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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 C̃w of the monoidal category Cw is rigid, and

the category Cw,v 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 Cw

of the category R-gmod of finite-dimensional graded R-modules categorifies the quantum

unipotent coordinate ring Aq(n(w)). In the previous paper, we constructed a monoidal

category C̃w such that it contains Cw and the objects {M(wΛi,Λi) | i ∈ I} corresponding

to the frozen variables are invertible. In this paper, we show that there is a monoidal

equivalence between the category C̃w and (C̃w−1)rev. Together with the already known

left-rigidity of C̃w, it follows that the monoidal category C̃w is rigid.

If v 4 w in the Bruhat order, there is a subcategory Cw,v of Cw which categorifies the

doubly-invariant algebra N ′(w)C[N ]N(v). We prove that the family
(
M(wΛi, vΛi)

)
i∈I

of

simple R-module forms a real commuting family of graded central objects in the category

Cw,v so that there is a localization C̃w,v of Cw,v in which M(wΛi, vΛi) are invertible. Since

the localization of the algebra N ′(w)C[N ]N(v) by the family of the isomorphism classes of

M(wΛi, vΛi) is isomorphic to the coordinate ring C[Rw,v] of the open Richardson variety

associated with w and v, the localization C̃w,v categorifies the coordinate ring C[Rw,v].
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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,RC) of an object C and a natural transformation RC : (C ⊗ −) →
(− ⊗ C) is called a braider in T if RC is compatible with the tensor product ⊗. A family

{(Ci, RCi
)} of braiders in T is called a real commuting family if RCi

(Ci) ∈ k× idCi⊗Ci
and
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RCi
(Cj) ◦ RCj

(Ci) ∈ k× idCj⊗Ci
. Then one can construct a k-linear monoidal category

(T̃ ,⊗, 1) and a monoidal functor Φ: T → T̃ such that the object Φ(Ci) are invertible and

the morphisms Φ(RCi
(X)) : Φ(Ci)⊗ Φ(X) → Φ(X) ⊗ Φ(Ci) are isomorphisms for all i and

all X ∈ T . Moreover the pair (T̃ ,Φ) is universal with respect to these properties. By the

construction, any object in T̃ is of the form X⊗(⊗iC
⊗ai
i ) for some X ∈ T and ai ∈ Z. There

is also a graded version of localization. Assume that a graded monoidal category T has a

decomposition T =
⊕

λ∈Λ
Tλ for some abelian group Λ, which is compatible with ⊗, and

the grading shift operator q. Then one can define the notion of graded braider (C,RC , φC),

where φ : Λ → Z is a group homomorphism and RC(X) ∈ HomT (C ⊗ X, qφ(λ)X ⊗ C) for

X ∈ Tλ. For a real commuting family of graded braiders in T , there exists a monoidal

category T̃ and a functor Φ: T → T̃ 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(β)}β∈Q+ of Z-graded associative algebras over k such that the Grothendieck ring

K(R-gmod) is isomorphic to the quantum unipotent coordinate ring Aq(n) which is isomor-

phic to the dual (U+
q (g))

∗ of the half of the quantum group Uq(g) ([15, 22]). Here R-gmod

denotes the direct sum of the categories of finite-dimensional graded R(β)-modules. For an

R(β)-module M and an R(γ)-module N , the convolution product M ◦N is the R(β + γ)-

module induced from the R(β) ⊗ R(γ)-module M ⊗ N through the (non-unital) algebra

embedding R(β)⊗ R(γ) → R(β + γ). 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 Aq(n). One of main advantages in the case T = R-gmod is that

for any simple module C in R-gmod, there exists a unique non-degenerate graded braider

(C,RC , φC). Here a braider is non-degenerate if RC(L(i)) doesn’t vanish for any i, where

L(i) denotes the unique graded simple module over R(αi) and {αi | i ∈ 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 groupW of g, there is a subalgebra Aq(n(w)) of Aq(n) called

the quantum unipotent coordinate ring associated with w whose limit at q = 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) :=
⊕

α∈∆+∩w∆−

gα, where ∆± is the set of positive/negative roots of g. The algebra

Aq(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(wΛi,Λi)}i∈I . Note that the element D(wΛi,Λi) is

not invertible in the algebra Aq(n(w)). If one localizes Aq(n(w)) at the set {D(wΛi,Λi)}i∈I ,

then one gets a q-deformation Aq(N
w) of the coordinate ring C[Nw], where Nw 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 Aq(n(w)) with a full subcategory Cw of R-gmod whose Grothendieck ring K(Cw)

is isomorphic to Aq(n(w)). It is interesting not only that the Grothendieck ring is isomor-

phic to Aq(n(w)), but also the category Cw reflects the quantum cluster algebra structure on

Aq(n(w)). Indeed, every cluster monomial in Aq(n(w)) corresponds to a real simple module in

Cw, 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(wΛi,Λi) corresponds

to a simple module M(wΛi,Λi) in Cw, and the set (M(wΛi,Λi), RM(wΛi,Λi), φΛi
)i∈I forms a

real commuting family of graded braiders in Cw ([13, Proposition 5.1]). Hence the local-

ization C̃w of Cw with respect to the family categorifies the q-deformation Aq(N
w) of the

coordinate ring C[Nw] of the unipotent cell Nw ([13, Corollary 5.4]). We emphasize that the

set (M(wΛi,Λi), RM(wΛi,Λi), φΛi
)i∈I 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 Qw : R-gmod → (R-gmod)̃ [w] the localization functor. Since

the composition Cw →֒ R-gmod
Qw
−−−→ (R-gmod)̃ [w] factors through the localization C̃w, one

obtains a functor ιw : C̃w → (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 C̃w is

left-rigid,i.e., every object in C̃w 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 Aq(N
w) (see [18] and references therein).

One of the main results of this paper is that the category C̃w is also right-rigid, i.e.,

every object in C̃w admits a right-dual (Theorem 3.9). We achieve this by showing that

there is a monoidal equivalence between the category C̃w and (C̃w−1)rev (Theorem 3.7). Here

T rev denotes the monoidal category (T ,⊗rev) where the reversed tensor product ⊗rev is

defined by X ⊗rev Y := Y ⊗ X and f ⊗rev g := g ⊗ f for any objects X, Y and morphisms

f, g ∈ T . Then the left-rigidity of C̃w−1 implies the right-rigidity of C̃w. The strategy

for constructing the equivalence is briefly as follows. There is an algebra automorphism

ψ on R(β) (see (1.8)) which induces a monoidal equivalence ψ∗ : R-gmod → (R-gmod)rev.

Then the composition R-gmod
ψ∗

−−→ (R-gmod)rev
Q

w−1
−−−−→ ((R-gmod)̃ [w−1])rev factors as
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R-gmod
Qw
−−−→ (R-gmod)̃ [w]

F
w−1

−−−−→ ((R-gmod)̃ [w−1])rev, and the functor Fw−1 is the desired

equivalence of categories. One of key conditions to get such a factorization is that (Qw−1 ◦

ψ∗)(M(wΛi,Λi)) is invertible in R-gmod[w−1] ≃ C̃w−1 for each i ∈ I. Hence we need to

study the structure of modules ψ∗(M(wΛi,Λi)). Recall that the modules M(wΛi,Λi) are

examples of the determinantial modules which have been studied in detail in [11, 13]. In

general, for a dominant integral weight Λ and Weyl group elements v 4 u in the Bruhat

order, there exists a distinguished element D(uΛ, vΛ) of Aq(n), called the unipotent quantum

minor, and the determinantial module M(uΛ, vΛ) is the simple module corresponding to

D(uΛ, vΛ) under the isomorphism K(R-gmod) ≃ Aq(n). Even the module ψ∗(M(wΛi,Λi))

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 ψ∗(M(wΛi,Λi)) quite explicitly and to see that (Qw−1 ◦ψ∗)(M(wΛi,Λi)) is invertible

in C̃w−1.

The other main result of this paper is a localization of the category Cw,v for a pair of

Weyl group elements w, v such that v 4 w in the Bruhat order. The category Cw can

be characterized as the full subcategory consisting of modules M ∈ R(β)-gmod such that

Resγ,β−γ(M) 6= 0 implies that γ ∈ Q+ ∩ wQ−. Here Resα,β denotes the restriction functor

R(α + β)-gmod → R(α) ⊗ R(β)-gmod. Similarly, we define the category C∗,v as the full

subcategory R-gmod consisting of modules M ∈ R(β)-gmod such that Resβ−γ,γ(M) 6= 0

implies that γ ∈ Q+ ∩ vQ+. We set Cw,v := Cw ∩ C∗,v. Then the Grothendieck ring

K(Cw,v) can be understood as a q-deformation of the doubly-invariant algebra N ′(w)C[N ]N(v),

where N is the unipotent radical, N− is the opposite of N , and N ′(w) := N ∩ (wNw−1),

N(v):=N∩(vN−v
−1) (see [11, Remark 2.19]). It is known that the localization N ′(w)C[N ]N(v)

at the set {D(wΛi, vΛi)}i∈I is isomorphic to the coordinate ring C[Rw,v] of the open Richard-

son variety Rw,v associated with w and v ([20, Theorem 2.12]). Hence a localization of the

category Cw,v with respect to the set of determinantial modules {M(wΛi, vΛi)}i∈I would give

a categorification of (a q-deformation of) the coordinate ring C[Rw,v]. We show that there ex-

ists a graded braider (M(wΛi, vΛi), RM(wΛi,vΛi), φw,v,Λi
) in the category C∗,v (Proposition 4.2).

The key idea for this is to take a restriction of the braider RM(wΛi,Λi) in R-gmod. Indeed, for

an object X ∈ C∗,v∩
(
R(γ)-gmod

)
one can show that the restriction Resγ+α,β

(
RM(wΛi,Λi)(X)

)

is equal to
(
M(wΛi, vΛi)◦X

)
⊗ M(vΛi,Λi) →

(
X ◦M(wΛi, vΛi)

)
⊗ M(vΛi,Λi), where β =

Λi − vΛi, and α = vΛi − wΛi. We have such a nice form of restriction because the pairs(
M(wΛi, vΛi),M(vΛi,Λi)

)
and

(
X,M(vΛi,Λi)

)
are distinguished pairs of simple modules
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called unmixed pairs (see Section 2.1). Now since End(M(vΛi,Λi)) ≃ k, we obtain the

desired homomorphism RM(wΛi,vΛi)(X) from M(wΛi, vΛi)◦X to X ◦M(wΛi,Λi). It follows

that the family {(M(wΛi, vΛi), RM(wΛi,vΛi), φw,v,Λi
)}i∈I is a real commuting family of graded

braiders in the category C∗,v due to the corresponding properties of the family in R-gmod

{(M(wΛi,Λi), RM(wΛi,Λi), φΛi
)}i∈I . Let C̃∗,v[w] and C̃w,v be the localization of C∗,v and Cw,v,

respectively via the family (M(wΛi, vΛi), RM(wΛi,vΛi), φw,v,Λi
). Then similarly to the case of

(R-gmod)̃ [w] and C̃w, there is a monoidal equivalence between C̃∗,v[w] and C̃w,v (Theorem

4.5). It is expected that the category C̃w,v gives a monoidal categorification of a q-deformation

of the cluster algebra arising from the open Richardson variety Rw,v 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 Qw : R-gmod → (R-gmod)̃ [w]. Recall that the self-

dual simple modules in R-gmod are in bijection with the crystal basis B(∞) of Aq(n) ([19]).

It turns out that a simple module M doesn’t vanish under Qw if and only if M matches an

element b in Bw(∞), where Bw(∞) is a subset of B(∞) introduced in [8], which is the limit

of the Demazure crystals. Let Iw be the subspace of Aq(n) spanned by the upper global

basis elements corresponding to the elements crystal basis in B(∞) \Bw(∞). Then Iw is a

two-sided ideal and the quotient Aq(n)/Iw is called the quantum closed unipotent cell in [17].

Then the equivalence ιw : C̃w → (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(β)-gmod and Y ∈ R(γ)-gmod such that one of them is affreal

(see Definition 1.10), there is a distinguished homomorphism r
X,Y

:=X ◦Y → Y ◦X , called

the R-matrix. As the R-matrix is a crucial feature of the category R-gmod, the integers

Λ(X, Y ) and Λ̃(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

M ◦N we have Λ̃(L,M) 6 Λ̃(L, S) (Theorem 2.11). This theorem is strong in the sense that

Λ̃(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.

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 C̃w and
(
Cw−1

)rev
which implies that C̃w is rigid. In Section 4.

we construct a real commuting family of graded braiders {(M(wΛi, vΛi), RM(wΛi,vΛi), φw,v,Λi
)}i∈I

in the category C∗,v. It turns out that the localization C∗,v[w] of C∗,v and the localization

C̃w,v of Cw,v 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 × T → T ,

(c) 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 ǫ : 1⊗ 1 ∼−→1

such that

(1) the diagram below commutes for all X, Y, Z,W ∈ T :

((X ⊗ Y )⊗ Z)⊗W

a(X,Y,Z)⊗W
��

a(X⊗Y,Z,W )
// (X ⊗ Y )⊗ (Z ⊗W )

a(X,Y,Z⊗W )

��

(X ⊗ (Y ⊗ Z))⊗W

a(X,Y ⊗Z,W )
��

X ⊗ ((Y ⊗ Z)⊗W )
X⊗a(Y,Z,W )

// X ⊗ (Y ⊗ (Z ⊗W )) ,

(2) the functors T ∋ X 7→ 1⊗X ∈ T and T ∋ X 7→ X ⊗ 1 ∈ T are fully faithful.

We have canonical isomorphisms 1 ⊗X ≃ X ⊗ 1 ≃ X for any X ∈ T . For n ∈ Z>0 and

X ∈ T , we set X⊗n = X ⊗ · · · ⊗X︸ ︷︷ ︸
n times

, and X⊗ 0 = 1.
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For monoidal categories T and T ′, a functor F : T → T ′ is called monoidal if it is endowed

with an isomorphism ξF : F (X ⊗ Y )
∼

−→ F (X)⊗F (Y ) which is functorial in X, Y ∈ T such

that the diagram

F ((X ⊗ Y )⊗ Z)

ξF (X⊗Y,Z)
��

F (a(X,Y,Z))
// F (X ⊗ (Y ⊗ Z))

ξF (X,Y⊗Z)
��

F (X ⊗ Y )⊗ F (Z)

ξF (X,Y )⊗F (Z)
��

F (X)⊗ F (Y ⊗ Z))

F (X)⊗ξF (Y⊗Z)
��

(F (X)⊗ F (Y ))⊗ F (Z)
a(F (X),F (Y ),F (Z))

// F (X)⊗ (F (Y )⊗ F (Z))

commutes for all X, Y, Z ∈ T . We omit to write ξF for simplicity. A monoidal functor F

is called unital if (F (1), F (ǫ)) is a unit object. In this paper, we simply write a “monoidal

functor” for a unital monoidal functor.

We say that a monoidal category T 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 T → T given by Z 7→ Z ⊗ X and Z 7→

X ⊗ Z are equivalence of categories. If X is invertible, then one can find an object Y and

isomorphisms f : X ⊗ Y
∼
→ 1 and g : Y ⊗X

∼
→ 1 such that the diagrams below commute:

X ⊗ Y ⊗X
f⊗X

//

X⊗g
��

1⊗X

��
X ⊗ 1 // X,

Y ⊗X ⊗ Y
g⊗Y

//

Y⊗f
��

1⊗ Y

��
Y ⊗ 1 // Y.

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

For a monoidal category T , we define a new monoidal category T rev as the category T

endowed with the new bifunctor ⊗rev defined by X ⊗rev Y := Y ⊗X and f ⊗rev g := g ⊗ f

for any objects X, Y in T and for any morphisms f, g in T , respectively. The associativity

constraints are given as arev(X, Y, Z) :=a(Z, Y,X)−1. The unit (1, ǫ) of T serves as a unit of

T rev, too. Let F : C → T be a monoidal functor. Then F : C rev → T rev is again a monoidal

functor.

