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QUIVER HECKE ALGEBRAS FOR BORCHERDS-CARTAN DATUM II

BOLUN TONG AND WAN WU*

ABSTRACT. We give the crystal structure of the Grothendieck group Go(R) of irreducible
modules over the quiver Hecke algebra R constructed in [I3]. This leads to the categori-
fication of the crystal B(co) of the quantum Borcherds algebra Ug(g) and its irreducible
highest weight crystal B(\) for arbitrary Borcherds-Cartan data. Additionally, we study
the cyclotomic categorification of irreducible highest weight Ug(g)-modules.

Introduction

In [13], the authors introduced a family of quiver Hecke algebras (Khovanov-Lauda-Rouquier
algebras) R(v) for v € N[I], associated with a Borcherds-Cartan datum (I, A) consisting of
a countable set I and a symmetrizable Borcherds-Cartan matrix A = (a;;); jer indexed by
I. Let R= @ueN[I} R(v). Following the framework given by Khovanov-Lauda [9] [10], it was
shown that the Grothendieck group Ko(R) of the category of finitely generated graded pro-
jective R-modules is isomorphic to the negative part of the corresponding quantum Borcherds
algebra U,(g). In particular, when ¢ is an imaginary index, i.e. a;; < 0, the algebra R(ni) for
v = ni can be considered as a deformation of the nilcoxeter algebra.

In comparison with [6], which also provides a categorification of these algebras, our con-
struction imposes no such restriction as a; # 0. With this advantage, we could consider
an arbitrary Borcherds-Cartan datum and use our construction to give a categorification of
typical crystals and the irreducible highest weight modules over U,(g).

Historically, in the Kac-Moody cases, A. Lauda and M. Vazirani [I1] studied the crys-
tal structure on the categories of graded modules over the quiver Hecke algebra R, which
categorify the negative part of the quantum Kac-Moody algebra U,(g) associated with a
symmetrizable Cartan datum. They proved that, as crystals, the Grothendieck group of the
graded irreducible modules over R is isomorphic to the crystal B(co) of the quantum Kac-
Moody algebra, derived from Kashiwara’s crystal basis theory. Let A € PT be a dominant
integral weight. The crystal structure of the irreducible modules over the cyclotomic quiver
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Hecke algebra R is isomorphic to the crystal B(\) of the irreducible highest weight module
V(A). Consequently, one could compute the rank of the corresponding Grothendieck groups.
In [3], Kang and Kashiwara proved that the cyclotomic quotient R provides a categorifi-
cation of V()\). That is, the Grothendieck group Ko(R*) of the finitely generated graded
projective modules over R* has a natural Uy (g)-module structure that is isomorphic to V().

In the context of quantum Borcherds algebra, similar results have been obtained in [0]
and [5], with the condition that a;; # 0. Particularly, in [6], a perfect basis theory for the
quantum Borcherds algebra is developed to categorify the crystals.

We extend these results to an arbitrary Borcherds Cartan datum. We first define the
Kashiwara operators on the Grothendieck group Go(R) of the irreducible modules, which
is slightly different from the Kac-Moody cases. Then we categorify the crystal B(co) of
the quantum Borcherds algebra U,(g) and its irreducible highest weight crystal B(\) for
each A € PT. In the final chapter, we construct an algebra % that is ‘larger’ than R and
assert that the irreducible highest weight U,(g)-module V(\) can be realized as a subspace
of Ko(#)q(g) or Go(#*)g(q) for the cyclotomic algebra 2.

Notations. In this paper, K is a fixed algebraically closed field. For a graded A-module
M =@, c; M, over a Z-graded K-algebra A, its graded dimension is defined to be
DimM = (dimgM,)q",
nez
where ¢ is a formal variable. For m € Z, the degree shift M{m} is the graded A-module
obtained by setting (M{m}), = My_,. More generally, for f(q) =,z amd™ € N[g,q" ],
we set MJ = @,y (M{m})®om.

Given two graded A-modules M and N, Hom g4, (M, N) is the K-vector space of grading-
preserving homomorphisms. We define the Z-graded vector space HOM 4 (M, N) to be

HOM (M, N) = @D Hom p_g(M{n}, N) = @) Hom g, (M, N{~n}).
nez nez

1. Categorification of quantum Borcherds algebras
1.1. Quantum Borcherds algebras.
Let I be an index set possibly countably infinite. A symmetrizable Borcherds-Cartan
matrix is an integer-valued matrix A = (a;;); jer satisfying
(i) ai = 2,0,-2,—4,...,

(ii) aij € ZSO for i # j,
(iii) there is a diagonal matrix D = diag(r; € Zsg | i € I) such that DA is symmetric.
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Weset "*={icl|ay=2},I"={icl|a;<0}, and ' ={icI]|ay;=0}.
A Borcherds-Cartan datum is given by
a symmetrizable Borcherds-Cartan matrix A,
a free abelian group P, called the weight lattice,
PY = Homgz(P,Z), called the dual weight lattice,
a; € P for i € I, called the simple roots,
h; € PY for i € I, called the simple coroots,
a symmetric bilinear form (, ): P x P — Z.
such that a;(h;) = a;; for all 4,5 € I, and (A, ;) = r;A(h;) for all A € P,i € I. In particular,
(a4, ) = rias; = rjaj.
The elements in P = {\ € P | A\(h;) > 0 for all i € I} are called dominant integral

weights. The free abelian group Q = @,; Za; is called the root lattice. We identify the
positive root lattice Q1 = .. ; Noy with N[I].

Let g be an indeterminate. For each ¢ € I, set ¢; = ¢". For ¢ € I' and n € N, we define

n

)= 5% and )t = [nlin — 1 - 1.

qi — q;
The quantum Borcherds algebra U(= U,(g)) associated with a given Borcherds-Cartan
datum is the Q(g)-algebra generated by e;, f; (i € I) and ¢ (h € PV), satisfying

q0 =1, qhqh/ = qh+h/ for h,h' € PV,

¢"ejqg" =g MWe;, " figh=q MW hePYiel,
K, — K "
eifj — fjei = 5@' - _Zl where K; = qnhl,

S ()eeel? =0 forie ' jelandi#j,
r+s=1—a;;

S O Y =0 foriel™ j el andi# j,
r+s=1—a;;

eie; —eje; = fifj — fifi=0 fori,5 €I and a;; = 0.

