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LOCALIZATIONS FOR QUIVER HECKE ALGEBRAS II

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

ABSTRACT. We prove that the localization %Z, of the monoidal category %, is rigid, and
the category %,,, admits a localization via a real commuting family of central objects.

For a quiver Hecke algebra R and an element w in the Weyl group, the subcategory %,
of the category R-gmod of finite-dimensional graded R-modules categorifies the quantum
unipotent coordinate ring A,(n(w)). In the previous paper, we constructed a monoidal
category %, such that it contains €, and the objects {M(wA;,A;) | i € I'} corresponding
to the frozen variables are invertible. In this paper, we show that there is a monoidal
equivalence between the category %. and (ngfl)mv. Together with the already known
left-rigidity of ‘éﬂ, it follows that the monoidal category %Nw is rigid.

If v < w in the Bruhat order, there is a subcategory %, , of €, which categorifies the
doubly-invariant algebra ¥ (WC[N]N(®). We prove that the family (M(wAs, vA;)), or of
simple R-module forms a real commuting family of graded central objects in the category
Gw,v so that there is a localization ‘Jz,w of Gw,» in which M(wA;,vA;) are invertible. Since
the localization of the algebra /(w)(C[N N by the family of the isomorphism classes of
M(wA;,vA;) is isomorphic to the coordinate ring C[R,, ] of the open Richardson variety
associated with w and v, the localization (éu,v categorifies the coordinate ring C[Ry, ).
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INTRODUCTION

In the previous work [13], we developed a general procedure for localizations of monoidal
categories and studied in detail the case that the categories consist of modules over quiver
Hecke algebras. This paper is a continuation of [13]. Roughly speaking, the localization of
a monoidal category in [13] is a procedure to find a larger monoidal category in which the
prescribed objects are invertible. Let k be a commutative ring. For a k-linear monoidal
category T, a pair (C, R¢) of an object C' and a natural transformation R¢o: (C ® —) —
(—® C) is called a braider in T if R¢ is compatible with the tensor product ®. A family
{(Ci, R¢,)} of braiders in T is called a real commuting family if Re,(C;) € k*ide,gc, and
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R¢,(Cj) o R, (C;) € k*idg;ec,- Then one can construct a k-linear monoidal category
(T,®,1) and a monoidal functor ®: 7 — T such that the object ®(C;) are invertible and
the morphisms ®(R¢,(X)): ¢(C;) @ ¢(X) — &(X) ® ®(C;) are isomorphisms for all i and
all X € T. Moreover the pair (%, ®) is universal with respect to these properties. By the
construction, any object in 7T is of the form X (®;C2%) for some X € T and a; € Z. There
is also a graded version of localization. Assume that a graded monoidal category 7 has a
decomposition T = P, ., Tx for some abelian group A, which is compatible with ®, and
the grading shift operator ¢. Then one can define the notion of graded braider (C, R¢, ¢¢),
where ¢: A — Z is a group homomorphism and Ro(X) € Homs(C ® X, ¢*MNX ® O) for
X € T,. For a real commuting family of graded braiders in 7T, there exists a monoidal
category T and a functor ®: 7 — T which have the same properties as in the ungraded
cases.

One of the motivations to develop such a general procedure is to localize monoidal cat-
egories consisting of modules over quiver Hecke algebras. Let g be a symmetrizable Kac-
Moody algebra and Q. the root lattice of g. The quiver Hecke algebra associated with g is a
family {R(8)}secq, of Z-graded associative algebras over k such that the Grothendieck ring
K (R-gmod) is isomorphic to the quantum unipotent coordinate ring A,(n) which is isomor-
phic to the dual (U] (g))* of the half of the quantum group U,(g) ([15, 22]). Here R-gmod
denotes the direct sum of the categories of finite-dimensional graded R(f)-modules. For an
R(B)-module M and an R()-module N, the convolution product MoN is the R(S + 7)-
module induced from the R(8) ® R(7y)-module M ® N through the (non-unital) algebra
embedding R(f8) ® R(v) — R(S + ). The category R-gmod together with the convolution
product is a monoidal category and the convolution product corresponds to the multipli-
cation of the algebra A (n). One of main advantages in the case 7 = R-gmod is that
for any simple module C in R-gmod, there exists a unique non-degenerate graded braider
(C,Rc, ¢c). Here a braider is non-degenerate if Reo(L(7)) doesn’t vanish for any ¢, where
L(7) denotes the unique graded simple module over R(«a;) and {e; | ¢ € I} is the set of sim-
ple roots of g. Hence one can consider localizations for various monoidal subcategories of
R-gmod.

For an element w in the Weyl group W of g, there is a subalgebra A,(n(w)) of A,(n) called
the quantum unipotent coordinate ring associated with w whose limit at ¢ = 1 becomes the
coordinate ring of the unipotent subgroup N (w) associated with w. Note that the Lie algebra

of N(w) is n(w) : =  ga, where Ay is the set of positive/negative roots of g. The algebra
aEALNWA_

A,(n(w)) is interesting since it equips a quantum cluster algebra structure ([1, 2, 3]). We
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denote the set of frozen variables by {D(wA;, A;)}ier. Note that the element D(wA;, A;) is
not invertible in the algebra A,(n(w)). If one localizes A,(n(w)) at the set {D(wA;, A;) }ier,
then one gets a g-deformation A,(N") of the coordinate ring C[N"], where N* denotes the
unipotent cell associated with w which can be identified with an open subset of N(w) (De
Concini-Procesi isomorphism, see [18, Theorem 4.13]). Now one can naturally associate the
algebra A,(n(w)) with a full subcategory %, of R-gmod whose Grothendieck ring K (%)
is isomorphic to A,(n(w)). It is interesting not only that the Grothendieck ring is isomor-
phic to A,(n(w)), but also the category %, reflects the quantum cluster algebra structure on
A,(n(w)). Indeed, every cluster monomial in A,(n(w)) corresponds to a real simple module in
%, provided g is symmetric and k is a field of characteristic zero ([7]). Now the localization
at the category level is exactly as one might imagine: each element D(wA;, A;) corresponds
to a simple module M(wA;, A;) in €, and the set (M(wA;, A;), RmwasA,), A, )icr forms a
real commuting family of graded braiders in %, ([13, Proposition 5.1]). Hence the local-
ization ‘JZJ of €, with respect to the family categorifies the ¢-deformation A,(N™) of the
coordinate ring C[N"] of the unipotent cell N* ([13, Corollary 5.4]). We emphasize that the
set (M(wA;, A;), Rmewas,Ay)» @A, )ier is also a real commuting family of graded braiders in the

category R-gmod and hence one has the localization (R-gmod) [w] of R-gmod with respect

to the family. Let us denote @, : R-gmod — (R-gmod) [w] the localization functor. Since

the composition €,, < R-gmod N (R—gmod)N[w] factors through the localization %, one
obtains a functor vy, : 6, — (R-gmod) [w], which turns out to be an equivalence ([13, Theo-

rem 5.9]). This property enables us in particular to show that the monoidal category %%U is
left-rigid,i.e., every object in %, admits a left-dual ([13, Corollary 5.11]). This remarkable
feature can be understood as a (monoidal) categorification of the quantum twisted map on
the algebra A,(N™) (see [18] and references therein).

One of the main results of this paper is that the category %, is also right-rigid, i.e.,
every object in ‘6?;,) admits a right-dual (Theorem 3.9). We achieve this by showing that
there is a monoidal equivalence between the category %, and (€,,-1)™" (Theorem 3.7). Here
T denotes the monoidal category (7,®™") where the reversed tensor product ®' is
defined by X ™Y =Y ® X and f ®™ ¢g:= g ® f for any objects X,Y and morphisms
fig € T. Then the left-rigidity of Gyt implies the right-rigidity of %.. The strategy
for constructing the equivalence is briefly as follows. There is an algebra automorphism
¥ on R(P) (see (1.8)) which induces a monoidal equivalence 1, : R-gmod — (R-gmod)™".

Then the composition R-gmod N (R-gmod)™" TN ((R-gmod) [w™'])™" factors as
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R-gmod SN (R-gmod) [w] T ((R-gmod) [w™'])™", and the functor F,, 1 is the desired
equivalence of categories. One of key conditions to get such a factorization is that (Q,-1 o
) (M(wA;, A;)) is invertible in R-gmod[w™] ~ 4,1 for each i € I. Hence we need to
study the structure of modules ¥,(M(wA;, A;)). Recall that the modules M(wA;, A;) are
examples of the determinantial modules which have been studied in detail in [11, 13]. In
general, for a dominant integral weight A and Weyl group elements v < wu in the Bruhat
order, there exists a distinguished element D(uA, vA) of A,(n), called the unipotent quantum
minor, and the determinantial module M(ulA,vA) is the simple module corresponding to
D(uA,vA) under the isomorphism K (R-gmod) ~ A,(n). Even the module ¢.(M(wA;, A;))
is no longer a determinantial module in general, it turns out that it shares many of properties
of determinantial modules. We characterize such a family of simple modules and call them
the generalized determinantial modules (see Theorem 2.18). It enables us to calculate the
module ¢, (M(wA;, A;)) quite explicitly and to see that (Qy-10¢.)(M(wA;, A;)) is invertible
in ng—l.

The other main result of this paper is a localization of the category %, for a pair of
Weyl group elements w,v such that v < w in the Bruhat order. The category %, can
be characterized as the full subcategory consisting of modules M € R(f)-gmod such that
Res, g (M) # 0 implies that v € Q4 NwQ_. Here Res, g denotes the restriction functor
R(a + fB)-gmod — R(a) ® R(f)-gmod. Similarly, we define the category ., as the full
subcategory R-gmod consisting of modules M € R(f)-gmod such that Resg_. (M) # 0
implies that v € Qy NvQ;:. We set Gy := €y N 6. Then the Grothendieck ring
K(%,,,) can be understood as a g-deformation of the doubly-invariant algebra ') C[N]N(®)
where N is the unipotent radical, N_ is the opposite of N, and N'(w) := N N (wNw™1),
N(v):=Nn(vN_v™") (see [11, Remark 2.19]). It is known that the localization V' (*)C[N]N®)
at the set { D(wA;, vA;) }ier is isomorphic to the coordinate ring C[R,, ] of the open Richard-
son variety R, , associated with w and v ([20, Theorem 2.12]). Hence a localization of the
category €, , with respect to the set of determinantial modules { M(wA;, vA;) }ier would give
a categorification of (a ¢-deformation of) the coordinate ring C[R,, ,|. We show that there ex-
ists a graded braider (M(wA;, vA;), Rmwa, vi;), Pw,v,a,) it the category €., (Proposition 4.2).
The key idea for this is to take a restriction of the braider Rma,,a,) in R-gmod. Indeed, for
an object X € €, ,N (R(v)—gmod) one can show that the restriction Res,1q s (RM(wAi,Ai)(X))
is equal to (M(wA;,vA;)0X) ® M(vA;, A;) — (X oM(wA;, vA;)) ® M(vA;, A;), where § =
N; — vA;, and o = vA; — wA;. We have such a nice form of restriction because the pairs
(M(wA;, vA;), M(vA;, A;)) and (X, M(vA;, A;)) are distinguished pairs of simple modules
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called unmized pairs (see Section 2.1). Now since End(M(vA;, A;)) ~ k, we obtain the
desired homomorphism Rmwa,wa,)(X) from M(wA;, vA;) o X to XoM(wA,;, A;). It follows
that the family {(M(wA;, vA;), Rmwa,wa,)> Pww,a,) Fier 1s a real commuting family of graded
braiders in the category ., due to the corresponding properties of the family in R-gmod
{(M(wA;, A;), Rmwaiay), @a;) Yier- Let ‘é,v [w] and ‘6?;,),@ be the localization of €., and 6, .,
respectively via the family (M(wA;, vA;), Rm@wasvAs)s @w,v,a,). Then similarly to the case of
(R-gmod) [w] and €,,, there is a monoidal equivalence between ‘JZW[QU] and %%M (Theorem

4.5). Tt is expected that the category ‘JZM gives a monoidal categorification of a g-deformation
of the cluster algebra arising from the open Richardson variety R, , given in [20].

Let us explain some miscellaneous results in this paper which are not only used for the
main theorems but also interesting by themselves. We characterize the simple modules that
vanish under the localization functor @, : R-gmod — (R-gmod) [w]. Recall that the self-
dual simple modules in R-gmod are in bijection with the crystal basis B(oo) of A,(n) ([19]).
It turns out that a simple module M doesn’t vanish under @,, if and only if M matches an
element b in B,,(00), where B, (00) is a subset of B(oco) introduced in [8], which is the limit
of the Demazure crystals. Let I, be the subspace of A,(n) spanned by the upper global
basis elements corresponding to the elements crystal basis in B(co) \ By (00). Then [, is a
two-sided ideal and the quotient A,(n)/1, is called the quantum closed unipotent cell in [17].
Then the equivalence t,,: 6,, — (R-gmod) [w] can be understood as a categorification of the
isomorphism in [18, Theorem 4.13], provided g is symmetric and k is a field of characteristic
zero (see Remark 3.6).

For simple modules X € R(f)-gmod and Y € R()-gmod such that one of them is affreal
rey = XoY —YoX, called
the R-matriz. As the R-matrix is a crucial feature of the category R-gmod, the integers
A(X,Y) and A(X,Y) (which is non-negative) play important roles in the representation
theory of the quiver Hecke algebras (see, for example, [11]). Let L, M and N be simple
modules and assume that L is affreal. Then we show that for any simple subquotient S of
Mo N we have A(L, M) < A(L, S) (Theorem 2.11). This theorem is strong in the sense that
A(L,S) is bounded below by a number which doesn’t involve with N at all. A corollary
of this theorem (Corollary 2.13) is an analogue of of [12, Lemma 4.17], which holds in the

category of finite-dimensional modules over quantum affine algebras.

