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Abstract

We first construct an action of the extended double affine braid
group B̈ on the quantum toroidal algebra Uq(gtor) in untwisted and
twisted types. As a crucial step in the proof, we obtain a finite Drin-
feld new style presentation for a broad class of quantum affinizations.
In the simply laced cases, using our action and certain involutions of
B̈ we produce automorphisms and anti-involutions of Uq(gtor) which
exchange the horizontal and vertical subalgebras. Moreover, they
switch the central elements C and ka0

0 . . . kan
n up to inverse. This

can be viewed as the analogue, for these quantum toroidal algebras,
of the duality for double affine braid groups used by Cherednik to
realise the difference Fourier transform in his celebrated proof of the
Macdonald evaluation conjectures. Our work generalises existing
results in type A due to Miki which have been instrumental in the
study of the structure and representation theory of Uq(sln+1,tor).
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1 Introduction

Quantum affine algebras were originally introduced by Drinfeld and Jimbo as the
quantum groups Uq(ĝ) associated to affine Kac-Moody algebras. Subsequently,
Drinfeld [5] provided an alternative realization of Uq(ĝ) in the untwisted case as
a quantum affinization of the corresponding finite quantum group, as well as a
similar realization for twisted types. Proofs of the equivalence of the two presen-
tations were then published in work by Beck [1], Jing and Zhang [13,15,16] and
Damiani [3, 4]. This new presentation, known as the ‘Drinfeld new realization’,
has played a crucial role in studying the rich representation theory of quantum
affine algebras. For example, Chari and Pressley [2] classified the finite dimen-
sional representations in terms of Drinfeld polynomials, and Frenkel and Jing
[6, 12] constructed vertex representations.

Drinfeld’s quantum affinization resembles the formation of untwisted affine
Lie algebras by adjoining a derivation to a central extension of the loop algebra
of a finite dimensional simple Lie algebra. This procedure can more generally
be applied to any Kac-Moody algebra, and takes affine Kac-Moody algebras
to ‘double affine’ or toroidal Lie algebras. Similarly, the quantum affinization
process works for the quantum group of any Kac-Moody algebra. In partic-
ular, from quantum affine algebras we obtain the quantum toroidal algebras

Uq(gtor), which were first introduced in [7, 31] for type A
(1)
n and then for ar-

bitrary symmetric type in [14, 26]. Furthermore, Nakajima [26] constructed
representations of simply laced quantum affinizations geometrically, using the
equivariant K-theory of quiver varieties. For the specific case of simply laced
quantum toroidal algebras, see also [27, 33].

Just as in the quantum affine setting, representations of Uq(gtor) are equipped
with a level determined by the action of the central elements. It is known that
Uq(gtor) contains horizontal and vertical subalgebras Uh and Uv, each isomor-
phic to a quantum affine algebra. In particular, Uh is the natural copy of Uq(ĝ)
from which Uq(gtor) is formed via quantum affinization, and Uv is the quantum
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affinization of the finite quantum group lying inside it. Then a representation
of Uq(gtor) is said to have level (a, b) if Uv acts with level a and Uh with level b.

In type A
(1)
n , Varagnolo and Vasserot [31] established a Schur-Weyl duality

between representations of Uq(sln+1,tor) and those of the double affine Hecke
algebra. This duality was then used to construct a level (0, 1) action on the
q-Fock space [29, 32]. Note that [29] also proves the irreducibility of the repre-
sentation. Nagao [25] showed that this is isomorphic to Nakajima’s geometric

representation in type A
(1)
n – torus fixed points on the equivariant K-theory

side are identified with certain simultaneous eigenvectors in the q-Fock space,
defined using non-symmetric Macdonald polynomials.

There is also a level (1, 0) vertex representation of Uq(sln+1,tor) due to Saito
[28] (for arbitrary symmetric types see [14]). Motivated by trying to understand
the relationship with the q-Fock space representation, Miki [21] constructed an
automorphism of Uq(sln+1,tor) using a toroidal braid group action. In particular,
his automorphism exchanges the horizontal and vertical subalgebras and swaps
their central elements up to inverse. Miki [22] then used this automorphism to
study the representation theory of Uq(sln+1,tor), obtaining among other things
a classification by Drinfeld polynomials of the irreducibles in a natural class
of highest weight representations, and R-matrices on tensor products of these
modules. He also clarified the relation between the vertex and q-Fock space
representations.

Surprisingly, relatively little has been written about quantum toroidal alge-

bras outside of type A
(1)
n . The primary aim of this paper is to generalise the

results of [21] to other types. In particular, we first construct an action of the
extended double affine braid group B̈ on the quantum toroidal algebra Uq(gtor)

in all untwisted and twisted types other than A
(1)
1 and A

(2)
2 . Then in the simply

laced case we use this action to obtain automorphisms and anti-involutions of
Uq(gtor) which exchange the horizontal and vertical subalgebras.

We expect that – as in type A
(1)
n – this will be helpful for studying the

representation theory of Uq(gtor), and we plan to explore these directions in
future work. For example, Hernandez [8] obtained a Chari-Pressley style clas-
sification of the (type 1) irreducible integrable loop-highest weight modules in
terms of Drinfeld polynomials. Conjugating the Drinfeld topological coproduct
of Uq(gtor) by our automorphism should produce a tensor product on represen-
tations that is well-defined for these modules. Furthermore, twisting the vertex
representation of Uq(gtor) from [13] by our automorphism should land within
this classification, and moreover relate to Nakajima’s geometric representation
in all simply laced ADE types. The author also plans to utilise our action of B̈
to obtain further analogues of various braid group phenomena inside the quan-
tum algebra setting.
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This paper is organised as follows. Section 2 establishes our notational con-
ventions surrounding the basic structures used in the theory of affine Kac-Moody
algebras. In Section 3 we recall the affine situation in more detail, in particular
quantum affine algebras; quantum affinization; Jing’s isomorphism [13] between
the two presentations of untwisted Uq(ĝ); and the action of the extended affine
braid group due to Lusztig [19] and Beck [1].

In Section 4 we move to the toroidal setting. We define the quantum toroidal
algebra, proving that it is generated by its horizontal and vertical subalgebras,
and present some natural (anti-)automorphisms. Section 4.2 introduces the ex-
tended double affine braid group B̈ together with its horizontal and vertical sub-
groups Bh and Bv, each of which is isomorphic to an extended affine braid group.
For a broad class of quantum affinizations, we then prove a simplified Drinfeld
new style presentation involving only finitely many generators and relations
(Proposition 4.8). In particular, this includes the quantum toroidal algebras

Uq(gtor) in all types other than A
(1)
1 and A

(2)
2 , as well as the untwisted quan-

tum affine algebras Uq(ĝ). This allows us to define automorphisms T0, . . . , Tn
of Uq(gtor) which restrict to the braid automorphisms of Lusztig [19] on both
the horizontal and vertical subalgebras (Proposition 4.10). We are then able to
give an action of B̈ on Uq(gtor) in all types (Theorem 4.11). The horizontal and
vertical subgroups Bh and Bv restrict to the extended affine action of Lusztig
and Beck on the horizontal and vertical subalgebras Uh and Uv respectively.

The braid group B̈ possesses a natural involution t which interchanges its
horizontal and vertical subgroups. In Section 5, using the action on Uq(gtor)
we transfer this over to an anti-involution ψ of the quantum toroidal algebra
in all simply laced types (Theorem 5.1). Moreover, ψ exchanges the horizontal
and vertical subalgebras and acts on central elements by C ↔ (ka0

0 . . . kan
n )−1.

Composing ψ with a standard anti-automorphism η, we get an automorphism

Φ of Uq(gtor) which in type A
(1)
n recovers that of Miki1 [21] (Corollary 5.3).

We conclude by proving compatibility relations between ψ and Φ±1 and various
involutions of B̈ (Proposition 5.5).

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank my supervisor, Kevin McGerty,
for many helpful discussions throughout the preparation of this paper — his
guidance and encouragement have been invaluable. This research was financially
supported by the Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council [grant
number EP/T517811/1].

1More specifically, Miki considers a quantum toroidal algebra Uq,κ(sln+1,tor) involving an
extra deformation parameter κ which is not known to exist in other types. Our automorphism

Φ in type A
(1)
n is equal to that of Miki with κ set to 1.
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2 Preliminaries

For our conventions on affine Kac-Moody algebras, we mostly follow [17]. We
shall consider an affine Kac-Moody algebra ĝ with Cartan matrix A = (aij)i,j∈I

and index set I = {0, . . . , n}. It has a Cartan subalgebra ĥ containing simple co-
roots α∨

i and fundamental coweights λ∨i for each i ∈ I, which form bases for the
coroot and coweight lattices Q∨ and P∨. The simple roots αi and fundamental
weights λi for each i ∈ I lie in the dual space ĥ∗ and span the root and weight
lattices Q and P . As Q-vector spaces, ĥ and ĥ∗ have bases {λ∨0 , α

∨
0 , . . . , α

∨
n}

and {λ0, α0, . . . , αn} respectively. The affine Weyl group W = 〈si : i ∈ I〉 acts
on P∨ via si(x) = x−〈αi, x〉α

∨
i for each i ∈ I, where 〈 , 〉 is the natural pairing

between ĥ and ĥ∗.

Each node i ∈ I of the affine Dynkin diagram D(A) has a numerical label ai,
and a dual label a∨i coming from the diagram with the same vertex numbering
and all arrows reversed. The affine Dynkin diagrams, together with their ai and
a∨i labels, are given in Appendix A – our choice of vertex numbering matches
[17, Chapter 4]. Note that δ =

∑
i∈I aiαi is the standard non-divisible imagi-

nary root in Q, and that outside type A
(2)
2n we have a0 = 1.

The corresponding finite dimensional simple Lie algebra g has Cartan ma-
trix (aij)i,j∈I0 where I0 = {1, . . . , n}. It has simple roots αi, simple coroots α∨

i ,
fundamental weights ωi, and fundamental coweights ω∨

i for each i ∈ I0 and we

denote its root, coroot, weight and coweight lattices by Q̊, Q̊∨, P̊ and P̊∨. By
mapping each ω∨

i 7→ a0λ
∨
i −aiλ

∨
0 we can embed P̊∨ inside P∨ at level 0, so that

〈δ, ω∨
i 〉 = 0 for all i ∈ I0. The image is invariant under the action of the finite

Weyl groupW0 = 〈si : i ∈ I0〉. Similarly, we can view P̊ inside the affine weight
lattice P by sending each ωi 7→ a∨0 λi − a∨i λ0. In order to simplify our notation
in later sections we shall moreover define ω∨

0 = 0 and ω0 = 0.

We denote by Ω the group of outer automorphisms of the affine Dynkin
diagram, which is the quotient of the automorphism group of D(A) by the sub-
group which fixes the 0 vertex (and thus restricts to automorphisms of the finite
Dynkin diagram). Elements of Ω are indexed by Imin ⊂ {i ∈ I : ai = a0}. In
particular, for each i ∈ Imin we define πi to be the unique outer automorphism
sending 0 to i.