A pair of morphisms ε : X ⊗Y → 1 and η : 1 → Y ⊗X in T is called an adjunction if the

composition X ≃ X ⊗ 1
X⊗η
−−−−→ X ⊗ Y ⊗X

ε⊗X
−−−→ 1⊗X ≃ X is the identity of X , and the
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composition Y ≃ 1 ⊗ Y
η⊗Y
−−−→ Y ⊗ X ⊗ Y

Y⊗ε
−−−→ Y ⊗ 1 ≃ Y is the identity of Y . In the

case when (ε, η) is an adjunction, we say that X is a left dual to Y and Y is a right dual to

X in T . 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

RC(X) : C ⊗X −→ X ⊗ C

which is functorial in X ∈ T such that the following diagrams commutes:

(1.1)

C ⊗X ⊗ Y
RC(X)⊗Y

//

RC(X⊗Y ) **❚❚❚
❚❚❚

❚❚❚
❚❚❚

❚❚❚
❚

X ⊗ C ⊗ Y

X⊗RC(Y )
��

X ⊗ Y ⊗ C,

C ⊗ 1
RC(1)

//

≃
((◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗
1⊗ C

≀
��
C.

A braider (C,RC) is called a central object if RC(X) is an isomorphism for any X ∈ T .

Let k be a commutative ring and let Λ be a Z-module. A k-linear monoidal category T is

Λ-graded if T has a decomposition T =
⊕

λ∈Λ Tλ such that 1 ∈ T0 and ⊗ induces a bifunctor

Tλ×Tµ → Tλ+µ for any λ, µ ∈ Λ. Let q be an invertible central object in a Λ-graded category

T , which belongs to T0. We write qn (n ∈ Z) for q⊗n for the sake of simplicity.

Definition 1.2. A graded braider is a triple (C,RC , φ) of an object C, a Z-linear map

φ : Λ → Z and a morphism

RC(X) : C ⊗X −→ qφ(λ) ⊗X ⊗ C

such that the diagrams

C ⊗X ⊗ Y
RC(X)⊗Y

//

RC(X⊗Y ) **❯❯❯
❯❯❯

❯❯❯
❯❯❯

❯❯❯
❯❯❯

qφ(λ) ⊗X ⊗ C ⊗ Y

X⊗RC(Y )
��

qφ(λ+µ) ⊗X ⊗ Y ⊗ C

and C ⊗ 1
RC(1)

//

≃
((◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗◗
◗◗

◗
1⊗ C

≀
��
C

commute for any X ∈ Tλ and Y ∈ Tµ.
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We denote by Tbr the category of graded braiders in T . A morphism from (C,RC, φ)

to (C ′, RC′ , φ′) in Tbr is a morphism f ∈ HomT (C,C
′) such that φ = φ′ and the following

diagram commutes for any λ ∈ Λ and X ∈ Tλ:

C ⊗X
f⊗X

//

RC(X)
��

C ′ ⊗X

RC′ (X)
��

qφ(λ) ⊗X ⊗ C
qφ(λ)⊗X⊗f

// qφ(λ) ⊗X ⊗ C ′.

For graded braiders (C1, RC1 , φ1) and (C2, RC2 , φ1) of T , let RC1⊗C2(X) be the composition

C1 ⊗ C2 ⊗X
RC2

(X)
−−−−−→ qφ1(λ) ⊗ C1 ⊗X ⊗ C2

RC1
(X)

−−−−−→ qφ1(λ)+φ2(λ) ⊗X ⊗ C1 ⊗ C2

for X ∈ Tλ. Then (C1 ⊗ C2, RC1⊗C2 , φ1 + φ2) is also a graded braider of T . Hence the

category Tbr is a monoidal category with a a canonical faithful monoidal functor Tbr → T .

Let I be an index set and let {(Ci, RCi
, φi)}i∈I be a family of graded braiders. We say

that {(Ci, RCi
, φi)}i∈I is a real commuting family of graded braiders in T if

(a) Ci ∈ Tλi for some λi ∈ Λ, and φi(λi) = 0, φi(λj) + φj(λi) = 0,

(b) RCi
(Ci) ∈ k× idCi⊗Ci

for i ∈ I,

(c) RCj
(Ci) ◦RCi

(Cj) ∈ k× idCi⊗Cj
for i, j ∈ I.

Set

Γ := Z⊕I and Γ>0 := Z⊕I
>0.

Let {ei | i ∈ I} be the natural basis of Γ. We define a Z-linear map

L: Γ → Λ, ei 7→ λi for i ∈ I,

and a Z-bilinear map

φ : Γ× Λ → Z, (ei, λ) 7→ φi(λ).

We choose a Z-bilinear map H: Γ×Γ → Z such that φi(λj) = H(ei, ej)−H(ej , ei) for any

i, j ∈ I. Then we have

φ(α,L(β)) = H(α, β)−H(β, α) for any α, β ∈ Γ.(1.2)

Let us denote by φα the Z-linear map φ(α,−) : Λ → Z for each α ∈ Γ.

Lemma 1.3 ([13, Lemma 2.3, Lemma 1.16]). Let {(Ci, RCi
, φi)}i∈I be a real commuting

family of graded braiders in T .
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(i) There exists a family {ηij}i,j∈I of elements in k× such that

RCi
(Ci) = ηii idCi⊗Ci

,

RCj
(Ci) ◦RCi

(Cj) = ηijηji idCi⊗Cj

for all i, j ∈ I.

(ii) There exist a graded braider Cα = (Cα, RCα, φα) for each α ∈ Γ>0, and an isomorphism

ξα,β : C
α ⊗ Cβ ∼

−→ qH(α,β) ⊗ Cα+β in Tbr for α, β ∈ Γ>0 such that

(a) C0 = 1 and Cei = Ci for i ∈ I,

(b) the diagram in Tbr

(1.3)

Cα ⊗ Cβ ⊗ Cγ

Cα⊗ξβ,γ

��

ξα,β⊗C
γ

// qH(α,β) ⊗ Cα+β ⊗ Cγ

ξα+β,γ

��

qH(β,γ) ⊗ Cα ⊗ Cβ+γ
ξα,β+γ // qH(α,β)+H(α,γ)+H(β,γ) ⊗ Cα+β+γ

commutes for any α, β, γ ∈ Γ>0,

(c) the diagrams in Tbr

(1.4)
C0 ⊗ C0

≀
��

ξ0,0 // C0

≀
��

1⊗ 1
≃ // 1 ,

and

Cα ⊗ Cβ

ξα,β

��

RCα (Cβ)
// qφ(α,L(β)) ⊗ Cβ ⊗ Cα

ξβ,α

��

qH(α,β) ⊗ Cα+β
η(α,β) id

Cα+β
// qH(α,β) ⊗ Cα+β

commute for any i, j ∈ I and α, β, γ ∈ Γ>0, where

η(α, β) :=
∏

i,j∈I

η
aibj
i,j ∈ k× for α =

∑

i∈I

aiei and β =
∑

j∈I

bjej in Γ.(1.5)

Note that we have η(α, 0) = η(0, α) = 1, and η(α, β + γ) = η(α, β) · η(α, γ) and η(α+

β, γ) = η(α, γ) · η(β, γ) for α, β, γ ∈ Γ.

We define an order � on Γ by

α � β for α, β ∈ Γ with β − α ∈ Γ>0,

and set

Dα1,...,αk
:= {δ ∈ Γ | αi + δ ∈ Γ>0 for any i = 1, . . . , k}

for α1, . . . , αk ∈ Γ.



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

For X ∈ Tλ, Y ∈ Tµ and δ ∈ Dα,β, we set

Hgr
δ ((X,α), (Y, β)) := HomT (C

δ+α ⊗X, qH(δ,β−α)+φ(δ+β,µ) ⊗ Y ⊗ Cδ+β).

For δ, δ′ ∈ Dα,β with δ � δ′ and f ∈ Hgr
δ ((X,α), (Y, β)), we define ζ

gr
δ′,δ(f) ∈ Hgr

δ′ ((X,α), (Y, β))

to be the morphism such that the following diagram commutes:

Cδ′−δ ⊗ Cδ+α ⊗X

≀ξδ′−δ,δ+α

��

Cδ′−δ⊗f
// qH(δ,β−α)+φ(δ+β,µ) ⊗ Cδ′−δ ⊗ Y ⊗ Cδ+β

R
Cδ′−δ (Y )

��

qH(δ,β−α)+φ(δ′+β,µ) ⊗ Y ⊗ Cδ′−δ ⊗ Cδ+β

≀ ξδ′−δ,δ+β

��

qH(δ′−δ,δ+α) ⊗ Cδ′+α ⊗X
qH(δ′−δ,δ+α)⊗ζgr

δ′,δ
(f)

// qH(δ,β−α)+φ(δ′+β,µ)+H(δ′−δ,δ+β) ⊗ Y ⊗ Cδ′+β.

Then, ζgrδ′,δ is a map from Hgr
δ ((X,α), (Y, β)) to Hgr

δ′ ((X,α), (Y, β)) and ζ
gr
δ′′,δ′ ◦ ζ

gr
δ′,δ = ζgrδ′′,δ for

δ � δ′ � δ′′, so that {ζgrδ′,δ}δ,δ′∈Dα,β
forms an inductive system indexed by Dα,β.

Hence we can define a new category T̃ as

Ob(T̃ ) := Ob(T )× Γ,

HomT̃ ((X,α), (Y, β)) := lim−→
δ∈Dα,β ,

λ+L(α)=µ+L(β)

Hgr
δ ((X,α), (Y, β)),

where X ∈ Tλ and Y ∈ Tµ. For the composition of morphisms in T̃ and its associativity, see

[13, Section 2.2, Section 2.3].

By the construction, we have the decomposition

T̃ =
⊕

µ∈Λ

T̃µ, where T̃µ := {(X,α) | X ∈ Tλ, λ+ L(α) = µ}.

The category T̃ is a monoidal category with the following tensor product: For α, α′, β, β ′ ∈

Γ, X ∈ Tλ, X
′ ∈ Tλ′ , Y ∈ Tµ and Y ′ ∈ Tµ′ , we define

(X,α)⊗ (Y, β) := (q−φ(β,λ)+H(α,β) ⊗X ⊗ Y, α+ β),

and, for f ∈ Hgr
δ ((X,α), (X

′, α′)) and g ∈ Hgr
ǫ ((Y, β), (Y

′, β ′)), we define

T gr
δ,ǫ(f, g) := η(ǫ, α− α′)T̃ gr

δ,ǫ(f, g),
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where T̃ gr
δ,ǫ(f, g) is the morphism such that the following diagram commutes:

Cδ+α ⊗X ⊗ Cǫ+β ⊗ Y
f⊗g

// qb ⊗X ′ ⊗ Cδ+α′

⊗ Y ′ ⊗ Cǫ+β′

R
Cδ+α′ (Y ′)

��

q−φ(ǫ+β,λ) ⊗ Cδ+α ⊗ Cǫ+β ⊗X ⊗ Y

R
Cǫ+β (X)

OO

≀ξδ+α,ǫ+β

��

qc ⊗X ′ ⊗ Y ′ ⊗ Cδ+α′

⊗ Cǫ+β′

≀ ξδ+α′,ǫ+β′

��

qa ⊗ Cδ+ǫ+α+β ⊗X ⊗ Y
T̃ gr
δ,ǫ

(f,g)
// qd ⊗X ′ ⊗ Y ′ ⊗ Cδ+ǫ+α′+β′

,

where

a = −φ(ǫ+ β, λ) + H(δ + α, ǫ+ β),

b = H(δ, α′ − α) + φ(δ + α′, λ′) + H(ǫ, β ′ − β) + φ(ǫ+ β ′, µ′),

c = b+ φ(δ + α′, µ′), d = c+H(δ + α′, ǫ+ β ′).

Then we have

T gr
δ,ǫ(f, g) ∈ Hgr

δ+ǫ((X,α)⊗ (Y, β), (X ′, α′)⊗ (Y ′, β ′)).

Then the map T gr
δ,ǫ is compatible with the maps ζgrδ,δ′ , in the inductive system, and moreover

it yields a bifunctor ⊗ on T̃ ([13, Proposition 2.5])

HomT̃ ((X,α), (X
′, α′))× HomT̃ ((Y, β), (Y

′, β ′))
⊗

−→

HomT̃ ((X,α)⊗ (Y, β), (X ′, α′)⊗ (Y ′, β ′)).

For (X,α) ∈ T̃ , define R(q,0)((X,α)) ∈ HomT̃ ((q ⊗ X,α), (X ⊗ q, α)) as the image of

Rq(X) ∈ HomT (q ⊗ X,X ⊗ q) = Hgr
−α((q ⊗ X,α), (X ⊗ q, α)). Then ((q, 0), R(q,0)) is an

invertible braider in T̃ .

Theorem 1.4. Let {Ci = (Ci, RCi
, φi)}i∈I be a real commuting family of graded braiders in

T . Then the category T̃ defined above becomes a monoidal category. There exists a monoidal

functor Υ: T → T̃ and a real commuting family of graded braiders {C̃i = (C̃i, RC̃i
, φi)}i∈I

in T̃ satisfy the following properties:

(i) for i ∈ I, Υ(Ci) is isomorphic to C̃i and it is invertible in (T̃ ) br,
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(ii) for i ∈ I and X ∈ Tλ, the diagram

Υ(Ci ⊗X)
∼ //

Υ(RCi
(X)) ≀

��

C̃i ⊗Υ(X)

R
C̃i

(Υ(X)) ≀
��

Υ(qφi(λ) ⊗X ⊗ Ci)
∼ // qφi(λ) ⊗Υ(X)⊗ C̃i

commutes.

Moreover, the functor Υ satisfies the following universal property:

(iii) If there are another Λ-graded monoidal category T ′ with an invertible central object

q ∈ T ′
0 with and a Λ-graded monoidal functor Υ′ : T → T ′ such that

(a) Υ′ sends the central object q ∈ T0 to q ∈ T ′
0 ,

(b) Υ′(Ci) is invertible in T ′ for any i ∈ I and

(c) for any i ∈ I and X ∈ T , Υ′(RCi
(X)) : Υ′(Ci ⊗ X) → Υ′(qφi(λ) ⊗ X ⊗ Ci) is an

isomorphism,

then there exists a monoidal functor F , which is unique up to a unique isomorphism,

such that the diagram

T
Υ //

Υ′ ��❅
❅❅

❅❅
❅❅

❅
T̃

F
��

T ′

commutes.

We denote by T [C⊗−1
i | i ∈ I] the localization T̃ in Theorem 1.4. Note that

(X,α + β) ≃ q−H(β,α) ⊗ (Cα ⊗X, β), (1, β)⊗ (1,−β) ≃ q−H(β,β)(1, 0)

for α ∈ Γ>0 and β ∈ Γ.

Proposition 1.5. Let (Ci, RCi
, φi)i∈I be a real commuting family of graded braiders in a

graded monoidal category T , and set T̃ := T [C⊗−1
i | i ∈ I]. Assume that

(a) T is an abelian category,

(b) ⊗ is exact.

Then T̃ is an abelian category with exact ⊗, and the functor Υ: T → T̃ 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,Π,Π∨, (·, ·)

)
consists of

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

(ii) Π = {αi | i ∈ I} ⊂ P, called the set of simple roots,

(iii) Π∨ = {hi | i ∈ I} ⊂ P∨ := Hom(P,Z), called the set of simple coroots,

(iv) a Q-valued symmetric bilinear form (·, ·) on P,

which satisfy

(a) (αi, αi) ∈ 2Z>0 for i ∈ I,

(b) 〈hi, λ〉 =
2(αi, λ)

(αi, αi)
for i ∈ I and λ ∈ P,

(c) A := (〈hi, αj〉)i,j∈I is a generalized Cartan matrix, i.e., 〈hi, αi〉 = 2 for any i ∈ I and

〈hi, αj〉 ∈ Z60 if i 6= j,

(d) Π is a linearly independent set,

(e) for each i ∈ I, there exists Λi ∈ P such that 〈hj ,Λi〉 = δij for any j ∈ I.

Let ∆ (resp. ∆+, ∆−) be the set of roots (resp. positive roots, negative roots). We set

P+ := {λ ∈ P | 〈hi, λ〉 > 0 for i ∈ I}, Q =
⊕

i∈I Zαi, and Q+ =
∑

i∈I Z>0αi, and write

ht(β) =
∑

i∈I ki for β =
∑

i∈I kiαi ∈ Q+. For i ∈ I, we define

si(λ) = λ− 〈hi, λ〉αi for λ ∈ P,

and W is the subgroup of Aut(P) generated by {si}i∈I .

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 λ ∈ P is w-dominant if

(β, λ) > 0 for any β ∈ ∆+ ∩ w−1∆−.(1.6)

This condition is equivalent to

〈hik , sik+1
· · · sirλ〉 > 0 for 1 6 k 6 r,

where w = si1 · · · sir is a reduced expression of w.

Note that any λ ∈ P+ is w-dominant for any w ∈ W.