(see Definition 1.10), there is a distinguished homomorphism

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 1, we recall some preliminaries containing
the localization of monoidal categories, quiver Hecke algebras, and determinantial modules,
etc. In Section 2, we develop some features in R-gmod, including unmixed pairs, normal
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sequences, and generalized determinantial modules. In Section 3, we show that there is a
monoidal equivalence between %, and (ngfl) *Y which implies that %o is rigid. In Section 4.
we construct a real commuting family of graded braiders {(M(wA;, vA;), Rmewa,von,)s Pw,wa;) bier
in the category €.,. It turns out that the localization €, ,[w] of €., and the localization
‘6?;,),@ of €., are monoidally equivalent.

Acknowledgments We thank Yoshiyuki Kimura for his suggestion and fruitful discus-
sion.

1. PRELIMINARIES

1.1. Localizations of monoidal categories via braiders.

1.1.1. Monoidal categories. A monoidal category (or tensor category) is a datum consisting

of

(a) a category T,

(b) a bifunctor - ® -: T x T — T,

(¢) an isomorphism a(X,Y, Z): (X®Y)®Z — X®(Y ®Z) which is functorial in X, Y, Z €
T,

(d) an object 1, called an unit object, endowed with an isomorphism e: 1 ® 1 =51

such that
(1) the diagram below commutes for all X, Y, Z W € T

(XoY)o2) oW 22 (v ovye (Zew)
a(X,Y,Z)@Wl
XY e2)W a(X,Y,Z@W)
a(X,Y®Z,W)l

Xe((YeZ)eoW)

X®a(Y,Z,W) Xee(ZeW)),

(2) the functors T 5 X —1® X €T and T 2 X — X ®1 € T are fully faithful.

We have canonical isomorphisms 1 ® X ~ X ® 1 ~ X for any X € T. For n € Z-( and
XecT,weset X" =X® ---®X, and X® =1.
—_—

n times
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For monoidal categories 7 and 77, a functor F': T — T is called monoidal if it is endowed
with an isomorphism ép: F(X ®Y) — F(X)® F(Y) which is functorial in X,Y € T such
that the diagram

F(X®Y)®2Z) ety 2) FX® (Y ®Z))
§F<X®y,z>l J/SF(X’YM)
FIX®Y)® F(Z) F(X) @ F(Y ® 2))

fF(X7Y)®F(Z)l lF(X)®§F(Y®Z)

(F(X)® F(Y))® F(Z)

Foororay T X e (FI) e F(2))
commutes for all XY, Z € T. We omit to write £z for simplicity. A monoidal functor F
is called wunital if (F'(1), F'(¢)) is a unit object. In this paper, we simply write a “monoidal
functor” for a unital monoidal functor.

We say that a monoidal category 7 is an additive (resp. abelian) monoidal category if T
is additive (resp. abelian) and the bifunctor - ® - is bi-additive. Similarly, for a commutative
ring k, a monoidal category T is k-linear if T is k-linear and the bifunctor - ® - is k-bilinear.

An object X € T is invertible if the functors 7 — T given by Z — Z ® X and Z —
X ® Z are equivalence of categories. If X is invertible, then one can find an object Y and
isomorphisms f: X ® Y 5 1 and g: Y ® X = 1 such that the diagrams below commute:

XeYex 12X 198X Yoxoy 2 10Y

o | |

X®1 X, Y®1 Y.

The triple (Y, f, g) is unique up to a unique isomorphism. We write ¥ = X®~1,

For a monoidal category T, we define a new monoidal category 7™ as the category T
endowed with the new bifunctor ® defined by X ™Y : =Y ® X and f @V g:=9g® f
for any objects X,Y in 7 and for any morphisms f, g in 7T, respectively. The associativity
constraints are given as a™"(X,Y, Z):=a(Z,Y, X)~!. The unit (1,¢€) of T serves as a unit of
T, too. Let F: C — T be a monoidal functor. Then F: C™ — T is again a monoidal
functor.

A pair of morphisms e: X®Y — 1landn: 1 - Y ® X in T is called an adjunction if the

composition X ~ X ® 1 RLUNp'e Y @ X 2% 1% X ~ X is the identity of X, and the
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composition ¥ ~ 1Y Yy XY 25 Y ®1 ~Y is the identity of Y. In the

case when (g,7) is an adjunction, we say that X is a left dual to Y and Y is a right dual to
X in 7. A monoidal category T is left (respectively, right) rigid if every object in T has a
left (respectively, right) dual. We call T is rigid, if it is left rigid and right rigid.

1.1.2. Real commuting family of graded braiders.
In this subsection, we recall the notions of braiders and localization introduced in [13].
We refer the reader to loc. cit. for more details.

Definition 1.1. A left braider, simply a braider in the sequel, of a monoidal category T is
a pair (C, Rc) of an object C' and a morphism

Ro(X):CX —X®C
which is functorial in X € T such that the following diagrams commutes:

Ro(X)QY R
Coxoy Y xecey C®1 ‘W _qgc

(11) \ lX@)RC(Y) \ lz
Rc(X®Y) =

X®Y®C, C.

A braider (C, R¢) is called a central object if Ro(X) is an isomorphism for any X € T .

Let k be a commutative ring and let A be a Z-module. A k-linear monoidal category T is
A-graded if T has a decomposition T = @, ., Tx such that 1 € 7y and ® induces a bifunctor
Tax T, — Thyp for any A, p € A. Let ¢ be an invertible central object in a A-graded category
T, which belongs to Ty. We write ¢" (n € Z) for ¢®" for the sake of simplicity.

Definition 1.2. A graded braider is a triple (C, Rc, ¢) of an object C, a Z-linear map
¢: A — 7Z and a morphism

Re(X): CoX — ¢V XeC
such that the diagrams

Ro(X)QY Re(1)

CRXQY PV RXRCRY and C®1 1C

Reo(X®Y) -

PO XY ®C c

commute for any X € Ty and Y € 7T,,.
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We denote by Ty, the category of graded braiders in 7. A morphism from (C, R¢, ¢)
to (C', Rer, @) in Ty, is a morphism f € Homy(C, C”) such that ¢ = ¢’ and the following
diagram commutes for any A € A and X € T,:

CoX fox e X

e e

)‘)®X®Cmq¢o‘)®X®C'.

For graded braiders (C4, Re,, ¢1) and (Cs, Re,, ¢1) of T, let Roywe,(X) be the composition

CLo0,®X —)> MmN 200X @0, e, NN @ X @ C) @ Cy

for X € T,. Then (C; ® Cy, Roygc,, 1 + ¢2) is also a graded braider of 7. Hence the
category Ty, is a monoidal category with a a canonical faithful monoidal functor Ty, — 7.

Let I be an index set and let {(C;, R¢;, ¢:) }ier be a family of graded braiders. We say
that {(Ci, Re;, ¢:) tier is a real commuting family of graded braiders in T if

(a) C; € Ty, for some \; € A, and ¢;(\;) =0, () + ¢;(Ni) =0,
(b) Re,(C) € k*idgiec, fori € 1,
(¢) Re,(Ch) o Re,(C) € k™ideec, for i,j € 1.

Set

[:=27Z% and TIso:=2%.
Let {e; | i € I} be the natural basis of I'. We define a Z-linear map
L: T — A, e; — N\ fori e,
and a Z-bilinear map
(b: FXA-)Z, (61,)\)'—>¢Z(>\)

We choose a Z-bilinear map H: I' x I' = Z such that ¢;()\;) = H(e;, e;) — H(e;, e;) for any
1,7 € I. Then we have
(12) 6, L(8)) = H(a, §) — H(B,a) for any a, B € T.
Let us denote by ¢, the Z-linear map ¢(a, —): A — Z for each a € T.

Lemma 1.3 ([13, Lemma 2.3, Lemma 1.16]). Let {(C;, Re,, ¢i) }icr be a real commuting
family of graded braiders in T .
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(1) There exists a family {n;;}i jer of elements in k* such that

RCZ-(CZ') = ni i[deeo;,
R, (Ch) o R, (C5) = mijngi ideec;
foralli,jel.
(ii) There exist a graded braider C* = (C%, Roe, ¢o) for each a € T'sg, and an isomorphism
bap: C*@CP = gH@B) @ Co+B in Ty, for a, B € T'sy such that
(a) C°=1 and C% =C; forie I,
(b) the diagram in Ty,

£up0C0
Ce®CP®CT ’ g1 @B @ CotB @ C7

(13) CQ®§/3W\L lfaJrB,’y
g8 © C @ OB+ _ sy g (@A) +H(@m+H(BY) g Cathty

commutes for any o, B,y € I'sy,
(c) the diagrams in Ty,

0w o 20 Co co @ CF Roe(O) bl g 0 g co
1.4
(1.4) lz lz and faﬁt lgﬁ"*
= (,8) idqa
1®1 1, 1@ @ ot " coth gH(@5) g CotB

commute for any i,j € I and o, 8,7 € I'sp, where
(1.5) n(a, B) := H nzz-bj ek fora= Zaiei and = ijej inT.
ijel iel jel
Note that we have n(«,0) =n(0,a) = 1, and n(a, 8+ v) = n(a, B) - n(a,y) and n(a+
B.v) =nle, ) -n(B,7) for o, 3,7 €T
We define an order < on I' by

a=xp fora,fel with f—aecly,,

and set
a ={0€l|a;+0€lygforanyi=1,...,k}

.....

for aq,..., a4 €T
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For X € 7,,Y €7, and 6 € D, g, we set
HE (X, a), (Y, 8)) = Homp (€% @ X, g68-06+50 7 @ 0945

For 9,0 € Dy p with § <X ¢" and f € H§ (X, @), (Y, 8)), we define (5 5(f) € HY (X, a), (Y, )
to be the morphism such that the following diagram commutes:

OF 5 & (o @ X e f GHOB—a) T +8.) @ 0V =8 @ ¥V @ COHF
lRCMm
P b gHOB—e) o0 +8.) @y @ C9 8 @ OB
gl —00%e) @ 0V +a @ X L ¢HOB—a)+o (@ +Bm)+H( —0.0+6) o V @ OV +8.

Then, (§ 5 is a map from HY' ((X, a), (Y, 8)) to HE ((X, ), (Y, 8)) and (5, 5 0 (5 5 = (5 5 for
6 = 6" 26", so that {(§ s}ssep, , forms an inductive system indexed by ,Da’ﬁ

Hence we can define a new category T as
Ob(T) :=Ob(T) x T
Homz((X,a),(Y,0)):=  lm  HE((X,a),(Y.5)).

5€'Da’g,
A L(a)=p+L(B)

where X € 7, and Y € 7,. For the composition of morphisms in T and its associativity, see
[13, Section 2.2, Section 2.3].
By the construction, we have the decomposition

%:@ﬁ, where T, := {(X,a) | X € Ty, A+ L(a) = u}.

HEA

The category T is a monoidal category with the following tensor product: For a, o/, 3, 5" €
I''XeT\, X eTy,YeT,and Y € Ty, we define

(X, 0) @ (Y, )= (¢ ?PIMD @ X @Y, a+ f),
and, for f € HE((X,a), (X,a’)) and g € HE((Y, ), (Y, #)), we define

TE(f.9) = n(e,a = TE(f, 9),
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where 7T, f’i( f,g) is the morphism such that the following diagram commutes:

Cé—i—a RX® Ce-i—ﬁ RY f®g qb RX' ® Cé+a’ RY'® Ce—l—ﬁ’
Rgetp (X)T iRcHa’ (")
q—qﬁ(e—l—ﬁ,)\) ® Cé—i—a ® Ceth QXY qc QX' QY ® Cé+a’ ® Ce—l—ﬁ’
§(5+a,e+6 \L 2 2 l55+&/7€+¢3l
TE (f.9) L
°® Oo+etats XY qd X' V' ® Oteta’+8 ’

where

a=—¢(e+B,\)+HO+ae+p),
b=H(0,0/ —a) + (6 + o/, N) + H(e, ' = B) + ¢(e + B, 1),
c=b+o(d+a, 1), d=c+H(+a,e+ ).

Then we have
Ty (f,9) € HY, (X, a) @ (Y, 8), (X', o) @ (Y', #)).

Then the map Tf; is compatible with the maps ¢ ﬁg,, in the inductive system, and moreover
it yields a bifunctor ® on 7T ([13, Proposition 2.5])

Homz((X, ), (X',a)) x Homz((Y. §). (V" ) -
Homz((X,0) ® (¥, ), (X', ) @ (¥, ).

For (X,a) € T, define Ri0)((X,a)) € Homz((¢ ® X,a), (X ® ¢,a)) as the image of
Ry(X) € Homr(q® X, X ® q) = HZ,((¢ ® X, ), (X ® ¢,)). Then ((¢,0), Rg0)) is an
invertible braider in 7.

Theorem 1.4. Let {C; = (Cj, Re,, ¢i) bier be a real commuting family of graded braiders in
T. Then the category T defined above becomes a monoidal category. There exists a monoidal
functor Y: T — T and a real commuting family of graded braiders {C’ (CZ, Rg., ¢i) bier

inT satisfy the following properties:
(i) fori € I, Y(C}) is isomorphic to C; and it is invertible in (T) s,
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(ii) fori € I and X € Ty, the diagram

~

T(C; @ X) C; @ T(X)
T (R, (X)) l? Re (Y(X)) J/Z

(M @ X @ C;) —> ¢%V @ T(X) @ C;
commautes.

