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TWO-PARAMETER QUANTUM ALGEBRAS, CANONICAL BASES AND
CATEGORIFICATIONS

ZHAOBING FAN AND YIQIANG LI

ABSTRACT. A theory of canonical basis for a two-parameter quantum algebra is developed
in parallel with the one in one-parameter case. A geometric construction of the negative
part of a two-parameter quantum algebra is given by using mixed perverse sheaves and
Deligne’s weight theory based on Lusztig’s work [26]. A categorification of the negative
part of a two-parameter quantum algebra is provided. A two-parameter quantum algebra
is shown to be a two-cocycle deformation, depending only on the second parameter, of its
one-parameter analogue.

1. INTRODUCTION

One of the landmarks in Lie theory is the theory of canonical basis for a one-parameter
quantum algebra developed by Lusztig in the ADE case in [24], and subsequently by Kashi-
wara [19] and Lusztig [25],26] in general cases. It serves many times as a source of inspirations
for the creation of a new direction in Lie theory such as cluster algebras [9] and the cate-
gorification program [6].

Among the various approaches to the theory of one-parameter quantum algebras and
canonical bases, Lusztig’s geometric construction of the negative part of a one-parameter
quantum algebra by using perverse sheaves on representation varieties of a quiver plays a
vital important role. In his geometric setting, many algebraic objects have a very natural
interpretation from which several hidden structures are revealed. For example, the quantum
parameter, the bar involution and canonical basis elements are incarnated as the shift functor,
the Verdier duality functor and simple perverse sheaves arising from the geometric setting,
respectively. The positivity of the structural constants of the canonical basis follows naturally
from this geometric setting. If one reads Lusztig’s work carefully, one notices that there is
an ingredient, the Tate twist or the mixed structure, that Lusztig ignored in his geometric
framework (see [26], 8.1.4]). It is desirable to see what Lusztig’s geometric framework provides
if the Tate twist is added.

In this paper, we construct an algebra from the mixed version of Lusztig’s geometric frame-
work by using mixed perverse sheaves on representation varieties of a quiver and Deligne’s
theory of weight, and we show that this algebra is isomorphic to the negative part of a two-
parameter quantum algebra, in which the Tate twist corresponds to the second parameter.

From this geometric construction, we obtain several new features of a two-parameter
quantum algebra. We are able to get a new presentation of generators and relations for
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a two-parameter quantum algebra determined by a certain matrix. This matrix serves as
the generalized Cartan matrix and its symmetrization in the definition of a one-parameter
quantum algebra. It is determined by a chosen orientation of a graph in symmetric cases.
This presentation is new even in finite type. For example, the two parameters v and ¢t we used
in this paper are different from the one (a, #) used in literature in that they are related by
a = vt and B = vt~!. Furthermore, this presentation covers all Kac-Moody cases, unlike the
one in literature which mainly studies finite type and some affine types. More importantly, it
provides a new connection between a one-parameter quantum algebra and a two-parameter
quantum algebra. As is shown in this paper, a two-parameter quantum algebra is a two-
cocycle deformation, depending only on the second parameter, of its one-parameter analogue.
As a consequence, if the underlying Cartan matrices of two two-parameter quantum algebras
are the same, then they must be deformations of each other, and the deformation only
depends on the second parameter. Last but not least, from the new presentation, we obtain
a categorification of the negative part by utilizing Khovanov-Lauda’s work [20] and [21].

From the geometric setting, we also obtain a basis for the negative part of a two-parameter
quantum algebra consisting of simple perverse sheaves of weight zero. If one forgets the
Tate twist, this basis is exactly the canonical basis in the one-parameter case. Moreover,
the basis is a deformation of the canonical basis in the one-parameter case. In addition to
its compatibility with the canonical basis in the one-parameter case, this basis admits many
favorable properties such as integrality and positivity as does its one-parameter analogue. It
also gives rise to a basis for each irreducible integrable highest weight module simultaneously.
Moreover, if the underlying Cartan matrices of two two-parameter quantum algebras are
the same, the canonical bases coincide under the deformation from one algebra to another
(see Corollary B]). We follow Lusztig’s approach in one-parameter case to give an algebraic
characterization of this basis, and we call it the canonical basis of the negative half of a
two-parameter quantum algebra. The characterization is in complete analogy with the one
in one-parameter case. In particular, up to a sign, it is characterized by three properties: it
is in the integral form of the negative half, it is bar invariant and it is almost orthonormal
with respect to a bilinear form. This characterization is made possible by identifying the
negative part with an analogue of Lusztig’s algebra f, which again comes from the geometric
construction. In particular, both the bar involution and the bilinear form have natural
interpretations in the geometric framework. The process to get rid of the sign is completely
algebraic and follows closely Lusztig’s argument in the one-parameter case.

In short, the mixed version of Lusztig’s geometric framework is a natural geometric setting
to study two-parameter quantum algebras. It provides a geometric construction of the
negative part of a two-parameter quantum algebra. Based on the geometric work, we develop
a canonical basis theory for the negative part of a two-parameter quantum algebra in an
approach parallel with Lusztig’s approach in the one-parameter case. Moreover, we show
that the two-parameter quantum algebra is a two-cocycle deformation, depending only on
the second parameter, of its one-parameter analogue. Finally, we give a categorification of
the negative part in the sense of [20].

The intimate relationship revealed in this paper between a two-parameter quantum algebra
and its one-parameter analogue by the specialization at ¢t = 1 and the deformation should
play an important role in a forthcoming paper, where we shall continue to develop the
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canonical basis theory for the tensor product of integrable representations of two-parameter
quantum algebras and two-parameter analogues of Lusztig’s modified quantum algebras U.

A similar relationship between a quantum super algebra and the related two-parameter
quantum algebra by a specialization at t = +i, the imaginary unit, and a deformation with
respect to the second parameter will be elaborated in [5]. Among others, we will provide a
new categorification of a quantum super algebra different from the one in [14]. This study,
combining with the results in this paper and [5], should lead to interesting relations in the
structural and representation theories of a one-parameter quantum algebra, its super and
two-parameter analogues.

Meanwhile, the results obtained in this paper strongly suggest that a theory of crystal
basis for two-parameter quantum algebras can be developed in parallel with the one in the
one-parameter case by Kashiwara. We also hope that our work on two-parameter quantum
algebras can shed some light on the open problem to develop a canonical basis theory for
multiparameter quantum algebras.

Finally we remark that two-parameter quantum algebras have been studied from the
early 1990s by various authors, see [7, 28] 2, 27, 12] 3], 17, 18, [16, 22] and the references
therein. They also appear in I.B Frenkel’s philosophical observations on the interactions of
affinizations and quantizations of a Lie algebra ([8]). A new exciting development is Hill
and Wang’s categorification of the covering quantum algebra f™ which has two parameters
with the second parameter 7 subject to 72 = 1 in [I4]. These work also inspire us during
the formation of this paper. In Section B.4] we compare the two-parameter quantum Serre
relations with those available in the literature.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review the geometric background,
perverse sheaves and weight theory. We construct the algebra K which is a geometric re-
alization of § for symmetric cases. In Section 3, we algebraically construct the algebra f,
a two-parameter analogue of Lusztig’s algebra f, and compare it with various algebras in
literatures. Those who are not interested in geometry can read this section directly. Section
4 provides two relations between the algebra f and Lusztig’s algebra f by specialization and
deformation. These relations are generalized to the entire algebras. In Section 5, we present
the algebraic characterization of the canonical basis of f, as well as that of the irreducible
highest weight U, ;-module L(\, €). Meanwhile, we show that the canonical basis of § gets
identified with the set of simple perverse sheaves of weight zero appeared in the geomet-
ric construction. In Section 6, we give an algebraic categorification of § which covers all
symmetrizable cases.

Acknowledgements. We learned from Weigiang Wang that two-parameter quantum alge-
bras should be able to be realized geometrically. We thank Weiqgiang for sharing with us his
great idea and numerous discussions and comments on this project. We thank Zongzhu Lin
for his valuable comments. We thank Jonathan Kujawa for bringing the paper [11] to our
attention. Y. Li is partially supported by the NSF grant: DMS 1160351.
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2. THE ALGEBRA R

2.1. Review of mixed perverse sheaves. We review briefly the theory of mixed perverse
sheaves. We refer to Chapter 8 in [26] and [1, [10] for more details.

Let k be an algebraic closure of a finite field of g elements. All algebraic varieties considered
in this paper are over k. Let [ be a fixed prime number which is invertible in %k, and Q; be
an algebraic closure of the field Q,; of [-adic numbers. Denote by D(X) the bounded derived
category of Q;-constructible sheaves on the algebraic variety X. Let M(X) be the full
subcategory of D(X) consisting of perverse sheaves on X. We denote by 1x the constant
sheaf Q; on X, and simply by 1 if X is obvious from the context.

Given any integer n, let [n] : D(X) — D(X) be the shift functor and (n) : D(X) — D(X)
be the Tate twist functor. Let PH™ : D(X) — M(X) be the perverse cohomology functor,
and D : D(X) — D(X) be the Verdier dual functor. Let f : X — Y be a morphism of
algebraic varieties. There are functors f*, f' : D(Y) — D(X) and f., fi : D(X) — D(Y).
Moreover, if f : X — Y is a locally trivial principal G-bundle, then there is a well-defined
functor f, : Mqg(X)[n] — M(Y)[n + d] defined by f,(K) = PH""4(f.K)[n + d], where
M(X) is the full subcategory of M(X) consisting of all G-equivariant perverse sheaves
and d = dimG.

Let D,,(X) be the full subcategory of D(X) consisting of all mixed complexes, and D<,,(X)
(resp. D>,(X)) be the full subcategory of D,,(X) consisting of all complexes whose i-th
cohomology has weight < w + i (resp. > w + 7). We simply denote by D<,, (resp. Dx,, )
instead of D<,,(X) (resp. Dx, (X)) if X is obvious from the context.

A complex K € D,,(X) is called pure of weight w if K € D<y,(X)[)D>w(X). Denote by
wt(K) the weight of a pure complex K.

The functors f*, f., f', fi, [i], ® and Tate twist (n) send mixed complexes to mixed com-
plexes. We list some more properties as follows.

(a) Simple perverse sheaves are pure.

(b) If X is smooth, then 1y is pure of weight 0.

(c) If K is a pure complex, then wt(K[1]) = wt(K) + 1, wt(K (1)) = wt(K) — 2.

(d) D(K[j]) = D(K)[-j], D(K(n))=D(K)(-n), PH"(K) =PH"(K[n]).

