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INFINITE-LEVEL FOCK SPACES, CRYSTAL BASES, AND TENSOR

PRODUCT OF EXTREMAL WEIGHT MODULES OF TYPE A+∞

JAE-HOON KWON AND SOO-HONG LEE

Abstract. We study the category C generated by extremal weight modules over Uq(gl>0).

We show that C is a tensor category, and give an explicit description of the socle filtration

of tensor product of any two extremal weight modules. This follows from the study of

Fock space F∞⊗M of infinite level, which has commuting actions of a parabolic q-boson

algebra and Up(gl>0) with p = −q−1. It contains a (semisimple) limit of the fermionic

Fock space Fn of level n, which has a q-analogue of Howe duality often called level-rank

duality. To describe the socle filtration of F∞ ⊗ M, we introduce the notion of a sat-

urated crystal valuation, whose existence was observed for example in the embedding

of an extremal weight module into a tensor product of fundamental weight modules of

affine type due to Kashiwara and Beck-Nakajima.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Extremal weight modules. Let Uq(g) be the quantized enveloping algebra associated

with a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra g. An extremal weight module V (λ) for an integral

weight λ is a Uq(g)-module, which can be viewed as a generalization of highest or lowest

weight module. It also has a crystal base and a global crystal basis [17]. Especially when g

This work is supported by the National Research Foundation of Korea(NRF) grant funded by the Korea

government(MSIT) (No.2020R1A5A1016126 and RS-2024-00342349).
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is of affine type and λ is of level zero, V (λ) is isomorphic to a Weyl module introduced in

[6], and they also play an important role in understanding the cell structure of the modified

quantum group of level zero [2, 19].

1.2. A tensor category generated by extremal weight Uq(gl>0)-modules. Suppose

that g = gl>0 is a general linear Lie algebra of infinite rank, which is of type A+∞. Let P be

the set of partitions. Let Vµ,ν denote the extremal weight module V (λ), where (µ, ν) ∈ P2

corresponds to the Weyl group orbit of an integral weight λ for gl>0. In case of gl>0, the

crystal Bµ,ν of Vµ,ν is connected [22], and hence Vµ,ν is irreducible. Let C be the category

of Uq(gl>0)-modules of finite length with irreducible factors Vµ,ν . It is not semisimple, while

the subcategories C± generated by highest weight modules Vµ,∅ and lowest weight modules

V∅,ν , respectively are semisimple whose Grothendieck rings K(C±) are isomorphic to the

ring of symmetric functions.

The main result of this paper is an explicit description of a socle filtration of tensor

product of extremal weight modules in C. We show that C is a tensor category and show

that the multiplicities of simples in each semisimple subquotient of the socle filtration of

Vµ,ν⊗Vσ,τ for (µ, ν), (σ, τ) ∈ P2 are given in terms of Littlewood-Richardson coefficients. In

particular, Vµ,∅⊗V∅,ν is indecomposable with simple socle Vµ,ν , and hence the Grothendieck

ring K(C) is isomorphic to K(C+) ⊗ K(C−) with two natural Z-bases { [Vµ,ν ] |µ, ν ∈ P }
and { [Vσ,∅ ⊗ V∅,τ ] |σ, τ ∈ P }. We give a character formula of [Vµ,ν ] ∈ K(C) in terms of

[Vσ,∅ ⊗ V∅,τ ] with Littlewood-Richardson coefficients.

We should remark that the decomposition of Bµ,ν ⊗ Bσ,τ is given in [22], but it does

not explain in general the tensor structure on C. Indeed, the filtration of Vµ,ν ⊗ Vσ,τ does

not always coincide with the decomposition of Bµ,ν ⊗Bσ,τ . For example, we have non-split

exact sequences

0 −! V(1),(1) −! V∅,(1) ⊗ V(1),∅ −! V∅,∅ −! 0,(1.1)

while we have B(1),(1)
∼= B∅,(1) ⊗ B(1),∅. In general, we have Bµ,ν

∼= B∅,ν ⊗ Bµ,∅ (

Bµ,∅ ⊗ B∅,ν , where the order of tensor product depends on the choice of comultiplcation.

This phenomenon, where a (proper) embedding of modules or crystal lattices induces an

isomorphism of crystals, reminds us of the embedding of an extremal weight module into

certain tensor product of extremal weight modules associated to multiples of fundamental

weights, when g is of affine type (conjectured in [19] and proved in [2]). It is one of our

motivations to understand this non-trivial difference between tensor structures in modules

and crystals.

There is a non-semisimple tensor category of representations of sl∞ with respect to a non-

standrad Borel subalgebra introduced in [28]. This category is defined in a complete different

way, but it has very similar properties as C. For example, the irreducible representations

are parametrized by (µ, ν) ∈ P2, say Vµ,ν , and Vµ,∅ ⊗V∅,ν has the same socle filtration as
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in C, where the tensor structure is studied through a non-semisimple mixed tensor power

of the natural representation and its dual. More recently, it is shown to have a nice homo-

logical property [7] and have an interesting application to categorifying the boson-fermion

correspondence [9]. It would be interesting to explore more direct connection between these

two categories.

1.3. A Fock space of infinite level and a limit of level-rank duality. Let us explain

our results in more details. Our approach to studying the tensor structure on C is to embed

the tensor products Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν into a limit of the Fock space Fn as n ! ∞. Here Fn is a

q-deformed fermionic Fock space of level n, which has a Uq(gl∞)⊗Up(gln)-module structure

with p = −q−1 (cf.[30]) admittimg a q-analogue of (gl∞, gln)-Howe duality [8] (also known

as a level-rank duality).

To have a well-defined limit of Fn with a Up(gl>0)-module structure, we introduce a

parabolic analogue of q-boson algebra Uq(sl∞,0) for gl∞ with respect to its maximal Levi

subalgebra (naturally generalizing the q-boson algebra introduced in [15]). It has a family

of irreducible representations V0(Λµ,ν) parametrized by (µ, ν) ∈ P2, which can be iden-

tified with maximally parabolic Verma modules of Uq(gl∞) as a Q(q)-space. They form

a semisimple category of Uq(sl∞,0)-modules with crystal bases as in the case of the usual

q-boson algebra. Our presentation is given with respect to a general pair of (g, p) for a

symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra g and its parabolic subalgebra p.

Let M = V0(Λ∅,∅) be the irreducible Uq(sl∞,0)-modules corresponding to the trivial

highest weight. By using a Uq(gl∞)-comodule structure of Uq(sl∞,0), we define a directed

system {Fn⊗M}n≥0 with a morphism φn,n+1 : Fn⊗M −! Fn+1⊗M which is Uq(sl∞,0)⊗
Up(gln)-linear, and let

F∞ ⊗M = lim
−!
n

Fn ⊗M.

First, we prove the following decomposition:

(1.2) F∞ ⊗M =
⊕

(µ,ν)∈P2

V0(Λµ,ν)⊗ (Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν),

which is a non-semisimple Uq(gl∞)⊗Up(gl>0)-module (Theorem 6.7). Using the Uq(sl∞,0)⊗
Up(gln)-crystal structure of Fn⊗M, we then construct a filtration { (F∞ ⊗M)≥−d }d≥0 of

Uq(sl∞,0)⊗Up(gl>0)-submodules, and show that it has the following semisimple subquotient:

(1.3)
(F∞ ⊗M)≥−d

(F∞ ⊗M)>−d

∼=
⊕

(µ,ν)∈P2

⊕

(ζ,η)∈P
2

|µ|−|ζ|=|ν|−|η|=d

(V0(Λµ,ν)⊗ Vζ,η)
⊕nµ,ν

ζ,η ,

with nµ,νζ,η =
∑
σ c

µ
σζc

ν
ση, where c

α
βγ is the Littleweeod-Richardson coefficient (Theorem 8.7).

In particular, when d = 0, we obtain the following decomposition

(1.4) (F∞ ⊗M)≥−0
∼=

⊕

(µ,ν)∈P2

V0(Λµ,ν)⊗ Vµ,ν ,
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which can be viewed as a limit of the level-rank duality on the Fock space Fn. A combina-

torial crystal model for (1.4) (without existence of the associated representation) is given in

[22]. Note that both F∞ ⊗M and its proper semisimple submodule (F∞ ⊗ M)≥−0 have

crystal bases whose crystals are isomorphic.

1.4. Saturated crystal valuation and socle filtration. Next we prove that { (F∞ ⊗
M)≥−d }d≥0 is the socle filtration of F∞ ⊗M (Theorem 8.23), that is,

(1.5) V◦
d = soc(Vd),

where

V◦
d =

(F∞ ⊗M)≥−d

(F∞ ⊗M)>−d
⊂ Vd =

F∞ ⊗M
(F∞ ⊗M)>−d

.

For this, we introduce and systematically use the notion of saturated crystal valuation. It

is motivated by an observation that an A0-submodule of a non-semisimple object may induce

only a Q-basis of its proper submodule at q = 0 as in the case of (1.1) or (F∞ ⊗M)≥−0 ⊂
F∞ ⊗M, where A0 is the subring of f(q) ∈ Q(q) regular at q = 0. Let v be a valuation

on a Q(q)-space V , which is equivalent to an A0-submodule L of V (not necessarily free)

with no element divisible by q infinitely many times. We call L a crystal valuation if it is

stable under crystal operators and compatible with weight space decomposition when they

are available, and say that the crystal valuation L is saturated with respect to a submodule

V ◦ when L is a maximal A0-submodule of V that restricts to L ◦ := L ∩ V . Indeed, this

is equivalent to the condition that the natural inclusion L ◦
−! L induces an isomorphism

of Q-spaces at q = 0.