The affine Cartan matrix A is symmetrized by the diagonal matrix D =
diag(d0, . . . , dn) where each di = a∨i a

−1
i , which is to say that the product DA

is symmetric. The standard non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form ( , ) on ĥ∗

is defined by

(αi, αj) = diaij , (αi, λ0) = d0δi0, (λ0, λ0) = 0,

for all i, j ∈ I and in particular satisfies (δ, αi) = 0. The corresponding isomor-

phism ν : ĥ → ĥ∗ maps each α∨
i 7→ d−1

i αi and sends λ∨0 7→ d−1
0 λ0. Throughout
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this paper we shall occasionally identify the elements of ĥ with their images
under ν without mention.

The affine braid group B has a Coxeter presentation generated by {Ti : i ∈ I}
subject to braid relations TiTjTi . . . = TjTiTj . . . with aijaji +2 factors on each

side (except in types A
(1)
1 and A

(2)
2 where T0 and T1 satisfy no relation). This

is clearly independent of the orientation of arrows in the underlying Dynkin
diagram, and so any affine braid group is isomorphic to one of untwisted type.

In all untwisted and A
(2)
2n types, let M = Q̊∨ and A∨

i = αi for each i ∈ I.

Conversely, in the remaining twisted types we define M = Q̊ and all A∨
i = α∨

i .
Then in each case, the Bernstein presentation of B is generated by the finite
braid group B0 = 〈Ti : i ∈ I0〉 and the lattice {Xβ : β ∈M}, with

· TiXβ = XβTi if (β,A
∨
i ) = 0,

· T−1
i XβT

−1
i = Xsi(β) if (β,A

∨
i ) = 1.

WhenM = Q̊∨ the correspondence between the two presentations is given by
T0 = Xθ∨T−1

sθ where θ =
∑

i∈I0
aiαi is the highest root of g and θ

∨ = ν−1(a−1
0 θ).

Otherwise, θ is the short dominant root in M = Q̊ and we instead have
T0 = XθT

−1
sθ . See [11, Chapter 3] for more details, noting that the Bernstein

presentation there is obtained from ours by applying the automorphism of B
which inverts T1, . . . , Tn and fixes each Xβ.

Throughout this paper we shall work over the field k = Q(qmin{di}). Setting
qi = qdi for all i ∈ I, the qi-integers, qi-factorials and qi-binomial coefficients
are defined as

[s]i =
qsi − q−s

i

qi − q−1
i

, [s]i! =

s∏

ℓ=1

[ℓ]i,

[
s
r

]

i

=
[s]i!

[s− r]i! [r]i!

respectively for all non-negative integers s ≥ r. We then let (x±i )
(s) = (x±i )

s/[s]i!
and (x±i,m)(s) = (x±i,m)s/[s]i! for elements x±i and x±i,m of certain quantum alge-
bras defined in later sections. Following Jing [13] we define twisted commutators
[b1, . . . , bs]u1···us−1 inductively from [b1, b2]u = b1b2 − ub2b1 and

[b1, . . . , bs]u1···us−1 = [b1, [b2, . . . , bs]u1···us−2 ]us−1 .

Outside of type A
(1)
2n we can fix a length function o : I → {±1} satisfying

o(i) = −o(j) whenever aij < 0. We shall write oi,j as shorthand for o(i)/o(j).

However, in type A
(1)
2n this is not possible since the affine Dynkin diagram con-

tains an odd length cycle. For our purposes, there are two approximations to
a length function to consider in this case: o(i) = (−1)i and −o(i) = (−1)i+1.

Furthermore, we define oi,j = (−1)j−i for all i, j ∈ I, where j − i is the anti-
clockwise distance i→ j in the affine Dynkin diagram.
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3 The affine situation

In this section we introduce the quantum affine algebras Uq(ĝ), and outline in
the untwisted case their alternative Drinfeld new presentation as the quantum
affinizations of finite quantum groups. We then present the automorphisms of
Uq(ĝ) which form the action of the extended affine braid group Ḃ due to Lusztig
[19] and Beck [1].

3.1 Quantum affine algebras

For an arbitrary symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra s with generalized Cartan
matrix (aij)i,j∈I , the corresponding quantum group is given in terms of certain
Chevalley style generators as follows.

Definition 3.1. The quantum group Uq(s) is the unital associative k-algebra
generated by elements x±i and t±1

i for each i ∈ I, subject to the following
relations:

· t±1
i t∓1

i = 1,

· [ti, tj ] = 0,

· tix
±
j t

−1
i = q

±aij

i x±j ,

· [x+i , x
−
j ] =

δij

qi − q−1
i

(ti − t−1
i ),

·

1−aij∑

s=0

(−1)s(x±i )
(s)x±j (x

±
i )

(1−aij−s) = 0 whenever i 6= j.

This is called the Drinfeld-Jimbo presentation of the quantum group. In
particular, for any affine Kac-Moody algebra ĝ we have an associated quantum
affine algebra Uq(ĝ). Depending on the context, some authors include an extra
degree operator in their definition for Uq(ĝ). However, we shall not do so in this
paper.

In the untwisted case Uq(ĝ) has an alternative Drinfeld new presentation,
first stated by Drinfeld [5], as the quantum affinization of the finite quantum
group Uq(g). One may view this as a deformation quantization of the one-
dimensional central extension of the loop algebra g[t, t−1]. Loosely speaking, the
x+i,m, x

−
i,m, hi,r, ki generators below correspond to the elements eit

m, fit
m, hit

r, hi
respectively inside g[t, t−1], and C is identified with the central extension.

Definition 3.2. The quantum affinization of Uq(s) is the unital associative k-

algebra Ûq(s) with generators x±i,m, hi,r, k
±1
i , C±1 (i ∈ I, m ∈ Z, r ∈ Z∗) and

relations

· C±1 central,

7



· C±1C∓1 = k±1
i k∓1

i = 1,

· [ki, kj ] = [ki, hj,r] = 0,

· [hi,r, hj,s] = δr+s,0
[raij ]i
r

Cr − C−r

qj − q−1
j

,

· kix
±
j,mk

−1
i = q

±aij

i x±j,m,

· [hi,r, x
±
j,m] = ±

[raij ]i
r

C
r∓|r|

2 x±j,r+m,

· [x+i,m, x
−
j,l] =

δij

qi − q−1
i

(C−lφ+i,m+l − C−mφ−i,m+l),

· [x±i,m+1, x
±
j,l]q

±aij

i

+ [x±j,l+1, x
±
i,m]

q
±aij

i

= 0,

and whenever i 6= j, for any integers m and m1, . . . ,ma′ where a′ = 1− aij ,

·
∑

π∈Sa′

a′∑

s=0

(−1)s
[
a′

s

]

i

x±i,mπ(1)
. . . x±i,mπ(s)

x±j,mx
±
i,mπ(s+1)

. . . x±i,mπ(a′)
= 0.

Here, the φ±i,±s are given by the formula

∑

s≥0

φ±i,±sz
±s = k±1

i exp

(
±(qi − q−1

i )
∑

s′>0

hi,±s′z
±s′

)

when s ≥ 0, and are zero otherwise.

The relationship between these two presentations of Uq(ĝ) in the untwisted
case was first studied by Beck [1], who used an action of the extended affine
braid group to construct a morphism from the Drinfeld new realization to the
Drinfeld-Jimbo realization. Jing [13] then defined an inverse morphism using
q-commutators, while Damiani proved the surjectivity [3] and injectivity [4] of
Beck’s map.

Remark 3.3. The definition of quantum affinization varies slightly between sources.
We use the one found for example in [3, 21] since it is more precise regarding
the isomorphism between the two presentations of Uq(ĝ). The definition found
in other works such as [1, 9, 13] can then be obtained by adjoining C±1/2 and
scaling each x±i,m generator by Cm/2.

Let us now present Jing’s isomorphism. For each i1 ∈ I0 there exist sequences
i = (i1, i2, . . . , ih−1) in I0 and ǫ = (ǫ1, . . . , ǫh−2) in Q≤0 such that

(αi1 + · · ·+ αis |αis+1) = ǫs for s = 1, . . . , h− 2, (3.1)

where h =
∑

i∈I ai is the Coxeter number of ĝ. Then for any such sequences,
the following extends to a k-algebra isomorphism from the Drinfeld-Jimbo re-
alization of Uq(ĝ) to the Drinfeld new realization:

8



· x±i 7→ x±i,0 and ti 7→ ki for each i ∈ I0,

· x+0 7→
[
x−ih−1,0

, . . . , x−i2,0, x
−
i1,1

]
qǫ1 ...qǫh−2

Ck−1
θ ,

· x−0 7→ a(−q)−ǫC−1kθ

[
x+ih−1,0

, . . . , x+i2,0, x
+
i1,−1

]
qǫ1 ...qǫh−2

,

· t0 7→ Ck−1
θ ,

where kθ = ka1
1 . . . kan

n , ǫ = ǫ1 + · · · + ǫh−2, and a is a constant depending on
type (in particular a = 1 when ĝ is simply laced). Example sequences in all
types can be found in [13, Table 2.1].

Remark 3.4. It is clear in both presentations that Uq(ĝ) contains a natural copy
of the finite quantum group Uq(g) – it is the subalgebra generated by {x±i , t

±1
i :

i ∈ I0} in the Drinfeld-Jimbo, and by {x±i,0, k
±1
i : i ∈ I0} in the Drinfeld new.

So we see that Uq(ĝ) can formed from g either as the quantum group of the
affine Kac-Moody algebra ĝ, or by performing quantum affinization to Uq(g).
This is precisely the commutativity of the following diagram, taken from [9].

g ĝ

Uq(g) Uq(ĝ)

Quantization

Quantum Affinization

Affinization

Quantization

Since quantum affinization is defined for the quantum group of any Kac-Moody
algebra, we can apply it to Uq(ĝ) to obtain a sort of ‘double affine’ quantum
group. As we will see in Section 4, this is precisely the quantum toroidal algebra
Uq(gtor). It should be noted that Uq(gtor) is not the quantum group of any Kac-
Moody algebra, and so cannot by further affinized in this way.

Remark 3.5. In fact, in twisted types there is also a Drinfeld new realization
of Uq(ĝ). A morphism from the Drinfeld-Jimbo presentation was defined by
Jing and Zhang [15, 16], while the proof that it is an isomorphism was again
completed by Damiani in [3, 4]. However, we do not include these cases here
since they are not required for our purposes.

3.2 Automorphisms and anti-automorphisms

Next we shall present various automorphisms and anti-automorphisms of quan-
tum groups and their quantum affinizations. These are required to describe
Lusztig and Beck’s action of the extended affine braid group on Uq(ĝ), and also
for our work towards a corresponding toroidal result in Section 4.