Moreover, the functor Y satisfies the following universal property:

(iii) If there are another A-graded monoidal category T' with an invertible central object
q € Ty with and a A-graded monoidal functor Y': T — T such that
(a) Y’ sends the central object ¢ € Ty to q € Ty,
(b) Y'(C;) is invertible in T' for any i € I and
(c) foranyi € I and X € T, Y(Re,(X)): Y(C; @ X) — Y'(¢*WN @ X @ C;) is an

1somorphism,

then there exists a monoidal functor F, which is unique up to a unique isomorphism,
such that the diagram

commutes.
We denote by T[C®~! | i € I] the localization 7 in Theorem 1.4. Note that
(X,a+p)~q PV (C*0 X,B), (1,8)®(1,-8) ~q "*I(1,0)
foraeIl'spand g €T

Proposition 1.5. Let (CiaRC'NQSi)ieINbe a real commuting family of graded braiders in a
graded monoidal category T, and set T :=T[CP™' | i € I]. Assume that

(a) T is an abelian category,
(b) ® is exact.

Then T is an abelian category with exact ®, and the functor Y: T — T is exact.

1.2. Quiver Hecke algebras.
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1.2.1. Cartan data.
Let I be an index set. A Cartan datum (A, P ILITY, (-, )) consists of

(i) a free abelian group P, called the weight lattice,
(ii) [T ={w; | i € I} C P, called the set of simple roots,
(iii) IV ={h; | i € I} C PY:=Hom(P,Z), called the set of simple coroots,
(iv) a Q-valued symmetric bilinear form (-, -) on P,
which satisfy
(a) (ay, ;) € 2Zsg fori € I,

(b) (hi, \) = ?S‘QA)) fori € [ and \ € P,

(¢) A= ((hi,j))ijer is a generalized Cartan matriz, i.e., (h;,c;) = 2 for any ¢ € I and
(hi, o) € Zgo if i # j,

(d) IT is a linearly independent set,

(e) for each ¢ € I, there exists A; € P such that (h;, A;) = ¢;; for any j € 1.

Let A (resp. A, A_) be the set of roots (resp. positive roots, negative roots). We set
Pr={AeP|(hyA) =>0fori eI}, Q= P, Za;, and Qp = >, ; Z>o0y, and write
ht(B8) = > ;e ki for =3, ki € Q1. For i € I, we define

Sz()\) =)\— <hz, )\)Oéz for A € P,

and W is the subgroup of Aut(P) generated by {s;}icr-

For w,v € W, we write w = v if there exists a reduced expression of v which appears in a
subexpression of a reduced expression of w (the Bruhat order on W).

For w € W, we say that an element \ € P is w-dominant if

(1.6) (B,\) =0 forany € A, Nw 'A_.
This condition is equivalent to

(h o8, A) =0 for 1 <k <,

ik Sipy1

where w = s;, - - - 5;. is a reduced expression of w.
Note that any A € P is w-dominant for any w € W.

1.2.2. Quiver Hecke algebras.
Let k be a field. For ¢, j € I, we choose polynomials Q; ;(u,v) € k[u,v] such that

(a) Qij(u,v) = Qji(v,u),
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(b) it is of the form

o) j(u’ v) = plai,ai)+q(ey,a;)=—2(c,a;)

0 if i = j,
where t; j;_q,;,0 € k™.
For § € Q. with ht(5) = n, we set

oo S -
k=1

on which the symmetric group &, = (s | k =1,...,n — 1) acts by place permutations.

Definition 1.6. For § € Q., the quiver Hecke algebra R(() associated with A and
(Qij(u,v))ijer is the k-algebra generated by
{e)|vel’}, {m | 1<k <n}, {n]1<I<n—1}
satisfying the following defining relations:
e(W)e(t)) = dye(v), Y e(v) =1, zpe(v) = e(v)ry, ma; = miay,
velf
ne(v) =e(s(v))m, e = i if |k =1 > 1,

7_136(’/) = QkaVk+1 ($k> Ik-i-l)e(l/)a

—e(v) ifl =k and vy = vy,
(1 — zs,yTi)e(v) = ¢ e(v)  ifl=k+1 and vy = Vg,
0 otherunse,

(Tk+17'k7'k+1 - Tka+1Tk)€(V)

_ Qs (T Thog 1, Ths)e(V)  if Vi = Vpyo,
0 otherwise,

where

Qi,j(uv v) — Qi (w,v)

Zgﬁj(uvvvzu)::: U —w

€ klu, v, w].
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The algebra R(f) has the Z-grading defined by

deg(e(u)) = 07 deg(xke(l/)) = (avw aVk)’ deg(Tle(V)) = _(avw aVl+1)'

We denote by R(5)-Mod the category of graded R(f)-modules with degree preserving
homomorphisms. We write R(3)-gmod for the full subcategory of R(5)-Mod consisting of the
graded modules which are finite-dimensional over k, and R()-proj for the full subcategory of
R(3)-Mod consisting of finitely generated projective graded R(3)-modules. We set R-Mod:=
Dseq, B(B)-Mod, R-proj := Pgscq, R(8)-proj, and R-gmod := Pycq, R(5)-gmod. The
trivial R(0)-module of degree 0 is denoted by 1. For simplicity, we write “a module” instead
of “a graded module”. We define the grading shift functor ¢ by (¢M )y = My_; for a graded
module M = &, ., M. For M, N € R(f)-Mod, Hompgg) (M, N) denotes the space of degree
preserving module homomorphisms. We define

HoMpg) (M, N) := @ Homp(s) (¢° M, N),
keZ
and set deg(f) :=k for f € Homp(s (¢*M,N). When M = N, we write Exppg) (M) =
Hompgy (M, M). We sometimes write R for R(f5) in Hompg) (M, N) for simplicity.
For M € R(f)-gmod, we set M* := Homy (M, k) with the R(/3)-action given by

(r- f)(u):= f(p(r)u), for fe M* re R(S) and u € M,

where p is the antiautomorphism of R(() which fixes the generators e(v), xy, 7. We say
that M is self-dual if M ~ M* in R-gmod.

For 8,0 € Q4, set e(B, ') := Zyelﬁvu,eﬂ e(v 1), where v x 1/ is the concatenation of v
and /. Then there is an injective ring homomorphism

R(B)® R(B') — e(B, B )R(B+ B)e(B, )
given by e(v) ® e(V) — e(v,v'), zre(B) ® 1 — xre(B, '), 1 @ zre(f) = xrpige(B,5),
we(B) ® 1 = me(5, ') and 1 @ mre(f') = Tipipie(B, ). For a € R(B) and o’ € R(f'), the

image of a ® a’ is sometimes denoted by a X a’.
For M € R(B)-Mod and N € R(f')-Mod, we set

MoN = R(f+ ')e(, 8") @rpyar@) (M @ N).

Foru € M and v € N, the image of u®v by the map M ® N — Mo N is sometimes denoted
by u X v. We also write M XN C Mo N for the image of M ® N in Mo N.
For a, f € Q4, let X be an R(a + §)-module. Then e(«, 5)X is an R(a) ® R(S)-module.
We denote it by
Resqy X.
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We have

HomR(a)®R(5) (M ® N, Resa,B(X)) ~ HomR(oH-ﬁ)(MON, X)’

(1.7)
HomR(a)@JR(ﬁ) (Resaﬂ(X), M N) ~ HOHIR(OH_B)(X, q(a’ﬁ)NOM)

for any R(«)-module M, any R(f)-module N and any R(a + )-module X.

We denote by M V N the head of MoN and by M A N the socle of M oN. We say that
simple R-modules M and N strongly commute if Mo N is simple. A simple R-module L is
real if L strongly commutes with itself. Note that if M and N strongly commute, then M
and N commute, i.e., MoN ~ NoM up to a grading shift.

For ¢ € I and the functors F; and F; are defined by

Ei(M)=e(a;,f — ;)M € R(S — a;)-Mod

for an R(f8)-module M.
F;(M)= R(a;)oM € R(S + «;)-Mod

For i € I and n € Z~o, let L(7) be the simple R(«;)-module concentrated on degree 0 and

P(i™) the indecomposable projective R(na;)-module whose head is isomorphic to L(i") :=
n(n—1)

q; > L(i)°™, where g; := ¢(®®)/2_ Then, for M € R(B)-Mod, we define

EZ-(")M :=HOMR(nay) (P(i"), e(noy,  — na;)M) € R(8 — ney)-Mod,
F™M :=P(i")o M € R(8 + no;)-Mod.

For ¢ € I and a non-zero M € R(()-Mod, we define
wt(M) = =8, (M) =max{k > 0| EFM # 0}, ¢;(M)=¢e;(M) + (h;,wt(M)).
For a simple module M, we set
Br(M) = B M

We can also define E}, F, €}, etc. in the same manner as above if we replace e(a;, 5 — «;),
R(a;)o—, etc. with e(8 — a4, a;), —o R(«;), etc.

We denote by K (R-proj) and K (R-gmod) the Grothendieck groups of R-proj and R-gmod,
respectively.

The following proposition will be used frequently.

Proposition 1.7 (Shuffle lemma, [21, Proposition 2.7], [16, Theorem 4.3]). Let {5; <j<r
and {y}1<k<s be two families of elements in Q. such that 377, Bj = > v Let M; be
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an R(B;)-module for each 1 < j < r. Then e(y1,...,7s)(Myo---0oM,) has a filtration of
Qi— R(yk)-modules whose graduations are isomorphic to the modules of the form

e <®R(%)e(517k,...,ﬁnk)) & <®e(5jvl,...5jvs)Mj).

&k R(Bje) \i=1
Here
o {Birhi<icr 1<k<s 15 a family of elements in Q4 such that B; = Y i_, Bk and v =
> ie1 Biks

o the right action of @, R(Bjx) on Qp_; R(vk)e(Bik, - -, Brr) is induced by the action of
R(Bjk) on R(vk)e(Bik, -, Brr),
o the left action of @;, R(Bjr) on @;_e(Bj1,...Bjs)M; is induced by the left action of
R(Bjx) one(Bja,...0B5s)M;,
e N=— ) (Bje: Bt )
1< <j'<r, 1<k/ <k<s
Let us denote by g the symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra associated with the Cartan
datum (A, P, TI, IV, (+,-)). Then the quiver Heck algebra R associated with the same Cartan
datum categorifies the negative half U~ (g) of the quantum group U,(g) and its crystal /global
basis ([15, 22, 23, 25, 19]). Let B(oo) be the crystal basis of U (g). Then there is a bijection
between B(oo) and the set of the isomorphism classes of self-dual simple R-modules. For
b € B(0), let S(b) be the self-dual simple R-module corresponding to b. Then we have

S(fi(b)) = L(i) v S(b) and  S(@(b)) = hd(Ei(S(b)))

for ¢ € I up to grading shifts, where ﬁ and ¢; denote the Kashiwara operators on B(00).
Let ¢: R(S) == R(f) be the ring automorphism

eV, . ) = e(Vp, ..., 1),
(1.8) Vo oxp appor (1<Ek<n),
T —Tok (1< k<n),

where n = |3|. It induces a monoidal functor

¥, R-gmod =%(R-gmod)™.

Here, for a monoidal category T, T is the new monoidal category with the reversed tensor
product ®" (see §1.1.1). Hence, there is a functorial isomorphism

Ve (MoN) >~ (N)o, (M)
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for graded R-modules M and N. Since 1) is involutive, so is 1,. Note that 1, (L(i")) ~ L(i")
forv e Il and n > 0.

1.3. Affinizations and R-matrices.
Let R be a quiver Hecke algebra. We recall the notions of affinizations and R-matrices
introduced in [14]. For 8 € Q4 and i € I, let

(1.9) po=d (I wa)e) € RO

velB  ae{l,...ht(B)}, va=i

Then p; 3 belongs to the center of R(f).

Definition 1.8. Let M be a simple R(3)-module. An affinization of M with degree dg is an
R(B)-module M with an endomorphism zg of M with degree dg € Zq and an isomorphism
M/zgM ~ M such that

(i) M is a finitely generated free module over the polynomial ring k|zg],
(ii) p;sM #0 for alli e 1.

Let 3 € Q; with m = ht(8). For k = 1,...,m — 1 and v € I?, the intertwiner ¢y, is
defined by

(Thvr — xpTi)e(V) = (Tp1Tk — ThTp41)e(V)
pre(v) = = (h(wp — 2s1) + 1)e(v) = ((rp1 — 2p)7 — V)e(v)  if v = vy,

Tre(V) otherwise.

Lemma 1.9 ([5, Lemma 1.5]).

(i) 9026(’/) = (Ql/iwl/kﬂ (Ika Ik-i—l) + 5Vk7’/k+1) 6(7/)'
(ii) {@k} k=1, m—1 satisfies the braid relation.
(iii) For a reduced expression w = s;, +--8;, € G, we set vy, 1= @i, -+ @i,. Then @, does
not depend on the choice of reduced expression of w.
(iv) Forw € &, and 1 < k < m, we have QT = Ty(k)Puw-
(v) Forw € &, and 1 <k <m, if w(k+1) =w(k)+ 1, then ©uTi = Tuwk)Puw-

For m,n € Z-q, we set w|m, n] to be the element of &,,, such that

kE+n ifl1<k<m,
k—m ifm<k<m+n.

ulm. ()= {
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Let 3,7 € Q4 and set m:=ht(5) and n:=ht(v). For M € R()-Mod and N € R(~)-Mod,
the R(S) ® R(7y)-linear map M ® N — N oM defined by

URV = Pupfnm) (v u)
can be extended to an R(f + v)-module homomorphism (up to a grading shift)
RMJVZ MoN — NolM.