() D(D<y) C D>_y and D(Ds,) C D<_yp. In particular, the Verdier dual sends pure
complexes of weight w to pure complexes of weight —w

(f) The external tensor product functor X sends D<yy, X Dy, (resp. Dsyy X Dsyy,) to
D<oy +wy (rSP. D>y u,). In particular, if K, L are pure complexes, then wt( KX L) =
wt(K) + wt(L).

(g) If f: X — Y is a morphism of varieties, then f* and f, preserve D<,, and f, and f

preserve Ds,,. In particular, if f is a proper map, then f, sends pure complexes of

weight w to pure complexes of weight w.
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(h) If f: X — Y is smooth with connected fibers of fiber dimension d, then f*[d] =
f'[=d](=d) and Df*(L) = f'(DL). Moreover, wt(f*K) = wt(K) for any pure com-
plex K.

2.2. The matrix (). Let I be a finite set. Throughout this paper, we fix a matrix (2 =
(€245)ijer satisfying that

(a) Qi € Zsg, Qij € Z<p for all i # j € I;

(b) ”+Q“ € Z<g for all i # j € I;

(c) the greatest common divisor of all €;; is equal to 1.

To (), we associate the following three bilinear forms on Z’.

(1) (W7 = Q. Vi,jel.
(2) [i,j] = 26, —Qy, Vi,jel
(3) i-j = (,4)+{j,i), Vi,jel.
Note that the form “-” satisfies the following properties:

i-i€2Z>0foranyz'€[and2Z_'—j_€Z<0foranyz'7éjin].
i1 =

It is a Cartan datum in Section 1.1.1 in [26].

The matrix €2 is called of symmetric type if €2;; = 1, Vi € I. In this case, the associated
Cartan datum is of symmetric type.

For simplicity, we assume that € is of symmetric type in the rest of this section. To such
a matrix, we associate a quiver whose vertex set is I, and whose arrow set consisting of —(2;;
many arrows from vertex ¢ to vertex j if i # j. By an abuse of notation, we denote by €2 the
associated quiver. Since the matrix €2 is fixed, the quiver is thus fixed.

Note that the assignment of sending a matrix to its associated quiver defines a bijection
between the set of such matrices and the set of quivers, up to isomorphisms.

2.3. The category Q. Let V = @
(dim V;);e; € NI, We define

(4) EV = @ Hom Vh/ h” GV = @ GL

heQ el

.1 Vi be an I-graded k-vector space and dimV =

where i/ and h” are the source and target of the arrow h in €2, respectively. Gy acts on Ey
by conjugation, i.e., gr = 2’ and )}, = gyrxyg;,' for all h € Q.

A subset I’ in I is said to be discrete if there is no arrow h € € such that {h’, "} C I'.
We set supp(v) = {i € I | v; # 0}, for any v € N/. We call v € N’ discrete if supp(v) is
discrete.

Let v = (v', 12+ ,v™) be a sequence in N’ such that > ,_,., v/ = dimV; and ! is
discrete for all [ = 1,--+ ,m. A flag of type v in V is a sequence

f=V=V'D2VID>...0V"=0)

of I-graded vector spaces such that dimV*! / Vi=1! V1 <l<m. Let F, be the k-variety

of all flags of type v in V. Let ]i ={(z, f) € By x F, | f is a-stable}, where f is z-stable
if xh(V,i,) - V;fu, forallhe Qand 1 < <m.
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Let Gy act on F, by g- f — gf, where gf = (¢V° D gV! D --- D gV™ = 0), if
f=V=V'2oVI>...5V™=0). Let Gy act diagonally on F,, i.e., g-(x, f) — (92, 9f).
By Proposition 9.1.3 in [26], we have that F, is a smooth irreducible variety of dimension
(5) d(v) = Z Wb+ Z vk

i<l h,l/<l
Moreover, the first projection map m, : ]A-:z — FE)y is a proper Gy-equivariant morphism. As

a consequence, the complex (m,)1 7, 1s a semisimple complex.

Lemma 1. The complex Ez = (m )11z, is pure of weight 0.

Proof. The lemma follows from (b) and Section R.1(g). O
We set
(6) £, = Ly[dw)](d(v)).

Let QF be the full subcategory of D,,(Ey) whose objects are isomorphic to finite direct
sums of L[d](n) for various d € Z, n € 17 and various simple perverse sheaves L satisfying
the following property: L is a direct summand of EK up to a shift and a Tate twist for some
v € N! such that Y, ., v/ = dim V.

We set Q5% = Q7 () D<y(Ey). This is the full subcategory of Q7 consisting of mixed

complexes whose i-th cohomology sheaf has weight < w + ¢ for all ¢ € Z. Similarly, let
Q7" = QP N Dsw(Ey). We notice that Q7" () Q7° is the same as Qy defined in [26].

2.4. Additive generators. Let K, be the split Grothendieck group of the category Qf}.
More precisely, Ky is the abelian group generated by the isomorphism classes of objects in
v# which subjects to the following relation:

(7) [Le L')=[L]+[L], VL,L'eQp.
Let My, be the split Grothendieck group of the full subcategory of Qf which consists of all

direct sums of £, for various v up to shifts and Tate twists. Similarly, let ﬁ‘g,“’ (resp. ﬁ%w)

be the split Grothendieck group of the category Q5 (resp. Q7).

By an abuse of notation, we write L instead of [L] for elements in the Grothendieck group.
Let v and ¢ be two independent indeterminates and 2 = Z[v*!, t*1] be the subring of Laurent
polynomials in Q(v,t). We define an 2f-action on Ky by

1 1
(8) v-L=1L0J5), t-L=L({5)
Then Ky is an A-module generated by the simple perverse sheaves of weight 0 in Q.
Moreover, 9ty is an ~A-submodule of Ky generated by £,.

Theorem 1. My = Ky as A-modules, i.e., the set of £, for various v contains an A-basis
Of ﬁv .

Proof. Recall that Q‘S/O N Q‘Z/O is the full subcategory of Qf} consisting of pure complexes of
weight 0 and wt(L,) = 0 for any v. By Proposition 12.6.2 in [26], L, are additive generators
of ﬁ‘g/o ﬂﬁ‘z/o. Furthermore, by the definition of Qf, for any element K € Ky, there exist
B, € ﬁ;oﬂﬁ‘z,o such that K = ) v™t™ B, for some ny,m,. This implies that ZE are
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additive generators of Ky. Moreover, £, are also additive generators of &y. This proves the

theorem. 0

2.5. Induction functor. Let W be an I-graded subspace of Vand T'= V/W. Let F' = {x €
Ey |z(W) Cc W}. Forany o € F, let xy be the restriction of z to W and z : V/W — V/W
be the induced map of x by passage to the quotient. Let P be the stabilizer of W in Gy and
U be its unipotent radical. Consider Lusztig’s diagram

(9) ETXE{/V(p—lGVxUFi)GVxPFLEv,

where pl(gax) = (xT>$W)ap2(g>z) = (g>I)ap3(gax) = g(L(ZlZ')) and ¢ @ F — EV is the
embedding map. Let G x Gy act on Er x Ey, component-wise. We define

—~ v
Indyw K = paippi K, VK € Dgpxay (Br X Ew).

—~ Vv
Proposition 1. If K € Qr and L € Qw, then Indgy, (K X L) € Qy. Moreover, if both K

—~ Vv
and L are pure, so is Indp (K W L), and its weight is equal to the sum of the weights of K
and L.

Proof. The proof of the first part of the proposition is similar to that of Lemma 9.2.3 in [26].
We only need to show the second part of the proposition. By Section 2.If) and (h), we have

Wi (popi (K W L)) = wi(K) + wt(L).

The proposition follows from the fact that ps is a proper map and Section 2.1{(g). O
We set
(10) 300V (K B L) = Indy.y (K 8 L)[dy — da(dy — dy),

where d; (resp. ds) is the fiber dimension of p; (resp. p2) in Diagram ({3]).
Proposition 2. (a) If both K and L are pure, then
wt(IndY. (K K L)) = wt(K) 4+ wt(L) — (dy — do).
(b) ﬁnbg,w(ﬁzz X £,) = L, where £, is defined in (6).
Proof. Part (a) follows from Proposition [[land (I0). We now prove part (b).
I (2 B £,0) = Iy (L B L) () + () + dy — il (d() + d(v") + ds — i)

Lyyr[d(¥') +d(¥") +di ~ dz](d( )+ d(") + di — dy)
Lyprd() +d(") + dy — dy = d(Y")](d(V) + d(") + dy — dp — A1)

Part (b) follows from the fact that d(v') +d(V") + dy — dy = d(V'V"). O

+d
+d
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2.6. The algebra (8&,Ind). We notice that if dimV; = dimVj3, then Ey, and Ey, are iso-
morphic. Moreover, the categories Qf) and Qf;, are isomorphic. So we write Q] (resp. £,)
instead of QY (resp. Ky ) if dimV = v. Now let

R=Den Ry
Define a multiplication on R as follows.
T :AxKR— K (K L)~ Ind) (K®L),
for any homogenous elements K, L with K € R, and L € R,.

Theorem 2. (1) The pair (&, Ind) is an N'-graded associative A-algebra.
(2) All simple perverse sheaves of weight 0 in Q" for various v form an A-basis of & and
a Q(v,t)-basis of R @y Q(v,1).

Proof. (1) follows from Theorem [, Proposition 2l and the additivity of Jnd. (2) follows from
the definition of K. O

2.7. Defining relation. For any k,n € N and k£ < n, we set
oM —p— | n n n'ﬂ
o], = = 0]}, = Tl (K], M = mhe
vt) — (vt~ )" | n n ["]u,t
[n] vt = (vl)f—(v(tfl)*)l ’ [n];),t = Hk:l[k]v,fJ |:k:| = KL =k,
v,t
For any k,n € N and k£ < n, we have

(1) o= k=l (3] e )
v,t v

Example 1. Let Q = [1]. The associated quiver consists of a single vertex without any
arrow. In this case, By = {pt} for any V. If v = n, then F, is also a point. Then L,= 1g,
for V = k™ where En is defined in Lemma [Il

If v = (n,1), then 7, = {f = (0 c V! € V) | dimV' = 1} is the Grassmannian
Gr(l,n+1). By Lemma 5.4.12 in [IJ, Z(n,l) = @ y1p, [—2i](—i). By (@), we have

’8(”71) = EB?:01EV [n - 21] (n - Z) = Z Un—2itn£n+1 = [n + 1]U,t£n+1-

0<i<n
In other words,
(12) gn : 21 = [n + 1]v,t£n+l~
!
Example 2. Let () = _la,, la , where a/, a” > 0. The associated quiver has two vertices,

say ¢ and j. Let €' (resp. ©”) be the set of arrows from i to j (resp. from j to 7). Then
a = #QO a" =#Q". Set N =d +d".

