_{⩾m}/X_{>m}) ⊗_A N ≃ X_m ⊗_k N. (i) We have an inclusion (3.11)

HOM_A(M, L_{⩾m}) HOM_A(M, L_{>m})

// // H_{OMA}(M, L_{⩾m}/L_{>m})^∼ // X_m ⊗_k H_{OMC} (M, N).

Hence, HOM_A(M, L_{⩾m}/L_{>m}) has degree ⩾ m + λ. Therefore, HOM_A(M, L_{⩾m}/L_{⩾s}) has also degree ⩾ m + λ for any s ⩾ m. Hence, we obtain HOM_A(M, L)_k ≃ lim←− s HOM_A(M, L_{⩾μ}/L_{⩾s})_k ≃ 0 if k < μ + λ.

22 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Thus we obtain (i). Applying (i) to X_{⩾m}, we obtain

HOM_A(M, L_{⩾m}) has degree ⩾ m + λ.

(3.12)

Let S =^⨁_{m∈ Z}S_m be the graded A-module with S_m = HOM_A(M, L_{⩾m})/ HOM_A(M, L_{>m}). Then by (3.11) we have a monomorphism S ↣ X ⊗_k HOM_C (M, N),

which implies that S is a finitely generated graded A-module. Hence there exist r ∈ Z_{⩾μ} and a finite-dimensional graded k-subspace K_j ⊂ HOM_A(M, L_{⩾j}) (μ ⩽ j ⩽ r) such that

HOM_A(M, L_{⩾m}) ⊂ ∑ μ⩽j⩽r A_{⩾m−j} K_j + HOM_A(M, L_{>m}) for any m ∈ Z.

Hence by induction on t, we obtain HOM_A(M, L_{⩾m}) ⊂ ∑_r j=μ A_{⩾m−j} K_j + HOM_A(M, L_{⩾t}) for any m ∈ Z and t ∈ Z such that t ⩾ m. Hence (3.12) implies that HOM_A(M, L_{⩾m}) ⊂ ∑_r j=0 A_{⩾m−j} K_j from which (ii) and (iii) follows. □

Proposition 3.7. Let M, N ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C), and set M = M/A_{>0} M and N = N/A_{>0}N. Assume that N is A-flat. Let H_0 be a graded k-subspace of HOM_A(M, N).

(i) If the composition H_0 → HOM_A(M, N)^{(A/A>0)⊗A•}−−−−−−−−→ HOM_C (M, N) is injective, then, A ⊗_k H_0 → HOM_A(M, N) is injective.

(ii) If H_0 → HOM_C (M, N) is surjective, then, A ⊗_k H_0 → HOM_A(M, N) is surjective.

Proof. Let s ∈ Z. Then the composition

g_m : ( (A_{⩾m}/A_{⩾m+1}) ⊗_k H_0 ) s → ( (A_{⩾m}/A_{⩾m+1}) ⊗_k HOM_C (M, N) ) s ∼−→ H_{OMA}(M, A_{⩾m}N/A_{⩾m+1}N)_s is injective (resp. surjective) under the assumption in (i) (resp. (ii)). We shall show that f_m : (A_{⩾m} ⊗_k H_0)_s → HOM_A(M, A_{⩾m}N)_s is injective (resp. surjective) by the descending induction on m ∈ Z_{⩾0}. If m ≫ 0, then it is true since (A_{⩾m} ⊗ H_0)_s ≃ HOM_A(M, A_{⩾m}N)_s ≃ 0 by Proposition 3.6.

Now assume that f_{m+1} is injective (resp. surjective). Consider a commutative diagram with exact rows:

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 23

0 // ( A_{⩾m+1} ⊗ H_0 ) s // f_{m+1} fflffl

( A_{⩾m} ⊗ H_0 ) s // f_m fflffl

( (A_{⩾m}/A_{⩾m+1}) ⊗ H_0 ) s g_m fflffl

// 0

0 // HOM_A(M, A_{⩾m+1}N)_s // HOM_A(M, A_{⩾m}N)_s // HOM_A(M, A_{⩾m}N/A_{⩾m+1}N)_s .

Since f_{m+1} and g_m are injective (resp. surjective), so is f_m, and the induction proceeds. □

Proposition 3.8. Let M, N ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C), and set M = M/A_{>0} M and N = N/A_{>0}N. Assume that (a) A is an integral domain, (b) N is A-flat, (c) HOM_C (M, N) = kf for a non-zero f of homogeneous degree λ ∈ Z, (d) there exists a non-zero F ∈ HOM_A(M, N).

Then, HOM_A(M, N) is a free A-module generated by an element ~F ∈ HOM_A(M, N)_λ such that (A/A_{>0}) ⊗_A ~F = f.

Proof. First note that HOM_A(M, A_{⩾m}N) is of degree ⩾ m + λ by Proposition 3.6.

Let ψ ∈ HOM_A(M, N) be a non-zero homomorphism of degree d. Let us take s ∈ Z_{⩾0} such that ψ ∈ HOM_A(M, A_{⩾s}N) and ψ ∉ HOM_A(M, A_{>s}N). Then, its image ψ ∈ HOM_A(M, A_{⩾s}N/A_{>s}N) does not vanish. Since HOM_A(M, A_{⩾s}N/A_{>s}N) ≃ (A_{⩾s}/A_{>s}) ⊗ HOM_C (M, N) by (b), there exists a ∈ A_s such that ψ = af. In particular, d = s + λ. Hence, we have ψ ∈ HOM_A(M, aN + A_{>s}N). We have an exact sequence

0 −→ HOM_A(M, aN)_d −→ HOM_A(M, aN + A_{>s}N)_d −→ HOM_A(M, (aN + A_{>s}N)/aN)_d.

Since (aN + A_{>s}N)/aN ≃ ( (aA + A_{>s})/aA ) ⊗_A N and (aA + A_{>s})/aA ≃ A_{>s}/(aA ∩ A_{>s}) has degree ⩾ s + 1, Proposition 3.6 implies that HOM_A(M, (aN + A_{>s}N)/aN) has degree ⩾ s + 1 + λ = d + 1. Hence, HOM_A(M, (aN + A_{>s}N)/aN)_d ≃ 0, which implies that HOM_A(M, aN)_d ≃ HOM_A(M, aN + A_{>s}N)_d. Hence we have ψ ∈ HOM_A(M, aN)_d = a HOM_A(M, N)_λ since A is an integral domain. Hence there exists ψ^′ ∈ HOM_A(M, N)_λ such that ψ = aψ^′ and (A/A_{>0}) ⊗ ψ^′ = f.

24 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Applying it to ψ = F , there exist a ∈ A and ~F ∈ HOM_A(M, N)_λ such that F = a ~F . It remains to remark HOM_A(M, N)_λ ∼−→ HOM_C (M, N)_λ. Hence HOM_A(M, N) is gener-

ated by ~F as an A-module. Since N is A-flat, a : N → N is injective for any a ∈ A. Thus a ~F = 0 implies a = 0 so that HOM_A(M, N) is free over A. □

Remark 3.9. In Proposition 3.8, the condition (a) is necessary. Indeed, if we take C = k-gmod, A = k[z]/k[z]z^2, M = Az and N = A. Then HOM_C (M, N) ≃ k, HOM_A(M, N) ≃ A/Az and HOM_A(M, N) → HOM_C (M, N) vanishes.

Here is another example where M and N are A-flat. Let B = k[t]/k[t]t^2 with deg(t) = 1 and C = B-gmod and A = k[z]/k[z]z^2. For c ∈ k^×, let X_c = k[t]/k[t]t^2 ∈ C where z ∈ END(X_c) is given by X_c ∋ x → ctx ∈ X_c. Then X_c is A-flat. If M = X_{c1} , N = X_{c2} for c_1 ≠ c_2, then HOM_C (M, N) ≃ k, HOM_A(M, N) ≃ Az and HOM_A(M, N) → HOM_C (M, N) vanishes.

Lemma 3.10. We have equivalences of categories

A-gmod ∼−→ Mod(A, k-gmod),

Modg_{coh}(A) ∼−→ Pro_{coh}(A, k-gmod).

Proof. The first equivalence is obvious. We define the functor Φ: Modg_{coh}(A) → Pro_{coh}(A, k-gmod) by M → “ lim←−” m M/M_{⩾m}, and Ψ: Pro_{coh}(A, k-gmod) → Modg_{coh}(A)

by M → HOM_A(Φ(A), M). It is easy to check that they are well-defined and quasiinverse to each other. □

3.2. Flatness.

Proposition 3.11. Let A be a commutative graded ring satisfying (3.2), let z ∈ A_{>0} be a non-zero-divisor, and set B = A/Az. Assume that M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C) satisfies (a) z|_M is a monomorphism, (b) M/z M is B-flat. Then M is A-flat.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 25

Proof. It is enough to show that Tor^A_1 (S, M) ≃ 0 for any finitely generated A-module S. (i) Assume that zS = 0. Then we have Tor^A_1 (S, M) ≃ Tor^B_1 (S, M/z M) ≃ 0. (ii) Assume that z^mS = 0 for some m ∈ Z_{>0}. We shall show Tor^A_1 (S, M) ≃ 0 by induction on m. We have an exact sequence 0 → Ker(z|_S ) → S → zS → 0. Since z^{m−1}|_{zS} = 0, we have Tor^A_1 (zS, M) ≃ 0 by the induction hypothesis, and Tor^A_1 (Ker(z|_S ), M) ≃ 0 by (i). Hence the exact sequence Tor^A_1 (Ker(z|_S ), M) −→ Tor^A_1 (S, M) −→ Tor^A_1 (zS, M) implies Tor^A_1 (S, M) ≃ 0.

(iii) Assume that z|_S is a monomorphism. Then we have an exact sequence Tor^A_1 (S, M)^z−→ Tor^A_1 (S, M) −→ Tor^A_1 (S/zS, M).

We have Tor^A_1 (S/zS, M) ≃ 0 by (i). Hence Tor^A_1 (S, M)/z Tor^A_1 (S, M) ≃ 0. Since Tor^A_1 (S, M) ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C), Proposition 3.3 (iii) implies Tor^A_1 (S, M) ≃ 0. (iv) In general we have an exact sequence 0 → S^′ → S → S^{′′} → 0 such that z^mS^′ = 0 for some m ∈ Z_{>0}, and z|_S′′ is a monomorphism. Hence we have Tor^A_1 (S, M) ≃ 0 by (ii) and (iii). □ Corollary 3.12. Let z_k be a homogeneous indeterminate with positive degree (k = 1, . . . , n), and let A := k[z_1, . . . , z_n] be the graded polynomial ring. Assume that M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C) satisfies

(z_1, . . . , z_n) is M-regular, i.e., for any k such that 1 ⩽ k ⩽ n, z_k | |_{M/ ∑k−1j=1 zj M} is a monomorphism.

Then M is A-flat.

Proof. This immediately follows from Proposition 3.11 by induction on n. □ Lemma 3.13. Let m ∈ Z_{>0} and A = k[z]/k[z]z^m, and let M be a graded A-module in an abelian k-linear graded category. Then the following conditions are equivalent: (a) M is A-flat,

26 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

(b) z : z^{k−1}M/z^kM → z^kM/z^{k+1}M is an isomorphism for any k such that 1 ⩽ k < m, (c) z^k : M/zM → z^kM/z^{k+1}M is an isomorphism for any k such that 1 ⩽ k < m, (d) Ker(z^k|_M ) ⊂ z^{m−k}M for any k such that 1 ⩽ k < m, (e) Ker(z^k|_M ) ⊂ z^{m−k}M for some k such that 1 ⩽ k < m.

Proof. It follows from the fact that any graded ideal of A is z^kA for some k ∈ Z with 0 ⩽ k ⩽ m. □ Proposition 3.14. Let A be a commutative graded k-algebra satisfying (3.2) and let M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C).

(i) If the sequence 0 → X^′ ⊗_A M → X ⊗_A M → X^{′′} ⊗_A M → 0

is exact for any exact sequence 0 → X^′ → X → X^{′′} → 0 in A-gmod, then M is A-flat.

(ii) M is A-flat if and only if Tor^A_1 (A/A_{>0}, M) ≃ 0.

Proof. (i) Let 0 → X^′ → X → X^{′′} → 0 be an exact sequence in Modg_{coh}(A). We shall show that 0 → X^′ ⊗_A M → X ⊗_A M → X^{′′} ⊗_A M → 0 is exact.

Let 0 → X^′_m → X_m → X^{′′}_m → 0 be the exact sequence of A-modules with finite k-dimension where X_m = X/A_{⩾m}X, X^{′′}_m = X^{′′}/A_{⩾m}X^{′′} and X^′_m = X^′/(X^′ ∩ A_{⩾m}X). By Proposition 3.3 (iiib), there exists n ∈ Z such that A_{⩾n}X^′ ⊂ X^′ ∩ A_{⩾m}X, which implies that “ lim←−” m X^′/A_{⩾m}X^′ ≃ “ lim←−” m X^′_m. Hence

0 → “ lim←−” m (X^′/A_{⩾m}X^′)⊗_A M → “ lim←−” m (X/A_{⩾m}X)⊗_A M → “ lim←−” m (X^{′′}/A_{⩾m}X^{′′})⊗_A M → 0 is exact. Since “ lim←−” m (X/A_{⩾m}X) ⊗_A M ≃ “ lim←−” m X ⊗_A (A/A_{⩾m}) ⊗_A M ≃ X ⊗_A M, etc.,

we obtain the desired result.

(ii) Assume that Tor^A_1 (A/A_{>0}, M) ≃ 0. We shall show that Tor^A_1 (X, M) ≃ 0 for any X ∈ A-gmod. There exists m ∈ Z_{⩾0} such that A_{⩾m}X = 0. We shall argue by induction

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 27

on m. By the exact sequence Tor^A_1 (A_{>0}X, M) → Tor^A_1 (X, M) → Tor^A_1 (X/A_{>0}X, M), the left term vanishes by the induction hypothesis, and the right term vanishes since X/A_{>0}X is a direct sum of copies of A/A_{>0}.

Now for any exact sequence 0 → X^′ → X → X^{′′} → 0 in A-gmod, we obtain the exact sequence

0 ≃ Tor^A_1 (X^{′′}, M) −→ X^′ ⊗_A M −→ X ⊗_A M −→ X^{′′} ⊗_A M −→ 0, as desired. □ 4. Duality 4.1. Complements. In this subsection, we give two lemmas. Note that the graded versions of these lemma still hold, although we do not repeat them. Lemma 4.1. Let B be a commutative noetherian ring and let A be an abelian category. Let X be a B-flat module in A, and let M and N are finitely generated B-modules. Hom_B (N, M ⊗_B X) ≃ Hom_B(N, M) ⊗_B X. Proof. We have a morphism Hom_B (N, M) ⊗_B X → Hom_B (N, M ⊗_B X). There exists an exact sequence of B-modules L → L^′ → N → 0, where L and L^′ are finitely generated free B-modules. Then we have an exact sequence 0 −→ Hom_B (N, M) −→ Hom_B (L^′, M) −→ Hom_B (L, M).

In the commutative diagram with exact rows 0 // Hom_B (N, M) ⊗_B X // fflffl Hom_B(L^′, M) ⊗_B X // fflffl Hom_B (L, M) ⊗_B X fflffl 0 // Hom_B (N, M ⊗_B X) // Hom_B (L^′, M ⊗_B X) // Hom_B (L, M ⊗_B X),

28 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

the middle and right vertical arrows are isomorphism, and hence the left one is also an isomorphism. □

Lemma 4.2. Let B be a commutative noetherian ring and let A and A^′ be abelian categories, If D : A^{opp} → A^′ is an equivalence of categories, then we have D(Hom_B(M, X)) ≃ DX ⊗_B M for any X ∈ Mod(B, A) and a finitely generated B-module M.

Proof. For any Y ∈ A^′, we have

Hom_A′ (DX ⊗_B M, Y ) ≃ Hom_B ( M, Hom_A′ (DX, Y ) ) ≃ Hom_B ( M, Hom_A(D^{−1}Y, X) ) ≃ Hom_A ( D^{−1}Y, Hom_B (M, X) ) ≃ Hom_A′ ( D ( Hom_B (M, X) ) , Y ) . □ 4.2. Duality. Let C and C^′ be k-linear abelian categories which satisfy (3.1). Let D : C^{opp} → C^′ be an equivalence of categories.

Let A be a commutative graded k-algebra which satisfies (3.2). For a graded Amodule X, we wet X^∗ := HOM_k (X, k) which is a graded A-module.

Lemma 4.3. Let M ∈ Modg(A, Pro(C)) which is A-flat, and let X and Y be finite k-dimensional graded A-modules. Then, we have

D(X^∗ ⊗_A M) ⊗_A Y ≃ D ( (X ⊗_A Y )^∗ ⊗_A M ) . Proof. We have

D(X^∗ ⊗_A M) ⊗_A Y ≃ D ( Hom_A(Y, X^∗ ⊗_A M) ) ≃ D ( HOM_A(Y, X^∗) ⊗_A M ) . It remains to remark that HOM_A(Y, X^∗) ≃ (X ⊗_A Y )^∗. □

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 29

Definition 4.4. For M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C), set D_A(M) := “ lim←−” m D ( (A/A_{⩾m})^∗ ⊗_A M ) ∈ Modg ( A, Pro(C^′) ) . Similarly, for N ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C^′), set D^{−1}_A (N) = “ lim←−” m D^{−1} ( (A/A_{⩾m})^∗⊗_A N ) ∈ Modg ( A, Pro(C) ) . Proposition 4.5. Assume that M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C) is A-flat. Then we have:

(i) D_A(M) belongs to Pro_{coh}(A, C^′), (ii) D_A(M) is A-flat, (iii) for any finite-k-dimensional graded A-module X, we have

D_A(M) ⊗_A X ≃ D(X^∗ ⊗_A M),

(iv) D^{−1}_A D_A(M) ≃ M.

Proof. For any finite k-dimensional A-module X, we have

D_A(M) ⊗_A X ≃ “ lim←−” m D ( (A/A_{⩾m})^∗ ⊗_A M ) ⊗_A X ≃ “ lim←−” m D (( (A/A_{⩾m}) ⊗_A X )_∗ ⊗_A M ) ≃ D(X^∗ ⊗_A M)

by Lemma 4.3. Hence D_A(M) ⊗_A X ∈ C^′ and

“ lim←−” m (A/A_{⩾m}) ⊗_A D_A(M) ≃ “ lim←−” m D ( (A/A_{⩾m})^∗ ⊗_A M ) ≃ D_A(M).

Hence we have D_A(M) ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C^′). Since the functor A-gmod → Pro_{coh}(A, C^′) given by X → D_A(M) ⊗_A X ≃ D(X^∗ ⊗_A M) is exact, the object D_A(M) is A-flat by Proposition 3.14.

Finally we have

D^{−1}_A D_A(M) ≃ “ lim←−” m D^{−1} ( (A/A_{⩾m})^∗ ⊗_A D_A(M) ) ≃ “ lim←−” m D^{−1} ∘ D ( (A/A_{⩾m}) ⊗_A M) ) ≃ M. □

30 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Definition 4.6. Let us denote by Aff_A(C) the full subcategory of Pro_{coh}(A, C) consisting of A-flat objects.

Then by Proposition 4.5 the functor

D_A : Aff_A(C)^{opp} ∼−→ Aff_A(C^′)

is an equivalence of categories.

4.3. Affine objects.

Definition 4.7. Let z be an indeterminate of homogeneous degree d ∈ Z_{>0}. An object of Pro_{coh}(k[z], C) is nothing but a pair (M, z) such that (a) M ∈ Pro(C) and z ∈ END_{Procoh( C)}(M)_d, (b) M/z M ∈ C, (c) M ∼−→“ lim←−” n M/z^n M.

If (M, z) satisfies further the following condition (d) z ∈ END_{Procoh( C)}(M) is a monomorphism, then we say that (M, z) is an affine object (of M/z M).

Note that an affine object (M, z) is nothing but a k[z]-flat object in Pro_{coh}(k[z], C). We denote by Aff_z(C) the category of affine objects.

Proposition 4.8. The full subcategory Pro_{coh}(k[z], C) of Mod(k[z], Pro(C)) has the following properties.

(i) Pro_{coh}(k[z], C) is stable by taking subquotients and extensions, (ii) any object of Pro_{coh}(k[z], C) is noetherian, (iii) for any (M, z) ∈ Pro_{coh}(k[z], C), we have

(a) z^m M/z^n M ∈ C for any m, n ∈ Z such that 0 ⩽ m ⩽ n, (b) Ker z^n ∈ C for any n ∈ Z_{⩾0}, and the sequence {Ker(z^n)}_{n∈ Z⩾0} is stationary, (c) for any N ∈ Mod(k[z], Pro(C)) such that N ⊂ M, there exists n > 0 such that N ∩ z^n M ⊂ zN, (d) if M = z M, then M = 0.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 31

This is nothing but a special case of Proposition 3.3. For M ∈ Pro_{coh}(k[z], C), we set M_{tor} := ⋃ n∈ Z_{>0} Ker(z^n|_M) ⊂ M and M_{flat} = M/M_{tor}.

Note that M_{tor} is well-defined since M is noetherian, and M_{flat} is an affine object. Definition 4.9. A truncated affine object of M ∈ C at m ∈ Z_{>0} (of degree d) is a pair (M, z) of an object M of C and an endomorphism z of M such that (a) z is homogeneous of degree d ∈ Z_{>0}, (b) z^m = 0, (c) M/z M ≃ M, (d) z : z^{k−1} M/z^k M −→ z^k M/z^{k+1} M is an isomorphism if 1 ⩽ k ⩽ m − 1. We sometimes say that M is an m-truncated affine object.

Note that an m-truncated affine object is nothing but a (k[z]/k[z]z^m)-flat object of Pro_{coh}(k[z]/k[z]z^m, C) by Lemma 3.13.

If (M, z) is an affine object, then M/z^m M is an m-truncated affine object. Lemma 4.10. Let M be an object of Pro_{coh}(k[z], C) such that M := M/z M is a simple object of C. Then (M, z) is either an affine object or a truncated affine object. Proof. Let us consider the epimorphism f_k : M/z M ↠ z^k M/z^{k+1} M given by z^k. If f_k is an isomorphism for every k ∈ Z_{⩾0}, then (M, z) is an affine object. Otherwise there exists k such that f_k is not an isomorphism. Take the smallest k among such k’s. Then f_k = 0 and hence z^k M = z^{k+1} M, which implies that z^k M = 0. Moreover f_j : M/z M → z^j M/z^{j+1} M is an isomorphism for j < k, since it is non-zero. Hence (M, z) is a k-truncated affine object. □ Lemma 4.11. If (M, z) is an affine object of a simple object of C , then we have END_{k[z]}(M) ≃ k[z].

32 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Proof. It immediately follows from Proposition 3.8. □

Definition 4.12. We denote by Raff_z(C) the category with Ob ( Pro_{coh}(k[z], C) ) as the set of objects and with the morphisms defined as follows. For M, N ∈ Ob ( Raff_z(C) ) , Hom_{Raff z ( C)}(M, N) = lim−→ k∈ Z_{⩾0} Hom_{Procoh(k[z], C)} ( (z^k k[z]) ⊗_{k[z]} M, N )

≃ lim−→ k∈ Z_{⩾0} Hom_{Procoh(k[z], C)}(M, k[z]z^{−k} ⊗_{k[z]} N).

Note that we have HOM_{Raff z ( C)}(M, N) ≃ k[z, z^{−1}] ⊗_{k[z]} HOM_{Procoh(k[z], C)}(M, N) for M, N ∈ Pro_{coh}(k[z], C).

Hence, any object of Raff_z(C) is a k[z, z^{−1}]-module, i.e., z ∈ END(M) is invertible for any M ∈ Raff_z(C).