1.2.2. Quiver Hecke algebras.

Let k be a field. For i, j ∈ I, we choose polynomials Qi,j(u, v) ∈ k[u, v] such that

(a) Qi,j(u, v) = Qj,i(v, u),



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

(b) it is of the form

Qi,j(u, v) =





∑
p(αi,αi)+q(αj ,αj)=−2(αi,αj)

ti,j;p,qu
pvq if i 6= j,

0 if i = j,

where ti,j;−aij ,0 ∈ k×.

For β ∈ Q+ with ht(β) = n, we set

Iβ :=
{
ν = (ν1, . . . , νn) ∈ In

∣∣
n∑

k=1

ανk = β
}
,

on which the symmetric group Sn = 〈sk | k = 1, . . . , n− 1〉 acts by place permutations.

Definition 1.6. For β ∈ Q+, the quiver Hecke algebra R(β) associated with A and

(Qi,j(u, v))i,j∈I is the k-algebra generated by

{e(ν) | ν ∈ Iβ}, {xk | 1 6 k 6 n}, {τl | 1 6 l 6 n− 1}

satisfying the following defining relations:

e(ν)e(ν ′) = δν,ν′e(ν),
∑

ν∈Iβ

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

τle(ν) = e(sl(ν))τl, τkτl = τlτk if |k − l| > 1,

τ 2k e(ν) = Qνk,νk+1
(xk, xk+1)e(ν),

(τkxl − xsk(l)τk)e(ν) =





−e(ν) if l = k and νk = νk+1,

e(ν) if l = k + 1 and νk = νk+1,

0 otherwise,

(τk+1τkτk+1 − τkτk+1τk)e(ν)

=

{
Q νk,νk+1

(xk, xk+1, xk+2)e(ν) if νk = νk+2,

0 otherwise,

where

Qi,j(u, v, w) :=
Qi,j(u, v)−Qi,j(w, v)

u− w
∈ k[u, v, w].
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The algebra R(β) has the Z-grading defined by

deg(e(ν)) = 0, deg(xke(ν)) = (ανk , ανk), deg(τle(ν)) = −(ανl , ανl+1
).

We denote by R(β)-Mod the category of graded R(β)-modules with degree preserving

homomorphisms. We write R(β)-gmod for the full subcategory of R(β)-Mod consisting of the

graded modules which are finite-dimensional over k, and R(β)-proj for the full subcategory of

R(β)-Mod consisting of finitely generated projective graded R(β)-modules. We set R-Mod:=⊕
β∈Q+

R(β)-Mod, R-proj :=
⊕

β∈Q+
R(β)-proj, and R-gmod :=

⊕
β∈Q+

R(β)-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 q by (qM)k =Mk−1 for a graded

moduleM =
⊕

k∈ZMk. ForM,N ∈ R(β)-Mod, HomR(β)(M,N) denotes the space of degree

preserving module homomorphisms. We define

HOMR(β)(M,N) :=
⊕

k∈Z

HomR(β)(q
kM,N),

and set deg(f) := k for f ∈ HomR(β)(q
kM,N). When M = N , we write ENDR(β)(M) =

HOMR(β)(M,M). We sometimes write R for R(β) in HOMR(β)(M,N) for simplicity.

For M ∈ R(β)-gmod, we set M⋆ := HOMk(M,k) with the R(β)-action given by

(r · f)(u) := f(ρ(r)u), for f ∈M⋆, r ∈ R(β) and u ∈M ,

where ρ is the antiautomorphism of R(β) which fixes the generators e(ν), xk, τk. We say

that M is self-dual if M ≃M⋆ in R-gmod.

For β, β ′ ∈ Q+, set e(β, β
′) :=

∑
ν∈Iβ ,ν′∈Iβ′ e(ν ∗ ν ′), where ν ∗ ν ′ is the concatenation of ν

and ν ′. Then there is an injective ring homomorphism

R(β)⊗ R(β ′) → e(β, β ′)R(β + β ′)e(β, β ′)

given by e(ν) ⊗ e(ν ′) 7→ e(ν, ν ′), xke(β) ⊗ 1 7→ xke(β, β
′), 1 ⊗ xke(β

′) 7→ xk+|β|e(β, β
′),

τke(β) ⊗ 1 7→ τke(β, β
′) and 1 ⊗ τke(β

′) 7→ τk+|β|e(β, β
′). For a ∈ R(β) and a′ ∈ R(β ′), the

image of a⊗ a′ is sometimes denoted by a⊠ a′.

For M ∈ R(β)-Mod and N ∈ R(β ′)-Mod, we set

M ◦N :=R(β + β ′)e(β, β ′)⊗R(β)⊗R(β′) (M ⊗N).

For u ∈M and v ∈ N , the image of u⊗v by the mapM⊗N →M ◦N is sometimes denoted

by u⊠ v. We also write M ⊠N ⊂M ◦N for the image of M ⊗N in M ◦N .

For α, β ∈ Q+, let X be an R(α+ β)-module. Then e(α, β)X is an R(α)⊗R(β)-module.

We denote it by

Resα,βX.
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We have

HomR(α)⊗R(β)

(
M ⊗N,Resα,β(X)

)
≃ HomR(α+β)(M ◦N,X),

HomR(α)⊗R(β)

(
Resα,β(X),M ⊗N

)
≃ HomR(α+β)(X, q

(α,β)N ◦M)
(1.7)

for any R(α)-module M , any R(β)-module N and any R(α + β)-module X .

We denote by M ∇N the head of M ◦N and by M ∆N the socle of M ◦N . We say that

simple R-modules M and N strongly commute if M ◦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., M ◦N ≃ N ◦M up to a grading shift.

For i ∈ I and the functors Ei and Fi are defined by

Ei(M) = e(αi, β − αi)M ∈ R(β − αi)-Mod

Fi(M) = R(αi)◦M ∈ R(β + αi)-Mod
for an R(β)-module M .

For i ∈ I and n ∈ Z>0, let L(i) be the simple R(αi)-module concentrated on degree 0 and

P (in) the indecomposable projective R(nαi)-module whose head is isomorphic to L(in) :=

q
n(n−1)

2
i L(i)◦n, where qi := q(αi,αi)/2. Then, for M ∈ R(β)-Mod, we define

E
(n)
i M :=HOMR(nαi)

(
P (in), e(nαi, β − nαi)M

)
∈ R(β − nαi)-Mod,

F
(n)
i M :=P (in)◦M ∈ R(β + nαi)-Mod.

For i ∈ I and a non-zero M ∈ R(β)-Mod, we define

wt(M) = −β, εi(M) = max{k > 0 | Ek
iM 6≃ 0}, ϕi(M) = εi(M) + 〈hi,wt(M)〉.

For a simple module M , we set

Emax
i (M) := E

(εi(M))
i M.

We can also define E∗
i , F

∗
i , ε

∗
i , etc. in the same manner as above if we replace e(αi, β − αi),

R(αi)◦−, etc. with e(β − αi, αi), −◦R(αi), etc.
We denote byK(R-proj) andK(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 {βj}16j6r
and {γk}16k6s be two families of elements in Q+ such that

∑r
j=1 βj =

∑s
k=1 γk. Let Mj be
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an R(βj)-module for each 1 6 j 6 r. Then e(γ1, . . . , γs)(M1◦ · · · ◦Mr) has a filtration of⊗s
k=1R(γk)-modules whose graduations are isomorphic to the modules of the form

qN

(
s⊗

k=1

R(γk)e(β1,k, . . . , βr,k)

)
⊗

⊗
j,k R(βj,k)

(
r⊗

j=1

e(βj,1, . . . βj,s)Mj

)
.

Here

• {βj,k}16j6r, 16k6s is a family of elements in Q+ such that βj =
∑s

k=1 βj,k and γk =∑r
j=1 βj,k,

• the right action of
⊗

j,kR(βj,k) on
⊗s

k=1R(γk)e(β1,k, . . . , βr,k) is induced by the action of

R(βj,k) on R(γk)e(β1,k, . . . , βr,k),

• the left action of
⊗

j,kR(βj,k) on
⊗r

j=1 e(βj,1, . . . βj,s)Mj is induced by the left action of

R(βj,k) on e(βj,1, . . . βj,s)Mj,

• N = −
∑

16j<j′6r, 16k′<k6s

(βj,k, βj′,k′).

Let us denote by g the symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra associated with the Cartan

datum (A,P,Π,Π∨, (·, ·)). Then the quiver Heck algebra R associated with the same Cartan

datum categorifies the negative half U−
q (g) of the quantum group Uq(g) and its crystal/global

basis ([15, 22, 23, 25, 19]). Let B(∞) be the crystal basis of U−
q (g). Then there is a bijection

between B(∞) and the set of the isomorphism classes of self-dual simple R-modules. For

b ∈ B(∞), let S(b) be the self-dual simple R-module corresponding to b. Then we have

S(f̃i(b)) ≃ L(i) ∇ S(b) and S(ẽi(b)) ≃ hd
(
Ei(S(b))

)

for i ∈ I up to grading shifts, where f̃i and ẽi denote the Kashiwara operators on B(∞).

Let ψ : R(β) ∼−→R(β) be the ring automorphism

ψ :

e(ν1, . . . , νn) 7→ e(νn, . . . , ν1),

xk 7→ xn+1−k (1 6 k 6 n),

τk 7→ −τn−k (1 6 k < n),

(1.8)

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

ψ∗ : R-gmod ∼−→(R-gmod)rev.

Here, for a monoidal category T , T rev is the new monoidal category with the reversed tensor

product ⊗rev (see § 1.1.1). Hence, there is a functorial isomorphism

ψ∗(M ◦N) ≃ ψ∗(N)◦ψ∗(M)
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for graded R-modulesM and N . Since ψ is involutive, so is ψ∗. Note that ψ∗(L(i
n)) ≃ L(in)

for i ∈ I 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 β ∈ Q+ and i ∈ I, let

pi,β :=
∑

ν∈Iβ

( ∏

a∈{1,...,ht(β)}, νa=i

xa

)
e(ν) ∈ R(β).(1.9)

Then pi,β belongs to the center of R(β).

Definition 1.8. Let M be a simple R(β)-module. An affinization of M with degree d
M̂
is an

R(β)-module M̂ with an endomorphism z
M̂

of M̂ with degree d
M̂
∈ Z>0 and an isomorphism

M̂/z
M̂
M̂ ≃M such that

(i) M̂ is a finitely generated free module over the polynomial ring k[z
M̂
],

(ii) pi,β M̂ 6= 0 for all i ∈ I.

Let β ∈ Q+ with m = ht(β). For k = 1, . . . , m − 1 and ν ∈ Iβ, the intertwiner ϕk is

defined by

ϕke(ν) =





(τkxk − xkτk)e(ν) = (xk+1τk − τkxk+1)e(ν)

=
(
τk(xk − xk+1) + 1

)
e(ν) =

(
(xk+1 − xk)τk − 1

)
e(ν) if νk = νk+1,

τke(ν) otherwise.

Lemma 1.9 ([5, Lemma 1.5]).

(i) ϕ2
ke(ν) =

(
Qνk,νk+1

(xk, xk+1) + δνk,νk+1

)
e(ν).

(ii) {ϕk}k=1,...,m−1 satisfies the braid relation.

(iii) For a reduced expression w = si1 · · · sit ∈ Sm, we set ϕw := ϕi1 · · ·ϕit. Then ϕw does

not depend on the choice of reduced expression of w.

(iv) For w ∈ Sm and 1 6 k 6 m, we have ϕwxk = xw(k)ϕw.

(v) For w ∈ Sm and 1 6 k < m, if w(k + 1) = w(k) + 1, then ϕwτk = τw(k)ϕw.

For m,n ∈ Z>0, we set w[m,n] to be the element of Sm+n such that

w[m,n](k) :=

{
k + n if 1 6 k 6 m,

k −m if m < k 6 m+ n.
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Let β, γ ∈ Q+ and set m :=ht(β) and n :=ht(γ). ForM ∈ R(β)-Mod and N ∈ R(γ)-Mod,

the R(β)⊗R(γ)-linear map M ⊗N → N ◦M defined by

u⊗ v 7→ ϕw[n,m](v ⊠ u)

can be extended to an R(β + γ)-module homomorphism (up to a grading shift)

RM,N : M ◦N −→ N ◦M.

Let M̂ 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)

Rnorm
M̂,N

:= z
M̂

−sR
M̂,N : M̂◦N −→ N ◦ M̂,

where s is the largest integer such that R
M̂,N(M̂◦N) ⊂ z

M̂
s(N ◦ M̂). We define

r
M,N

: M ◦N −→ N ◦M

to be the homomorphism (up to a grading shift) induced from Rnorm
M̂,N

by specializing at

z
M̂
= 0. By the definition, r

M,N
never vanishes. We now define

Λ(M,N) := deg(r
M,N

),

Λ̃(M,N) :=
1

2

(
Λ(M,N) + (wt(M),wt(N))

)
,

d(M,N) :=
1

2

(
Λ(M,N) + Λ(N,M)

)
.

Then we have ([13, Lemma 3.11])

d(M,N) and Λ̃(M,N) are non-negative integers.

We also have (cf. [7, Lemma 3.15])

Λ(M,N1◦N2) = Λ(M,N1) + Λ(M,N2)(1.10)

for non-zero modules N1, N2 and a simple module M which admits an affinization.

Definition 1.10. We say that an R-module module M is affreal if M is 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 is affreal. Then we have

HOM(M ◦N,N ◦M) = kr
M,N

.
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In the case that N has an affinization (N̂, z
N̂
), we can define Rnorm

M,N̂
in a similar way as

above. Then we have deg Rnorm
M̂,N

= degRnorm
M,N̂

, and Rnorm
M̂,N

|z
M̂
=0 = Rnorm

M,N̂
|z

N̂
=0 up to a constant

multiple if M or N is real. Hence Λ(M,N) and r
M,N

(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 Λ ∈ P+ and let ti be an indeterminate for each i ∈ I. Set

aΛ,i(ti) := t
〈hi,Λ〉
i ∈ k[ti] for i ∈ I.

Let λ ∈ Λ−Q+, and write β := Λ− λ ∈ Q+ and n := ht(β). The cyclotomic quiver Hecke

algebra is the quotient of R(β) given by

RΛ(λ) :=
R(β)∑

i∈I R(β)aΛ,i(xne(β − αi, αi))R(β)
.(1.11)

See [13] for more details.

Let RΛ(λ)-Mod be the category of graded RΛ(λ)-modules.

We define the functors

FΛ
i : RΛ(λ)-Mod → RΛ(λ− αi)-Mod,

EΛ
i : R

Λ(λ)-Mod → RΛ(λ+ αi)-Mod

by FΛ
i M = RΛ(λ− αi)e(αi, β)⊗RΛ(λ) M and EΛ

i M = e(αi, β − αi)M for M ∈ RΛ(λ)-Mod.

Similarly, for m ∈ Z>0, we define

FΛ
i
(m)M = RΛ(λ−mαi)⊗R(Λ−λ+mαi) F

(m)
i M ∈ RΛ(λ−mαi)-Mod,

EΛ
i
(m)M = E

(m)
i M ∈ RΛ(λ+mαi)-Mod.

For λ, µ ∈ P, we write λ � µ if there exists a sequence of real positive roots βk (1 6 k 6 ℓ)

such that λ = sβℓ · · · sβ1µ and (βk, sβk−1
· · · sβ1µ) > 0 for 1 6 k 6 ℓ. Here sβ(λ) = λ−(β∨, λ)β

with β∨ = 2
(β,β)

β.

Let λ, µ ∈ WΛ such that λ � µ. The module M(λ, µ), called the determinantial module,

is defined as follows. Choose w, v ∈ W such that λ = wΛ and µ = vΛ, and then take their

reduced expressions w = si1 · · · sil and v = sj1 · · · sjt , and set mk = 〈hik , sik+1
· · · silΛ〉 for

k = 1, . . . l, and nk = 〈hjk , sjk+1
· · · sjtΛ〉 for k = 1, . . . , t. We define

M(λ,Λ) := FΛ
i1

(m1) · · ·FΛ
il

(ml)k,

M(λ, µ) := E
∗ (n1)
j1

· · ·E
∗ (nt)
jt M(λ,Λ).



LOCALIZATIONS FOR QUIVER HECKE ALGEBRAS II 23

The determinantial module M(λ, µ) 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

Λ ∈ P+, and λ, µ ∈ WΛ with λ � µ.

(i) M(λ, µ) is a real simple RΛ-module with an affinization.