We show that there exists a crystal valuation v∞
−d on Vd saturated with respect to V◦

d

(Theorem 8.9 and Theorem 8.18). The existence of v∞
−d is obtained by analyzing the behavior

of the canonical crystal valuations on the semisimple Uq(sl∞,0)⊗ Up(gln)-module Fn ⊗M
under the morphisms in the directed system and then taking a limit of appropriately shifted

valuations on Fn ⊗M. This proof is the technical heart of the paper.

Then we prove (1.5) by using the sequence of subquotients associated to a filtration of

Fn ⊗M whose limit is V◦
d (1.3), and the saturatedness of the crystal valuation on Vd.

Now, it follows from the multiplicity space of V0(Λµ,ν) in (1.2) and (1.3) that

(1.6)
socd+1(Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν)

socd(Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν)
∼=

⊕

(ζ,η)∈P
2

|µ|−|ζ|=|ν|−|η|=d

V
⊕nµ,ν

ζ,η

ζ,η ,

where nµ,νζ,η is the one given in (1.3) (Theorem 8.25 ). In particular, this implies that Vµ,∅ ⊗
V∅,ν is indecomposable. By taking restriction of the saturated crystal valuation on Vd, we
obtain a saturated crystal valuation on Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν/soc

d(Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν) for d ∈ Z≥0, whose

existence is a result of its own interest. We also have the same result for V∅,ν ⊗ Vµ,∅. As

applications of (1.6), we obtain the character formula of [Vµ,ν ] ∈ K(C), and an explicit

description of the socle filtration of Vµ,ν ⊗ Vσ,τ for any µ, ν, σ, τ ∈ P (Theorem 8.31).
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1.5. The organization. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we briefly review

necessary background. In Section 3, we introduce the notion of a parabolic q-boson algebra

and its integrable representations in a general setting. Then we prove the semisimplicity

and existence of a crystal base of an integrable representation. In Section 4, we recall the

crystals of extremal weight modules of Uq(gl>0), and give a filtration of Vµ,∅⊗V∅,ν, which is

weaker than the socle filtration, by standard arguments using canonical basis. In Section 5,

we define the Fock space Fn as a semi-infinite limit of a q-deformed exterior algebra. In

Section 6, we define a Fock space F∞ ⊗ M, and prove the decomposition (1.2). We also

define a filtration on F∞⊗M. In Section 7, we introduce the notion of a (saturated) crystal

valuation, and prove the decomposition of a crystal valuation with respect to an isotypic

decomposition of an integrable representation. In Section 8, we prove the decomposition of

the subquotients (1.3). Finally, we prove the existence of a saturated crystal valuation on

Vd by which we prove that the filtration on F∞ ⊗M is the socle filtration (1.5).

2. Preliminary

2.1. Quantized enveloping algebras. Let A = (aij)i,j∈I be a symmetrizable generalized

Cartan matrix indexed by a set I, possibly infinite. Let P∨ be the dual weight lattice, and

Π∨ = { hi | i ∈ I } ⊂ P∨ the set of simple coroots. We assume that P∨/ZΠ∨ has a finite

rank. Let P = { f ∈ HomZ(P
∨,Z) | f(hi) = 0 for all but finitely many i ∈ I }, the restricted

dual of P∨ with respect to Π∨, be the weight lattice, and Π = {αi | i ∈ I } ⊂ P the set of

simple roots, which are linearly independent, such that 〈hi, αj〉 = aij for i, j ∈ I.

Let ( , ) be a symmetric bilinear form on P such that (αi, αi) ∈ 2Z+ for i ∈ I, (αi, αj) ≤ 0

for i 6= j, and 〈hi, λ〉 = 2(αi, λ)/(αi, αi) for i ∈ I and λ ∈ P . Let g be the Kac-Moody

algebra associated with the Cartan datum (A,P, P∨,Π,Π∨, (, )). Let W be the Weyl group

of g generated by the simple reflection si, where si(λ) = λ − 〈hi, λ〉αi for λ ∈ P . Let

Q =
⊕

i∈I Zαi, and Q± = ±⊕i∈I Z≥0αi, and let ≥ denote the usual partial order on P .

Let P+ = {λ ∈ P | 〈hi, λ〉 ∈ Z≥0 (i ∈ I) } be the set of dominant integral weights.

Let q be an indeterminate. For i ∈ I, put qi = q(αi,αi)/2. For a ∈ Z≥0 and i ∈ I, let

[a]i =
qai −q

−a
i

qi−q
−1
i

and [a]i! = [a]i[a − 1]i . . . [1]i (a ≥ 1) with [0]i = 1. If A is symmetric and

(αi, αi) = 2 for all i ∈ I, then we simply write [a]i = [a].

Let Uq(g) be the associated quantized enveloping algebra, which is an associative Q(q)-

algebra generated by ei, fi, q
h for i ∈ I and h ∈ P∨ subject to the following relations:

q0 = 1, qh+h
′

= qhqh
′

,

qheiq
−h = q〈h,αi〉ei, qhfiq

−h = q−〈h,αi〉fi,

eifj − fjei = δij
ti − t−1

i

qi − q−1
i

,
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cij∑

k=0

(−1)ke
(k)
i eje

(cij−k)
i =

cij∑

k=0

(−1)kf
(k)
i fjf

(cij−k)
i = 0,

where ti = q(αi,αi)hi/2, e
(k)
i = eki /[k]i!, f

(k)
i = fki /[k]i!, and cij = 1− aij for i, j ∈ I. Unless

otherwise specified, we regard Uq(g) as a Hopf algebra with respect to the comultiplication

∆ and the antipode S given by

∆(qh) = qh ⊗ qh,

∆(ei) = 1⊗ ei + ei ⊗ t−1
i ,

∆(fi) = fi ⊗ 1 + ti ⊗ fi,

S(qh) =q−h, S(ei) = −eiti, S(fi) = −t−1
i fi,

for i ∈ I and h ∈ P∨, where ∆ = ∆− is often called the lower comultiplication. Let ∆+ be

a comultiplication of Uq(g) by

∆+(q
h) = qh ⊗ qh,

∆+(ei) = ei ⊗ 1 + ti ⊗ ei,

∆+(fi) = 1⊗ fi + fi ⊗ t−1
i ,

which is called upper comultiplication. Let ∆op
± := σ ◦∆± be the comultiplications where σ

is a map σ(x⊗ y) = y ⊗ x.

We denote by U±
q (g) the subalgebra generated by ei and fi (i ∈ I), respectively, which

is graded by Q±, and denote by U0
q (g) the subalgebra generated by qh (h ∈ P∨). We put

U≤0
q (g) = U−

q (g)U0
q (g) and U

≥0
q (g) = U+

q (g)U0
q (g).

Let A = Z[q, q−1], and let Uq(g)A be the A-subalgebra of Uq(g) generated by e
(k)
i and

f
(k)
i for 0 ≤ i ≤ n and k ∈ Z≥0.

Let τ± : Uq(g) ! Uq(g) be Q(q)-linear anti-automorphisms defined by

(2.1) τ±(ei) = q±1
i t±1

i fi, τ±(fi) = q±1
i t∓1

i ei, τ±(q
h) = qh, for i ∈ I and h ∈ P∨.

Then we have (τ± ⊗ τ±) ◦∆± = ∆± ◦ τ±.

2.2. Crystal bases. Let us briefly recall the notion of crystal base and its properties [15,

17, 18]. Let V be an integrable Uq(g)-module. In other words, V has a weight space

decomposition V =
⊕

µ∈P Vµ, where Vµ = { v | qhv = q〈h,µ〉v (h ∈ P∨) }, and ei, fi (i ∈ I)

act locally nilpotently on V . We write wt(v) = µ for v ∈ Vµ.

Let i ∈ I be given. For a weight vector v ∈ V , we may write v =
∑

k≥0 f
(k)
i vk, where each

vk satisfies eivk = 0. The (lower) crystal operators ẽlowi , f̃ low
i or simply ẽi, f̃i, are defined by

(2.2) ẽiv =
∑

k≥1

f
(k−1)
i vk, f̃iv =

∑

k≥0

f
(k+1)
i vk.
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and the upper crystal operators ẽ up
i , f̃ up

i are given by

(2.3) ẽ up
i v =

∑

k≥1

q−lk+2k−1
i f

(k−1)
i vk, f̃ up

i v =
∑

k≥0

qlk−2k−1
i f

(k+1)
i vk,

where lk = 〈hi,wt(vk)〉.
Let A0 be the subring of Q(q) consisting of f(q) regular at q = 0. A lower crystal base of

V is a pair (L,B), where L is an A0-lattice of V , and B is a Q-basis of L/qL satisfying

(1) L =
⊕

µ∈P Lµ and B =
⊔
µ∈P Bµ, where Lµ = L ∩ Vµ and Bµ = B ∩ (L/qL)µ,

(2) ẽiL ⊂ L, f̃iL ⊂ L and ẽiB ⊂ B ∪ {0}, f̃iB ⊂ B ∪ {0} for i ∈ I,

(3) f̃ib = b′ if and only if ẽib
′ = b for i ∈ I and b, b′ ∈ B,

while an upper crystal base of V is defined with respect to (2.3). We call B a crystal of V .

We call an A0-lattice L of V satisfying (1) and (2) a crystal lattice of V .

For i ∈ I, let e′i, e
′′
i : U−

q (g) −! U−
q (g) be the Q(q)-linear maps given by

(2.4) [ei, u] =
tie

′′
i (u)− t−1

i e′i(u)

qi − q−1
i

,

for homogeneous u ∈ U−
q (g). Note that ir(u) = e′′i (u) and ri(u) = q

〈hi,wtP 〉+2
i e′i(u), where

ir, ri are given in [26]. We may also write u =
∑

k≥0 f
(k)
i vk, where each vk satisfies e′ivk = 0.