Here, egn) = e’ /[n];! and fi(n) = fI'/In];! for i € I'® and n € N. The algebra U is Q-graded
by assigning |e;| = o; and |f;| = —ay.

Let U (vesp. UT, resp. U™) be the subalgebra of U generated by ¢ for h € PV (resp. e;
for i € I, resp. f; for i € I). Then we have the triangular decomposition U =2 U~ @U@ UT.
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So for each u € U™, there exist unique @, R € U~ such that
K:Q—-K 'R
e — Ue; = ———————.

qi — g,

We set ef(u) = R. The operators € (i € I) satisfy the quantum Serre relations (cf. [7, Lemma
3.4.2]) and they commute with the left multiplication by f; as follow

e;fj = 5ij + qi_aijfje;.

These lead to a left B;(g)-module structure of U™, where B,(g) is the quantum Boson algebra
with the generators e}, f;(i € I) and the defining relations

eéfj = 0;; + qi_a”fje; for i,j € 1,

Z (—1)Te§(r)e;e;(s) =0 foriel™ jelandi#j,

r+s=1—a;;
ST DL =0 foriel™ jelandi# ],
r+s=1—a;;

e;e;—e;e;:fifj—fjfizo for i,j € I and a;; = 0.

Define a twisted multiplication on U~ ® U~ by

(21 ® 22) (11 ® yo) = ¢~ 122b191D g4y © 2oys

for homogeneous z1, x2,y1,y2. We have an algebra homomorphism p: U~ — U~ @ U~ given
by p(fi) = fi®1+1® f; (i € I) with respect to the above algebra structure on U~ @ U~.
There are two nondegenerate symmetric bilinear forms on U™, namely, Kashiwara’s form
(, )i and Lusztig’s form ( , )z, determined by

; (62$7y)K = ($7f2y)K7
s (i,y) = (1—q)(w, fiy)e
for z,y € U~. So that (fi, fi)xk =1, (fi, fi)r = (1 —¢?)~! for all i € I.

Let A = Z[q,q"']. The A-form 4U is the A-subalgebra of U generated by the egn), fi(n)
(i € I'°,n € Z+) and ¢" (h € PY).

Let AU~ (resp. 4U™) be the A-subalgebra of 4U generated by fi(") (resp. egn)) and let —
be the Q-algebra involution of U~ given by § = ¢~ ! and f, = f;. Then the bar-involution —
and the comultiplication p restrict to

T AU 5 AU, pi AU = AU @ 4U™.
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The irreducible highest weight U,(g)-module V() for A € PT is given by

V) 2U / O vei+ Y. U@ M)+ S vt 4 > Uf;)

i€l hePVY iclre iel'm with A(h;)=0
~ 77— Z — pA(h)+1 Z —
ielre i€l'™ with A(h;)=0

The crystal bases of U~ (resp. V(X)) constructed in [I] will be denoted by B(oo) (resp.
B(A).
A U,(g)-modules V is said to be integrable if it satisfies
(i) V =&D,cp Vi with each dimV}, < oo, where

V,={veV|¢" =¢W foral he P}

(i) wt(V) :=={p e P |V, #0} C U_(\ — Q) for finitely many A, - ,As € P,
(iii) e; and f; are locally nilpotent on V' for each ¢ € I™.
(iv) If i € I'™, then u(h;) € Z>o for all pu € wt(V).
(v) If i € I'™ and p(h;) = 0, then f;V,, = 0.
If V is an integrable highest weight module with highest weight A € Pt then V = V(\).

1.2. KLR-algebras and the categorification of 4U".

We review the main results in [I3] (see [9] for the explanation of the following diagrams).

Given a Borcherds-Cartan datum. For v =), ;vsi € N[I] with ht(v) = >_,c; v = n, we
denote by Seq(v) the set of sequences @ = iyiy...14, in I such that v =iy + iy +i,. The
KLR-algebra R(v) is defined to be the K-algebra with generators:

1= for 4 =414y ... 1, € Seq(v) with deg(1;) = 0,
21 Tk in
Thi= .. * for 7 € Seq(V), 1 <k <n with deg(xk,i) = 27‘Z~]€7
21 Tk in
Tk,i = . >< . for 1 S k S n — 1 with deg(Tk’i) = _(ailw aik+1)’

11 ik Tktlin

Subject to the following local relations:
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For 4,j € Seq(v), we set ;R(v); = 1;R(v)1;. Then ;R(v); has a basis

{0}y @[ ut, .. un €N, w € Sy such that w(j) = 4},

where W; € jR(v); is uniquely determined by a fixed reduced expression of w.
Denote by
R(v)-Mod : the category of finitely generated graded R(v)-modules,
R(v)-fMod : the category of finite-dimensional graded R(r)-modules,
R(v)-pMod : the category of projective objects in R(v)-Mod.
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Let B, be the set of equivalence classes (under isomorphism and degree shifts) of gr-irreducible
R(v)-modules. Choose one representative S, from each equivalence class and denote by
P, the gr-indecomposable projective cover of Sp. The Grothendieck group Go(R(v)) (resp.
Ko(R(v))) of R(V)—fMod (resp. R(v)-pMod) are free Z[q q_l]—modules:

EB Zlq,q7'][Se), Ko(R EB Zlq,q [ Py).
beB, beB,
Here, q[M] = [M{1}]. Let R = ®VEN[I} R(v), B = UueN[I] B, and form

= P Go(RW), Ko(R) = P Ko(R(v))

veN[] veN[]

The Ky(R) and Go(R) are dual to each other with respect to the bilinear pairing ( , ) :
Ko(R) x Go(R) — Z[q,q "] given by
(17 (IP).[M]) = Dim(P" () M) = DimHOM g (P. 1)

where 1) is the anti-involution of R(v) obtained by flipping the diagrams about horizontal axis
and it turns a left R(v)-module into right, P = HOM(P, R(v))¥. There is also a symmetric
bilinear form ( , ): Ko(R) x Ko(R) — Z((q)) defined in the same way.