(ii) If 〈hi, λ〉 6 0 and siλ � µ, then

εi(M(λ, µ)) = −〈hi, λ〉 and E
(−〈hi,λ〉)
i M(λ, µ) ≃ M(siλ, µ).

(iii) If 〈hi, µ〉 > 0 and λ � siµ, then

ε∗i (M(λ, µ)) = 〈hi, µ〉 and E
∗(〈hi,µ〉)
i M(λ, µ) ≃ M(λ, siµ).

(iv) For Λ,Λ′ ∈ P+ and w, v ∈ W such that v 4 w, we have

M(wΛ, vΛ)◦M(wΛ′, vΛ′) ≃ q−(vΛ,vΛ′−wΛ′)M
(
w(Λ + Λ′), v(Λ + Λ′)

)
.

(v) For λ, µ, ζ ∈ WΛ with λ � µ � ζ, we have M(λ, ζ) ≃ M(λ, µ)∇M(µ, ζ).

1.5. The categories Cw and C∗,v. In this subsection, we recall the definition of categories

Cw, C∗,v and Cw,v appeared in [11] (see also [24]).

For M ∈ R(β)-Mod, we define

W(M) := {γ ∈ Q+ ∩ (β − Q+) | e(γ, β − γ)M 6= 0},

W∗(M) := {γ ∈ Q+ ∩ (β − Q+) | e(β − γ, γ)M 6= 0}.

Hence if M = 0, then W(M) = ∅, and if M 6= 0, then 0, β ∈ W(M).

Proposition 1.13 ([24, Proposition 3.7]). For any R-module M , we have

W(M) ⊂ spanR>0

(
W(M) ∩∆+

)
.

Here, for a subset A ⊂ R⊗Z Q, we denote by spanR>0
(A) the smallest subset of R⊗Z Q that

is stable by the multiplication of R>0 and contains A ∪ {0}.

For w ∈ W, we denote by Cw the full subcategory of R-gmod consisting of objects M such

that

W(M) ⊂ spanR>0
(∆+ ∩ w∆−).

By Proposition 1.13, this condition is equivalent to

W(M) ∩∆+ ⊂ w∆−.
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Similarly, for v ∈ W, we denote by C∗,v the full subcategory of R-gmod consisting of

objects M such that

W
∗(M) ⊂ spanR>0

(∆+ ∩ v∆+).

For w, v ∈ W, we define Cw,v to be the full subcategory of R-gmod whose objects are

contained in both of the subcategories Cw and C∗,v.

The categories Cw, C∗,v, and Cw,v 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,RM , φ) in R-gmod is called non-degenerate if

RM(L(i)) : M ◦L(i) → qφ(αi)L(i)◦M

is a non-zero homomorphism for each i ∈ I.

If (M,RM , φ) is non-degenerate, then φ(αi) = −Λ(M,L(i)) and RM(L(i)) = c r
M,L(i)

for

some c ∈ 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,RM , φ)

in R-gmod. If (M,R′
M , φ

′) is another non-degenerate graded braider, then φ = φ′ and

there exists a group homomorphism c : Q → k× such that R′
M (X) = c(β)RM(X) for any

X ∈ R(β)-gmod.

Fix an element w in the Weyl group W. For Λ ∈ P+, set

CΛ = Cw,Λ :=M(wΛ,Λ) and Ci := CΛi
(i ∈ I).

For i ∈ I, we set

λi :=

{
wΛi + Λi if wΛi 6= Λi,

0 if wΛi = Λi.

Note that Ci ≃ 1 if and only if wΛi = Λi. We have

Λ(Ci, L(j)) = (αj , αj)ε
∗
j(Ci) + (αj, wΛi − Λi) = (λi, αj).(1.12)

Applying Theorem 1.15, we have a non-degenerate graded braider (Ci, RCi
, φi) for i ∈ I.

Proposition 1.16 ([13, Proposition 5.1]). The family (Ci, RCi
, φi)i∈I is a real commuting

family of non-degenerate graded braiders in R-gmod and

φi(β) = −(λi, β) for any β ∈ Q.
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Theorem 1.17 ([13, Theorem 5.2]). For i ∈ I and any R(β)-module N in Cw, RCi
(N) is

an isomorphism.

We set Γ :=
⊕

i∈I
ZΛi and define a Z-bilinear map H: Γ× Γ → Z defined by

H(Λi,Λj) :=−Λ̃(Ci,Cj) = (Λi, wΛj − Λj).

Then, for i, j ∈ I, we have

φi(−wt(Cj)) = (wΛi + Λi, wΛj − Λj) = (Λi, wΛj)− (Λj , wΛi)

= H(Λi,Λj)−H(Λj ,Λi).

Thanks to Theorem 1.4 and Proposition 1.16, we have the localization of Cw by the non-

degenerate graded braiders {Ci | i ∈ I} which we denote by

C̃w := Cw[C
◦−1
i | i ∈ I].

By the choice above of H, for Λ =
∑

i∈I miΛi ∈ Γ>0, we have

CΛ ≃ (1,Λ), C◦−1
Λ ≃ qH(Λ,Λ)(1,−Λ).

Thus, for Λ =
∑

i∈I aiΛi ∈ Γ ⊂ P, we simply write CΛ := (1,Λ) ∈ C̃w. We have

CΛ◦CΛ′ ≃ qH(Λ,Λ′)CΛ+Λ′ .

The following is a summary of the results in [13] on the localization C̃w of Cw and the

localization functor Φw : Cw → C̃w:

(i) the objects Φw(Ci) are invertible in C̃w,

(ii) Φw
(
RCΛ

(X)
)
is an isomorphism for any Λ ∈ P+ and X ∈ Cw,

(iii) for any simple object S of Cw, the object Φw(S) is simple in C̃w,

(iv) every simple object of C̃w is isomorphic to CΛ ◦ Φw(S) for some simple object S of Cw

and Λ ∈ P,

(v) for two simple objects S and S ′ in Cw and Λ,Λ′ ∈ P, CΛ◦Φw(S) ≃ CΛ′ ◦Φw(S ′) in

C̃w if and only if qH(Λ,µ)CΛ+µ◦S ≃ qH(Λ′,µ)CΛ′+µ◦S ′ in Cw for some µ ∈ P such that

Λ + µ,Λ′ + µ ∈ P+,

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

(vii) the grading shift functor q and the contravariant functor M 7→M⋆ on Cw are extended

to C̃w.

(viii) for any simple module M ∈ C̃w, there exists a unique n ∈ Z such that qnM is self-dual.

Theorem 1.18 ([13, Theorem 5.7]). Every simple object in C̃w 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◦−1
i | i ∈ I]

of the category R-gmod by the real commuting family {Ci | i ∈ I} of non-degenerated graded

braiders. We denote the localization functor by

Qw : R-gmod → (R-gmod)̃ [w].

Since Cw is a full subcategory of R-gmod, there is a fully faithful monoidal functor

ιw : C̃w → (R-gmod)̃ [w].

Set Iw := {i ∈ I | wΛi 6= Λi}. Note that Iw = {i1, . . . , il} for any reduced expression

w = si1 · · · sil of w.

Theorem 1.19 ([13, Theorem 5.8, Theorem 5.9]). Assume that I = Iw.

(i) The functor ιw : C̃w → (R-gmod)̃ [w] is an equivalence of categories.

(ii) The category C̃w is left rigid, i.e., every object of C̃w has a left dual.

We shall prove later in Theorem 3.9 that C̃w is rigid.

Proposition 1.20. Assume that I = Iw. Let X ∈ R-gmod be a simple module. Then we

have

(i) Qw(X) is either a simple module or zero,

(ii) Qw(X) ≃ qH(Λ,Λ)C−Λ◦Qw(CΛ ∇X) for any Λ ∈ P+.

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

(ii) Since there is an epimorphism Qw(CΛ)◦Qw(X) ։ Qw(CΛ ∇ X), we may assume that

Qw(X) 6≃ 0.

Applying the exact monoidal functor Qw,

CΛ◦X ։ CΛ ∇X  X ◦CΛ,

we obtain

Qw(CΛ)◦Qw(X) ։ Qw(CΛ ∇X)  Qw(X)◦Qw(CΛ)

whose composition is an isomorphism. Hence we obtain Qw(CΛ∇X) ≃ Qw(CΛ)◦Qw(X). �
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2. Normal sequences and Generalized determinantial modules

2.1. Unmixed pair. We say that an ordered pair (M,N) of R-modules is unmixed if

W∗(M) ∩W(N) ⊂ {0}.

Proposition 2.1 ([24, Lemma 2.6], [11, Proposition 2.12]). Let β, γ ∈ Q+ with |β| = m

and |γ| = n. Let M and N be an R(β)-module and an R(γ)-module, respectively. As-

sume that (M,N) is an unmixed pair. Then, we have e(β, γ)(M ◦N) = M ⊠ N and

e(β, γ)(N ◦M) = τw[n,m](N ⊠M). There is an R(β)⊗R(γ)-module isomorphism q−(β,γ)M ⊗

N → e(β, γ)(N ◦M) given by

r(u⊗ v) = τw[n,m](v ⊗ u) for any u ∈M and v ∈ N .

In particular, it induces a homomorphism r : M ◦N → q(β,γ)N ◦M .

We denote by r
M,N

the above morphism r.

Proposition 2.2 ([24, Lemma 2.6] ). Let (M,N) be an unmixed pair of simple R-modules.

Then we have

HOM(M ◦N,N ◦M) = k r
M,N

.

Moreover, the image of r
M,N

: M ◦N → q(β,γ)N ◦M is simple and isomorphic to M ∇N and

q(β,γ)N ∆M .

Proof. The first assertion follows from (1.7). For any non-zero submodule S of N ◦M , we

have e(β, γ)S = τw[n,m](N ⊠M) by (1.7) and Proposition 2.2. It follows that N ◦M has a

simple socle which is generated by τw[n,m](N ⊠M). Since the image of r
M,N

is generated by

τw[n,m](N ⊠M), we get the second assertion. �

Corollary 2.3. Let (M,N) be an unmixed pair of simple modules such that one of them is

affreal. Then we have

Λ̃(M,N) = 0.

Proof. Let r be the morphism in the above proposition. Since r = r
M,N

up to a constant

multiple, we have Λ(M,N) = −(β, γ). It follows that Λ̃(M,N) = 1
2
(Λ(M,N) + (β, γ)) = 0,

as desired. �

Proposition 2.4. Let α, β, γ ∈ Q+, and let L be an R(α)-module, M an R(β)-module and

N an R(γ)-module. Assume that
(
W

∗(L) +W
∗(M)

)
∩W(N) = {0}.
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Then we have

e(α + β, γ)
(
L◦M ◦N

)
≃ (L◦M)⊗N,(2.1)

e(α + β, γ)
(
L◦N ◦M

)
≃ q−(β,γ)(L◦M)⊗N,(2.2)

e(α + β, γ)
(
N ◦L◦M

)
≃ q−(α+β,γ)(L◦M)⊗N.(2.3)

Assume further that L,M,N are simple. Then we have

e(α + β, γ)
(
L◦(M ∇N)

)
≃ (L◦M)⊗N,(2.4)

e(α + β, γ)
(
(L ∇N)◦M

)
≃ q−(β,γ)(L◦M)⊗N.(2.5)

Proof. The isomorphisms (2.1) and (2.3) follow from Proposition 2.1 since W∗(L◦M) ∩

W(N) ⊂ {0}.

Let us prove the second isomorphism (2.2). By the shuffle lemma (Proposition 1.7), the

R(α + β)⊗ R(γ)-module e(α + β, γ)L◦N ◦M has a filtration whose graduations are of the

form

G :=
(
R(α + β)e(α1, β1, γ1)⊗ R(γ)e(α2, β2, γ2)

)
⊗A

(
e(α1, α2)L⊗ e(γ1, γ2)N ⊗ e(β1, β2)M

)

up to grade shifts. Here

• αk, βk, γk ∈ Q+ (k = 1, 2) such that α = α1+α2, β = β1+β2, γ = γ1+γ2, α+β = α1+β1+γ1
and γ = α2 + β2 + γ2,

• A = R(α1)⊗ R(α2)⊗ R(γ1)⊗ R(γ2)⊗ R(β1)⊗ R(β2),

• A→ R(α + β)⊗ R(γ) is given by a1 ⊗ a2 ⊗ c1 ⊗ c2 ⊗ b1 ⊗ b2 7→ (a1c1b1)⊗ (a2c2b2).

If G 6= 0, then α2 ∈ W∗(L) and β2 ∈ W∗(M), γ1 ∈ W(N). Since α2 + β2 = γ1, we have

α2 = β2 = γ1 = 0. Hence only one G survives, and we have

G =
(
R(α + β)e(α, β)⊗R(γ)

)
⊗

R(α)⊗R(γ)⊗R(β)
(L⊗N ⊗M),

where R(α)⊗R(γ)⊗R(β) → R(α+ β)⊗R(γ) is given by a⊗ c⊗ b 7→ (a · b)⊗ c. Hence we

obtain G ≃ (L◦M)⊗N . It implies the isomorphism (2.2). Note that

q−(β,γ)(L◦M)⊗N → e(α + β, γ)
(
L◦N ◦M

)

is induced by q−(β,γ)L⊗M ⊗N → L⊗ (N ◦M).

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

e(α + β, γ)
(
L◦M ◦N

)
// //

≀
��

e(α + β, γ)
(
L◦(M ∇N)

)
// // e(α + β, γ)q(β,γ)

(
L◦N ◦M

)

≀
��

(L◦M)⊗N
∼ // q(β,γ)−(β,γ)(L◦M)⊗N,

e(α + β, γ)
(
L◦N ◦M

)
// //

≀
��

e(α + β, γ)
(
(L ∇N)◦M

)
// // e(α + β, γ)q(α,γ)

(
N ◦L◦M

)

≀
��

q−(β,γ)(L◦M)⊗N
∼ // q(α,γ)−(α+β,γ)(L◦M)⊗N.

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

and (2.5). �

Proposition 2.5. Let M be an affreal simple module, and L an R-module. We assume that

Λ(M,S) = Λ(M,L) for any simple quotient S of L.

Then the head of M ◦hd(L) is equal to the head of M ◦L.

Proof. Note that, for any simple quotient S, the following diagram commutes up to a constant

multiple by [7, Proposition 3.2.8]:

M ◦L

����

r
M,L

// L◦M

����
M ◦S

r
M,L

// S◦M.

In particular, we have

the composition M ◦L
r
M,L

−−−−→ L◦M → S◦M does not vanish.(2.6)

Let K be a maximal submodule of M ◦L. In order to see the proposition, it is enough

to show that M ◦T ⊂ K for some maximal module T of L. Let us consider the following

commutative diagram where r is the R-matrix r
M,L

: M ◦L→ L◦M :

M ◦K

��

// K◦M

��
M ◦M ◦L

r
M,M

// M ◦M ◦L
M◦r

// M ◦L◦M .
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Hence we have M ◦ r(K) ⊂ K◦M . Hence there exists a submodule P ⊂ L such that

r(K) ⊂ P ◦M and M ◦P ⊂ K. Hence P 6= L. Let us take a maximal submodule T $ L

such that P ⊂ T . Since the composition M ◦L
r

−→ L◦M → (L/T )◦M does not vanish

by (2.6), K ⊂ r−1(T ◦M) 6= M ◦L. Hence we obtain r−1(T ◦M) = K. Hence M ◦T ⊂

r−1(T ◦M) = K. �

Corollary 2.6. Let Nj (j = 1, . . . n) be a simple module, and set L := N1◦ · · · ◦Nn. Let

M be an affreal simple module. We assume that M and Nj commute. Then M ◦hd(L) is

semisimple and is equal to the head of M ◦L.

Proof. By [7, Proposition 3.2.10], we have Λ(M,S) =
∑n

i=1 Λ(M,Ni) for any quotient S of

L. Note that every simple quotient of L commutes with M . Thus M ◦hd(L) is semisimple.

Then by the proposition above,

M ◦hd(L) ≃ hd(M ◦hd(L)) = hd(M ◦L),

as desired. �

2.2. Normal sequences.

Definition 2.7. Let (M1, . . . ,Mr) be a sequence of simple modules in R-gmod such that Mk

is affreal except for possibly one k. The sequence (M1, . . . ,Mr) is called a normal sequence

if the composition of r-matrices

r
M1,...,Mr

:= (r
Mr−1,Mr

) ◦ · · · ◦ (r
M2,Mr

◦ · · · ◦ r
M2,M3

) ◦ (r
M1,Mr

◦ · · · ◦ r
M1,M2

)

: M1◦ · · · ◦Mr −→Mr◦ · · · ◦M1

does not vanish.