Then the crystal operators on U−
q (g) are defined as in (2.2) and a crystal base of U−

q (g) is

defined in the same way. Then U−
q (g) has a unique crystal base (L (∞),B(∞)).

Let Vi be integrable Uq(g)-modules with lower or upper crystal bases (Li, Bi) (i = 1, 2).

Then the tensor product rule states that (L1⊗L2, B1⊗B2) is a crystal base of V1⊗V2 such

that

ẽi(b1 ⊗ b2) =




ẽib1 ⊗ b2, if ϕi(b1) ≥ εi(b2),

b1 ⊗ ẽib2, if ϕi(b1) < εi(b2),

f̃i(b1 ⊗ b2) =




f̃ib1 ⊗ b2, if ϕi(b1) > εi(b2),

b1 ⊗ f̃ib2, if ϕi(b1) ≤ εi(b2),

(2.5)

for i ∈ I and b1 ⊗ b2 ∈ B1 ⊗ B2, where εi(b) = max{k ≥ 0 | ẽki b 6= 0} and ϕi(b) = max{k ≥
0 | f̃ki b 6= 0} for b ∈ B1, B2.

A weight vector v ∈ Vλ is called i-extremal (i ∈ I) if eiv = 0 or fiv = 0. If v is i-extremal,

we define

(2.6) Siv =




f
(〈hi,λ〉)
i v if eiv = 0

e
(−〈hi,λ〉)
i v if fiv = 0

A weight vector v ∈ V is called an extremal vector if there exists {vw}w∈W such that vws

are i-extremal for all i ∈ I, and

ve = v, Sivw = vsiw,
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for i ∈ I, w ∈ W . An element of a crystal is also called extremal if it satisfies the same

condition, where e
(n)
i and f

(n)
i are replaced by ẽni and f̃ni , respectively.

For λ ∈ P , let V (λ) be the Uq(g)-module generated by uλ subject to the relations that

uλ is an extremal vector of weight λ [17]. Note that V (λ) is a highest weight module if

λ ∈ P+. It is shown in [17] that V (λ) has a crystal base (L (λ),B(λ)) and a global crystal

basis or canonical basis G(λ) = {Gλ(b) | b ∈ B(λ) }. We often assume that uλ ∈ B(λ)λ

(mod qL (λ)).

Suppose that λ ∈ P+. Then the canonical projection πλ : U−
q (g) ! V (λ) restricts to

πλ|L (∞) : L (∞) ! L (λ), and induces πλ : B(∞) ! B(λ)⊔{0}. There is a unique bilinear

form 〈·, ·〉 on V (λ), called the q-Shapovalov form, which is characterized by

(2.7) 〈uλ, uλ〉 = 1, 〈uv, w〉 = 〈v, τ−(u)w〉,

for u ∈ Uq(g), v, w ∈ V (λ). We have 〈L (λ),L (λ)〉 ∈ A0, and L (λ) = {v ∈ V (λ) | 〈v,L (λ)〉 ∈
A0} (cf. [15]). Also recall that, for b ∈ B(λ), and m ≥ 0, we have

(2.8) f
(m)
i Gλ(b) ∈

⊕

b′∈B(λ)wt b−mαi

q
−m(εi(b

′)+m)
i A0Gλ(b

′).

Let V be an integrable Uq(g)-module with a crystal base (L (V ),B(V )). Let B (V )
h.w.

=

{b ∈ B(V ) | ẽib = 0 for all i ∈ I}, and for ν ∈ P , let B (V )
h.w.
≥ν = {b ∈ B (V )

h.w. | wt(b) ≥
ν}. The following lemma can be easily proved, and its analogues with respect to crystal

operators for other algebras will be frequently used later.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that V has finite dimensional weight spaces and wt(V ), the set of

weights of V , is finitely dominated. For each b ∈ B (V )
h.w.

, choose xb ∈ L (V ) such that

xb ≡ b (mod qL (V )). Then

Uq(g)-span of {xb | b ∈ B (V )
h.w.
≥ν } = U−

q (g)-span of {xb | b ∈ B (V )
h.w.
≥ν }

∼=
⊕

b∈B(V )h.w.≥ν

V (wt(b)),

and {xb | b ∈ B (V )
h.w.
≥ν } generates a crystal lattice of

⊕
b∈B(V )h.w.≥ν

V (wt(b)) under ẽi, f̃i for

i ∈ I.

2.3. Quasi-R-matrix, R-matrix, and canonical basis. Let us briefly review necessary

materials on R-matrix and canonical bases of based modules [26].

Let − be the involution of Q-algebras on Uq(g) given by ei = ei, fi = fi, qh = q−h,

and q = q−1 for i ∈ I and h ∈ P∨. Let M and N be Uq(g)-modules with weight space

decomposition.

Let Θ be the quasi-R-matrix [26, Theorem 4.1.2], which is given by

(2.9) Θ = Θ+ =
∑

β∈Q+

Θβ
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such that Θβ is a unique element in U−
q (g)−β⊗U+

q (g)β such that Θ0 = 1⊗1 and ∆+(u)Θ =

Θ∆+(u) for u ∈ Uq(g), where ∆+(u) = ∆+(u) for u ∈ Uq(g). Here, Θ is regarded as an

element in a suitable completion U−
q (g)“⊗ U+

q (g). We remark that the completion used

in [26] is not suitable for g with I infinite. We instead consider a finer completion given

by subspaces U+
q (g)U0

q (g)
∑
ν′≤ν U

−
q (g)−ν′ ⊗ Uq(g) + Uq(g) ⊗ U−

q (g)U0
q (g)

∑
ν′≤ν U

+
q (g)ν′

parametrized by ν ∈ Q+, where Q+ is regarded as a directed set by its poset structure.

Then the statements for Θ in [26] holds for infinite I with respect to this completion.

The quasi-R-matrix Θ yields a universal R-matrix Runiv = R = σΠΘ, where Π is a

Q(q)-linear operator acting on M ⊗ N by Π(m ⊗ n) = q(µ,ν)m ⊗ n, and σ is given by

σ(m ⊗ n) = n⊗m for m ∈ Mµ and n ∈ Nν . Note that we need to extend the base field to

Q(q
1
d ) for d ∈ Z>0 in general, but we can take d = 1 in type A.

We also need an opposite version of the quasi-R-matrix, given by

(2.10) Θ′ = RΠσ = ΠΘopΠ,

where Θop is obtained by applying σ to Θ. Since R−1 = σΠΘ′, this can be viewed as a

quasi-R-matrix constructed out of R−1 instead of R. The following identity follows from

RΘ = R−1Θ′ = σΠ.

Lemma 2.2. We have RΘRΘ = RΘ′RΘ′ = 1.

Remark 2.3. We may also construct Θ,Θ′, and R for other comultiplications. We let

∆± = ∆op
∓ the coproducts twisted by bar-involutions ∆± = − ◦∆± ◦ −. Note that we have

∆± = ∆op
∓ . Let M ⊗±N and M⊗±N be the Uq(g)-module whose module structure is given

by ∆± and ∆±, repectively. These coproducts are related by natural isomorphisms below

M ⊗+ N M ⊗− N

N⊗−M N⊗+M

σ

Π−1

σ

Π−1

(cf. [20, (2.2.9)]). By pulling back R, Θ, and Θ′ along the natural isomorphisms above, we

obtain R⊗∗ ,Θ⊗∗ ,Θ
′
⊗∗

corresponding to each tensor products ⊗∗ = ⊗±,⊗±. For instance,

we have

(2.11) R− := R⊗− = σΘΠ, Θ− := Θ⊗− = Π−1ΘΠ−1, Θ′
− := Θ′

⊗−
= Θop.

Lemma 2.2 also holds in these cases.

Remark 2.4. For a Uq(g)-module M , consider a Uq(g)-module M whose underlying set is

M (we denote its elements by m for m ∈M), and the action of Uq(g) is given by um = um

for u ∈ Uq(g) and m ∈M . By Remark 2.3,

M ⊗+ N ∼=M⊗+N ∼= N ⊗− M.
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We recall the definition of a based module, introduced in [26], where the condition (4)

below is modified so that it is compatible with crystal lattices at q = 0. A lower (resp. upper)

based module is a pair (V,B), where V is an integrable Uq(g)-module with a Q(q)-basis B

satisfying

(1) B ∩ Vλ is a basis of Vλ for λ ∈ P ,

(2) The A-submodule VA generated by B is stable under the action of Uq(g)A,

(3) The Q-linear involution − on V given by c(q)b = c(q−1)b for all c(q) ∈ Q(q) and

b ∈ B is compatible with Uq(g)-action, that is, u v = u v for all u ∈ Uq(g) and v ∈ V ,

(4) The A0-submodule generated by B is stable under lower (resp. upper) crystal op-

erators.

Suppose that there exist Q-linear involutions − on Uq(g)-modules V1 and V2 compatible

with the Uq(g)-action. For v1 ⊗ v2 ∈ V1 ⊗+ V2, we define

(2.12) v1 ⊗ v2 = Θ(v1 ⊗ v2).

In general, (2.12) is well-defined only in a certain completion of V1 ⊗ V2. If (2.12) gives a

well-defined element in V1⊗V2 for all v1⊗v2 (for example, when V1 is a lowest weight module

or V2 is a highest weight module), then it also gives a Q-linear involution on V1 ⊗+ V2, such

that u · (v1 ⊗ v2) = u · v1 ⊗ v2 for u ∈ Uq(g).