The Go(R) and the Ko(R) are equipped with twisted bialgebras structure induced by the
induction and restriction functors defined as follows
Indz’ti’/ : R(v) ® R(V)-Mod — R(v 4+ v')-Mod, M — R(v+ )1, @puyerw) M,
Resl’ﬂ'}/ : R(v +v')-Mod — R(v) ® R(v')-Mod, N+ 1,,,/N,
where 1, =1, ® 1,, € R(v + /).
For i € Seq(v), we set P; = R(v)1; € R(v)-pMod. For i € I'® and n > 0, we set

n(n —1) n(n —1)
mn—2) B,

2
where e;,, is the primitive idempotent :17? mlxgnf CTp—1mi - Twe Of R(ni) with wy be the

P,y = R(ni)y(e;n){— ri} = R(ni)e; n{

longest element in S,.

Theorem 1.1. [I3] There is a A-bialgebras isomorphism ~v : AU~ — Ko(R) which sends
AUZ, onto Ko(R(v)), given by

f( — [Pwy] forielI™ n>0,

fi—=[P] foriecI™

Under this isomorphism, the Lusztig’s form ( , )p corresponds to (, ) on Ko(R), the bar-
involution corresponds to P — P.
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Let 4U ™" be the A-linear dual of 4U ™, which is also a twisted bialgebra with multiplication
(resp. comultiplication) dual to the comultiplication (resp. multiplication) of 4U~. The dual
map of the bar-involution on 4U~ gives an involution ~ : 24U~ — LU~ ".

Theorem 1.2. We identify Ko(R)* with Go(R) via the nondegenerate bilinear pairing in
(I-7). Then the dual map v* : Go(R) — AU~ of v is a A-bialgebras isomorphism. Under
this isomorphism, the bar-involution on AU ™* corresponds to M — HOMyg (M, K)¥ of Go(R).

1.3. R(ni)-module V (i") for i € I'™.

For each i € I, the algebra R(ni) for v = ni is generated by x1 i, ..., ZTnni of degree 2r;

and T1 g, ..., Th—1,ni Of degree —(ay, a;), subject to the local relations

G0 XK || K wer
%xxxx%&w

We W1ll abbrev1ate Thni (r€esp. Tini) to xp (resp. Tl) since only one sequence is con-
sidered. In both cases, R(ni) has a basis {z]'---a}" -7, | w € Sp,71,...,7, > 0} and
{rw - 2*---2]» |w € Sp,r1,...,7, > 0} as an alternative. We identify the polynomial al-
gebra P, = K[zq,...,x,] with the subalgebra of R(ni) generated by x1,...,x,. Then the

center of R(ni) is PnS”, consisting of all symmetric polynomials in z1, ..., Z;,.

Up to isomorphism and degree shifts, each R(ni) has a unique gr-irreducible module V (i").
If i € I'®, by the representation theory of the nil-Hecke algebras, V (i") = R(ni)®p, L{%
r;} of graded dimension [n];!, where L is the one-dimensional trivial module over P, with
each zj, acts by 0. The gr-projective cover of V(i") is Pjn).

Let u = (p1,. .., 1) be any composition of n. Define V(i*) := V(i) ® --- @ V(i*) to
be a gr-irreducible module over the parabolic subalgebra R(ui) := R(p1i) ® -+ @ R(uyi) of
R(ni). Up to degree shifts, we have

)
soc ResﬁﬁV(z’”) =~ V().
and soc ReS(Zi_l)iV(i") ~ (i),

(1.8)

If i € I'™ since R(ni) has only trivial idempotents, V(i") is the one-dimensional triv-
ial module with the gr-projective cover R(ni). The following Lemma shows the significant
differences with the ‘real’ cases when we use Ind and Res to the irreducibles.
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For any composition = (pt1,. .., i) of n, denote by D, (resp. D;l) the set of minimal
length left (resp. right) S, := Sy, x --- x S, -coset representatives in S,.

Lemma 1.3. Let i € I'"™ and pp = (u1,..., 1) be a composition of n. Let M be a gr-
irreducible R(v)-module for some v € N[I|. Then

(i) ResiV (i) = V (i), Res(ihy), V(") = V(in).

(ii) IndZﬁV(z’“) has a unique (graded) mazimal submodule H = Span{t,®v | v € D,\{1}},
where v is a fized nonzero element in V (i*). The graded head

hd IndiV (i*) = V (i").

Moreover, the R(v) ® R(ni)-module M & IndZﬁV(z’“) has a unique (graded) maximal
submodule M ® H.

(iii) Ind”uﬁ-'V(i“) has a unique (graded) irreducible submodule V- = Span{r) ® v} = V(i"),
where X is the longest shuffle in D,,. The graded socle

soc Ind”uﬁV(i“) = V(3E").
Moreover, M ® IndeV(i“) has a unique (graded) irreducible submodule M @ V.

Proof. (i) is clear since V(i") is 1-dimensional. Let N = IndZﬁV(i”).

(ii) For any u € D,\{1}, there is no w € S, such that wu =1 and l(wu) = l(w) + {(u). So
H is a (graded) maximal submodule of N. Note that any nonzero submodule of IndﬁﬁV(i“)
which contains an element of the form 1 ® v + Zue D1} kyTy ® v is equal to N. This shows
the uniqueness of the maximal. For the second part, assume K is a nonzero submodule of
M ® N containing an element

yo(1ov)+ > u® (o)
ueDu\{1}
for some y,y, € M and y # 0. Since the ungraded R(v)-module M is simple, we have
M =R(v)y. Thus y® (1®wv) € K and so K = M ® N, which implies M ® H is the unique
maximal submodule of M ® N.