Fix a vector space V = V; @ V; such that dimV; = 1 and dimV; = N + 1. For any
p=0,1,--- ,N+1, let

Sy, ={(z,W) € By x Gr(p/,V;) | xp(V;) C W, if h e s aplw = 0if h € Q"},



TWO-PARAMETER QUANTUM ALGEBRAS 9

where p’ = N + 1 — p and Gr(p/,V;) is the Grassmannian of all p’-dimensional subspaces in
J

V;. Let m(S,) be the image of the first projection map m : S, — Ey. Let
~ 1 -
(13) I = 77!1§p[dim5p](§ dim S,,).

This is a semisimple complex and pure of weight 0 since 7 is a proper map. Let I, :=

IC(7(Sy), 1) be the intersection cohomology complex of weight 0 on Ey determined by

7(S,) and the constant sheaf on its smooth part. From Proposition 9.4 in [25], we have

Lemma 2. (a) Iy =Ty, Inyq = INg,
(b) I =T, oL, if 1<p<a’ I, =I,® L ifd+1<p<A,
(©) v = Loryo,
() dim(8,) = (p+ @)(N +1—p) + ap.

If v=1_(j,7,---,7) for p iterated j, then we denote by £;» instead of £,. By Proposition
2 we have £, » = [ply:[P']} .+ Lpjipi- By @) and the definition of I , we further have

J p
£

= [pl.[P'],. I, (3 dim(S,)). Thus we have

3P i, 57
1 _ ] 1" N —'— 1
™ 11 (_1)pt p(p at+a ) [ :| £jp7i7jp/
= ) (mppermeeererar g N (e N <,
0<p<N+1 0<p<N+1

where the last equality follows from Lemma 2l By combining Examples 1 and 2, we have

Proposition 3. The following relations satisfy in K associated to any quiver Q.

(14) Coi- & = [N+ 1oiLininy, Viel.

VRN T | .

(15) ij:—gl(—l)pt PP’ = (6:3)+(5:1) |: ]p :| Ejp7i7jp/ = O, \V/Z 7é ] € I.
v,t

2.8. Restriction functor. Consider the following diagram

ETXEW'<R—F—L>E\/,

where ¢ is an embedding and k(z) = (z7, zyw ). We define

— vV

. —V = =
Proposition 4. Res; (L) = ©r Ly X Ly[-2M (1, w)](—=M(7,w)), where
(16) M(r,w) = Z Thwh, + Z v
hsl/ <l isl<l’
and the direct sum is taken over all T and w such that T + W' = V!, > wf- = dim W, and

> 7t = dim T;.

—V ~ ~ ~
Proof. By 9.2.6 (b) in [26], we have Resq y(Ly) =~ @©ru(Lr W Ly)[—2M(7,w)] up to a Tate
twist. It is enough to check that the weights of the two complexes on both sides in the
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proposition are the same. Let ¢/ : Ep X Ey — F be the embedding map. By (1) in [4], we
have

st L~ ()'(1)*L, VL € Dg,, (Ey).

Note that the functor (¢/)'(:)*L is the hyperbolic localization functor. By Lemma [ and
Theorem 8 in [4], the weights of both complexes in the proposition are zero. The proposition
follows. O

For any L € D¢, (Ey), we define

(17) ResV.yy (L) = Resyyy (L)[dy — dy — 2dim(Gy/ P))(— dim(Gy/ P)),

where d; and dy are the same as those in (I0). By Theorem 8 in [4], Proposition [ (6) and
(I7), we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1. Resy , (£,) = ;08 K L, [M'(1,w)](M"(7,w)), where
(18) M'(z,w) = dy — dy — 2dim(Gy /P) + d() — d(7) — d(w) — 2M (7, w),

(19) M"(z,w) = d(r) — d(z) — d(w) — dim(Gy/P) — M(z, w),

and the direct sum is taken over all T and w such that 7'+ w' = V!, 3wl = dim W; and
S, 7 =dimT;. Moreover, if L is a pure complex in Dg,, (Ey), then

wt(Resy L) = wi(L) + di — do.
2.9. Coalgebra structure. Define an 2-linear map t: 8 - K ® R by
K — &, Res? K,

for any homogenous element K € &, where the direct sum runs through all 7,w € N/ such
that 7 +w =v.
Define a multiplication on 8 ® K as follows.

(20) (2@ y)(2 @ y') = v =i 107 g

for homogenous elements x,y, 2’ and y’, where |z| is the grading of = and (,) is defined in
(@.

Proposition 5. v : 8 — R® K is an algebra homomorphism, where the algebra structure on
R® R is defined in (20).

Proof. By Theorem [I] and Proposition 2 it is enough to show that
(L) = t(L,)e(L,) for any v/, 1" € N’
By Corollary [IJ,
v(Ly) =Y Ly KL, M (W) (M (L)),

where the sum is taken over all 7/ and ' such that 7' + w" =" forall{ =1,--- ,m.
Similarly, we have

€(8) = 3 L0 B LM (2, W (M (")),



TWO-PARAMETER QUANTUM ALGEBRAS

where the sum is taken over all 77 and w” such that 7" 4+w” = " for all | = m+1, - - -
By (8), we can rewrite (20]) as follows.

(z@y) (' ®@y) =az’@yy' [yl |2} (=(lyl, |2))),
where |y| - |2'| = (|2/|, [y]) + (Jyl,|2'|) is a symmetric bilinear form. Therefore,

(21) H(L)e(8) = D) Lo B L [N'(2'7", 0" (N (", 'w")),

where the sum is taken over all 7/, ', 7" and w” such that 7" +w" =" forall I =1, - --

and 7" +w" =" foralll=m+1,--- ,m+n.
N/(T/T// w/w//> M/(I/’gl) _'_ M/(I//7g//) _ ‘I//‘ . |£/|’ and
N//(T/T// (A)/w//) M//(I/’ g/) _'_ M”(Z//’ g//) _ <‘g/|’ |Z//‘>
On the other hand, we have
(22) W(Syp) =D Lo B L [M' (77", W' )|(M" (77", w'w")).
By comparing (2I) with (22)), it remains to show that

(23) M/(I/I/ljglgll) — N/(I,I”, g/g//)’ and M”(IIIH, g/g//) — N”(I/T”,glw”).

11

, m—+n.

,m

The proof of the first one is the same as that of Lemma 13.1.5 in [26]. We only need to show

that the second one holds.
By equations (I8) and (I9), we have
(24) M"(r't" w'w") — N"(r'1",
=d/V") = d(r'1") - d(Ww") — dim(Gv/P)prmwwr — M(7'1", w'w")
—(d(v) —d(') — d(w') — dlm(Gv/P)r w M(I ,w))

—(d(¥") —d(z") = d(W") = dim(Gy / P) g — M(z", ")) + (|, |Z"]),
where dim(Gy /P),; o = >, Tiw;

gg)
) —

w; and 7, = >, 71. Moreover,

(25) dim(Gv/P)I/I/ ww' dlm(GV/P)I o lm(Gv/P 0 = Z T/CL)// + 7_//(/u/‘

In general, if v = 7 + w, we have
d(y) —d(z) — d(w) = Z Thiwhn + WhiThy + Z mlwl + Wl T
hil/<l byt
Hence,
(26) (V") —d(r't") — d(gg') d() — d() — d(w))
—(d(") —d(z") Z T Whin + Wi Trn + Z T Wi 4w T,

where 77, = >, 77%. By (I6]), we have

(27> M(Z/I// g/g//) _ M(I/’ g/)

§ § // /
_ ,_ Th/wh// + T

By (23)), (26) and (27), the right hand side of (24]) is 0. This shows that (23)) holds.
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2.10. Bar involution. Given any pure complex K € Qf}, let
D(K) = (DK)(~wt(K)).

Since objects in QY are semisimple, this defines a functor D : QF — Q. We notice that D2
is the identity functor. By (@) and Section 2.I[(d), D£, = £,(—d(v)) and wt(£,) = —d(v).
So we have

(28) D(L,) =L,
Proposition 6. If both K € Q' and L € Q3 are pure, then we have
DoInd(KKN L) =T oD(KKL).

Proof. By Proposition 9.2.5 in [26], it is enough to check that the weights on both sides equal.
The proposition follows from the fact that ® preserves the weights of pure complexes. [

Define an involution ~: 8 — K by
(29) v vttt and K — D(K).
Proposition 7. The map ~: R — R is a Q(t)-algebra involution.
Proof. By Proposition 2 Theorem [1l and (28)), it is enough to check that
v- K=v1K, andt- K =t-K, VK € &

By the definition of “7”7, we can assume that K is the isomorphism class of a pure complex.
Set wt(K) = w. Then we have

v K = K[l](%) = (DKL) (—w) = DE))[1(-w = 5).

On the other hand,
v K = v (DK)(—w) = (D(K))[~1)(~w — 5).
Similarly, one can check that - K =t - K. O

2.11. Bilinear form. Recall that for any two G-equivariant semisimple complexes K, L
on X, one can define a number, d;(K, L) € Zso, for any j € Z which Lusztig denotes by
d;(X,G; K, L) (J13, 23] 26]). Given any two pure complexes K, L € Qf}, we define
(30) (K, L) = d;(K, Ly~ (md),

JET
Since each element in Q7 is semisimple and simple perverse sheaves are pure, we can extend

this definition to entire Qff. This induces a bilinear form on f.
Given any pure complexes K, Ky € QF and Ly, Ly € Qf},, we define

(K1 X Ly, Ky X Ly) = *Y K, Ks) - (Ly, Ly),

where d = ), dim T, dim W,» + 3. dim T; dim ;. Similarly, this can be extended linearly
to a bilinear form on & ® K.

Proposition 8. Let K € QF, L € Qy, and M € Qf such that V =T & W, then
(IndY (KK L), M) = (K K L, Resy, , M).
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Proof. Since both Ind and fRes are additive functors, we can assume that K, L and M are
pure complexes. By Lemma 7 in [13], we have

(0 (KR L), M) =, d;(Tndg (KR L), M)yt~ (vt (@ndyy (KEL)) +wi(M))
_ ZjeZ d](K X L, mtﬁ;WM)U_jt_(Wt(K)+Wt(L)+Wt(M))+d
_ ZjeZ dj(K X L, oM, X M2)U—jt—(wt(K)+wt(L)+wt(M1)+wt(M2))+2d — Z(K’ Ml) . (L, M2)t2d.
The last equality follows from 8.1.10 (f) in [26]. On the other hand,
(K ® L, Resy M) = (KR L,&M R M) =Y (K, M) (L, M)t*.
So (Indy, (KX L), M) = (K X L, Resy, ,, M). O

2.12. Fourier-Deligne transformation. Let ) be a second quiver such that the under-
lying graph is the same as that of 2. Denote the source of the arrow h in 2 by s(h) ='h
and its target by t(h) = "h. Recall that the source and the target of the arrow h in ) are
denoted by s(h) = h' and t(h) = h”, respectively. Let Q; = {h € Q|h=1,"h=h"} and
Q={heQ|h="n""h="n}. Fora given I-graded k-vector space V, we denote

IEV = @ Hom(Vh/, Vi N) S¥) @ Hom(th, Vh’)a

heQ hefa
EV = @ Hom(Vh/, Vh//) D @ HOIII(Vh/, Vh//) D @ Hom(th, Vh/).
heQq heQo heQa

We have the natural projection maps
EV '; EV —t> Ev.