One can define a bar-involution on a tensor product of more than two modules by applying

(2.12) inductively, which does not depend on the order of application of (2.12) due to

((1⊗∆+)Θ)Θ23 = ((∆+ ⊗ 1)Θ)Θ12 (see [25, Proposition 4.2.4]): Define Θ(n) as a formal

sum in Uq(g)
⊗n inductively by Θ(2) = Θ and Θ(n) = (∆+ ⊗ 1⊗(n−2))Θ(n−1)(Θ ⊗ 1⊗(n−2))

for n ≥ 3. Then the map

(2.13) v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vn = Θ(n)(v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vn).

for v1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ vn ∈ V1 ⊗+ · · · ⊗+ Vn gives a Q-linear involution compatible with the action

of Uq(g).

The opposite quasi-R-matrix Θ′ of (2.10) also satisfies the following so that it can be

used to define an involution on a Uq(g)-module V1 ⊗+ V2 as well.

Lemma 2.5. For u ∈ Uq(g), we have the following identities:

∆+(u)Θ
′ = Θ′∆+(u), ((1⊗∆+)Θ

′) Θ′23 = ((∆+ ⊗ 1)Θ′)Θ′12.

Proof. By the natural isomorphism Π in Remark 2.3, one has ∆+(u)Π = Π∆
op

+ (u). Then,

(2.14)

∆+(u)ΠΘ
op
Π = Π∆op

+ (u)Θ
op
Π == ΠΘop∆op

+ (u)Π = ΠΘ
op
∆op

+ (u)Π = ΠΘ
op
Π∆+(u),
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which proves the first identity. Next, using (2.14) and the fact that Π(3) := (1⊗∆)(Π)(1⊗Π)

is symmetric on each tensor component, we have

((1⊗∆+)Θ
′) Θ′23 = ((1⊗∆+)Π)

Ä
(1⊗∆+)Θ

opä
Π(3)
Ä
1⊗Θ

opä
(1⊗Π)

= Π(3)
Ä
(1 ⊗∆

op

+ )Θ
opä Ä

1⊗Θ
opä

Π(3),

and then
Ä
(1⊗∆

op

+ )Θ
opä Ä

1⊗Θ
opä

= ((∆+ ⊗ 1)Θ) (Θ ⊗ 1)
321

yields the second identity,

where (v1 ⊗ v2 ⊗ v3)
321 = v3 ⊗ v2 ⊗ v1. �

Remark 2.6. By the natural isomorphisms in Remark 2.3, we can also define a bar-

involution on V1 ⊗− V2 using Θ− or Θ′
− in (2.11).

The following is proved in [26] for g finite type, and for arbitrary g in [4], in case of ⊗+.

Theorem 2.7 (cf. [4, Theorem 2.7]). Suppose that (Vi, Bi) (i = 1, 2) are upper (resp.

lower) based modules such that either V1 is a lowest (resp. highest) weight module or V2 is

a highest (resp. lowest) weight module. Let Li be the A0-span of Bi. Then there exists a

unique basis B1 ♦B2 = { b1 ♦ b2 | bi ∈ Bi } of V1 ⊗+ V2 (resp. V1 ⊗− V2), such that

(1) b1 ♦ b2 ≡ b1 ⊗ b2 (mod q(L1 ⊗ L2)),

(2) b1 ♦ b2 = b1 ♦ b2,

where the bar-involution on V1 ⊗+ V2 (resp. V1 ⊗− V2) is given by using Θ+ (resp. Θ′
−).

Furthermore, V1 ⊗+ V2 (resp. V1 ⊗− V2) is an upper (resp. lower) based module with respect

to B1 ♦B2.

Proof. In the case of ⊗+, the existence of B1 ♦B2 is proved in [4], and the stability of a

crystal lattice in this case is a result of a tensor product rule (2.5). The case of ⊗− can be

proved following arguments in [4] by changing the role of highest and lowest weight modules,

since Θ′
− now lies in a completion of U+

q (g)⊗ U−
q (g), and for a weight vector u ∈ U−

q (g),

∆−(u) = u⊗ 1 +
∑

wt u1>wt u

cu1,u1u1 ⊗ u2
(
u1, u2 ∈ U−

q (g)
)
.

�

3. Parabolic q-boson algebras

3.1. Definition and basic properties. We keep the notations in Section 2. Let J be a

subset of I such that Jc := I \ J is finite. Let (AJ = (aij)i,j∈J , P
∨
J , PJ ,Π

∨
J ,ΠJ , (·, ·)) be a

Cartan datum of a submatrix AJ of A such that Π∨
J = { hj | j ∈ J } ⊂ Π∨. Then there exists

a canonical projection P ! PJ . Let l = gJ be the Kac-Moody algbra associated with the

submatrix AJ = (aij)i,j∈J . We may regard l as a subalgebra of g, and let p = l + b denote

the parabolic subalgebra, where b is the (positive) Borel subalgebra of g.
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Let Uq(g, p) be an associative Q(q)-algebra generated by e′i, ej , fl, q
h for i ∈ Jc, j ∈ J ,

l ∈ I, and h ∈ P∨
J subject to the following relations:

q0 = 1, qh+h
′

= qhqh
′

(h, h′ ∈ P∨
J ),

qhe′iq
−h = q〈h,αi〉e′i, qhejq

−h = q〈h,αj〉ej, qhflq
−h = q−〈h,αl〉fl,

ejfl − flej = δjl
tj − t−1

j

qj − q−1
j

, e′ifl = q−〈hi,αl〉fle
′
i + δil,

Si1,i2(e
′
i1 , e

′
i2) = Sl1,l2(fl1 , fl2) = Sj1,j2(ej1 , ej2) = 0 (i1, i2 ∈ Jc, j1, j2 ∈ J, l1, l2 ∈ I),

S
−
i,j(e

′
i, ej) = S

+
j,i(ej , e

′
i) = 0,

where tj = q(αj ,αj)hj/2 and

Ss,t(x, y) =
∑

a+b=cst

(−1)ax(a)yx(b),

S
±
s,t(x, y) =

∑

a+b=cst

(−1)aq±a(αs,αt)x(a)yx(b),

with x
(a)
l = xal /[a]l! for x = e, e′, f . We call Uq(g, p) the parabolic q-boson algebra associated

to (g, p). If J = ∅, then Uq(g, p) is equal to the algebra of q-bosons denoted by Bq(g) in [15].

Let U−
q (g, p) be the subalgebra of Uq(g, p) generated by fl (l ∈ I), and let U+

q (g, p) be

the subalgebra generated by e′i, ej (i ∈ Jc, j ∈ J), where Uq(g, p)
± is naturally graded by

Q±. Let U
0
q (g, p) be the subalgebra generated by qh (h ∈ P∨

J ).

Lemma 3.1. There is an isomorphism of Q(q)-spaces U−
q (g, p) ⊗ U0

q (g, p) ⊗ U+
q (g, p) !

Uq(g, p), which is given by multiplication.

Proof. We may assume that P∨
J = ZΠ∨

J , since the general case follows from this case. It is

done by slightly modifying the arguments in [26, Chapter 15]. Let Uq = Uq(g). Let B̃+q be

an associative Q(q)-algebra generated by e
′
i, ej (i ∈ Jc, j ∈ J) subject to the same relations

for e′i, ej in Uq(g, p). Then it is straightforward to check that there exists an embedding of

Q(q)-algebras

B̃
+
q

// U≥0
q := U0

qU
+
q

e
′
i

✤

// e′i := −(qi − q−1
i )tiei

ej
✤

// ej

for i ∈ Jc and j ∈ J . So we may identify B̃
+
q with its image in U≥0

q , which is generated by

e′i, ej (i ∈ Jc, j ∈ J). Let

(3.1) B̃q = U−
q B̃

0
q B̃

+
q = B̃

+
q B̃

0
q U

−
q ⊂ Uq,

where B̃
0
q denote the Q(q)-subalgebra of U0

q generated by ti, q
h (i ∈ Jc, h ∈ P∨

J ). From

the triangular decomposition of Uq, the multiplication in Uq yields an isomorphism of Q(q)-

spaces U−
q ⊗ B̃

0
q ⊗ B̃

+
q −! U−

q B̃
0
q B̃

+
q . We define Bq to be the quotient of B̃q by the two-sided
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ideal I generated by ti (i ∈ Jc), and denote by B
+
q , B

−
q and B

0
q the images of B̃+q , U

−
q , and

B̃
0
q, respectively. Indeed, we have B̃

+
q
∼= B

+
q and B̃

−
q
∼= U−

q . Then there exists a well-defined

homomorphism of Q(q)-algebras

Uq(g, p) // Bq(3.2)

from Uq(g, p) to Bq sending e
′
i, ej, tj to e

′
i, ej , kj (in Uq(g) with the same notations) for i ∈ Jc

and j ∈ J . Since we have B
−
q ⊗ B

0
q ⊗ B

+
q

∼= Bq as a Q(q)-space, the map in (3.2) is an

isomorphism. Hence we obtain the required isomorphism. �

Proposition 3.2. There is a homomorphism of Q(q)-algebras ∆ = ∆− : Uq(g, p) ! Uq(g)⊗
Uq(g, p) such that

∆(qh) = qh ⊗ qh,

∆(e′i) = −(qi − q−1
i )tiei ⊗ 1 + ti ⊗ e′i,

∆(ej) = ej ⊗ t−1
j + 1⊗ ej,

∆(fl) = fl ⊗ 1 + tl ⊗ fl,

for i ∈ Jc, j ∈ J , and l ∈ I, and h ∈ P∨
J . Hence Uq(g, p) becomes a left Uq(g)-comodule

algebra.