(iii) Let L be a nonzero submodule of N and m = 3_ cp kuTu @ v € L, m # 0. Choose
an element v of minimal length such that k,, # 0. Let A = wu. Then I(A\) = l(w) + I(u). If o
satisfies

ky #0, wu' =z € D, and [(z) = l(w) + 1(u),
then 1(z) < I(N\),l(v/) > I(u) implies 2 = X and u = u'. Therefore 7, - m = ky,7\ ® v € L
and so V' C L. Note that V' is a submodule of N since for any w such that wA € D, and
l(wA) = l(w) + I(N), we must have w = 1. This also shows that V' is a trivial module, which
is isomorphic to V' (i").
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For the second part, let K be a nonzero submodule of M ® N. Choose a nonzero

z= Z Yo @ (T4 ®0) € K
ueD,

for some y,, € M. Let w is of minimal length such that y, # 0 and let A = wu. The same
argument as above leads to

1V®Tw'zzyu®(T)\®U)€K.
It follows that M @ V C K. O

2. Crystal operators ﬁ and ¢;

For v,/ € N[I], we define the co-induction functor by

/\l/-i-l//

Ind : R(v) ® R(v')-Mod — R(v + v')-Mod, M — HOMpg\grw) (v R(v + '), M),

where the R(v + /)-module structure of ﬂa\dztf/M is given by
(z- f)(z) = f(zz) for z € R(v+1),xz €1, Rv+1).
The co-induction functor is right adjoint to the restriction
(2.1) HOM, .,/ (M,Ind,,,/N) = HOM,, ., (Res, ., M, N)

for M € R(v)® R(V')-Mod, N € R(v+v')-Mod. It follows from [11, Thoerem 2.2] (the proof
there also applies in our case) that for M € R(v)-fMod and N € R(v')-fMod, we have

(2.2) Ind, M ® N = Ind, ,N @ M{-v -V}

For i € I and n > 0, define the functor
Ajn : R(v)-Mod — R(v — ni) ® R(ni)-Mod, M +— (1,_n; ® 1;)M.
So we have for M € R(v)-Mod and N € R(v — ni)-Mod,
(2.3) HOM,, (M, Indy i niN) = HOM,_pj ni(Ain M, N).
Let ;(M) = max{n > 0| A;»M # 0} be the number of the largest i-tail in sequence k such
that 1M # 0.

The following three lemmas have been given in [9, Section 3.2].

Lemma 2.1. Let i € I and M € R(v)-fMod be a gr-irreducible module. If N @ V(i) is a
gr-irreducible submodule of A M for some 0 < n < g;(M), then €;(N) = &;(M) —n.
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Lemma 2.2. Leti € I and K € R(v)-fMod be a gr-irreducible module with ;(K) = 0. Set
M = Ind, n; K @ V(i™). Then
(i) ApM = K ® V(i"),
(ii) hd M is gr-irreducible with €;(hd M) = n,
(iii) all other composition factors L of M have £;(L) < n.

Lemma 2.3. Let ¢ € I and M € R(v)-fMod be a gr-irreducible module with €;(M) = a.
Then AjaM is isomorphic to K ® V(i) for some gr-irreducible K € R(v — ai)-fMod with
ei(K) = 0. Furthermore, M ~ hd Ind,_q; o; X ® V (i*) in this case.

The following lemma is also well known. The proof is dual to Lemma
Lemma 2.4. Leti € I and K € R(v)-fMod be a gr-irreducible module with ;(K) = 0. Set
M = Ind, p; K @ V(i"). Then
(i) ApM = K @ V(i)
(ii) soc M is gr-irreducible with €;(soc M) = n,
(iii) all other composition factors L of M have €;(L) < n.

Proof. (i) By 22), Ain M = Ajnlndy,; , V (i") ® K{v-ni}. Then by the Mackey Theorem [13]
Proposition 3.4] and ¢;(K) = 0, A;» M is isomorphic to
Ind’™ . °(Resp™ V(") ® K) =K @ V(™).

0,v,n4,0 0,n%,v,0

(ii) For each nonzero graded submodule N of M, by (2.3]) and the irreducibility of K&V (i"),
we have Ajn N — K ® V(i"). Suppose we are given a decomposition

soc M =N BNy --- P N,

such that each Nj is gr-irreducible. Then K ® V(i") is a quotient of each A;n(Ny) and
Ajn(soc M). But they are nonzero submodules of A;n M, which is irreducible by (i). So
Ajn(soc M) = Ajn(Ng) = K ® V(i") and so soc M must be gr-irreducible.

(iii) Our assertion follows from the irreducibility of soc M and the exactness of An. [

Corollary 2.5. Let i € I and K € R(v)-fMod be gr-irreducible with ;(K) = 0. Then
soc WWM-K @ V(") = hd Ind, i K @ V(i").
Proof. By Lemma [2.2] A;nhd Ind, ,; K ® V(i") = K @ V(i"). So by (21]), we have
hd Ind,, K ® V(i) < Ind,, K @ V(i").

Now the result follows from the previous lemma. O
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The following lemma has appeared in [6], Lemma 3.9]. Our proof is different and includes
the case where a;; = 0.