Recall that to a nontrivial character, ¢, of IF,,, one can associate a local system L, on k of
rank one. Let 7y : Eyy — k be the map defined by

(31) To(a,bye) = > Tr(Vie = Vi 5 Vi),
heQo

where T'r is the trace function. Denote L, = 7;7L, which is a rank one Qj-local system on
Ey. The Fourier-Deligne transformation ® : D(Ey) — D('Ey) is defined by

L—t/(s"(L)® Ly, [dv](%dv)),

where dy = dim(Bpeq, Hom(Vy, Vir)). N N
For the quiver €2, one can similarly define 'L, (resp. '€, and 'Qf}) as we define L,, (resp.
£, and Q) for the quiver €.

Proposition 9. (a) The Fourier-Deligne transformation ® preserves purity and weight.
(b) ®(Ly) ="L,[M](%), where M = Y heQuii<i vk, — vl
(c) (I)(’gz) = /Ez(_%)-
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Proof. By the definition of L7, and Section 2.1] (h), we have wt(Lr,) = 0. Set wt(L) = w.
By Section 1] (h) again, we have wt(s*(L) ® L7,) = wt(L) = w, ie, s(L) @ L7, €
D<w(Ev) N Dzuw(Ev). So
(32) t!(S*(L) ® ‘CTV) S DSw(EV)'
On the other hand, t.(s*(L) ® L7,) € Dsy(Eyv). By [15, 2.1.3),
t(s"(L) ® Ly,) ~t.(s"(L) @ Ly, ), VL€ D(Ey).
Therefore, we have
(33) t!(S*(L) ® ‘CTV) S DZw(EV)'
By (82) and (B3), we have wt(t(s*(L) ® L7,)) = w = wt(L). Part (a) follows.

By Proposition 10.2.2 in [26], we have ®(L,) =~ 'L,[M] up to a Tate twist. So it is
enough to check the weights on both sides equal. By Lemma [l and part (a), wt(®(L,) =
wt ('L, [M](%)) = 0. Part (b) follows.

By part (b) and ([6)), part (c) follows from the fact that d(rv) = M + d(v). O

Similarly, one can define a functor ® : D(Er x Ew) — D(Er x 'Eyw) by replacing Ey
(resp. 'Ev) by Er x Ey (resp. 'Er X 'Ew).

Proposition 10. For any K € Q7 and L € Qf},, we have
O (Indyy (K ® L)) = Indgy (P(K B L))(—do),
where do = % ZheQz (dlm Th/ dim Wh// — dim Wh/ dim Th//).

Proof. Since both ® and ’an%w are additive functors, we can assume that K and L are pure

complexes. By Proposition 10.2.6 in [26], we have (ID(JnD;,W(K X L)) ~ ﬁnbgw((ID(K X L))
up to a Tate twist. So it is enough to check that weights on both sides equal. By Proposition
(Il and Proposition [9]

wt(®(Indy,y (K K L)) = wt(K) +wt(L) — (dy — d»), and
wt(Indg,y (P(K X L))(—dp)) = wt(K) + wt(L) — (dy — d3) + 2d,

where d; (resp. 'dy) is defined similarly as d; (resp. dy) for the new orientation. The
proposition follows from the fact that ‘dy — ds — (dy — da) = 2d,. O

Proposition 11. For any K € QF and L € Qf},, we have
O (Resy,y (K)) = Resyyy (B(K))(do)-
Proof. This proposition can be proved similarly as Proposition [I0 U

From Proposition [I0, the algebra structure of & depends on the orientation of the quiver.
We shall show that R is independent of the orientation under a twisted multiplication. We
define

—=V ~ AV d —V Vv d
(34) Indgy (KX L) = Indgy (KX L)(_i) and  Resqy (K) = ‘ﬁesTW(K)(i),
where d is the same as the one in Section 211l By Propositions [I0] and [LT], the following
proposition holds.
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Proposition 12. For any K € QF and L € Qf},, we have

—V

BTy (K B L)) = Iy (B(K B L)) and & Resy.yy (K)) = Resy,y (D(K)).
3. THE ALGEBRA f

3.1. The free algebra §. Recall that € is a matrix satisfying (a),(b),(c) in Section In
this section, we drop the assumption that €; = 1 for any i € [I.

For indeterminates v and ¢, we set v; = v*%/? and t; = t*"/2. Moreover, for any rational
function P € Q(v,t), let P; stand for the rational function obtained from P by substituting
v,t by v;, t;, respectively. We set v, = [[,v;* and tr(v) =), ;15 € Z, for any v = (1);es €
Z'. t, is defined similarly.

Let ¥ be the free unital associative algebra over Q(v, t) generated by the symbols 6;, Vi € I.
By setting the degree of the generator 6; to be i, the algebra § becomes an N’-graded algebra.
We denote by %, the subspace of all homogenous elements of degree v. We have § = @, ¥,
and we denote by |z| the degree of a homogenous element z € ¥.

On the tensor product § ® §, we define an associative Q(v, t)-algebra structure by

(35) (1'1 ® x2)(y1 ® yz) — U—\yl|'|mz\t<\yl\7\$2|>—(\$2\7\yl\>x1y1 R Tayo,

for homogeneous elements 1, x9,y; and yo in §. It is associative since the forms (,) in ()
and “-” in () are bilinear.
Similarly, on f ® § ® ¥, we define an associative Q(v, t)-algebra structure by

(36) (21 ®@ 22 @ 23) (41 © Y2 @ y3) = v~ MtV a1y1 @ wayn ® w3y,
for any homogeneous elements x1, x2, T3, Y1, y2 and y3, where
M = || - ya| + || - [y2| + |zs| - [y2| and
N = (ll, lzs]) + (gl [2]) + (el lzs]) = (asl, [yal) = (el 1]) = (s], [y2])-

By the equations (BH) and (Bd), one can check that

(37) (21 @ 2 @ 23)(y1 ® Y2 @ y3)
s e e s (s 9D (1 @ 20) (1 ® 1)) © T3,
Let 7 : ¥ = §® ¥ be the Q(v, t)-algebra homomorphism such that
r(¢;) =0;®14+1®86;, foralliecl.

Lemma 3. The linear maps (r@ )r, (1@ 7r)r:5—= 55 % are algebra homomorphisms.
Moreover, we have the coassociativity property (r @ 1)r = (1 @ r)r.

Proof. By the equation ([B1) and the bilinearity of (,), r ® 1 is an algebra homomorphism.
Similarly, 1 ® r is an algebra homomorphism. The first statement follows. The second
statement follows from the fact that

reolr@,)=0011+10,1+10146; = (1®r)r(6),
forall 7 € I. O

Proposition 13. There is a unique bilinear form (,) on § with values in Q(v,t) such that

(2) (1,1) = 1;
(b) (‘9@,9]> =9; —1 fOT all Z,j S ],’

Zj 1_0;2 bl
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(c) (z,yy") = (r(z),y' ®y"), foralzy y" e
(d) (2", y) = (@’ @ 2",r(y)), foralla' 2" yeF
Here the bilinear form on § ® ¥ is defined by
(38) (21 @ T, 51 @ y) = 2120 () 1) (s, ),
where [,] is defined in (3). Moreover, the bilinear form on ¥ is symmetric.
Proof. The proof goes in a similar way as that of Proposition 1.2.3 in [26]. For the convenience
of the reader, we present it here. Let §* be the dual space of §,. We define a bilinear map by
(39) * o Fox =K, fgm frg=(f@g)r
By Lemma [3] we have

(fxg)xh)=(f@g@h)(r@l)r=(f@g®h)(l&r)r=fx(gxh)).
So the bilinear map x defines an associative algebra structure on @,cnrfi. Now we define a
new multiplication on @, by

(40) S /f; X /ﬁ' - /fz—i-l/’a .fag = fog = t2[’/71/]f*g'

2

Since [,] is a bilinear form, &, equipped with “o” is also an associative algebra. For the

rest of the proof, we assume that &,5; is the algebra equipped with the multiplication “o”.

For any i € I, let ¥; € ¥ be the linear map given by 9;(0;) = # Since § is a free
algebra, there is a unique algebra homomorphism ¢ : § — &, such that {(0;) = 9; for all
i€ 1. For any x,y € f, we set

(41) (z,y) = C(y)(2).
By the definition of ¢, (a) and (b) in the proposition follows automaically. We now show

that (c) holds. Since ¢ is an N/-graded algebra homomorphism and preserves the grading,
we have

(42) (z,y) = 0 if z,y are homogeneous and |z| # |y|.
We write r(x) = > x1 ® xo. By (@Il), we have the following.

(2, 9'y") =C(y’y”)( ) = I+ Cy")) () = () @ C(y") ()
— 2Ly Z N C(Y") (1 ® mg) = 2 LY Z 21,y (2, y") = (r(2),y' @y").

Hence, (c) follows.
Next, we show that (d) holds. Suppose that y = 6; for some i € [. If 2’ =6, and 2" =1
or ' =1 and 2” = 6;, we have

(@a",y) = (1 —v7) " = (@' @ 2", r(y)).
By (@2), (d) holds for the case y = 6;. Now we assume that (d) holds for ' and y”, we are

going to show that (d) holds for y = y'y”. Due to the fact that (,) is a bilinear form, we can
assume that 2/, 2", 1/, y” are all homogeneous. Let

=> 2@, r@)=> ez, r@)=> ok @)=Y vy

such that all factors are homogeneous Then

/ // —lah -2 | 4= |25 ) — (b L2l 1) (ot o ’ron
E (T 2RI (2] 2] @ zgxy), and
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r(y'y") = Z U—\yél-ly’l’\t<ly’1’\,\yé\>—<|y’2\,\yi’|>(y/y// ® yhylh).