First consider a quantum group Uq(s) coming from a generalized Cartan
matrix (aij)i,j∈I as explained in Section 3.1.

9



· For each i ∈ I there is an automorphism Ti defined by Ti(tj) = tjt
−aij

i

and

Ti(x
+
i ) = −x−i ti, Ti(x

+
j ) =

−aij∑

s=0

(−1)sq−s
i (x+i )

(−aij−s)x+j (x
+
i )

(s) if i 6= j,

Ti(x
−
i ) = −t−1

i x+i , Ti(x
−
j ) =

−aij∑

s=0

(−1)sqsi (x
−
i )

(s)x−j (x
−
i )

(−aij−s) if i 6= j.

Its inverse T−1
i is given by T−1

i (tj) = tjt
−aij

i and

T−1
i (x+i ) = −t−1

i x−i , T
−1
i (x+j ) =

−aij∑

s=0

(−1)sq−s
i (x+i )

(s)x+j (x
+
i )

(−aij−s) if i 6= j,

T−1
i (x−i ) = −x+i ti, T

−1
i (x−j ) =

−aij∑

s=0

(−1)sqsi (x
−
i )

(−aij−s)x−j (x
−
i )

(s) if i 6= j.

· Every automorphism π of the associated Dynkin diagram gives rise to an
automorphism Sπ of Uq(s) which permutes the generators accordingly:

Sπ(x
±
j ) = x±π(j), Sπ(tj) = tπ(j).

· There is an anti-involution σ such that σ(x±j ) = x±j and σ(tj) = t−1
j . A

quick check verifies that T−1
i = σTiσ for all i ∈ I.

Throughout this paper we shall use without comment that TiTj(x
±
i ) = x±j and

T−1
i T−1

j (x±i ) = x±j whenever aij = aji = −1.

Remark 3.6. The automorphisms Ti and T−1
i were first introduced in the gen-

eral case by Lusztig [19, Chapter 37], who denoted them by T ′′
i,1 and T ′

i,−1

respectively.

Now consider the quantum affinization Ûq(s) introduced in Definition 3.2.

· For each i ∈ I there is an automorphism Xi given by

Xi(x
±
j,m) = υ(j)δijx±j,m∓δij

, Xi(hj,r) = hj,r,

Xi(kj) = C−δijkj , Xi(C) = C,

where υ is any {±1}-valued function on I, for example a length function.

· There is also an anti-involution η with

η(x±i,m) = x±i,−m, η(hi,r) = −Crhi,−r, η(ki) = k−1
i , η(C) = C.
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For untwisted Uq(ĝ) in particular, considered with respect to the Drinfeld new
realization and letting υ be the length function o on I0, we shall denote these by
Xi and η

′ respectively. Note that in this case we haveT−1
i = η′Tiη

′ for all i ∈ I0.

Recall that the quantum toroidal algebra Uq(gtor) will be formed as the quan-
tum affinization of Uq(ĝ), and therefore has a Drinfeld new style presentation.
In Section 4.3 we wish to define automorphisms Ti of Uq(gtor) for each i ∈ I
which are comparable to the automorphisms Ti of Uq(ĝ). In particular, this
requires us to write the actions of Ti on certain Drinfeld new style generators.

To this end, in the case of untwisted Uq(ĝ) let us derive formulae for some of
the Ti(x

±
j,m) when i, j ∈ I0. It is clear from the definitions that Ti commutes

with Xj whenever j 6= i and therefore

Ti(x
+
j,m) = o(j)mX−m

j Ti(x
+
j,0) =

−aij∑

s=0

(−1)sq−s
i (x+i,0)

(−aij−s)x+j,m(x+i,0)
(s),

Ti(x
−
j,m) = o(j)mXm

j Ti(x
−
j,0) =

−aij∑

s=0

(−1)sqsi (x
−
i,0)

(s)x−j,m(x−i,0)
(−aij−s),

for all m ∈ Z. When i = j the Ti(x
±
j,m) are calculated recursively on |m|

and expressions quickly become complicated. However, thanks to a simpli-
fied presentation of Uq(gtor) coming from Proposition 4.8, we shall only re-
quire the case m = 0,∓1. Let Ui be the subalgebra of Uq(ĝ) generated by

{x±i,m, hi,r, k
±1
i , C±1 : m ∈ Z, r ∈ Z∗}, and hi : Uq(A

(1)
1 )

∼
−→ Ui be the morphism

sending

q 7→ qi, k1 7→ ki, k0 7→ Ck−1
i , x±1 7→ x±i,0,

x+0 7→ −o(i)Ck−1
i x−i,1, x−0 7→ −o(i)x+i,−1kiC

−1.

Then by Corollary 3.8 of [1] we have Ti ◦ hi = hi ◦T1 and hence

Ti(x
+
i,−1) = hi ◦T1(−o(i)x

−
0 k0) =

2∑

s=0

(−1)sqsi (x
−
i,0)

(s)x+i,−1(x
−
i,0)

(2−s)ki,

Ti(x
−
i,1) = hi ◦T1(−o(i)k

−1
0 x+0 ) = k−1

i

2∑

s=0

(−1)sq−s
i (x+i,0)

(2−s)x−i,1(x
+
i,0)

(s).

3.3 Extended affine braid groups

Here we introduce the extended affine braid group Ḃ and present its action
on Uq(ĝ) due to Lusztig [19] and Beck [1]. For a more complete introduc-
tion to extended affine braid groups, the interested reader may wish to consult
[20, Chapters 2-3] and [11, Chapter 9].
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Recall from Section 2 the Coxeter and Bernstein presentations of the affine
braid group B. By replacing the lattice M in the latter with a larger lattice N ,

defined to be P̊∨ in all untwisted and A
(2)
2n types and P̊ otherwise, we obtain a

Bernstein presentation for the extended affine braid group.

Definition 3.7. The extended affine braid group Ḃ is generated by the finite
braid group B0 = 〈Ti : i ∈ I0〉 and the lattice {Xβ : β ∈ N}, subject to

· TiXβ = XβTi if (β,A
∨
i ) = 0, (3.2)

· T−1
i XβT

−1
i = Xsi(β) if (β,A

∨
i ) = 1. (3.3)

There is also a Coxeter style presentation of Ḃ. It is clear that B0 and
{Xβ : β ∈M} generate a normal subgroup of Ḃ isomorphic to B, and therefore

Ḃ ∼= (Ḃ/B) ⋉ B. When N = P̊∨ set βθ = θ∨ and βi = ω∨
i for each i ∈ I, and

when N = P̊ set βθ = θ and each βi = ωi. Let vi = w0w0i where w0 is the
longest element2 of W0 and w0i is the longest element of the isotropy subgroup
〈sj : j 6= i〉 of βi. It was shown in [20, Chapter 2] that Ḃ/B = {Ui = Xβi

T−1
vi :

i ∈ Imin}, and further that Ḃ/B acts on B by outer automorphisms of the affine
Dynkin diagram. More specifically, UiTjU

−1
i = Tπi(j) for all i ∈ Imin and j ∈ I

and so we have the following.

Proposition 3.8. The extended affine braid group Ḃ is isomorphic to the semidi-
rect product Ω⋉ B.

The correspondence between the Coxeter and Bernstein presentations of Ḃ
is given by T0 = Xβθ

T−1
sθ

and πi = Xβi
T−1
vi for each i ∈ Imin.

Remark 3.9. There is an automorphism of Ḃ which inverts T0, . . . , Tn and fixes
each element of Ω. Letting Yβ be the image of Xβ for all β ∈ N , we obtain an

alternative Bernstein presentation of Ḃ matching that of [11, Proposition 9.1].
In particular, for each i ∈ I0 and β ∈ N we have the relations

· TiYβ = YβTi if (β,A
∨
i ) = 0, (3.4)

· TiYβTi = Ysi(β) if (β,A
∨
i ) = 1. (3.5)

It immediately follows that the Coxeter presentation relates to this alternative
Bernstein presentation via T0 = T−1

sθ Y−βθ
and πi = Yβi

Tv−1
i

for each i ∈ Imin.

Example 3.10. We fix natural representatives for πi in all affine types where
there exists a non-trivial automorphism of the corresponding finite Dynkin di-
agram.

· In type A
(1)
n we have Ω ∼= Zn+1 by identifying πi = (j 7→ j + i mod n+1)

with i ∈ Zn+1 for each i ∈ I.

2For a nice explanation of how to find a reduced expression for any w0 (and
thus w0i) by 2-colouring the Dynkin diagram, see Allen Knutson’s answer at
https://mathoverflow.net/questions/54926/longest-element-of-weyl-groups (last ac-
cessed 31st March 2023).
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· In type D
(1)
2n we have Ω ∼= Z2 × Z2 with non-trivial elements given by

π1 = (0 ↔ 1, n− 1 ↔ n),

πn−1 = (0 ↔ n− 1, 1 ↔ n),

πn = (0 ↔ n, 1 ↔ n− 1).

· In type D
(1)
2n+1 we instead have Ω ∼= Z4 with

π1 = (0 ↔ 1, n− 1 ↔ n),

πn−1 = (0 7→ n− 1 7→ 1 7→ n 7→ 0),

πn = (0 7→ n 7→ 1 7→ n− 1 7→ 0).

· In type E
(1)
6 we have Ω ∼= Z3 and non-trivial elements

π1 = (0 7→ 1 7→ 5 7→ 0),

π5 = (0 7→ 5 7→ 1 7→ 0).

We are now ready to state Lusztig and Beck’s affine action.

Theorem 3.11. The extended affine braid group Ḃ acts on the quantum affine
algebra Uq(ĝ) via Ti → Ti for each i ∈ I and π → Sπ for each π ∈ Ω. Further-
more, in all untwisted types it follows that Xω∨

i
acts by the automorphism Xi

for each i ∈ I0.

4 The toroidal situation

We now move to the toroidal setting, where we are able to obtain an action of the
extended double affine braid group B̈ on the quantum toroidal algebra Uq(gtor)

in all untwisted and twisted types other than A
(1)
1 and A

(2)
2 . The construction of

certain Ti automorphisms involved in this action requires a simplified Drinfeld
new style presentation of Uq(gtor) given in terms of finitely many generators and
relations.

4.1 Quantum toroidal algebras

As mentioned in Section 3, the quantum toroidal algebra of type X
(r)
n is defined

to be the quantum affinization of the quantum affine algebra Uq(ĝ) of type X
(r)
n .