Let M be an affinization of a simple R-module M, and let N be a non-zero R-module.
We define a homomorphism (up to a grading shift)

RE™ = 25 "Ry v MON — NoM,
where s is the largest integer such that RMN(I\A/ION) C zg*(INo I\7I) We define
VIR MoN — NoM
to be the homomorphism (up to a grading shift) induced from era)r;vn by specializing at

2 = 0. By the definition, r

vy ever vanishes. We now define

A(M7 N) = deg(rMJ\f)’

A(M,N) = %(A(M, N) + (Wt(M),Wt(N))),

o(M, N) = %(A(M, N) + AN, M)).
Then we have ([13, Lemma 3.11])
(M, N) and A(M, N) are non-negative integers.
We also have (cf. [7, Lemma 3.15])
(1.10) A(M, NyoNy) = A(M, Ny) + A(M, N3)
for non-zero modules N, No and a simple module M which admits an affinization.

Definition 1.10. We say that an R-module module M is affreal if M 1is real simple and M
admits an affinization.

Proposition 1.11 ([14, Proposition 2.10]). Let M and N be simple R-modules. Assume
that one of them s affreal. Then we have

Hom(MoN,NoM) =kr,, .
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In the case that N has an affinization (N, z5), we can define Rno%n in a similar way as
above. Then we have deg era)r;vn = deg RR;TR‘T, and R‘K/‘I’fm 2g=0 = Rnorln 25=0 up to a constant
multiple if M or N is real. Hence A(M, N) and TN (up to a constant multiple) are well
defined when either M or N is affreal. Moreover, they do not depend on the choice of
affinizations.

1.4. Determinantial modules.
Let A € P, and let ¢; be an indeterminate for each ¢ € I. Set

ap;(t;) = t§h“A> € klti] for i e 1.

Let A € A — Qy, and write f:=A — X € Q; and n:=ht(8). The cyclotomic quiver Hecke
algebra is the quotient of R(() given by

R(p)

A .
(1.11) R ()\) ZzeIR( )CLAz(fn (5—04,~,O¢,~))R(ﬁ)‘

See [13] for more details.

Let RA(X)-Mod be the category of graded R*(\)-modules.
We define the functors

FA RMN)-Mod — RM\ — ay)-Mod,
EY: RM(M\)-Mod — R\ + a;)-Mod

by FAM = RMA — ay)e(ay, B) ®pay M and EAM = e(oy, f — a;)M for M € R*(\)-Mod.
Similarly, for m € Z-g, we define

FMm L = RA()\ — M) @R(A-Atmas) F'™ M € RM\ — ma;)-Mod,
EMMA = EM™ M € RM\ + ma;)-Mod.

For A\, i € P, we write A < p if there exists a sequence of real positive roots 5y (1 < k < ¢)
such that A = sg, - - - sg, wand (B, sg,_, - -~ s ) = 0for 1 < k < L. Here sg(A) = A—(8Y,\)5
with Y = ﬁﬁ.

Let A, u € WA such that A < p. The module M(A, ), called the determinantial module,
is defined as follows. Choose w, v € W such that A = wA and p = vA, and then take their

and v = sj, ---s,, and set my, = (h; -s;,\) for

reduced expressions w = s;, - - S; ik Sipyr

k=1,...1, and ny = (h

1

G0 Sirar T Sth> for k = 1, . We define
M\, A) = FAm) -F-A (m)
) . i
M, ) = BT B OOM(AA).

Jt
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The determinantial module M(A, 1) does not depend on the choice of w, v and their reduced
expressions.
We summarize properties of determinantial modules.

Proposition 1.12 ([4], [11, Lemma 1.7, Proposition 4.2] and [13, Theorem 3.26]). Let
ANePy, and N\, p € WA with X\ < p.

(i) M(\, i) is a real simple R-module with an affinization.
(ii) If (hi, A) < 0 and s;\ < p, then

ei(MO\, 1) = —(hi, ) and  ET " MIM(N, 1) ~ M(s;), ).
(iii) If (hiyp) =0 and X < s;u, then
TMO ) = (i) amd - B ) = MO si).
(iv) For A,A' € P, and w,v € W such that v X w, we have
M(wA, vA) o M(wA', vA") o~ g~ A =wAY Y (w(A+A),v(A+A)).
(v) For A\, pu,¢ € WA with A < pn < ¢, we have M(\, () ~ M(\, 1) V M(p, ().

1.5. The categories %,, and %, ,. In this subsection, we recall the definition of categories
Cw, € and 6, appeared in [11] (see also [24]).
For M € R(f)-Mod, we define

W(M) :={y€Q:N(B—Q4) ey, 8 —7)M # 0},
WA (M) :=={y € Q: N (B— Q) | e(B—~,7)M #0}.
Hence if M = 0, then W(M) = 0, and if M # 0, then 0,5 € W(M).
Proposition 1.13 ([24, Proposition 3.7]). For any R-module M, we have
W(M) C spang_, (W(M)NAL).

Here, for a subset A C R®z Q, we denote by spang_ (A) the smallest subset of R®z Q that
is stable by the multiplication of Rso and contains A U {0}.

For w € W, we denote by %, the full subcategory of R-gmod consisting of objects M such
that

W(M) C spang_ (A NwA_).
By Proposition 1.13, this condition is equivalent to
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Similarly, for v € W, we denote by %, the full subcategory of R-gmod consisting of
objects M such that

W*(M) C spang_ (A NvAy).

For w,v € W, we define %, to be the full subcategory of R-gmod whose objects are
contained in both of the subcategories €, and . ,.

The categories 6, €., and %, , are stable under convolution products, grading shifts,
extensions, taking subquotients.

1.6. Graded braiders in R-gmod associated with a Weyl group element.

Definition 1.14. A graded braider (M, Ry, ¢) in R-gmod is called non-degenerate if
Ry(L(i)): MoL(i) — ¢*“VL(i)o M
1 a non-zero homomorphism for each v € I.

If (M, Ry, ¢) is non-degenerate, then ¢(o;) = —A(M, L(7)) and Ry (L(i)) = cr, . for
some ¢ € k*.

Theorem 1.15 ([13, Proposition 4.1, Lemma 4.3]). Let R be a quiver Hecke algebra and
let M be a simple R-module. Then there exists a non-degenerate graded braider (M, Ry, ¢)
in R-gmod. If (M,R);,¢') is another non-degenerate graded braider, then ¢ = ¢' and

there exists a group homomorphism c¢: Q — k* such that Ry, (X) = ¢(8)Ry(X) for any
X € R(B)-gmod.

Fix an element w in the Weyl group W. For A € P, set

Cpr = Cw,A:: l\/l(wA,A) and C;:= CAi (Z c ])
For ¢ € I, we set
Note that C; ~ 1 if and only if wA; = A;. We have
(112) A(Cl, L(j)) = (Oéj, Oé])éf;(cl) + (Oéj, UJAZ - Az) = (>\27 Oéj).

Applying Theorem 1.15, we have a non-degenerate graded braider (C;, Rc,, ¢;) for i € I.

Proposition 1.16 ([13, Proposition 5.1)). The family (C;, Rc,, ¢:)icr is a real commuting
family of non-degenerate graded braiders in R-gmod and

¢i(B) ==X, B)  for any B € Q.
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Theorem 1.17 ([13, Theorem 5.2]). Fori € I and any R(S)-module N in €,, Rc,(N) is
an isomorphism.

We set I := P, ., ZA; and define a Z-bilinear map H: I' X I' — Z defined by

H(AZ,AJ> = —A(Cl, C]) = (Al, U)Aj - A])
Then, for 7,5 € I, we have
¢i(—=wt(C))) = (wh; + Ay wh; — Aj) = (A, wh;) — (A, wA;)

Thanks to Theorem 1.4 and Proposition 1.16, we have the localization of %, by the non-
degenerate graded braiders {C; | i € I} which we denote by

Gw =Cu[CO7 i € T).
By the choice above of H, for A = }"._, m;A; € 'y, we have
Ca ~ (1,A), CYt o AN (1) —A).
a;\; € T' C P, we simply write Cp :=(1,A) € %.,. We have

CroCpr = gMMC 0.

Thus, for A =

el

The following is a summary of the results in [13] on the localization %, of €, and the
localization functor ®y,: €, — G

(i) the objects ®,,(C;) are invertible in %,

(i) @, (Rc, (X)) is an isomorphism for any A € P, and X € E,,

(iii) for any simple object S of €, the object ®,,(S) is simple in %,

(iv) every simple object of %, is isomorphic to Cx o ®,(S) for some simple object S of €,
and A € P,

(v) for two simple objects S and S’ in €, and A, A" € P, Cyo®d,(S) ~ Cp0d,(5') in
%, if and only if "W Cy 08 ~ qH(A/’”)CArWOS’ in 6, for some p € P such that
A+ pu, N +pebPy,

(vi) the category %%U is abelian and every objects has finite length.

(vii) the grading shift functor ¢ and the contravariant functor M — M* on %, are extended
to %ZU
(viii) for any simple module M € ‘JZ,, there exists a unique n € Z such that ¢" M is self-dual.

Theorem 1.18 ([13, Theorem 5.7]). Every simple object in 6, has a right dual.
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Applying Theorem 1.4 and Proposition 1.16 again, we obtain the localization
(R-gmod) [w] := R-gmod[C° ™! | i € I]

of the category R-gmod by the real commuting family {C; | i € I} of non-degenerated graded
braiders. We denote the localization functor by

Qu: R-gmod — (R-gmod) [w].
Since %, is a full subcategory of R-gmod, there is a fully faithful monoidal functor
tw: G — (R-gmod) [w].

Set I, :={i el |wA; #A\;}. Note that I, = {iy,...,4} for any reduced expression

w=s; - -8; of w.

Theorem 1.19 ([13, Theorem 5.8, Theorem 5.9]). Assume that I = I,,.
(i) The functor t,: €, — (R-gmod) [w] is an equivalence of categories.

(ii) The category %, is left rigid, i.c., every object of €, has a left dual.
We shall prove later in Theorem 3.9 that %o is rigid.

Proposition 1.20. Assume that I = I,,. Let X € R-gmod be a simple module. Then we
have

(i) Qu(X) is either a simple module or zero,
(i1) Qu(X) ~ ¢"™NC_y0Qu(Cy V X) for any A € P,

Proof. (i) follows from [13, Proposition 4.8 (i)].

(ii) Since there is an epimorphism Q,,(Cp)0Qy(X) — Q,(Ca V X), we may assume that

Qu(X) #0.
Applying the exact monoidal functor @,

CAOX—»CAVXHXOCA,

we obtain
Qw(CA>OQw(X) - Qw(CA \Y X) — Qw(X)OQw(CA)

whose composition is an isomorphism. Hence we obtain Q,,(CAVX) ~ Q. (Ca)0Q,(X). O



LOCALIZATIONS FOR QUIVER HECKE ALGEBRAS II 27

2. NORMAL SEQUENCES AND GENERALIZED DETERMINANTIAL MODULES

2.1. Unmixed pair. We say that an ordered pair (M, N) of R-modules is unmized if
W*(M) N W(N) {0},

Proposition 2.1 ([24, Lemma 2.6], [11, Proposition 2.12]). Let 8,7y € Q4 with |5 = m
and |y| = n. Let M and N be an R(B)-module and an R(v)-module, respectively. As-
sume that (M, N) is an unmized pair. Then, we have e(5,7)(MoN) = M X N and
e(B,7)(NoM) = Tynm(NKM). There is an R(8) ® R(y)-module isomorphism ¢~ #" M &
N — e(B,v)(NoM) given by

r(U®v) = Typm(v®u) for anyue M andv € N.

In particular, it induces a homomorphism r: Mo N — ¢® ) NoM.
We denote by r, . the above morphism 7.

Proposition 2.2 ([24, Lemma 2.6] ). Let (M, N) be an unmized pair of simple R-modules.
Then we have
Hom(MoN,NoM)=kr, ..

Moreover, the image of r, .+ MoN — qPYVNo M is simple and isomorphic to MV N and
qPINA M.

Proof. The first assertion follows from (1.7). For any non-zero submodule S of No M, we
have e(3,7)S = Typ,m (N B M) by (1.7) and Proposition 2.2. It follows that NoA has a
simple socle which is generated by T, (N X M). Since the image of r, v is generated by
Tuwfn,m] (N X M), we get the second assertion. ’ O

Corollary 2.3. Let (M, N) be an unmized pair of simple modules such that one of them is
affreal. Then we have

A(M,N) = 0.
Proof. Let r be the morphism in the above proposition. Since r = r, . up to a constant
multiple, we have A(M, N) = —(83,~). It follows that A(M, N) = S(A(M,N) + (8,7)) =0,
as desired. 0

Proposition 2.4. Let o, 5,7 € Q4, and let L be an R(«)-module, M an R(B)-module and
N an R(v)-module. Assume that

(W*(L) + W*(M)) NW(N) = {0}.
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Then we have

(2.1) e(a+ B,7)(LoMoN) ~ (LoM) ® N,
(2.2) e(a+B,7)(LoNoM) ~ ¢ ®D(LoM)® N,
(2.3) e(a+ B,7)(NoLoM) ~ ¢~ (LoM) @ N.

Assume further that L, M, N are simple. Then we have
(2.4) e(a+ 8,7)(Lo(M V N)) =~ (LoM) ® N,
(2.5) e(a+8,7)((LV N)oM) ~ ¢~ @) (LoM)® N.