So we have
(@2 0'y") = ) a'a") = tzﬁy"v'y”w ) (" )r('a")
= 3 oI (e o) = 3 0 IO @ (4 (2} @ ()

S e

where Cy = (|27, |25 ]) —{|23], [#7)) +2{ly’], |y"l] and C" = (Jary], [3])— (|3, |27 ) +2({ly/], |y"l]+
(|24, [2]]] + [|z5], |25]]). On the other hand, (2’ ® x”,r(y'y")) is equal to

S U WD U (o7 27yt © gfall) = 3 o BEHIED (2 ) (2", gt
= o WP (), o @ ) (r(2"), gh @ ) = v I () (2, ) () (2, ),

where Dy = ([, [ya]) = (|9, [y7])+2[|2"], ["|] and D = {Jy1], [va]) = (lwal, lw7]) +2([1"]; |2"[]+
(|24 ], |25]] + [|=7], |25]])- By (@2) and induction hypothesis, Part (d) is reduced to show that

C = D under the following assumption.
24| = [wal, [25] = 1], 27| = |l 23] = |y5| and |as| - Ja¥] = Jya| - 7]
By the definition of the bilinear forms (,) and [,], we have
(43) (x5, 2) + [y, 2] = (27, 23) + [2], 5].
Thus, both C' and D are equal to
2[4 ], |2l + 2[4 ], 3] + (1211, [25]] + (25l [271] + 2[|271, 3] + 2[| 24, (Y]] + 2[l=5], [25]].

Part (d) follows. Finally, the uniqueness of the bilinear form follows from (b), (¢) and (d),
and the symmetry of (,) follows from the uniqueness of (,). O

3.2. The bialgebra §. Let J be the radical of the bilinear form (,). By an argument exactly
the same as that in Section 1.2.3 in [26], we have

Lemma 4. J is a two-sided ideal of §.

Let f = §/J be the quotient algebra of § by the ideal 3. By [@2), J is N/-graded. This
implies that § is also an N/-graded algebra over Q(v,t). By abuse of notation, we denote
again by 6; the image of #; in f under the quotient map. Moreover, the bilinear form (,) on
¥ induces a well-defined symmetric bilinear form, denoted again by (,), since J is the radical
of (,).

We claim that the bilinear form on § is non-degenerate. Assume that it is not, then there
exists a nonzero element, say z, in f such that (z,y) = 0 for all Y € f. Let ' €  be a
representative of z, then (x +3,243)=0forall z€¥. Soa’ €J. A contradiction. The
claim follows.

We claim that the radical of the bilinear form on §® § in Proposition[[3lis I @5+ f® J
Assume that = ® y is in the radical of the bilinear form on § ® f, then for any element
¥ ®y €f®7%, we have

(rRy, 2 @y) = t2“z|’|yu(x, 2 )(y,y') = 0.
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Hence (z,2') =0or (y,') =0,ie, x €Jory€TJ. Thusz®y € IR F+5®J. The claim
follows.
Moreover, we have

(44) r(I) CcIf+fed

Indeed, if € T, then we have (r(z),y® z) = (z,yz) =0, Vy,z € §. This implies that r(z)
is in the radlcal of (,) on f®¥.

By (44]), the map r induces an algebra homomorphism § — f® f, denoted by r again. Here
the algebra structure on f®f is defined by equation (33]). It is clear that 7(6;) = 0, ®1+1®6;
for any 6; € f. So the coassociativity property in Lemma [3] still holds for f.

Let = : Q(v,t) — Q(v,t) be the unique Q(¢)-algebra involution such that

(45) T=v'andf=t.
Let = : F — § be the unique Q(¢)-algebra involution such that
pl; = po; for all p € Q(v,t) and i € I.
From the definition of “~” on §, we have |Z| = |z| for any homogeneous element z € ¥.
Lemma 5. If x € § is a homogeneous element and r(z) = Y 21 ® xa, then we have

r@) = Y vl nh=(alle)g, @ 3,

Proof. 1t is clear that the lemma holds if x = 6, for any ¢ € I. Assume that the lemma holds

for the homogeneous elements 2’ and z”. We shall show that the lemma holds for = z'z”.

Let us write

o / / "o " "

= E Ty} ®xy and r(z") = E ] @y,
such that all factors are homogeneous. By assumption we have

— e ’ TN s — " "N— —
r(@) = 3wl HSI =T @ 3T (a7) = 3 ol el at = 3 37
Hence, r(Z) = r(2')r(x") is equal to
E ozt ) (o] +25]) pzo | +lag | |2 2] ) = (|2 el Llag [+ ) 27 o (27 e ) = (el |27 ) o7 A ”®1'1!L'
On the other hand,
r(z) =r(2'2") = E o1zl e [z ] l2g ) = (lasl|27]) 5 "2 @ bl

By (45)), we have

pleel et Izt Llebh —(abllefD gt 2 — yletl 1zl llarl, la2h—(a2blet Yo7 27

Since |zix]| = |2)| + || and |xhal| = |z4| + |25|, the lemma follows by induction on
tr(|z]). O

Lemma 6. The involution map ~ : § — § sends J onto itself.

Proof. Given any element x € J, it is enough to show that (Z,y) = 0 for any y € §. We can
assume that x is a homogenous element since “~” is additive. We shall show that (Z,y) =0
by induction on tr(|z|). Without lost of generality, we assume that y is a monomial and

y = y'y” for some monomials ¢y’ and y”. Since 0; ¢ J, for any i € I, we have tr(|z|) > 2 for
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any element z € J. Hence we can further assume that tr(|y’|), tr(|y”|) > 0, i.e., v € Q(v, 1)
and y" & Q(v,t).

Write r(x) =Y 21 ® x5. From (@), r(x) € ’f®3+” §. Hence either x; € J or x5 € J.
If © € J satisfies that tr|z| < tr|2/| for all 2’ € 7, then either x1 € Q(v,t) or x5 € Q(v,1),
i.e., either tr(|xy1]) = 0 or tr(]zz|) = 0. By Lemma [l we have

@Yy = (1(@),y @y) = 3 vrlmbelgletinh a2l @ o) @7 y") = 0.

This shows that r(Z) € Jif x € J and tr|:B| < tr|z/| for all 2’ € 7.
We now assume that z € J for any z € J such that tr(|z|) < tr(|z|). By Lemma [{ again,

@yy) = (r@),y @y") = 3 vlmtlglehnd=(allele2lolinl g ) @5 "),

We may assume that both tr(|z;|) < tr(]z|) and tr(|z2|) < tr(Jz|) by the assumption tr(|y’|) >
0 and tr(]y”|) > 0. Therefore, by the induction assumption, 77,73 € J. This implies that

(Z,y'y”) = 0. This finishes the proof. O
By Lemma [0l the involution ~ : § — § induces an involution on §, denoted by the same
notation.

3.3. Quantum Serre relations. For any ¢ € I, let r; : ¥ — ¥ be the unique linear map
satisfying the following properties:
ri(1) =0, r(6;) =6, Vil and ri(xy)=v " WlO=Gue (2)y + 2ri(y),

for any homogeneous elements x and y. If we write r(x) = > x1 ® x5 with 21, 22 homogenous
and x5’s of different degree, then we have
(46) T = ’f’i(l’), if Ty = 9,

Since both r and r; are linear maps, it is enough to check this by assuming that z is a
monomial. This can be done by induction on tr(|x|). If |x|; = 0, then r;(x) = 0 and there is
no term of the form — ® 6; in r(z). The claim holds in this case. Now assume that |z|; # 0,
then we can write z = 2/6;2” for some monomials 2/, 2" such that |2”|; = 0. So,

ri(z) = ri(a'Gpa") = v D=l g (079, ) 0
N R A NN e E MR S

//I

—i-|x

= v
On the other hand,
r(z) =r(@)(0;, ®1+1® 6;)r(z").
Since |2”|; = 0, the term —®#6; only appears in (z’®1)(1®6,)(z"®1)+(2®0,)(0;®1)(z" ®1)
for some z. By the induction assumption, z = r;(z’). By ([B5), the term — ® 6; is
(o= = L) =G D (g 4 el L=l 1y @ .

The claim follows.
Similarly, for any ¢ € I, there is a unique linear map ;v : § — ¥ satisfying the following
properties:

(1) =0, 7(0;) =0y, Vi€l and g(vy)=r(x)y+o tlellelo=Glbg )

for any homogeneous elements x,y. Moreover, we have r(z) = 0; ® ;v(z) plus terms of other
bihomogeneities.
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Lemma 7. For any i € I, the linear maps ;r,r; - f — 5 send J to itself.

Proof. For any x € J, if |z|; = 0, then r;(x) = 0 € 3. The lemma holds in this case. We now
assume that |z|; # 0. Write r(z) = > 21 ® x9. By ({#Q), r;(z) ® 6; is one of the summands.
By (@4), either x; € J or x5 € 3. What follows is that r;(x) € J since 6; ¢ J. It is similar to
prove that ;r(z) € 7. O

Lemma 8. For any x,y € §, we have
(47) (Y, ) = 2y, ri(0)) (05, 0,),  (Gay, ) = 20(60;,6:) (y, o (2)).
Proof. By the properties of r;, we have

Wi, 7) = (y @ bi,7(x)) = (y @ O, m3(w) ® ;) = Wy, () (63, 6),

where the last equality is due to (38). The first one follows. The second one can be proved
similarly. U

By Lemma [7] ;» and r; induce well-defined linear maps on f, denoted again by the same
notations, respectively. Moreover, the property (47 holds in f.

Lemma 9. Let x € f, with v # 0.

(a) If ri(x) =0 for alli € I, then x = 0.