Lemma 2.6. Leti € I'™ and K € R(v)-fMod be a gr-irreducible module with £;(K) = 0. Let
w=(p1,..., 1) be a composition of n. Set
M = Ind’T" K @ V(it).

v, 140

Then hd M is gr-irreducible with e;(hd M) = n. Moreover, hd M = hd Ind"T™" K & V (i").

v,ni

Proof. By the Mackey Theorem and ¢;(K) =0, Ain M =2 K ® IndZﬁV(i”). For each nonzero
quotient @ of M, A;n(Q is a nonzero quotient of A;n M (we have a nonzero homomorphism
from K ® IndeV(z’“) to AjnQ by Frobenius reciprocity). So hd A;»Q is a nonzero quotient
of hd A;» M. By Lemma [[3(ii), hd A M = K ® V(i"). Thus,

hd Apn@Q = hd A M =2 K @ V(i").
Assume we have a decomposition
hd M = M/My & M/My & --- & M/M,,

such that each M /My, is gr-irreducible. Then

t
hd (Ajnhd M) 2= @ hd (A M/My,).
k=1

But hd (A;nhd M) and each hd (A M /M) are all isomorphic to K ® V(i™), which implies
hd M must be gr-irreducible. So M contains a unique graded maximal submodule J9" ().
Recall from Lemma [[3(ii) that H denotes the unique (graded) maximal submodule of N =
IndZﬁV(z’“) and N/H = V(i"). So we have Ind""™K ® H C J9 (M) and a surjection

v,ni

Ind”"™K ® V(i) — hd M. By the exactness of Ay and Lemma 22(i), K ® V(i") —

v,ni

Ajnhd M. Therefore, Ajnhd M = K ® V(i) and by Lemma 23, hd M = hd Ind’T" K ®

v,ni

V(in). 0

By the duality, we have:

Lemma 2.7. Leti € I'™ and K € R(v)-fMod be a gr-irreducible module with ;(K) = 0. Let
w=(p1,..., 1) be a composition of n. Set

M =T

(I

K & V(it).

Then soc M is gr-irreducible with €;(soc M) = n. Moreover, soc M = soc ﬁl\dZ—ZLZK@V(%n)
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Proof. Note that M 2 Ind,; ,(IndV (i*')) ® K, where p/ = (pur, ..., p1).

By the Mackey Theorem and &;(K) = 0, AjnM = K @ IndV(i*). For each nonzero
graded submodule N of M, AN is a nonzero submodule of A;»n M (we have a nonzero
homomorphism from AN to K@IndV (i*) by ). So soc AjnN < soc A M is nonzero.
By Lemma [L3(iii), soc Ajn M = K ®@ V (i™). Thus,

soc AN = soc AimM =2 K @ V(i").
Assume we have a decomposition
soc M =Ny ® Ny @ --- D N,

such that each Ny is gr-irreducible. Then
soc (Ajnsoc M) = EBSOC (Ain Ny).
k=1

Hence soc M must be gr-irreducible. Recall that the unique (graded) irreducible submodule of
IndZ?iV(i“’) is isomorphic to V' (i"). So we have soc M — EHZZMK ®V(i™). By the exactness
of Ajn and Lemmal2.4](i), Ajnsoc M — K®V (i"). Therefore Ajnsoc M = K@V (i") and then
by Lemma [2.3] and Corollary [25] soc M = hd Ind, ;K ® V(i") = soc ﬂa\dy,m-K @V(@E"). O

Proposition 2.8. Leti € I and N € R(v)-fMod be gr-irreducible with €;(N) = a. Assume
AiaN =2 K @ V(i%) for gr-irreducible K € R(v — ai)-fMod with ¢;,(K) = 0. Let M =
Ind; TN @ V(i"). Then

hd M = hd IndK & V (i*"),

which is gr-irreducible with e;(hd M) = &;(N)+mn. Moreover, ifi € I", all other composition
factors of M with g; < g;(N) +n

Proof. The case when i € I™ has been shown in [9, Section 3.2]. Suppose i € I'™. Since N is
a quotient of IndK ® V' (i%), so by the the exactness and the transitivity of induction, M is a
quotient of IndK ® (IndV (%) ® V' (i")). Hence, hd M is a quotient of hd IndK @ (IndV (i%) ®
V(i™)). Now the result follows from Lemma 2.0 O

Remark 2.9. If i € I'™ M = IndV (i) ® V(i) has a composition series

M 2 J9"(M) = Span{r, ® v} 20

with all composition factors isomorphic to V'(i?). So the last part of Proposition 2.8l is not
true for the imaginary cases.
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Proposition 2.10. Leti € I and N € R(v)-fMod be gr-irreducible with ¢;(N) = a. Assume
AiaN =2 K @ V(i%) for gr-irreducible K € R(v — ai)-fMod with €;,(K) = 0. Let M =

Ind. "N @ V(i"). Then

soc M = soc IndK ® V(i%T") ( & hd IndK ® V(i™) = hd IndN ®@ V(i") ),

which is gr-irreducible with e;(soc M) = €;(N)+mn. Moreover, ifi € I, all other composition
factors of M with €; < g;(N) +n

Proof. Dualizing the proof of Proposition .8 and using Lemma 7 for i € I'™. O

Assume i € I and M € R(v)-fMod be gr-irreducible. Assume further that &;(M) = a
and AjuM = K ® V(i*) for some gr-irreducible K € R(v — ai)-fMod with ¢;(K) = 0. By
Proposition 2.8 we can define

fiM :=hd Ind; M @ V(i) 2hd Ind/ ™, K@V (@it
Furthermore, we deduce from Proposition 2.8 and 2.10] that, for any n > 1,
f*M = hd IndM ® V(i") = hd IndK ® V(i*"™)

(2.4) _ _
>~ soc IndM ® V(i") = soc IndK ® V (i*™).

In particular, M = f;-“K . For the same M, another crystal operator ¢; is defined to be
e; M = soc (e;M).
where e; = Res””"" o A; : R(v)-fMod — R(v — i)-fMod. Then &M is either gr-irreducible

v—1

with g;(¢;M) = a — 1 when a > 0, or equal to 0 when a = 0. It was proved in [13| Chapter
4] that, for any 1 < n < a,

e M =2 hd IndK @ V(i*™).
So we see that K = ef M and

(2.5) &ifiM = M; fie;M = M if £;(M) > 0.