Lemma 4.13. For any N ∈ Pro_{coh}(k[z], C), N → N_{flat} is an isomorphism in Raff_z(C).

Proof. Since z^mN_{tor} ≃ 0 for some m ∈ Z_{>0}, the canonical morphism lim−→ k∈ Z_{⩾0} Hom_{Procoh(k[z], C)}(M, k[z]z^{−k}⊗_{k[z]}N) → lim−→ k∈ Z_{⩾0} Hom_{Procoh(k[z], C)}(M, k[z]z^{−k}⊗_{k[z]}N_{flat})

is an isomorphism for any M ∈ Pro_{coh}(k[z], C). □ Hence a canonical functor Aff_z(C) → Raff_z(C) is faithful and essentially surjective (i.e., any object of Raff_z(C) is isomorphic to the image of an object of Aff_z(C)).

Let us denote by K(C) the Grothendieck group of C. It is a Z[q^{±1}]-module, where q acts on K(C) by [M] → [qM]. We write K(C)|_{q=1} for K(C)/(q − 1)K(C).

Since the following lemma is classical in other contexts, we omit its proof (cf. [2, Section 2.3] ).

Lemma 4.14. Let M ∈ Aff_z(C).

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 33

(i) Then, [M/z M] ∈ K(C)|_{q=1} depends only on the isomorphism class of M in Raff_z(C).

(ii) Let M^′, M, M^{′′} ∈ Aff_z(C). If there exists an exact sequence 0 → M^′ → M → M^{′′} → 0 in Pro_{coh}(k[z], C), then we have [M/z M] = [M^′/z M^′] + [M^{′′}/z M^{′′}] in K(C)|_{q=1}.

Lemma 4.15. The category Raff_z(C) satisfies the following properties.

(i) Raff_z(C) is abelian, (ii) every object of Raff_z(C) has finite length.

Proof. Since (i) is elementary, we omit its proof.

Let us show (ii). Since every object of Pro_{coh}(k[z], C) is noetherian, every object M of Raff_z(C) is noetherian. Let us show that any decreasing sequence {N_j }_{j∈ Z⩾0} of subobjects of M is stationary. It is represented by a decreasing sequence {N_j}_{j∈ Z⩾0} of subobjects of M in Aff_z(C). Hence the decreasing sequence ℓ(N_j /zN_j ) is stationary. Then our assertion follows from

Let L^′, L ∈ Aff_z(C) satisfies L^′ ⊂ L in Pro_{coh}(k[z], C) and ℓ(L^′/zL^′) = ℓ(L/zL), then L^′ → L is an isomorphism in Raff_z(C),

(4.1)

which is a consequence of Lemma 4.14. □

Definition 4.16. Let M be an affine object.

(i) We say that L ⊂ M is a strict affine subobject of an affine object if M/L is an affine object. In other words, L ∩ z M = zL.

(ii) We say that M is a rationally simple affine object if M is simple as an object of Raff_z(C).

(iii) Let L be an affine object and let M → L be an epimorphism in Pro_{coh}(k[z], C). If L is a head of M in Raff_z(C), we say that L is a rational head of M.

Lemma 4.17. Let (M, z) be an affine object. If M/z M is a simple object, then M is a rationally simple affine object.

Proof. Let N be a non-zero affine object and let M ↠ N be an epimorphism in Raff_z(C). We may assume that it is an epimorphism in Pro_{coh}(k[z], C), since any epimorphism in

34 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Raff_z(C) is represented by an epimorphism in Pro_{coh}(k[z], C). Then M/z M ↠ N/zN is an epimorphism, and N/zN is non-zero by Proposition 3.3 (iiic), and hence it is an isomorphism. Hence M → N is an isomorphism by Lemma 3.5. □

Remark 4.18. The converse of Lemma 4.17 is not true (see Proposition 6.29).

5. Coherent objects in Monoidal categories

5.1. Graded monoidal categories. In the sequel, let C be an abelian k-linear graded monoidal category which satisfies

(a) C satisfies (3.1), (b) ⊗ is k-bilinear and bi-exact, (c) the unit object 1 is simple; in particular, END_C (1) ≃ k, (d) ⊗ commutes with the grading shift functor q, i.e., q(X ⊗ Y ) ≃ (qX) ⊗ Y ≃ X ⊗ (qY ), (5.1)

For generalities on monoidal categories, we refer the reader to [14, Chapter 4], [3].

By identifying q with the invertible central object q1 ∈ C, we have qX ≃ q ⊗ X. The category Pro(C) has also a structure of monoidal category in which the tensor product ⊗ is bi-exact.

Let A be a commutative graded k-algebra satisfying (3.2). The functor k-gmod ∋ V → V ⊗_k 1 ∈ C extends to a fully faithful monoidal functor Pro(k-gmod) → Pro(C). In the sequel, we regard Pro(k-gmod), as well as k-gmod, as a full subcategory of Pro(C). For example, A will be identified with “ lim←−”(A/A_{⩾m}) ⊗_k 1 ∈ Pro(C) (cf.

Lemma 3.10).

For M, N ∈ Modg(A, Pro(C)), define M ⊗_A N ∈ Modg(A, Pro(C)) by the universal property:

Hom_{Modg(A,Pro( C))}(M ⊗_A N, L)

≃ {f ∈ Hom_{Pro( C)}(M ⊗ N, L) | (aid_L) ∘ f = f ∘ (aid_M ⊗ id_N) = f ∘ (id_M ⊗ aid_N) for any a ∈ A}.

(5.2)

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 35

It is well-defined since A is a finitely generated k-algebra. Note that Modg(A, Pro(C)) is a monoidal category with ⊗_A as its tensor product and A ∈ Modg(A, Pro(C)) as its unit object. Note also that there is an epimorphism M ⊗ N ↠ M ⊗_A N in Pro(C).

Lemma 5.1. The category Pro_{coh}(A, C) has a structure of a monoidal category by ⊗_A . The unit object is A = “ lim←−” m (A/A_{⩾m}) ⊗_k 1 ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C).

Proof. Let M, N ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C). For each m ∈ Z_{⩾0} we have M ⊗_A N A_{⩾m}(M ⊗_A N) ≃ M A_{⩾m} M ⊗_A N A_{⩾m}N ∈ Modg(A, C). In particular, (M ⊗_A N)/A_{>0}(M ⊗_A N) ∈ C.

Since “ lim←−” m is exact, we have

“ lim←−” m ( M ⊗_A N A_{⩾m}(M ⊗_A N) ) ≃ “ lim←−” m ( M A_{⩾m} M ⊗_A N A_{⩾m}N ) ≃ M ⊗_A N.

Hence M ⊗_AN belongs to Pro_{coh}(A, C). Now it is immediate that ( Pro_{coh}(A, C), ⊗_A ) is a monoidal category. □

Note that ⊗_A is a right exact bi-functor.

Lemma 5.2. Assume that dim_k A < ∞. Let ε denote the projection A ↠ A/A_{⩾0} ≃ k. (i) A ⊗ A ⊗ A_{>0}^{g1}−−→ A ⊗ A_{>0}^{g0}−−→ A (5.3)

is an exact sequence in Modg(A). Here g_1(a ⊗ b ⊗ c) = ab ⊗ c − a ⊗ bc and g_0(a ⊗ b) = ab. (ii) For M, N ∈ Modg(A, C), the sequence A ⊗ A_{>0} ⊗ M ⊗ N^{f1(M,N)}−−−−−−→ A_{>0} ⊗ M ⊗ N^{f0(M,N)}−−−−−−→ M ⊗ N (5.4)

36 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

is a complex, i.e., the composition vanishes. Here f_1(M, N) is given by A ⊗ A_{>0} ∋ a ⊗ b → b ⊗ aid_M ⊗ id_N + (a − ε(a)) ⊗ id_M ⊗ bid_N − ab ⊗ id_M ⊗ id_N ∈ Hom_C (M ⊗ N, A ⊗ M ⊗ N), and f_0(M, N) is given by

A ∋ a → aid_M ⊗ id_N − id_M ⊗ aid_N ∈ Hom_C (M ⊗ N, M ⊗ N). (iii) If M is A-flat, then A ⊗ A_{>0} ⊗ M^{h1(M)}−−−−→ A_{>0} ⊗ M^{h0(M)}−−−−→ M (5.5)

is exact. Here h_1(M) is given by A ⊗ A_0 ∋ a ⊗ b → b ⊗ aid_M − ab ⊗ id_M ∈ HOM_C (M, A_{>0} ⊗ M), and h_0(M) is the multiplication. (iv) A_{>0} ⊗ M ⊗ N^{f0(M,N)}−−−−−−→ M ⊗ N −→ M ⊗_A N −→ 0 is exact. (v) If M is A-flat, then (5.4) is exact.

(vi) If M is A-flat, then M ⊗_A • : Modg(A, C) → Modg(A, C) is exact. Proof. (i) follows from a ⊗ b = g_1(1 ⊗ a ⊗ b) + 1 ⊗ g_0(a ⊗ b). (ii) is straightforward.

(iii) follows form (i) and (5.5)≃(5.3)⊗_AM.

(iv) follows from the fact that aid_M ⊗ id_N − id_M ⊗ aid_N = 0 if a ∈ A_0. (v) For M, N ∈ Modg(A, C), set S_2(M, N) = A ⊗ A_{>0} ⊗ M ⊗ N and S_1(M, N) = A_{>0} ⊗ M ⊗ N. Assume that M is A-flat. For any N ∈ Modg(A, C), there exists m ∈ Z_{>0} such that A_{⩾m}N = 0. We shall show that (5.4) is exact by induction on m. Assume that m = 1. Then we have f_k(M, N) = h_k(M) ⊗ id_N (k = 0, 1). Hence, (5.4)≃(5.5)⊗N is exact.

Now assume that m > 1.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 37

For an exact sequence 0 → N^′ → N → N^{′′} → 0 in Modg(A, C), we have a commutative diagram with exact rows:

0 // S_2(M, N^′) //

f_1(M,N^′) fflffl S_2(M, N) // f_1(M,N) fflffl S_2(M, N^{′′}) f_1(M,N^{′′}) fflffl // 0

0 // S_1(M, N^′) //

f_0(M,N^′) fflffl S_1(M, N) // f_0(M,N) fflffl S_1(M, N^{′′}) // f_0(M,N^{′′}) fflffl 0

0 // M ⊗ N^′ // fflffl M ⊗ N // fflffl M ⊗ N^{′′} // fflffl 0

M ⊗_A N^′ // fflffl M ⊗_A N fflffl // M ⊗_A N^{′′} fflffl // 0

0 0 0

(5.6)

Set N^′ = A_{>0}N and N^{′′} = N/N^′. Then the left and the right column are exact by the induction hypothesis, and hence the middle arrow is exact. Thus the induction proceeds.

(vi) Assume that M is A-flat. It is enough to show that M ⊗_A N^′ → M ⊗_A N is a monomorphism for any exact sequence 0 → N^′ → N → N^{′′} → 0 in Modg(A, C). It follows from the fact that the commutative diagram (5.6) has exact rows and columns. □ Proposition 5.3. Assume that M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C) is A-flat. Then the functor M ⊗_A • : Pro_{coh}(A, C) → Pro_{coh}(A, C) is exact.

Proof. Let us show that

0 → M ⊗_A N^′ → M ⊗_A N → M ⊗_A N^{′′} → 0

(5.7)

is exact if 0 → N^′ → N → N^{′′} → 0 is an exact sequence in Pro_{coh}(A, C). For m ∈ Z_{>0}, set A(m) = A/A_{⩾m}, M_m = M/A_{⩾m} M, N_m = N/A_{⩾m}N, N^{′′}_m = N^{′′}/A_{⩾m}N^{′′} and N^′_m =

38 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

N^′/(N^′ ∩ A_{⩾m}N). Then dim A(m) < ∞ and M_m ∈ Modg(A(m), C) is A(m)-flat. Since 0 → N^′_m → N_m → N^{′′}_m → 0 is an exact sequence in Modg(A(m), C), the sequence 0 → M_m ⊗_{A(m)} N^′_m → M_m ⊗_{A(m)} N_m → M_m ⊗_{A(m)} N^{′′}_m → 0 is exact by Lemma 5.2. Then taking “ lim←−” m , we conclude that (5.7) is exact. □ Lemma 5.4. For M, N ∈ Aff_A(C) (see Definition 4.6), we have M ⊗_A N ∈ Aff_A(C). Namely Aff_A(C) is a monoidal category.

Proof. Let X^′ → X → X^{′′} be an exact sequence in Mod_{coh}(A). Then X^′ ⊗_A M → X ⊗_A M → X^{′′} ⊗_A M is exact since M is A-flat. Now, Proposition 5.3 implies that X^′ ⊗_A M ⊗_A N → X ⊗_A M ⊗_A N → X^{′′} ⊗_A M ⊗_A N is exact since N is A-flat. □ Proposition 5.5. Let A^′ be another commutative graded ring satisfying (3.2), and let M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C), M^′ ∈ Pro_{coh}(A^′, C).

(i) A ⊗_k A^′ satisfies (3.2). (ii) M ⊗ M^′ ∈ Pro_{coh}(A ⊗_k A^′, C).

(iii) For X ∈ Mod_{coh}(A), X^′ ∈ Mod_{coh}(A^′) and m ∈ Z_{⩾0}, we have Tor^{A⊗kA} ′ m (X ⊗_k X^′, M ⊗ M^′) ≃^⨁_{a,b∈ Z⩾0, a+b=m} Tor^A_a (X, M) ⊗ Tor^{A′}_b (X^′, M^′).

(iv) If M is A-flat and M^′ is A^′-flat, then M ⊗ M^′ is (A ⊗_k A^′)-flat. Proof. (i), (ii) and (iii) are immediate. (iv) follows from Proposition 3.14 and Tor^{A⊗kA} ′ 1 ( (A ⊗_k A^′)/(A ⊗_k A^′)_{>0}, M ⊗ M^′ ) ≃ Tor^A_1 (A/A_{>0}, M) ⊗ ( (A^′/A^′_{>0}) ⊗_A M^′ ) ⊕ ( (A/A_{>0}) ⊗_A M ) ⊗ Tor^{A′}_1 (A^′/A^′_{>0}, M^′). □

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 39

5.2. Rigid case. In this subsection, we assume that C satisfies (5.1) and also that C is a rigid monoidal category, i.e., every object of C has a right dual and a left dual.

We denote by D the right duality functor. Hence its quasi-inverse D^{−1} is a left duality functor. Let

ev_M : M ⊗ D M → 1 and coev_M : 1 → D M ⊗ M

be the evaluation morphism and the coevaluation morphism, respectively. Recall that for M ∈ Pro_{coh}(A, C), we define in Definition 4.4

D_A(M) :=“ lim←−” m D ( (A/A_{⩾m})^∗ ⊗_A M ) , D^{−1}_A (M) :=“ lim←−” m D^{−1} ( (A/A_{⩾m})^∗ ⊗_A M ) . (5.8)

If M ∈ Aff_A(C), then D_A(M) and D^{−1}_A (M) also belong to Aff_A(C).

They are a quasi-inverse to each other.

Proposition 5.6. If C is rigid, then the monoidal category Aff_A(C) is also rigid, and D_A and D^{−1}_A are a right dual and a left dual, respectively.

Proof. We shall show that D_A(M) is a right dual of M ∈ Aff_A(C).

Let us first construct ev : M ⊗_A D_A(M) → A ⊗_k 1. For m ∈ Z_{>0}, we have ( (A/A_{⩾m})^∗ ⊗_A M ) ⊗ D ( (A/A_{⩾m})^∗ ⊗_A M ) → 1. Set L_m = A/A_{⩾m}. Then {L_m}_{m∈ Z⩾0} is a projective system. By using k → L_m ⊗_k L^∗_m, we obtain M ⊗ D ( L^∗_m ⊗_A M ) → (L_m ⊗_k L^∗_m) ⊗_k M ⊗ D (L^∗_m ⊗_A M) → L_m ⊗_k ( (L^∗_m ⊗_A M ) ⊗ D ( L^∗_m ⊗_A M ) → L_m ⊗_k 1.

Since it is A-bilinear, we obtain

M ⊗_A D_A(M) −→ M ⊗_A D ( L^∗_m ⊗_A M ) → L_m ⊗_k 1.

40 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Taking “ lim←−” m , we obtain

ev : M ⊗_A D_A(M) → A ⊗_k 1.

Now let us construct the coevaluation morphism

coev : A ⊗_k 1 → D_A(M) ⊗_A M.

For any m ∈ Z_{⩾0}, we have

f_m : 1 → D ( L^∗_m ⊗_A M ) ⊗ ( L^∗_m ⊗_A M ) . It satisfies the relation : (a ⊗ 1) · f_m = (1 ⊗ a) · f_m for any a ∈ A. Hence f_m gives 1 → Hom_{A⊗kA} ( A, D ( L^∗_m ⊗_A M ) ⊗ ( L^∗_m ⊗_A M )) . Here, we regard A as the A ⊗_k A-module (A ⊗_k A)/ ∑ a∈A(A ⊗_k A)(a ⊗_k 1 − 1 ⊗_k a),

and D ( L^∗_m ⊗_A M ) ⊗ ( L^∗_m ⊗_A M ) ∈ Modg(A ⊗_k A, C).

On the other hand, we have D ( L^∗_m ⊗_A M ) ⊗ ( L^∗_m ⊗_A M ) ≃ ( L_m ⊗_A D_A(M) ) ⊗ (L^∗_m ⊗_A M)

≃ (L_m ⊗_k L^∗_m) ⊗_{A⊗kA} ( D_A(M) ⊗ M ) . Since D_A(M) ⊗ M is (A ⊗_k A)-flat by Proposition 5.5, Lemma 4.1 implies that Hom_{A⊗kA} ( A, D ( L^∗_m ⊗_A M ) ⊗ ( L^∗_m ⊗_A M )) ≃ Hom_{A⊗kA}(A, L_m ⊗_k L^∗_m) ⊗_{A⊗kA} ( D_A(M) ⊗ M ) . Since Hom_{A⊗kA}(A, L_m ⊗_k L^∗_m) ≃ Hom_A(L_m, L_m) ≃ L_m, we obtain

Hom_{A⊗kA}(A, L_m ⊗_k L^∗_m) ⊗_{A⊗kA} ( D_A(M) ⊗ M ) ≃ L_m ⊗_{A⊗kA} ( D_A(M) ⊗ M ) ≃ L_m ⊗_A (D_A(M) ⊗_A M).

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 41

Thus we obtain 1 → L_m ⊗_A (D_A(M) ⊗_A M). Taking the projective limit “ lim←−” m , we

obtain 1 → D_A(M) ⊗_A M in Pro(C), which induces a morphism

coev : A ⊗_k 1 → D_A(M) ⊗_A M

in Modg(A, Pro(C)).

Note that M^{coev}−−−→ M ⊗_A D_A(M) ⊗_A M^{ev}−−→ M and D_A(M)^{coev}−−−→ D_A(M) ⊗_A M ⊗_A D_A(M)^{ev}−−→ D_A(M) are isomorphisms by Lemma 3.5 since they remain isomorphisms after the operation of (A/A_{>0}) ⊗_A • . Hence D_A(M) is a right dual of M (see [7, Lemma A.2]). □

Lemma 5.7. For X ∈ C and M ∈ Aff_A(C), we have

D^{±1}_A (M⊗X) ≃ ( D^{±1}(X) ) ⊗ ( D^{±1}_A (M) ) and D^{±1}_A (X ⊗M) ≃ ( D^{±1}_A (M) ) ⊗ ( D^{±1}(X) ) . Proof. Let us only show the first isomorphism since the proof of the other is similar. We have

D^±_A(M ⊗ X) ≃ “ lim←−” m D^± ( (A/A_{⩾m})^∗ ⊗_A (M ⊗ X) )

≃ “ lim←−” m D^± (( (A/A_{⩾m})^∗ ⊗_A M ) ⊗ X )

≃ “ lim←−” m (D^±X) ⊗ D^± ( (A/A_{⩾m})^∗ ⊗_A M ) ≃ (D^±X) ⊗ (D^±_A M). □ 6. R-matrices

6.1. Affine objects. Let C be an abelian graded k-linear monoidal category which satisfies (5.1).

Recall that Aff_z(C) is a monoidal category with ⊗_z as a tensor product, where we write ⊗_z for ⊗_{k[z]}.

42 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Lemma 6.1. Let (M, z_M) be an affine object in C and let (N, z_N) ∈ Pro_{coh}(k[z_N], C). Then for any homogeneous polynomial f(z_M, z_N) ∈ k[z_M, z_N] which is monic in z_M, the morphism f(z_M, z_N)|_{M⊗N} is a monomorphism.

Proof. It is enough to show that f(z_M, z_N)|_{M⊗(N/zN}m_{N)} is a monomorphism for any m ∈ Z_{⩾0}. We argue by induction on m. If m = 0, then it is obvious. Assume that m > 0. Then, in the commutative diagram with exact rows

0 // M ⊗ (z_N^{m−1}N/z_N^mN) //

f(z_M,0) fflffl M ⊗ (N/z_N^mN) //

f(z_M,z_N) fflffl M ⊗ (N/z_N^{m−1}N) //

f(z_M,z_N) fflffl 0

0 // M ⊗ (z_N^{m−1}N/z_N^mN) // M ⊗ (N/z_N^mN) // M ⊗ (N/z_N^{m−1}N) // 0, the left and the right arrows are monomorphisms and so is the middle. □ Proposition 6.2. Let (M, z_M) and (N, z_N) be affine objects. Set M = M/z_M M and N = N/z_NN.

(i) Assume that HOM_C (M ⊗ N, M ⊗ N) = k id_{M⊗N} . Then we have HOM_{k[zM,zN]}(M ⊗ N, M ⊗ N) = k[z_M, z_N]id_{M⊗N}.

(ii) Assume that dim_k HOM_C (M ⊗N, N ⊗M) = 1 and HOM_{k[zM,zN]}(M ⊗N, N ⊗ M) ≠ 0.

Then there exists R^{ren}_{M,N} ∈ HOM_{k[zM,zN]}(M ⊗ N, N ⊗ M) such that HOM_{k[zM,zN]}(M ⊗ N, N ⊗ M) = k[z_M, z_N]R^{ren}_{M,N}

(6.1)

and R^{ren}_{M,N}|_{zM=zN=0} ∈ HOM_C (M ⊗ N, N ⊗ M) does not vanish. We call R^{ren}_{M,N} the renormalized R-matrix.

Proof. Note that M ⊗ N ∈ Pro_{coh}(k[z_M, z_N], C). Hence it immediately follows from Proposition 3.8. □ Definition 6.3. If M, N ∈ C satisfy dim HOM(M ⊗ N, N ⊗ M) = 1, then a non-zero morphism r ∈ HOM(M ⊗ N, N ⊗ M) is called the R-matrix between M and N and denoted by r_{M,N} . It is well-defined up to a constant multiple.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 43

If C is a rigid monoidal category, we write D_{aff}^{±1} for D^{±1}_{k[z]}, where D is the right dual functor of C (see Definition 4.4). Hence, Proposition 5.6 implies the following proposition.

Proposition 6.4. Assume that C is rigid. Then Aff_z(C) is a rigid monoidal category with D_{aff}^{±1} as their right and left duality functors.

6.2. Rational centers and affinizations. Let C be a k-linear graded monoidal category which satisfies the following conditions:

C satisfies (5.1) and the following additional condition: (e) C has a decomposition C =^⨁_{λ∈Λ} C_λ compatible with a monoidal structure where Λ is an abelian monoid, and 1 ∈ C_λ with λ = 0.