(b) If ;r(x) =0 for alli € I, then x = 0.
Proof. If r;(xz) = 0 for all ¢ € I, then, by Lemma [8 we have (y0;,x) = 0 for all y and 6;. For
any z € f, with v # 0, we have z € ). §0;. Therefore (z,2) = 0 for any z € f,. This implies
x is inside the radical of (,) on f. But (,) on f is non-degenerate, so x = 0. This finishes the
proof of (a). (b) can be proved similarly. O

For any n € N, we set
o — i

where v; and t; are defined in Section [B3.1]

Lemma 10. We have T(HZ-(")) =) viti)_pplﬁgp) ® ngl), for any n € N.

p+p’=n(

Proof. Since (1®6;)(0; ®1) = v;%(0; ® 1)(1 ® 6;) and by Section 1.3.5 in [26], we have

rf) =100, +0,01)" = Y (vt;) ™" m 0" @ 6.

p+p'=n Vit
The lemma follows from the definitions of 91(") and B] . O
Vit
For any n € N and i € I, by Lemma [I0l and (46]), we have
(48) (00 Y) = (vit) 0.
Proposition 14. The generators 0; of § satisfy the following identity.
Spm S (cop TR0 00 o it el

ptp'=1-2%2
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Proof. We set a' = —2%’?, a’" = % and N = —2%2. So N = a’ + a” and we can rewrite
S;; as follows:

Sz-j — Z (_1)pti—P(p"Fa'—a")HZ(P)HJHZ(P')'

p+p'=N+1
By Lemma [9] we only need to show that r;(S;;) = 0 for any k € I. It is clear that
(19) P(Sy) =0 it k£,

By ([@R) and the definition of r;, we have
ri(620,67) = v 00 (600,)6%) + (vit,)' P 69,67
— U'_2plv_ivjt<j,i>_<i,j> (,Uiti)l—pei(p—l)ejegp/) X (Uiti)l_plegp)ejei(p/_l)

_ U—Qp'-f'a"i—a”+1—pt?'+1—p—a”91@—1)9,QZ‘(P')+(Uiti)l—p’ei(mejegp/—l)‘

- %

So 7;(S;5) is equal to

(50) SO (1P 00") 1 3 (1) () 0P 0,6
1<p=N+1 0<p<N
= Y (e s g 0D ST (e ()7 0P 0,00 ),
O=p=N 0<p<N
where A; = —p(p' +a' —a"), Ay = =2p' +ad' +a"+1—p A3 =ad +1—-p—ad and

Ay =—(p+1)(p —14d —d"). Since @’ +a” = N and p+p' = N + 1, by comparing the
exponents of v; and ¢; in (B0), we have

(51) Ti(Sij) =0.
By (8) and the definition of r; again, we have
7ﬂ](e(p 0, 9(1) ) = PP ((65) = (Gsd) 9 9(1) _ (a +a/ )tp’(a”—a’)ei(p)ei(p’)‘
So 7;(S;;) is equal to
Z (_1)pti—p(p’Jra’—a”)Up’(a’+a”)t§>’(a”—a’)92(10)Hi(p’)

7

pp'=N+1
_ 1 \pp@ a—a"), p(a+a) p @ —a) [N A1 v
(—1)P¢, U; t; 0, .
p+p'=N+1 LY
By (), to show that r;(S;;) = 0, it is enough to show that
(52) S (apgrg gt (N EL
p+p'=N+1 # v

By using @’ + a” = N and p+ p' = N + 1, the left hand side of (52) is

tZ(N—H)(a”—a’) Z (_1>pvp(a’+a”) |:N + 1:| '

)

p+p'=N+1 p
By Section 1.3.4 in [26], this is 0. So we have
(53) Tj(Sij) =0.

By @9), (&1, (53), we have 74(S;;) = 0, Vk € I. This finishes the proof. O
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In Section .| we shall show that the ideal J is generated by {S;;,7 # j}.

3.4. Comparison. In this section, we compare the algebra f with various versions of quan-
tum algebras in literature.

(a). Two-parameter quantum algebras are defined case by case in [2] and [16]. If we set
v=(rs™1)2 and t = (rs)"2, then the quantum Serre relation for f coincides with the one in
[16] and [2].

(b). Given a Dynkin quiver, Reineke defines a Q(«, /5)-algebra H,, s in [27]. By Proposition
6.3 in [27], Ha,p is isomorphic to the positive part of the two-parameter quantum algebra in
[16] associated to the Dynkin quiver. Let Q = Id — A, v = (af8)? and t = (a371)2, where
Id is the identity matrix and A is the adjacent matrix of the Dynkin quiver. Then H, g is
isomorphic to §.

Theorem [7] in Section shows that R is a geometrization of gf. By the sheaf-function
correspondence, we obtain a Hall-algebra construction of § associated to arbitrary €2, not just
the one associated to a Dynkin quiver. In a sense, this generalizes Reineke’s construction.

(c). In [I7], Hu, Pei and Rosso define quantum algebras with multi-parameters ¢;; as-
sociated to (/,-). Let us recall the multi-parameter quantum Serre relations from [I7]. It
is

~rg p | L—i-] Py P’ _
(54) Z ‘ ‘(_1)17%2‘ 4 { D %92 0,0; = 0.
pp/=1—i-j i
Since we use different Gaussian binomial coefficients, (54) is slightly different from the origi-

nal one in [I7]. On the other hand, we can rewrite the quantum Serre relations in Proposition
4 as follows.

" Z (—1)Pgp(d)=G2) {1 .y 'j}
p+p'=1—ij D

By setting q¢; = v? and ¢;; = v*t)=0D (5] is reduced to (55). In other words, f is a
specialization of a multi-parameter quantum algebra defined in [17].

0°0,0" = 0.

v

4. SPECIALIZATION AND DEFORMATION

4.1. Negative part. Recall that ([,-) is the Cartan datum associated to the matrix €.
If we set ¢ = 1, the construction in Section [ is exactly Lusztig’s construction in [26]. In
particular, the specialization of the bialgebra (f,-,7) in Section at t = 1 is Lusztig’s
algebra in [26] associated to (I,-), which we shall denote by (f,o0,71), where o and 7, are
multiplication and comultiplication of f, respectively.

Besides specialization, there is another way to relate these two bialgebras. Namely, we
shall show that (f,o0,77) can be deformed to f. Let f,; = f ®qu) Q(v,t). The bialgebra
structure on f can be naturally extended to f,;, denoted again by (o,77).

We define a new multiplication “®” on f,; by

for any homogenous elements z,y € f,;, where [,] is defined in (2]).
Define a new multiplication, denote again by ®, on f,; ® f, ; as follows.

(57) (xl ® 1’2) ® (y1 ® yz) — U—|y1\'\$2|t<|y1|7|$2\>—<|$2|7|y1|>(xl ® y1) ® (1’2 ® y2)7
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for any homogeneous elements x1, zo,y; and y».
For any = € f,;, we write 71 (x) = Y 21 ® x5 with x;, 9 homogenous. Define a linear map
o fv,t — fv,t &® fv,t by

(58) ri(z) =Y tinblely, @ .

Proposition 15. The linear map ry : (£,4,®) — (£, ®f,+, ®) is an algebra homomorphism.

Proof. For any homogenous elements z and y in f,;, we write 7(z) = > x; ® z2 and
71(y) = Y. y1 ®ya with 21, 75, y; and ys are all homogenous. Then 7y (zoy) = Y v~ le2lml(z; 0
Y1) ® (w9 0 y3). Therefore,

r(zoy) = t[\w\,\yllrl(x oy) = Z U—lrz\'\yl\t[lrlvlyHt—lel-i-\yl|7|r2\+|y2H(xl o11) ® (2 04).
On the other hand, we have
(59) ri(z) ©ri(y) = Zt_“ml|’|m2u_[|yl|’|y2”(36’1 ® 12) © (Y1 ® y2)
= S ¢l bleal={alally el ez~ (3, @ 1) © (31 @ ).
By comparing (B9) with (59), it is reduced to check that

], [yl] = [aa] 4 [l [wol + lyoll = (lwal, [22l) = (2ol s1]) = [l [22l] = ol g2l],
which follows from (43). O
Theorem 3. The assignment 6; — 6;,Vi € I gives a twisted bialgebra isomorphism § ~

(fv,tv ®7 Tl)-

Proof. Recall that § is the free algebra generated by 6;,i € I. Let 9 : T — f,; be the
algebra homomorphism sending 6; to 6;, where the algebra structure of £, ; is defined in (56]).
Consider the following diagram.

(60) i g,
‘/r \Lﬁ
PR

,f ® /f > fv,t ® fv,t-

Since all maps are algebra homomorphisms, the diagram commutes by checking the image
on6;, Vi€ I.
Recall that there is a unique non-degenerate bilinear form, (, )z, on f defined in Chapter
1 in [26] satisfying the following properties.
(a) (1>1)L: 1, (92,9])[,:5”# fOI" all Z,] GI,
(b) (x4 oy")L = (r(z),y ®y")p forall z,y,y" €f,
() (ox" y)p= (¢ @a",71(y))y forall 2/, 2" y€f.
Since any element z € f,; can be written into a = > a; ® t', we can extend the bilinear form
to f,; by setting (z ® t™,y ® t"), = ™" (x,y),. Moreover, this bilinear form on f,; still
satisfies the above properties (a), (b), (c).
Now we define a new bilinear form, (,)’, on § as follows.

(z,y)" = (6(x), d(y))r, Yo,y €F
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We claim that Rad(,)" = Ker(‘p), where Rad(,)’ is the radical of (,)’. It is clear that
Ker(p) C Rad(,). Now for any z € f,;, there is y € § such that ’gb( ) = z since 9 is a
surjective map. Therefore, for any z € Rad(,)’, 0 = (z,y) = (9(x),'d(y))r = (¢(z),2)L-
Since (, ) is non—degenerate and z is arbitrary, ‘9(x) = 0. So = € Ker('p).

To prove that §f ~ (f,;,®), it is enough to show that (,)" satisfying the properties
(a),(b),(c),(d) in Proposition I3l The bilinear form on §® ¥ is defined by
(61) (21 @ 9,51 @ ) = 2120 (2 g ) (5, 4.

Properties (a) and (b) are obvious. We now check property (d). For y € §, we write
r(y)=>_y ®@y" and 71 (¢(y)) = D11 ® y2. Then for any a,b € §, we have

(ab,y)" = (p(ad), B(y))r = (B(a) © D(0). D (y))r, = 1 PI(B(a) 0 B(b), ‘D(y))L
=t (g(a) @ B(b), T (B(y)))r = W35 (B(a) @ B(b), y1 @ ya) -
On the other hand, we have

(a@br(y) =) (a®by @y") =Y 1M (0 y)(b.y")
= > I (a), B(y) L (3(0), By = D 1 (b(a) @ 9(0), D(y) @ D(y"))e
= 2 (G (a) @ B(b), (9 ® 0)(r(y)) = 1 ($(a) ® G(b), 11 (9(y)))r
= 1 (p(a) @ B (b), Y Iy, @ yy) = Y 7 (9(a) © B(b), y1 © o)1

The last equality follows from the fact that |y;| = |a| and |ye| = |b|. This proves that the
property (d) and (c) can be proved similarly. The claim that Rad(, ) = Ker(%) holds.

The coalgebra homomorphism follows from the commutativity of the Diagram (60]). This
finishes the proof. U

On £, ;, we have two different bialgebra structures, (f,;,0,71) and (f,;, ®,r;). By Theorem
B, we have f ~ (f,;, ®,r1). We now define a second bialgebra structure on § corresponding

« 7

to (f,+,0,71). Define a new multiplication “*” on f by
(62) © oy = ¢kl

for any homogeneous elements x and y. (f,*) is an associative algebra due to the fact that
[,] is a bilinear form. Define a new multiplication, denote again by *, onf ®f as follows.