Note that if (M1, . . . ,Mr) is a normal sequence, then Im(r
M1,...,Mr

) is simple, and it is

isomorphic to the head of M1◦ · · · ◦Mr and to the socle of Mr◦ · · · ◦M1.

Lemma 2.8 ([10, Lemma 2.7, Lemma 2.8]). Let (L1, . . . , Lr) be a sequence of simple modules

in R-gmod such that Lk are affreal except for possibly one k. Then the following three

conditions are equivalent.

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

(b) (L2, . . . , Lr) is a normal sequence and

Λ(L1, hd(L2◦ · · · ◦Lr)) =
∑

26j6r

Λ(L1, Lj).
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(c) (L1, . . . , Lr−1) is a normal sequence and

Λ(hd(L2◦ · · · ◦Lr−1), Lr) =
∑

16j6r−1

Λ(Lj , Lr).

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

Λ̃(Mj ,Mk) = 0 if 1 6 j < k 6 n and 3 6 k.(2.7)

Then (M1, . . . ,Mn) is a normal sequence.

Remark that if (M1, . . . ,Mn) satisfies condition (2.7), then (M◦m1
1 , . . . ,M◦mn

n ) also satisfies

(2.7) for any m1 . . . , mn ∈ Z>0.

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

0 6 Λ̃(hd(M1◦ · · · ◦Mn−1),Mn) 6
n−1∑

i=1

Λ̃(Mi,Mn) = 0,

which implies

Λ(hd(M1◦ · · · ◦Mn−1),Mn) =

n−1∑

i=1

Λ(Mi,Mn).

Now the conclusion follows from Lemma 2.8. �

For m,n ∈ Z>1 and v ∈ Sm and w ∈ Sn, let v ⋆ w be the element of Sm+n defined by

(
v ⋆ w

)
(k) =

{
v(k) if 1 6 k 6 m,

w(k −m) +m if m < k 6 m+ n.

Let 4 be the Bruhat order on Sm. For 1 6 k < m and w ∈ Sm, we have

skw 4 w if and only if w−1(k) > w−1(k + 1).

Note also that

if u 4 w, skw 4 w and u 4 sku, then u 4 skw and sku 4 w.

We denote by Sℓ,m the set of minimal length left coset representatives in Sℓ+m with

respect to the subgroup Sℓ ×Sm. Namely,

Sℓ,m =
{
w ∈ Sℓ+m

∣∣ w is increasing on [1, ℓ] and on [ℓ+ 1, ℓ+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, 1n denotes the unit of Sn.

Lemma 2.10. Let ℓ,m, n ∈ Z>0, w ∈ Sm,ℓ, v ∈ Sn,ℓ. Set v0 = w[n, ℓ]. Then one has
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(i) if 1 6 k < m+ ℓ satisfies skw 4 w, then

(a) w−1(k + 1) 6 m < w−1(k) 6 m+ ℓ,

(b) skw ∈ Sm,ℓ,

(c) (skw ⋆ 1n) · (1m ⋆ v) 4 (w ⋆ 1n) · (1m ⋆ v),
(ii) ℓ

(
(w ⋆ 1n) · (1m ⋆ v)

)
= ℓ(v) + ℓ(w),

(iii) 1m ⋆ v 4 (w ⋆ 1n) · (1m ⋆ v),
(iv) (w ⋆ 1n) · (1m ⋆ v0) ∈ Sm+n,ℓ,

(v) If 1m ⋆ v0 4 (w ⋆ 1n) · (1m ⋆ v), then v = v0.

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

have a 6 m < b. We have

skw(i) =





w(i) < k if 1 6 i < a,

k if i = a,

w(i) > k + 1 if a < i 6 m,

w(i) < k if m < i < b,

k + 1 if i = b,

w(i) > k if b < i 6 m+ ℓ.

Hence we have skw ∈ Sm,ℓ.

Now we have

(1m ⋆ v)−1 · (w ⋆ 1n)−1(k) = (1m ⋆ v−1)(b) > m,

(1m ⋆ v)−1 · (w ⋆ 1n)−1(k + 1) = (1m ⋆ v−1)(a) = a 6 m.

Hence we have (skw ⋆ 1n) · (1m ⋆ v) 4 (w ⋆ 1n) · (1m ⋆ v).

(ii) follows from (i) by induction on ℓ(w).

(iii) follows from (i).

(iv) For 1 6 k 6 m+ n+ ℓ, we have

(w ⋆ 1n) · (1m ⋆ v0)(k) =





w(k) 6 m+ ℓ if 1 6 k 6 m,

k + ℓ > m+ ℓ if m < k 6 m+ n,

w(k − n) if m+ n < k 6 m+ n+ ℓ.

Hence (w ⋆ 1n) · (1m ⋆ v0) is increasing on [1, m+ n] and [m+ n+ 1, m+ n + ℓ].
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(v) We shall prove it by induction on ℓ(w). When w = 1m+ℓ, it is obvious. Assume that

ℓ(w) > 0. Take k such that 1 6 k < m+ ℓ and skw 4 w. Set x = (w ⋆ 1n) · (1m ⋆ v). Then
skx 4 x by (i).

On the other hand, we have, for any i such that 1 6 i 6 m+ ℓ,
(
1m ⋆ w[n, ℓ]

)−1
(i) =

(
1m ⋆ w[ℓ, n]

)
(i)

=

{
i if 1 6 i 6 m,

i+ n if m < i 6 m+ ℓ.

Hence (1m ⋆ v0)−1 is increasing on [1, m+ ℓ] and hence 1m ⋆ v0 4 sk(1m ⋆ v0). Since skx 4 x

and 1m ⋆ v0 4 x, we obtain

1m ⋆ v0 4 skx = (skw ⋆ 1n) · (1m ⋆ v).

Thus the induction hypothesis implies that v = v0. �

Theorem 2.11. Let L be an affreal simple module, and let M , N be simple modules.

(i) For any simple quotient S of M ◦N , we have

Λ̃(L,M) 6 Λ̃(L, S).

(ii) For any simple quotient S of M ◦N , we have

Λ̃(N,L) 6 Λ̃(S, L).

(iii) For any simple submodule S of M ◦N , we have

Λ̃(L,N) 6 Λ̃(L, S).

(iv) For any simple submodule S of M ◦N , we have

Λ̃(M,L) 6 Λ̃(S, L).

Proof. We shall prove only (i), since the other statements are obtained from (i) by applying

ψ∗ : (R-gmod)rev ∼−→R-gmod or the duality functor ⋆.

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

Let L ∈ R(α)-gmod, M ∈ R(β)-gmod, N ∈ R(γ)-gmod, and ℓ = |α|, m = |β|, n =

|γ|. Set w0 = w[m, ℓ] ∈ Sm+ℓ and v0 = w[n, ℓ] ∈ Sn+ℓ. Note that R(α + β)e(β, α) =∑
w∈Sm,ℓ

τw
(
R(β)⊠ R(α)

)
. Write

ϕw[m,ℓ]e(β, α) =
∑

w∈Sm,ℓ

τwa
(β,α)
w ,



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

where a
(β,α)
w ∈ R(β)⊠R(α) ⊂ e(β, α)R(β+α)e(β, α). Similarly we define a

(γ,α)
v ∈ R(γ)⊠R(α)

for v ∈ Sn,ℓ. Note that

a(γ,α)v0 =
∑

ν∈Iγ , µ∈Iα

( ∏

16i6n<j6n+ℓ,
νi=µj−n

(xi − xj)
)
e(ν)⊠ e(µ).(2.8)

Then we have

RL̃,M(u⊠ x) =
∑

w∈Sm,ℓ

τwa
(β,α)
w (x⊠ u) for u ∈ L̃ and x ∈M .

Note that a
(β,α)
w (x⊠ u) ∈M ⊠ L̃.

By the shuffle lemma, we have

M ◦ L̃ =
⊕

w∈Sm,ℓ

τw(M ⊠ L̃).

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

a(β,α)w (M ⊠ L̃) ⊂ z−2Λ̃(L,S)+deg a
(β,α)
w0 (M ⊠ L̃)(2.9)

for all w ∈ Sm,ℓ.

Let ξ : R(β)⊠R(α) → R(α+ β + γ) be the algebra homomorphism b⊠ a 7→ b⊠ e(γ)⊠ a.

Then, for u ∈ L̃, x ∈M and y ∈ N , we have

RL̃,M◦N(u⊠ x⊠ y) =
(
M ◦RL̃,N

)(( ∑

w∈Sm,ℓ

τwa
(β,α)
w (x⊠ u)

)
⊠ y
)

=
∑

w∈Sm,ℓ

(
τw ⊠ e(γ)

)(
e(β)⊠ ϕw[n,ℓ]

)
ξ
(
a(β,α)w

)
(x⊠ y ⊠ u)

=
∑

w∈Sm,ℓ, v∈Sn,ℓ

(
τw ⊠ e(γ)

)(
e(β)⊠ τv

)(
e(β)⊠ a(γ,α)v

)
ξ
(
a(β,α)w

)
(x⊠ y ⊠ u).

Let us denote by h : M ⊗N  S the composition M ⊗N →M ◦N → S. It is R(β)⊗R(γ)-

linear and injective, since M ⊗N is a simple R(β)⊗ R(γ)-module.
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Then we have

RL̃,S

(
u⊠ h(x⊗ y)

)
=

∑

w∈Sm,ℓ, v∈Sn,ℓ

τ(w⋆1n)(1m⋆v)a
(β,γ, α)
w,v (h(x⊗ y)⊠ u)

=
∑

w∈Sm,ℓ

τ(w⋆1n)(1m⋆v0)a
(β,γ, α)
w,v0 (h(x⊗ y)⊠ u)

+
∑

w∈Sm,ℓ,
v∈Sn,ℓ\{v0}

τ(w⋆1n)(1m⋆v)a
(β,γ, α)
w,v (h(x⊗ y)⊠ u),

where a
(β,γ, α)
w,v =

(
e(β)⊠ a

(γ,α)
v

)
ξ
(
a
(β,α)
w

)
∈ R(β)⊠ R(γ)⊠ R(α).

We write Rnorm
L̃,S

= z−sRL̃,S. Note that

Λ̃(L, S) =
(
deg a(β,γ, α)w0,v0 − s

)
/2 =

(
deg a(β, α)w0

+ deg a(γ, α)v0 − s
)
/2.

Thus we obtain
∑

w∈Sm,ℓ

τ(w⋆1n)(1m⋆v0)a
(β,γ, α)
w,v0 (h(x⊗ y)⊠ u)

+
∑

w∈Sm,ℓ,
v∈Sn,ℓ\{v0}

τ(w⋆1n)(1m⋆v)a
(β,γ, α)
w,v (h(x⊗ y)⊠ u)

∈ zs(S◦L̃).

(2.10)

By Lemma 2.10, we have (w ⋆ 1n)(1m ⋆ v) 6� 1m ⋆ v0 for v ∈ Sn,ℓ \ {v0}. Hence, we have

τ(w⋆1n)(1m⋆v)a
(β,γ, α)
w,v

(
S ⊠ L̃

)
⊂ τ(w⋆1n)(1m⋆v)

(
S ⊠ L̃

)

⊂
∑

g∈Sm+n,ℓ g 6�1m⋆v0
τg(S ⊠ L̃).

On the other hand, the shuffle lemma implies

S◦L̃ =
⊕

g∈Sm+n,ℓ

τg(S ⊠ L̃).

By Lemma 2.10, we have (w⋆1n)(1m⋆v0) ∈ Sm+n,ℓ, and (w⋆1n)(1m⋆v0) � 1m ⋆v0. Hence
we have

a(β,γ, α)w,v0
(h(x⊗ y)⊠ u) ∈ zs(S ⊠ L̃)∩

(
h(M ⊗N)⊠ L̃

)

= h(M ⊗N)⊠ zsL̃ for any w ∈ Sm,ℓ.
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Since we have a
(γ, α)
v0 |N⊠L̃ ∈ k×zc idN⊠L̃ with c = deg a

(γ, α)
v0 by (2.8), we have

zc
(
a(β,α)w (x⊠ u)

)
⊠ y ∈ zs(M ⊠ L̃⊠N).

Finally, we obtain

a(β,α)w (x⊠ u) ∈ zs−c(M ⊠ L̃) = z−2Λ̃(L,S)+deg a
(β,α)
w0 (M ⊠ L̃).

It is nothing but (2.9). �

Corollary 2.12. Let L be an affreal simple module, and let M , N be simple modules. Let

S be a simple quotient of M ◦N .

If Λ̃(L,N) = 0, then we have

Λ̃(L, S) = Λ̃(L,M)

and hence

Λ(L, S) = Λ(L,M) + Λ(L,N).

Proof. We have

Λ̃(L,M) 6 Λ̃(L, S) 6 Λ̃(L,M ◦N) = Λ̃(L,M) + Λ̃(L,N) = Λ̃(L,M),

where the first inequality follows form Theorem 2.11. Hence we have Λ̃(L, S) = Λ̃(L,M)

and Λ̃(L, S) = Λ̃(L,M) + Λ̃(L,N), which is equivalent to Λ(L, S) = Λ(L,M) + Λ(L,N), as

desired. �

Corollary 2.13. Let L be an affreal simple module, and letM , N be simple modules. Assume

that M or N is affreal.

(i) If Λ̃(L,N) = 0, then (L,M,N) is a normal sequence.

(ii) If Λ̃(N,L) = 0, then (N,M,L) is a normal sequence.

Proof. (i) By Corollary 2.12, we have Λ(L,M ∇N) = Λ(L,M) + Λ(L,N). Hence (L,M,N)

is a normal sequence by Lemma 2.8.

(ii) A similar proof to (i) works for (ii). �

2.3. Head simplicity of convolutions with L(i).

Definition 2.14. For i ∈ I, β ∈ Q+ and a simple R(β)-module M , define

di(M) := εi(M) + ε∗i (M) + 〈hi,wt(M)〉.

Recall the following lemma.



LOCALIZATIONS FOR QUIVER HECKE ALGEBRAS II 37

Lemma 2.15 ([11, Corollary 3.8]). For i ∈ I, β ∈ Q+ and a simple module R(β)-module

M , we have

Λ̃(L(i),M) =
(αi, αi)

2
εi(M),

Λ̃(M,L(i)) =
(αi, αi)

2
ε∗i (M),

d(L(i),M) =
(αi, αi)

2
di(M).

For an R(β)-module M and i ∈ I, set

wti(M) := 〈hi,wt(M)〉 = −〈hi, β〉.

Proposition 2.16 (cf. [19]). Let i ∈ I and let M be a simple module.

(i) If di(M) = 0, then we have L(i) ∇ M ≃ L(i)◦M ≃ M ◦L(i) ≃ M ∇ L(i) (up to a

grading shift) and di(L(i)◦M) = 0.

If di(M) > 0, then we have

di(L(i)∇M) = di(M ∇ L(i)) = di(M)− 1,

εi(M ∇ L(i)) = εi(M), ε∗i (L(i)∇M) = ε∗i (M).

(ii) We have

di(L(i
n)∇M) = max

(
di(M)− n, 0

)
,

di(M ∇ L(in)) = max
(
di(M)− n, 0

)
.

(2.11)

(iii) We have

εi(M ∇ L(in)) = max
(
εi(M), n− wti(M)− ε∗i (M)

)
,

ε∗i (L(i
n)∇M) = max

(
ε∗i (M), n− wti(M)− εi(M)

)
.

Proof. (i) The first statement follows from [7, Lemma 3.2.3] and [13, Corollary 3.18].

Assume that di(M) > 0. By [13, Corollary 3.18], we have di(M ∇ L(i)) < di(M). On the

other hand we have

εi(M ∇ L(i)) > εi(M), and

ε∗i (M ∇ L(i)) + wti(M ∇ L(i)) = ε∗i (M) + 1 + wti(M)− 2 = ε∗i (M) + wti(M)− 1.
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Hence, we obtain di
(
M ∇ L(i)

)
> di(M) − 1. It follows that di

(
M ∇ L(i)

)
= di(M) − 1 and

εi(M ∇ L(i)) = εi(M). For the statements for L(i) ∇M can be similarly proved.

(ii) follows from (i).

(iii) By (ii), we have

max(di(M)− n, 0) = di(M ∇ L(in)) = εi(M ∇ L(in)) + ε∗i (M) + n+ wti(M)− 2n.