(6.2)

Let z be a homogeneous indeterminate with degree d ∈ Z_{>0}. We have also bi-exact bifunctors:

⊗ : C × Raff_z(C) → Raff_z(C) and ⊗ : Raff_z(C) × C → Raff_z(C). Definition 6.5. A rational center in C is a triple (M, ϕ, R_M) of M ∈ Aff_z(C), an additive map ϕ: Λ → Z and an isomorphism R_M(X): q^{⊗ϕ(λ)} ⊗ M ⊗ X ∼−→ X ⊗ M in Raff_z(C) functorial in X ∈ C_λ such that

q^{⊗ϕ(λ+μ)} ⊗ M ⊗ X ⊗ Y^{R M(X)⊗Y} //

R_M(X⊗Y ) ++XXXXXXXXX

XXXXXX

XXXXXX XXX q^{⊗ϕ(μ)} ⊗ X ⊗ M ⊗ Y X⊗R_M(Y ) fflffl X ⊗ Y ⊗ M and M ⊗ 1^{R M(1)} // ∼ ((RRR

RRRR

RRRR

RRRR

R 1 ⊗ M

≀_{fflffl} M

44 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

commute in Raff_z(C) for any X ∈ C_λ and Y ∈ C_μ (λ, μ ∈ Λ).

Note that the commutativity of the bottom diagram is a consequence of the one of the top. In the sequel, we neglect grading shifts.

Lemma 6.6. Assume that C is a rigid monoidal category. Let (M, R_M) be a rational center. Then (D_{aff}^{±1}(M), R_{Daff} ±1_{(M)}) is a rational center. Here, R_{Daff}±1_{(M)}(X) := D_{aff}^{±1} ( R_M(D^{∓1}(X)) ) . Note that R_M(D^{∓1}(X)): M ⊗ D^{∓1}(X) ∼−→ D^{∓1}(X) ⊗ M and D_{aff}^{±1} ( R_M(D^{∓1}(X)) ) : D_{aff}^{±1} ( D^{∓1}(X) ⊗ M

)_∼ // ∼ fflffl D_{aff}^{±1} ( M ⊗ D^{∓1}(X) ) ∼ fflffl D_{aff}^{±1}(M) ⊗ X^∼ // X ⊗ D_{aff}^{±1}(M),

where the vertical arrows follow from Lemma 5.7.

Definition 6.7. An affinization M of M ∈ C is an affine object (M, z_M) with a rational center (M, R_M) and an isomorphism M/z_M M ≃ M.

We sometimes simply write M for affinization if no confusion arises. The following lemma is an immediate consequence of Lemma 4.14.

Lemma 6.8. Let M and N be objects of C. Assume that M admits an affinization. Then we have [M] · [N] ≡ [N] · [M] mod (q − 1)K(C).

Proposition 6.9. Let (M, R_M) be a rational center in C, and let L ∈ C. Assume that M and L do not vanish. Then there exist m ∈ Z and a morphism R^{ren}_{M,L} : M⊗L → L⊗M in Pro_{coh}(k[z], C) such that (a) R^{ren}_{M,L} is equal to z^mR_M(L): M ⊗ L → L ⊗ M in Raff_z(C), (b) R^{ren}_{M,L}|_{z=0} : (M/z M) ⊗ L → L ⊗ (M/z M) does not vanish.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 45

Moreover such an integer m and an R^{ren}_{M,L} are unique.

Similarly, there exist m ∈ Z and a morphism R^{ren}_{L,M} : L⊗M → M⊗L in Pro_{coh}(k[z], C) such that

(c) R^{ren}_{L,M} gives z^mR_M(L)^{−1} : L ⊗ M → M ⊗ L in Raff_z(C), (d) R^{ren}_{L,M}|_{z=0} : L ⊗ (M/z M) → (M/z M) ⊗ L does not vanish.

Proof. The assertions (a) and (b) follow by taking m the smallest integer such that R_M(L) is represented by an f ∈ HOM_{Aff z( C)} ( M ⊗ L, k[z]z^{−m} ⊗_{k[z]} (L ⊗ M) ) . The proof for (c) and (d) are similar. □

Theorem 6.10. Let (M, R_M) be an affinization of M ∈ C, and let (N, z_N) be an affine object of N ∈ C. Assume that dim HOM_C (M ⊗ N, N ⊗ M) = 1. Then there exist a homogeneous f(z_M, z_N) ∈ ( k[z_M, z_M^{−1}] ) [[z_N]] and a morphism R^{ren}_{M,N} : M ⊗ N → N ⊗ M in Pro_{coh}(k[z_M, z_N], C) such that

(a) HOM_{k[zM,zN]}(M ⊗ N, N ⊗ M) = k[z_M, z_N]R^{ren}_{M,N}, (b) as an element of HOM_{Raff z( C)} ( M⊗(N/z_N^kN), (N/z_N^kN)⊗M ) , we have R^{ren}_{M,N}|_{N/zN}k_N = f(z_M, z_N)R_M(N/z_N^kN) for any k ∈ Z_{>0}, (c) R^{ren}_{M,N} | |_{zM=zN=0} does not vanish, (d) f(z_M, z_N)|_{zN=0} is a monomial of z_M.

Moreover such R^{ren}_{M,N} and f(z_M, z_N) are unique.

Proof. Take r such that HOM_C (M ⊗ N, N ⊗ M) = k r. Set λ = deg(r). By replacing R_M with cz^m_MR_M for some m ∈ Z and c ∈ k^×, we may assume from the beginning that R_M(N) is in HOM_{k[zM]}(M ⊗N, N ⊗ M) and R_M(N)|_{zM=0} = r. In particular, R_M(N) has degree λ.

Set d = deg(z_M) and d_N = deg(z_N). Let C be the ring of homogeneous functions in k[z_M^{−1}, z_N] with degree 0. For k ∈ Z_{⩾0}, let C(k) = k·(z_N^k/z_M^{kdN/d}) or 0 according that kd_N/d is an integer or not. Then we have C =^⨁_{k⩾0}C(k). Set C(⩽ k) =^⨁_{0⩽j⩽k}C(j).

46 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

For m ∈ Z_{⩾0}, set N_m = N/z_N^mN ∈ Mod(k[z_N], C). Let us show the following statement by induction on m.

for any m ∈ Z_{⩾1}, there exists f_m(z_M, z_N) ∈ C(⩽ m − 1) such that f_m(z_M, 0) = 1 and R_m := f_m(z_M, z_N)R_M(N_m) is a morphism R_m : M ⊗ N_m → N_m ⊗ M in Pro_{coh}(k[z_M, z_N], C).

(6.3)

Since it is trivial for m = 1, assume that m > 1. Then by the induction hypothesis, we have f_{m−1}(z_M, z_N) and R_{m−1} as in (6.3). Then f_{m−1}(z_M, z_N)R_M(N_m) is a morphism in Raff_z(C). Take the smallest integer s ⩾ 0 which satisfies the following condition: there exists a ∈ C(m − 1) such that g(z_M, z_N)R_M(N_m): M ⊗ N_m → N_m ⊗ z_M^{−s} M is a morphism in Pro_{coh}(k[z_M], C), where g(z_M, z_N) = f_{m−1}(z_M, z_N) + a.

Then we have a commutative diagram in Pro_{coh}(k[z_M], C) 0 fflffl 0 fflffl 0 fflffl M ⊗ z_N^{m−1}N_m // fflffl z_N^{m−1}N_m ⊗ z_M^{−s} M fflffl // z_N^{m−1}N_m ⊗ (z_M^{−s} M/z_M^{1−s} M) fflffl M ⊗ N_{m g(zM,zN)R M(Nm)} // fflffl

11 N_m ⊗ z_M^{−s} M fflffl // N_m ⊗ (z_M^{−s} M/z_M^{1−s} M) fflffl M ⊗ N_{m−1 Rm−1} // fflffl &&NN NNN NNN NNN N_{m−1} ⊗ z_M^{−s} M fflffl // N_{m−1} ⊗ (z_M^{−s} M/z_M^{1−s} M) fflffl 0 N_{m−1} ⊗ M

66nn nnn nnn nnn n 0 0 mh (cr is erased in the diagram) Assume that s > 0. Then the composition

M ⊗ N_m^{g R M(Nm)} −−−−−−−→ N_m ⊗ z_M^{−s} M → N_m ⊗ (z_M^{−s} M/z_M^{1−s} M) factors through z_N^{m−1}N_m ⊗ (z_M^{−s} M/z_M^{1−s} M). Hence the resulting morphism M ⊗ N_m → z_N^{m−1}N_m ⊗ (z_M^{−s} M/z_M^{1−s} M) induces a non-zero morphism φ: M ⊗ N →

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 47

q^{(m−1)dN −ds}N ⊗ M of degree λ. Since HOM(M ⊗ N, N ⊗ M) is concentrated in degree λ, we have s = (m − 1)d_N/d. Take c ∈ k such that φ = cr, Then R_m := (g − cz_N^{m−1}/z_M^s)R_M(N_m) sends M ⊗ N_m to N_m ⊗ z_M^{1−s} M. It contradicts the choice of s.

Hence we have s = 0, and the condition (6.3) is satisfied by setting f_m = g. Since f_m in (6.3) is unique by Proposition 3.7, we have f_m ≡ f_{m−1} mod z_N^{m−1}, and we obtain the desired result. □ Remark 6.11. In Theorem 6.10, f(z_M, z_N) ∈ ( k[z_M, z_M^{−1}] ) [[z_N]] cannot be weakened by f(z_M, z_N) ∈ ( k[z_M, z_M^{−1}] ) [z_N]. We shall give two examples.

(i) Let g = kt be the one-dimensional graded Lie algebra with deg(t) = 1. Let C be the monoidal category of finite-dimensional graded g-modules. Take M = k[z] with the trivial action of t, namely t|_M = 0. For X ∈ C, we define R_M(X): k[z] ⊗ X → X ⊗ k[z] by a ⊗ b → e^{t/z} (b ⊗ a). Then (M, R_M) is a rational center. Let N = k[t] with z_N = t. Then, f(z_M, z_N) = e^{−t/z} and R^{ren}_{M,N}(a ⊗ b) = b ⊗ a.

(ii) Let R be a quiver Hecke algebra (see § 7.1 for the definition and notations). Let C = R-gmod, i ∈ I, and z a homogeneous indeterminate with degree (α_i, α_i), and φ(w) ∈ k[[w]] with φ(0) ∈ k^×. Let M = k[z] ∈ Aff_z(C). For β ∈ Q_+ with n = ht(β) and X ∈ R(β)-gmod, let R_M(X): M ⊗ X → X ⊗ M be the morphism M ⊗ X ≃ k[z] ⊗_k X −→ X ⊗ M ≃ k[z] ⊗_k X in Raff_z(C) given by ∑ ν∈I^β ∏ 1⩽k⩽n ; ν_k=i φ ( z^{−1}x_ke(ν) ) . Note that R_M(X) ∈ Z ( R(β) ) [[z^{−1}]]. Then (M, R_M) is a rational center and R^{ren}_{M,N} = id_{k[z]⊗N}.

When deg(z_M) = deg(z_N), since R^{ren}_{M,N} commutes with z_M and z_N, it induces a morphism in Aff_z(C)

M ⊗_z N^R ren M,N −−−−→ N ⊗_z M , (6.4)

which is denoted by R^{ren}_{M,N}. Here, z acts on M and N by z_M and z_N, respectively.

Recall that a simple object M in a monoidal abelian category is called real if M ⊗M is simple.

48 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Definition 6.12. We say that a simple object M ∈ C is affreal if M is real and there is an affinization (M, z) of M. If deg(z) = d, we say that M is affreal of degree d.

Proposition 6.13. Let (M, z) be an affinization of a real simple M ∈ C. Then, there exists c ∈ k^× and T ∈ HOM_{Pro( C)}(M ⊗ M, M ⊗ M) such that cR^{ren}_{M,M} − id_{M⊗M} = (z ⊗ id_M − id_M ⊗ z)T.

Proof. By Lemma 5.4, M⊗_zM is an affine object such that (M⊗_zM)/z(M⊗_zM) ≃ M ⊗M. Since M ⊗ M is simple, END_{k[z]}(M ⊗_z M) = k[z]id_{M⊗zM} by Lemma 4.11. Note that R^{ren}_{M,M} ∈ END_{k[z]}(M ⊗_z M) so that R^{ren}_{M,M} = cz^a for some a ∈ Z_{⩾0} and c ∈ k^×. By Theorem 6.10 (c), we have R^{ren}_{M,M}|_{z=0} ≠ 0 and hence a = 0. Thus R^{ren}_{M,M} − c id_{M⊗zM} = 0, from which the assertion follows. □

Definition 6.14. Let M and N be simple objects in C.

(i) Assume that dim HOM_C (M ⊗N, N ⊗ M) = dim HOM_C (N ⊗M, M ⊗N) = 1. Then define (see Definition 6.3) Λ(M, N) := deg(r_{M,N} ) ∈ Z,

(6.5)

d(M, N) := 1 2 ( Λ(M, N) + Λ(N, M) ) ∈ 1 2 Z_{⩾0}. (6.6)

(ii) Let (M, R_M) and (N, R_N) be affinization of M and N, respectively, and assume that dim END_C (M ⊗ N) = 1. Then define D(M, N) ∈ k[z_M, z_N] by R^{ren}_{N,M} ∘ R^{ren}_{M,N} = D(M, N)id_{M⊗N}.

(6.7)

Note that D(M, N) exists by Proposition 6.2, and it is well-defined up to a constant multiple in k^×.

If moreover dim END_C (N ⊗ M) = 1, since R^{ren}_{M,N} ∘ R^{ren}_{N,M} ∘ R^{ren}_{M,N} = D(M, N)R^{ren}_{M,N} = D(N, M)R^{ren}_{M,N}, we have D(M, N) = D(N, M).

Note that d(M, N) is an integer in the quiver Hecke algebra case (cf. [13, Proposition 2.5]). As for criterions for the dimension 1 of the hom spaces, see Proposition 6.19 and Corollary 6.21 below.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 49

6.3. Quasi-rigid Axiom.

Definition 6.15. Let A be a monoidal category. We say that A is a quasi-rigid category if it satisfies:

(a) A is abelian and ⊗ is bi-exact, (b) for any L, M, N ∈ A, X ⊂ L ⊗ M and Y ⊂ M ⊗ N such that X ⊗ N ⊂ L ⊗ Y ⊂ L ⊗ M ⊗ N, there exists K ⊂ M such that X ⊂ L ⊗ K and K ⊗ N ⊂ Y , (c) for any L, M, N ∈ A, X ⊂ M ⊗ N and Y ⊂ L ⊗ M such that L ⊗ X ⊂ Y ⊗ N, there exists K ⊂ M such that X ⊂ K ⊗ N and L ⊗ K ⊂ Y .

Lemma 6.16. Let C be a quasi-rigid monoidal category such that 1 is simple. Let M and N be objects of C. If M ⊗ N ≃ 0, then M ≃ 0 or N ≃ 0.

Proof. Assume that M ⊗ N ≃ 0. Set X := M ⊗ 1 ⊂ M ⊗ 1 and Y := 0 ⊂ 1 ⊗ N. Then we have X ⊗ N ⊂ M ⊗ Y ⊂ M ⊗ 1 ⊗ N. Hence there exists K ⊂ 1 such that X ⊂ M ⊗ K and K ⊗ N ⊂ Y . Since 1 is simple, K ≃ 0 or K ≃ 1. If K ≃ 0, then X ⊂ M ⊗ K implies M ≃ 0. If K ≃ 1, then K ⊗ N ⊂ Y implies N ≃ 0. □

Lemma 6.17. An abelian rigid monoidal category with bi-exact tensor product is quasirigid.

Proof. Since it is a well-known result and the proof is similar to the one in Lemma 6.24 below, we omit its proof. □

Conjecture 6.18. A quasi-rigid monoidal category which satisfies (5.1) is embedded into a rigid monoidal category.

Recall that a simple object M in an abelian monoidal category is called real if M ⊗ M is simple. In this subsection, we keep the assumption that C is a monoidal abelian category satisfying (6.2).

Recall that, for M, N ∈ C, we denote by M ∇ N the head of M ⊗ N and M Δ N the socle of M ⊗ N.

Proposition 6.19. Assume that C is quasi-rigid. Let M be an affreal object of C and N a simple object of C. Then, M ⊗N and N ⊗M have simple heads and simple socles.

50 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Moreover, dim HOM_C (M ⊗ N, N ⊗ M) = dim HOM_C (N ⊗ M, M ⊗ N) = 1 and M ∇ N ≃ Im(r_{M,N} ) ≃ N Δ M and N ∇ M ≃ Im(r_{N,M} ) ≃ M Δ N up to grading shifts.

Recall that r_{M,N} is an R-matrix between M and N, i.e., a generator of HOM_C (M ⊗ N, N ⊗ M). Proof. Since the same proofs in [6, Theorem 3.2] and [8, Proposition 3.2.9] work, we omit the proof. □

Proposition 6.20. Let M be an affreal object of C and N be a simple object of C. Then we have

(i) Λ(M, M ∇ N) = Λ(M, N) and Λ(N ∇ M, M) = Λ(N, M), (ii) for any simple subquotient S of the radical Ker(M ⊗ N → M ∇ N), we have Λ(M, S) < Λ(M, N), (iii) for any simple subquotient S of (M ⊗N)/(M Δ N), we have Λ(S, M) < Λ(N, M), (iv) for any simple subquotient S of the radical Ker(N ⊗ M → N ∇ M), we have Λ(S, M) < Λ(N, M), (v) for any simple subquotient S of (N ⊗M)/(N Δ M), we have Λ(M, S) < Λ(M, N). In particular, M ∇ N appears in the composition series of M ⊗ N only once (up to a grading).

Proof. The proof is similar to [8, Theorem 4.1]. □

Corollary 6.21. Assume that M ∈ C is affreal and N ∈ C is simple. Then we have END_C (M ⊗ N) = k id_{M⊗N} and END_C (N ⊗ M) = k id_{N⊗M} .

Proof. We shall only prove END_C (M ⊗ N) = k id_{M⊗N} , since the other assertion can be similarly proved. Let f ∈ END_C (M ⊗ N). Since M ⊗ N has a simple head, the composition M ⊗N^f−→ M ⊗N → M ∇ N factors through M ∇ N. Then the resulting endomorphism of M ∇ N should be cid_M∇_N for some c ∈ k. Replacing f with f − cid_{M⊗N} , we may assume that f(M ⊗ N) ⊂ Ker(M ⊗ N → M ∇ N). If f(M ⊗ N) is

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 51

non-zero, then a simple quotient S of f(M ⊗N) should be isomorphic to M ∇N. Hence Λ(M, S) = Λ(M, M ∇ N) = Λ(M, N), which contradicts Proposition 6.20 (ii). □

Lemma 6.22. Let C be a quasi-rigid monoidal category. Let (M, R_M) be an affinization of a real simple M ∈ C, and let (N, z_N) be an affine object of a simple N ∈ C. Then there exist a homogeneous f(z_M, z_N), g(z_M, z_N) ∈ ( k[z_M, z_M^{−1}] ) [[z_N]] and morphisms R^{ren}_{M,N} : M ⊗ N → N ⊗ M in Pro_{coh}(k[z_M, z_N], C) and ~R^{ren}_{N,M} : N ⊗ M → M ⊗ N in Pro_{coh}(k[z_M, z_N], C) such that (a) f(z_M, z_N)|_{zN=0} and g(z_M, z_N)|_{zN=0} are monomials of z_M, (b) for any k ∈ Z_{>0}, we have

R^{ren}_{M,N}|_{N/zN}k_N = f(z_M, z_N)R_M(N/z_N^kN) and ~R^{ren}_{N,M}|_{N/zN}k_N = g(z_M, z_N)R_M(N/z_N^kN)^{−1},

(c) R^{ren}_{M,N}|_{zM=zN=0} ∈ HOM_C (M ⊗ N, N ⊗ M) and ~R^{ren}_{N,M}|_{zM=zN=0} ∈ HOM_C (N ⊗ M, M ⊗ N) do not vanish.

Proof. By Proposition 6.19 we have dim HOM_C (M ⊗N, N ⊗M) = 1, Hence by Theorem 6.10 there exist R^{ren}_{M,N} and f(z_M, z_N) satisfying the properties in (a) and (b). The proof of the statement on ~R^{ren}_{N,M} is similar. □

Lemma 6.23. Assume that C is a quasi-rigid monoidal category. Let (L, R_L), (M, R_M) and (N, R_N) be affinizations of real simple objects in C. Then the Yang-Baxter equation holds for (R^{ren}_{L,M}, R^{ren}_{M,N}, R^{ren}_{L,N}), namely, the following diagram in Pro_{coh}(k[z_L, z_M, z_N], C) commutes : L ⊗ M ⊗ N

R^{ren}_{L,M}

uullll llll l^{Rren}M,N ))RRR

RRRR RR M ⊗ L ⊗ N

R^{ren}_{L,N} fflffl L ⊗ N ⊗ M

R^{ren}_{L,N} fflffl M ⊗ N ⊗ L

R^{ren}_{M,N} ))RR

RRRR RRR N ⊗ L ⊗ M

R^{ren}_{L,M}

uullll llll l N ⊗ M ⊗ L .

52 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Proof. By Proposition 6.19 we have dim HOM_C (L⊗M, M ⊗L) = dim HOM_C (L⊗N, N ⊗L) = dim HOM_C (M ⊗N, N ⊗M) = 1. Then by Theorem 6.10, we have non-zero morphisms R^{ren}_{L,M}, R^{ren}_{M,N}, and R^{ren}_{L,N}. Since the Yang-Baxter equation holds for the triple (R_L(M), R_M(N), R_L(N)) and they are proportional to R^{ren}_{L,M}, R^{ren}_{M,N}, R^{ren}_{L,N}, the assertion follows. □ The following two statements are an analogue of results of [6] in the affinization case.

Lemma 6.24. Assume that C is an abelian rigid monoidal category with (5.1). Let (L, z), (M, z), (N, z) be affine objects in C. Let X ⊂ L ⊗_z M and Y ⊂ M ⊗_z N be affine objects. If X ⊗_z N ⊂ L ⊗_z Y , then there exists an affine object Z ⊂ M such that X ⊂ L ⊗_z Z and Z ⊗_z N ⊂ Y.

If we further assume that Y is a strict affine subobject of M ⊗_zN, then we may assume that Z is a strict affine subobject of M.

Proof. Let Z be an object in Pro_{coh}(k[z], C) such that the diagram Z // fflffl fflffl Y ⊗_z D_{aff}^{−1}(N) fflffl fflffl □ M // M ⊗_z N ⊗_z D_{aff}^{−1}(N) is a cartesian square in Pro_{coh}(k[z], C). By Proposition 4.5 and Proposition 5.3, • ⊗_z D_{aff}^{−1}(N) is exact and hence the right vertical arrow is a monomorphism, which implies that the the left vertical arrow is also a monomorphism. Hence Z is an affine object.

Since Z ⊗_zN ↣ M ⊗_zN is decomposed into Z ⊗_zN → Y → M ⊗_zN, we get Z ⊗_zN ⊂ Y .

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 53

By applying L ⊗_z•, which is exact by Proposition 5.3, to the above square, we obtain the following commutative diagram in which the bottom square is cartesian:

X // ÆÆ

ÆÆ: :: :: :: :: :: :: :: :: :: :: %%

%%K KK KK KK K X ⊗_z N ⊗_z D_{aff}^{−1}(N)

))SSS

SSSS

SSSS

SSSS

SSSS

L ⊗_z Z // fflffl L ⊗_z Y ⊗_z D_{aff}^{−1}(N) fflffl fflffl □ L ⊗_z M // L ⊗_z M ⊗_z N ⊗_z D_{aff}^{−1}(N).

Hence we have X ↣ L ⊗_z Z in Aff_z(C), as desired.