Proof. We may assume that P∨
J = ZΠ∨

J , since the general case follows from this case. We

see from the definition of B̃q in the proof of the previous lemma that ∆(B̃q) ⊂ Uq ⊗ B̃q and

∆(I) ⊂ I ⊗ I. This induces a well-defined map ∆ : Bq −! Uq ⊗ Bq given by the above

formula. �

There exists an anti-involution τ = τ− of Uq(g, p) defined by

(3.3) τ(qh) = qh, τ(e′i) = (1− q2i )fi, τ(ej) = qjfjt
−1
j , τ(fi) =

1

1− q2i
e′i, τ(fj) = qjejtj ,

for i ∈ Jc and j ∈ J , and h ∈ P∨
J . Then we can check the following.

Proposition 3.3. We have (τ ⊗ τ) ◦ ∆− = ∆− ◦ τ as homomorphisms of Q(q)-algebras

Uq(g, p) ! Uq(g)⊗ Uq(g, p), where τ on Uq(g) on the left hand side is equal to τ− in (2.1).

Remark 3.4. We may also define a parabolic q-boson algerbra associated with ∆+ of

Uq(g). Let Uq(g, p)
up be a Q(q)-algebra generated by e′′i , ej, fl, q

h for i ∈ Jc, j ∈ J, l ∈ I,

and h ∈ P∨
J , subject to the same relations for ej , fl, q

h in Uq(g, p), and

e′′i fl = q〈hi,αl〉fle
′′
i + δil,

Si1,i2(e
′′
i1 , e

′′
i2) = S

+
i,j(e

′′
i , ej) = S

−
i,j(ei, e

′′
j ) = 0 (i1, i2, i ∈ Jc, j ∈ J).

There exists an isomorphism of Q-algebras − : Uq(g, p) ! Uq(g, p)
up given by e′i 7! e′′i , ej 7!

ej , fl 7! fl, q
h
7! q−h, and q 7! q−1. Lemma 3.1 holds for Uq(g, p)

up, and ∆+ induces a
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homomorphism of Q(q)-algebras ∆+ : Uq(g, p)
up

! Uq(g, p)
up ⊗ Uq(g) given by

∆+(q
h) = qh ⊗ qh,

∆+(e
′′
i ) = e′′i ⊗ t−1

i + 1⊗ (qi − q−1
i )t−1

i ei,

∆+(ej) = ej ⊗ 1 + tj ⊗ ej,

∆+(fl) = fl ⊗ t−1
l + 1⊗ fl,

for i ∈ Jc, j ∈ J , and l ∈ I, and h ∈ P∨
J . Similarly, there exists an anti-involution τ+ of

Uq(g, p)
up defined by

τ+(q
h) = qh, τ+(e

′′
i ) = (1 − q−2

i )fi, τ+(ej) = qjtjfj,

τ+(fi) =
1

1− q−2
i

e′′i , τ+(fj) = qjt
−1
j ej ,

for i ∈ Jc and j ∈ J , and h ∈ P∨
J . Then we have (τ+⊗τ+)◦∆+ = ∆+◦τ+ as homomorphisms

of Q(q)-algebras Uq(g, p)
up

! Uq(g, p)
up ⊗ Uq(g).

3.2. Integrable representations. Let Uq(l) be the quantized enveloping algebra associ-

ated to (AJ , P
∨
J , PJ ,Π

∨
J ,ΠJ , (·, ·)). We regard it as a subalgebra of Uq(g) generated by

ei, fi, q
h for i ∈ J and h ∈ P∨

J . By the isomorphism (3.2), we may also regard it as a

subalgebra of Uq(g, p).

Let OUq(g,p)
be the category of Uq(g, p)-modules V such that

(1) V has a weight space decomposition V =
⊕

λ∈PJ
Vλ with respect to U0

q (g, p),

(2) given v ∈ V , U+
q (g, p)βv = 0 for all but finitely many β ∈ Q+,

and let Oint
Uq(g,p)

be the subcategory of OUq(g,p)
consisting of V such that

(3) V is integrable as a Uq(l)-module, that is, ei, fi (i ∈ Jc) act locally nilpotently.

We call V ∈ Oint
Uq(g,p)

an integrable Uq(g, p)-module. We call a non-zero weight vector v ∈ V

singular if U+
q (g, p)v = 0.

For λ ∈ P+
J , let Vl(λ) be the irreducible highest weight Uq(l)-module with highest weight

λ. We regard Vl(λ) as a module over the subalgebra Uq(l)U
+
q (g, p) of Uq(g, p) by letting

e′iuλ = 0 for i ∈ Jc, where uλ is a highest weight vector of Vl(λ). Let

(3.4) VJ (λ) = Uq(g, p)⊗Uq(l)U≥0
q (g,p)

Vl(λ),

where U≥0
q (g, p) = U0

q (g, p)U
+
q (g, p). Since Uq(l)U

≥0
q (g, p) ∼= U−

q (l)⊗U≥0
q (g, p) and Uq(g, p)

∼=
U−
q (g)⊗ U≥0

q (g, p) as Q(q)-spaces, we have as Q(q)-spaces

(3.5) VJ (λ) ∼= U−
q (g)⊗U−

q (l) Vl(λ)
∼= U−

q (g)

¡∑
j∈J

U−
q (g)f

〈hj ,λ〉+1
j .

Lemma 3.5. For λ ∈ P+
J , VJ (λ) is a Uq(g, p)-module in Oint

Uq(g,p)
.
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Proof. It is clear from (3.4) that VJ (λ) belongs to OUq(g,p)
, so it suffices to show the

condition (3). This follows from the fact that VJ (λ) is generated by a singular vector 1⊗uλ

as a U−
q (g)-module, and the identity (3.4.1) of [14]. �

The following lemma justifies our notation e′i for the generator of Uq(g, p).

Lemma 3.6. Let u ∈ U−
q (g) be given. Under the identification of (3.5), the action of e′i

on the image of u in VJ (λ) equals the image of e′i(u) for i ∈ Jc, where e′i is understood as a

linear endomorphism of U−
q (g) defined in (2.4).

Proof. For u ∈ U−
q (g), we can prove e′iu − q

〈hi wt u〉
i ue′i = e′i(u) by induction on the height

of wt(u), where both sides are understood as an element of Uq(g, p). Then e′i(u ⊗ uλ) =

e′iu⊗ uλ = (e′iu− q
〈hi,wt u〉
i ue′i)⊗ uλ = e′(u)⊗ uλ, and the statement follows. �

Remark 3.7. We may define the category Oint
Uq(g,p)

up of integrable Uq(g, p)
up-modules and

VJ (λ) for λ ∈ P+
J in the same way. We have an analogue of Lemma 3.6 with e′i replaced by

e′′i in (2.4).

3.3. Complete reducibility. Let us introduce an analogue of the quantum Casimir oper-

ator on Uq(g, p)-modules, which is defined in a similar way as in [26].

For α ∈ Q+, let U
+
q (g)≥α =

⊕
β≥αU

+
q (g)

β
and U+

q (g, p)
≥α

=
⊕

β≥α U
+
q (g, p)

β
. Let “Uq(g)

be the inverse limit of an inverse system (Uq(g)/U
≤0
q (g)U+

q (g)≥α)α∈Q+ with respect to the

maps fαβ : Uq(g)/U
≤0
q (g)U+

q (g)≥β ! Uq(g)/U
≤0
q (g)U+

q (g)≥α indexed by a directed set Q+.

Let “Uq(g, p) be defined in a similar way with respect to {Uq(g, p)/U≤0
q (g, p)U+

q (g, p)≥β |β ∈
Q+}. Let

(3.6) Ω = m((S+ ⊗ 1)Θ+),

where m denotes the multiplication in Uq(g), Θ+ is given in (2.9), and S+ is the antipode

for ∆+ given by S+ = (S)−1 with S(u) = S(u) for u ∈ Uq(g). It is a well-defined element in

“Uq(g).

Lemma 3.8. Ω induces a well-defined element in “Uq(g, p) satisfying
(1) ejΩ = t2jΩej, fjΩ = t−2

j Ωfj, q
hΩ = Ωqh for j ∈ J and h ∈ QJ ,

(2) e′iΩ = Ωfi = 0 for i ∈ Jc.

Proof. Let B̃q be the subalgebra of Uq(g) given in (3.1). We define the completion B̃
∧

q in a

similar way. We may regard B̃
∧

q as a subalgebra “Uq(g), and “Uq(g, p) is a quotient of B̃
∧

q by

the two-sided ideal I
∧

generated by ti (i ∈ Jc).

Recall from [26, 4.1] that we have

(Θ+)β =
∑

b∈Bβ

cbb
∗ ⊗ b (β ∈ Q+),
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for some cb ∈ Q(q), where Bβ is a Q(q)-basis of U+
q (g)β and B∗

β := { b∗ | b ∈ Bβ } is a dual

basis of U−
q (g)−β , and hence

Ω =
∑

b∈Bβ

cbS+(b
∗)b.

Since S+(fi) = −fiti for i ∈ I, we see that S+(b
∗)b ∈ B̃q, and Ω induces a well-defined

element in B̃
∧

q , which we still denote by Ω.

Now, the equations in (1) follow from [26, 6.1.2]. This also implies e′iΩ = Ωfi = 0 in

“Uq(g, p) since e′iΩ = t2iΩe
′
i and t

2
i fiΩ = Ωfi in B̃q (i ∈ Jc), which belong to I

∧

. This proves

(2). �

Remark 3.9. Although Uq(g, p) is compatible with ∆− (for example, Proposition 3.2 and

Proposition 3.3), we have to use Ω associated to ∆+ in order to have Ω ∈ B̃
∧

q . Indeed, the

quantum Casimir element associated with ∆− does not induce a well-defined element in B̃
∧

q .

Let V ∈ OUq(g,p)
be given. Let Ξ be a linear operator on V given by Ξv = q(λ+2ρ,λ)v for

v ∈ Vλ, where ρ ∈ P is given by (ρ, αi) = (αi, αi)/2 for i ∈ I.