Definition 4.1. The quantum toroidal algebra Uq(gtor) is the unital associative
k-algebra with generators x±i,m, hi,r, k

±1
i , C±1 (i ∈ I, m ∈ Z, r ∈ Z∗), subject

to the following relations:

· C±1 central,

· C±1C∓1 = k±1
i k∓1

i = 1,
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· [ki, kj ] = [ki, hj,r] = 0,

· [hi,r, hj,s] = δr+s,0
[raij ]i
r

Cr − C−r

qj − q−1
j

,

· kix
±
j,mk

−1
i = q

±aij

i x±j,m,

· [hi,r, x
±
j,m] = ±

[raij ]i
r

C
r∓|r|

2 x±j,r+m,

· [x+i,m, x
−
j,l] =

δij

qi − q−1
i

(C−lφ+i,m+l − C−mφ−i,m+l),

· [x±i,m+1, x
±
j,l]q

±aij
i

+ [x±j,l+1, x
±
i,m]

q
±aij
i

= 0,

and whenever i 6= j, for any integers m and m1, . . . ,ma′ where a′ = 1− aij ,

·
∑

π∈Sa′

a′∑

s=0

(−1)s
[
a′

s

]

i

x±i,mπ(1)
. . . x±i,mπ(s)

x±j,mx
±
i,mπ(s+1)

. . . x±i,mπ(a′)
= 0.

Here, the φ±i,±s are given by the formula

∑

s≥0

φ±i,±sz
±s = k±1

i exp

(
±(qi − q−1

i )
∑

s′>0

hi,±s′z
±s′

)

when s ≥ 0, and are zero otherwise.

Remark 4.2. In type A
(1)
n there is a two-parameter deformation Uq,κ(sln+1,tor)

where some of the relations are modified to involve additional central generators
κ±1. Indeed this is the algebra considered by Miki [21], and specialises to the
above at κ = 1. However, such a deformation is not known to exist in other
types and thus will not be treated in this paper.

So we see that the quantum toroidal algebra Uq(gtor) of type X
(r)
n can be

obtained from the corresponding finite quantum group Uq(g) by affinizing twice
on the quantum level. In fact, Uq(gtor) contains two natural quantum affine

subalgebras. There is a horizontal subalgebra Uh of type X
(r)
n defined as the

image of the homomorphism h : Uq(X
(r)
n ) → Uq(gtor) sending

x±i 7→ x±i,0, ti 7→ ki,

for all i ∈ I. Additionally, there is a vertical subalgebra Uv of untwisted type

Z
(1)
n , where Zn is the finite Cartan type of the simple Lie algebra g. It is the

image of the homomorphism v : Uq(Z
(1)
n ) → Uq(gtor) given by

x±i,m 7→ x±i,m, hi,r 7→ hi,r, ki 7→ ki, C 7→ C,
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x±0,0 k±1
0

x±0,1 h0,1

x±0,−1 h0,−1

...

...

x±1,0 k±1
1

x±1,1 h1,1

x±1,−1 h1,−1

...

... C±1

· · ·

· · ·

· · ·

x±n,0 k±1
n

x±n,1 hn,1

x±n,−1 hn,−1

...

...

Uh

Uv

Fig. 1 Illustration of Uq(gtor) and its quantum affine subalgebras Uh and Uv

for all i ∈ I0, m ∈ Z and r ∈ Z∗. Furthermore, we are able to deduce from the
next proposition that Uh and Uv together generate the entire quantum toroidal
algebra. Figure 1 provides a simple illustration of Uq(gtor) which highlights its
generators and their Z-grading, as well as the horizontal and vertical subalge-
bras.

For any i1, . . . , ip ∈ I we define Ui1...ip to be the subalgebra of Uq(gtor)

generated by {x±ℓ,m, hℓ,r, k
±1
ℓ , C±1 : ℓ = i1, . . . , ip, m ∈ Z, r ∈ Z∗}. Then it is

clear that each Ui
∼= Uq(A

(1)
1 ), and if i 6= j then

Uij
∼=





Uq(A
(1)
1 )× Uq(A

(1)
1 ) if aijaji = 0,

Uq(A
(1)
2 ) if aijaji = 1,

Uq(C
(1)
2 ) if aijaji = 2,

Uq(G
(1)
2 ) if aijaji = 3,

Uq(gtor) in types A
(1)
1 and A

(2)
2 .

Proposition 4.3. For each i ∈ I, the quantum toroidal algebra is generated by
Uh, x

±
i,∓1 and C±1.

Proof. Let A be the subalgebra of Uq(gtor) generated by Uh, x
±
i,∓1 and C±1.

Our strategy is to first show that Ui is contained in A, and then to show that
x±j,∓1 ∈ A whenever aij < 0, since the result then follows from the connectedness
of the Dynkin diagram. Unpacking the formula in Definition 4.1, we see that
φ±i,0 = k±1

i , φ±i,±r = 0 for r < 0, and

φ±i,±r = k±1
i

r∑

ℓ=1

(±1)ℓ(qi − q−1
i )ℓ

ℓ!

∑

r1+···+rℓ=r
all rj>0

hi,±r1 . . . hi,±rℓ
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for r > 0. This implies that hi,−1 = C−1ki[x
+
i,−1, x

−
i,0] and hi,1 = Ck−1

i [x+i,0, x
−
i,1].

Thus by the relations of the quantum toroidal algebra, all x±i,m lie inside A. We
also have

[x+i,±r, x
−
i,0] = ±

C
r∓r
2 k±1

i

qi − q−1
i

r∑

ℓ=1

(±1)ℓ(qi − q−1
i )ℓ

ℓ!

∑

r1+···+rℓ=r
all rj>0

hi,±r1 . . . hi,±rℓ

when r > 0 and so all hi,±r ∈ A by induction. Therefore Ui ⊂ A and we conclude

our proof by noting that x±j,∓1 = ± C±1

[aij ]i
[hi,∓1, x

±
j,0] whenever aij < 0.

Corollary 4.4. The quantum toroidal algebra is generated by its horizontal and
vertical subalgebras.

Throughout the rest of this paper, we shall require the following standard
automorphisms and anti-automorphisms of Uq(gtor).

· Every automorphism π ∈ Ω of the underlying affine Dynkin diagram gives
rise to an automorphism Sπ defined by

Sπ(x
±
i,m) = omi,π(i)x

±
π(i),m, Sπ(ki) = kπ(i),

Sπ(hi,r) = ori,π(i)hπ(i),r, Sπ(C) = C,

which restricts to Sπ on Uh.

· There is the anti-involution η with

η(x±i,m) = x±i,−m, η(hi,r) = −Crhi,−r, η(ki) = k−1
i , η(C) = C,

which restricts to η′ on Uv and σ on Uh.

· For each i ∈ I there is an automorphism Xi given by

Xi(x
±
j,m) = o(j)δijx±j,m∓δij

, Xi(kj) = C−δijkj ,

Xi(hj,r) = hj,r, Xi(C) = C.

If i ∈ I0 then Xi restricts to Xi on Uv, while X0 restricts to the identity.

4.2 Extended double affine braid groups

Just as the quantum toroidal algebra Uq(gtor) is in some sense formed by fusing
together its horizontal and vertical quantum affine subalgebras, we can similarly
define the extended double affine braid group B̈ by combining the Coxeter and
Bernstein presentations for Ḃ.

Recall from Section 3.3 that Ω acts naturally on the affine braid group B =
〈Ti : i ∈ I〉. There is also a linear action of Ω on P∨ given by π(λ∨i ) = λ∨π(i),

which preserves P̊∨ ⊂ P∨ and thus defines an action on {Xβ : β ∈ P̊∨}. These

actions are compatible with relations (3.2) and (3.3) for N = P̊∨ (extended to
all i ∈ I) and so the following is well-defined.
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Ω T±1
0 T±1

1

Xω∨
1

X−ω∨
1

...

...

· · ·

· · ·

· · ·

T±1
n

Xω∨
n

X−ω∨
n

...

...

Bh

Bv

Fig. 2 Illustration of B̈ and its extended affine braid subgroups Bh and Bv

Definition 4.5. The extended double affine braid group B̈ is generated by the
affine braid group B = 〈Ti : i ∈ I〉, the lattice {Xβ : β ∈ P̊∨} and the group Ω,
subject to the relations

· TiXβ = XβTi if (β, αi) = 0,

· T−1
i XβT

−1
i = Xsi(β) if (β, αi) = 1,

· πTiπ
−1 = Tπ(i),

· πXβπ
−1 = Xπ(β).

Remark 4.6. 1. The action ofW on P̊∨ in the definition above is with respect

to the embedding P̊∨ →֒ P∨ of type X
(r)
n rather than Z

(1)
n .

2. Our group B̈ is the quotient of the X,Y -extended double affine Artin
group of Ion and Sahi [11, Chapter 9] by its central element X 1

m
δ.

It is clear that B̈ contains two extended affine braid subgroups which together

generate the entire group: a horizontal subgroup Bh of type X
(r)
n generated by

B and Ω, and a vertical subgroup Bv of type Z
(1)
n generated by T1, . . . , Tn and

{Xβ : β ∈ P̊∨}. We remark that there only exists an isomorphism between Bh

and Bv which acts by the identity on B0
∼= Bh ∩ Bv in the untwisted case.

From Section 3.3 we know that Bh and Bv each have both Coxeter and Bern-
stein presentations – Table 1 summarises our choice of notation. In particular,
for Bh we use the alternative Bernstein presentation of Remark 3.9 so that while
the Xβ satisfy relations (3.2) and (3.3) with T0, . . . , Tn, the Yµ satisfy relations
(3.4) and (3.5) with T v

0 , T1, . . . , Tn. Note that in all untwisted types, each πi
and ρi correspond to the same outer automorphism of the affine Dynkin diagram.
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Coxeter generators Bernstein generators

Bh

T1, . . . , Tn
T0 = T−1

sθ Y−βθ

Ω = {πi = Yβi
Tv−1

i
: i ∈ Imin}

T1, . . . , Tn
{Yµ : µ ∈ N}

Bv

T1, . . . , Tn
T v
0 = Xθ∨T−1

sθ

Ωv = {ρi = Xω∨
i
T−1
vi : i ∈ Imin}

T1, . . . , Tn

{Xβ : β ∈ P̊∨}

Table 1 Coxeter and Bernstein generators for Bh and Bv

We conclude this subsection with several automorphisms of B̈ which will be
important in Section 5. For ease of notation, we restrict to the untwisted case
since this is all we shall require.

· There is an involution t which inverts T1, . . . , Tn and interchanges Xβ and

Yβ for all β ∈ P̊∨. It follows that t exchanges each πi and ρi, as well
as T0 and (T v

0 )
−1. It is equal to the composition of the anti-involution e

of Ion and Sahi [11, Chapter 9] with the anti-automorphism that inverts
every element. When restricted to the natural copy of the (non-extended)
double affine braid group inside B̈, which is generated by B = 〈T0, . . . , Tn〉
and {Xβ : β ∈ Q̊∨}, this is the involution of Ion [10, Theorem 2.2].