Proof. The isomorphisms (2.1) and (2.3) follow from Proposition 2.1 since W*(LoM) N
W(N) c {0}.

Let us prove the second isomorphism (2.2). By the shuffle lemma (Proposition 1.7), the
R(a+ ) ® R(y)-module e(a + §,v)LoN oM has a filtration whose graduations are of the
form

G = (R(Oé + B)e(aq, Bi,1) ® R(y)e(aq, Ba, 72)) ®a (6(041, az)L ® e(y1,72)N @ e(f, 52)M)
up to grade shifts. Here

e oy, B,k € Qp (k= 1,2) such that @ = a1+, B = B1+P2, v = 11+72, a+8 = aa+51+m
and v = ag + B2 + 72,

e A= R(a1) ® R(az) ® R(7) ® R(72) ® R(41) ® R(B2),

e A— R(a+ f)® R(y) is given by a1 ® as ® ¢; ® ¢o ® by ® by — (a1¢1b1) @ (agcabs).

If G # 0, then oy € W*(L) and By € W*(M), 71 € W(N). Since ay + 2 = 71, we have
ag = P9 = v = 0. Hence only one G survives, and we have

G = (R(a+ B)e(a, B) ® R(7)) ® (Lo N® M),
R(a)@R(7)2R(8)

where R(a) ® R(7) ® R(B) = R(a+ ) ® R(7) is given by a ® c® b — (a - b) @ c¢. Hence we
obtain G ~ (LoM) ® N. It implies the isomorphism (2.2). Note that

g P (LoM)® N — e(a+ B,7)(LoNoM)
is induced by ¢ ®VL @ M ® N — L® (NoM).

Finally, let us show the isomorphisms (2.4) and (2.5).
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We have commutative diagrams

e(a+ B,7)(LoMoN) = e(a+ f,7)(Lo(MV N)) = e(a+ 8,7)¢"*" (LoNoM)

X 1

(LOM)@N q(ﬁ77)_(677)(LOM)®N,

e(a+5,7)(LoNoM) —»e(a+5,7)((LVN)oM) >—>e(a+6,7)q(a"y)(NoLoM)

L |

¢ BN (LoM)® N - q @M=+ (Lo M) ® N.

Here the vertical arrows are isomorphisms by (2.1), (2.2) and (2.3). Hence we obtain (2.4)
and (2.5). O

Proposition 2.5. Let M be an affreal simple module, and L an R-module. We assume that
A(M,S) =AM, L) for any simple quotient S of L.
Then the head of M ohd(L) is equal to the head of Mo L.

Proof. Note that, for any simple quotient S, the following diagram commutes up to a constant
multiple by [7, Proposition 3.2.8]:

MoLﬂLoM

b

MoS —= SoM.
In particular, we have
(2.6) the composition Mo L ML LoM — SoM does not vanish.

Let K be a maximal submodule of Mo L. In order to see the proposition, it is enough
to show that MoT C K for some maximal module 7" of L. Let us consider the following
commutative diagram where r is the R-matrix r,  : MoL — LoM:

MoK KoM

. v |

MoMolL —™ _ MoMoL MoLoM .
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Hence we have Mor(K) C KoM. Hence there exists a submodule P C L such that
r(K) C PoM and MoP C K. Hence P # L. Let us take a maximal submodule 7" & L

such that P C T. Since the composition M oL 2 LoM = (L/T)oM does not vanish
by (2.6), K C v~ '(ToM) # MoL. Hence we obtain r~'(ToM) = K. Hence MoT C
r Y (ToM) =K. O

Corollary 2.6. Let N; (j = 1,...n) be a simple module, and set L := Nyo---oN,. Let
M be an affreal simple module. We assume that M and N; commute. Then Mohd(L) is
semisimple and is equal to the head of Mo L.

Proof. By [7, Proposition 3.2.10], we have A(M,S) = >"" , A(M, N;) for any quotient S of
L. Note that every simple quotient of L commutes with M. Thus M ohd(L) is semisimple.
Then by the proposition above,

Mohd(L) ~hd(Mohd(L)) =hd(MoL),
as desired. n

2.2. Normal sequences.

Definition 2.7. Let (M, ..., M,) be a sequence of simple modules in R-gmod such that Mj,
is affreal except for possibly one k. The sequence (M, ..., M,) is called a normal sequence
if the composition of r-matrices

vty = (a0 (T g 000 Ty ) 0 (g g, @0 Ty )

:Mlo"'OMr _>Mro...oM1
does not vanish.

Note that if (Mi,..., M,) is a normal sequence, then Im(er ) 1s simple, and it is

isomorphic to the head of M;o --- oM, and to the socle of M,.o --- oM.

Lemma 2.8 ([10, Lemma 2.7, Lemma 2.8]). Let (Ly,. .., L) be a sequence of simple modules
in R-gmod such that Ly are affreal except for possibly one k. Then the following three
conditions are equivalent.

(a) (L1,...,L,) is a normal sequence.

(b) (La,...,L,) is a normal sequence and

A(Ly,hd(Lyo -+ oL,)) = Y A(Ly, Ly).

2<j<sr
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(¢) (Ly,...,L._1) is a normal sequence and
A(hd(Lyo -+ 0L,q), L) = Y AL, Ly).
1<j<r—1

Proposition 2.9. Let M; (j =1,...n) be an affreal module. We assume that

(2.7) AM;, M) =0if1<j<k<n and3 <k
Then (M, ..., M,) is a normal sequence.

Remark that if (M, ..., M,) satisfies condition (2.7), then (M{™ ..., M™") also satisfies
(2.7) for any my ..., my € Zxy.

Proof. Let us show it by induction on n. We may assume that n > 3. We have

3
—

0 < A(hd(Mlo e oMn—l)> Mn) < A(Mz, Mn) = 0,

i=1

which implies

i
L

A(hd(M1 O .- OMn_1>, Mn) = A(MZ, Mn)
i=1
Now the conclusion follows from Lemma 2.8. O

For m,n € Z>, and v € G,,, and w € &, let v x w be the element of &,,,1,, defined by
k if 1 <k<m,
(v % w) (k) = {v( ) i m

<
wk—m)+m ifm<k<m+n.
Let < be the Bruhat order on &,,. For 1 < k <m and w € &,,, we have
spw < w  if and only if w (k) > w™H(k +1).
Note also that
if u < w, spw < w and u < s,u, then v < spw and spu < w.

We denote by &y, the set of minimal length left coset representatives in &y, with
respect to the subgroup &, x &,,. Namely,

Spm = {w € Sy | w is increasing on [1,€] and on [( + 1,0+ m]}.

The following lemma will be used in the proof of Theorem 2.11, one of the main results
of this section. In the lemma, 1,, denotes the unit of &,,.

Lemma 2.10. Let {,m,n € Zsg, w € Sy, v € S,y. Set vy = win, £]. Then one has
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(i) if 1 < k <m+ ¢ satisfies syw < w, then
(@) wik+1)<m<w™ 1(k)<m+€,
(b LW € em,g,

)
) s
) (spwx1,) (1, *v) < (wx1,) (1, *xv),
) L((w* 1) - (1m*v)) =L(v) + l(w),
) I xv < (wkx1,) (1, *xv),
(iv) (w*1,) - (1 *v0) € Gppny,
)

Proof. (i) Let us set a:=w !}k +1) < b:=w (k). Then we have w(b) < w(a). Hence we

w(i) < k if 1 <i<a,
k if i =a,
, w(i)>k+1 ifa<i<m
swwli) = w(i) < k if m<i<b,
kE+1 if1 =0,
(w(i) >k ifb<i<m+L.

Hence we have syw € &,, 4.
Now we have

(L *0) ™t (wk 1,) " k) = (1 xv 1) (b) > m,
(L, *xv) - (wkx1,)H(k+1) = A *xv ) (a) =a<m.
Hence we have (spw % 1,) - (1, % 0v) < (w*1,) - (1, xv).
(ii) follows from (i) by induction on ¢(w).
(iii) follows from (i).
(iv) For 1 < k < m +n+{, we have
wk)<m+/¢ fl1<k

(wk1,) - (L *vg)(k) =S k+l>m+L ifm<k +n
w(k —n) ifm+n<k< m+n+€.

sm,
sm

Hence (w*1,) - (1,, * vp) is increasing on [1,m +n] and [m+n+ 1,m +n+ (.
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(v)  We shall prove it by induction on ¢(w). When w = 1,,,, it is obvious. Assume that
l(w) > 0. Take k such that 1 <k <m + ¢ and spw < w. Set x = (w*1,) - (1,, xv). Then
spx < x by (i).

On the other hand, we have, for any ¢ such that 1 <7 < m+ ¢,

(L *wln, €))7 () = (L, % wlt,n]) (i)
K if 1<i<m,
B i+n ifm<i<m+/L.

Hence (1,, xvp) ™! is increasing on [1,m + ¢] and hence 1,, % vy < s1,(1,, *xvg). Since spz <
and 1,, x vy < x, we obtain

1, x vy < spx = (spw*1,) - (1, % 0v).
Thus the induction hypothesis implies that v = vy. O

Theorem 2.11. Let L be an affreal simple module, and let M, N be simple modules.
(i) For any simple quotient S of Mo N, we have

AL, M) < AL, S).
(ii) For any simple quotient S of Mo N, we have

A(N,L) < A(S, L).
(iii) For any simple submodule S of Mo N, we have

A(L,N) < A(L,S).
(iv) For any simple submodule S of Mo N, we have

A(M, L) < A(S, L).
Proof. We shall prove only (i), since the other statements are obtained from (i) by applying
¥y : (R-gmod)™ =% R-gmod or the duality functor *.

Let (L, z) be an affinization of L with deg z = 1.

Let L € R(a)-gmod, M € R(f)-gmod, N € R(y)-gmod, and ¢ = |a|, m = |5], n =
|v]. Set wy = wm,l] € Spye and vy = win,l] € &,4p. Note that R(a + pe(f,a) =
Zweem,e T (R(ﬁ) X R(a)). Write

Pumae(Ba) = Y Talf),

weem,l
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where a7 € R(B)XR (o) C e(B, @) R(B+a)e(B, o). Similarly we define ai"® € R(y)XR(«)
for v € &,,4. Note that

2.8) =3 (I w-a)e) Rew).
velv, pele 1<isn<j<n+4,
Vi=Hj—n

Then we have

R y(ulz) = Z Twa®(z®u) foru € L and z € M.

wEGm ¢

Note that a$’"® (z ®u) € M K L.
By the shuffle lemma, we have

MoL= @ 1,(MXL).

weG,, ¢

Hence, in order to see (i), it is enough to show that

(2.9) aP) (MR L) C »~ALS +degais™ (11 ) T)

for all w € G, .

Let £: R(8) X R(a) = R(a+ 3+ ) be the algebra homomorphism bXa — bXe(y) Ka.
Then, for u € L, x € M and y € N, we have

Ri poy(uXaMy) = (MORZ,N)<( Z Twaf’a)(xﬁu)) @y)

wEGm ¢

= > (w®e()(e(B) B pupng)&(al) (z Ry Ku)

weG,, ¢

= Y (r®e()(e(8) B 7) (e(8) Ral e (af ) (z By K u).

wEGmyg, UEGnyg

Let us denote by h: M ® N — S the composition M @ N - MoN — S. It is R(S) ® R(7)-
linear and injective, since M ® N is a simple R(f) ® R(~y)-module.
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Then we have

RLS(u@h :L’®y Z T(wk1p) (Lm*kv) G (67 )(h(x®y)@u)

wGGm 05 UGGTL ¢

Z Tlwk ) (L ko) @y @ (R © y) K u)

weem,l

+ZT(w*1 Y1k @7 (W @ y) K u),

wEGm 05
UeGn,Z\{”O}

where ally®) = (e(B) X aSﬂ"”)g(a%’“)) € R(B) X R(v) K R(«a).
We write R%Ogm = 27°Rj 5. Note that

AL, 8) = (deg all® —s) /2 = (degal®® + degall® — s) /2.

wo,v0

Thus we obtain

> T(w*1n)(1m*vo)az(uﬁﬁz)’ a)(h(x ®y) K u)

weG,, ¢

(2.10) + %I Tk (ko) @ios” > (h(z @ y) R u)
we m,€s
ve®, Mo}

2*(SoL).
By Lemma 2.10, we have (w x 1,,)(1,, x v) % 1,, % vy for v € &,, 0\ {vo}. Hence, we have

T(wk 1) (1K) Qg (B 79 (S K f) C Tlukin) (Lko) (S B Z)
- > (SR L).
9€6m+n,l gilm*vo

On the other hand, the shuffle lemma implies

SoL= @ T1,(SRL).
g€6m+n7[
By Lemma 2.10, we have (w*1,)(1,, *v) € Sppny, and (wx1,)(1,,*vg) > 1,,%vg. Hence
we have
al’r O (h(z @ y)Ru) € 2*(SKL)N (W(M @ N)R L)

wvo
—h(M®@N)R 2L for any w € S, .
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Since we have aq(,Z’a)|N®Z € k*z¢id 7 with ¢ = deg al?® by (2.8), we have
(P (2 Ru)) Ry € 25(M X LK N).