Hence, we obtain

εi(M ∇ L(in)) = max
(
εi(M) + ε∗i (M) + wti(M)− n, 0

)
− ε∗i (M)− wti(M) + n

= max
(
εi(M), −ε∗i (M)− wti(M) + n

)
.

The statement for ε∗i is similarly proved. �

Theorem 2.17. Let i ∈ I and let M be a simple module. Assume that a, b ∈ Z>0 satisfy

di(M) > a+ b.

Then L(ia)◦M ◦L(ib) has a simple head and a simple socle. In particular, we have

F̃ a
i (F̃

∗
i )
bM ≃ (F̃ ∗

i )
bF̃ a

i M.

Proof. Assume thatM is an R(β)-module with n = |β|, and set L1 = L(i)◦a and L2 = L(i)◦b

(i) First assume that εi(M) = ε∗i (M) = 0. We shall show that

the graded
(
R(aαi)⊠R(β)⊠R(bαi)

)
-module L1⊠M⊠L2 appears only

once in e(ia, β, ib)(L1◦M ◦L2) as a composition factor (including the

grading).

(2.12)

By the shuffle lemma, we have

e(ia, β, ib)(L1◦M ◦L2) =
⊕

w∈S′

a+n+b,

ν∈Iβ+(a+b)αi

e(ia, β, ib)τwe(ν)(L(i)
⊠ a ⊠M ⊠ L(i)⊠ b).

Here S′
a+n+b is the set of w ∈ Sa+n+b such that w | [a+1,a+n] is increasing, Since εi(M) = 0

and ε∗i (M) = 0, we may assume that νa+1 6= i and νa+n 6= i. We may assume νw−1k = i for

k ∈ [1, a] ⊔ [a + n+ 1, a+ n+ b]. Hence we have

a + 1 6 w(a+ 1) and w(a+ n) 6 a+ n.

Hence we have w|[a+1,a+n] = id [a+1,a+n]. Thus we obtain

e(ia, β, ib)(L1◦M ◦L2) =
∑

v∈S′′

a+n+b

(
R(aαi)⊠ e(β)⊠ R(bαi)

)
τv
(
L(i)⊠ a ⊠M ⊠ L(ib)⊠ b

)
.
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Here S′′
a+n+b is the set of v ∈ Sa+n+b such that v−1|[1,a] and v

−1|[a+n+1,a+n+b] are increasing

and v|[a+1,a+n] = id[a+1,a+n]. The above gives an R(aαi)⊠R(β)⊠R(bαi)-submodule filtration

of e(ia, β, ib)(L1◦M ◦L2) which is compatible with � on S′′
a+n+b.

More precisely, we have the following equality in the Grothendieck group of
(
R(aαi) ⊗

R(β)⊗R(bαi)
)
-gmod:

[e(ia, β, ib)(L1◦M ◦L2)] =
∑

v∈S′′

a+n+b

qN(v)[L1 ⊗M ⊗ L2].

Here, N(v) is the homogeneous degree of e(ia, β, ib)τv.

For v ∈ S′′
a+n+b, let k be the number of s ∈ [1, a] such that v−1(s) ∈ [a+ n+ 1, a+ n+ b].

Then k is also equal to the number of t ∈ [a + n + 1, a + n + b] such that v−1(t) ∈ [1, a].

Then 0 6 k 6 min(a, b) and we have

[1, a] ∩ v([1, a]) = [1, a− k],

[1, a] ∩ v([a+ n+ 1, a+ n+ b]) = [a− k + 1, a],

[a+ n + 1, a+ n+ b] ∩ v([1, a]) = [a+ n + 1, a+ n+ k],

[a+ n + 1, a+ n+ b] ∩ v([a+ n + 1, a+ n+ b])

= [a+ n + k + 1, a+ n+ b].

Then the homogeneous degree N(v) of e(ia, β, ib)τv−1 is equal to

N(v) :=−2k(αi, β)− (αi, αi)♯A(v).

Here

A(v):= {(s, t) | s ∈ [1, a], t ∈ [a+ n + 1, a+ n+ b], v(s) > v(t)}

= A1 ⊔ A2 ⊔ A3

with

A1 = {(s, t) ; s ∈ [a− k + 1, a], t ∈ [a + n+ k + 1, a+ n+ b],

v(s) > v(t)},

A2 = {(s, t) ; s ∈ [1, a− k], t ∈ [a+ n + 1, a+ n + k], v(s) > v(t)},

A3 = {(s, t) ; s ∈ [a− k + 1, a], t ∈ [a + n+ 1, a+ n+ k]}.
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Hence, one has

♯A(v) = ♯A1 + ♯A2 + ♯A3 6 k(b− k) + k(a− k) + k2 = k(a+ b)− k2.

Since −(αi, β) =
(αi, αi)

2
di(M), we obtain

N(v) = (αi, αi)
(
k di(M)− ♯A(v)

)

> (αi, αi)
(
k(a+ b)−

(
k(a+ b)− k2

))
= (αi, αi)k

2.

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

Any R-submodule K of L1◦M ◦L2 is a proper submodule if and only if L1⊠M ⊠L2 does

not appear in the
(
R(aαi) ⊠ R(β) ⊠ R(bαi)

)
-module e(ia, β, ib)K as a composition factor.

Since the last property is stable by taking sums, a proper maximal submodule of L1◦M ◦L2

is unique, and hence L(ia)◦M ◦L(ib) has a simple head. By duality, L(ia)◦M ◦L(ib) has a
simple socle.

(ii) General case. Set b′ = ε∗i (M) and a′ = εi(E
∗
i
(b′)M) and M0 = E

(a′)
i E∗

i
(b′)(M). Then

εi(M0) = ε∗i (M0) = 0 and we have M ≃
(
L(ia

′

)∇M0

)
∇ L(ib

′

). Then, (2.11) implies that

di

(
L(ia

′

)∇M0

)
= max

(
di(M0)− a′, 0

)
,

di(M) = max
(
di

(
L(ia

′

)∇M0

)
− b′, 0)

= max(di(M0)− a′ − b′, 0).

Hence we obtain di(M0) > a + a′ + b + b′. Therefore, (i) implies that the convolution

L(ia)◦L(ia
′

)◦M0◦L(ib
′

)◦L(ib) has a simple head. Hence L(ia)◦M ◦L(ib) has a simple head.

�

2.4. Generalization of determinantial modules. Recall that λ ∈ P is w-dominant if

(β, λ) > 0 for any β ∈ ∆+ ∩ w−1∆−. In this case, we have λ− wλ ∈ Q+.

Theorem 2.18. Let w ∈ W and let λ ∈ P. Assume that λ is w-dominant. Then there exists

a self-dual simple R(λ− wλ)-module Mw(wλ, λ) which satisfies the following conditions.

(a) If i ∈ I satisfies 〈hi, wλ〉 > 0, then εi
(
Mw(wλ, λ)

)
= 0.

(b) If i ∈ I satisfies 〈hi, λ〉 6 0, then ε∗i
(
Mw(wλ, λ)

)
= 0.

(c) If i ∈ I satisfies siw ≺ w, then Mw(wλ, λ) ≃ L(im) ∇ Msiw(siwλ, λ) where m =

〈hi, siwλ〉 = εi(Mw(wλ, λ)) ∈ Z>0.

(d) If i ∈ I satisfies wsi ≺ w, then Mw(wλ, λ) ≃ Mwsi(wλ, siλ)∇L(i
m) where m = 〈hi, λ〉 =

ε∗i (Mw(wλ, λ)) ∈ Z>0.
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(e) For any µ ∈ P+ such that λ+ µ ∈ P+, we have

M(wµ, µ)∇ Mw(wλ, λ) ≃ M
(
w(λ+ µ), λ+ µ

)

up to a grading shift.

Moreover such an Mw(wλ, λ) is unique up to an isomorphism.

Proof. The uniqueness of Mw(wλ, λ) follows from (e) together with [6, Corollary 3.7].

Let us show the existence of Mw(wλ, λ) satisfying (a)–(e) for a w-dominant λ by induction

on ℓ(w). Assume that ℓ(w) > 0.

Take i ∈ I such that w′ := siw ≺ w. Then there exists Mw′(w′λ, λ) satisfying (a)–(e)

with w′ instead of w, since λ is w′-dominant. By (a), we have εi
(
Mw′(w′λ, λ)

)
= 0. Set

m = 〈hi, w
′λ〉 > 0 and Mw(wλ, λ) := L(im) ∇ Mw′(w′λ, λ). Then Mw(wλ, λ) is self-dual by

[7, Lemma 3.1.4], since Λ̃
(
L(im),Mw′(w′λ, λ)

)
= 0 by Corollary 2.3.

Let us take µ ∈ P+ such that η := λ+ µ ∈ P+. Then we have

M(w′µ, µ)∇ Mw′(w′λ, λ) ≃ M(w′η, η) up to a grading shift

by (e) for w′. Set n = 〈hi, w
′µ〉 > 0. Note that n is non-negative, since any dominant

weight is w-dominant. Then m + n = 〈hi, w
′η〉. Since εi

(
Mw′(w′λ, λ)

)
= 0 by (a) for w′,

the triple
(
L(im+n), M(w′µ, µ), Mw′(w′λ, λ)

)
is a normal sequence by Corollary 2.13 and

Corollary 2.3. Hence, we conclude that the convolution L(im+n)◦M(w′µ, µ)◦Mw′(w′λ, λ)

has a simple head.

We have epimorphisms

L(im+n)◦M(w′µ, µ)◦Mw′(w′λ, λ)

≃ L(im)◦L(in)◦M(w′µ, µ)◦Mw′(w′λ, λ)

։ L(im)◦M(wµ, µ)◦Mw′(w′λ, λ)

≃
∗
M(wµ, µ)◦L(im)◦Mw′(w′λ, λ) ։ M(wµ, µ)◦Mw(wλ, λ)

։ M(wµ, µ)∇ Mw(wλ, λ),

where ≃
∗
follows from [11, Lemma 4.9].

On the other hand, by (e) for w′, we have

L(im+n)◦M(w′µ, µ)◦Mw′(w′λ, λ)

։ L(im+n)◦M(w′η, η) ։ M(wη, η).

Hence we obtain M(wµ, µ)∇ Mw(wλ, λ) ≃ M(wη, η).

Thus we obtain (e). Since Mw(wλ, λ) satisfying (e) is unique, Mw(wλ, λ) satisfies (c).
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Let us show (b). Let us take j ∈ I such that w′ :=sjw < w. Set m = 〈hj , w
′λ〉 > 0. Then,

by (c) we have

Mw(wλ, λ) ≃ L(jm)∇ Mw′(w′λ, λ).

Hence, if i 6= j, then we have ε∗i
(
Mw(wλ, λ)

)
= ε∗i

(
Mw′(w′λ, λ)

)
= 0, where the last equality

follows from (b) for w′.

Assume that i = j. Since εi
(
Mw′(w′λ, λ)

)
= 0 by (a) for w′, Proposition 2.16 implies that

ε∗i
(
Mw(wλ, λ)

)
= ε∗i

(
L(im)∇ Mw′(w′λ, λ)

)

= max
(
ε∗i (Mw′(w′λ, λ)), m− wti(Mw′(w′λ, λ))

)

= max
(
0, m− 〈hi, w

′λ− λ〉
)
= max

(
0, 〈hi, λ〉

)
= 0.

Let us show (d). It is trivial for ℓ(w) 6 1. Hence we assume that ℓ(w) > 1. Let us take

j ∈ I such that sjwsi < wsi. Set w
′ = sjw and n = 〈hj , w

′λ〉 > 0. Then we have

Mw(wλ, λ) ≃ L(jn)∇ Mw′(w′λ, λ) and

Mwsi(wλ, siλ) ≃ L(jn)∇ Mw′si(w
′λ, siλ),

where the second isomorphism follows from (d) for the pair wsi and siλ.

By the induction hypothesis, we have

Mw′(w′λ, λ) ≃ Mw′si(w
′λ, siλ)∇ L(im)

where m = 〈hi, λ〉. Let us show that L(jn)◦Mw′si(w
′λ, siλ)◦L(im) has a simple head.

If i = j, Theorem 2.17 implies that L(jn)◦Mw′si(w
′λ, siλ)◦L(im) has a simple head, since

we have

di

(
Mw′si(w

′λ, siλ)
)
= εi

(
Mw′si(w

′λ, siλ)
)
+ ε∗i

(
Mw′si(w

′λ, siλ)
)
+ wti

(
Mw′si(w

′λ, siλ)
)

= 〈hi, w
′λ− siλ〉 = n+m,

where the second equality follows from (a) and (b) for w′si.

If i 6= j, L(jn)◦Mw′si(w
′λ, siλ)◦L(im) has a simple head by Corollary 2.13.

Hence we conclude that L(jn)◦Mw′si(w
′λ, siλ)◦L(im) has a simple head in any case.

Hence we have

Mw(wλ, λ) ≃ L(jn)∇ Mw′(w′λ, λ) ≃ hd
(
L(jn)◦Mw′si(w

′λ, siλ)◦L(im)
)

≃ Mwsi(wλ, siλ)∇ L(im).

Thus we obtain (d).
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Finally let us show (a). Let us take j ∈ I such that w′ := wsj < w. Set m = 〈hj, λ〉. Then

by (d) we have

Mw(wλ, λ) ≃ Mwsj(wλ, sjλ)∇ L(jm).

By the induction hypothesis, εi
(
Mwsj(wλ, sjλ)

)
= 0. Hence if i 6= j then εi

(
Mw(wλ, λ)

)
= 0.

If i = j, then ε∗i
(
Mwsi(wλ, siλ)

)
= 0 by (b) and hence Proposition 2.16 implies

εi
(
Mw(wλ, λ)

)
= εi

(
Mwsi(wλ, siλ)∇ L(im)

)

= max
(
εi
(
Mwsi(wλ, siλ)

)
, m− 〈hi,wt

(
Mwsi(wλ, siλ)

)
〉
)

= max
(
0, m− 〈hi, wλ− siλ〉

)
= max

(
0, −〈hi, wλ〉

)
= 0,

as desired. �

Lemma 2.19. Let w ∈ W and let λ, µ ∈ P be w-dominant weights. We assume that

Mw(wλ, λ) and Mw(wµ, µ) strongly commute. Then we have

Mw

(
w(λ+ µ), λ+ µ

)
≃ Mw(wλ, λ)◦Mw(wµ, µ)

up to a grading shift.

Proof. Let us argue by induction on ℓ(w). If ℓ(w) > 0, take i ∈ I such that w′ := siw < w.

Set m = 〈hi, w
′λ〉 and n = 〈hi, w

′µ〉. Then m = εi(Mw(wλ, λ)) and n = Mw(wµ, µ) by

Theorem 2.18 (c), and hence Mw′(w′λ, λ) commutes with Mw′(w′µ, µ) by [11, Lemma 3.1].

Hence we have

E
(m+n)
i

(
Mw(wλ, λ)◦Mw(wµ, µ)

)
≃ Mw′(w′λ, λ)◦Mw′(w′µ, µ)

≃ Mw′

(
w′(λ+ µ), λ+ µ

)

by the induction hypothesis, which implies that

Mw(wλ, λ)◦Mw(wµ, µ) ≃ L(im+n)∇ Mw′

(
w′(λ+ µ), λ+ µ

)

≃ Mw

(
w(λ+ µ), λ+ µ

)

by Theorem 2.18 (c). �

Remark 2.20. For w-dominant λ, µ ∈ P, Mw(wλ, λ) and Mw(wµ, µ) do not commute in

general. For example, when g = A2, I = {1, 2}, w = s1s2, λ = Λ1, µ = s1Λ1, Mw(wλ, λ) ≃

L(1) and Mw(wµ, µ) ≃ L(2) do not commute.

Conjecturally, Mw(wλ, λ) and Mw(wµ, µ) commute if λ and µ are in the same Weyl cham-

ber (i.e., (β, λ)(β, µ) > 0 for any real root β).
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Lemma 2.21. Let w ∈ W and let λ ∈ P be a w-dominant weight. Then, for any µ ∈ P+,

we have

M(wµ, µ)∇ Mw(wλ, λ) ≃ Mw

(
w(λ+ µ), λ+ µ

)

up to a grading shift.