Using the fact proved in [I3 Chapter 4] that
(2.6) soc (A M) =2 elM @ V (i),
we have the following result.
Proposition 2.11. Let M € R(v)-fMod be gr-irreducible and let n > 0. If i € I", then
soc (P M) = (&7 M),
Ifi € I'™, then soc (e? M) = et M.
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Proof. The case of i € I has been proved in [9, Lemma 3.14]. We can assume i € '™,
Assume €;(M) = a and Aja M = K ® V(i%) for a gr-irreducible K € R(v — ai)-fMod with
€i(K) =0. Then M = hd IndK ® V(i*). By Mackey’s Theorem, we have

ApIndK @ V(i%) =2 Ind” """ K@ AV (i%)

v—ai,(a—n)i,ni

= (Ind”_m

l/—ai,(a—n)iK ® V(ia_n)) ® V(Zn)

Hence 1,_p; ® R(ni) - Ajn M = 0. Let L be a gr-irreducible submodule of e’ M, then L is an
R(v — ni) ® R(ni)-submodule of Ay M, which is isomorphic to L ® V (i™). Since soc (A M)
is gr-irreducible, we must have L = soc (e[’ M). Apply (2Z6), we have an isomorphism of

R(v — ni) ® R(ni)-modules
LeV(@i™) = L=soc (AnM)=e!M e V(i").

Thus L = e'M as R(v — ai)-modules. This completes the proof. O

3. Categorification of crystals B(co) and B(\)

By the symmetry of the KLR-algebras, for a gr-irreducible M € R(v)-fMod, we similarly
define o
AY (M) =Resj, ;M, ¢/ (M)=TRes,”;" A/ (M),
&/ (M) = soc (e/ M), f(M)=hd Ind/'V (i) @ M,
e/ (M) = max{m > 0] (¢/)"M # 0}.

(2

The following lemma is an analogue of Theorem 5.5.1 in [8].

Lemma 3.1. Let M € R(v)-fMod be gr-irreducible with e} (M) = a. If i € I",
e’ M] = [al[&; M] + 3= e [Ny ]
for some gr-irreducible N, € R(v — i)-fMod with £/ (N,) < a. Moreover, a is the mazimal
size of a Jordan block of x1 4 on M (with eigenvalue 0) for some i € Seq(v) with iy = i.
If i € I'™, we have [e) M] = [eY M] + Y ¢;[Ny], and z1;M = 0 for any i € Seq(v) with
11 = 1.
Forie I and uw e U™, we set [;(u) = max{m > 0| (e})™u # 0} and

U~k ={uecU | li(u) <k}

Definition 3.2. A perfect basis of U™ is a basis B consisting of weight vectors, such that
for any i € I,
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(1) if b € B with €}(b) # 0, then there is a unique e;(b) € B such that
ei(b) = c-e;(b) + U;<li(b)_1 for some ¢ € Q(q)\{0},

7

(2) if e;(b) = e;(V'), then b =V

The existence of the perfect basis follows from the existence of the ‘upper global basis’ of
U™ (see [6]). If we set wt(b) = u € Q_ for b € B, and

b if e;(b') =0, li(b) ifi eI,
£4(0) = if e; () ci(b) = (b) if¢ |

0 otherwise, 0 if ¢ € 1™,
©i(b) = €;(b) + wt;(b), where wt;(b) = wt(b)(h;)

Then (B, wt,e;, £;,€;, ;) is an abstract crystal defined in [2]. Moreover, it was shown in [6]
that the abstract crystal arising from any perfect basis of U~ is isomorphic to B(oo). We
next show that the set of isomorphic classes B of gr-irreducible R-modules is a perfect basis
of U™, so that B = B(co) as abstract crystals.

For [M] € Gy(R), we define f;[M] = [IndV (i) ® M]. Then by the Mackey Theorem, we
have the following equation in Go(R):

e/ £5[M] = bij + q; "V e} [M].
Let [M] € Go(R),[P] € Ko(R). We have by the property of pairing (L7) that
(3.1) ([P],ef [M]) = (fi[P], [M]), ([P], £:[M]) = (ef[P], [M]).

It follows that Go(R)q(q) is a By(g)-module with the action of €] by e;’ and f; by f;. Note we
have a linear isomorphism

Y Go(R)g) —» U™, [M]—uym
such that, for any [P] € U, ([P],[M]) = (un, [P])k. Then by B,
(weynr, [Pk = ([P] e [M]) = (fil P}, [M]) = (unr, il P])x = (ejun, [Pk,
(ugar, [PDic = ([P, £i[M]) = (e [P), [M]) = (unr, € [Pk = (fiuns, [P])xc,

thus ueyy = eiupr and ug s = fiupr, which implies ¢ is By(g)-linear. Then by Lemma B.1]
B is a perfect basis of B,(g)-module Go(R)q(,) with the data

ei([M]) =&/ [M], 1i([M]) =&/ (M).
For A € Pt and i € I, we set \; = A(h;) > 0. The cyclotomic KLR-algebra R*(v) is

defined to be the quotient of R(v) by J,}, which is the two sided ideal of R(v) generated by
)t for all i€ I. Let R = @, RMv).
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We have an obvious corollary of Lemma 311

Corollary 3.3. Let A € PT, M € R(v)-fMod be gr-irreducible. Then J)M = 0 if and only
if e/ (M) < \; for alli € I™ and e/ (M) =0 for all i € I'™ with \; = 0.

Define the projection functor by
pry : R(v)-fMod — R v)-fMod, M — M/J}M

and the inflation functor infly : R(v)-fMod — R(v)-fMod by regarding an R*(v)-module M
as an R(v)-module.

Let B* be the set of equivalence classes (under isomorphism and degree shifts) of gr-
irreducible R*-modules. Then B* is a basis of the Grothendieck group Go(R) of R*-fMod.
For M € B, we set wt*(M) = X\ — v and

e} : RMv)-fMod — RMv — i)-fMod, M  pr o e; o infly M,
& B 5 B*U{0}, M pr,ogoinfiyM,

2B = B U {0}, M~ pry o f;oinflyM,

g;i(inflyM) ifie I*®

) = SO
0 ifiel™

max{m >0 | pry o flm oinflyuM # 0} ifie I™

A
o7 (M) = .
M) wtM(M)  if i e '™,

It was proved in [11] that if i € I", then 0 < ©MM) < oo and p} (M) = e} (M) + wt}(M).