(63) (1 @ 22) * (11 ® Y2) = vy vy @ g % g,

for any homogeneous elements 1, x9,y; and yo. For any z € §, we write r(x) = > 21 ® 2
with z1, x5 homogenous. Define a linear map 7 : f — f ® § by

(64) Fa) =Y tlnhiely @ .

By a similar argument as that of Proposition I3, we have that r: f — §f® f is an algebra
homomorphism with respect to the multiplications * on both sides. By Theorem [3, we have

Proposition 16. The assignment 0; — 0;,¥i € I gives a twisted bialgebra isomorphism
( a*a;':) = (fvta arl)

Recall that §f = f/J and J is the radical of the bilinear form of (,) on ’f. By Proposition
16l we have
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Corollary 2. J is generated by S;;,Vi # j € I, where S;; is defined in Proposition [I].

Suppose ' is another matrix satisfying (a),(b),(c) in Section[2Z.2l Let f(€2') be the bialgebra
constructed in Section associated to . By Proposition [I6], we have

Corollary 3. If the associated Cartan datums of Q and Q' are the same, then the assignment
0; — 0;,Vi € I gives a twisted bialgebra isomorphism (f,*,7) =~ (f(€2'), %, 7).

Let ¢ : § — (f,+,®) be the induced map from ¢ : § — (f,;,®). This is an algebra
isomorphism by Theorem [l Moreover, one can easily check that

(65) dlaxb) = ¢(a)op(b), Va,bef.

We define a new bilinear form, denoted by (,)*, on f and f ® f by

(66) (a®@z,b®y)" = (¢(a) ®¢(z), p(b) ®P(y))z, and (a,b)” = (¢(a), (b)), Va,b,z,y € .

We notice that (,) and (,)* are different on f ® f by comparing (61l) with (66). Moreover, if
we consider f ® 1 as a subalgebra of (f, %) via the map ¢, then the restriction of (,)* to f ® 1
coincides with the bilinear form (, )z, on f in the proof of Theorem Bl By (65), (66) and the
property of (,)r, we have

(67) (axb,2)"=(a®b,7(2))", Va,b,z €.
Proposition 17. For any z,y € f ® 1, we have (z,y) = (z,y)*.

Proof. We show it by induction on tr(|x|). Since both (,) and (,)* are bilinear on f ® 1, we
can assume that both x and y are monomials. If tr(|z|) = 1, then x = 6; for some i € I and

If € f®1, by Theorem Bl z%6; = ¢t~ 17120, € f®1. We now assume that (z,y) = (z,y)*
for any y € f ® 1 with |y| = |z|. We want to show that (v *6;,2) = (z % 0;,2)" for any i € [
and any z € f ® 1 with |z| = |2]| + 4. By Lemma[8] we have

(68) (2% 0, 2) = t7 1= (20, 2) = t1=b (2 7,(2))(6;,6,).

On the other hand, by (#6) and (64), we have 7(x) = tll?lr;() ® 6; modulo homogeneities
terms of different degree at the second component. Therefore, by (67), we have

(69) (z%6;,2)" = (x®6;,7(2)" =t (@ r,(2))* (6, 6;)"

By the induction assumption, (68) and (69]) are equal. Proposition follows. O

4.2. Entire algebra. Recall that Q = (€;;); jes is the matrix fixed in Section 2.2l The
two-parameter quantum algebra U, associated to 2 is an associative Q(v, t)-algebra with 1
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generated by symbols E;, Fj, K;*', K/, Vi € I and subject to the following relations.
(R1) Ki:th;tl _ KflKiil, KgilK;il _ K}i1K£i17
KiﬂKj{ﬂ _ K§i1Kii17 KEKF =1 = KA KT
(R2) KE;K;' =" tWi-00p,  KIEK/™ = tt00-00 g
KiFjKi_l — v_i'jt<j’i>_<i’j>F’]-, Kz/FJKz/_l - vi'jt<j’i>_<i’j>Fj.

K, — K]
(B3) B~ BB =6y =
— r_o{id) 1) ’
(R1) Y (MR g o, iz
ptp'=1-2%1
p(p—2Lia) 9 G) ,
Z (_l)pti p(p' =235 +2°55 )Fi(p)FjF’i(P) — O, if 4 7& j,
ptp'=1-2%1
where Ei(p ) = [p]]:; L. The algebra U, ; has a Hopf algebra structure with the comultiplication

A, the counit ¢ and the antipode S given as follows.

A(K:I:l) — K:I:l ® K:I:l A(K/:I:l) — K{:I:l ® K{:I:l

AE)=E 1+ K,®F, AF,)=1®F +F,® K|,

e(K;™) =e(K[™) =1, e(E;) = e(F;) =0, S(K;™) = KT,
S(K*) = KT, S(E;) = —K;'E;, S(F) = -FK/™".

This can be proved by checking the above relations (R1)-(R4). We refer to Chapter 3 in
[26] for more details.
For any v = (71,%2),n = (n1,1m2) € Z! x 7!, we define a bilinear form on Z! x Z! by

(vl = [y, me] — [ya, ml-
The algebra U, ; admits a Z’ x Z!-grading by defining the degrees of generators as follows.
deg(E;) = (i,0), deg(K;) = (i,4) = deg(K7),
deg(Fy) = (0,4), deg(K; ') = (—i,—i) = deg(K™").

13

On U, ., we define a new multiplication “*” by

for any homogenous elements x,y € U, ;. Since [,]"is a bilinear form, (U, 4, *) is an associative
algebra over Q(v,t). We define a multiplication, denoted by “*”, on U, ® U, ; by

(71) (x@y)*x(@y)=zx2’ Qyx*y.

This gives a new algebra structure on U,; ® U, ;. (U,., *) has a Hopf algebra structure
with the comultiplication A*, the counit €* and the antipode S*. The image of generators
FE;, F;, K; and Ki_l under the map A* (resp. €* and S*) are the same as the ones under the
map A (resp. ¢ and ) defined in Section 4.2
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Under the new multiplication “* ", the defining relations of U,; in Section can be
rewritten as follows.

(R1) K"« K71 =K"«K" K «K =K« K,
KF s K = K s K K s K= 1= KPP s KT
(R2) K;xEjxK;'=v"7E;, K xEjx K ' =v"E;,
K+ Fjx K™' = v F} K Fjx K[! =v " F}.
75__051/ , Vijel

(R*4) > (=1 {1 _paij] EP«Ej«EY =0, ifi+#j

ptp'=1-ai; vi

Sy F_p%} EP s Fys FV =0 if i+,

p+p'=1-ai; vi

where a;; = 2% and E? = E; « E; x - - - % F; for p copies. We notice that these relations are
the specialization of (R1)-(R4) at t = 1.

The one-parameter quantum algebra U,(I,-) associated to (I,-) is the associative Q(v)-
algebra with 1 generated by symbols E;, Fj, Ki*', K/*' Vi € I and subject to relations
(R*1)-(R*4). U,(I,-) has a Hopf algebra structure with the comultiplication A;, the counit
1 and the antipode S;. The image of generators £;, F;, K; and K L under the map A4 (resp.
g1 and S;) are the same as the ones under the map A (resp. € and ) defined in Section .2

Let Uy (1,-) = Uy,(I,-) ®q) Q(v,t). The Hopf algebra structure on U,(I,-) can be
naturally extended to U,;(I,-). From the above analysis, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4. If (I,-) is the Cartan datum associated to ), then there is a Hopf-algebra
isomorphism
(Uv,ta *, A*a 5*7 S*) = (Uv,t(la ')a ) Al) €1, Sl)>

sending the generators in U, to the respective generators in U, (I, -).

5. THE CANONICAL BASIS
5.1. The canonical basis of f. Let of be the N/-graded A-subalgebra of § generated by
92(") for various ¢ € I and n € N. Let B be the subset of all elements z in f satisfying that
(72) r€qf, T=x (v,2)€l+v'Z[p ],
where = is defined in Section B2 and (,) is defined in Proposition I3l
Proposition 18. B C f ® 1.

Proof. For any x € B, x can be written as = ), .., bt". Moreover, there are only finite
nonzero summands. So max{n,} exists, denoted by n’. Therefore, (z,z) = t** plus lower
power terms. Since (z,z) € 1+ v 'Z[[v™!]], we have n’ < 0. Similarly, let n” = min{n;}.
Then (x,z) = t*" plus higher power terms. Since (z,7) € 1 + v 'Z[[v™']], we have n” > 0.
Therefore n, = 0 for all b € f ® 1. Proposition follows. O
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Recall that a signed basis of an algebra M is a subset, say B, of M such that B = B'U(—B’)
for some basis B’ of M.

Theorem 5. (a) B is a signed basis of the A-algebra of and that of the Q(v,t)-algebra §;
(b) (b,V) € 6 + v Z[[v™1]], for any V', b € B.

Proof. By Proposition [I7, Proposition [[§ and Theorem 14.2.3 in [26], Part (b) holds. More-
over, B is a signed basis of A-module 4f ® 1, where A = Z[v*!] and 4f is the A-subalgebra
of f generated by 07 /[n]., . Since of = (uf ® 1) ® 4 A, Part (a) follows. O

We call B the canonical signed basis of f.
For any i € I and n € Zso, let B; >, = B(07'f and B,,, = B; >n \ Bi>nt1. Then we have
a parition B; >, = Hn’Zn Bi .

Proposition 19. Ifb € B, , then there is a unique element b’ € B;,, such that t—"[i’\b\}eg"’b =
b plus an A-linear combination of elements in B; >,+1. Moreover, there is a bijection m;,, :
Bio — Bin sending b to /.

Proof. By Proposition [I8, Proposition [I6] and Theorem 14.3.2(e) in [26], there is a unique

1-1 correspondence between B; o and B; ,, such that % xb = U plus an A-linear combination
i P

of elements in B; >,+1, where 0" = 0; * 0; % --- % 0; for n copies. By (62), 92@ = and
o i

M—!n_ b=t~ 19y Proposition follows. O

Given any v € N/ we define a subset 9B, of B by induction on tr(v). Let By = {1}. If
tr(v) > 0, we set

%u = Uie[,n>0,ui2nﬂ-i,n(%u—ni N Bi,0)7
where m; ,, is in Proposition [[9 Let

(73) % - UVGNI%V'
The following theorem is an analogue of Theorem 14.4.3 in [26].

Theorem 6. (a) B=BU(—B);
(b) For anyv € NI, B,N(-B,) =;
(c) For any v € NI, B, is a basis of the A-algebra of, and a basis of the Q(v,t)-algebta

fus
(d) B is a basis of the A-algebra of and a basis of the Q(v,t)-algebra f.