· There exists an involution γv inverting T0, . . . , Tn and all Xβ, while fixing
each element of Ω. Similarly, there is an involution γh = t ◦ γv ◦ t which
inverts T v

0 , T1, . . . , Tn and all Yµ but fixes each element of Ωv.

4.3 Braid group actions on quantum toroidal algebras

Here we construct actions of the extended double affine braid groups on the
quantum toroidal algebras. We start with a simplified presentation of Uq(gtor)
involving finitely many generators and relations, which allows us to define au-
tomorphisms Ti for each i ∈ I. Note that our proof relies upon a finite presen-
tation of each subalgebra Uij that comes from the Drinfeld-Jimbo presentation
of the quantum affine algebras. So in fact, our results extend to all quantum
affinizations where the underlying Dynkin diagram has at most triple arrows,
ie. aijaji ≤ 3 for all distinct i, j ∈ I. In particular, we exclude the quantum

toroidal algebras of types A
(1)
1 and A

(2)
2 for the remainder of this paper.

Lemma 4.7. For X of type A2, C2 or G2, let (aij)i,j=1,2 be the corresponding
finite type Cartan matrix and take q1 and q2 as in Section 2. Define AX to be
the k-algebra with generators x̂±i,0, x̂

±
i,∓1, k̂

±1
i , Ĉ±1 (i = 1, 2) and relations

(i) Ĉ±1 central,

(ii) Ĉ±1Ĉ∓1 = k̂±1
i k̂∓1

i = 1,
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(iii) [k̂i, k̂j ] = 0,

(iv) k̂ix̂
±
j,mk̂

−1
i = q

±aij

i x̂±j,m,

(v) [x̂+i,0, x̂
−
j,0] =

δij

qi − q−1
i

(k̂i − k̂−1
i ),

(vi) [x̂+i,−1, x̂
−
i,1] =

Ĉ−1k̂i − Ĉk̂−1
i

qi − q−1
i

,

(vii) [x̂+i,0, x̂
−
j,1] = [x̂+i,−1, x̂

−
j,0] = 0 whenever i 6= j,

(viii) [x̂+i,0, x̂
+
i,−1]q2i = [x̂−i,1, x̂

−
i,0]q−2

i
= 0,

(ix) [x̂+1,0, x̂
+
2,−1]qa12

1
+ [x̂+2,0, x̂

+
1,−1]qa12

1
= 0,

(x) [x̂−1,1, x̂
−
2,0]q−a12

1
+ [x̂−2,1, x̂

−
1,0]q−a12

1
= 0,

(xi)

1−aij∑

s=0

(−1)s
[
1− aij
s

]

i

ysi yjy
1−aij−s
i = 0 whenever i 6= j,

for (yi, yj) = (x̂±i,0, x̂
±
j,0), (x̂

±
i,∓1, x̂

±
j,0), (x̂

±
i,0, x̂

±
j,∓1).

Then there is an algebra homomorphism Uq(X
(1)) → AX mapping

C 7→ Ĉ, x±i,0 7→ x̂±i,0, x±i,∓1 7→ x̂±i,∓1, ki 7→ k̂i,

for i = 1, 2.

Proof. Similar to Jing’s isomorphism between the two realizations of the quan-
tum affine algebra as outlined in Section 3.1, introduce elements

k̂0 = Ĉk̂−a1
1 k̂−a2

2 ,

x̂+0,0 =
[
x̂−ih−1,0

, . . . , x̂−i2,0, x̂
−
i1,1

]
qǫ1 ...qǫh−2

Ĉk̂−a1
1 k̂−a2

2 ,

x̂−0,0 = a(−q)−ǫĈ−1k̂a1
1 k̂a2

2

[
x̂+ih−1,0

, . . . , x̂+i2,0, x̂
+
i1,−1

]
qǫ1 ...qǫh−2

,

in AX where i = (i1, . . . , ih−1) and ǫ = (ǫ1, . . . , ǫh−2) satisfy (3.1). By relations
(ix)-(x) this is independent of the choice of sequences. Since the Drinfeld-Jimbo
presentation of Uq(X

(1)) has finitely many relations, it is a finite check to prove

that x±i 7→ x̂±i,0 and t±1
i 7→ k̂±1

i for i = 0, 1, 2 defines an algebra homomorphism

ξ : Uq(X
(1)) → AX . Note that it is immediate that ξ preserves all relations

with non-zero indices. Then to complete our proof we must express C, x±1,∓1

and x±2,∓1 in terms of the Drinfeld-Jimbo generators of Uq(X
(1)) and verify that

the images under ξ are equal to Ĉ, x̂±1,∓1 and x̂±2,∓1 respectively (it is trivial that

C = t0t
a1
1 t

a2
2 maps to Ĉ = k̂0k̂

a1
1 k̂a2

2 ). See Appendix B for more details.
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Using this lemma we are able to prove the following simplified presentation
for all quantum affinizations where the underlying Dynkin diagram has at most
triple arrows.

Proposition 4.8. Let s be a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra with generalised
Cartan matrix (aij)i,j∈I and suppose that aijaji ≤ 3 for all distinct i, j ∈ I.

Then the quantum affinization Ûq(s) has a finite presentation with generators
{x±i,0, x

±
i,∓1, k

±1
i , C±1 : i ∈ I} and relations

(i) C±1 central,

(ii) C±1C∓1 = k±1
i k∓1

i = 1,

(iii) [ki, kj ] = 0,

(iv) kix
±
j,mk

−1
i = q

±aij

i x±j,m,

(v) [x+i,0, x
−
j,0] =

δij

qi − q−1
i

(ki − k−1
i ),

(vi) [x+i,−1, x
−
j,1] = δij

C−1ki − Ck−1
i

qi − q−1
i

,

(vii) [x+i,0, x
−
j,1] = [x+i,−1, x

−
j,0] = 0 whenever i 6= j,

(viii) [x+i,0, x
+
i,−1]q2i = [x−i,1, x

−
i,0]q−2

i
= 0,

(ix) [x+i,0, x
+
j,−1]qaij

i

+ [x+j,0, x
+
i,−1]qaij

i

= 0 whenever aij < 0,

(x) [x−i,1, x
−
j,0]q

−aij

i

+ [x−j,1, x
−
i,0]q

−aij

i

= 0 whenever aij < 0,

(xi)

1−aij∑

s=0

(−1)s
[
1− aij
s

]

i

ysi yjy
1−aij−s
i = 0 whenever i 6= j,

for (yi, yj) = (x±i,0, x
±
j,0), (x

±
i,∓1, x

±
j,0), (x

±
i,0, x

±
j,∓1).

Proof. Let H be the algebra generated by {x̂±i,0, x̂
±
i,∓1, k̂

±1
i , Ĉ±1 : i ∈ I}, subject

to relations (i)-(xi) above with hats over each generator. It is clear that

Ĉ 7→ C, x̂±i,0 7→ x±i,0, x̂±i,∓1 7→ x±i,∓1, k̂i 7→ ki,

defines a homomorphism f : H → Uq(gtor). Let us build its inverse out of
morphisms Uij → H. By Lemma 4.7, we have for each pair of adjacent nodes
i, j ∈ I an algebra homomorphism pij : Uij → H given by

C 7→ Ĉ, x±ℓ,0 7→ x̂±ℓ,0, x±ℓ,∓1 7→ x̂±ℓ,∓1, kℓ 7→ k̂ℓ,

for ℓ = i, j. Then pi = pij |Ui
= pji|Ui

is well-defined and independent of j,
since our proof of Proposition 4.3 shows that Ui is generated by x±i,0, x

±
i,∓1,
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k±1
i and C±1. Furthermore, it is immediate from the presentation of H that

[im(pi), im(pj)] = 0 whenever aij = 0. So we see that

C 7→ Ĉ, x±i,0 7→ pi(x
±
i,0), x±i,∓1 7→ pi(x

±
i,∓1), ki 7→ pi(ki),

for all i ∈ I defines an algebra homomorphism g : Uq(gtor) → H, since all
relations of Uq(gtor) are contained in some Uij . We have f ◦ g = id by checking
on Drinfeld-Jimbo generators of each Uij with aij < 0, and g◦f = id by checking
on generators of H.

Remark 4.9. 1. This result gives a finite Drinfeld new style presentation for
the quantum toroidal algebra Uq(gtor) in all untwisted and twisted types

except A
(1)
1 and A

(2)
2 , as well as for all untwisted quantum affine algebras

Uq(ĝ).

2. The relations in Proposition 4.8 are a subset of those in the original def-

inition for Ûq(s) which only involve the generators x±i,0, x
±
i,∓1, k

±1
i , C±1

for each i ∈ I. In particular, we do not have ‘shadows’ of other relations
appearing in our simplified presentation.

Recall that in Section 3.2 we obtained formulae for Ti(x
±
j,m) when i, j ∈ I0

and m = 0,∓1. Thanks to Proposition 4.8, these are enough to define the
remaining automorphisms Ti that are required for our action of B̈ on Uq(gtor).

Proposition 4.10. For each i ∈ I there exists an automorphism Ti of Uq(gtor)
such that

· Tih = hTi for all i ∈ I,

· Tiv = vTi for all i ∈ I0,

· T −1
i = ηTiη for all i ∈ I.

Proof. For each i ∈ I, we define the morphism Ti : Uq(gtor) → Uq(gtor) by

Ti(C) = C, Ti(kj) = kjk
−aij

i ,

Ti(x
+
i,0) = −x−i,0ki, Ti(x

−
i,0) = −k−1

i x+i,0,

Ti(x
+
i,−1) =

2∑

s=0

(−1)sqsi (x
−
i,0)

(s)x+i,−1(x
−
i,0)

(2−s)ki,

Ti(x
−
i,1) = k−1

i

2∑

s=0

(−1)sq−s
i (x+i,0)

(2−s)x−i,1(x
+
i,0)

(s),

Ti(x
+
j,m) =

−aij∑

s=0

(−1)sq−s
i (x+i,0)

(−aij−s)x+j,m(x+i,0)
(s) if i 6= j,

Ti(x
−
j,m) =

−aij∑

s=0

(−1)sqsi (x
−
i,0)

(s)x−j,m(x−i,0)
(−aij−s) if i 6= j.
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To verify that Ti is a well-defined homomorphism, we need to show that it pre-
serves every relation in our simplified presentation of Uq(gtor). For each j, ℓ ∈ I
consider the relations lying inside Ujℓ. These are also relations of the subalgebra
Uijℓ, to which we may restrict since from the formulae above it is preserved by
Ti. Note that Uijℓ is isomorphic to the quantum affinization of the quantum
group associated to the full Dynkin subdiagram Dijℓ on the nodes i, j, ℓ.

If Dijℓ is a subdiagram of some finite Dynkin diagram, then Uijℓ is isomor-
phic to a direct product of quantum affine algebras. Furthermore, Ti|Uijℓ

acts by
Ti on the factor containing Ui and by the identity on all other factors. Since this
is an automorphism of Uijℓ, we see that Ti preserves all relations lying inside Ujℓ.