Therefore, (B, wt?, ;\, €5 ,902) is an abstract crystal. The same proof as in [0, Lemma

5.13] shows that if i € I'™, wt}(M) = 0 if and only if fl)‘(/\/l) = 0. Then we see by a similar
argument in [6, Theorem 5.14] that B 22 B()) as abstract crystals.

Let A € P*. Denote the (A-linear) graded duals of Go(R) and Go(R*) by
=P Go(R())*, G5(RY) = EBGO RMv

Note that Go(R) and Go(R?) are natural 24U -modules, where e; € 4U™T acts on Go(R*)
by e}. Let * be the A-linear anti-involution such that e} = e; for all 4 € I. Then G§(R),
similarly for G§(R*), is a left 4UT-module with the action given by

(3.2) (= N)([M]) = f(z"[M]) for z € 4UT, f € G§(R),[M] € Go(R).
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G§(R) (resp. G§(RY)) has the dual basis {05 | [M] € B} (resp. {dp | [M] € B*}), where
¢ if N~ M{r}, q" if N = M{r},
Sn([N]) = Sm(IN]) =

0 otherwise, 0 otherwise.

By [I1, Lemma 7.6(ii)], G§(R) (resp. G§(R»)) is generated by d1 as 4UT-module, where
1 =K as a module over R(0) = K (resp. R*(0) = K).

Let 4V (M\)* be the graded dual of the A-form 4V (\). We define the 4U"-module structure
of 4V (X\)* by the same way in (3.2). Then 4V (\)* is generated by d,,, the dual of the highest
weight vector vy. Moreover, we have a 4U T -linear isomorphism

AU+/ (Yo aUte™™ e 3 aUTe) =av ()

iclre i€l'm with \;=0

which sends 1 to 4y, .

Lemma 3.4. We have

() Ifi € I'" and m > X + 1, then €™ - 6y = 0 in Gi(R*).

(ii) Ifi € I'™ with \; = 0, then e; - 81 = 0 in GH(RY).
Proof. Under the assumption of (i), we have R*(mi) = 0 by the property of V' (i™). For (ii),
we have R*(i) = 0 by the definition. O

By the above lemma, there are well-defined 4U"-linear epimorphisms
AUY = G§(R), aV(N)" — Gj(RY),
which sends 1 to d;. Since B 22 B(oo) and B* 22 B(\), we have for each v that
rank(4U;") = rank(G(R(v))), rank(4V(\),_,) = rank(G§(R(v))).
Hence these maps must be isomorphisms. We obtain 4UT-linear isomorphisms
AUT = Gi(R), AV = Gy(RY),
and 4V (\) 2 Go(R?) by the duality.

4. Categorification of V()\)

In this section, we construct an algebra % that is ‘lager’ than R in the sense that it has
more irreducible classes when i € I'°. We then form the cyclotomic quotient Z* and realize
V(X)) (A € PT) as a subspace of Ko(%”), the Grothendieck group of %#*-pMod, using the
framework given in [3].
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4.1. The algebra Z.

Given a Borcherds-Cartan datum and a v € N[I] with ht(v) = n. We define the generators
of Z(v) to be those of R(v) and of the same degrees. They satisfy the modified local relations:

0 ifi=jel™,
(_% + —“7) if i = j and (g, ;) <0,
1 1 7 1
(4.1) = i
if (ay,05) =0,
i J T
—aij + +—aji if i # j and (ay, aj) # 0,
i J i)
iy X - X - K= )X | | e
(13) >< - >< >< ) >< e
A R A “od i
(4.4)
—lli,j—l
_ = c —aij—1—c ifieI'i#jand (a;,a;) #0,
c=0
i i i 7 i i Joi
(4.5) = otherwise.

For i € Seq(v), set Z; = Klz1(%), ..., x,(7)] and form the K-vector space &, = P
Each w € S, acts on &, by sending (%) to 2, (q)(w(%))-

i€Seq(v) P
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We assign a graph A with vertices set I and an edge between i and j if i # j and (o, o) # 0,
and choose an orientation for each edge. For f € &;, weset 1;- f = f, xp ;- f = x(%)f and

f=sif e
oK)=k 110D if i, = g4 € 1™,
f (:Ek(z)_% + :Ek_,_l(i)_%)skf if i, = ihp1 =1 € Iim\Iiso’
Thi f = . Mo
sif if (ay,, a4, ) = 0 or if 4 < dgyq,

(wk(ski)_ai’”lik + $k+1(8ki)_aikik+1 )Skf if i, — ik+1.
It’s easy to check that &2, is an Z(v)-module with the action above.

Denote by Ko(Z) (% = @, % (v)) the Grothendieck group of the category of finite gener-
ated gr-projective Z-modules. As in [13], [9] and [10], we endow K (%) with a twisted bialge-
bras structure and then we could obtain a twisted bialgebras embedding I' : 4U~ — Ky(Z)
given by

™ s Py forie I n >0,
fi— P, forie ™.

Here the meaning of Pj,) and F; is the same as in section 1.2.

Remark 4.1. T is an isomorphism when I'S° = (). If I'° = (), then I is not surjective since
for each n, the gr-irreducible classes of % (ni)-modules can be labelled by the partitions of n.

Lemma 4.2. Let i € I'™. Assume we add an additional relation 28 = 0 in %(2i) for some
b € Z~q, then x4 is nilpotent.