Assume further that Y is a strict affine subobject of M ⊗_z N. Take Z^′ := Ker(M → (M/Z)_{flat}). Then Z ⊂ Z^′ ⊂ M and M/Z^′ ≃ (M/Z)_{flat} ∈ Aff_z(C). Hence X ⊂ L ⊗_z Z^′ and Z^′ is a strict affine subobject of M. We have a morphism ( (M ⊗_z N)/(Z ⊗_z N) ) flat → ( (M ⊗_z N)/Y ) flat.

Since the left hand side is (M ⊗_z N)/(Z^′ ⊗_z N) and the right hand side is (M ⊗_z N)/Y , we obtain Z^′ ⊗_z N ⊂ Y . □

Proposition 6.25. Assume that C is an abelian rigid monoidal category with (6.2). Let (M, z) be an affinization and let (N, z) be an affine object. Assume that M/z M is real simple and N/zN is simple. Let R^{ren}_{M,N} : M ⊗_z N → N ⊗_z M be the renormalized R-matrix in (6.4). Then Im ( R^{ren}_{M,N} ) is a unique rationally simple quotient affine object of M ⊗_z N.

Proof. Let K ⊂ M ⊗_zN be a strict affine subobject such that K ≠ M ⊗_zN. It is enough to show that R^{ren}_{M,N}(K) = 0. Indeed, then Ker ( R^{ren}_{M,N} ) is a unique maximal strict affine subobject of M ⊗_z N, and it remains to remark that the quotient of an affine object by a maximal strict affine subobject is rationally simple.

54 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Consider the following commutative diagram M ⊗_z K // fflffl fflffl K ⊗_z M fflffl fflffl M ⊗_z M ⊗_z N_{R renM,M} // M ⊗_z M ⊗_z N_{R renM,N} // M ⊗_z N ⊗_z M.

Since R^{ren}_{M,M} = id_{M⊗zM} up to a constant multiple by Proposition 3.8, we have M ⊗_z R^{ren}_{M,N}(K) ⊂ K ⊗_z M. Hence, Lemma 6.24 implies that there exists a strict affine subobject Z of N such that R^{ren}_{M,N}(K) ⊂ Z ⊗_z M and M ⊗_z Z ⊂ K. Since K ≠ M ⊗_z N, we have Z ≠ N. Since N is rationally simple, we have Z = 0. Hence R^{ren}_{M,N}(K) = 0. □ Definition 6.26. Assume that (M, z) and (N, z) be affinizations of real simple objects. If Im(R^{ren}_{M,N}) is an affinization of (M/z M) ∇ (N/zN), we denote Im(R^{ren}_{M,N}) by M ∇_z N. Lemma 6.27. Assume that C is an abelian rigid monoidal category with (6.2). Let (M, z) and (N, z) be affinizations of real simple modules M and N, respectively, and let (L, z) be an affinization of M ∇ N. Assume that there is an epimorphism M ⊗_z N ↠ L in Pro_{coh}(k[z], C). Then, we have Im ( R^{ren}_{M,N} ) ≃ L.

Proof. It follows from Proposition 6.25. □ Proposition 6.28. Assume that C is an abelian rigid monoidal category with (6.2). Let (M, z) be an affinization of a real simple object M. Then M ⊗_z D_{aff}(M) → k[z] is an epimorphism in Pro_{coh}(k[z], C).

Proof. It follows from Proposition 3.3 (iiic) and the fact that M ⊗ D M → 1 is an epimorphism. □ Proposition 6.29. Assume that C is an abelian rigid monoidal category with (6.2). Let (M, z), (N, z) and (L, z) be an affinization with deg(z) = d of a real simple M, N and L in C, respectively. Assume that

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 55

(a) d(M, N) > 0, (b) there exists an epimorphism M ⊗_z N ↠ L in Aff_z(C).

Then we have (i) Im(R^{ren}_{M,N}) ≃ L, (ii) D(M, N) ∈ k[z_M, z_N](z_M − z_N). Here z_M = z|_M and z_N = z|_N. Proof. (i) follows from Lemma 6.27.

(ii) Set z = z_M, w = z_N and f(z, w) = D(M, N). Assume that f(z, w) is a homogeneous function of degree r in z, w (counting the degrees of z, w as one), i.e., d(M, N) = dr/2. Then we have R^{ren}_{M,N} : M ⊗ N → N ⊗ M and R^{ren}_{N,M} : N ⊗ M → M ⊗ N such that R^{ren}_{N,M} ∘ R^{ren}_{M,N} = f(z, w)id_{M⊗N}.

Hence, the composition

M ⊗_z N^R ren M,N|_{z=w} −−−−−−→ N ⊗_z M^R ren N,M|_{z=w} −−−−−−→ M ⊗_z N is z^rf(1, 1). Hence if f(1, 1) ≠ 0, then M ⊗_zN → N ⊗_z M is a monomorphism, and hence M ⊗_z N → L is an isomorphism, which implies that M ⊗ N ≃ L is a simple object. Hence M ⊗ N ≃ N ⊗ M and it contradicts d(M, N) > 0. Thus we obtain f(1, 1) = 0, which implies that z − w is a factor of f(z, w). □ Lemma 6.30. Assume that C is an abelian rigid monoidal category with (6.2). Let M, N be simple objects in C such that one of them is affreal. Then Λ(M, D N) = Λ(N, M). Proof. This immediately follows from HOM(N ⊗ M, M ⊗ N) ≃ HOM(M ⊗ D N, D N ⊗ M). □

56 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

7. Quiver Hecke algebras and Schur-Weyl duality functors

7.1. Quiver Hecke algebras. Let k be a field and let C be a symmetrizable generalized Cartan matrix. We fix a Cartan datum ( C, P, Π, Π^∨, (·, ·) ) consisting of C called a generalized Cartan matrix, P a free abelian group called the weight lattice, Π = {α_i | i ∈ I} ⊂ P called the set of simple roots, Π^∨ = {h_i | i ∈ I} ⊂ P^∨ := Hom(P, Z) called the set of simple coroots, and (·, ·) a Q -valued symmetric bilinear form on P satisfying the following conditions: (a) C = (⟨h_i, α_j⟩)_{i,j∈I} , (b) (α_i, α_i) ∈ 2Z_{>0} for i ∈ I, (c) ⟨h_i, λ⟩ = 2(α_i, λ) (α_i, α_i) for i ∈ I and λ ∈ P,

(d) for each i ∈ I, there exists Λ_i ∈ P such that ⟨h_j , Λ_i⟩ = δ_{ij} for any j ∈ I.

We denote by g := g(C) the corresponding symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra and set P_+ := {λ ∈ P | ⟨h_i, λ⟩ ⩾ 0 for any i ∈ I} the set of dominant integral weights.

For i, j ∈ I, we choose polynomials Q_{i,j} (u, v) ∈ k[u, v] of the form

Q_{i,j}(u, v) = ∑ p(α_i,α_i)+q(α_j ,α_j )=−2(α_i,α_j ) t_{i,j;p,q}u^pv^q if i ≠ j, 0 if i = j,

(7.1)

such that t_{i,j;−⟨hi,αj ⟩,0} ∈ k^× and Q_{i,j} (u, v) = Q_{j,i}(v, u) for all i, j ∈ I. Let Q :=^⨁_{i∈I} Zα_i and Q_+ :=^⨁_{i∈I} Z_{⩾0}α_i be the root lattice of g and the positive root lattice, respectively. For β ∈ Q_+, set

I^β := { ν = (ν_1, . . . , ν_n) ∈ I^n | | n∑ k=1 α_{νk} = β } . The symmetric group S_n = ⟨s_k | k = 1, . . . , n − 1⟩ acts by place permutations on I^β.

For β = ∑ i∈I b_iα_i ∈ Q, set ht(β) = ∑ i∈I |b_i|.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 57

Definition 7.1. For β ∈ Q_+ with ht(β) = n, the quiver Hecke algebra R(β) associated with ( C, Π, P, Π^∨, (·, ·) ) and (Q_{i,j}(u, v))_{i,j∈I} is the k-algebra generated by {e(ν) | ν ∈ I^β}, {x_k | 1 ⩽ k ⩽ n}, {τ_l | 1 ⩽ l ⩽ n − 1} satisfying the following defining relations: e(ν)e(ν^′) = δ_{ν,ν}′ e(ν), ∑ ν∈I^β e(ν) = 1, x_ke(ν) = e(ν)x_k, x_kx_l = x_lx_k, τ_le(ν) = e(s_l(ν))τ_l, τ_kτ_l = τ_lτ_k if |k − l| > 1, τ^2_k = ∑ ν∈I^β Q_{νk,νk+1} (x_k, x_{k+1})e(ν),

τ_kx_l − x_{sk(l)}τ_k = ( δ(l = k + 1) − δ(l = k) ) ∑ ν∈I^β , ν_k=ν_{k+1} e(ν), τ_{k+1}τ_kτ_{k+1} − τ_kτ_{k+1}τ_k = ∑ ν∈I^β , ν_k=ν_{k+2} Q_{νk,νk+1} (x_k, x_{k+1}, x_{k+2})e(ν), where Q_{i,j}(u, v, w) := Q_{i,j} (u, v) − Q_{i,j} (w, v) u − w ∈ k[u, v, w]. Now, let λ: Q × Q → Z be a bilinear form such that λ(α, β) + λ(β, α) = −2(α, β) for any α, β ∈ Q.

(7.2) Then, the algebra R(β) is Z-graded by

deg(e(ν)) = 0, deg(x_ke(ν)) = (α_{νk} , α_{νk} ), deg(τ_le(ν)) = λ(α_{νl} , α_{νl+1} ).

(7.3) We denote by R_λ(β) the graded algebra R(β) with the grading (7.3). We also regard R(β) as a graded algebra by taking λ = −( · , · ) .

We denote by Modg(R_λ(β)) the graded abelian category of graded R_λ(β)-modules and we set Modg(R_λ) =^⨁_{β∈Q+} Modg(R_λ(β)).

For M ∈ Modg(R_λ(β)), we set wt(M) := −β.

58 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

We denote by Modg_{coh}(R_λ(β)) the full subcategory of Modg(R_λ(β)) consisting of finitely generated graded R_λ(β)-modules and we set Modg_{coh}(R_λ) =^⨁_{β∈Q+} Modg_{coh}(R_λ(β)).

We denote by R_λ(β)-gmod the the full subcategory of Modg(R_λ(β)) consisting of Z-graded R_λ(β)-modules with finite k-dimension. Set R_λ-gmod:=^⨁_{β∈Q+} R_λ(β)-gmod.

Note that R_λ(β)-gmod is independent from λ as a graded category after adding q^{1/2} (see [13, Lemma 1.5]). We write Modg(R), R-gmod, etc. for Modg(R_λ), R_λ-gmod, etc. with λ = −( · , · ) .

For M ∈ R-gmod, set M^⋆ := HOM_k(M, k). Then M^⋆ becomes an R(β)-module via the grade-preserving antiautomorphism of R(β) which fixes the generators e(ν), x_k, and τ_k’s. We say that M is self-dual if M ≃ M^⋆ in R-gmod. For each simple module M in R-gmod, there exists m ∈ Z such that q^mM is self-dual.

For each i ∈ I and n ⩾ 1, R(nα_i) has a unique self-dual simple module which is denoted by L(i^n). Sometimes we will denote it by ⟨i^n⟩. We have dim(⟨i^n⟩) = n!.

7.2. Universal R-matrices. The category Modg(R_λ) is endowed with a monoidal category structure with the convolution product ∘ (e.g. see [17, 18, 23] for details). Moreover it is quasi-rigid by [6, Lemma 3.1]. The category R_λ-gmod is a graded monoidal category satisfying (5.1). We have a fully faithful monoidal functor

Modg_{coh}(R_λ) → Pro(R_λ-gmod) by M −→ “ lim←−” m M/ ( R_λ(R_λ)_{⩾m}M ) . Hereafter, we identify Modg_{coh}(R_λ) as a full subcategory of Pro(R_λ-gmod).

Note that an affine object in R_λ-gmod is equivalent to a pair (M, z) of a graded R_λ-module M and an injective endomorphism z of M of a positive degree such that M/z M ∈ R_λ-gmod and M_k = 0 for k ≪ 0.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 59

Let β ∈ Q_+ with m = ht(β). For k = 1, . . . , m − 1 and ν ∈ I^β, the intertwiner φ_k ∈ R(β) is defined by φ_ke(ν) = {( τ_k(x_k − x_{k+1}) + 1 ) e(ν) if ν_k = ν_{k+1}, τ_ke(ν) otherwise.

(7.4)

Lemma 7.2 ([7, Lemma 1.5]). The intertwiners have the following properties.

(i) φ^2_ke(ν) = ( Q_{νk,νk+1} (x_k, x_{k+1}) + δ_{νk,νk+1} ) e(ν). (ii) {φ_k}_{k=1,...,m−1} satisfies the braid relation.

(iii) For a reduced expression w = s_{i1} · · · s_{it} ∈ S_m, we set φ_w := φ_{i1} · · · φ_{it} . Then φ_w does not depend on the choice of reduced expression of w.

(iv) For w ∈ S_m and 1 ⩽ k ⩽ m, we have φ_wx_k = x_{w(k)}φ_w. (v) For w ∈ S_m and 1 ⩽ k < m, if w(k + 1) = w(k) + 1, then φ_wτ_k = τ_{w(k)}φ_w.

For m, n ∈ Z_{⩾0}, we set w[m, n] to be the element of S_{m+n} such that w[m, n](k) := { k + n if 1 ⩽ k ⩽ m, k − m if m < k ⩽ m + n. For an R(β)-module M and an R(γ)-module N, the R(β)⊗R(γ)-linear map M⊗N → N ∘ M defined by u ⊗ v → φ_{w[ht(γ),ht(β)]}(v ⊗ u) extends to an R(β + γ)-module homomorphism (neglecting a grading shift) R^{uni}_{M,N} : M ∘ N −→ N ∘ M. We call R^{uni}_{M,N} the universal R-matrix between M and N. Since the intertwiners satisfies the braid relations, the universal R-matrices R^{uni}_{M,N} satisfy the Yang-Baxter equation ([7, (1.9)]).

Let (M, z) be an affine object in R_λ-gmod. We set R^{uni}_M (X) = R^{uni}_{M,X} : M ∘ X → X ∘ M (neglecting the grading shift). If (M, R^{uni}_M ) is a rational center in R_λ-gmod, then we say that (M, R^{uni}_M ) is a canonical affinization of M/z M ∈ R_λ-gmod.

60 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

7.3. Canonical affinizations in R_λ-gmod. We recall the notion of affinizations for R-modules introduced in [13]. For β ∈ Q_+ and i ∈ I, let

p_{i,β} := ∑ ν∈I^β ( ∏ a∈{1,...,ht(β)}, ν_a=i x_a ) e(ν) ∈ R(β). (7.5)

Then p_{i,β} belongs to the center of R(β).

Let M be a simple module in R_λ(β)-gmod. Assume that there exists a graded R_λ(β)-module M with an endomorphism z_M of M with degree d_M ∈ Z_{>0} such that

(i) M/z_M M ≃ M, (ii) M is a finitely generated free module over the polynomial ring k[z_M], (iii) p_{i,β} M ≠ 0 for all i ∈ I.

(7.6)

Note that the conditions (i) and (ii) are equivalent to the statement (M, z_M) is an affine object.

For an indeterminate z and a non-zero homogeneous w ∈ k[z], we denote by M|_{zM=w} := k[z] ⊗_{k[zM]} M the object in Pro_{coh}(k[z], R_λ-gmod). Here, k[z] is a k[z_M]- algebra by the algebra homomorphism z_M → w ∈ k[z]. If w = cz^a for some c ∈ k^×, a ∈ Z_{>0} such that deg(z_M) = a deg(z), then M|_{zM=w} is an affine object ([13, Example 2.5 (ii)]). Sometimes we will write M|_{zM=w} = M_w for short.

Proposition 7.3 ([13, Lemma 2.9]). Let M be a simple module in R_λ(β)-gmod. Assume that an R_λ(β)-module (M, z) satisfies the conditions (7.6). Then (M, R^{uni}_M ) is a rational center in R_λ-gmod.

Proof. It is enough to show that the R-matrix R^{uni}_{M,X} : M∘X → X ∘ M is an isomorphism in Raff_z(R_λ-gmod) for any X ∈ R_λ-gmod.

The composition R^{uni}_{M,X} ∘ R^{uni}_{X,M} : X ∘ M → M ∘ X → X ∘ M is given by

f(z) := ∏ i≠j χ_i(M)(t_i) ⋆_{ti} Q_{i,j}(t_i, t_j) ⋆_{tj} χ_j (X)

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 61

(see (9.3) below, and for the notation χ_i and ⋆_t , see § 9.1, § 9.2). Since END_{k[z]}(M) ≃ k[z] by Lemma 4.11, the homogeneous polynomial χ_i(M)(t_i, z) ∈ k[t_i, z] is monic in t_i and quasi-monic in z by the assumption (iii) (7.6).

Hence f(z) has the form (up to a constant multiple) f(z) = z^m −a for some m ∈ Z_{⩾0} and a ∈ END(X)_{>0}[z]. Since a^s = 0 for some s ∈ Z_{>0}, if we set g(z) = (z^m)^{s−1} + az(z^m)^{s−2} + · · · + a^{s−1}, then we have f(z)g(z) = g(z)f(z) = z^{ms} − a^s = z^{ms}. Hence R^{uni}_{M,X} ∘ ( R^{uni}_{X,M}g(z) ) = z^{ms} id_{X⊗M} is invertible in Raff_z(R_λ-gmod), and hence R^{uni}_{M,X} has a right inverse.

Similarly, R^{uni}_{M,X} has a left inverse. □

Remark 7.4. Let (M, z) be an affine object of a simple M ∈ R_λ-gmod. Even if (M, R^{uni}_M ) is a rational center in R_λ-gmod, (M, z) may not satisfy (7.6). For example, (M ∘ C, R^{uni}_M ∘ R_C ) is a rational center if (M, R^{uni}_M ) is a rational center and (C, R_C ) is a central object in R_λ-gmod.

In the sequel, we use the terminology “affinization” in the sense of Definition 6.7.

7.4. Schur-Weyl duality. Let C be a graded k-linear monoidal category satisfying (6.2). We assume further that C is quasi-rigid. Let R be the quiver Hecke algebra associated with a Cartan matrix C and a set of polynomials {Q_{i,j}(u, v)} as in (7.1).

Let {(^K_i, z_i)}_{i∈I} be a family of affinizations in C such that

(a) deg(z_i) = 2(α_i, α_i), (b) K_i := ^K_i/z_i ^K_i is real simple in C for any i ∈ I, (c) D(^K_i, ^K_j) = Q_{i,j} (z_i, z_j) for i ≠ j.

(7.7)

We define the bilinear form λ: Q × Q → Z by

λ(α_i, α_j) = { Λ(K_i, K_j) for i, j ∈ I such that i ≠ j. −(α_i, α_j) if i = j ∈ I.

Then we have λ(α, β) + λ(β, α) = −2(α, β) for any α, β ∈ Q.

62 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Let R^{ren}_{^Ki, ^Kj} : ^K_i ⊗ ^K_j → ^K_j ⊗ ^K_i be a renormalized R-matrix. It is determined up to a constant multiple. We normalize them such that

(a) R^{ren}_{^Kj , ^Ki} ∘ R^{ren}_{^Ki, ^Kj} = Q_{i,j}(z_i, z_j)id_{^Ki⊗^Kj} for i ≠ j,

(b) for any i ∈ I, there exists T_i ∈ END_{Pro( C)}(^K_i ⊗ ^K_i) such that R^{ren}_{^Ki, ^Ki} − id_{^Ki⊗^Ki} = (z_i ⊗ 1 − 1 ⊗ z_i) ∘ T_i.

(7.8)

Such normalizations are possible by Proposition 6.13.

We call ( {(^K_i, z_i)}_{i∈I} , {R^{ren}_{^Ki, ^Kj} }_{i,j∈I} ) a duality datum.

Remark 7.5. Once {(^K_i, z_i)}_{i∈I} is given, a duality datum ( {(^K_i, z_i)}_{i∈I} , {R^{ren}_{^Ki, ^Kj} }_{i,j∈I} ) exists and it is unique up to constant multiples.

More precisely, if ( {(^K_i, z_i)}_{i∈I} , { ~R^{ren}_{^Ki, ^Kj} }_{i,j∈I} ) is another duality datum, then there exist c_{i,j} ∈ k^× (i, j ∈ I) such that ~R^{ren}_{^Ki, ^Kj} = c_{i,j} R^{ren}_{^Ki, ^Kj} and c_{i,j}c_{j,i} = 1, c_{i,i} = 1.

Proposition 7.6 (cf. [7, § 3.1, § 3.2]). Let ( {(^K_i, z_i)}_{i∈I} , {R^{ren}_{^Ki, ^Kj} }_{i,j∈I} ) be a duality datum.

(i) There exists a right exact monoidal functor

^F : Modg_{coh}(R_λ) → Pro(C)

such that ^F (~L(i)_{zi} ) ≃ ^K_i and ^F (L(i)) ≃ K_i, (7.9) ^F (e(i, j)φ_1) = R^{ren}_{^Ki, ^Kj} ∈ H_{OMk[zi,zj ]}(^K_i ⊗ ^K_j, ^K_j ⊗ ^K_i).

(7.10)

Here ~L(i)_{zi} is the affinization ( R(α_i), z_i ) = (k[x_1], x_1) of L(i) = R(α_i)/R(α_i)x_1, φ_1 is given in (7.4), and e(i, j)φ_1 : R_λ(α_i + α_j )e(i, j) → R_λ(α_i + α_j )e(j, i) is the morphism by the right multiplication.

Moreover, such a right exact monoidal functor ^F is unique up to an isomorphism.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 63

(ii) The functor ^F can be restricted to a monoidal functor F : R_λ-gmod → C.

(iii) Assume further that C is of finite type. Then the functor ^F is exact and we have the following properties.

(a) F sends a simple module in R_λ-gmod to a simple objects in C or 0. (b) If (M, z_M) is an affine object of M in R_λ-gmod, then ( ^F (M), ^F (z_M)) is an affine object of F (M) ∈ C.

Proof. First note that {R^{ren}_{^Ki, ^Kj} }_{i,j∈I} satisfies the Yang-Baxter equation by Lemma 6.23.

For each β ∈ Q_+ and ν = (ν_1, . . . , ν_m) ∈ I^β, define objects in Pro(C) by ^K(ν) := ^K_{ν1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ ^K_{νm} and ^K(β) :=^⨁_{ν∈Iβ} ^K(ν).

Set T_{i,j} = R^{ren}_{^Ki, ^Kj} if i ≠ j and T_{i,j} = T_i if i = j. Here, T_i is given in (7.8). Then we can endow ^K(β) ∈ Pro(C) with a graded R_λ(β)^{opp}-module structure in Pro(C) as follows (cf. [7, § 3]):

(1) e(ν) is the projection ^K(β) → ^K(ν) ⊂ ^K(β), (2) x_k acts on ^K(ν) by ^K_{ν1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ ^K_{νk−1} ⊗ z_{νk} ⊗ ^K_{νk+1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ ^K_{νm} , (3) τ_k : ^K(ν) → ^K ( s_kν ) is given by ^K_{ν1} ⊗ · · · ⊗ ^K_{νk−1} ⊗ T_{νk, νk+1} ⊗ ^K_{νk+2} ⊗ · · · ⊗ ^K_{νm} . Since R(β) is left noetherian ([17, Corollary 2.11]), there exists a right exact functor ^F_β : Modg_{coh}(R_λ(β)) → Pro(C) given by M → ^K(β) ⊗_{Rλ(β)} M. Note that ^F_{αi} (~L(i)_{zi} ) ≃ ^F_{αi} (R_λ(α_i)) ≃ ^K_i for each i ∈ I.