Proof. Let us take Λ ∈ P+ such that Λ+λ ∈ P+. Since M(wΛ,Λ)◦
(
M(wµ, µ)◦Mw(wλ, λ)

)
≃

M(w(Λ + µ),Λ+ µ)◦Mw(wλ, λ) has a simple head, it follows that

M(wΛ,Λ)∇
(
M(wµ, µ)∇ Mw(wλ, λ)

)

≃ hd
(
M(wΛ,Λ)◦M(wµ, µ)◦Mw(wλ, λ)

)

≃ M
(
w(Λ + µ),Λ+ µ

)
∇ Mw(wλ, λ)

≃ M
(
w(Λ + µ+ λ),Λ+ µ+ λ

)

≃ M(wΛ,Λ)∇ Mw

(
w(µ+ λ), µ+ λ).

Hence we obtain

M(wµ, µ)∇ Mw(wλ, λ) ≃ Mw

(
w(µ+ λ), µ+ λ),

as desired. �

Remark 2.22. (i) If λ ∈ WΛ for some Λ ∈ P+, then Mw(wλ, λ) coincides with the

determinantial module M(wλ, λ).

(ii) The simple module Mw(wλ, λ) may not be real. For example, for g = A
(1)
1 , I = {0, 1},

λ = Λ1 − Λ0 and w = s0s1, the module Mw(wλ, λ) ≃ L(0)∇ L(1) is not real.

(iii) In general, the class [
(
Mw(wλ, λ)] ∈ U−

q (g) ≃ K(R-gmod) depends on the choice of

{Qi,j(u, v)}i,j∈I. For example, for g = A
(1)
1 , I = {0, 1}, λ = 2(Λ1 − Λ0) and w = s0s1,

the class of the module Mw(wλ, λ) ≃ L(02)∇ L(12) depends on the choice of Q01(u, v)

(see [9, Example 3.3]).

(iv) Let λ, µ ∈ P. Let w ∈ W be an element such that µ = wλ and λ is w-dominant. Then

Mw(µ, λ) does depend on the choice of w in general.

Let g = A
(1)
2 , I = {0, 1, 2}, and λ = Λ1+Λ2−2Λ0, w = s2s1s0s2s1, and v = s1s2s0s1s2.

Then µ = wλ = vλ = λ− 3(α1 + α2)− α0. We have

Mw(µ, λ)≃Mw(wλ1, λ1)◦Mw(wλ2, λ2) ≃ 〈2, 1, 0, 2, 1〉◦〈1, 2〉,

Mv(µ, λ)≃Mv(vλ2, λ2)◦Mv(vλ1, λ1) ≃ 〈1, 2, 0, 1, 2〉◦〈2, 1〉

where λk = Λk−Λ0 (k = 1, 2). Note that for (ν1, . . . , νn) ∈ In such that (ανk , ανk+1
) < 0

and ανk 6= ανk+2
, we denote by 〈ν1, . . . , νn〉 the one-dimensional R(

∑n
k=1 ανk)-module

such that e(ν1, . . . , νn)〈ν1, . . . , νn〉 = 〈ν1, . . . , νn〉.



LOCALIZATIONS FOR QUIVER HECKE ALGEBRAS II 45

(v) When λ ∈ P is w-dominant and µ, λ + µ ∈ P+, we have M(wµ, µ) ∇ Mw(wλ, λ) ≃

M
(
w(λ+µ), λ+µ

)
as seen in Theorem 2.18. However, M(wµ, µ) and Mw(wλ, λ) may not

commute in general. For example, take g = A
(1)
1 , w = s0s1, λ = Λ1−Λ0 as in (ii). If we

take µ = Λ0, then, M(wµ, µ)∇Mw(wλ, λ) ≃ M(wΛ1,Λ1) ≃ L(0)∇ 〈0, 1〉 ≃ L(02)∇L(1)

and Mw(wλ, λ)∇ M(wµ, µ) ≃ 〈0, 1, 0〉 is one-dimensional.

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

Lemma 2.23. Let w ∈ W and let λ ∈ P. Assume that λ is w-dominant. Then we have an

isomorphism of graded modules

ψ∗

(
Mw(wλ, λ)

)
≃ Mw−1(−λ,−wλ).

Proof. Let us argue by induction on ℓ(w). Take i ∈ I such that w′ = siw < w. Set

n = 〈hi, w
′λ〉 > 0. Then we have

ψ∗(Mw(wλ, λ)) ≃ ψ∗

(
L(in)∇ Mw′(w′λ, λ)

)
≃ ψ∗(Mw′(w′λ, λ))∇ L(in)

≃ Mw′−1(−λ,−w′λ)∇ L(in)

≃ Mw′−1si(−λ,−siw
′λ) ≃ Mw−1(−λ,−wλ),

where the the first and fourth isomorphisms follow from Theorem 2.18 (c) and (d). �

Lemma 2.24. Let w ∈ W and let λ ∈ P. Assume that λ is w-dominant. Then for any

Λ ∈ P+, we have

Λ
(
M(wΛ,Λ), Mw(wλ, λ)

)
= −

(
wΛ+ Λ, wt(Mw(wλ, λ))

)
,

Λ̃
(
M(wΛ,Λ), Mw(wλ, λ)

)
= −

(
Λ, wt(Mw(wλ, λ))

)
.

(2.13)

Proof. Let us take µ ∈ P+ such that η :=λ+µ ∈ P+. SetMΛ = M(wΛ,Λ),Mλ = Mw(wλ, λ),

Mµ = M(wµ, µ) and Mη = M(wη, η). Then we have

Mµ ∇Mλ ≃Mη up to a grading shift.

Since MΛ commutes with Mµ, by [11, Theorem 4.12] we have

−
(
wΛ + Λ,wt(Mµ) + wt(Mλ)

)
= −

(
wΛ + Λ,wt(Mη)

)
= Λ(MΛ,Mη)

= Λ(MΛ,Mµ ∇Mλ) = Λ(MΛ,Mµ) + Λ(MΛ,Mλ)

= −
(
wΛ+ Λ,wt(Mµ)

)
+ Λ(MΛ,Mλ).
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The last equality in (2.13) follows from

2 Λ̃
(
M(wΛ,Λ), Mw(wλ, λ)

)
= Λ

(
M(wΛ,Λ), Mw(wλ, λ)

)
+
(
wt(MΛ),wt(Mλ)

)

= −
(
wΛ+ Λ,wt(Mλ)

)
+
(
wΛ− Λ,wt(Mλ)

)

= −2
(
Λ,wt(Mλ)

)
.

�

3. Rigidity of the category C̃w

3.1. Kernel of the localization functor. There exists a unique family of subsets {Bw(∞)}w∈W
of B(∞) satisfying the following properties (see [8]):

(1) Bw(∞) = {u∞} if w = 1,

(2) if siw < w, then

Bw(∞) =
⋃

k>0

f̃ki Bsiw(∞).

For i ∈ I and a simple module M , set Ẽmax
i M := E

(n)
i M where n = εi(M).

Let w ∈ W and w = si1si2 · · · sil a reduced expression of w.

For b ∈ B(∞), 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) Ẽmax
il

Ẽmax
il−1

· · · Ẽmax
i2

Ẽmax
i1

M ≃ 1.

(b) There exists (ak)16k6l ∈ (Z>0)
l such that

wt(M) = −
l∑

k=1

akαik and e(ia11 , . . . , i
al−1

l−1 , i
al
l )M 6= 0.

(c) There exists (ak)16k6l ∈ Zl>0 such that L(ia11 )◦ · · · ◦L(ial−1

l−1 )◦L(i
al
l ) ։M .

(d) M ≃ S(b) for some b ∈ Bw(∞).

Proof. (a) ⇒ (b) ⇔ (c) are trivial. (a) ⇔ (d) follows from that

Bw(∞) =
{
b ∈ B(∞) | ẽmax

il
· · · ẽmax

i1
b ≃ 1

}
,

which is [8, Proposition 3.2.5].

Assume (c). We will show (a) by induction on l. When l = 0, it is trivial. Assume

that l > 0. Let n = εi1(M) and M0 = Ẽmax
i1 M ≃ E

(n)
i1
M . Then there exists a non-zero
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homomorphism

K := E
(n)
i1

(
L(ia11 )◦ · · · ◦L(ial−1

l−1 )◦L(i
al
l )
) φ
−→M0.

Then by the shuffle lemma, there exists a filtration (Fs)06s6t of K such that

Fs/Fs−1 ≃ L(ib11 )◦ · · · ◦L(ibll )

for some b1, . . . , bl > 0.

Take the smallest s such that φ(Fs) 6= 0. Then φ induces a non-zero homomorphism

Fs/Fs−1 → M0. SinceM0 is simple, we obtain a surjective homomorphism L(ib11 )◦ · · · ◦L(ibll ) ։
M0 for some b1, . . . , bl > 0. Since εi1(M0) = 0, we conclude that b1 = 0. By the induction

hypothesis, we have Ẽmax
il

Ẽmax
il−1

· · · Ẽmax
i2

M0 ≃ 1 and hence

Ẽmax
il

Ẽmax
il−1

· · · Ẽmax
i2 Ẽmax

i1 M ≃ 1,

as desired. �

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

(a) Λ(M(wλ, λ),M) < −(wλ+ λ,wt(M)) for some λ ∈ P+,

(b) Ẽmax
il

· · · Ẽmax
i1

M 6≃ 1.

Note that the first condition is equivalent to Λ̃(M(wλ, λ),M) < −(λ,wt(M)).

Proof. We will proceed by induction on l = ℓ(w).

If l = 0, then M(wλ, λ) ≃ 1. Hence 0 < −(2λ,wt(M)) for some λ ∈ P+ if and only if

wt(M) 6= 0. This is equivalent to M 6≃ 1.

Assume that l > 0. Set i:=i1, w
′ :=siw, s:=〈hi1, w

′λ〉 andM0 :=Ẽ
n
i1
(M) , where n = εi1M .

For λ ∈ P+, we have

Λ̃(M(wλ, λ),M) = Λ̃(M(wλ, λ), L(in)∇M0) = Λ̃(M(wλ, λ), L(in)) + Λ̃(M(wλ, λ),M0)

= (λ, nαi) + Λ̃(L(is)∇ M(w′λ, λ),M0) = (λ, nαi) + Λ̃(M(w′λ, λ),M0),

where the second and the third equalities follow from that d(M(wλ, λ), L(i)) = 0, the last

follows from Corollary 2.12 together with Λ̃(L(is),M0) = 0.

Hence we obtain

Λ̃(M(wλ, λ),M) + (λ,wt(M)) = (λ, nαi) + Λ̃(M(w′λ, λ),M0) + (λ,wt(M))

= Λ̃(M(w′λ, λ),M0) + (λ,wt(M0)).
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It follows that Λ̃(M(wλ, λ),M)+(λ,wt(M)) < 0 if and only if Λ̃(M(w′λ, λ),M0)+(λ,wt(M0)) <

0. It is obvious that Ẽmax
il

· · · Ẽmax
i1 M 6≃ 1 if and only if Ẽmax

il
· · · Ẽmax

i2 M0 6≃ 1. Hence the in-

duction hypothesis implies that Λ̃(M(wλ, λ),M) < −(λ,wt(M)) if and only if Ẽmax
il

· · · Ẽmax
i1

M 6≃

1. �

Assume that I = Iw :={i1, . . . , il}. Recall that Qw : R-gmod → (R-gmod)̃ [w] ≃ C̃w is the

localization of R-gmod via the real commuting family of graded braiders {(Ci, RCi
, φi)}i∈I .

Then we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.3 (cf. [17]). Assume I = Iw. Let X be a module in R(β)-gmod. Then the

following conditions are equivalent.

(a) Qw(X) ≃ 0,

(b) every simple subquotient S of X satisfies that Ẽmax
il

· · · Ẽmax
i1

S 6≃ 1,

(c) every simple subquotient S of X is isomorphic to S(b) for some b /∈ Bw(∞),

(d) e(ia11 , . . . , il
al)X = 0 for any (ak)16k6l ∈ Zl>0 such that β =

l∑

k=1

akαik .

Proof. For a simple module S in R-gmod and λ ∈ P+, RCλ
(S) = 0 if and only if Λ(Cλ, S) <

−(wλ + λ,wt(S)) by [13, Proposition 4.4, Proposition 5.1]. Recall that by the definition of

localization, the identity idQw(S) is the limit of the morphisms RCλ
(S) for λ ∈ P+. Hence

Qw(S) ≃ 0 if and only if RCλ
(S) = 0 for some λ ∈ P+. Thus the desired result follows from

Proposition 3.1 and Proposition 3.2. �

Corollary 3.4. For any w-dominant λ ∈ P, we have

Qw(Mw(wλ, λ)) 6≃ 0.

Proof. We have Ẽmax
il

· · · Ẽmax
i1 Mw(wλ, λ) ≃ 1. �

Remark 3.5. Even if λ is w-dominant, Mw(wλ, λ) may not belong to Cw. For example,take

g = A2, w = s1s2 and λ = s1Λ1. Then Mw(wλ, λ) ≃ L(2) does not belong to Cw, since

α2 6∈ ∆+ ∩ w∆−.

Remark 3.6. Let us denote by KerQw the full subcategory of R-gmod consisting of ob-

jects X satisfying Qw(X) ≃ 0. The Grothendieck group K(KerQw) is a two-sided ideal of
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K(R-gmod). Then we have the following commutative diagram.

Cw
Φw //

� _

��

C̃w

ιw
��

R-gmod //

Qw

**

R-gmod/KerQw
// (R-gmod)̃ [w].

Taking their Grothendieck groups, we have

Aq(n(w)) //
� _

��

Aq(n(w))D(wΛ,Λi)
−1; i ∈ I]

[ιw]
��

Aq(n) // Aq(n)/Iw //
(
Aq(n)/Iw

)
[[D(wΛ,Λi)]

−1; i ∈ I],

where Iw is the ideal corresponding to KerQw, and D(wΛ,Λ) denotes the quantum unipotent

minor corresponding to M(wΛ,Λ). 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 Iw coincides with the ideal (U−
w,q)

⊥

in [18, Definition 3.37]. And the above diagram recovers [18, Theorem 4.13], which asserts

that [ιw] is an isomorphism.

3.2. Equivalence between C̃ ∗
w and C̃w−1. For w ∈ W, let us denote by C ∗

w the full sub-

category of R-gmod consisting of R-modules M ∈ R-gmod such that

W∗(M) ⊂ spanR>0
(∆+ ∩ w∆−).

Recall that, for a subset S of R⊗ZQ, we write spanR>0
S for the subset of linear combinations

of elements in S ∪ {0} with non-negative coefficients.

Set C∗
Λ = ψ∗

(
M(wΛ,Λ)

)
≃ M(−Λ,−w−1Λ) for Λ ∈ P+ and C∗

i = C∗
Λi
. Then {C∗

i | i ∈ I}

is a family of central objects of C ∗
w . We denote by C̃ ∗

w the localization C ∗
w [C∗

i
⊗−1 | i ∈ I ] of

C ∗
w .

Then the anti-automorphism ψ (see (1.8)) of R induces equivalences of monoidal categories

ψ∗ : (Cw)
rev ∼−→C

∗
w ,

ψ∗ : (C̃w)
rev ∼−→ C̃

∗
w .

Recall that for a monoidal category T , T rev is the category T endowed with the new tensor

product ⊗rev defined by X ⊗rev Y := Y ⊗X .
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When I = Iw := {i ∈ I | wΛi 6= Λi}, we denote by

Q∗
w : R-gmod → C̃

∗
w

the localization functor, which is induced by Qw : R-gmod → C̃w and ψ∗. That is, Q
∗
w is the

composition R-gmod
ψ∗

−−→ (R-gmod)rev
Qw
−−−→ C̃ rev

w

ψ∗

−−→ C̃ ∗
w. Note that the composition

C
∗
w → R-gmod

Q∗

w−−−→ C̃
∗
w

coincides with the localization functor of C ∗
w by its central objects {C∗

Λ}Λ∈P+ .

The following theorem is one of the main results of this paper.

Theorem 3.7. There is an equivalence of monoidal categories C̃
∗
w and C̃w−1. More precisely,

we have a quasi-commutative diagram (when Iw = I)

R-gmod

Q∗

w

��
Qw−1

((PP
PP

PP
PP

PP
PP

P

C̃ ∗
w

∼ // C̃w−1 .

Proof. We may assume that I = Iw without loss of generality. Recall the localization functor

Qw : R-gmod → (R-gmod)̃ [w] from R-gmod to its localization via the real commuting

family of graded braiders (Ci, RCi
, φi)i∈I . Then there is a monoidal equivalence of categories

(Theorem 1.19)

ιw : C̃w
∼−→(R-gmod)̃ [w].

Now we consider the chain of the morphisms

R-gmod
ψ∗

−−→ (R-gmod)rev
Qw
−−−→

(
(R-gmod)̃ [w]

)rev
.