Proposition 3.10. We have the following.

(1) If v ∈ Vλ is singular, then ΩΞv = q(λ+2ρ,λ)v.

(2) ΩΞ commutes with the Uq(l)-action on V .

Proof. (1) is clear from the definition of Ω. (2) follows from Lemma 3.8 (1). �

Proposition 3.11. If V is generated by a singular vector, then V is irreducible. In partic-

ular, VJ (λ) is irreducible for λ ∈ P+
J .

Proof. Let v be a singular vector of weight λ, which generates V . Suppose that there is a

proper submodule W . Then W has a singular vector w ∈ U−
q (g, p)v of weight µ.

Let u ∈ U−
q (g, p) be such that uv = w. By Proposition 3.10(1), we have (λ + 2ρ, λ) =

(µ + 2ρ, µ). Since λ ≥ µ and µ ∈ P+
J , we have λ = µ by standard arguments (cf. [14]),

and hence u is a linear combination of monomials in fi’s (i ∈ Jc). Since W is a proper

submodule, u is not a constant and Ωu = 0 by Lemma 3.8(2). So ΩΞw = 0, which is again

a contradiction. �

Lemma 3.12. The following identities hold on V :

ΩΞΩ = ΩlΞΩ = ΩΞΩl,

where Ωl denotes the Casimir element (3.6) for Uq(l).

Proof. It suffices to show that the identities hold for v ∈ Vλ. Since Ξ is a scalar multipli-

cation, the statement follows from Lemma 3.8(2). �
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Theorem 3.13. The category Oint
Uq(g,p)

is semisimple with irreducibles VJ (λ) for λ ∈ P+
J .

Proof. Let V ∈ Oint
Uq(g,p)

, and let V ′ be the submodule generated by the singular vectors.

Then V ′ is semisimple by Proposition 3.11. We claim that V = V ′.

Suppose that V 6= V ′. There exists a nonzero v ∈ V of weight µ, which gives a singular

vector of V/V ′. Consider a Uq(l)-submodule W generated by Ωv. Since W is a semisimple

Uq(l)-module, we may write Ωv = v1 + · · · + vn, where v1, . . . , vn belong to mutually non-

isomorphic isotypic components. Hence ΩlΞvi = qaivi for ai ∈ Q (i = 1, . . . , n), where

a1, . . . , an are pairwise distinct. By Proposition 3.10 (1) and Lemma 3.12, the following

identities hold for all N ≥ 1:

n∑

k=1

qNakejvk = ej(ΩlΞ)
NΩv = (ΩlΞ)

NΩt2jejv ∈ V ′ (j ∈ J),

n∑

k=1

qNake′ivk = e′i(ΩlΞ)
NΩv = e′i(ΩΞ)

NΩv = 0 (i ∈ Jc).

Thus, ejvk ∈ V ′ and e′ivk = 0 for 1 ≤ k ≤ n. Since v 6∈ V ′ and ΩΞv−q(λ+2ρ,λ)v ∈ V ′, at least

one among vk is not in V ′. So by replacing v with vk, we may assume that e′iv = 0 for all

i ∈ Jc, and that ΩlΞv = qav for some a. By applying ΩlΞ on V/V ′, we have (µ+2ρ, µ) = a.

By the condition (2) in the definition of OUq(g,p)
, there exists a Uq(l)-highest weight

vector w ∈ Uq(l)v of weight λ. Then ΩlΞw = q(λ+2ρ,λ)w, and (µ + 2ρ, µ) = (λ + 2ρ, λ),

and λ ≥ µ, which implies λ = µ. So v is a singular vector with respect to Uq(l)-action, and

hence a singular vector with respect to Uq(g, p)-action, but this contradicts the assumption

that v 6∈ V ′.

Finally, let V be an irreducible Uq(g, p)-module in Oint
Uq(g,p)

, which is generated by a

singular vector v of weight λ. Since Uq(l)v is isomorphic to VJ(λ) with λ ∈ P+
J , there exists

a surjective homomorphism VJ (λ) onto V , and hence it is an isomorphism. �

Remark 3.14. The complete reducibility also holds for Oint
Uq(g,p)

up , since twisting the action

by − : Uq(g, p) ! Uq(g, p)
up in Remark 3.4 induces an equivalence from Oint

Uq(g,p)
up to

Oint
Uq(g,p)

.

3.4. A parabolic analogue of q-derivations. We introduce a parabolic analogue of q-

derivations ir, ri for U
−
q (g).

Let MJ = VJ(0), and denote its singular vector by 1 ∈ MJ . For i ∈ Jc, fi ∈ MJ is

a highest weight vector of weight −αi with respect to the Uq(l)-action, which is unique up

to scalar multiplication. Hence, there exists a Uq(l)-linear projection πi : MJ −! Vl(−αi).
Regarding MJ as a Uq(g)-module, that is, as a parabolic Verma module induced from Vl(0),

we have an injective Uq(g)-linear map MJ −! MJ ⊗± MJ , sending 1 to 1 ⊗ 1. Then we
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define Uq(l)-linear maps

(3.7)
r±i : MJ MJ ⊗± MJ MJ ⊗± Vl(−αi),

ir
± : MJ MJ ⊗± MJ Vl(−αi)⊗± MJ .

1⊗πi

πi⊗1

If J = ∅, then V (−αi) is one-dimensional Q(q)-subspace of weight −αi, r+i and ir
+ coincides

with the maps in [26]. Note that

(3.8) σ ◦ (−⊗−) ◦ r±i = ir
∓,

where σ is the Q(q)-linear map given by σ(x ⊗ y) = y ⊗ x. From the definition, we clearly

have (i1r
± ⊗ 1) ◦ r±i2 = (1 ⊗ r±i2) ◦ i1r± (i1, i2 ∈ Jc), which can be viewed as an analogue of

e′ie
′′
j = q

〈hi,αj〉
i e′′j e

′
i in [15, Proposition 3.4.5].

The following is an analogue of [15, Lemma 3.4.7], which plays an important role in

Section 8.

Lemma 3.15. If u ∈ MJ satisfies r+i (u) = 0 for all i ∈ Jc, then u is a scalar multiple of

1. The same holds for r−i , ir
+, and ir

−.

Proof. Note that MJ has a canonical Q− grading induced from that of U−
q (g) by (3.5).

Suppose that u ∈ (MJ)−ξ with respect to this grading. Suppose that ξ 6= 0. Since r+i ’s are

Uq(l)-linear, any element of Uq(l)u satisfies the same condition as u. By the condition (2) in

the definition ofOUq(g,p)
, there exists α ∈ Q+

J such that (U+
q (l)u)−α 6= 0 and (U+

q (l)u)−β = 0

for 0 ≤ β < α. Note that α 6= 0 since (MJ)−α∨
j
= 0 for j ∈ J . Therefore, U+

q (l)u contains

a Uq(l)-highest weight vector u
′ with u′ ∈ (MJ)−ξ′ with ξ

′ 6= 0 such that ri(u
′) = 0 for all

i ∈ Jc. Hence, by replacing u with u′, we may assume that u satisfies eju = 0 for all j ∈ J .

Recall that

∆+(u) ∈ u⊗ 1 + ce′i(u)⊗ fi +
∑

ξ∈Q+,ξ 6=0,αi

U≤0
q (g)⊗ U−

q (g)−ξ

for some c ∈ Q(q) (cf. [26, 1.2.13]). Therefore, r+i (u) = 0 implies e′i(u) = 0. By Lemma 3.6,

u is a singular vector of MJ with respect to the Uq(g, p)-action. Then by Proposition 3.11,

u is a scalar multiple of 1, which is a contradiction.

A similar argument using e′′i instead of e′i and an application of Remark 3.7 proves the

case for ir
+. The cases for r−i and ir

− follows from (3.8). �

3.5. Crystal base of VJ (λ) and tensor product rule. Let Oint
Bq(g)

= Oint
Uq(g,p)

when

J = ∅. Recall that U−
q (g) is a unique irreducible Bq(g)-module in Oint

Bq(g)
with a crystal base

(L (∞),B(∞)) [15], where the crystal operators ẽi, f̃i for i ∈ I are given by

(3.9) ẽiu =
∑

k≥1

f
(k−1)
i uk, f̃iu =

∑

k≥0

f
(k+1)
i uk,

for u ∈ U−
q (g)β (β ∈ Q−) with e′iuk = 0. Let G(∞) = {G(b) | b ∈ B(∞) } be the global

crystal basis or canonical basis of U−
q (g).
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Let V ∈ Oint
Uq(g,p)

be given. We define a crystal base of V in the same way as in the case

of integrable Uq(g)-modules in Section 2.2 with respect to ẽi, f̃i in (3.9) for i ∈ Jc and (2.2)

for i ∈ J , where P is replaced by PJ .

Let λ ∈ P+
J be given. By (3.5), VJ (λ) can be identified with

U−
q (g)

¡∑
j∈J

U−
q (g)f

〈hj ,λ〉+1
j

as a Q(q)-space, where the action of e′i, fi for i ∈ Jc on VJ (λ) coincide with those induced

from U−
q (g) (cf. Lemma 3.6). Let uλ denote the highest weight vector of VJ (λ).

Let

πJλ : U−
q (g) −! VJ (λ)

be the canonical projection, which is a homomorphism of Bq(gJc)-modules. Let BJ(λ) =

{ b ∈ B(∞) | ε∗j (b) ≤ 〈hj , λ〉 (j ∈ J) }, where ε∗j (b) = max{ k | ẽkj b∗ 6= 0 } and ∗ denotes the

involution on B(∞) induced from the ∗-involution on U−
q (g) [16]. Then πJλ(G(b)) 6= 0 if and

only if b ∈ BJ (λ), and {GJ,λ(b) := πJλ(G(b)) | b ∈ BJ (λ) } forms a Q(q)-basis of VJ (λ). Let

LJ(λ) =
⊕

b∈BJ (λ)

A0GJ,λ(b),

BJ (λ) = {GJ,λ(b) (mod qLJ(λ)) | b ∈ BJ(λ) } \ {0}.