Otherwise, Dijℓ is the Dynkin diagram of type A
(1)
2 , C

(1)
2 , G

(1)
2 , A

(2)
4 , D

(2)
3

or D
(3)
4 and Uijℓ is isomorphic to the corresponding quantum toroidal algebra.

Since by definition Ti restricts to Ti on the horizontal subalgebra (Uijℓ)h, it
preserves all relations lying inside it. Any other relation can then be obtained
from one of these by applying Xj , Xℓ or XjXℓ, which commute with Ti since
i 6= j, ℓ.

Hence we may conclude that Ti respects all relations in our simplified pre-
sentation, and is thus an algebra homomorphism. The first two bullet points in
the statement of the proposition are then immediate from the formulae for Ti

on the Drinfeld-Jimbo and Drinfeld new generators of Uq(ĝ) in Section 3.2.

To show that Ti is an automorphism with inverse ηTiη, it suffices to check
this on the invariant subspace Uij for each j 6= i. If aij < 0 then Uij is isomorphic

to Uq(A
(1)
2 ), Uq(C

(1)
2 ) or Uq(G

(1)
2 ), and Ti and η restrict to Ti and η

′. If aij = 0
then Uij

∼= Ui × Uj and Ti and η restrict to Ti × id and η′ × η′. In either case,
since (Ti)

−1 = η′Tiη
′ our proof is complete.

We now have all of the automorphisms required to define our braid group

action on Uq(gtor). However, in type A
(1)
2n we are forced to consider a slightly

modified version of B̈. First, we must have that π1 ∈ Ω has order 4n+ 2 rather
than 2n + 1. This is because, as discussed in Section 2, there is no length
function on the affine Dynkin diagram and so

S2n+1
π1

(x±i,m) = (−1)mx±i,m, S2n+1
π1

(ki) = ki,

S2n+1
π1

(hi,r) = (−1)rhi,r, S2n+1
π1

(C) = C,

has order two. Let ζi be the automorphism mapping each x±i,m 7→ −x±i,m and
fixing the other generators. Then we have

Sπ1ζiS
−1
π1

= ζπ1(i), Sπ1X2nS
−1
π1

= ζ0X0, T −1
0 X0T

−1
0 = ζ0X2nX

−1
0 X1,

and we adjust the relations of B̈ accordingly. The involutions t, γv and γh
extend naturally to our modified braid group, and our results are not otherwise
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impacted. The proof of the next theorem is virtually the same as for the other
cases (we shall not include the minor differences) and there is only a slight
change in Lemma 5.2.

Theorem 4.11. The extended double affine braid group B̈ acts on the quantum
toroidal algebra Uq(gtor) via Ti 7→ Ti for all i ∈ I, Xω∨

i
7→ Zω∨

i
:= XiX

−ai

0 for
all i ∈ I0, and π 7→ Sπ for all π ∈ Ω.

Proof. The relations between Ti and Zβ follow from the Coxeter relations be-
tween Ti and Xj , namely that TiXj = XjTi whenever i 6= j and T −1

i XiT
−1
i =

Xi

∏
j∈I X

−aij

j . Commutativity of Ti and Xj for i 6= j is clear from the defini-
tions, while the other relation is checked on each Uℓ by restricting to Uiℓ and
applying Theorem 3.11, since Uiℓ is a product of quantum affine algebras.

To verify the braid relation between Ti and Tj on elements of Uℓ, we restrict
to the invariant subalgebra Uijℓ. Similarly to our proof of Proposition 4.10,
if Dijℓ is a subdiagram of a finite Dynkin diagram then Uijℓ is a product of
quantum affine algebras and we can use the braid relation between Ti and Tj

from Theorem 3.11. Otherwise, Uijℓ is isomorphic to the quantum toroidal
algebra of untwisted type A2, C2 or G2. We already have the braid relation on
x±ℓ,0 and k±1

ℓ using Tih = hTi and Tjh = hTj . Applying Xℓ, which commutes
with Ti and Tj since ℓ 6= i, j, we derive the braid relation on all of Uℓ. The
remaining relations follow from the definitions without much difficulty.

Remark 4.12. 1. Our extended double affine braid group action restricts to
both an action of Bh on Uh and an action of Bv on Uv, each of which
coincides with Lusztig and Beck’s action of the extended affine braid group
on the quantum affine algebra.

2. In their PhD thesis, motivated by trying to obtain a Damiani-Beck style
isomorphism on the toroidal level, Mounzer [23] provides a topological
braid group action on a certain completion of Uq(gtor) (verifying the quan-
tum Serre relations is a work in progress in some cases). We note that
this action does not restrict to the quantum toroidal algebra and is thus
distinct from our results.

It is worth highlighting that these results extend naturally to the quantum

affinizations Ûq(s) considered in Proposition 4.8, namely those with aijaji ≤ 3
for all distinct i, j ∈ I. In particular, for each i ∈ I there exists an automorphism

Ti of Ûq(s) defined exactly as in Proposition 4.10, with inverse T −1
i = ηTiη,

which restricts to Ti on the horizontal copy of Uq(s). Furthermore, for some

appropriate generalisation of B̈ we obtain a braid group action as in Theorem
4.11. In each case, the proofs are the same as above.

Definition 4.13. For any generalised Cartan matrix (aij)i,j∈I we define B̂ to
be the group generated by {Ti, Xi : i ∈ I} and the automorphism group Ω of
the associated Dynkin diagram, with relations
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· TiTjTi . . . = TjTiTj . . . whenever aijaji ≤ 3, where there are aijaji + 2
factors on each side,

· XiXj = XjXi,

· TiXj = XjTi whenever i 6= j,

· T−1
i XiT

−1
i = Xi

∏
j∈I X

−aij

j ,

· πTiπ
−1 = Tπ(i),

· πXiπ
−1 = Xπ(i),

for all i, j ∈ I and π ∈ Ω.

Note that the extended double affine braid group B̈ embeds inside the cor-
responding B̂ by sending Ti 7→ Ti, Xω∨

i
7→ XiX

−ai

0 and π 7→ π for each i ∈ I
and π ∈ Ω.

When the underlying Dynkin diagram possesses a length function o, by defin-
ing Xi and Sπ exactly as for Uq(gtor) in Section 4.1, we obtain the following

‘braid group action’ on Ûq(s).

Theorem 4.14. The group B̂ acts on the quantum affinization Ûq(s) via Ti 7→
Ti and Xi 7→ Xi for all i ∈ I, and π 7→ Sπ for all π ∈ Ω.

If instead no such o exists and the Dynkin diagram contains an odd length
cycle, this should instead hold for a modified version of B̂ as was the case in

type A
(1)
2n .

5 Automorphisms and anti-automorphisms of

quantum toroidal algebras

We now look to construct certain automorphisms and anti-involutions of Uq(gtor)
which exchange the horizontal and vertical subalgebras. Our current method
relies on certain properties of the root system, in particular the ai labels, and so
for the remainder of this paper we restrict our focus to the (untwisted) simply
laced cases. We shall return to the other types in future work. For notational
simplicity, we will henceforth identify elements of B̈ with the corresponding au-
tomorphisms of Uq(gtor) from Theorem 4.11. We shall also write Xi for Xω∨

i

and Yi for Yω∨
i
for each i ∈ I0.

Our approach is roughly as follows. We can in some sense build Uq(gtor)
out of the copy of the finite quantum group Uq(g) lying inside Uh ∩ Uv and the
braid group action from Theorem 4.11. Twisting the action by certain auto-
morphisms of B̈ obtains a different ‘twisted’ set of generators for Uq(gtor). Then
mapping the standard generators to their twisted counterparts gives our desired
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(anti-)automorphisms.

More specifically, each generator of our simplified presentation of Uq(gtor)
from Proposition 4.8 (other than C±1) can easily be written as b(z) for some
b ∈ B̈ and z ∈ Uq(g). For all x

±
i,0 and k±1

i with i ∈ I0 we may set b = 1, and for
the other generators we have

· x±i,∓1 = o(i)Xi(x
±
i,0) for each i ∈ I0,

· x±0,0 = π−1
j (x±j,0) for any j ∈ Imin \ {0},

· x±0,∓1 = o(0)π−1
j Xj(x

±
j,0) for any j ∈ Imin \ {0},

· k±1
0 = π−1

j (k±1
j ) for any j ∈ Imin \ {0},

outside of type E
(1)
8 , where since Ω is trivial we instead write

· x±i,∓1 = o(i)Xi(x
±
i,0) for each i ∈ I0,

· x±0,0 = T1T0(x
±
1,0),

· x±0,∓1 = o(0)XβT1T0(x
±
1,0) whenever (β, α0) = 1,

· k±1
0 = T1T0(k

±1
1 ).

Recall the involution t of B̈ from Section 4.2. For each x±i,m = b(z) above let

x±
i,m = t(b)(z), and for each k±1

i = b(z) define k±1
i = t(b)(z−1). In particular,

k±1
i = k∓1

i , x±
i,0 = x±i,0, x±

i,∓1 = o(i)Yi(x
±
i,0),

for all i ∈ I0, and outside of E
(1)
8 we have

k±1
0 = ρ−1

j (k∓1
j ), x±

0,0 = ρ−1
j (x±j,0), x±

0,∓1 = o(0)ρ−1
j Yj(x

±
j,0),

for any j ∈ Imin \ {0}. In type E
(1)
8 these are replaced with

k±1
0 = T−1

1 (T v
0 )

−1(k∓1
1 ),

x±
0,0 = T−1

1 (T v
0 )

−1(x±1,0),

x±
0,∓1 = o(0)YβT

−1
1 (T v

0 )
−1(x±1,0),

whenever (β, α0) = 1. If we also define C±1 = (ka0
0 . . . kan

n )∓1 then the following
theorem shows that mapping generators to their bold counterparts extends to
an anti-involution of Uq(gtor) which exchanges Uh and Uv (up to a twist by σ).
As an immediate corollary, we can deduce the injectivity of h from that of v.

Theorem 5.1. There is an anti-involution ψ of Uq(gtor) sending

x±i,m 7→ x±
i,m, ki 7→ ki, C 7→ C,

for all i ∈ I and m = 0,∓1, determined by the conditions ψv = hσ and ψh = vσ.
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A brief technical lemma gives various identities required for the proof of the

above. Note that in type A
(1)
2n we restrict to ρ = ρ1 for (5.4).