Proof. If i € I'*°, then 24 = 7287 = 0. If i € I'™\I'™, we set a = —4t > 0. We show by
downward induction on 0 < k < 2b that a;'f“a:g+2“b_k“ = 0. The case where k = 2b is obvious.
If ka > b, the claim is also obvious. So we may assume that ka < b and our claim is true for
all n > k. Since 72 = 2% + 2224 + 23, we have

xlfaxl2)+2ab—ka — xlfaxl2)+2ab—ka—2a7_2 _ 2xlfa+a$g+2ab—lm—a _ xlfa+2axl2)+2ab—ka—2a.
The last two terms in the right hand side are 0 by the induction hypothesis. It’s enough to

show that 2ab — ka — 2a > 0, but this follows from 2ab — ka — 2a > 2a*k — ka — 2a > —1.
Then the lemma follows by taking k = 0. g

For each i € I, define the functors
E;: Z(v+i)-Mod — #Z(v)-Mod, N — 1,;N,
F;: Z(v)-Mod — Z(v +i)-Mod, M + Ind. "M ® (i),
Fy: %(v)-Mod — #(v +i)-Mod, M ~ Ind!}"2(i) ® M,
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The following proposition has been proved in [3].

Proposition 4.3.

(i) There exists a natural isomorphism

I E; ifi#j
EiF, ~ qz_“]z fi# 7,
¢ “"FiE; & (1d@K[t]) ifi=j,

where t; is an indeterminate of degree 2r;.
(ii) There exists a natural isomorphism FjEi ~ Eifj for i # j, and there is an exact

sequence in Z(v)-Mod

0 — FyE;M — E;F;M — ¢~ ") M @ K[t;] — 0.

Let A € PT and i € I. As in Section 2, we define the cyclotomic algebra %*(v) to be the
quotient of Z(v) by the two sided ideal generated by :L"i\lll for all 2 € I, and form

2 =P 7Nv), Ko(#*) = P EKo(#(v), Go(#*) = D Go(%(v)).

Lemma 4.4. Let v € N[I] with ht(v) =n. Then

(i) zk.i are nilpotent in #*(v) for all i € Seq(v) and 1 < k < n. In particular, #*(v) is
finite dimensional.
(ii) Ifi € I™, then there exists m > 0 such that Z*(v + ki) = 0 for any k > m.
(iii) Ifi € I'™ and (A — v)(h;) = 0, then Z*(v + 1) = 0.

Proof. The proof of (i) can be found in [I1, Proposition 2.3]. Here, Lemma deals with
some new cases arise in the proof.
The proof of (ii) (resp. (iii)) is the same as [3, Lemma 4.3(ii)] (resp. [0, Lemma 4.4]). O

For each i € I, define the functors
E} : N v +i)-Mod — % (v)-Mod, N — 1,;N = 1,; Z*v + 1) @21y N,
F) : M (v)-Mod — % (v + i)-Mod, M — Z*v +i)1,; @) M.
By a similar argument in [3, Section 4], one can prove:

Proposition 4.5. The Z*(v +i)l,; (resp. 1,,%Zv +1)) is a projective right (resp. left)
F*(v)-module. In particular, the functor Fi)‘ is exact, the functor EZ)‘ sends finitely generated
projective modules to finitely generated projective modules.
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Remark 4.6. Comparing with [3| Section 4], we need to modify some of settings there to
suit our case. First, for v € N[I| with ht(v) = n, the intertwiner elements g (1 < k < n) of
Z(v + 1) defined in [3, (4.14)] should be changed into

gk = Z Tkt Z (xk,i—ﬂfkﬂ,i—(xk,i—wk+1,i)27k,i)-

i€Seq(v+i), i€Seq(v+1),

aikik+1 <0 ’ikZikJrlEIrC

Second, the elements A, B € Z(v + i) in [3, Lemma 4.19] should be changed by

Qg _ %44

_ Ai — Qidg, ~ i H 2 2 )2
A= Z <$1u H (@135 + Tpit'i0) (1,7 + 731407 )

i€Seq(v) - 1<k<n 1<k<n
ix 71 and aiiy, #0 ip=t€ "™\ ['s°
a a
_ Aq ity TGy —3 —35\2
B = Z ($n+1,iz’ H (@15 T T ") H (@Tpida T T ) )
i€Seq(v) - 1<k<n I1<k<n
ix7i and ag;, #0 ip=t€"™\['s°

By the exact same argument as in [3, Section 5], one can prove:

Theorem 4.7.

(1) Fori+# j € 1, there exists a natural isomorphism
q " F)E} ~ E}F}.
(2) Let u = A\—v. Then there exists a natural isomorphisms of endofunctors on Z™(v)-Mod:
(i) If (i) > 0, then

p(hi)—1
¢ “FEle @ ¢*1d~EF.
k=0

(i) If p(hs) <0, so i € I™ and then

—p(hi)—1
G ““FE}~E R o @ ¢
k=0

Define the functors £, 7, K; on each %*(v)-Mod by

EXN_pr TN = ql_()‘_V)(hi)F)\ K; = q()‘_V)(hi)

Then by the above theorem, the induced endomorphisms on Ko(%?) and Go(%*) satisfy
K, —K;!

£}, F) = 6 )
qi — q;
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for all 4,7 € I. Let Ko(,@)‘)(@(q) = Q(q) ®Zlq,q-1] Ko(%A) and Go(,@)‘)(@(q) = Q(q) ®Zlg.q-1]
Go(%*). Then Lemma B4l and [4, Proposition B.1] yield Ko(%*)q(,) and Go(%)g(y inte-
grable Uy, (g)-modules.

Taking the subspace V of Ko(%A)Q(q) which is spanned by the elements of the form
F)---F}-1y for s > 0,i1...is € I, where 1, is the trivial module over %*(0). Then V*
is an integrable highest weight module with highest weight X. So we have V* = V()). The
subspace of Gy (%”\)@(q) spanned by the same elements is also isomorphic to V().

Remark 4.8. If I = {, then V* = Ko(%")g(, and the Grothendieck group Ko(#2?) is
isomorphic to the A-form 4V (). This follows from a similar argument in the last part of [3
Section 6].

Although our construction of Z is more concise, we do not get a stronger result than [5].
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