Theorem 3.16. For λ ∈ P+
J , (LJ(λ),BJ (λ)) is a crystal base of VJ (λ).

Proof. It suffices to show that

x̃iLJ(λ) ⊂ LJ(λ), x̃iBJ (λ) ⊂ BJ (λ) ∪ {0} (i ∈ I, x = e, f).(3.10)

since the other conditions for crystal base follow immediately.

Since πJλ commutes with e′i, fi for i ∈ Jc, it also commutes with ẽi, f̃i for i ∈ Jc. This

implies (3.10) for i ∈ Jc.

Let Λ ∈ P such that 〈hj ,Λ〉 = 〈hj , λ〉 for j ∈ J . Let

(3.11) πJ,Λ : VJ (λ) −! V (Λ)

be the canonical projection so that πJλ ◦πJ,Λ is the canonical projection πΛ : U−
q (g) −! V (Λ).

Recall that B(Λ) = { b ∈ B(∞) | ε∗i (b) ≤ 〈hi,Λ〉 (i ∈ I) } and G(Λ) = { πΛ(G(b)) | b ∈
B(Λ) }.

Let β ∈ Q+ be given. Choose Λ such that 〈hj ,Λ〉 ≫ 0 for j ∈ J so that LJ(λ)λ−β+kαj

(k = 0,±1) is isomorphic to L (Λ)Λ−β+kαj under πJ,Λ. Since πJ,Λ is Uq(l)-linear by (3.5),

πJ,Λ commutes with ẽj, f̃j for j ∈ J . This implies that x̃jLJ(λ)λ−β ⊂ LJ(λ)λ−β±αj and

x̃jGJ,λ(b) ∈ BJ (λ) ∪ {0}(mod qLJ(λ)) for x = e, f and j ∈ J . Hence (3.10) holds for

j ∈ J . �
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Corollary 3.17. We have

LJ(λ) =
∑

r≥0, i1,...,ir∈I

A0f̃i1 · · · f̃iruλ,

BJ(λ) = { f̃i1 · · · f̃iruλ (mod qLJ(λ)) | r ≥ 0, i1, . . . , ir ∈ I } \ {0}.
In particular, VJ (λ) has a unique crystal base up to scalar multiplication.

We also have an analogue of q-Shapovalov form on VJ (λ).

Proposition 3.18. There exists a unique nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form 〈·, ·〉 on

VJ (λ) such that

〈uλ, uλ〉 = 1, 〈uv, w〉 = 〈v, τ(u)w〉 (u ∈ Uq(g, p), v, w ∈ VJ (λ)),

where τ is given in (3.3)

Proof. It can be proved by similar arguments as in the case of J = I using Proposition 3.11.

�

Proposition 3.19. We have the following.

(1) 〈f̃iu, v〉 ≡ 〈u, ẽiv〉 (mod qA0) for u, v ∈ LJ(λ) and i ∈ I.

(2) LJ(λ) = { x ∈ VJ (λ) | 〈x,LJ (λ)〉 ⊂ A0 }.

Proof. (1) As in the proof of [15, Proposition 5.1.1, 5.1.2], we may show by induction on

the height of ξ ∈ −Q+ that

(3.12) 〈f̃iu, v〉 ≡ 〈u, ẽiv〉 (mod qA0)

for u ∈ LJ(λ)λ+ξ+αi , v ∈ LJ(λ)λ+ξ . For i ∈ J , the proof is identical to the one in [15]. For

i ∈ Jc, we have

¨
f
(n+1)
i u0, f

(m)
i v0

∂
= δn+1,m(1 − q2i )

−m

Å
q
m(m−1)

2
i [m]i!

ã−1

〈u0, v0〉 ,

where u = f
(n)
i u0, v = f

(m+1)
i v0 with e′iu0 = e′iv0 = 0. This provides an analogue of [15,

(5.1.2)], which is needed for the proof of (3.12). (2) can be proved by the same arguments

as in [15, Proposition 5.1.1]. �

Let V1 be an integrable Uq(g)-module, and let V2 be an integrable Uq(g, p)-module. By

Proposition 3.2, V1 ⊗ V2 is a Uq(g, p)-module. Then we have the following.

Theorem 3.20. Let (Li, Bi) be a crystal base of Vi (i = 1, 2). Then (L1 ⊗ L2, B1 ⊗ B2) is

a crystal base of V1 ⊗ V2 such that ẽi and f̃i (i ∈ I) act on B1 ⊗B2 by the same formula as

in (2.5).

Proof. Let (L,B) = (L1 ⊗ L2, B1 ⊗ B2). If j ∈ J , then (L,B) is a crystal base of V1 ⊗ V2

as a module over the subalgebra 〈ej , fj , t±1
j 〉. If i ∈ Jc, then (L,B) is also a crystal base of

V1 ⊗ V2 as a module over the subalgebra 〈e′i, fi〉 satisfying (2.5) [15, Section 3.5]. �
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4. A category generated by extremal weight modules

4.1. Notations. Let gl∞ be a Lie algebra of (Z × Z)-matrices spanned by the elementary

matrices Eij (i, j ∈ Z). Let Uq(gl∞) be the quantized enveloping algebra associated with

(1) P =
⊕

i∈Z Zǫi ⊕ ZΛ0 ⊕ Zδ, P∨ =
⊕

i∈Z ZEii with

〈Eii, ǫj〉 = δij (i, j ∈ Z), 〈Ekk,Λ0〉 =




1 k ≤ 0

0 k > 0
, 〈Ekk, δ〉 = 1 (k ∈ Z),

(ǫi, ǫj) = δij (i, j ∈ Z), (ǫk,Λ0) =




1 k ≤ 0

0 k > 0
, (Λ0,Λ0) = (Λ0, δ) = (δ, δ) = 0,

(2) Π = {αi = ǫi − ǫi+1 | i ∈ Z }, Π∨ = { hi = Eii − Ei+1i+1 | i ∈ Z }.
Then (A,P∨, P,Π∨,Π, (, )) satisfies conditions in Section 2.1. For i ∈ Z \ {0}, let Λi ∈ P+

be the i-th fundamental weight given by

Λi =




Λ0 +

∑i
k=1 ǫk if i > 0,

Λ0 −
∑0

k=i+1 ǫk if i < 0.

For n ≥ 1, let Zn+ = { (λ1, · · · , λn) |λi ∈ Z, λ1 ≥ · · · ≥ λn }. For λ ∈ Zn+, we put

Λλ = Λλ1 + · · ·+ Λλn ∈ P+.

For an interval S ⊂ R, denote S = S ∩ Z. Let AS = (aij)i,j∈S∩(S−1), where S− 1 denotes

the translate of S by −1. Let P∨
S =

⊕
i∈S

ZEii ⊂ P∨, and PS the dual of P∨
S inside P .

Note that PS is a quotient of P , where ǫi = 0 for i ∈ Z \ S together with some relations

expressing Λ0, δ − Λ0, or δ as linear combination of ǫi’s (depending on S). Therefore, we

may identify PS with a subgroup of P containing {ǫi}i∈S, and by restricting (, ) to PS ,

we obtain a bilinear form (, )S on PS . We define Uq(glS) to be the quantized enveloping

algebra associated with this realization, which is canonically identified as a subalgebra of

Uq(gl∞). We denote Uq(glS) by Uq(gl>0), Uq(gl≤0), and Uq(gln) when S = R>0,R≤0, and

[1, n], respectively.

Let P denote the set of partitions λ = (λi)i≥1. For λ ∈ P, let ℓ(λ) be the length of λ

and |λ| =∑i≥1 λi.

For λ ∈ P, let ǫλ =
∑
i≥1 λiǫi. For λ ∈ Zℓ+, we also write ǫλ = λ1ǫ1 + λ2ǫ2 + · · ·+ λℓǫℓ.

For µ, ν ∈ P2 with n ≥ ℓ(µ) + ℓ(ν), let ǫnµ,ν = µ1ǫ1 + · · ·+ µsǫs − νtǫn−t+1 − · · · − ν1ǫn.

4.2. Extremal weight modules Vµ,ν over Uq(gl>0). Let P>0 = PR>0 be the weight lattice

of gl>0. Let P>0/W>0 be the set ofW>0-orbits in P>0, whereW>0 is the Weyl group of gl>0.

Given λ =
∑

i≥1 λiǫi ∈ P>0, we have partitions µ and ν, which are uniquely determined

by the coefficients λi with λi > 0 and λi < 0, respectively. Then we have a well-defined
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bijection

(4.1) P>0/W>0
// P2 = P × P

W>0λ // (µ, ν)

.

For (µ, ν) ∈ P2, let Vµ,ν denote the extremal weight module V (λ), whereW>0λ corresponds

to (µ, ν). It has a crystal base (L (Vµ,ν),B(Vµ,ν )).

Proposition 4.1. For (µ, ν) ∈ P2, Vµ,ν is irreducible.

Proof. Let V be a non-zero submodule of Vµ,ν and let v ∈ V be a non-zero weight vector.