Since ^F_β is right exact and ^F_{αi} (z_i) = z_i, we have ^F_{αi} (L(i)) ≃ K_i.

64 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK Set ^F :=^⨁_{β∈Q+} ^F_β : Modg_{coh}(R_λ) → Pro(C).

Then, ^F is a monoidal functor. Indeed, for any M ∈ Mod_{coh}(R_λ(β)) and N ∈ Mod_{coh}(R_λ(γ)), we have ^F (M ∘ N) :=^K(β + γ) ⊗_{Rλ(β+γ)} ( R_λ(β + γ)e(β + γ) ⊗_{Rλ(β)⊗Rλ(γ)} (M ⊗ N) )

≃ ^K(β + γ)e(β + γ) ⊗_{Rλ(β)⊗Rλ(γ)} (M ⊗ N) ≃ ( ^K(β) ⊗ ^K(γ) ) ⊗_{Rλ(β)⊗Rλ(γ)} (M ⊗ N) ≃ ( ^K(β) ⊗_{Rλ(β)} M ) ⊗ ( ^K(γ) ⊗_{Rλ(γ)} N ) ≃ ^F (M) ⊗ ^F (N). For the uniqueness of ^F , see Lemma 7.7 below.

Set Pol(β) =^⨁_{ν∈Iβ} k[x_1, . . . , x_{ht(β)}]e(ν). Then Pol(β) is a commutative subalgebra of R(β). Since ^K(β) ∈ Pro_{coh}(Pol(β), C), Lemma 3.4 implies that ^K(β) ⊗_{Pol(β)} M ∈ C for any M ∈ R_λ-gmod.

Since ^K(β) ⊗_{Rλ(β)} M is a quotient of ^K(β) ⊗_{Pol(β)} M, we have ^F (M) ∈ C by Lemma 2.1. Because C → Pro(C) is fully faithful, we get the restriction

F := ^F |_{Rλ-gmod} : R_λ-gmod → C.

Let us show (iii). Assume that C is of finite type. Then R(β) has a finite global dimension by [15, 21]. Hence, [7, Proposition 3.7] implies that R(β)^{opp}-modules is flat over R(β)^{opp} as soon as it is flat over Pol(β).

Since ^K_i’s are affine objects, ^K(β) is flat over Pol(β) by Proposition 5.5 (iv). Hence ^K(β) is Ropp(β)-flat, which implies that ^F_β is exact.

Assume that M is simple in R_λ(β)-gmod. Let us show that F (M) is simple or zero by induction on ht(β). We may assume that β ≠ 0. Then there exist i ∈ I

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 65

and a simple R_λ(β − α_i)-module N such that M ≃ N ∇ L(i). Then M ≃ Im(r), where r is an R-matrix r: N ∘ L(i) → L(i) ∘ N. Since F is exact, we have F (M) ≃ F (Im(r)) ≃ Im F (r). We may assume that F (r) is non-zero. Hence F (N) ≠ 0. By the induction hypothesis, F (N) is simple. Then Proposition 6.19 implies that Im F (r) is isomorphic to the simple head F (N) ∇ F (L(i)), since C is assumed to be quasi-rigid and F (L(i)) ≃ K_i is affreal. Hence we get (a).

(b) is a direct consequence of the exactness of ^F . □

Lemma 7.7. Let ( {(^K_i, z_i)}_{i∈I} , {R^{ren}_{^Ki, ^Kj} }_{i,j∈I} ) be a duality datum and let

^F : Modg_{coh}(R_λ) → Pro(C)

be a right exact monoidal functor satisfying (7.9) and (7.10). Then it is unique up to an isomorphism.

Proof. Since R(β)e(ν) ≃ L(ν_1)_{zν1} ∘ · · · ∘ L(ν_r)_{zνr} in Modg_{coh}(R_λ), by (7.9) we have ^F (R(β)e(ν)) ≃ ^K(ν) and ^F (R(β)) ≃ ^K(β) for any β ∈ Q_+ and ν ∈ I^β. Note that ^F (R(β)) ≃ ^K(β) has an R(β)^{opp}-module structure, which is uniquely determined by (7.9) and (7.10) since the action of x_k −x_{k+1} on ^K_ν with ν_k = ν_{k+1} is a monomorphism.

Hence for each M ∈ Modg_{coh}(R_λ(β)) there exists a functorial morphism ^K(β) ⊗_{R(β)} M −→ ^F (M) (7.11)

induced from

Hom_{Pro( C)} (^ K_β ⊗_{R(β)} M, ^F (M) ) ≃ Hom_{R(β)} ( M, Hom_{Pro( C)}(^K_β, ^F (M)) ) ≃ Hom_{R(β)} ( Hom_{R(β)}(R(β), M), Hom_{Pro( C)}( ^F (R(β)), ^F (M)) ) . Note that (7.11) is an isomorphism if M is a free R(β)-module. Since ^F is right exact, one can take a free presentation of M to conclude that (7.11) is an isomorphism for a general M. □

66 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

8. Localizations of R-gmod 8.1. Categories C_w and C^∗_w. Let R be a quiver Hecke algebra as in section 7. For α, β ∈ Q_+, we set e(α, β) = ∑ ν∈I^{α+β} ∑_{ht(α)} k=1 α_{νk} =α, ∑_{ht(β)} k=1 α_{νk+ht(α)} =β e(ν) ∈ R(α + β).

For M ∈ R(β)-gmod we define W(M) := {γ ∈ Q_+ ∩ (β − Q_+) | e(γ, β − γ)M ≠ 0}, W^∗(M) := {γ ∈ Q_+ ∩ (β − Q_+) | e(β − γ, γ)M ≠ 0}.

Let W be the Weyl group, that is, the subgroup of Aut(P) generated by {s_i}_{i∈I} where s_i(λ) = λ − ⟨h_i, λ⟩α_i. Let us denote by > the Bruhat order on W.

For w ∈ W, let us define the full monoidal subcategories of R-gmod by C_w := {M ∈ R-gmod | | W (M) ⊂ Q_+ ∩ wQ_−}, C^∗_w := {M ∈ R-gmod | | W∗(M) ⊂ Q_+ ∩ wQ_−}.

(8.1)

Recall that there is an involutive k-algebra automorphism ψ of R(β) given by e(ν_1, . . . , ν_n) → e(ν_n, . . . , ν_1), x_k → x_{n+1−k}, τ_k → −τ_{n−k}, (8.2) where n = ht(β). Then ψ induces an equivalence of monoidal categories: ψ_∗ : R-gmod ≃ (R-gmod)^{rev}.

Here, for a monoidal category T , T^{rev} denotes the monoidal category endowed with the reversed tensor product ⊗_{rev} defined by M ⊗_{rev} N := N ⊗ M.

Since we have ψ(e(γ, β − γ)) = e(β − γ, γ) for β, γ ∈ Q_+ with β − γ ∈ Q_+, the automorphism ψ induces an equivalence of monoidal categories C^∗_w ≃ (C_w)^{rev}.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 67

For λ, μ ∈ P, we define a partial order λ ≼ μ if there exists a sequence of real positive roots β_k (1 ⩽ k ⩽ ℓ) such that λ = s_{βℓ} · · · s_{β1} μ and (β_k, s_{βk−1} · · · s_{β1} μ) ⩾ 0 for 1 ⩽ k ⩽ ℓ. Here s_β(λ) = λ − (β^∨, λ)β with β^∨ =^2_{(β,β)} β.

Assume that λ, μ ∈ WΛ for some Λ ∈ P_+ and that λ ≼ μ. Then there exists a module M(λ, μ) in R(μ − λ)-gmod, called the determinantial module. We refer [11, Section 3.3] for the definition and properties of determinantial modules. In particular, M(λ, μ) admits an affinization ([11, Theorem 3.26]).

8.2. Localizations. In this subsection we recall the localization ~C_w of the monoidal category C_w introduced in [11]. Throughout this subsection, w ∈ W is an element of the Weyl group and we assume that I_w = I, where I_w := {i_1, . . . , i_r} for a reduced expression w = s_{i1} · · · s_{ir} .

For each i ∈ I, set C_i := M(wΛ_i, Λ_i). Then for each X ∈ R(β)-gmod, there exists a morphism R_{Ci} (X): C_i ∘ X → q^{ϕi(β)}X ∘ C_i, where

ϕ_i(β) = −(wΛ_i + Λ_i, β) for any β ∈ Q.

Moreover, the family (C_i, R_{Ci} , ϕ_i)_{i∈I} forms a real commuting family of non-degenerate graded (left) braiders in R-gmod ([11, Proposition 5.1]). Note that (C_i, R_{Ci} |_{Cw} ) is a central object of C_w ([11, Theorem 5.2]), which means that R_{Ci} (X) is an isomorphism for all X ∈ C_w.

Hence by [11, Theorem 2.12], there exists a localization of C_w by the family (C_i, R_{Ci} |_{Cw} ) and a canonical functor

Φ_w : C_w → ~C_w := C_w[C^{∘−1}_i | i ∈ I].

We have the following properties ([11, 12]):

(i) the category ~C_w is a k-linear abelian rigid monoidal category where the tensor product is a natural extension of ∘ on C_w, (ii) the grading shift functor q and the contravariant functor M → M^⋆ on C_w are extended to ~C_w, (iii) for any simple module M ∈ ~C_w, there exists a unique n ∈ Z such that q^nM is self-dual,

68 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

(iv) the objects Φ_w(C_i) are invertible in ~C_w, that is, the functors Φ_w(C_i) ∘ • and • ∘ Φ_w(C_i) are equivalences, (v) for each Λ ∈ P, there is an invertible object C_Λ ∈ ~C_w such that C_Λ ∘ C_Λ′ ≃ q^{H(Λ,Λ′)}C_{Λ+Λ}′ for Λ, Λ^′ ∈ P, and C_Λ = Φ_w(M(wΛ, Λ)) for Λ ∈ P_+, where H( • , • ) is a Z-bilinear map on Γ determined by H(Λ_i, Λ_j) = (Λ_i, wΛ_j − Λ_j ), (vi) for any simple object S of C_w, the object Φ_w(S) is simple in ~C_w, (vii) every simple object M of ~C_w is isomorphic to C_Λ ∘ Φ_w(S) for some simple object S of C_w and Λ ∈ P and hence HOM_{~Cw} (M, M) = k id_M , (viii) every object in ~C_w has finite length, (ix) for two simple objects S and S^′ in C_w and Λ, Λ^′ ∈ P, C_Λ ∘ Φ_w(S) ≃ C_Λ′ ∘ Φ_w(S^′) in ~C_w if and only if q^{H(Λ,μ)}C_{Λ+μ} ∘ S ≃ q^{H(Λ′,μ)}C_Λ′_{+μ} ∘ S^′ in C_w for some μ ∈ P such that Λ + μ, Λ^′ + μ ∈ P_+.

If one localizes the category R-gmod via the same family (C_i, R_{Ci} , ϕ_i)_{i∈I} , then the resulting category turns out to be equivalent to the category ~C_w ([11, Theorem 5.9]). Denoting by Q_w the composition of the equivalence and the canonical functor from R-gmod to the localization, we have

Q_w : R-gmod → ~C_w,

and the following diagram is quasi-commutative:

C_w //

Φ_w ##HHH HHH HHH R-gmod Q_w fflffl ~C_w . Similarly, the family (ψ_∗(C_i), ψ_∗ ∘ R_{Ci} ∘ ψ_∗, ϕ_i)_{i∈I} forms a real commuting family of right braiders in R-gmod so that there exists a localization ~C^∗_w of C^∗_w and R-gmod via

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 69

the family. Then the localization functors also satisfy C^∗_w //

Φ^∗_w ##GGG GGG GGG R-gmod Q^∗_w fflffl ~C ∗_w . Note that the functor Q^∗_w is the composition Q^∗_w : R-gmod^{ψ∗}−−→ (R-gmod)^{rev Qw}−−−→ ( ~C_w)^{rev ψ∗}−−→ ~C^∗_w.

Note that the functor Φ_w is a faithful exact monoidal functor. In particular, a morphism f in C_w is a monomorphism (resp. epimorphism, isomorphism) if and only if so is Φ_w(f).

Now let us show that C_w → ~C_w is fully faithful. In order to see this, we start by the following proposition.

Proposition 8.1. Let C be a real simple module in R-gmod with an affinization (C, z). Let X ∈ R-gmod and assume that r_{C,X} :=R^{ren}_{C,X} |_{z=0} : C ∘ X → X ∘ C is an isomorphism up to a grading shift. Then for any submodule Y ⊂ C ∘ X, there exists X^′ ⊂ X such that Y = C ∘ X^′. Proof. Set r := r_{C,X} .

Let us consider the following commutative diagram C ∘ Y // fflffl fflffl Y ∘ C fflffl fflffl C ∘ C ∘ X^{id} // C ∘ C ∘ X^{C∘r} // C ∘ X ∘ C . Hence we have C ∘ r(Y ) ⊂ Y ∘ C ⊂ C ∘ X ∘ C. By the quasi-rigid property, there exists X^′ ⊂ X such that r(Y ) ⊂ X^′ ∘ C and C ∘ X^′ ⊂ Y.

70 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Hence we have

dim(Y ) = dim(r(Y )) ⩽ dim(X^′ ∘ C) = dim(C ∘ X^′) ⩽ dim(Y ).

Since dim(C ∘ X^′) = dim(Y ), we have Y = C ∘ X^′, as desired. □ Corollary 8.2. Let M ∈ C_w. For any X ⊂ Φ_w(M), there exists X^′ ⊂ M such that X = Φ_w(X^′).

Theorem 8.3. Φ_w : C_w → ~C_w is fully faithful. Proof. It is enough to show that Hom_{R-gmod}(M, N) −→ Hom_{R-gmod}(C ∘ M, C ∘ N)

(8.3) is bijective for any M, N ∈ C_w and C = M(wΛ, Λ). The injectivity is evident. Let us show that any f ∈ Hom_{R-gmod}(C ∘ M, C ∘ N) is in the image of Hom_{R-gmod}(M, N).

Let φ: C ∘ M → (C ∘ M)⊕(C ∘ N) be the graph of f, and let Z ⊂ (C ∘ M)⊕(C ∘ N) ≃ C ∘ (M ⊕ N) be the image of φ. Then, Proposition 8.1 implies that there exists K ⊂ M ⊕N such that Z = C ∘ K. Let p_1 : K → M and p_2 : K → N be the projections. Since the composition C ∘ M ∼−→ C ∘ K^{p1}−−→ C ∘ M is the identity, the faithfulness of Φ_w implies that p_1 is an isomorphism. Since the composition C ∘ M ∼−→ C ∘ K^{p2}−−→ C ∘ N is equal to f, we obtain f = C ∘ (p_2 p^{−1}_1 ). □ Corollary 8.4. The full subcategory C_w of ~C_w is stable by taking subquotients. Proof. Let Y ∈ ~C_w be a subobject of X ∈ C_w. Then there exist Λ ∈ P_+ such that C_Λ ∘ Y ⊂ C_Λ ∘ X belongs to C_w. Then Proposition 8.1 implies that Y ∈ C_w. □ Remark 8.5. Since C_w is a full subcategory of ~C_w, we sometimes regard an object of C_w as an object of ~C_w, namely we identify Φ_w(M) and M for M ∈ C_w.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 71

Remark 8.6. The full subcategory C_w is not stable by taking extensions in ~C_w in general. Indeed taking a center C = M(wΛ, Λ), we have an extension of 1: 0 → C ∘ C^{−1} −→ ( ~C/z^2 ~C) ∘ C^{−1} −→ C ∘ C^{−1} −→ 0, where ( ~C, z) is an affinization of C.

Note that ~C_w is a rigid monoidal abelian category satisfying (6.2) with Λ = Q. Recall that a real simple object of ~C_w is affreal if it admits an affinization (see Definition 6.7). Then the following proposition immediately follows from Proposition 6.19 and Corollary 6.21.

Proposition 8.7. Let X, Y ∈ ~C_w be simple objects. Assume that one of them is affreal. Then, we have HOM_{~Cw} (X ∘ Y, X ∘ Y ) = k id_{X∘Y} , HOM_{~Cw} (X ∘ Y, Y ∘ X) = kr_{X, Y} for some non-zero r_{X,Y} .

Recall that r_{X,Y} is the R-matrix between X and Y and denote by Λ(X, Y ) the degree of r_{X,Y} . If X ≃ X^′ ∘ C_λ for some X^′ ∈ C_w, λ ∈ P, and Y ∈ C_w, then we have Λ(X, Y ) = Λ(X^′, Y ) + Λ(C_λ, Y ).

Note that Λ(C_λ, Y ) = − ( wλ + λ, wt(Y ) ) . Lemma 8.8. Let C be either R-gmod or C_w, and let Q: C → ~C_w be the localization functor. If (M, R_M) is a rational center in C, then there is a rational center (Q(M), R_{Q(M)}) in ~C_w such that R_{Q(M)}(Q(X)) = Q ( R_M(X) ) for any X ∈ C..

Proof. Let A be the category whose object is a pair (X, R) where X ∈ ~C_w and R : Q(M) ∘ X → X ∘ Q(M) is an isomorphism in Raff_z( ~C_w). The morphisms of A are defined in an obvious way so that we have a faithful functor A → ~C_w. Then,

72 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

A is an abelian category. It has a monoidal structure by (X, R) ⊗ (Y ⊗ S) = (Z, T ), where Z = X ∘ Y and T is the composition T : Q(M) ∘ Z = Q(M) ∘ X ∘ Y^R−−→ X ∘ Q(M) ∘ Y^S−−→ X ∘ Y ∘ Q(M) = Z ∘ Q(M). Now we have a monoidal functor F : C → A defined by by

F (X) = ( Q(X), Q(R_M(X)) ) for X ∈ C.

Then it is easy to see that F (C_i) is an invertible object of A for any i ∈ I and F (R_{Ci} (X)) is an isomorphism for any X ∈ C. Hence, by the universal property of C → ~C_w, the functor F : C → A extends to ~F : ~C_w → A.

Now, for any X ∈ ~C_w, define R_{Q(M)}(X) by R_{Q(M)}(X) = R, where ~F (X) = (X, R) ∈ A. Then ( Q(M), R_{Q(M)} ) is a rational center in ~C_w. □

9. Resultant algebra and Affinization of Invariants

9.1. Resultant algebra. Let A be a commutative k-algebra. Let z be an indeterminate. Recall that a polynomial f(z) = ∑_n k=0 a_kz^{n−k} ∈ A[z] is a quasi-monic (resp.

monic) polynomial of degree n if a_k ∈ A and a_0 ∈ k^× (resp. a_0 = 1). For a quasi-monic polynomial f(z) of degree m and a quasi-monic polynomial g(z) of degree n, we write their resultant f ⋆ g for m∏ j=1 n∏ k=1 (x_j − y_k) ≡ m∏ j=1 g(x_j) ≡ n∏ k=1 f(y_k) mod k^×,

writing formally f(z) = a ∏_m j=1(z − x_j ) and g(z) = b ∏_n k=1(z − y_k) with a, b ∈ k^×. Here B ≡ C mod k^× means that B = c C for some c ∈ k^×. It is well-defined since any symmetric polynomial of {x_j }_{1⩽j⩽m} is expressed by the coefficients of f(z).

We regard f ⋆ g as an element of A/k^×.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 73

The resultant product satisfies: f(z) ⋆ g(z) ≡ g(z) ⋆ f(z), ( f_1(z) · f_2(z) ) ⋆ g(z) ≡ ( f_1(z) ⋆ g(z) )( f_2(z) ⋆ g(z) ) . A quasi-monic rational function with coefficients in A is a quotient f(z)/g(z) for quasi-monic homogeneous polynomials f(z) and g(z) with coefficients in A. We can consider them as an element of A((z^{−1})), the ring of Laurent series in z^{−1} with coefficients in A.

We write ⋆_z when want to emphasize z.

A quasi-monic rational homogeneous function in z and z^′ with coefficients in A is a quotient f(z, z^′)/g(z, z^′) for quasi-monic homogeneous polynomials f(z, z^′) and g(z, z^′) in z and z^′ with coefficients in A.

Let A be a commutative graded k-algebra such that A_{⩽0} = k. For homogeneous indeterminates z_k (k = 1, . . . , r) of positive degree, we denote by M(z_1, . . . , z_r) ⊂ A[z_1, . . . , z_r]/k^× the set of homogeneous polynomials in z_1, . . . z_r with coefficients in A and quasi-monic in each z_1,. . . z_k modulo k^×. Then we can define ⋆_{zk} : M(z_1, z_2, . . . , z_k) × M(z_k, . . . , z_r) → M(z_1, . . . , z_{k−1}, z_{k+1}, . . . , z_r). The homogeneous degree of f ⋆_{zk} g for f ∈ M(z_1, z_2, . . . , z_k) and g ∈ M(z_k, . . . , z_r) is

given by deg(f) deg(g) deg(z_k)

, where deg(z_k), deg(f), and deg(g) denote the homogeneous degrees of z_k, f and g, respectively.

In particular, if z and w be indeterminates with the same degree, M(z, w) has a structure of semiring (the existence of additive inverse is not assumed): the addition in M(z, w) is the product in k[z, w], and the multiplication in M(z, w) is given as follows: the multiplication h(z, w) of f(z, w) and g(z, w) is given by h(z_1, z_3) ≡ f(z_1, z_2) ⋆_{z2} g(z_2, z_3). We call M(z, w) the resultant algebra. The multiplication in M(z, w) is commutative. Let us denote by deg : M(z, w) → Z

74 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

the map of taking the homogeneous degree. Then f → deg(f)/ deg(z) is a semiring homomorphism.

9.2. Affinizations of invariants for R -modules. Let R be a quiver Hecke algebra as in section 7. For i ∈ I and n ∈ Z_{>0}, let P (i^n) be the indecomposable projective R(nα_i)-module whose head is isomorphic to L(i^n). Then, for an R(β)-module M we define

E^{(n)}_i M := HOM_{R(nαi )} ( P (i^n), e(nα_i, β − nα_i)M ) ∈ Mod(R(β − nα_i)), F^{(n)}_i M :=P (i^n) ∘ M ∈ Mod(R(β + nα_i)).

The functors E^{(1)}_i and F^{(1)}_i will be denoted by E_i and F_i.

For i ∈ I and a non-zero R(β)-module M, we define wt(M) = −β, ε_i(M) = max{k ⩾ 0 | E^k_i M ≄ 0}, φ_i(M) = ε_i(M) + ⟨h_i, wt(M)⟩. We also define E^∗_i , F^∗_i , ε^∗_i , etc. in the same manner as above by replacing e(nα_i, β−nα_i), P (i^n) ∘ −, etc. with e(β − nα_i, nα_i), − ∘ P (i^n), etc.

Definition 9.1. Let i ∈ I and let M be an R(β)-module. Set m = ε_i(M), m^′ = ε^∗_i (M), n = ht(β). We set χ_i(M) ( t_i ) = (∑ ν∈I^β ∏ ν_k=i(ti − xk)e(ν) ) | |_M ∈ End_R(M)[t_i],

E_i(M) ( t_i ) = (t_i − x_1) · · · (t_i − x_m) | E_i^{(m)}M ∈ EndR(Ei (m)M)[t_i], E^∗_i (M) ( t_i ) = (t_i − x_{n−m}′_{+1}) · · · (t_i − x_n) | |_{E∗i (m′)M} ∈ End_R(E∗_i (m^′)M)[t_i]. (9.1)

Note that, with the assignment deg(t_i) = (α_i, α_i), the monic polynomials χ_i(M), E_i(M) and E^∗_i (M) are homogeneous.