Finally, we obtain

0P (z Ru) € (MR L) = »2ALS)+desais™ () ),

It is nothing but (2.9). O

Corollary 2.12. Let L be an affreal simple module, and let M, N be simple modules. Let
S be a simple quotient of MoN.
If A(L,N) =0, then we have
A(L,S) = A(L, M)
and hence
A(L,S)=A(L, M)+ A(L, N).
Proof. We have
AL, M) < AL, S) < (L, MoN) = A(L, M) + A(L, N) = A(L, M),

where the first inequality follows form Theorem 2.11. Hence we have A(L,S) = A(L, M)
and A(L, S) = A(L, M) + A(L, N), which is equivalent to A(L,S) = A(L, M)+ A(L,N), as
desired. O

Corollary 2.13. Let L be an affreal simple module, and let M, N be simple modules. Assume
that M or N 1is affreal.

(i) ]f/E(L, N) =0, then (L, M,N) is a normal sequence.
(ii) If A(N,L) =0, then (N, M, L) is a normal sequence.

Proof. (i) By Corollary 2.12, we have A(L, M V N) = A(L, M) + A(L, N). Hence (L, M, N)
is a normal sequence by Lemma 2.8.
(ii) A similar proof to (i) works for (ii). O

2.3. Head simplicity of convolutions with L(i).
Definition 2.14. Fori € I, f € Q. and a simple R()-module M, define
0i(M) :=&i(M) + &; (M) + (hy, wt(M)).

Recall the following lemma.
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Lemma 2.15 ([11, Corollary 3.8]). Fori € I, f € Q4 and a simple module R(/3)-module
M, we have

R(zti). o) = 222 ),
Koo, L)) = @),
(i), ) = 220 (ar)

For an R(f)-module M and i € I, set
wt; (M) = (h;, wt(M)) = —(h;, B).
Proposition 2.16 (cf. [19]). Let i € I and let M be a simple module.
(i) If (M) = 0, then we have L(i) V M ~ L(i)oM ~ MoL(i) ~ M V L(i) (up to a

grading shift) and v (L(i)oM) = 0.
If 5,(M) > 0, then we have

b(L(5) ¥ M) =5(M ¥ L(3)) = t,(M) — 1,
ei(MV L(i))=ei(M), &i(L(1) V M) = i (M).
(ii) We have

(2.11)

(iii) We have

Proof. (i) The first statement follows from [7, Lemma 3.2.3] and [13, Corollary 3.18].
Assume that o;(M) > 0. By [13, Corollary 3.18], we have o (M V L(7)) < o(M). On the
other hand we have

gi(MV L(i)) > (M), and

e;(MV L(7)) + wty(M V L(i)) = ; (M) + 1 + wt;(M) — 2 =} (M) + wt;(M) — 1.
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Hence, we obtain 2 (M V L(i)) > (M) — 1. It follows that b (M V L(z)) = d(M) — 1 and
e;(M V L(i)) = &;(M). For the statements for L(7) V M can be similarly proved.
(ii) follows from (i).
(iii) By (ii), we have

max(d;(M) —n,0) =0,(M V L(i")) = &;,(M V L(i")) + €} (M) + n + wt;(M) — 2n.
Hence, we obtain

ei(M V L(i")) = max(g;(M) + e; (M) + wt;(M) — n, 0) — ef (M) — wt;(M) +n
= max(g; (M), —ef (M) — wt;(M) +n).

The statement for € is similarly proved. O

Theorem 2.17. Let i € I and let M be a simple module. Assume that a,b € Z=o satisfy
(M) > a+b.
Then L(i%)o Mo L(i®) has a simple head and a simple socle. In particular, we have
F{(F7)"M =~ (F))"Ff M.
Proof. Assume that M is an R(3)-module with n = |3|, and set L; = L(3)°® and Ly = L(i)
(i) First assume that &;(M) = ¢f(M) = 0. We shall show that
the graded (R(ac;) X R(8) X R(ba;))-module Ly XM X L, appears only

(2.12) once in e(i% 3,4i%) (Lo Mo Ly) as a composition factor (including the
grading).
By the shuffle lemma, we have

e(i®, B, (LioMoLy) = @  e(i% B,i")Twe(v)(L(H)¥* K M K L(:)%?).

/
weG; 41

veB+(atb)a;
Here &/, ., is the set of w € &,4pnyp such that w |(g41,44n) is increasing, Since g;(M) = 0
and €f(M) = 0, we may assume that v, # i and V.4, # i. We may assume v,,-1;, = i for
kell,a]U[a+n+1,a+n+0b]. Hence we have
a+1<wla+1) and w(a+n)<a+n.
Hence we have w|jq+1,04n) = id [a41,04n)- Thus we obtain

e(i*, 8,i")(LioMoLy) = > (R(ac;) Me(B) R R(ba))r, (L(1)™* K M R L(i*)*").

1"
vEGa+n+b
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Here &, ., is the set of v € Goqpyp such that v g and v jg4n41,a4n4p are increasing

and v|(q41,a+n] = 1d[a+1,a+n). The above gives an R(aca;)XR(3)X R(ba;)-submodule filtration

of e(i®, 3,i)(Lyo M o Ly) which is compatible with < on (CHA

More precisely, we have the following equality in the Grothendieck group of (R(ac;) ®
R(B) ® R(ba;))-gmod:

(i, B,") (LioMoLy) = Y~ ¢"[L @ M ® Ly).
CIS S
Here, N(v) is the homogeneous degree of e(i?, 3,i°)7,.

For v € &, ., let k be the number of s € [1,a] such that v™'(s) € [a+n+1,a+n+1b).

Then k is also equal to the number of ¢ € [a +n + 1,a + n + b] such that v='(¢) € [1,d].
Then 0 < k < min(a, b) and we have

[1,a] No([l,a]) =[1,a — K],
[La]Nnov(la+n+1,a+n+0b]) =[a—Fk+1,a],
[a+n+1la+n+bNnu(la)=la+n+1a+n+kl,

a+n+1la+n+bNnu(la+n+1,a+n+0])
=la+n+k+1,a+n+0|.

Then the homogeneous degree N(v) of e(i%, 3,i°)7,-1 is equal to
N(v) := =2k(a;, B) — (i, i )1 A(v).
Here
Aw)={(s,0) | s € [La, t€fatn+Latn+b, v(s) > v(t)
= Al |_|A2|_|A3
with
Ay ={(s,t); s€la—k+1,a, t€la+n+k+1,a+n+1,
v(s) > w(t)},
Ay ={(s,) s € [La—K], t € [atn+La+n+k], vfs) > v,
As ={(s,t); s€la—k+1lal, teja+n+1,a+n+k|}.
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Hence, one has
1A(v) = HA; + 1Ay + 843 < k(b — k) + k(a — k) + k* = k(a + b) — k°.

Since —(wy, f) = (ai’zai) 0;(M), we obtain

N(v) = (o, 0q) (k0 (M) — $A(v))
> (ai, i) (k(a+b) = ((a+b) = £) ) = (as, aq)k.

Hence N(v) = 0 implies k£ = 0 which is equivalent to v = id. Thus we obtain (2.12).

Any R-submodule K of LjoM o Ly is a proper submodule if and only if L1 XM X L, does
not appear in the (R(ac;) X R(3) K R(ba;))-module e(i, 5,i") K as a composition factor.
Since the last property is stable by taking sums, a proper maximal submodule of Lo Mo L,
is unique, and hence L(i*)o Mo L(i®) has a simple head. By duality, L(i)o Mo L(®) has a
simple socle.

(ii) General case. Set b/ = eX(M) and o = &(E:®)M) and My = E“)E:®)(M). Then

(2

ei(Mo) = (M) = 0 and we have M ~ (L(i") V M) V L(*"). Then, (22.11) implies that
b (L(i") V My) = max(v;(M,) — d’,0),
b, (M) = max (b (L(i") V M) — ¥/, 0)
= max(;(My) —a' — V', 0).

Hence we obtain d;(My) > a + a’ + b+ b'. Therefore, (i) implies that the convolution
L(i%) o L(i")o Myo L(i") o L(i®) has a simple head. Hence L(i*)o M o L(i®) has a simple head.
U

2.4. Generalization of determinantial modules. Recall that A € P is w-dominant if
(B,A) =0 for any 3 € Ay Nw tA_. In this case, we have A —w) € Q..

Theorem 2.18. Letw € W and let A € P. Assume that X\ is w-dominant. Then there exists

a self-dual simple R(A — wA)-module My, (w, X) which satisfies the following conditions.

(a) Ifi € I satisfies (hi,wA) =0, then g;(My,(w, X)) = 0.

(b) Ifi € I satisfies (h;,\) <0, then £} (My(w, X)) = 0.

(c) If © € I satisfies s;w < w, then My(wA, ) ~ L(i"™) V Mg, (s;wA, ) where m =
(hi, siw) = g;(My (WA, X)) € Zsyo.

(d) Ifi € I satisfies ws; < w, then My(wA, \) =~ My, (WA, $;A) V L(i"™) where m = (h;, \) =
ef(My(wA, X)) € Zyp.
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(e) For any u € Py such that A+ p € P, we have
M(wp, 1) V My (wA, X) 22 M(w(X+ p), A+ )
up to a grading shift.
Moreover such an My, (wA, \) is unique up to an isomorphism.
Proof. The uniqueness of M,,(wA, \) follows from (e) together with [6, Corollary 3.7].

Let us show the existence of M, (wA, A) satisfying (a)—(e) for a w-dominant A by induction
on f(w). Assume that ¢(w) > 0.

Take i € I such that w' := s;w < w. Then there exists M, (w'A, \) satisfying (a)—(e)
with w’ instead of w, since A is w’-dominant. By (a), we have Ei(Mw/(w’)\, )\)) = 0. Set
m = (h;,w'A) = 0 and My,(w, A) := L(i"™) V My (w'A; X). Then M, (wA, A) is self-dual by
[7, Lemma 3.1.4], since K(L(zm), M. (w'A, X)) = 0 by Corollary 2.3.

Let us take p € P, such that n:= X+ pu € P,. Then we have

M(w' 1, 1) V My (W', N) =~ M(w'n,n)  up to a grading shift
by (e) for w’. Set n = (h;,w'n) > 0. Note that n is non-negative, since any dominant
weight is w-dominant. Then m +n = (h;,w'n). Since (M, (w'A, X)) = 0 by (a) for v/,
the triple (L(i™™), M(w'pt, 1), My (w'A, X)) is a normal sequence by Corollary 2.13 and
Corollary 2.3. Hence, we conclude that the convolution L(i"")oM(w'u, 1) 0 My (w'A, )
has a simple head.

We have epimorphisms

L™ ™) o M(w' i, 1) © My (w' A, )
~ L(i™)o L(i") o M(w'pu, 1) © My (w' A, X)
— L(i"™) o M(wp, 1) 0 My (w' A, X)
>~ M(wpt, p1) 0 L(1™) 0 My (W' A, X) = M(wpe, 1) 0 My, (w, X)
— M(w, (1) V My, (wA, A),
where =~ follows from [11, Lemma 4.9].
On tfle other hand, by (e) for w’, we have
L™ ™) o M(w' i, 1) © My (W', N)
— L") o M(w'n, n) = M(wn,n).

Hence we obtain M(wu, pt) V My, (wA, ) ~ M(wn,n).
Thus we obtain (e). Since M, (wA, \) satisfying (e) is unique, M,,(wA, A) satisfies (c).
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Let us show (b). Let us take j € I such that w":=s;w < w. Set m = (h;, w'A) > 0. Then,
by (c¢) we have

My (wA, A) = L(5™) V My (w'X, A).
Hence, if i # j, then we have €} (M, (wA, X)) = & (My(w'A, A)) = 0, where the last equality
follows from (b) for w’.
Assume that i = j. Since &;(My (w'A, X)) =0 by (a) for w', Proposition 2.16 implies that
er (My(wA, \)) = 5 (L(i™) V My (w', \))
= max (g (My (W', X)), m — wt;(My (w'A, N)))
=max (0, m — (hs, w'A — A)) = max (0, (h;, \)) =

e

Let us show (d). It is trivial for £(w) < 1. Hence we assume that {(w) > 1. Let us take
J € I such that sjws; < ws;. Set w' = s;w and n = (h;,w'A) > 0. Then we have

M, (wA, A) =~ L(5") V My (w'X\, \)  and
Mwsi ('UJ)\, sl)\) = L(jn) V Mw’si (w/)\a Si)\)a

where the second isomorphism follows from (d) for the pair ws; and s;\.
By the induction hypothesis, we have

My (W' A, A) 2= My, (W', $;A) V L(i™)

where m = (h;, A). Let us show that L(j")o My, (w'A, s;)\)o L(i™) has a simple head.

If i = 7, Theorem 2.17 implies that L(j™)o My, (w'A, s;A) o L(:™) has a simple head, since
we have

B (Murs, (WA, 8;0)) = &3 ( My, (WA, 8;0)) + €5 My, (WA, 80)) 4 Wty (Myrs, (w'A, s;0))
= (hj,w'A — $;\) = n +m,

where the second equality follows from (a) and (b) for w's;.
If i # 7, L(j™) 0 Myrs, (W' A, ;) 0 L(i™) has a simple head by Corollary 2.13.

Hence we conclude that L(j")o My (w'A, s; )0 L(i™) has a simple head in any case.
Hence we have

Mo (wA, A) 2 L(j") V My (w'A, A) 2 hd(L(5™) 0 My, (w'A, 5;X) 0 L(#™))
~ My, (WA, 8;A) V L(i™).