We claim that the composition Qw ◦ ψ∗ factors as

R-gmod
Qw−1

//

Qw◦ψ∗

**

(R-gmod)̃ [w−1]
Fw

//
(
(R-gmod)̃ [w]

)rev
.(3.1)

By Theorem 1.4, it is enough to show that

(a) (Qw◦ψ∗)(C
−
λ ) is invertible in

(
(R-gmod)̃ [w]

)rev
for any λ ∈ P+, where C

−
λ :=M(w−1λ, λ),

and

(b) for any i ∈ I and X ∈ R-gmod, (Qw ◦ ψ∗)(RC−

i
(X)) : (Qw ◦ ψ∗)(C

−
i ◦X) → (Qw ◦

ψ∗)(X ◦C−
i ) is an isomorphism.
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In the course of the proof, we forget grading shifts.

First note that

For X ∈ R-gmod, Qw(ψ∗(X)) ≃ 0 if and only if Qw−1(X) ≃ 0,(3.2)

which follows from Proposition 3.3.

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

M(wµ, µ)∇ ψ∗

(
M(w−1λ, λ)

)
≃ M(wµ, µ)∇ Mw(−λ,−w

−1λ) ≃ M(wη, η),(3.3)

where λ ∈ P+ and µ, η ∈ P+ such that η−µ = −w−1λ. Hence, Proposition 1.20 implies that

Qw

(
ψ∗C

−
λ

)
≃ C−w−1λ.

Hence (a) follows.

(b) It is enough to show that (Qw ◦ψ∗)(RC
−

Λ
(X)) 6= 0 for any Λ ∈ P+ and any simple module

X in R-gmod with (Qw ◦ ψ∗)(X) 6≃ 0.

Indeed, when X is simple, since (Qw ◦ ψ∗)(C
−
Λ) is invertible by (a), the objects (Qw ◦

ψ∗)(C
−
Λ ◦X) and (Qw◦ψ∗)(X ◦C−

Λ) are simple in
(
(R-gmod)̃ [w]

)rev
so that (Qw◦ψ∗)(RC

−

Λ
(X))

is an isomorphism. For general X ∈ R-gmod, the morphism (Qw ◦ ψ∗)(RC
−

Λ
(X)) is an

isomorphism by induction on the length of X .

Note that for any simple X ∈ R-gmod such that (Qw ◦ ψ∗)(X) 6≃ 0, there exists µ ∈ P+

and a simple module Y in Cw−1 such that there exists an epimorphism in R-gmod.

f : C−
µ ◦X ։ Y.(3.4)

Indeed, if (Qw ◦ ψ∗)(X) 6≃ 0, then Qw−1(X) 6≃ 0 by (3.2). Therefore Qw−1(X) ≃ C−
−µ◦Y for

some µ ∈ P+ and a simple Y ∈ Cw−1 , equivalently Qw−1(C−
µ ◦X) ≃ Qw−1(Y ). Hence there

is a non-zero homomorphism C
−
µ′ ◦C

−
µ ◦X → C

−
µ′ ◦Y in R-gmod, which is an epimorphism

since C−
µ′ ◦Y is simple. Then, replacing C−

µ′ ◦C
−
µ and C−

µ′ ◦Y with C−
µ and Y respectively, we

obtain an epimorphism (3.4).
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Then for any Λ ∈ P+, the following diagram is commutative.

C−
µ ◦C

−
Λ ◦X

C
−

µ ◦R
C
−

Λ
(X)

))❙❙❙
❙❙

❙❙
❙❙

❙❙
❙❙

❙

C−
Λ ◦C

−
µ ◦X

R
C
−

Λ
(C−

µ )◦X 55❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦❦

R
C
−

Λ
(C−

µ ◦X)

//

f
����

C−
µ ◦X ◦C−

Λ

f
����

C
−
Λ ◦Y R

C
−

Λ
(Y )

// Y ◦C−
Λ .

Assume that (Qw ◦ ψ∗)(RC
−

Λ
(X)) = 0. Applying Qw ◦ ψ∗ to the above diagram, we obtain

(Qw ◦ ψ∗)(RC
−

Λ
(Y )) = 0. Because R

C
−

Λ
(Y ) is an isomorphism, we have (Qw ◦ ψ∗)(C

−
Λ ◦Y ) ≃

0. Since (Qw ◦ ψ∗)(C
−
Λ) is invertible by (a), we obtain (Qw ◦ ψ∗)(Y ) ≃ 0, which implies

Qw−1(Y ) ≃ 0 by (3.2), which contradicts that Y is a simple module in Cw−1. Thus we obtain

(b).

Thus we obtain the diagram (3.1).

By changing the roles of w and w−1 in the above argument, we obtain the lower square in

the following commutative diagram

R-gmod
Qw−1

//

ψ∗

��

(R-gmod)̃ [w−1]

Fw

��

(R-gmod)rev
Qw //

ψ∗

��

(R-gmod)̃ [w]
)rev

F
w−1

��

R-gmod
Qw−1

// (R-gmod)̃ [w−1].

Since ψ∗ is involutive, the composition Fw−1 ◦ Fw is isomorphic to the identity functor on

(R-gmod)̃ [w−1] by Theorem 1.4 (iii). It follows that Fw is an equivalence of categories, as

desired. �

Corollary 3.8. Assume that I = Iw. Let X be a simple module in R-gmod satisfying

Qw(X) 6≃ 0. Then the triple
(
M(wµ, µ), X, ψ∗

(
M(w−1Λ,Λ)

))

is a normal sequence for any µ,Λ ∈ P+.
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Proof. In the course of the proof the above theorem, we showed that (Qw◦ψ∗)(RC
−

Λ
(ψ∗(X))) 6=

0 for any simple module X ∈ R-gmod such that Qw(X) 6≃ 0 and any Λ ∈ P+. That is,

X ◦ψ∗(C
−
Λ)

ψ∗(R
C
−

Λ
)

−−−−−−→ ψ∗(C
−
Λ)◦X

does not vanish under the functor Qw. Hence the homomorphism

Cµ◦X ◦ψ∗(C
−
Λ)

Cµ◦ψ∗(R
C
−

Λ
)

−−−−−−−−−→ Cµ◦ψ∗(C
−
Λ)◦X

RCµ (ψ∗(C
−

Λ )◦X)
−−−−−−−−−−−→ ψ∗(C

−
Λ)◦X ◦Cµ

is non-zero for any µ ∈ P+. Since Cµ, ψ∗(C
−
Λ) and X are simple modules, the above homo-

morphism is equal to the composition of the r-matrices r
X,ψ∗(C

−

Λ )
, r

Cµ,ψ∗(C
−

Λ )
and r

Cµ,X
up to

a constant multiple. Thus
(
Cµ, X, ψ∗

(
C−
Λ

))
is a normal sequence. �

Recall that the category C̃w−1 is left rigid, i.e., every object of C̃w−1 has a left dual in C̃w−1

([13, Corollary 5.11]). It follows that (C̃w)
rev is left rigid by the above theorem. Hence we

obtain the following theorem as its corollary.

Theorem 3.9. The category C̃w is a rigid monoidal category.

4. Localization of the category Cw,v

Through this section, we assume that w, v ∈ W satisfies v 4 w and Iw = I.

Let N be a (not necessarily simple) module in C∗,v and λ ∈ P+. Set α:=vλ−wλ, β :=λ−vλ

and γ :=−wt(N). Note that the R-matrix r
M(wλ,vλ),M(vλ,λ)

decomposes into

M(wλ, vλ)◦M(vλ, λ)
π
−→ M(wλ, λ)

ι
−→ q(α,β)M(vλ, λ)◦M(wλ, vλ)

by [11, Proposition 4.6].

Let ρw,v,λ(N) be the composition of the following chain of homomorphisms:

M(wλ, vλ)◦N ◦M(vλ, λ)
M(wλ,vλ)◦r

N,M(vλ,λ)
−−−−−−−−−−−−−−→ q(β,γ)M(wλ, vλ)◦M(vλ, λ)◦N

π◦N
−−−→ q(β,γ)M(wλ, λ)◦N

RM(wλ,λ)(N)
−−−−−−−−→ q−(wλ+vλ,γ)N ◦M(wλ, λ).

Here, RM(wλ,λ) is the non-degenerate braider associated with M(wλ, λ), and r
N,M(vλ,λ)

is

well-defined because
(
N,M(vλ, λ))

)
is unmixed (Proposition 2.1). Note that we have

r
N,M(vλ,λ)

(u⊗ v) = τw[ht(β),ht(γ)](v ⊗ u) for any u ∈ N and v ∈ M(vλ, λ)

and hence Λ(N,M(vλ, λ)) = −(β, γ). Since φM(wλ,λ)(γ) = −(wλ+ λ, γ), we have

− deg(ρw,v,λ(N)) = (β, γ)− (wλ+ λ, γ) = −(wλ+ vλ, γ).
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Lemma 4.1. For any R(γ)-module N ∈ C∗,v, We have

e(α + γ, β) (M(wλ, λ)◦N) ≃ q−(β,γ) (M(wλ, vλ)◦N)⊗ M(vλ, λ)

and

e(α + γ, β) (N ◦M(wλ, λ)) ≃ (N ◦M(wλ, vλ))⊗ M(vλ, λ).

Proof. To obtain the first isomorphism, it is enough to apply (2.5) in Proposition 2.4 by

taking
(
M(wλ, vλ), N,M(vλ, λ)

)
as (L,M,N), and for the second we can apply (2.4) by

taking
(
N,M(wλ, vλ),M(vλ, λ)

)
as (L,M,N). �

Proposition 4.2. For any R(γ)-module N ∈ C∗,v, there exists a unique homomorphism

ψw,v,λ(N) : M(wλ, vλ)◦N → q−(wλ+vλ,γ)N ◦M(wλ, vλ)

such that the following diagrams are commutative.

(
M(wλ, vλ)◦N

)
⊗ M(vλ, λ)

ψw,v,λ(N)
//

≀
��

q−(wλ+vλ,γ)
(
N ◦M(wλ, vλ)

)
⊗ M(vλ, λ)

≀
��

q(β,γ)e(α + γ, β)
(
M(wλ, λ)◦N

) RM(wλ,λ)(N)
// q−(wλ+vλ,γ)e(α + γ, β)

(
N ◦M(wλ, λ)

)
,

(4.1)

M(wλ, vλ)◦N ◦M(vλ, λ)

ρw,v,λ(N)

**❯❯❯
❯❯❯

❯❯❯
❯❯❯

❯❯❯
❯❯❯

❯❯❯
❯❯❯

❯

ψw,v,λ(N)◦M(vλ,λ)

��

q−(wλ+vλ,γ)N ◦M(wλ, vλ)◦M(vλ, λ) // q−(wλ+vλ,γ)N ◦M(wλ, λ).

(4.2)

Proof. Applying e(α + γ, β) to

RM(wλ,λ)(N) : M(wλ, λ)◦N → q−(wλ+λ,γ)N ◦M(wλ, λ),

we obtain by Lemma 4.1

q−(β,γ)
(
M(wλ, vλ)◦N

)
⊗ M(vλ, λ) → q−(wλ+λ,γ)

(
N ◦M(wλ, vλ)

)
⊗ M(vλ, λ).

Since we have END(M(vλ, λ)) ≃ k id, we obtain

ψw,v,λ(N) : M(wλ, vλ)◦N → q−(wλ+vλ,γ)N ◦M(wλ, vλ).

The commutativity of (4.2) is then obvious. �



LOCALIZATIONS FOR QUIVER HECKE ALGEBRAS II 55

Definition 4.3. For N ∈ C∗,v and λ ∈ P+ we define

RM(wλ,vλ)(N) := ψw,v,λ(N) : M(wλ, vλ)◦N → qφw,v,λ(−wt(N))N ◦M(wλ, vλ),

where

φw,v,λ(γ) = −(wλ+ vλ, γ) for γ ∈ Q.

Theorem 4.4. The family {(M(wΛi, vΛi), RM(wΛi,vΛi), φw,v,Λi
)}i∈I is a real commuting family

of graded braiders in the category C∗,v, and also it is a family of central objects in Cw,v.

Proof. We know that {(M(wΛi,Λi), RM(wΛi,Λi), φw,id,Λi
)}i∈I 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 Cw (Theorem 1.17). Hence our assertion follows from Proposition 4.2. �

Set

C̃∗,v[w] := C∗,v[M(wΛi, vΛi)
◦−1 | i ∈ I],

and

C̃w,v := Cw,v[M(wΛi, vΛi)
◦−1 | i ∈ I].

Since Cw,v is a full subcategory of C∗,v, the canonical embedding induces a fully faithful

monoidal functor

ιw,v : C̃w,v  C̃∗,v[w].

Theorem 4.5. The functor ιw,v : C̃w,v  C̃∗,v[w] is an equivalence of categories.

Proof. Let us denote by Qw,v : C∗,v → C̃∗,v[w] the localization functor. It is enough to show

that for every object X ∈ C̃∗,v[w], there exists an object Z ∈ C̃w,v such that ιw,v(Z) ≃ X .

Since C̃w,v 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 C̃∗,v[w] is of the form

Qw,v(Y )◦M(wλ, vλ)◦−1 for some λ ∈ P+ and a simple object Y ∈ C∗,v ([13, Proposition

4.8]), we may assume that X is a simple module in C∗,v.

Let X be a simple module in C∗,v. We shall show that Qw,v(X) ∈ C̃w,v.

Recall that Qw : R-gmod → (R-gmod)̃ [w] ≃ C̃w is the localization functor.

(i) Assume first that Qw(X) 6≃ 0. Then, there exists Λ ∈ P+ and a simple module Y ∈ Cw

such that

Qw(X) ≃ C◦−1
Λ ◦Y,

where CΛ = M(wΛ,Λ). Hence we have an epimorphism in R-gmod (by replacing Λ if

necessary)

CΛ◦X ։ Y.
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Note that by Lemma 4.1 we have

Res∗,Λ−vΛ(CΛ◦X) ≃
(
M(wΛ, vΛ) ◦X

)
⊗ M(vΛ,Λ), and

Res∗,Λ−vΛ(X ◦CΛ) ≃ X ◦M(wΛ, vΛ)⊗ M(vΛ,Λ).
(4.3)

Set β = Λ− vΛ = −wt
(
(M(vΛ,Λ)

)
. Applying Res∗,β to the diagram

CΛ◦X
RCΛ

(X)
//

## ##❋
❋❋

❋❋
❋❋

❋❋
X ◦CΛ

Y
;;

;;①①①①①①①①

we get a commutative diagram

(
M(wΛ, vΛ) ◦X

)
⊗ M(vΛ,Λ)

Res∗,β(RCΛ
(X))

//

** **❚❚❚
❚❚❚

❚❚❚
❚❚❚

❚❚❚
❚

(
X ◦M(wΛ, vΛ)

)
⊗ M(vΛ,Λ)

Res∗,β(Y )
44

44❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥❥

.

Let ψ : M(wΛ, vΛ)◦X → X ◦M(wΛ, vΛ) be the homomorphism such that

ψ ⊗ M(vΛ,Λ) = Res∗,β(RCΛ
(X)).

Set Z :=Im(ψ). Since ψ = cr
M(wΛ,vΛ),X

for some c ∈ k×, Z is simple. Since X and M(wΛ, vΛ)

belong to C∗,v, so does Z. Note that Z belongs to Cw, because

W(Z) ⊂ W(Y ) ∈ Q+ ∩ wQ−.

Since Z is the image of M(wΛ, vΛ)◦X
RM(wΛ,vΛ)
−−−−−−−→ X ◦M(wΛ, vΛ), we have

Q∗,v(X) ≃ M(wΛ, vΛ)◦−1◦Q∗,v(Z) ≃ ιw,v(M(wΛ, vΛ)◦−1◦Qw,v(Z)).

(ii) Assume that X ∈ C∗,v satisfies Qw(X) ≃ 0. Then there exists Λ ∈ P+ such that

RCΛ
(X) : CΛ◦X → X ◦CΛ vanishes. Applying Res∗,β (β = Λ − vΛ), we deduce from (4.3)

that

RM(wΛ,vΛ)(X)⊗ M(vΛ,Λ):
(
M(wΛ, vΛ)◦X

)
⊗ M(vΛ,Λ) −→

(
X ◦M(wΛ, vΛ)

)
⊗ M(vΛ,Λ)

vanishes. Hence RM(wΛ,vΛ)(X) vanishes, which means that Qw,v(X) ≃ 0. �
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