For an affine object (M, z_M) of a real simple module, we have

χ_i(M), E_i(M), E^∗_i (M) ∈ k[t_i, z_M], and they satisfy

χ_i(M) ≡ E_i(M) · χ_i ( E_i^{(m)} M ) ≡ E^∗_i (M) · χ_i ( E^∗_i^{(m′)} M ) ,

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 75

where m = ε_i(M) and m^′ = ε^∗_i (M) (see [13, Lemma 2.7 (i)] and [11, Lemma 3.3]).

Recall that for quasi-monic polynomials f and g, “f ≡ g” means “f ≡ g mod k^×”.

Lemma 9.2. Let M ∈ Mod(R(β)), N ∈ Mod(R(γ)) with β, γ ∈ Q_+, m = ht(β), n = ht(γ). Then for u ∈ M and v ∈ N, we have R^{uni}_{M,N} (u ⊠ v) ∈ τ_{w[n,m]} ∏ i∈I χ_i(N) ⋆_{ti} χ_i(M) ( v ⊠ u ) + ∑ w<w[n,m] τ_w(N ⊠ M). Proof. By [7, (1.17)], we have R^{uni}_{M,N} (u ⊠ v) ∈ τ_{w[n,m]} ∑ ν∈I^{β+γ} ∏ 1⩽a⩽n<b⩽n+m, ν_a=ν_b (x_a − x_b)e(ν) ( v ⊠ u ) + ∑ w<w[n,m] τ_w(N ⊠ M).

□ Definition 9.3. Let (M, z_M) be an affinization of a real simple module M, and let (N, z_N) be an affinization of a real simple N.

(a) Recall that D(M, N) ∈ k[z_M, z_N] the quasi-monic polynomial given by R^{ren}_{N,M} ∘ R^{ren}_{M,N} = D(M, N)id_{M ∘ N}.

(b) Denote by ~L (M, N) ∈ k[z_M, z_N] the quasi-monic polynomial given by

R^{ren}_{M,N}(u ⊠ v) ∈ ~L (M, N)τ_{w[n,m]}(v ⊠ u) + ∑ w<w[n,m] τ_w(N ⊠ M)

for u ∈ M and v ∈ N. Note that by Proposition 6.2, R^{ren}_{M,N} is proportional to R^{uni}_{M,N} and hence such a quasi-monic polynomial ~L (M, N) exists by Lemma 9.2.

(c) We set

Wt(M, N) := ∏ i∈I ( χ_i(M) ⋆_{ti} χ_i(N)

)_2 ∏ i≠j χi(M) ⋆t_i Qi,j(ti, tj) ⋆t_j χj (N) ∈ k(z_M, z_N)/k^×,

L (M, N) := ~L (M, N)^2/Wt(M, N) ∈ k(z_M, z_N)/k^×.

76 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Note that Wt(M, N) ≡ Wt(N, M).

For simples M, N in R-gmod such that one of them is affreal, define

~Λ(M, N) := 1 2 ( Λ(M, N) + (wt(M), wt(N)) ) . The homogeneous degrees of these invariants are given as follows: deg ( χ_i(M) ) = n_i(α_i, α_i) where wt(M) = − ∑ i∈I n_iα_i, deg ( E_i(M) ) = ε_i(M)(α_i, α_i) = 2~Λ(L(i), M), deg ( E^∗_i (M) ) = ε^∗_i (M)(α_i, α_i) = 2~Λ(M, L(i)), deg ( D(M, N) ) = 2 d(M, N), deg ( ~ L (M, N) ) = 2~Λ(M, N), deg ( L (M, N) ) = 2Λ(M, N), deg ( Wt(M, N) ) = 2 ( wt(M), wt(N) ) . Indeed, the fifth equality is shown in [11, Lemma 3.11]. For the last equality we have

deg(Wt(M, N)) = ∑ i∈I (2 deg(χ_i(M)) deg(χ_i(N))/ deg(t_i)) − ∑ i≠j ( deg(χ_i(M)) deg(χ_j(N)) deg(Q_{i,j}(t_i, t_j))

deg(t_i) deg(t_j ) )

= 2 ∑ i,j∈I ( deg(χ_i(M))

(α_i, α_i) deg(χ_j (N))

(α_j, α_j )

(α_i, α_j) ) = 2 ( wt(M), wt(N) ) . The others follow directly from their definitions. See also [9, Corollary 3.8] for the second and the third equalities.

Therefore, these invariants are affinizations of wt, d, ~Λ, etc. By Lemma 9.2 and Definition 9.3 (b), one has

R^{uni}_{M,N} = ∏ i∈I χ_i(M) ⋆_{ti} χ_i(N) ~L (M, N) R^{ren}_{M,N}.

(9.2)

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 77

Lemma 9.4. We have ~L (M, N) · ~L (N, M) ≡ D(M, N) · Wt(M, N), D(M, N)^2 ≡ L (M, N) · L (N, M).

Proof. By [7, Proposition 1.10 (iv)] for u ∈ M and v ∈ N, we have R^{uni}_{N,M}R^{uni}_{M,N}(u ⊠ v) = ∑ 1⩽a⩽m<b⩽m+n, ν∈I^{β+γ} , ν_a≠ν_b Q_{νa,νb} (x_a, x_b)e(ν) ( u ⊠ v ) (9.3)

= (∏ i≠j χ_i(M) ⋆_{ti} Q_{i,j} (t_i, t_j) ⋆_{tj} χ_j(N) ) (u ⊠ v).

On the other hand, (9.2) implies

R^{uni}_{N,M}R^{uni}_{M,N}(u ⊠ v) = ∏ i∈I ( χ_i(M) ⋆_{ti} χ_i(N)

)_2

~L (M, N) ~L (N, M)

R^{ren}_{N,M}R^{ren}_{M,N}(u ⊠ v)

= ∏ i∈I ( χ_i(M) ⋆_{ti} χ_i(N)

)_2

~L (M, N) ~L (N, M) D(M, N)(u ⊠ v). Hence, we obtain ∏ i≠j χ_i(M) ⋆_{ti} Q_{i,j}(t_i, t_j) ⋆_{tj} χ_j (N) = ∏ i∈I ( χ_i(M) ⋆_{ti} χ_i(N)

)_2

~L (M, N) ~L (N, M) D(M, N),

which implies the desired results. □ Lemma 9.5. Let (L, w), (M, z), (N, z), (X, z) be affinizations of simples L, M, N, X in R-gmod, respectively, and assume that L is real. If there is an epimorphism M ∘_z N ↠ X in Pro_{coh}(k[z], R-gmod), then there exists a ∈ k[z, w]\{0} such that the diagram below

78 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

is commutative. L ∘ M ∘ N_{RrenL,M} //

fflfflfflffl

M ∘ L ∘ N_{RrenL,N} // M ∘ N ∘ L

fflfflfflffl

L ∘ X^{a R} ren L,X // X ∘ L.

In particular, we have ~L (L, M) ~L (L, N) = a ~L (L, X). If we further assume that Λ(L, X) = Λ(L, M) + Λ(L, N), then a ≡ 1 in k[z, w].

Proof. Since HOM_{k[z,w]}(L ∘ X, X ∘ L) = k[z, w]R^{ren}_{L,X} by Proposition 6.2, such an a ∈ k[z, w] exists. The other assertions are immediate. □ Lemma 9.6. Let i ∈ I, M ∈ R(mα_i)-gmod, and N ∈ R(nα_i)-gmod. Assume that (M, z_M) and (N, z_N) are affinizations of M and N respectively. Then R^{ren}_{M,N} = R^{uni}_{M,N} and ~L (M, N) ≡ χ_i(M) ⋆_{ti} χ_i(N).

Proof. By (9.3), R^{uni}_{M,N} ∘ R^{uni}_{N,M} = id and hence we have R^{ren}_{M,N} = R^{uni}_{M,N}. By (9.2), we have ~L (M, N) ≡ χ_i(M) ⋆_{ti} χ_i(N). □

Proposition 9.7. Let M be an affinization of a simple module M in R-gmod. Then for each i ∈ I, we have E_i(M) ≡ ~L (~L(i)_{ti} , M), E^∗_i (M) ≡ ~L (M, ~L(i)_{ti} ), Wt(~L(i)_{ti} , M) ≡ χ_i(M)^2 ∏ j≠i Qi,j(ti, tj) ⋆t_j χj (M) . (9.4)

Here ~L(i)_{ti} is the affinization of L(i) given by R(α_i) with t_i = x_1. Proof. Let m := ε_i(M), M_0 := E^{(m)}_i M, and M_0 := E^{(m)}_i M such that M_0 is an affinization of M_0. There exists an affinization L of L(i^m) such that χ_i(L) = E_i(M) by [11,

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 79

Proposition 3.6]. Then we have an epimorphism L ∘ M_0 ↠ M due to the presentation of L in [11, Remark 3.8]. Hence we have ~L (⟨i⟩_{ti} , M) ≡ ~L (⟨i⟩_{ti} , L) ~L (⟨i⟩_{ti} , M_0) ≡ ~L (⟨i⟩_{ti} , L) = χ_i(L) = E_i(M). Here the first equality follows from [12, Corollary 2.12] and Lemma 9.5 together with the fact that ⟨i⟩ and M_0 are unmixed. The second equality follows from Lemma 9.10 and the third equality follows from Lemma 9.6.

The second assertion can be proved in a similar way, and the last assertion is immediate. □ Proposition 9.8. Let i ∈ I, and let (M, z_M) be an affinization of a simple module M. Set m = ε_i(M) and M_0 = E^{(m)}_i M. Then we have D ( M, ~L(i)_{ti} ) χ_i(M)χ_i(M_0) ≡ E^∗_i (M) ∏ j≠i Q_{ij} (t_i, t_j) ⋆_{tj} χ_j (M_0).

Proof. Set N = ~L(i)_{ti} . Then Lemma 9.4 implies ~L (M, N) · ~L (N, M) ≡ D(M, N) · Wt(M, N),

which reads as E_i(M)E^∗_i (M) ≡ D(M, N) · χ_i(M)^2 ∏ j≠i Qi,j(ti, tj ) ⋆t_j χj (M) ≡ D(M, N) · χ_i(M)E_i(M)χ_i(M_0) ∏ j≠i Qi,j(ti, tj ) ⋆t_j χj (M0) . Hence, we obtain the desired result. □ Corollary 9.9. Let i ∈ I, and let (M, z_M) be an affinization of a simple module M. Set m = ε_i(M) and M_0 = E^{(m)}_i M. We assume further that d_i(M) = 0, i.e., M and L(i) commute. (Note that d_i(M) := ε_i(M) + ε^∗_i (M) + ⟨h_i, wt(M)⟩.) Then we have χ_i(M)χ_i(M_0) ≡ E^∗_i (M) ∏ j≠i Q_{ij} (t_i, t_j) ⋆_{tj} χ_j (M_0).

80 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Proof. It follows from d(M, L(i)) = 0, which implies D(M, ~L(i)_{ti} ) ≡ 1. □

We say that an ordered pair (M, N) of R-modules is unmixed if W^∗(M) ∩ W(N) ⊂ {0}. Lemma 9.10. Let M and N be affinizations in R-gmod of real simple modules M and N respectively. If (M, N) is unmixed, then ~L (M, N) ≡ 1.

Proof. By [12, Corollary 2.12 ], we have ~Λ(M, N) = 0 and hence ~L (M, N) ≡ 1. □

9.3. Examples of affinizations. The following result will be used later.

Lemma 9.11. Let c ∈ Z_{>0}. Assume that Q_{i,j} (u, v) = v − u^c with ⟨h_i, α_j⟩ = −c and ⟨h_j, α_i⟩ = −1. For m ∈ Z such that 0 ⩽ m ⩽ c, let L = ⟨i^m⟩. Let (L, z) be an affinization of L with deg(z) = (α_i, α_i) such that χ_i(L) ( t_i ) = f(t_i, z) where f(t_i, z) is quasi-monic with degree m in t_i and also in z (see [11, Proposition 3.6]).

(i) M := L ∇ ⟨j⟩ ≃ L ⊗ ⟨j⟩ as an R(mα_i) ⊠ R(α_j)-module. Moreover, τ_m acts by 0 on L ∇ ⟨j⟩. (ii) If f(t_i, z) divides Q_{i,j}(t_i, z^c), then M:=L⊗_{k[z]} ⟨j⟩_zc has a structure of R(mα_i +α_j )- module with τ_m = 0. Moreover M is an affinization of M.

Proof. (i) We can check easily the defining relation of R(mα_i +α_j) on M. In particular, the relation τ^2_m = Q_{i,j}(x_m, x_{m+1}) follows from x^m|_L = 0.

(ii) We can check easily the defining relation of R(mα_i + α_j ) on M. In particular, the relation τ^2_m = Q_{i,j}(x_m, x_{m+1}) is a consequence of Q_{i,j}(x_m, x_{m+1})|_M = 0 which follows from f(x_m, z)|_L = 0 and Q_{i,j}(x_m, x_{m+1}) = Q_{i,j} (x_m, z^c) on M. □ 10. Saito Reflection functors for R-gmod via localization

10.1. C_{siw0} and C^∗_{siw0} . In the sequel, we assume that C = {c_{i,j}}_{i,j∈I} is a Cartan matrix of finite type such that C is not of type A_1.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 81

Let w_0 be the longest element of the Weyl group W. Let i → i^∗ be the involution on I determined by w_0(α_i) = −α_i∗ .

Throughout this section, we fix i ∈ I. We have C_{siw0} = {M ∈ R-gmod | | E_i M ≃ 0}, C^∗_{siw0} = {M ∈ R-gmod | | E^∗_i M ≃ 0}, where E_i and E^∗_i denote the functor R(β)-gmod → R(β − α_i)-gmod given by M → e(α_i, β − α_i)M and M → e(β − α_i, α_i)M, respectively.

Note that C_{siw0} ≃ C^∗_{siw0} ≃ 0 in case C is of type A_1.

Then {M(s_iw_0Λ, Λ)}_{Λ∈P+} is a family of central objects in C_{siw0} , and {M(w_0Λ, s_iΛ)}_{Λ∈P+} is a family of central objects in C^∗_{siw0} . Note that

M(s_iw_0Λ, Λ) = E_i^{(⟨hi∗ ,Λ⟩)}M(w_0Λ, Λ) and M(w_0Λ, s_iΛ) = E^∗_i^{(⟨hi,Λ⟩)}M(w_0Λ, Λ).

Set C_Λ := M(s_iw_0Λ, Λ) and C^∗_Λ := M(w_0Λ, s_iΛ) for Λ ∈ P_+. We set C_j = C_{Λj} and C^∗_j = C^∗_{Λj} . Since we have ψ_∗ ( M(vΛ, v^′Λ) ) ≃ M(−v^′Λ, −vΛ) for any Λ ∈ P_+ and any v, v^′ ∈ W such that v ⩾ v^′ ([12, Lemma 2.23]), we have

ψ_∗(C_j) ≃ C^∗_j∗ for any j ∈ I.

(For ψ, see (8.2).) Then we have (see [11, § 5.1] and [9, Corollary 3.8])

Λ(C_Λ, ⟨j⟩) = (s_iw_0Λ + Λ, α_j), Λ(⟨j⟩, C^∗_Λ) = −(w_0Λ + s_iΛ, α_j), for any j ∈ I.

We have Q_{siw0} ( ⟨i⟩ ) ≃ C^{∘−1}_i∗ ∘ ( C_i∗ ∇ ⟨i⟩ ) , Q^∗_{siw0} ( ⟨i⟩ ) ≃ ( ⟨i⟩ ∇ C^∗_i ) ∘ C^∗_i^{∘−1}.

82 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

10.2. Schur-Weyl datum. For any j ∈ I, define an object of ~C^∗_{siw0} :

K_j := { D ( Q^∗_{siw0} (⟨i⟩) ) ≃ (E_i C^∗_i∗ ) ∘ C^∗_i∗^{∘−1} if j = i, M(s_is_jΛ_j , Λ_j) ≃ ⟨i^{−ci,j} ⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩ if j ≠ i. Recall that D is the right dual functor. Note that K_j ≃ ⟨i^{−ci,j} ⟩ ⊗ ⟨j⟩ as a vector space for j ≠ i since E^∗_k (K_j) ≃ 0 for any k ∈ I \ {j}.

Since ⟨i⟩ = L(i) = R(α_i)/R(α_i)x_1 and ⟨i^{−ci,j} ⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩ ≃ M(s_is_jΛ_j, Λ_j) have the canonical affinizations by [11, Theorem 3.26], we have the following affinizations of K_j’s by Lemma 6.6 and Lemma 8.8.

^K_j := { D_{aff} ( Q^∗_{siw0} (⟨i⟩_{zi} ) ) if j = i, ( ⟨i^{−ci,j} ⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩ ) z_j if j ≠ i.

(10.1)

Here the functor Q^∗_{siw0} : Pro(R-gmod) → Pro( ~C^∗_{siw0} ) is induced by Q^∗_{siw0} : R-gmod → ~C ∗_{siw0} . Note that deg z_j = (α_j, α_j) for any j ∈ I. For j ∈ I \ {i}, we have

χ_k (^ K_j ) (t_k) ≡ t_j − z_j if k = j, Q_{i,j} (t_i, z_j) if k = i, 1 otherwise.

(10.2)

Note that χ_i(^K_j ) ≡ Q_{i,j} (t_i, z_j ) follows also from Corollary 9.9.

We have E_i C^∗_i∗ ≃ M(s_iw_0Λ_i∗ , s_iΛ_i∗ ).

(Note that s_i ⩽ s_iw_0 since g ≠ A_1.)

Note that Λ ( ⟨j⟩, ⟨k⟩ ) = −(α_j , α_k)δ(j ≠ k) for any j, k ∈ I.

Proposition 10.1. For any j, k ∈ I, we have

Λ(K_j, K_k) = Λ ( ⟨j⟩, ⟨k⟩ )

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 83

except in the case C is of type A_2 and j ≠ k = i. In the last case, we have Λ ( K_j, K_k ) = −1. In particular, we have

d(K_j, K_k) = d ( ⟨j⟩, ⟨k⟩ ) unless C is of type A_2.

Proof. When C is of type A_2, we can prove directly. Hence we assume that C is not of

type A_2.

(i) Let j, j^′ ∈ I \ {i} satisfy j ≠ j^′. Set a = −⟨h_i, α_j⟩ and a^′ = −⟨h_i, α_j′ ⟩. Then we

have

Λ(K_j, K_j′ ) = Λ ( ⟨i^a⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩, ⟨i^{a′} ⟩ ∇ ⟨j^′⟩ ) =_{(1)} Λ ( ⟨i^a⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩, ⟨i^{a′} ⟩ ) + Λ ( ⟨i^a⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩, ⟨j^′⟩ ) =_{(2)} −Λ ( ⟨i^{a′} ⟩, ⟨i^a⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩ ) + Λ ( ⟨i^a⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩, ⟨j^′⟩ ) =_{(3)} −Λ ( ⟨i^{a′} ⟩, ⟨j⟩ ) + Λ ( ⟨i^a⟩, ⟨j^′⟩ ) + Λ ( ⟨j⟩, ⟨j^′⟩ ) = a^′(α_i, α_j) − a(α_i, α_j′ ) + Λ ( ⟨j⟩, ⟨j^′⟩ ) = Λ ( ⟨j⟩, ⟨j^′⟩ ) . Here, =_{(1)} and =_{(2)} follow from the fact that ⟨i^a⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩ and ⟨i^{a′} ⟩ commute, The equality =_{(3)}

follows from the fact ( ⟨i^a⟩, ⟨j^′⟩ ) is unmixed and [12, Corollary 2.3, Corollary 2.12].

(ii) For j ∈ I \ {i}, let us show that Λ(K_j, K_i) = Λ(⟨j⟩, ⟨i⟩). Set a = −⟨h_i, α_j⟩. Since

⟨i⟩ commutes with K_j, we have

Λ(K_j, C^∗_i∗ ) = Λ(K_j, ⟨i⟩ ∇ E_i C^∗_i∗ ) = Λ(K_j, ⟨i⟩) + Λ(K_j, E_i C^∗_i∗ ).

Hence

Λ(K_j, K_i) = Λ(K_j, E_i C^∗_i∗ ) − Λ(K_j, C^∗_i∗ )

= −Λ(K_j, ⟨i⟩) = Λ(⟨i⟩, K_j) = Λ(⟨i⟩, ⟨i^a⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩) = Λ(⟨i⟩, ⟨j⟩) = −(α_i, α_j) = Λ(⟨j⟩, ⟨i⟩).

84 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

(iii) For j ∈ I \ {i}, let us show Λ(K_i, K_j) = Λ(⟨i⟩, ⟨j⟩).

Set C = C^∗_i∗ . We have ( wt(E_i C), wt(K_j) ) − ( wt(C), wt(K_j) ) = (α_i, −s_iα_j ) = (α_i, α_j).

Hence we have Λ(K_i, K_j) − Λ(⟨i⟩, ⟨j⟩) = Λ(E_i C, K_j) − Λ(C, K_j) + (α_i, α_j) = ( Λ(E_i C, K_j) + ( wt(E_i C), wt(K_j) )) − ( Λ(C, K_j) + ( wt(C), wt(K_j) )) = 2~Λ(E_i C, K_j) − 2~Λ(C, K_j) = 2~Λ(E_i C, K_j) − 2~Λ(L(i) ∇ (E_i C), K_j) ⩽ 0. Here the last inequality follows from [12, Theorem 2.11]. Thus, we have obtained Λ(K_i, K_j) ⩽ Λ(⟨i⟩, ⟨j⟩). Hence it is enough to show if Λ(K_i, K_j) < Λ(⟨i⟩, ⟨j⟩), then C is of type A_2.

(10.3)

Assume that Λ(K_i, K_j) < Λ(⟨i⟩, ⟨j⟩). Then (ii) implies that d(K_i, K_j) < d(⟨i⟩, ⟨j⟩) = δ ( (α_i, α_j) < 0 ) max(d_i, d_j).

Here d_k = (α_k, α_k)/2. Hence we have (α_i, α_j) < 0. Since K_i and C are affreal of degree 2d_i, and K_j is affreal of degree 2d_j, we have d(K_i, K_j) ∈ Z max(d_i, d_j). Thus we obtain d(K_i, K_j) = 0. Hence we have d(E_iC, K_j) = 0. Hence, K_j ∘ (E_i C) is simple. Set c = −⟨h_i, α_j⟩ > 0. Then we have K_j = ⟨i^c⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩. The composition of (⟨i^c⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩) ∘ (E_i C) ↣ (⟨i^{c−1}⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩) ∘ ⟨i⟩ ∘ (E_i C) ↠ (⟨i^{c−1}⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩) ∘ C does not vanish by [8, Lemma 3.1.5]. Since (⟨i^{c−1}⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩) ∘ C is also simple, we obtain (⟨i^c⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩) ∘ (E_i C) ≃ (⟨i^{c−1}⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩) ∘ C.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 85

Comparing their dimensions, we obtain

c ! · dim(E_i C) ·

(c + s)!

(c + 1)! (s − 1)!

= (c − 1)! · dim(C) ·

(c + s)! c! s! . Here, s := ht(wt(C)) = ht(Λ_i∗ − w_0Λ_i∗ ) − δ_{i,i}∗ . Note that ⟨i^a⟩ ⊗ ⟨j⟩ → ⟨i^a⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩ is bijective if 0 ⩽ a ⩽ −⟨h_i, α_j⟩.

Since E_j C ≃ 0 for any j ∈ I \ {i}, we obtain dim(E_i C) = dim C. Thus we obtain s = c + 1 c . Hence we obtain c = 1 and s = 2. Note that rank g ⩽ s + 1 = 3. Then we can easily check that if 2 ⩽ rank(g) ⩽ 3 and c = 1, then s ⩾ 3 unless g = A_2. □ Proposition 10.2. For any j, k ∈ I such that j ≠ k, we have D(^K_j , ^K_k) ≡ Q_{j,k}(z_j , z_k) except in the case C is of type A_2. In the last case, we have D (^ K_j, ^K_k ) ≡ 1.