Lemma 5.2. · Yi(x
±
j,0) = x±

j,0 and Yi(k
±1
j ) = k±1

j for all distinct i, j ∈
I0, (5.1)

· x±
i,m = hσ(x±i,m), k±1

i = hσ(k±1
i ) and C±1 = hσ(C±1) for all i ∈ I0 and

m = 0,∓1, (5.2)

· x±
i,0 = vσ(x±i ) and k±1

i = vσ(t±1
i ) for all i ∈ I, (5.3)

· ρ(x±
i,m) = omi,ρ(i)x

±
ρ(i),m and ρ(k±1

i ) = k±1
ρ(i) for all i ∈ I, m = 0,∓1 and

ρ ∈ Ωv. (5.4)

Proof. We know from Proposition 4.10 that Tih = hTi = hσT−1
i σ for all i ∈ I,

and it is immediate from the definitions that πh = hSπ = hσSπσ for each π ∈ Ω.
Each Yβ can be written as πT±1

i1
. . . T±1

is
and so as σ2 is the identity,

Yβh = hσSπT
∓1
i1
. . .T∓1

is
σ = hσXβσ. (5.5)

Note that (5.2) for x±
i,0, k

±1
i and C±1 is trivial, as is (5.3) when i ∈ I0. Using

equation (5.5) we can then deduce (5.1) and the remainder of (5.2). As men-
tioned in Remark 4.12, Bv acts on Uv via Beck’s extended affine braid group

action. In particular, each ρjv = vSρj
and so outside of E

(1)
8 ,

x±
0,0 = ρ−1

j v(x±i ) = vS−1
ρj

(x±j ) = v(x±0 ) = vσ(x±0 ),

k±1
0 = ρ−1

j v(t∓1
j ) = vS−1

ρj
(t∓1

j ) = v(t∓1
0 ) = vσ(t±1

0 ),

for any j ∈ Imin \ {0}. On the other hand, in type E
(1)
8 we have

x±
0,0 = T−1

1 (T v
0 )

−1v(x±1,0) = vT−1
1 T−1

0 (x±1,0) = v(x±0 ) = vσ(x±0 ),

k±1
0 = T−1

1 (T v
0 )

−1v(t∓1
1 ) = vT−1

1 T−1
0 (t∓1

i ) = v(t∓1
0 ) = vσ(t±1

0 ).

Then for all ρ ∈ Ωv and i ∈ I,

ρ(x±
i,0) = ρv(x±i ) = vSρ(x

±
i ) = v(x±ρ(i)) = x±

ρ(i),0,

ρ(k±1
i ) = ρv(t∓1

i ) = vSρ(t
∓1
i ) = v(t∓1

ρ(i)) = k±1
ρ(i).

It follows that whenever i, ρ(i) and ρ(0) are non-zero,

ρ(x±
i,∓1) = o(i)ρYi(x

±
i,0) = o(i)Yρ(i)Y

−ai

ρ(0) ρ(x
±
i,0)

= o(i)Yρ(i)Y
−ai

ρ(0) (x
±
ρ(i),0) = oi,ρ(i)x

±
ρ(i),∓1,

and the cases i = 0 and ρ(0) = 0 are trivial. Outside of type A
(1)
2n it is im-

mediate from the definitions that ρ(x±
ρ−1(0),∓1) = oi,0x

±
0,∓1. In type A

(1)
2n , from

the other identities this is equivalent to ρ21(x
±
2n,∓1) = x±

1,∓1, and the equality

ρ21Y2nY
−1
2n−1 = ζ0ζ1Y1ρ

2
1 implies that ρ21(x

±
2n,∓1) = ζ0ζ1(x

±
1,∓1). Then using (5.2)

and X1 = Sπ1Tn . . .T1 we can obtain an explicit expression for x±
1,∓1 in terms

of {x±i,0, k
±1
i : i ∈ I}, from which we deduce that ζ0ζ1(x

±
1,∓1) = x±

1,∓1.
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i Yµi
Yµ′

i

1 Y7Y
−1
8 Y1Y

−1
7

2 Y8Y
−1
6 Y2Y

−1
8

3 Y6Y
−1
4 Y3Y

−1
6

4 Y7Y8Y
−1
5 Y4Y

−1
7 Y −1

8

5 Y 2
8 Y

−1
4 Y −1

7 Y5Y
−2
8

6 Y3Y
−1
4 Y6Y

−1
3

7 Y1Y
−1
8 Y7Y

−1
1

8 Y2Y
−1
6 Y8Y

−1
2

Table 2 Elements Yµi
, Yµ′

i
∈ B̈ for each i ∈ I0 in type E

(1)
8

Proof of Theorem 5.1. To show that ψ is an anti-homomorphism, we must check
that relations (i)-(xi) of Proposition 4.8 still hold if we reverse the order of mul-
tiplication and replace each generator with its image. Denote these modified
relations by (i)-(xi). Every relation with indices in I0 follows immediately from
the Drinfeld new presentation of Uh using (5.2). Moreover, relations involving
only x±

i,0 and k±1
i terms follow from the Drinfeld-Jimbo presentation of Uv by

(5.3).

When |Ω| > 2 all other relations can be reached by applying some ρ ∈ Ωv

and (5.4) to a relation with indices in I0. In type E
(1)
7 , the same reasoning

gives all relations apart from those involving indices {i, j} = {0, 6} which are
not contained in Uv. If (β, α0) = 0 then (ρ6(β), α6) = 0 so by (5.4) and (5.5),

Yβ(k
±1
0 ) = Yβρ6(k

±1
6 ) = ρ6Yρ6(β)hσ(k

±1
6 )

= ρ6hσXρ6(β)(k
±1
6 ) = ρ6hσ(k

±1
6 )

= k±1
0 ,

and Yβ(x
±
0,m) = x±

0,m for m = 0,∓1 via similar equalities. Therefore, taking for

example Yµ = Y −1
4 Y5Y6 we can obtain the remaining relations as follows.

(iv) For m = ∓1 apply Yµ and ρ6Yµ to the m = 0 cases.

(vi)-(vii) Apply Yµ, ρ6Yµ and Yµρ6Yµ to the corresponding relations in (v).

(xi) Apply Yµ, ρ6Yµ and Yµρ6Yµ to the cases involving x±
0,0 and x±

6,0.

In type E
(1)
8 we proceed in an analogous fashion. Table 2 lists for each i ∈ I0

some Yµi
which fixes x±

i,0 and k±1
i and sends x±

0,0 7→ o(0)x±
0,∓1, and some Yµ′

i

which fixes x±
0,0 and k±1

0 and maps x±
i,0 7→ o(i)x±

i,∓1. Let us verify the conditions

on Yµi
and Yµ′

i
. In all cases Yµi

(x±
0,0) = o(0)x±

0,∓1 is immediate by definition,
and (5.1) gives

Yµi
(k±1

i ) = k±1
i , Yµi

(x±
i,0) = x±

i,0, Yµ′
i
(x±

i,0) = o(i)x±
i,∓1.
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k±1
0

x±0,0

x±0,∓1

k±1
1

x±1,0

x±1,∓1

C±1

· · ·

· · ·

· · ·

k±1
n

x±n,0

x±n,∓1

Uh

Uv

C±1

x±
1,∓1
...

x±
n,∓1

x±
0,∓1

k±1
1

x±
1,0

x±
0,0

· · ·

· · ·

k±1
n

x±
n,0

k±1
0

Uh

Uv

Fig. 3 Illustrations of Uq(gtor) displaying the two generating sets

The other properties follow from Yµ′
i
T−1
1 (T v

0 )
−1 = T−1

1 (T v
0 )

−1Yµ′
i
when i 6=

1, and Yµ′
1
T1(T

v
0 ) = T−1

1 (T v
0 )

−1Y2Y
−1
7 . We can then obtain the remaining

relations for ψ to be an anti-homomorphism as follows.

(iv) For m = ∓1 apply Yµi
and Yµ′

i
to the m = 0 cases.

(vi)-(vii) Apply Yµi
, Yµ′

i
and Yµi

Yµ′
i
to the corresponding relations in (v).

(ix)-(x) The case {i, j} = {0, 1} comes from applying both sides of

o(0)Yµ1T
−1
1 = −o(1)Yµ′

1
(T v

0 )
−1Y 2

7 Y
−1
8 (T v

0 )
−1T−1

1

to x±
0,0, since using Lemma 5.2 and Remark 4.12 we have

x+
0,0

T−1
17−−−→ [x+

0,0,x
+
1,0]q−1

o(0)Yµ17−−−−−→ [x+
0,−1,x

+
1,0]q−1

x+
0,0

(Tv
0 )−1T−1

17−−−−−−−→ x+
1,0

(Tv
0 )−1Y 2

7 Y −1
87−−−−−−−−−→ [x+

1,0,x
+
0,0]q−1

o(1)Yµ′
17−−−−−→ [x+

1,−1,x
+
0,0]q−1

and similarly for x−
0,0.

(xi) Apply Yµi
, Yµ′

i
and Yµi

Yµ′
i
to the cases involving x±

0,0 and x±
i,0.

We have therefore shown that ψ is an anti-homomorphism. The conditions
ψv = hσ and ψh = vσ are then immediate from (5.2) and (5.3), and moreover
determine ψ since Uh and Uv generate Uq(gtor). Furthermore, it also follows
that ψ2 = id on Uh and Uv and so ψ is in fact an anti-involution.

Figure 3 contains simple illustrations of the quantum toroidal algebra which
highlight where elements of the two generating sets {x±i,0, x

±
i,∓1, k

±1
i , C±1 : i ∈ I}

and {x±
i,0,x

±
i,∓1,k

±1
i ,C±1 : i ∈ I} lie inside Uq(gtor). In particular, we see

how the bold generators in some sense give Uq(gtor) as a quantum affinization
of its vertical rather than horizontal subalgebra, with Uv in a Drinfeld-Jimbo
presentation and Uh in a Drinfeld new presentation (although the multiplication
is of course reversed).
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Corollary 5.3. There is an automorphism Φ := ηψ of Uq(gtor) with inverse
Φ−1 = ηΦη = ψη, determined by the conditions Φv = h and Φh = vη′σ.

Remark 5.4. 1. In type A
(1)
n this is precisely the automorphism of Miki [21]

with the extra deformation parameter κ set to 1.

2. Note in particular the actions on central elements: ψ exchanges C and
(ka0

0 . . . kan
n )−1, while Φ maps C 7→ ka0

0 . . . kan
n and ka0

0 . . . kan
n 7→ C−1.

The following proposition provides compatibilities between the action of B̈
on Uq(gtor) and the (anti-)automorphisms ψ and Φ±1, which can therefore be
viewed as quantum toroidal analogues of the corresponding involutions of the
braid group.