Thus we obtain (d).
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Finally let us show (a). Let us take j € I such that v’ :=ws; < w. Set m = (h;, \). Then
by (d) we have

My (WA, A) = Myg; (WA, 5;A) V L(5™).
By the induction hypothesis, 52-(Mwsj (wA, sj)\)) = 0. Hence if i # j then 52-(Mw(w>\, )\)) = 0.
If i = j, then &} (My,,(wA, s;A)) = 0 by (b) and hence Proposition 2.16 implies
5,-(Mw(w)\, )\)) = 5,-(Mw5i (WA, 8;\) V L(zm))
= max(si(Mwsi(w)\, si)\)), m — <hi,wt(MwSi(w)\, sM))))
= max(O, m — (h;, w\ — si)\>) = max(O, —{h;, w>\>) =0,
as desired. 0J

Lemma 2.19. Let w € W and let \,u € P be w-dominant weights. We assume that
My (wA, A) and My, (wp, ) strongly commaute. Then we have

My (WX + p), A+ ) 22 My (wh, X) o My, (wp, )
up to a grading shift.

Proof. Let us argue by induction on ¢(w). If ¢(w) > 0, take ¢ € I such that w':= s;w < w.
Set m = (h;,w'\) and n = (h;,w'y). Then m = g;(My,(wA,\)) and n = My (wu, p) by
Theorem 2.18 (c), and hence M, (w'\, \) commutes with M, (w'u, ) by [11, Lemma 3.1].

Hence we have
Ez'(m+n) (Mw(W)‘a A)o My, (wp, :U)) = (w'A, A) o My (W', 1)

M,
Mo (W' (A + 1), A + p)

12

by the induction hypothesis, which implies that
M (WA, A) o My, (wps, p) 22 L™ ™) V My (w' (X + ), A+ )
~ My (w(X + p), A+ )
by Theorem 2.18 (c). O

Remark 2.20. For w-dominant A, u € P, My (wA,\) and M, (wp, 1) do not commute in
general. For example, when g = Ay, I = {1,2}, w = 5180, A = Ay, p = s1A1, My (w, \) ~
L(1) and M, (wp, ) ~ L(2) do not commute.

Conjecturally, M, (wA, A) and M,,(wpu, 1) commute if A and p are in the same Weyl cham-
ber (i.e., (8,\)(B, ) = 0 for any real root /).



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

Lemma 2.21. Let w € W and let A € P be a w-dominant weight. Then, for any u € Py,
we have

M(wp, 1) V My (wA, X) = My, (w(X + p), A + p)
up to a grading shift.
Proof. Let us take A € P, such that A+X € P.. Since M(wA, A)o (M(wg, j1) 0 My, (wA, X)) =
M(w(A + p), A+ p) oM, (wA, A) has a simple head, it follows that
M(wA, A) V (M(wp, 1) V My (wA, X))
~ hd(M(wA, A)o M(wp, p) o My, (wA, X))
M(w(A+ ), A+ p) V My, (wA, )
M(w(A+p+ ), A+ + X)
M(wA, A) V My, (w(p + ), + A).

12

12

12

Hence we obtain
M(wp, 1) V My (w, X) 22 My, (w(p+ A), 4+ A),
as desired. O

Remark 2.22. (i) If A € WA for some A € P,, then M, (wA,\) coincides with the
determinantial module M(wA, \).

(ii) The simple module M, (wA, ) may not be real. For example, for g = Agl), I ={0,1},
A=A, — Ag and w = sps1, the module My, (wA, \) ~ L(0) V L(1) is not real.

(iii) In general, the class [(M,(wA,A)] € U7 (g) ~ K(R-gmod) depends on the choice of
{Qij(u,v)};jer. For example, for g = Agl), I ={0,1}, A =2(Ay — Ap) and w = spsy,
the class of the module M,,(wA, \) ~ L(0?) V L(1?) depends on the choice of Qu;(u,v)
(see [9, Example 3.3]).

(iv) Let A, u € P. Let w € W be an element such that g = wA and A is w-dominant. Then
M., (1, A) does depend on the choice of w in general.

Let g = Agl), I=4{0,1,2},and A = Aj+As—2A¢, w = $281505251, and v = $1895051 S2.
Then = wA = v\ = X — 3(aq + a2) — ap. We have

l\/lw(,u, )\)2 Mw(w)\1,>\1>OM (’U})\Q,)\g) <2,1,0 2 1>O<1,2>,
l\/lv(,u, >\)2 MU(’U)\Q,)\Q)OM (U>\1,>\1) <1 2 0,1,2>O<2,1>

where A\ = Ay, — Ay (k = 1,2). Note that for (v,...,v,) € I" such that (a,,,a,,,) <0
and a,, # u,,,, we denote by (11,...,v,) the one-dimensional R( )", _; a,,)-module
such that e(vy, ..., v,){(v1, ..., vn) = (11, ..., V).
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(v) When A € P is w-dominant and u, A + p € P4, we have M(wu, ) V My, (wA, \) ~
M (w(A+p), \+p) as seen in Theorem 2.18. However, M(wp, 1) and M, (wA, X) may not

commute in general. For example, take g = Agl), w = $981, A = A —Ag as in (ii). If we
take = Ao, then, M(wp, 11) V My (wh, A) ~ M(wAy, Ay) ~ L(0)V{0,1) ~ L(0?)V L(1)
and My, (wA, \) V M(wu, p) ~ (0, 1,0) is one-dimensional.

Recall the definition of ¥ (see (1.8)).

Lemma 2.23. Let w € W and let A € P. Assume that X is w-dominant. Then we have an
isomorphism of graded modules

U (Mo (WA, N)) o My-1(=\, —w)).

Proof. Let us argue by induction on f(w). Take ¢ € I such that v’ = s;w < w. Set
n = (h;,w'A) > 0. Then we have

DMy (WA, \)) = 15, (L(z’") ¥ My (w', A)) ~ 1 (Mys (W', \)) V L(")
~ My—1(=A, —w'\) V L(i")
~ M1, (=N, —s;w'A) = My—1 (=X, —w),
where the the first and fourth isomorphisms follow from Theorem 2.18 (c) and (d). O

Lemma 2.24. Let w € W and let A € P. Assume that \ is w-dominant. Then for any
A € P, we have
A(M(wA, A), My (wh, X)) = —(wA + A, wt(My,(w, N))),

(2.13) A(M(wA, A), My (w, A)) = — (A, wt(My,(wA, ).

Proof. Let us take p € P, such that n:=A+pu € P,. Set My = M(wA, A), My = My (wA, \),
M, = M(wp, i) and M, = M(wn, n). Then we have

M,V M, ~ M, up to a grading shift.
Since My commutes with M, by [11, Theorem 4.12] we have

—(wA + A, wt(M,) + wt(My)) = —(wA + A, wt(M,)) = A(My, M,)
= A(Mp, M, V My) = A(My, M,)) + A(Ma, M)
= —(wA + A, wt(M,,)) + A(My, My).
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The last equality in (2.13) follows from

2 A(M(wA, A), My, (w, A)) = A(M(wA, A), My, (wA, \)) + (wt(Ma), wt(My))
= —(wA 4+ A, wt(M,)) + (wA — A, wt(My))
= —2(A,Wt(M)\)).

3. RIGIDITY OF THE CATEGORY %,

3.1. Kernel of the localization functor. There exists a unique family of subsets { B,,(00) }wew
of B(00) satisfying the following properties (see [8]):
(1) By(00) = {use} if w =1,
(2) if s;w < w, then
By (00) = U fz’kBSiw(oo)'
k=0
For i € I and a simple module M, set E™# )/ := EZ.(")M where n = ¢;(M).
Let w € W and w = s;, 55, - - - 55, a reduced expression of w.
For b € B(o0), we denote by S(b) the self-dual simple R-module corresponding to b.

Proposition 3.1. Let M be a self-dual simple R-module. Then the following conditions are
equivalent.

(a) Epexpmas... praxpmes)f o 1,

-1

(b) There exists (ay)i1<k<i € (Zso)' such that
l
wt(M) = — Zakaik and e(if*, ... i7" i )M # 0.
k=1

(¢) There exists (ay)i1<k<t € ZY such that L(i{*)o -+ o L(i)*")o L(i}") — M.
(d) M ~ S(b) for some b € B,(c0).

Proof. (a) = (b) < (c) are trivial. (a) < (d) follows from that

Bu(00) = {b € B(oo) | & ...gmxp ~ 1},

1] 71

which is [8, Proposition 3.2.5].
Assume (c). We will show (a) by induction on I. When [ = 0, it is trivial. Assume
that [ > 0. Let n = &;,(M) and My = E**M ~ Ez(ln)M Then there exists a non-zero
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homomorphism
K= E™ (L(i%") 0 -+ o L(i{"3" ) o L(i®")) < My,
Then by the shuffle lemma, there exists a filtration (F)o<s<; of K such that
Fy/Fyy = Lo - o L(iY)

for some by,...,b > 0.

Take the smallest s such that ¢(Fs) # 0. Then ¢ induces a non-zero homomorphism
F,/F,_y — M. Since M is simple, we obtain a surjective homomorphism L(i%)o --- o L(i%) —
M, for some by,...,b > 0. Since g;,(My) = 0, we conclude that b; = 0. By the induction
hypothesis, we have Eﬁaxﬁmax - ~EgaXMO ~ 1 and hence

-1

Eexpmex.. . prex prax [ ~ 1,

-1

as desired. n

Proposition 3.2. Let M be a simple R-module. The followings are equivalent.

(a) AM(wA, A), M) < —(wA + A, wt(M)) for some A € Py,
(b) B EM £ 1,

Note that the first condition is equivalent to A(M(wA, A), M) < —(X\, wt(M)).

Proof. We will proceed by induction on [ = ¢(w).
If I =0, then M(wA, \) ~ 1. Hence 0 < —(2X\, wt(M)) for some A € P, if and only if
wt(M) # 0. This is equivalent to M 2 1.

Assume that [ > 0. Set i:=i;, w":=s;w, s:=(h;,, w'\) and MO::EZ(M) , where n = ¢;, M.
For A € P, we have

AM(wA, X), M) = A(M(wA, A), L(i) V My) = AM(wA, ), L") + AM(wA, \), M)
= (A, na;) + ML) V M(w'\, N), Mg) = (A, naz) + AM(w'\, \), M),

where the second and the third equalities follow from that d(M(wA, A), L(#)) = 0, the last
follows from Corollary 2.12 together with A(L(:*), My) = 0.
Hence we obtain

A(M(wA, \), M) + (A, wt(M)) = (A, new) + AM(w'A, \), Mo) 4+ (A, wt(M))

= A(M(w'\, \), M) + (A, wt(Mp)).
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It follows that K(M(w)\ A); M)+(A, wt(M)) < 0if and only ifK(M( "N A), Mo)+(A, wt(Mp)) <
0. It is obvious that E;*** - - EmaXM 2 1 if and only if EJ'** - ~E§§aXM0 % 1. Hence the in-
duction hypothesis implies that A(M(wA, \), M) < —(\, wt(M)) if and only if E{f“ e Eﬁ‘axM o
1. U

Assume that [ = I,,:={i1,...,4;}. Recall that Q,: R-gmod — (R—gmod)N[w] ~ %%U is the
localization of R-gmod via the real commuting family of graded braiders {(C;, Rc,, ¢i) }icr-
Then we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.3 (cf. [17]). Assume I = I,. Let X be a module in R(f)-gmod. Then the
following conditions are equivalent.

(a) Qu(X) =0,
(b) every simple subquotient S of X satisfies that Emax- CERS A,

)
(c) every simple subquotient S of X is isomorphic to S(b) for some b ¢ By, (),
I
)

(d) e(iS", ..., 4")X =0 for any (ar)i1<k<t € ZY, such that § = Zakaik.
k=1

Proof. For a simple module S in R-gmod and A € P, Rc, (S) = 0 if and only if A(C,,5) <
—(wA + A\, wt(S)) by [13, Proposition 4.4, Proposition 5.1]. Recall that by the definition of
localization, the identity idg, sy is the limit of the morphisms Rc, (S) for A € P,. Hence
Quw(S) ~ 0 if and only if R¢, (S) = 0 for some A € P,. Thus the desired result follows from
Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2. U

Corollary 3.4. For any w-dominant A € P, we have

Quw(My(wA, X)) 2 0.
Proof. We have E{fa" > -EﬁaXMw(w)\, A) ~ 1. O
Remark 3.5. Even if A is w-dominant, M, (wA, \) may not belong to %,,. For example,take
g = Az, w = 5180 and A = s1A;. Then M, (wA, ) ~ L(2) does not belong to %,, since
as € AL NwA_.

Remark 3.6. Let us denote by Ker @, the full subcategory of R-gmod consisting of ob-
jects X satisfying Q,,(X) ~ 0. The Grothendieck group K(Ker@,) is a two-sided ideal of
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K(R-gmod). Then we have the following commutative diagram.

[ =

Cw

Cw

R-gmod —— R-gmod/Ker Q,, — (R-gmod) [w].
Taking their Grothendieck groups, we have
Ag(n(w)) Ay(n(w))D(wA, Ay) i € 1]

l [tw]

Ag(n) —— Ag(n) /Ly — (Ay(n)/L,)[[D(wA, Ay)]7h i € 1],

where I, is the ideal corresponding to Ker @Q,,, and D(wA, A) denotes the quantum unipotent
minor corresponding to M(wA, A). Recall that if g is symmetric and k is of characteristic
zero, then one can identify the isomorphism classes of self-dual simple modules with the
elements of the upper global basis. In this case, the ideal I, coincides with the ideal (U;,q)L

in [18, Definition 3.37]. And the above diagram recovers [18, Theorem 4.13], which asserts
that [¢,] is an isomorphism.

3.2. Equivalence between %%j and ‘dzfl. For w € W, let us denote by € the full sub-
category of R-gmod consisting of R-modules M € R-gmod such that

W*(M) C spang_ (Ay NwA_).