Proof. When C is of type A_2, we can prove directly. Hence assume that C is not of type A_2.

(i) Let j, j^′ ∈ I \ {i} satisfy j ≠ j^′. Since (K_j, K_j′ ) and (K_j′ , K_j) are unmixed, by Lemma 9.10 we have ~L (^K_j, ^K_{j′} ) ≡ ~L (^K_{j′} , ^K_j) ≡ 1. By Lemma 9.4 we obtain

D(^K_j , ^K_j′ ) ≡ ~L (^K_j, ^K_j′ ) · ~L (^K_j′ , ^K_j ) · Wt(^K_j , ^K_j′ )^{−1} ≡ Wt(^K_j , ^K_j′ )^{−1}. By (10.2) we have

Wt(^K_j , ^K_j′ ) = ( χ_i(^K_j ) ⋆_{ti} χ_i(^K_j′ )

)_2

A ,

86 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

where A = ( χ_i(^K_j) ⋆_{ti} Q_{i,j}′ (t_i, t_j′ ) ⋆_{tj′} χ_j′ (^K_j′ ) ) · ( χ_j (^K_j) ⋆_{tj} Q_{i,j}(t_i, t_j ) ⋆_{ti} χ_i(^K_j′ ) ) · ( χ_j (^K_j) ⋆_{tj} Q_{j,j}′ (t_j , t_j′ ) ⋆_{tj′} χ_j′ (^K_j′ ) ) . On the other hand, we have Q_{i,j}(t_i, z_j) ⋆_{ti} Q_{i,j}′ (t_i, z_j′ ) = χ_i(^K_j) ⋆_{ti} χ_i(^K_j′ ) = χ_i(^K_j) ⋆_{ti} Q_{i,j}′ (t_i, t_j′ ) ⋆_{tj′} χ_j′ (^K_j′ ) = χ_j(^K_j ) ⋆_{tj} Q_{i,j}(t_i, t_j) ⋆_{ti} χ_i(^K_j′ ) and χ_j (^K_j) ⋆_{tj} Q_{j,j}′ (t_j , t_j′ ) ⋆_{tj′} χ_j′ (^K_j′ ) = Q_{j,j}′ (z_j, z_j′ ). Hence we have Wt(^K_j , ^K_j′ ) = Q_{j,j}′ (z_j , z_j′ )^{−1} and D(^K_j , ^K_j′ ) = Q_{j,j}′ (z_j, z_j′ ). (ii) It is obvious D(^K_i, ^K_j) ≡ 1 for j ∈ I such that (α_i, α_j ) = 0, since d(K_i, K_j) = 0. (iii) Let us show D(^K_i, ^K_j) ≡ Q_{i,j}(z_i, z_j ) for j ∈ I such that ⟨h_i, α_j⟩ = −1.

In this case, we have c := d_i/d_j = −⟨h_j , α_i⟩ ∈ Z_{⩾1} and we may assume that Q_{i,j}(z_i, z_j) = z_i−z^c_j . Set f(z_i, z_j ):=D(^K_i, ^K_j). Then we have deg f(z_i, z_j ) = deg Q_{i,j}(z_i, z_j) by Proposition 10.1.

Note that ^K_j ≃ ⟨i⟩_zc_j ⊗_{k[zj ]} ⟨j⟩_{zj} as a k[z_j ]-module on which τ_1 acts by zero. Hence it is a quotient of ⟨i⟩_zc_j ∘_{zj} ⟨j⟩_{zj} , so that by Lemma 6.27, we have ^K_j ≃ ⟨i⟩_zc_j ∇_{zj} ⟨j⟩_{zj} ↣ ⟨j⟩_{zj} ∘_{zj} ⟨i⟩_zc_j . We have ^K_j ∘_{zj} (^K_i|_{zi=zcj} ) ↣ ⟨j⟩_{zj} ∘_{zj} ⟨i⟩_{zcj} ∘_{zj} (^K_i|_{zi=zcj} ) ↠ ⟨j⟩_{zj} ,

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 87

which implies an epimorphism ^K_j ∘_{zj} (^K_i|_{zi=zcj} ) ↠ ⟨j⟩_{zj} , (10.4)

since it is so after operating (k[z_j ]/z_j k[z_j ]) ⊗_{k[zj ]} • .

Hence Proposition 6.29 implies that z_j −w divides f(w^c, z_j), i.e., f(w^c, w) = 0. Hence Q_{i,j}(z_i, z_j) = z_i − z^c_j divides f(z_i, z_j). Comparing their degrees, we have f(z_i, z_j ) = Q_{i,j}(z_i, z_j) up to a constant multiple.

(iv) Let us show D(^K_i, ^K_j) ≡ Q_{i,j}(z_i, z_j) for j ∈ I such that −⟨h_i, α_j⟩ > 1.

In this case, we have c := d_j/d_i = −⟨h_i, α_j ⟩ ∈ Z_{>1} and we may assume that Q_{i,j}(z_i, z_j) = z_j−z^c_i . Set f(z_i, z_j ):=D(^K_i, ^K_j). Then we have deg f(z_i, z_j ) = deg Q_{i,j} (z_i, z_j ) by Proposition 10.1.

Set M = ^K_j|_{zj =w}c with deg(w) = d_i. By replacing k with its algebraic closure, we may assume that k is algebraically closed. Let ω be the c-th primitive root of unity. Then we have M = L ∇_w ⟨j⟩_wc , where L = ⟨i⟩_w ∘_w ⟨i⟩_{ωw} ∘_w · · · ∘_w ⟨i⟩_ωc−1_w ≃ ⟨i⟩_w ∘_w L^′ and L^′ = ⟨i⟩_{ωw} ∘_w · · · ∘_w ⟨i⟩_ωc−1_w. (10.5)

Then we have M = ⟨i⟩_w ∇_w ( L^′ ∇_w ⟨j⟩_wc ) ↣ ( L^′ ∇_w ⟨j⟩_wc ) ∘_w ⟨i⟩_w. Hence we have M ∘_w (^ K_i|_{zi=w} ) ↣ ( L^′ ∇_w ⟨j⟩_wc ) ∘_w ⟨i⟩_w ∘_w (^ K_i|_{zi=w} ) ↠ L^′ ∇_w ⟨j⟩_wc . Then the composition is an epimorphism (^ K_j |_{zj =w}c ) ∘_w (^ K_i|_{zi=w} ) ↠ L^′ ∇_w ⟨j⟩_wc , (10.6)

since it is so after operating (k[w]/wk[w]) ⊗_{k[w]} • .

By Lemma 9.11, L^′ ∇_w ⟨j⟩_wc is an affinization of ⟨i^{c−1}⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩ which is real simple by Lemma 10.4 below. Hence, Proposition 6.29 implies that Q_{i,j} (z_i, z_j ) = z_j − z^c_i divides f(z_i, z_j ). Comparing their degrees, we have f(z_i, z_j) = Q_{i,j}(z_i, z_j ). □

88 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Thus we have proved that the datum {^K_j}_{j∈I} in ~C^∗_{siw0} satisfies condition (7.7). Choosing a duality datum ( {(^K_j, z_j )}_{j∈I} , {R^{ren}_{^Kj , ^Kk} }_{j,k∈I} ) , we can define exact monoidal functors ^F_i : Mod_{coh}(R) → Pro( ~C^∗_{siw0} ) and F_i : R-gmod → ~C^∗_{siw0}

sending ⟨j⟩_{zj} to ^K_j , except the A_2-cases. See Remark 10.13 for the A_2-cases.

Note that

wt( ^F_i(X)) = s_i ( wt(X) ) for any X ∈ Mod_{coh}(R).

(10.7)

Lemma 10.3. Let M, N ∈ R-gmod be simple modules. Assume that F_i(M) and F_i(N) are simples in ~C^∗_{siw0} . Assume moreover that either M and F_i(M) are affreal or N and F_i(N) are affreal.

(i) We have Λ(F_i(M), F_i(N)) ⩽ Λ(M, N). (ii) The following conditions are equivalent.

(a) Λ(F_i(M), F_i(N)) = Λ(M, N), (b) F_i(M ∇ N) ≠ 0.

(iii) Moreover, if condition (iib) holds, then F_i(r_{M,N} ) ≠ 0 and F_i(M ∇ N) ≃ F_i(M) ∇ F_i(N). Proof. Assume that M and F_i(M) are affreal. Let (M, z) be an affinization of M. Since R^{ren}_{N,M} ∘ R^{ren}_{M,N} = z^d id_{M⊗N} , we have a commutative diagram

^F_i(M) ∘ ^F_i(N)_{^F} i(R^{ren}_{M,N} ) // ^F_i(z)d ++ ^F_i(N) ∘ ^F_i(M)_{^F} i(R^{ren}_{N,M}) // ^F_i(M) ∘ ^F_i(N).

Since ^F_i(z) is a monomorphism, ^F_i(R^{ren}_{Mz ,N} ) and ^F_i(R^{ren}_{N,Mz} ) are non-zero. Note also that dim HOM ( F_i(M) ∘ F_i(N), F_i(N) ∘ F_i(M) ) = 1 by Proposition 8.7. It follows

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 89

that ^F_i(R^{ren}_{M,N} ) = z^aR^{ren}_{^Fi(M), ^Fi(N)} and ^F_i(R^{ren}_{N,M}) = z^bR^{ren}_{^Fi(N), ^Fi(M)}

for some a, b ∈ Z_{⩾0} up to constant multiples by Proposition 6.2 (ii).

Note also that ^F_i(M) is an affine object of F_i(M). Hence we have

Λ(M, N) = deg(R^{ren}_{M,N} ) = deg( ^F_i(R^{ren}_{M,N} )) ⩾ deg(R^{ren}_{^Fi(M), ^Fi(N)}) = Λ( ^F_i(M), ^F_i(N)),

and the equality deg( ^F_i(R^{ren}_{M,N} )) = deg(R^{ren}_{^Fi(M), ^Fi(N)}) holds if and only if deg(z^a) = 0; i.e., a = 0. In the case, we have

F_i(r_{M,N} ) = ^F_i(R^{ren}_{M,N} |_{z=0}) = ( ^F_i(R^{ren}_{M,N} ))|_{^Fi(z)=0} = r_{Fi(M),Fi(N)} ≠ 0

and hence M ∇ N ≃ Im F_i(r_{M,N} ) = Im r_{Fi(M),Fi(N)} ≃ F_i(M) ∇ F_i(N), which completes the proof. □

Lemma 10.4. Let m, n ∈ Z_{⩾0} and j ∈ I \ {i}, and let S = ⟨j^n⟩ ∇ ⟨i^m⟩. Set λ = nΛ_j − mΛ_i. Then we have (neglecting the degree shifts):

(i) s_j λ ≼ λ ≼ s_iλ and S ≃ M(s_jλ, s_iλ), (ii) ε_i(S) = max ( 0, m + n⟨h_i, α_j ⟩ ) , (iii) if m ⩾ −n⟨h_i, α_j⟩, then ⟨i⟩ commutes with S and ⟨j^n⟩∇⟨i^m⟩ ≃ ( ⟨j^n⟩∇⟨i^{−n⟨hi,αj ⟩}⟩ ) ∘ ⟨i^{m+n⟨hi,αj ⟩}⟩, (iv) if ⟨h_i, s_j λ⟩ = −n⟨h_i, α_j⟩−m ⩾ 0, then F_i(S) ≃ M(s_is_jλ, λ) ≃ ⟨i^{−m−n⟨hi,αj ⟩}⟩∇⟨j^n⟩. Proof. (i) We have ⟨h_i, s_iλ⟩ = m, ⟨h_j, λ⟩ = n and s_jλ = (s_js_i)(s_iλ). Hence we have S ≃ M(s_jλ, s_iλ). (ii) follows from [12, Proposition 2.16 (iii)].

(iii) follows from the fact that ψ_∗ ( M(s_is_jnΛ_j , nΛ_j) ) ≃ ⟨j^n⟩ ∇ ⟨i^{−n⟨hi,αj ⟩}⟩ commutes with ⟨i⟩ by [12, Proposition 2.16 (ii)].

90 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

(iv) We argue by induction on m. If m = 0, then F_i(S) = F_i(⟨j⟩^{∘n}) ≃ M(s_is_jΛ_j, Λ_j)^{∘n} ≃ M(s_is_jnΛ_j , nΛ_j) ≃ ⟨i^{−n⟨hi,αj ⟩}⟩ ∇ ⟨j^n⟩. Assume that m > 0. Set c = −⟨h_i, α_j⟩. Then we have F_i(S) ≃ F_i ( (⟨j^n⟩ ∇ ⟨i^{m−1}⟩) ∇ ⟨i⟩ ) ≃_∗ F_i(⟨j^n⟩ ∇ ⟨i^{m−1}⟩) ∇ F_i(⟨i⟩) ≃ ( ⟨i^{1−m+nc}⟩ ∇ ⟨j^n⟩ ) ∇ D ⟨i⟩ ≃ ( ⟨i⟩ ∇ (⟨i^{−m+nc}⟩ ∇ ⟨j^n⟩) ) ∇ D ⟨i⟩ ≃ ⟨i^{−m+nc}⟩ ∇ ⟨j^n⟩. Here the second isomorphism ≃_∗ follows from Lemma 10.3 and the fact that Λ ( ⟨j^n⟩ ∇ ⟨i^{m−1}⟩, ⟨i⟩ ) = Λ ( ⟨j^n⟩, ⟨i⟩ ) = −n(α_j , α_i) is equal to Λ ( F_i(⟨j^n⟩ ∇ ⟨i^{m−1}⟩), F_i(⟨i⟩) ) = Λ ( ⟨i^{1−m+nc}⟩ ∇ ⟨j^n⟩, D ⟨i⟩ ) =_{(1)} Λ ( ⟨i⟩, ⟨i^{1−m+nc}⟩ ∇ ⟨j^n⟩ ) = Λ(⟨i⟩, ⟨j^n⟩) = −n(α_i, α_j), where =_{(1)} follows from Lemma 6.30. □

Lemma 10.5. For w ∈ W such that s_iw > w, we have F_i ( M(wΛ, Λ) ) ≃ M(s_iwΛ, s_iΛ) for any Λ ∈ P_+.

In particular, we have F_i ( C_Λ ) ≃ C^∗_Λ for any Λ ∈ P_+.

Proof. Let us argue by induction on ℓ(w). If ℓ(w) ⩽ 1, it is obvious. Assume that ℓ(w) > 1. Take j ∈ I \ {i} such that s_jw < w.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 91

(i) Assume first that s_is_j w > s_j w. Set v = s_j w and n = ⟨h_j , vΛ⟩ ∈ Z_{⩾0} and m =

⟨h_i, vΛ⟩ ∈ Z_{⩾0}. Then we have wΛ = vΛ − nα_j and hence ⟨h_i, wΛ⟩ = m − n⟨h_i, α_j⟩ ∈ Z_{⩾0}. Then we have M(wΛ, vΛ) ≃ ⟨j^n⟩ and M(s_iwΛ, vΛ) ≃ ⟨i^{m−n⟨hi,αj ⟩}⟩∇⟨j^n⟩. We have M(s_iwΛ, s_ivΛ) ∇ M(s_ivΛ, vΛ) ≃ M(s_iwΛ, vΛ) ≃ ⟨i^{m−n⟨hi,αj ⟩}⟩ ∇ ⟨j^n⟩ ≃_∗ ( ⟨i^{−n⟨hi,αj ⟩}⟩ ∇ ⟨j^n⟩ ) ∘ ⟨i^m⟩ ≃ ( ⟨i^{−⟨hi,αj ⟩}⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩ )_{∘n} ∘ M(s_ivΛ, vΛ), where ≃_∗ follows from Lemma 10.4. Hence we have M(s_iwΛ, s_ivΛ) ≃ ( ⟨i^{−⟨hi,αj ⟩}⟩∇⟨j⟩ )_{∘n} , which implies that F_i ( M(wΛ, vΛ) ) ≃ M(s_iwΛ, s_ivΛ). On the other hand, [9, Proposition 4.6] implies that both Λ ( M(wΛ, vΛ), M(vΛ, Λ) ) and Λ ( M(s_iwΛ, s_ivΛ), M(s_ivΛ, s_iΛ) ) are equal to −(wΛ − vΛ, vΛ − Λ). Therefore, by

Lemma 10.3, we obtain F_i ( M(wΛ, Λ) ) ≃ F_i ( M(wΛ, vΛ) ∇ M(vΛ, Λ) ) ≃ F_i ( M(wΛ, vΛ) ) ∇ F_i ( M(vΛ, Λ) ) ≃ M(s_iwΛ, s_ivΛ) ∇ M(s_ivΛ, s_iΛ) ≃ M(s_iwΛ, s_iΛ).

(ii) Assume that s_is_jw < s_jw. Set v = s_is_j w. Then we have s_iv > v, ℓ(v) < ℓ(w) and

hence by induction hypothesis, F_i ( M(vΛ, Λ) ) ≃ M(s_ivΛ, s_iΛ). Note that M(wΛ, vΛ) ≃ ⟨j^n⟩ ∇ ⟨i^m⟩ where n = ⟨h_j, s_ivΛ⟩, m = ⟨h_i, vΛ⟩. Since Λ(⟨j^n⟩, ⟨i^m⟩) = −nm(α_j , α_i) and Λ ( (⟨i^{−⟨hi,αj ⟩}⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩)^{∘n}, D (⟨i^m⟩) ) = Λ ( ⟨i^m⟩, (⟨i^{−⟨hi,αj ⟩}⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩)^{∘n} ) = −nm(α_j , α_i)

92 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

are equal, we have

F_i(M(wΛ, vΛ)) ≃ ( ⟨i^{−⟨hi,αj ⟩}⟩ ∇ ⟨j⟩ )_{∘n} ∇ D ⟨i^m⟩ ≃ ( ⟨i^m⟩ ∇ ( ⟨i^{−m−n⟨hi,αj ⟩}⟩ ∇ ⟨j^n⟩ )) ∇ D ⟨i^m⟩ ≃ ⟨i^{−m−n⟨hi,αj ⟩}⟩ ∇ ⟨j^n⟩ ≃ M(s_iwλ, s_ivΛ). Note that ⟨h_i, wΛ⟩ = −m − n⟨h_i, α_j ⟩ ⩾ 0. Since Λ ( M(wΛ, vΛ), M(vΛ, Λ) ) and Λ ( M(s_iwΛ, s_ivΛ), M(s_ivΛ, s_iλ) ) are equal to −(wΛ−

vΛ, vΛ − Λ), we have F_i ( M(wΛ, Λ) ) ≃ F_i ( M(wΛ, vΛ) ∇ M(vΛ, Λ) ) ≃ F_i ( M(wΛ, vΛ) ) ∇ F_i ( M(vΛ, Λ) ) ≃ M(s_iwΛ, s_ivΛ) ∇ M(s_ivΛ, s_iΛ) ≃ M(s_iwΛ, s_iΛ). □ Lemma 10.6. Let w, v ∈ W such that v ⩽ w and s_iv > v, s_iw > w. Then, we have F_i ( M(wΛ, vΛ) ) ≃ M(s_iwΛ, s_ivΛ) for any Λ ∈ P_+.

Proof. By the preceding lemma, we have

M(s_iwΛ, s_ivΛ) ∇ M(s_ivΛ, s_iΛ) ≃ M(s_iwΛ, s_iΛ) ≃ F_i ( M(wΛ, Λ) ) ≃ F_i ( M(wΛ, vΛ) ∇ M(vΛ, Λ) ) ≃_∗ F_i ( M(wΛ, vΛ) ) ∇ F_i ( M(vΛ, Λ ) ≃ F_i ( M(wΛ, vΛ) ) ∇ M(s_ivΛ, s_iΛ), where ≃_∗ holds by Lemma 10.3. Hence we have F_i ( M(wΛ, vΛ) ) ≃ M(s_iwΛ, s_ivΛ). □

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 93

Proposition 10.7. If M is a simple module in C_{siw0} , then F_i(M) is a simple module in C^∗_{siw0} . Moreover the functor F_i induces a bijection between the set of classes of simple modules in C_{siw0} and that of C^∗_{siw0} .

Proof. Let w_0 = s_{i1} s_{i2} · · · s_{il−1} s_{il} be a reduced expression of w_0 with i_1 = i. Set

V_k := M(s_{i2} · · · s_{ik} Λ_{ik} , s_{i2} · · · s_{ik−1} Λ_{ik} ) for 2 ⩽ k ⩽ l and S_k := M(s_{i1} s_{i2} · · · s_{ik} Λ_{ik} , s_{i1} s_{i2} · · · s_{ik−1} Λ_{ik} ) for 1 ⩽ k ⩽ l.

(10.8)

Then by Lemma 10.6, we have

F_i(V_k) = S_k for 2 ⩽ k ⩽ l.

Note that K(C_{siw0} )|_{q=1} is the polynomial ring Z[ [V_2], . . . , [V_l] ] and K(C_{w0} )|_{q=1} is the polynomial ring Z[ [S_1], [S_2], . . . , [S_l] ], where K(C_{w0} ) denotes the Grothendieck ring of the abelian monoidal category C_{w0} and K(C_{w0} )|_{q=1} := K(C_{w0} )/(q − 1)K(C_{w0} ).

Recall that for any simple M in C_{w0} = R-gmod, there exists a unique (a_1, . . . , a_l) ∈ Z^l_{⩾0} such that S^{∘al}_l ∘ S^{∘al−1}_{l−1} ∘ · · · ∘ S^{∘a1}_1 has a simple head isomorphic to M up to a grading shift. Since E^∗_i (S_k) = 0 for 2 ⩽ k ⩽ l and S_1 = L(i), the simple module M belongs to C^∗_{siw0} if and only if a_1 = 0. Hence the ring K(C^∗_{siw0} )|_{q=1} is the polynomial ring Z[ [S_2], . . . , [S_l] ].

It follows that the ring homomorphism [F_i]: K(C_{siwo} )|_{q=1} → K( ~C^∗_{siw0} )|_{q=1} is an isomorphism. In particular, for any non-zero module M, F_i(M) is non-zero, and [F_i] induces a bijection between the set of simple modules in C_{siw0} and that of C^∗_{siw0} . □

For a simple R(β)-module M, set wt(M) = −β, ~F_i(M) = L(i) ∇ M, ~E_i(M) = hd(E_i (M)), ε_i(M) = max{k ⩾ 0 | E_i^kM ≄ 0}, φ_i(M) = ε_i(M) + ⟨h_i, wt(M)⟩, ~F^∗_i (M) = M ∇ L(i), ~E^∗_i (M) = hd(E^∗_i (M)), ε^∗_i (M) = max{k ⩾ 0 | E^∗_i^kM ≄ 0}, φ^∗_i (M) = ε^∗_i (M) + ⟨h_i, wt(M)⟩.

94 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Here we denote by M its isomorphism class (as ungraded module) for simplicity. Then the set of isomorphism classes of self-dual simple modules in R-gmod together with (wt, ~E_i, ~F_i, ε_i, φ_i) forms a g-crystal which is isomorphic to the crystal basis B(∞) of U^−_q (g) ([19]).

On the other hand, Yoshihisa Saito ([24]) defined the isomorphism {b ∈ B(∞) | ε_i(b) = 0} ∼−→{b ∈ B(∞) | ε^∗_i (b) = 0} given by b → ~f^{φ∗i (b)}_i ~e^{∗ ε∗i (b)}_i b. Hence, to a simple M ∈ R-gmod with ε_i(M) = 0, we can associate a simple module σ_i(M) := ~F^{φ∗i (M)}_i ~E^{∗ ε∗i (M)}_i M which satisfies ε^∗_i ( σ_i(M) ) = 0. We call it the Saito reflection of M with respect to i (cf. [24, 15, 16]).