Proposition 5.5. For all b ∈ B̈ we have

· ψ ◦ b = t(b) ◦ ψ, (5.6)

· Φ ◦ b = γv(t(b)) ◦ Φ, (5.7)

· Φ−1 ◦ b = γh(t(b)) ◦ Φ
−1. (5.8)

Proof. We start with the first identity. Note that since ψ2 = id, having the
relation for some b ∈ B̈ immediately implies it for b−1 and t(b) as well. By
Proposition 4.10 and Theorem 5.1,

ψTih = vσTi = vT−1
i σ = T−1

i ψh,

ψTiv = hσTi = hT−1
i σ = T−1

i ψv,

for all i ∈ I0, which gives the case b = Ti since Uh and Uv generate Uq(gtor). For
b = πj we have that ρjψ(C

±1) = C±1 = ψπj(C
±1) follows from Xβψ(C

±1) =
C±1 = ψYβ(C

±1) and the identity with T±1
1 , . . . , T±1

n . From (5.4),

ρjψ(x
±
i,m) = x±

ρj(i),m
= ψπj(x

±
i,m),

ρjψ(k
±1
i ) = k±1

ρj(i)
= ψπj(k

±1
i ),

for all i ∈ I and m = 0,∓1, and therefore ρjψ = ψπj . When Ω is non-trivial the

proof is complete since B0, Ω and Ωv generate B̈. In type E
(1)
8 it remains to check

that T0ψ = ψ(T v
0 )

−1. First note that T0ψv = hT0σ = hσT−1
0 = ψ(T v

0 )
−1v so

we are done on Uv. Furthermore,

T0ψ(k0) = T0(C
−1ka1

1 . . . kan
n ) = (C−1k20k

a1
1 . . . kan

n )

= ψ(C−2k0k
2a1
1 . . . k2an

n ) = ψTsθ (C
−2k0)

= ψTsθX−θ∨(k0) = ψ(T v
0 )

−1(k0),
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and for any i ∈ I0, with Yµ′
i
as in the proof of Theorem 5.1, we have

T0ψ(x
−
i,1) =

−a0i∑

s=0

(−1)sqs(x−0,0)
(s)x−i,1(x

−
0,0)

(−aij−s)

= ψ

(
−a0i∑

s=0

(−1)sqs(x−
0,0)

(s)x−
i,1(x

−
0,0)

(−aij−s)

)

= o(i)ψYµ′
i

(
−a0i∑

s=0

(−1)sqs(x−
0,0)

(s)x−
i,0(x

−
0,0)

(−aij−s)

)

= o(i)ψYµ′
i
(T v

0 )
−1(x−

i,0) = o(i)ψ(T v
0 )

−1Yµ′
i
(x−

i,0)

= (T v
0 )

−1(x−
i,1),

and similarly for x+
i,−1. This verifies that T0ψ = ψ(T v

0 )
−1 on Uh and so we have

proved the first identity. It is immediate from the definitions that π = ηπη for
each π ∈ Ω and X−1

β = ηXβη for any β ∈ P̊∨. Furthermore, since T−1
i = ηTiη

for all i ∈ I we deduce the second identity from the first. The final identity then
follows from (γv ◦ t)

−1 = γh ◦ t.

Our automorphism Φ should have a range of applications pertaining to the
representation theory of simply laced Uq(gtor). For example, by conjugating
the Drinfeld topological coproduct of Uq(gtor) with Φ we hope to study tensor
products of the type 1 integrable loop-highest weight modules classified by Her-
nandez [8], as well as their associated R-matrices, thus extending work of Miki

[22] in type A
(1)
n .

Another possible direction concerns the relationship between the level (1, 0)
vertex representations of Uq(gtor) due to Saito and Jing [13,28], and the type 1
representations constructed geometrically by Nakajima [26,27] using the equiv-
ariant K-theory of quiver varieties on the affine Dynkin diagrams. The expec-
tation is that twisting these vertex representations by Φ should be isomorphic
to (the dual of) a Fock space representation.

Of course, this result is well-known in type A
(1)
n [22, 30] and moreover pro-

vides an instance of the celebrated boson-fermion correspondence from math-
ematical physics. We note that in the other simply laced types, Fock space
representations of Uq(gtor) have only been described geometrically at this stage.
In particular, there does not yet exist a definition in terms of the q-wedge con-
struction by Kashiwara-Miwa-Petersen-Yung [18].

Nevertheless, such an identification would likely allow us to relate various
geometric features on the quiver variety side with more algebraic or combina-
torial elements on the other. Indeed, interesting affine phenomena have already
turned out to be meaningful in the geometric setting, for example in work of

Nagao [24, 25] in type A
(1)
n .
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A The affine Dynkin diagrams

A
(1)
1 : ◦ •

0
1

1
1

A
(1)
n (n ≥ 2):

◦

• • · · · • •

0
1

1
1

2
1

· · ·
· · ·

n−1
1

n
1

B
(1)
n (n ≥ 3):

◦

•

• · · · • •

1 1 0

1 1 1
2
2
2

· · ·
· · ·
· · ·

n−1
2
2

n
2
1

C
(1)
n (n ≥ 2): ◦ • · · · • •

0
1
1

1
2
1

· · ·
· · ·
· · ·

n−1
2
1

n
1
1

D
(1)
n (n ≥ 4):

◦

•

• · · · •

•

•

1 0

1 1
2
2

· · ·
· · ·

n−2
2

n−1 1

n 1

E
(1)
6 :

◦

•

•

• • • •

0 1

6 2

1
1

2
2

3
3

4
2

5
1

E
(1)
7 :

◦ •

•

• • • • •
0
1

7 2

1
2

2
3

3
4

4
3

5
2

6
1

E
(1)
8 :

◦ •

•

• • • • • •
0
1

8 3

1
2

2
3

3
4

4
5

5
6

6
4

7
2
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F
(1)
4 : ◦ • • • •

0
1
1

1
2
2

2
3
3

3
4
2

4
2
1

G
(1)
2 : ◦ • •

0
1
1

1
2
2

2
3
1

Fig. 4 The untwisted affine Dynkin diagrams. Black labels are vertex numbers,
blue labels are ai values, and in the non-symmetric cases a∨i values are in red

A
(2)
2 : ◦ •

0
2
1

1
1
2

A
(2)
2n (n ≥ 2): ◦ • · · · • •

0
2
1

1
2
2

· · ·
· · ·
· · ·

n−1
2
2

n
1
2

A
(2)
2n−1 (n ≥ 3):

◦

•
• · · · • •

1 1 0

1 1 1
2
2
2

· · ·
· · ·
· · ·

n−1
2
2

n
1
2

D
(2)
n+1 (n ≥ 2): ◦ • · · · • •

0
1
1

1
1
2

· · ·
· · ·
· · ·

n−1
1
2

n
1
1

E
(2)
6 : ◦ • • • •

0
1
1

1
2
2

2
3
3

3
2
4

4
1
2

D
(3)
4 : ◦ • •

0
1
1

1
2
2

2
1
3

Fig. 5 The twisted affine Dynkin diagrams. Black labels are vertex numbers,
blue labels are ai values, and red labels are a∨i values
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Type A2 Type C2 Type G2

α1
−1
−−→ α2 α1

−1
−−→ α2

0
−→ α1 α1

−1
−−→ α2

−1/3
−−−→ α2

0
−→ α1

−2/3
−−−→ α2

α2
−1
−−→ α1 α2

−1
−−→ α1

0
−→ α1 α2

−1
−−→ α1

−1/3
−−−→ α2

0
−→ α1

−2/3
−−−→ α2

Table 3 Sequences αi1
ǫ1−→ · · ·

ǫh−2
−−−→ αih−1

for i1 = 1, 2 in types A2, C2 and G2

B Proof of Lemma 4.7

Here we provide some details regarding the proof of Lemma 4.7. Table 3 con-
tains example sequences (i1, i2, . . . , ih−1) in I0 and (ǫ1, . . . , ǫh−2) in Q≤0 for

i1 = 1, 2, which allow us to write expressions for x̂±0,0 and k̂±1
0 .

We first need to confirm that the Drinfeld-Jimbo relations of Uq(X
(1)) in-

volving x±0 and k±1
0 are preserved under the map ξ : Uq(X

(1)) → AX that sends

x±i 7→ x̂±i,0 and t±1
i 7→ k̂±1

i for i = 0, 1, 2. We outline a method for each below,
referencing which relations (i)-(xi) in AX should be applied at each stage. The
author notes that many of the relations are easily checked with the help of a
computer algebra package such as Magma.

· Both k̂±1
0 k̂∓1

0 = 1 and [k̂0, k̂j ] = 0 are trivial by (i)-(iii).

· All k̂0x̂
±
ℓ,0k̂

−1
0 = q±a0ℓ

0 x̂±ℓ,0 and k̂ℓx̂
±
0,0k̂

−1
ℓ = q±aℓ0

0 x̂±0,0 are deduced from (i)-(iv).

· The relation [x̂+0,0, x̂
−
0,0] =

k̂0−k̂−1
0

q0−q−1
0

is proved as follows:

1. Input the expressions for x̂±0,0 with i1 = 1 and expand everything out.

2. Factor the Ĉ±1, k̂±1
1 and k̂±1

2 terms using (i) and (iv), then cancel them.

3. Move any x̂−i,m terms in front of all x̂+i,m terms with (v)-(vii), then pull any

Ĉ±1, k̂±1
1 and k̂±1

2 factors created out to one side with (i) and (iv).

4. Cancel all remaining summands other than
k̂0−k̂−1

0

q0−q−1
0

using the relations (viii)

and (xi) which involve x̂±1,0, x̂
±
1,±1 and x̂±2,0.

· For [x̂±0,0, x̂
∓
ℓ,0] = 0 with ℓ ∈ I0:

1. Input the expression for x̂±0,0 with i1 6= ℓ and expand everything out.

2. Factor the Ĉ±1, k̂±1
1 and k̂±1

2 terms using (i) and (iv).

3. Cancel everything by (viii) and (xi) with yi = x̂∓ℓ,0 and yj = x̂∓i1,0, x̂
∓
i1,±1.

· For the quantum Serre relations between x̂±0,0 and x̂±ℓ,0 with ℓ ∈ I0:

1. Input the expression for x̂±0,0 with i1 6= ℓ and expand everything out.

2. Factor the Ĉ±1, k̂±1
1 and k̂±1

2 terms using (i) and (iv).
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3. Move all x̂±ℓ,0 terms to one side using relations (v) and (vii).

4. Pull any k̂±1
ℓ factors created in the previous step out to one side with (iv).

5. Cancel everything by (viii).

Next we must give x±1,∓1 and x
±
2,∓1 in terms of the Drinfeld-Jimbo generators

of Uq(X
(1)). This can be done using Beck’s extended affine braid group action

from Theorem 3.11. In particular, writing each Xω∨
i
in the Coxeter presentation

of Ḃ allows us to present its action with respect to the Drinfeld-Jimbo realization
of Uq(X

(1)). Then since o(i)Xω∨
i
sends x±i,0 to x±i,∓1 we can obtain the desired

expressions, thus allowing us to find the images of x±1,∓1 and x±2,∓1 under ξ. To

complete the proof we check that these are equal to x̂±1,∓1 and x̂±2,∓1 respectively

by inserting the definitions of x̂±0,0 and k̂±1
0 in terms of the generators of AX

and applying the relevant relations.
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