Recall that, for a subset S of R®zQ, we write spanR>OS for the subset of linear combinations
of elements in S U {0} with non-negative coefficients.

Set Cj = 1o (M(wA, A)) ~ M(=A, —w™*A) for A € P, and C; = C} .. Then {C; |ie I}
is a family of central objects of €*. We denote by % the localization 6" [C:®~! | i € I] of
C.r.

Then the anti-automorphism ) (see (1.8)) of R induces equivalences of monoidal categories
Vit (C0) =26,

Vet (G0) S5 G,

Recall that for a monoidal category T, 7' is the category T endowed with the new tensor
product ®"" defined by X @Y =Y ® X.
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When [ = [, :={i € I | wA\; # A;}, we denote by
Q. : R-gmod — ‘5::
the localization functor, which is induced by @,,: R-gmod — %%U and .. That is, @}, is the
composition R-gmod LN (R-gmod)™" Qu, Grev AT €. Note that the composition

¢,, — R-gmod AN %Z’f
coincides with the localization functor of € by its central objects {C} }acp, -
The following theorem is one of the main results of this paper.

Theorem 3.7. There is an equivalence of monoidal categories ‘éj and %?;fl. More precisely,
we have a quasi-commutative diagram (when L, = I)

R-gmod
Q:;l Qu-1

G —~ Gyt .

Proof. We may assume that I = I, without loss of generality. Recall the localization functor
Qu: R-gmod — (R—gmod)N[w] from R-gmod to its localization via the real commuting
family of graded braiders (C;, Rc,, ¢i)icr- Then there is a monoidal equivalence of categories
(Theorem 1.19)

tw: G ~(R-gmod) [w].

Now we consider the chain of the morphisms

R-gmod ey (R-gmod)™ SN ((R—gmod)~[w])rev.

We claim that the composition @), o v, factors as

Quoth«
T
(3.1) R-gmod (R-gmod) [w™!] - > ((R-gmod) [w])™

By Theorem 1.4, it is enough to show that
(a) (Quwot.)(CY) is invertible in ((R—gmod)~[w])rev for any A € P, where C :=M(w ™\, \),
and
(b) for any i € I and X € Regmod, (Qu o 6.)(Re (X)): (Qu 0 $)(C-0X) = (Qu o
¥, )(X oC;) is an isomorphism.
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In the course of the proof, we forget grading shifts.
First note that

(3.2) For X € R-gmod, Q. (¥.(X)) ~ 0 if and only if @Q,-1(X) ~ 0,

which follows from Proposition 3.3.

(a) By Lemma 2.23 and Theorem 2.18 (e), we have

(3:3)  M(wp, 1) Vo (M(w™A\, X)) = M(wpe, 1) V My (=X, —w ™) = M(wn, n),

where A\ € P and u,n € Py such that n — u = —w~!\. Hence, Proposition 1.20 implies that

Qw (TP*CX) = C—wfl)\-
Hence (a) follows.

(b) It is enough to show that (Q,, Ow*)(ch (X)) # 0 for any A € P, and any simple module
X in R-gmod with (Q, o ,)(X) 2 0.

Indeed, when X is simple, since (@ o ¥.)(Cy) is invertible by (a), the objects (Qy o
) (CyoX) and (Qyot,)(X oCy) are simple in ((R—g:frlod)N[UJ])rCV so that (Qwow*)(RCX (X))
is an isomorphism. For general X € R-gmod, the morphism (@, o w*)(RCX (X)) is an
isomorphism by induction on the length of X.

Note that for any simple X € R-gmod such that (@, o ¥.)(X) % 0, there exists u € P
and a simple module Y in %,,-1 such that there exists an epimorphism in R-gmod.

(3.4) f:CoX Y.

Indeed, if (Q 0 1. )(X) 22 0, then Q,-1(X) % 0 by (3.2). Therefore Q,,-1(X) ~ CZ,0Y for
some p € Py and a simple Y € 4,1, equivalently Q,-1(C;0X) >~ Q,-1(Y). Hence there
is a non-zero homomorphism C;,OC; oX — C;,OY in R-gmod, which is an epimorphism
since C;, oY is simple. Then, replacing C;, oC, and C;, oY with C and Y respectively, we
obtain an epimorphism (3.4).
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Then for any A € P, the following diagram is commutative.

R (C;)OX CuoCroX CL OR__(X)
CpoC oX  c o) C,oXoCy
C\H
X A X
C oY () YoC,.

Assume that (Q,, o @D*)(RCX (X)) = 0. Applying @, o ¥, to the above diagram, we obtain
(Qu o @D*)(RCX (Y)) = 0. Because RCX(Y) is an isomorphism, we have (Q, o ¥,)(C oY) ~
0. Since (Q © ¥,)(Cy) is invertible by (a), we obtain (Q, o ©¥,)(Y) =~ 0, which implies
Qu-1(Y) ~ 0 by (3.2), which contradicts that Y is a simple module in é,,-1. Thus we obtain
(b).

Thus we obtain the diagram (3.1).

By changing the roles of w and w™! in the above argument, we obtain the lower square in
the following commutative diagram

R-gmod Cu? (R-gmod) [w™]
. F
Q '
(R-gmod)™" “~ (R-gmod) [w])™"
(N Fp—1
Q-1 v ~
R-gmod “— (R-gmod) [w™].

Since 1, is involutive, the composition F,,-1 o F,, is isomorphic to the identity functor on

(R-gmod) [w™'] by Theorem 1.4 (iii). It follows that J, is an equivalence of categories, as
desired. n

Corollary 3.8. Assume that I = I,. Let X be a simple module in R-gmod satisfying
Quw(X) £ 0. Then the triple

(M(wp, 1), X, . (M(w™A, A)))

is a normal sequence for any u, A € P.
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Proof. In the course of the proof the above theorem, we showed that (Qwow*)(RCX (Ve (X))) #

0 for any simple module X € R-gmod such that @, (X) %2 0 and any A € P,. That is,

Ve (Re-)
Xoth,(Cy) ——— ¢ (Cy)oX

does not vanish under the functor (),,. Hence the homomorphism

COu (R ) R im0 x
CMOXow*(CX) —CA>CMO¢*(CX)0X CM( ( A) )

¥ (Cy)oXoC,

is non-zero for any pu € P,. Since C,,4.(Cy) and X are simple modules, the above homo-

morphism is equal to the composition of the r-matrices and e, x WP to

Txua(c) Teuw(cy)
a constant multiple. Thus (Cm X, 1, (CX)) is a normal sequence. O

Recall that the category ‘6?;)71 is left rigid, i.e., every object of ‘6?;)71 has a left dual in ‘6?;)71
([13, Corollary 5.11]). It follows that (%,)"" is left rigid by the above theorem. Hence we
obtain the following theorem as its corollary.

Theorem 3.9. The category ‘6?;) s a rigid monoidal category.

4. LOCALIZATION OF THE CATEGORY %,

Through this section, we assume that w,v € W satisfies v < w and I, = I.
Let N be a (not necessarily simple) module in €, , and A € P. Set a:=vA—wA, f:=A—vA

and 7 := —wt(N). Note that the R-matrix r,, (WALA)MEAN) decomposes into

M(wh, vA)o M(vA, A) == M(wX, ) = ¢ P M(vX, ) o M(w, v))
by [11, Proposition 4.6].
Let pwox(N) be the composition of the following chain of homomorphisms:

M(wA’UA)OrN,M(UA,)\)

M(wX, vA)o N o M(vA, \) ¢P P M(w, vA) o M(vA, \)o N

o Rm(w N .
TNy GBI M(wA, Ao N AN —uators) v o M(w, A).
Here, Rmwa,n) is the non-degenerate braider associated with M(wA, A), and r is

N, M(vA,))
well-defined because (N, M(vA, A))) is unmixed (Proposition 2.1). Note that we have

Ty ey (& € V) = T ne) (0 @ u) - for any w € N and v € M(vA, A)
and hence A(N, M(vA, \)) = —(3,7). Since dmuan (1) = —(wA + A, ), we have
—deg(puua(N)) = (8,7) = (WA + A7) = =(wA +vA, 7).
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Lemma 4.1. For any R(v)-module N € 6,,, We have
e(a+ 7, 8) (M(wh, \)oN) ~ ¢=B (M(w, vA) o N) @ M(vA, \)

and
e(a+7,8) (NoM(wA,\)) =~ (NoM(wA, vA)) @ M(vA, \).

Proof. To obtain the first isomorphism, it is enough to apply (2.5) in Proposition 2.4 by
taking (I\/I(w)\,v)\),N, M(vA, )\)) as (L, M,N), and for the second we can apply (2.4) by
taking (N, M(wX, v\), M(vA,\)) as (L, M, N). O

Proposition 4.2. For any R(v)-module N € €., there exists a unique homomorphism
Vwor(N): M(w, vA)o N — ¢~ WATA) No M(w), v))
such that the following diagrams are commutative.

(4.1)  (M(wX,vA)oN) ® M(vA, \) BT g~ AT (N o M(w, v)) @ M(vA, )

| |

Ryvwa,n) (V)
gBVe(a + 7, B) (M(wA, \) o N) —2 o =M vdde(q + 4, B) (N o M(wh, X)),

(4.2) M(wA, vA)oNoM(vA, )

pw,v,/\(N)
ww,u,)\(N)OM(U)V)‘)

q~ AN N o M(w, vA) o M(vA, A) —= ¢~ @AY No M(w), A).
Proof. Applying e(a + v, ) to
Rmany(N): M(wA, A)oN — ¢~ N o M(w, \),
we obtain by Lemma 4.1
q_(B’V)(M(w)\, v)\)oN) @ M(vA, \) = ¢~ @A) (No M(wA, v)\)) ® M(vA, A).
Since we have ENp(M(vA, A)) ~ k id, we obtain
Vwor(N): M(w, vA)o N — ¢~ AN N o M(w), v)).

The commutativity of (4.2) is then obvious. O
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Definition 4.3. For N € €., and X\ € P, we define
Rtwron) (N) := 1y o 2 (N): M(w, vA)o N — gworx VI N o M(w, v)),

where
Pwwr(Y) = —(WA+vA,y)  foryeQ.

Theorem 4.4. The family {(M(wA;, vA;), Rm(wi,vAs), Qwo.,) Yier 15 a real commuting family
of graded braiders in the category €. ., and also it is a family of central objects in €.

Proof. We know that {(M(wA;, A;), Rmwa,A:)» Pw,id,A,) Fier is a real commuting family of
graded braiders in the category R-gmod (Proposition 1.16), and also it is a family of central
objects in %, (Theorem 1.17). Hence our assertion follows from Proposition 4.2. O

Set
o] := Co o [M(wA;, vA)° 71 i € 1],
and
G = Co o [M(wA;, vA))° 71 | i € 1]
Since %, is a full subcategory of %, ,, the canonical embedding induces a fully faithful
monoidal functor

twt G = Colw].
Theorem 4.5. The functor iy, : ‘JZJW — CKN*,U [w] is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. Let us denote by Qy: Cep — ‘éw[w] the localization functor. It is enough to show
that for every object X € Cé,v[w], there exists an object Z € ‘JZM such that ¢, ,(Z) ~ X.
Since %Zw is closed under taking extension by [13, Proposition 2.10], we may assume
further that X is a simple object. Since every simple object in ‘sz[w] is of the form
Quo(Y)oM(wA, vA)°~! for some A € P, and a simple object Y € %., ([13, Proposition
4.8]), we may assume that X is a simple module in % ,.

Let X be a simple module in %, ,. We shall show that Q. ,(X) € Cﬁz,v.

Recall that Q,: R-gmod — (R-gmod) [w] ~ %, is the localization functor.
(i) Assume first that @, (X) % 0. Then, there exists A € P, and a simple module Y € %,
such that

Qu(X) =~ Ci oY,
where C, = M(wA,A). Hence we have an epimorphism in R-gmod (by replacing A if
necessary)
CAOX — Y.
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Note that by Lemma 4.1 we have

Res, a—oa(CA0X) ~ (M(wA, vA) 0X) @ M(vA,A), and

4.3
(43) Res, _oa(X0Ch) ~ X o M(wA, vA) @ M(vA, A).
Set B =A—0vA = —Wt((M(vA,A)). Applying Res, g to the diagram

R, (X)

CAOX XOCA

N,

Y

we get a commutative diagram

Res.,g(Rc, (X))

(M(wA,vA) 0X) @ M(vA, A) (X oM(wA, vA)) @ M(vA, A) .
Res.g(Y)
Let ¢: M(wA,vA)oX — XoM(wA,vA) be the homomorphism such that
Y @ M(vA, A) = Res, g(Rc, (X)).

Set Z:=Im(¢)). Since ¢ = CT\ A wA), X for some ¢ € k*, Z is simple. Since X and M(wA, vA)
belong to %, ,, so does Z. Note that Z belongs to %,,, because

W(Z) CcW(Y) € Qr NwQ_.

M(wA,vA)

R
Since Z is the image of M(wA,vA)o X ———— X oM(wA,vA), we have

Qur(X) = M(wA, vA)° 1 0Qu(Z2) = tyo(M(wA, vA)° 10 Q. (2)).
(ii) Assume that X € ., satisfies Q,(X) =~ 0. Then there exists A € P, such that

Rc,(X): CpoX — XoC, vanishes. Applying Res. 3 (5 = A —vA), we deduce from (4.3)
that

Riwh,ony(X) @ M(wA, A): (M(wA, vA)oX) @ M(vA, A) — (X oM(wA, vA)) @ M(vA, A)

vanishes. Hence R(a,wn)(X) vanishes, which means that (X ) ~ 0. O
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