Proposition 10.8. Let M be a simple module in C_{siw0} . Then F_i(M) ≃ σ_i(M) as an ungraded module.

Proof. By [25, Corollary 2.26], it is enough to show that F_i(V_k) ≃ S_k ≃ σ_i(V_k) for 2 ⩽ k ⩽ l, where V_k and S_k are the modules in (10.8).

Let M be a simple module in R-gmod with ε_i(M) = 0. Then, we have σ_i(M) = ~F^{φ∗i (M)}_i ~E^{∗ ε∗i (M)}_i M ≃ ~E^{∗ s−⟨hi,wt(M)⟩} i ~F^s_i M for any s ⩾ φ^∗_i (M) by [12, Proposition 2.16, Theorem 2.17]. Let 2 ⩽ k ⩽ l and λ = s_{i2} · · · s_{ik−1} Λ_{ik} , μ = s_{i2} · · · s_{ik} Λ_{ik} so that V_k = M(λ, μ). Then ⟨h_i, λ⟩ ⩾ 0, ⟨h_i, μ⟩ ⩾ 0 and φ^∗_i (V_k) = ε^∗_i (V_k) + ⟨h_i, wt(V_k)⟩ ⩽ ⟨h_i, μ⟩ + ⟨h_i, λ − μ⟩ = ⟨h_i, λ⟩, where the middle inequality follows from [8, Lemma 9.1.5].

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 95

Hence by taking s = ⟨h_i, λ⟩, we have σ_i(V_k) ≃ ~E^{∗ s−⟨hi,wt(Vk )⟩} i ~F^s_i M(λ, μ) = ~E^{∗ ⟨hi,μ⟩}_i ~F^{⟨hi,λ⟩}_i M(λ, μ) ≃ ~E^{∗ ⟨hi,μ⟩} i M(s_iλ, μ) ≃ M(s_iλ, s_iμ) ≃ S_k, as desired. □ Lemma 10.9. For any j ∈ I, we have Λ(M(s_iw_0Λ, Λ), ⟨j⟩) = Λ(M(w_0Λ, s_iΛ), K_j).

Proof. We have Λ(M(s_iw_0Λ, Λ), ⟨j⟩) = (s_iw_0Λ+Λ, α_j) by [11, (5.1)] and Λ(M(w_0Λ, s_iΛ), K_j) = (w_0Λ + s_iΛ, s_iα_j) by [11, Proposition 3.27]. □ Proposition 10.10. The functor F_i : R-gmod → ~C^∗_{siw0} factors through ~C_{siw0} : R-gmod Q_{siw0} fflffl F_i &&NN NNN NNN NNN N ~C_{siw0 Si} // ~C ∗_{siw0} . Proof. By Lemma 10.6, we have F_i(C_Λ) ≃ C^∗_Λ for any Λ ∈ P_+. By the universal property of localization ([11, Theorem 2.7]), it remains to show that F_i(R_{CΛ} (X)): F_i(C_Λ) ∘ F_i(X) → F_i(X) ∘ F_i(C_Λ) is an isomorphism for any X ∈ R-gmod and Λ ∈ P_+.

Note that (a) if F_i(R_{CΛ} (M)) and F_i(R_{CΛ} (N)) are isomorphisms for M, N ∈ R-gmod, then so is F_i(R_{CΛ} (M ∘ N)).

(b) for a morphism f : M → N, if F_i(R_{CΛ} (M)), F_i(R_{CΛ} (N)) are isomorphisms, then so is F_i(R_{CΛ} (Coker(f))), (c) for an exact sequence 0 → L → M → N → 0, if F_i(R_{CΛ} (L)) and F_i(R_{CΛ} (N)) are isomorphism, then so is F_i(R_{CΛ} (M)).

Thus it is enough to show that F_i(R_{CΛ} (⟨j⟩)) is an isomorphism for any j ∈ I and it follows from Lemma 10.3 and Lemma 10.9. □

96 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

Theorem 10.11. The monoidal functor S_i : ~C_{siw0} → ~C^∗_{siw0} is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. We can define F^∗_i : R-gmod → ~C_{siw0} by the Schur-Weyl datum {^K^∗_j }_{j∈I} where

K^∗_j = ψ_∗(K_j ) ≃ { D^{−1} ( Q_{siw0} (⟨i⟩) ) ≃ C^{−1}_i ∘ (E^∗_i C_i) if j = i, ⟨j⟩ ∇ ⟨i^{−⟨hi,αj ⟩}⟩ if j ≠ i, and ^K^∗_j = ψ_∗(^K_j) ≃ { D_{aff}^{−1} ( Q_{siw0} (⟨i⟩_{zi} ) ) if j = i, ( ⟨j⟩ ∇ ⟨i^{−⟨hi,αj ⟩}⟩ ) z_j if j ≠ i.

Here the functor Q_{siw0} : Pro(R-gmod) → Pro( ~C_{siw0} ) is induced by Q_{siw0} : R-gmod → ~C_{siw0} . Then, the functor F ∗_i : R-gmod → ~C_{siw0} factors through ~C ∗_{siw0} : R-gmod Q^∗_{siw0} fflffl F^∗_i &&NN NNN NNN NNN N ~C ∗_{siw0 S ∗} i // ~C_{siw0} . Note that F^∗_i is isomorphic to the composition R-gmod^{ψ∗}−−→ R-gmod^{Fi}−−→ ~C^∗_{siw0}^{ψ∗}−−→ ~C_{siw0} . We claim that the composition Modg_{coh}(R) −→ Pro(R-gmod)^{Pro(Q} ∗ siw0 ) −−−−−−−→ Pro( ~C_{siw0} )^{Pro(S ∗i )}−−−−−−→ Pro( ~C_{siw0} )^{Pro(Si)}−−−−−→ Pro( ~C^∗_{siw0} ) is isomorphic to the functor associated with the duality datum ({Q^∗_{siw0} (⟨j⟩_{zj} )}_{j∈I} , {R^{ren}_Q∗_{siw0 (⟨j⟩zj ),Q}∗_{siw0 (⟨k⟩zk )}}_{j,k∈I}) which is of type C. Then by restriction to R-gmod, we have S_i ∘ S^∗_i ∘ Q^∗_{siw0} ≃ Q^∗_{siw0} , and by the universal property of the functor Q^∗_{siw0} , we get S_i ∘S^∗_i ≃ id_{~Csiw0} , as desired.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 97

By Lemma 7.7, it is enough to show that (S_i ∘ S^∗_i ∘ Q^∗_{siw0} )(⟨j⟩_{zj} ) ≃ Q^∗_{siw0} (⟨j⟩_z) for all j ∈ I. Since (S_i ∘ S^∗_i ∘ Q^∗_{siw0} )(⟨j⟩_{zj} ) ≃ (S_i ∘ F^∗_i )(⟨j⟩_{zj} ) ≃ S_i(^K^∗_j ), it is enough to show

S_i(^K^∗_j ) ≃ Q^∗_{siw0} (⟨j⟩_{zj} ) for all j ∈ I up to a grading shift.

(10.9)

If j = i, then we have

S_i(^K^∗_i ) = S_i(D_{aff}^{−1}(Q_{siw0} (⟨i⟩_{zi} ))) ≃ D_{aff}^{−1}(S_i(Q_{siw0} (⟨i⟩_{zi} ))) ≃ D_{aff}^{−1}(F_i(⟨i⟩_{zi} )) ≃ D_{aff}^{−1}(^K_i) ≃ Q^∗_{siw0} (⟨i⟩_{zi} ).

When ⟨h_i, α_j⟩ = 0, (10.9) is trivial. If ⟨h_i, α_j⟩ = −1, then we have ^K^∗_j ≃ ⟨j⟩_{zj} ∇_{zj} ⟨i⟩_{zcj} , where c = −⟨h_j , α_i⟩ ∈ Z_{⩾1}. Thus we have an epimorphism S_i(⟨j⟩_{zj} ∘_{zj} ⟨i⟩_zc_j ) ↠ S_i(^K^∗_j ). On the other hand, we have S_i(⟨j⟩_{zj} ∘_{zj} ⟨i⟩_zc_j ) ≃ S_i(⟨j⟩_{zj} ) ∘_{zj} S_i(⟨i⟩_zc_j ) ≃ ^K_j ∘_{zj} ^K_i|_{zi=z}c_j ↠ ⟨j⟩_{zj} , where the last epimorphism is the one in (10.4). Hence we have S_i(^K^∗_j ) ≃ ⟨j⟩_{zj} by Proposition 6.25.

If ⟨h_i, α_j⟩ > 1, then then we have ^K^∗_j |_{zj =wc} ≃ ⟨j⟩_{wc} ∇_w L ≃ ⟨j⟩_{wc} ∇_w (⟨i⟩_w ∘_w L^′), where c = −⟨h_i, α_j⟩ and L, L^′ are the ones in (10.5). Hence there is an epimorphism S_i(⟨j⟩_wc ) ∘_w S_i(⟨i⟩_w) ∘_w S_i(L^′) ↠ S (^K^∗_j |_{zj =w}c ).

98 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

On the other hand, by (10.6) we have S_i(⟨j⟩_wc ) ∘_w S_i(⟨i⟩_w) ∘_w S_i(L^′) ≃ (^K_j |_{zj =w}c ∘_w ^K_i|_{zi=w}) ∘_w S_i(L^′)

(10.6)// //

(L^′ ∇_w ⟨j⟩_wc ) ∘_w S_i(L^′) ↠ (L^′ ∇_w ⟨j⟩_wc ) ∇_w S_i(L^′) ≃ ⟨j⟩_wc ,

where the last isomorphism follows from that S_i(L^′) ≃ D_{aff}(L^′). Hence we have S_i(^K^∗_j ) ≃ ⟨j⟩_{zj} by Proposition 6.25, as desired. □

Conjecture 10.12. The monoidal functor S_i : ~C_{siw0} → ~C^∗_{siw0} induces an equivalence of categories C_{siw0} → C^∗_{siw0} .

We know already that S_i sends simples in C_{siw0} to simples in C^∗_{siw0} . However, we do not know S_i(C_{siw0} ) ⊂ C^∗_{siw0} . Remark that C^∗_{siw0} is not stable by extensions in ~C^∗_{siw0} (see Remark 8.6).

Remark 10.13. In the A_2-case, we have d(K_j , K_k) = 0 ≠ d(⟨j⟩, ⟨k⟩). We define F_i as follows. Take I = {1, 2}, Q_{1,2}(t_1.t_2) = t_1 − t_2 and i = 1. Then s_iw_0 = s_2s_1.

The renormalized R-matrix R^{ren}_{j,k} : ⟨j⟩_{zj} ∘ ⟨k⟩_{zk} → ⟨k⟩_{zk} ∘ ⟨j⟩_{zk} is given by ⟨j⟩_{zj} ⊠ ⟨k⟩_{zk} → τ_1 ( ⟨k⟩_{zk} ⊠⟨j⟩_{zk} ) for j ≠ k. Since d(K_1, K_2) = 0, we can choose R_{j,k} : ^K_j ∘ ^K_k → ^K_k ∘ ^K_j (j ≠ k) such that R_{j,k} ∘R_{k,j} = id_{^Kk} ∘_{^Kj} . Then, we define F_1 : R-gmod → ~C ∗_{siw0} by: F_1(⟨j⟩_{zj} ) = ^K_j (j = 1, 2), F_1(R^{ren}_{1,2} ) = Q_{1,2}(z_1, z_2)R_{1,2} and F_1(R^{ren}_{2,1} ) = R_{2,1}.

Then it induces an equivalence S_1 : ~C_{siw0} ∼−→ ~C^∗_{siw0} .

Set ⟨12⟩ := ⟨1⟩ ∇ ⟨2⟩ and ⟨21⟩ := ⟨2⟩ ∇ ⟨1⟩.

Note that Q_{siw0} (⟨1⟩) ≃ ⟨2⟩ ∘ ⟨21⟩^{−1}, Q_{siw0} (⟨12⟩) ≃ 0. The functor F_1 sends: ⟨1⟩ −→ ⟨2⟩ ∘ ⟨12⟩^{−1}, ⟨2⟩ −→ ⟨12⟩, ⟨12⟩ −→ 0, ⟨21⟩ −→ ⟨2⟩.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 99

11. Examples of F_i Let us give examples of F_i. We ignore grading shifts.

11.1. F_i : R-gmod → ~C^∗_{siw0} .

11.1.1. A_2. i = 1 ⟨1⟩ → ⟨2⟩ ∘ ⟨12⟩^{−1} ⟨2⟩ → ⟨12⟩ ⟨12⟩ → 0 ⟨21⟩ → ⟨2⟩ 11.1.2. A_3.

(i) i = 1. ⟨1⟩ → ⟨23⟩ ∘ ⟨123⟩^{−1} ⟨2⟩ → ⟨12⟩ ⟨3⟩ → ⟨3⟩

⟨12⟩ → ⟨2312⟩ ∘ ⟨123⟩^{−1} ⟨21⟩ → ⟨2⟩ ⟨23⟩ → ⟨123⟩ ⟨32⟩ → ⟨132⟩

⟨132⟩ → ⟨3⟩ ∘ ⟨2132⟩ ∘ ⟨123⟩^{−1} ⟨213⟩ → ⟨23⟩ ⟨123⟩ → 0 ⟨321⟩ → ⟨32⟩ ⟨2132⟩ → ⟨2132⟩ ⟨321⟩^{−1} ∘ ⟨32⟩ → ⟨1⟩

(ii) i = 2. ⟨1⟩ → ⟨21⟩ ⟨2⟩ → ⟨13⟩ ∘ ⟨213⟩^{−1} ⟨3⟩ → ⟨23⟩

⟨12⟩ → ⟨1⟩ ⟨21⟩ → ⟨1⟩ ∘ ⟨321⟩ ∘ ⟨213⟩^{−1} ⟨23⟩ → ⟨3⟩ ∘ ⟨123⟩ ∘ ⟨213⟩^{−1} ⟨32⟩ → ⟨3⟩

⟨132⟩ → ⟨213⟩ ⟨213⟩ → ⟨123⟩ ∘ ⟨321⟩ ∘ ⟨213⟩^{−1} ⟨123⟩ → ⟨123⟩ ⟨321⟩ → ⟨321⟩ ⟨2132⟩ → 0

100 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

11.1.3. C_2. ∘ ks ∘ 1 2 (i) i = 1. ⟨1⟩ → ⟨2⟩ ∘ ⟨12⟩^{−1} ⟨2⟩ → ⟨1^22⟩ ⟨12⟩ → ⟨21^22⟩ ∘ ⟨12⟩^{−1} ⟨21⟩ → ⟨12⟩

⟨1^22⟩ → ⟨2⟩ ∘ ⟨21^22⟩ ∘ ⟨12⟩^{−2} ⟨21^2⟩ → ⟨2⟩ ⟨121⟩ → 0 ⟨21^22⟩ → ⟨21^22⟩

(ii) i = 2.

⟨1⟩ → ⟨21⟩ ⟨2⟩ → ⟨1^2⟩ ∘ ⟨21^2⟩^{−1} ⟨12⟩ → ⟨1⟩ ⟨21⟩ → ⟨1⟩ ∘ ⟨121⟩ ∘ ⟨21^2⟩^{−1}

⟨1^22⟩ → ⟨21^2⟩ ⟨21^2⟩ → ⟨121⟩^2 ∘ ⟨21^2⟩^{−1} ⟨121⟩ → ⟨121⟩ ⟨21^22⟩ → 0

11.2. F_i : ~C_{w0} → ~C_{w0} .

11.2.1. A_2. i = 12, i.e. F_1F_2: ⟨1⟩ → D ⟨2⟩ = ⟨1⟩ ∘ ⟨21⟩^{−1} ⟨2⟩ → D ⟨1⟩ = ⟨2⟩ ∘ ⟨12⟩^{−1} ⟨12⟩ → ⟨21⟩^{−1} ⟨21⟩ → ⟨12⟩^{−1}

11.2.2. A_3.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 101 ⟨1⟩ → ⟨21⟩ ⟨2⟩ → ⟨132⟩ ∘ ⟨2132⟩^{−1} ⟨3⟩ → ⟨23⟩

⟨12⟩ → ⟨1⟩ ⟨21⟩ → ⟨12⟩ ∘ ⟨321⟩ ∘ ⟨2132⟩^{−1} ⟨23⟩ → ⟨32⟩ ∘ ⟨123⟩ ∘ ⟨2132⟩^{−1} ⟨32⟩ → ⟨3⟩

⟨132⟩ → ⟨213⟩ ⟨213⟩ → ⟨2⟩ ∘ ⟨123⟩ ∘ ⟨321⟩ ∘ ⟨2132⟩^{−1} ⟨123⟩ → ⟨123⟩ ⟨321⟩ → ⟨321⟩ ⟨2132⟩ → ⟨123⟩ ∘ ⟨321⟩ ∘ ⟨2132⟩^{−1} (ii) i = 13 ⟨1⟩ → D 1 = ⟨23⟩ ∘ ⟨123⟩^{−1} ⟨2⟩ → ⟨132⟩ ⟨3⟩ → D 3 = ⟨21⟩ ∘ ⟨321⟩^{−1}

⟨12⟩ → ⟨3⟩ ∘ ⟨2132⟩ ∘ ⟨123⟩^{−1} ⟨21⟩ → ⟨32⟩ ⟨23⟩ → ⟨12⟩ ⟨32⟩ → ⟨1⟩ ∘ ⟨2132⟩ ∘ ⟨321⟩^{−1}

⟨132⟩ → ⟨213⟩ ∘ ⟨2132⟩ ∘ ⟨123⟩^{−1} ∘ ⟨321⟩^{−1} ⟨213⟩ → ⟨2⟩ ⟨123⟩ → ⟨2132⟩ ∘ ⟨123⟩^{−1} ⟨321⟩ → ⟨2132⟩ ∘ ⟨321⟩^{−1} ⟨2132⟩ → ⟨2132⟩

11.2.3. C_2. ∘ ks ∘ 1 2 (i) i = 1.

⟨1⟩ → ⟨21⟩ ∘ ⟨121⟩^{−1} ⟨2⟩ → ⟨1^22⟩ ⟨12⟩ → ⟨1⟩ ∘ ⟨21^22⟩ ∘ ⟨121⟩^{−1} ⟨21⟩ → ⟨12⟩

⟨1^22⟩ → ⟨21^2⟩ ∘ ⟨21^22⟩ ∘ ⟨121⟩^{−2} ⟨21^2⟩ → ⟨2⟩ ⟨121⟩ → ⟨21^22⟩ ∘ ⟨121⟩^{−1} ⟨21^22⟩ → ⟨21^22⟩

(ii) i = 2.

102 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

⟨1⟩ → ⟨21⟩ ⟨2⟩ → ⟨1^22⟩ ∘ ⟨21^22⟩^{−1} ⟨12⟩ → ⟨1⟩ ⟨21⟩ → ⟨12⟩ ∘ ⟨121⟩ ∘ ⟨21^22⟩^{−1}

⟨1^22⟩ → ⟨21^2⟩ ⟨21^2⟩ → ⟨2⟩ ∘ ⟨121⟩^2 ∘ ⟨21^22⟩^{−1} ⟨121⟩ → ⟨121⟩ ⟨21^22⟩ → ⟨121⟩^2 ∘ ⟨21^22⟩^{−1}

(S_1 ∘ S_2)^2 ≃ (S_2 ∘ S_1)^2.

References

[1] V. Chari and A. Pressley, A Guide to Quantum Groups, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1994.

[2] N. Chriss and V. Ginzburg, Representation theory and complex geometry, Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 1997.

[3] P. Etingof, S. Gelaki, D. Nikshych and V. Ostrik, Tensor Categories, Mathematical Surveys and Monographs, 205, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2015. xvi+343 pp.

[4] P. Etingof and A. A. Moura, Elliptic central characters and blocks of finite dimensional representations of quantum affine algebras, Represent. Theory 7 (2003), 346–373.

[5] M. Kashiwara, On level zero representations of quantum affine algebras, Duke. Math. J. 112 (2002), 117–175.

[6] S.-J. Kang, M. Kashiwara, M. Kim and S.-j. Oh, Simplicity of heads and socles of tensor products, Compos. Math. 151 (2015), no. 2, 377–396.

[7] S.-J. Kang, M. Kashiwara and M. Kim, Symmetric quiver Hecke algebras and R-matrices of quantum affine algebras, Invent. math. 211 (2018), 591–685, arXiv:1304.0323 v3.

[8] , Monoidal categorification of cluster algebras, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 31 (2018), no. 2, 349–426.

[9] M. Kashiwara, M. Kim, S.-j. Oh, and E. Park, Monoidal categories associated with strata of flag manifolds, Adv. Math. 328 (2018), 959–1009.

[10] , Monoidal categorification and quantum affine algebras, Compos. Math. 156 (2020), no.

5, 1039–1077.

[11] , Localizations for quiver Hecke algebras, Pure Appl. Math. Q. 17 (2021), no. 4, 1465–1548. [12] , Localizations for quiver Hecke algebras II, Proc. London Math. Soc. (4) 127 (2023) 1134–1184.

AFFINIZATIONS, R-MATRICES AND REFLECTION FUNCTORS 103

[13] M. Kashiwara and E. Park, Affinizations and R-matrices for quiver Hecke algebras, J. Eur. Math.

Soc. 20, (2018), 1161–1193.

[14] M. Kashiwara and P. Schapira, Categories and Sheaves, Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wissenschaften, vol. 332, Springer-Verlag, Berlin (2006).

[15] S. Kato, Poincaré-Birkhoff-Witt bases and Khovanov-Lauda-Rouquier algebras Duke Math. J.

163 (2014), no. 3, 619–663.

[16] , On the monoidality of Saito reflection functors, Int. Math. Res. Not. 2020, no. 22, 8600– 8623.

[17] M. Khovanov and A. Lauda, A diagrammatic approach to categorification of quantum groups I, Represent. Theory 13 (2009), 309–347.

[18] , A diagrammatic approach to categorification of quantum groups II, Trans. Amer. Math.

Soc. 363 (2011), 2685–2700.

[19] A. Lauda and M. Vazirani, Crystals from categorified quantum groups, Adv. Math. 228 (2011), no. 2, 803–861.

[20] G. Lusztig, Introduction to Quantum Groups, Progr. Math. 110 Birkhäuser, 1993. [21] P. J. McNamara, Finite dimensional representations of Khovanov-Lauda-Rouquier algebras I:

Finite type J. reine angew. Math. 707 (2015), 103–124.

[22] , Monoidality of Kato’s reflection functors, arXiv:1712.00173v1. [23] R. Rouquier, 2-Kac–Moody algebras, arXiv:0812.5023v1.

[24] Y. Saito, PBW basis of quantized universal enveloping algebras, Publ. Res. Inst. Math. Sci. 30, (1994), no. 2, 209–232.

[25] P. Tingley and B. Webster, Mirković-Vilonen polytopes and Khovanov-Lauda-Rouquier algebras, Compos. Math. 152 (2016), no. 8, 1648–1696.

104 M. KASHIWARA, M. KIM, S.-J. OH, AND E. PARK

(M. Kashiwara) Kyoto University Institute for Advanced Study, Research Institute for Mathematical Sciences, Kyoto University, Kyoto 606-8502, Japan & Korea Institute for Advanced Study, Seoul 02455, Korea

Email address, M. Kashiwara: masaki@kurims.kyoto-u.ac.jp

(M. Kim) Department of Mathematics, Kyung Hee University, Seoul 02447, Korea Email address, M. Kim: mkim@khu.ac.kr

(S.-j. Oh) Department of Mathematics, Sungkyunkwan University, Suwon 16419 , Korea

Email address, S.-j. Oh: sejin092@gmail.com

(E. Park) Department of Mathematics, University of Seoul, Seoul 02504, Korea Email address, E. Park: epark@uos.ac.kr