Proof. By definition of m;,, and B;>,, we have B U (—8) C B. For any v € N’ and any
x € B,, we are going to show that either x € B, or —z € B, by induction on tr(v). The
case that tr(rv) = 0 is trivial since By = {1}. Now assume that this statement is true for
any y € B with tr(|y|) < tr(v).

Since we have a partition B = U,>oB;n, © € B,y for some m > 0. By Proposition [19],
there exists 2’ € B; o such that © = m; ,,(2"). Moreover, 2’ € B,_,,;. By induction assumption,
either 2’ € B,_,,; or —a’ € B,_,,;. Therefore 2’ € B,_,,,;, N B;o or —a’ € B,_,,,; N B;o. This
implies that x € B, or —z € B,. Part (a) follows.

Part (b) is trivial for tr(v) = 0. For any = € ®B,, by the definition of B,, there exists
' € B,_,, for some n € N and i € [ such that x = m; ,(2'). If —x € B, then —2' € B,_,,.
This is a contradiction by an induction on tr(v).
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Since B is a signed basis, part (c¢) follows from part (a) and (b). Part (d) follows from
part (c). O

Definition 1. The set B defined in (73)) is called the canonical basis of f.

Recall that ¢ : f — (f,;, ®) is the algebra isomorphism in Theorem Bl Let B(¢) be the
basis of f such that the image of B(¢) under the map ¢ is the canonical basis of f,; defined
in Theorem 14.4.3 in [26]. Both B and B(¢) consist of elements in | satisfying (72) by
Propositions [[7 and [I8 Since By = {1} = By(¢), where By is the subset of B consisting of
all degree 0 elements, by the uniqueness of 8, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 4. B(¢) = B. In other words, the canonical basis of f is the same as that of £
up to a 2-cocycle deformation. Moreover, if the associated Cartan data of Q) and Q' are the
same, then the canonical bases of f and §(Y') are the same if we present both elements by the
multiplication “*” in (62).

Example 3. Let I = {i} and €;; = 1, then B = {6’2(") | n € N}.

Example 4. Let [ = {i,j} and Q; = Q;; =1,Q;; = —1, Q;; = 0. For any «a,b,c € N such
that a + ¢ < b, we set

_ {t a(b+c) 9(a 950)}’ B, = {t a(b+c) 0(0 e(b 9 }

By Section 14.5.4 in [26], 92(“)9](-6)92(6) = 9](-6)92(17)9](-“) if b = a + c¢. By identifying these two
elements, B = B, U B,.

5.2. The canonical basis of L(\,¢€). Let U, be the negative part of U, generated by F;
for all i € I. As shown in Corollary 2 the algebra U, can be identified with the algebra §
by sending the generator F; to 6; for any ¢ € I. By abuse of notation, we denote by B the
image of the canonical basis in f under the identification. For any pair (), €) € NI x Q(v, t)!
with € # 0, there exists a U, ;-module L(\,€) containing a nonzero vector & € L(\,€) and
subject to

(a) EZ&] = 0, KZ&) = EZ'UM&) and K{&] = Ei’U_AlfO for all i € ],

(b) Themap ¢ : U,; — L(\, €) given by z — 2§ is surjective and its kernel is |

Let B(\,€) = o(B \ ((Zie] U;tFiAiJrl) Nn‘B)).

U F)\ -‘rl

el

Proposition 20. (a) For any A € N!, the intersection (3., 0;"f) 1B is a Q(v,t)-basis of

ZZEI ez)\f
(b) For any A € N!| the intersection (3., §0;%) NB is a Q(v,t)-basis of 3, 0,

Proof. By Corollary 11.8 in [25] and Theorem O

By Proposition 20 and the identification of U, , with §, we have that B(X,€) C L(\, €) is
a Q(v, t)-basis of L(A,¢).

Definition 2. B(\, ¢) is called the canonical basis of L(\, €).
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5.3. Positivity. Recall that to the matrix €2 of symmetric type, we have constructed an
algebra § in Section and an algebra K in Section

Theorem 7. The assignment 92@ — L. gives a twisted bialgebra isomorphism x : of =~

R. Moreover, X_l(‘i%) is the canonical basis of f in Theorem [6, where B is the set of all
1somorphism classes of simple perverse sheaves of weight 0.

Proof. The proof of the first part is the same as the proof of Theorem 13.2.11 in [26]. We now

show the second part. By Property 8.1.10 (d) in [26], 29) and (72)), we have x~'(28) C B.
Let gm = x(Bin), where B;,, is defined in Section 5.1l For any b € f, we write b= x(b). Let
Tin = Xwi,nx_l, where 7; ,, is defined in Proposition

We claim that 7, : 1;5;-,0 — gm preserves weights. In fact, for any be l§,~70, by Theorem [1]

and Proposition [I] %m(g) is a direct summand of jnDZZ:T;f"(Sm @Z(—%)) By Proposition
B wt (7, (b)) = wt(b).
By the construction of B, all complexes whose isomorphism classes are in y~!(B) have

weight 0. Theorem follows. O
From Theorem 14.4.13 in [26], Theorem Bl and Proposition [T, we have
Theorem 8. (Positivity) If Q; = 1 for alli € I, then we have

(@) ot/ = > cb,b/,bnmv”t“b"‘bl”b” such that cpp prn € N are zero except for finitely
b B EL
many b” and n for all b, € B;
(b) r(b) = > db7b/7b//7nv"t‘Hb/"‘b//”b’ ® 0" such that dpy iy € N are zero except for
b b EB nel

finitely many b', 6" and n for all b € B;
(c) (b,0) = > gonv™" such that goy ., € N for all b,b' € B.

neN
The structure constants with respect to the canonical bases between  and Lusztig’s algebra
f differ by a certain power of ¢ due to Theorem Bl In particular, the specialization of the
structure constants of § with respect to 28 at t = 1 gives the structure constants of f with
respect to the canonical basis of f.

6. A CATEGORIFICATION OF gf

We shall give a categorification of of for arbitrary €2 based on a categorification of the
integral form 4f of Lusztig’s algebra f. The followings are some examples of categorifications
of Af.

Example 5. The triple (®,cn Qo Ind, Res) constructed in [26, Chapter 9] is a categorifica-
tion of 4f. Note that Q, = Q5% N Q0.

Example 6. The triple (®,enr R-mod, Ind, Res) in [20] is a categorification of 4f, where
R,-mod is a category of certain projective modules.

We fix a categorification (®,enrQ,,Ind, Res) of A-bialgebra 4f. Given any n € Z, for
each v € N’ let Q.. be a category which is identical to Q,. We identify Q, with Qg ,. For
a fix v € N/, the category Q,,, are all identical to each other for different n € Z. Denote
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by T : Qn_1, — Q,, the identity functor. We also denote by 7" : Qk, — Qi the
composition functor of 7.

Let ¢, : @, — ¢,9, and p, : ©,9, — Q, be the natural embedding and projection
functor, respectively. For any v = 7 + w, denote Indizg = p, oIndo(s, X ¢,) and ReSZ:g =
(pr X py) © Resor,. We define

(74)  IndZ0™ : Qs X Quw = Qs (L, M) = T o Ind%) (T "L, T ™M), and
(75)  Res’2™: Quimy = Quir X Qs L (T x T™) 0 Res?) oT ™ L,

Let Q, = ®,c29,, and Q = B, Q,. Define a Z[t*!]-action on the split Grothendieck

group Ky(Q,) of Q, by
t-[L) = [T (L)),

where [L] is the isomorphism class of L. Since Ky(Q,,,) carries an A-module structure for
each pair (n,v), the above action defines an 2-module structure on Ky(Q,).

Given a functor § between any two categories, we denote by [§] the induced map between
the corresponding Grothendieck groups. By (74) and ([75]), we have
(76)  [IndZ2™] o (t" x ™) = t"*™ o [Ind”7], and (t" x t™) o [Res’ "] = [Res’{] o t"*™.

For any v = 7 + w, we define functors

IOV Q x Q= Q,, (L, M) = Tl o Ind%™ (L, M), and

%65::Z7m : QV — QT X Qwa L — T_[T’w} o} ReSZZ?fm L7
where [, is defined in (2)). By assembling Jnd2""™ together, we have a functor Jnd : Q®Q —

T,w
v,n,m

9. Similarly, we have a functor Res = O ,=, Res],

Theorem 9. If (Q,Ind, Res) is a categorification of the A-bialgebra 4f, then (Q,Ind, Res)
s a categorification of the A-bialgebra of.

Proof. Recall that the pair (x,7) defined in (62) and (64)) gives a new bialgebra structure on
af.

Since (Q,Ind, Res) is a categorification of 4f, there exists a bialgebra isomorphism x :
Af — Ko(Q). Therefore, x @ 1 : 4f @4 A — Ko(Q) ®4 2 is a bialgebra isomorphism. The
bialgebra structure on 4f ®4 A (resp. Ko(Q) ®4 ) can be obtained by field extension.

Recall that there is a bialgebra isomorphism p : 4f ® 424 — (af, *,7) (see Proposition [I6]).
Consider the 2-linear map

b Ko(Q) @42 — (Ko(Q), [Ind], [Res]), L®#" " L.

We want to show that v is a bialgebra isomorphism. It is a bijective map as an 2-linear
map. So it is enough to show that it is a bialgebra homomorphism. Firstly, ¢ is an algebra
homomorphism, since

(L @ )M @) = ([Ind](L, M) @ 7+m) = ¢+ . [Ind] (L, M)
= [Ind)(t" L, t™ M) = [Ind](e)(L x t"), (M x t™)).
Secondly, 1 is a coalgebra homomorphism, because

(¥ x P)([Res|(L @1")) = (¢ x ¢)([Res](L) @ ") = (t" @ 1) - [Res](L).
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On the other hand, we have
[Res](¥(L @1")) = [Res](t" - L) = (t" @ 1) - [Res](L).
Therefore, we have the following diagram,

Af @2 Sk Ko(Q) @4

lp - lw
(af, *,7) —— (Ko(Q), [Ind], [Res]),

where Y = o (xy®1)op~t. Since ¢, x®1, p~! are all bialgebra isomorphisms. This forces
X to be also a bialgebra isomorphism.

Lastly, we show that X : of — (Ko(Q), Ind, Res) is also a bialgebra isomorphism. As a 2-
linear map,  is a bijective map. So it is enough to show that ¥ is a bialgebra homomorphism.
X is an algebra homomorphism, since, for any homogeneous elements L, M € of, we have

X(LM) = ML s« M) = e Ind (X(L), X(M) = Ind(X(L), X (M)
For any L € yf, let us write 7(L) = > L1 ® Ly. Then we have,
X(r(L)) = XL @ L) = B 171N (L) @ (L)) = Res(X(L)).
This finishes the proof. O
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