Let s = ℓ(µ) and t = ℓ(ν). For n ≥ s + t, let unµ,ν be an extremal weight vector of weight

ǫnµ,ν , which is a highest weight vector with respect to Uq(gln). Since Vµ,ν is generated by

unµ,ν , we may assume that v belongs to

(4.2) V nµ,ν := Uq(gln)u
n
µ,ν

for a sufficiently large n. This implies that V contains unµ,ν and hence V = Vµ,ν . �

Let us briefly recall a combinatorial realization of B(Vµ,ν ) = B(λ) for λ ∈ P>0 in [22]. Let

us regard Z>0 as the crystal of the natural representation of Uq(gl>0): 1
1

−! 2
2

−! 3
3

−! · · ·
where wt(k) = ǫk for k ∈ Z>0. Let Z∨

>0 = { k∨ | k ∈ Z>0 }, and regard it as the dual crystal

of Z>0, that is, · · · 3
−! 3∨

2
−! 2∨

1
−! 1∨ where wt(k∨) = −ǫk for k ∈ Z>0.

Let (µ, ν) ∈ P
2 correspond to W>0λ under (4.1). Note that Vµ,∅ is a highest weight

Uq(gl>0)-module with highest weight ǫµ and V∅,ν is a lowest weight Uq(gl>0)-module with

lowest weight −ǫν.
For µ ∈ P, we identify µ with its Young diagram and let SSTZ>0(µ) be the set of all

semistandard tableaux of shape µ with entries in Z>0 [10]. Then the crystal B(Vµ,∅) can

be identified with SSTZ>0(µ). Indeed, we identify S ∈ SSTZ>0(µ) with w1 ⊗ w2 ⊗ . . . ⊗
w|µ|, where w1w2 . . . w|µ| is the column word of S, that is, a word given by reading the

entries column by column from right to left and from top to bottom in each column. Then

SSTZ>0(µ) is the connected component of Hµ in SSTZ>0((1))
⊗|µ|, where wt(Hµ) = ǫµ.

Similarly, for ν ∈ P, let SSTZ∨
>0
(νπ) be the set of semistandard tableaux of shape ν with

entries in Z>0, where ν
π is the skew diagram obtained by 180◦-rotation of ν and Z>0 has a

linear order a∨ < b∨ for a > b. Then the crystal B(V∅,ν) can be identified with SSTZ∨
>0
(νπ),

which is the connected component of H∨
ν in SSTZ∨

>0
((1))⊗|ν| (as its column word), where

wt(H∨
ν ) = −ǫν.

Let Bµ,ν to be the set of bitableaux (S, T ) such that

(1) S ∈ SSTZ>0(µ) and T ∈ SSTZ∨
>0
(νπ),

(2)
∣∣ { i |S(i,1) ≤ k }

∣∣+
∣∣ { i |T(i,1) ≥ k∨ }

∣∣ ≤ k for all k ≥ 1.

Here S(i,j) is the entry of S in the i-th row from the top and the j-th column from the left,

and T(i,j) is the entry of T in the i-th row from the bottom and the j-th column from the

right We regard Bµ,ν ⊂ SSTZ>0(µ)⊗ SSTZ∨
>0
(νπ) and apply ẽi and f̃i for i ∈ Z>0.
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Theorem 4.2 ([22]). For (µ, ν) ∈ P2, we have

(1) Bµ,ν ∪ {0} is stable under ẽi and f̃i for i ∈ Z>0 and it is connected,

(2) Bµ,ν is isomorphic to B(Vµ,ν ),

(3) Bµ,ν is isomorphic to B∅,ν ⊗ Bµ,∅.

Remark 4.3. It is shown in [22] that Bµ,ν ⊗Bσ,τ is isomorphic to a disjoint union of Bζ,η,

where the multiplicity for each Bζ,η is given in terms of Littlewood-Richardson coefficients

cγαβ for α, β, γ ∈ P with |α| + |β| = |γ| (cf. [10]). For example, multiplicity for Bζ,η in

Bµ,0 ⊗ B0,ν is given by

(4.3) mµ,ν
ζ,η :=

∑

σ

cµσζc
ν
ση.

But we should remark that Vµ,ν ⊗ Vσ,τ is not semisimple in general.

4.3. A monoidal category generated by Vµ,ν . In this subsection, we show that there

exists a filtration on Vµ,∅⊗V∅,ν , which is compatible with the decomposition of Bµ,∅⊗B∅,ν

(Remark 4.3).

Lemma 4.4. Let V be an integrable Uq(gl>0)-module with a crystal base (L,B). Let v be a

weight vector such that

(1) v is an extremal weight vector of weight λ,

(2) v ∈ B (mod qL) and its connected component in B is isomorphic to B(V (λ)).

Then there exists an injective Uq(gl>0)-linear map φ : V (λ) −! V with φ(uλ) = v.

Proof. Let V ′ be the Uq(gl>0)-submodule of V generated by v. Then there exists a

surjective Uq(gl>0)-linear map φ : V (λ) −! V ′ such that φ(uλ) = v. Let

L′ =
∑

r≥0, i1,...,ir∈Z>0

A0x̃i1 · · · x̃irv,

B′ = { x̃i1 · · · x̃irv (mod qL) | r ≥ 0, i1, . . . , ir ∈ Z>0 } \ {0}.

We have φ(L (V (λ))) = L′ and φ(B(V (λ))) = B′ since φ is Uq(gl>0)-linear, where φ :

L (λ)/qL (λ) ! L/qL is the map induced from φ. Also φ is a bijection since B′ is isomorphic

to B(V (λ)) and φ commutes with ẽi and f̃i for i ∈ Z>0.

Let u ∈ V (λ) be given such that φ(u) = 0. Let c ∈ Q(q)× such that cu ∈ L (V (λ))

and cu =
∑

b∈B(V (λ)) cbb (mod qL (V (λ))) for some cb ∈ Q, which are not all 0. Then

φ(cu) =
∑
b∈B(V (λ)) cbφ(b) = 0, but this contradicts the fact that φ is a bijection and

φ(B(V (λ))) is linearly independent. Hence, φ is injective. �

Let (µ, ν) ∈ P2 be given. Let (Lµ,ν ,Bµ,ν) and Gµ,ν denote the crystal base and global

crystal base of Vµ,ν , respectively. Let

V = Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν , (L ,B) = (Lµ,0 ⊗ L0,ν ,Bµ,0 ⊗ B0,ν).
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Then (L ,B) is a crystal base of V . Let G be the canonical basis of V so that (V,G) is a

based module with respect to (L ,B) (cf. Theorem 2.7).

Lemma 4.5. There exists a unique injective Uq(gl>0)-linear map φ : Vµ,ν −! V such that

φ(Gµ,ν ) ⊂ G.

Proof. Let uµ,ν be an extremal weight vector of Vµ,ν with weight ǫnµ,ν , say λ, where

n = ℓ(µ)+ ℓ(ν). Let λ+ = µ1ǫ1+ · · ·+µsǫs and λ
− = −νtǫn−t+1− · · ·− ν1ǫn. Let u1 ∈ Vµ,∅

and u2 ∈ V∅,ν be unique weight vectors (up to scalar multiplication) such that wt(u1) = λ+

and wt(u2) = λ−, respectively. We may assume that u1 ⊗ u2 ∈ B (mod qL ).

Then u1⊗u2 is an extremal weight vector of weight λ in V , and the connected component

of u1⊗u2 in B is isomorphic to Bµ,ν by Theorem 4.2. Hence there exists a unique injective

Uq(gl>0)-linear map φ : Vµ,ν −! V such that φ(uµ,ν) = u1 ⊗ u2 by Lemma 4.4.

Let Gµ,ν = G(λ) = {Gµ,ν(b) | b ∈ Bµ,ν } ⊂ Vµ,ν . Since uµ,ν ∈ Gµ,ν and u1 ⊗ u2 ∈ G, we

have

(1) φ(Gµ,ν (b)) ∈ L ∩ Uq(gl>0)A(u1 ⊗ u2),

(2) φ(Gµ,ν (b)) = φ(Gµ,ν(b)),

(3) φ(Gµ,ν (b)) ≡ φ(b) ∈ B (mod qL ),

for all b ∈ Bµ,ν . This implies that φ(Gµ,ν(b)) ⊂ G (cf. [26, 27.1.5]). �

Let us introduce some partial orders on P
2. For (µ, ν), (ζ, η) ∈ P

2, we first define a

partial order � by

(µ, ν) � (ζ, η) ⇐⇒ ǫnµ,ν − ǫnζ,η ∈ Q+ for n ≥ max(ℓ(µ) + ℓ(ν), ℓ(ζ) + ℓ(η)).

Note that this condition is independent of n. Next, we define a partial order ≥ by

(4.4) (µ, ν) ≥ (ζ, η) ⇐⇒ |µ| − |ν| = |ζ| − |η| and µ ⊃ ζ, ν ⊃ η,

where µ ⊃ ζ means µi ≥ ζi for all i. Note that (µ, ν) ≥ (ζ, η) implies (µ, ν) � (ζ, η).

Let P(µ, ν) = {(ζ, η) ∈ P2 | (ζ, η) ≤ (µ, ν)}. Define Pk(µ, ν) for k ≥ 0 inductively

by letting P0(µ, ν) = {(µ, ν)} and Pk(µ, ν) the set of maximal elements in P(µ, ν) \
⊔
l<k Pl(µ, ν) with respect to �.

Proposition 4.6. There exists a sequence of Uq(gl>0)-submodules 0 = F−1 ⊂ F0 ⊂ F1 ⊂
· · · ⊂ Fk ⊂ · · · ⊂ V such that

⋃

k≥1

Fk = V, Fk/Fk−1
∼=

⊕

(ζ,η)∈Pk(µ,ν)

V
⊕mµ,ν

ζ,η

ζ,η ,

where mµ,ν
ζ,η is given in (4.3).

Proof. For n ≥ max{ℓ(µ), ℓ(ν)}, consider

V n ⊂ V n+1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ V,
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where V n = V nµ,0 ⊗ V n0,ν with V nµ,0 = Uq(gln)u
n
µ,0 and V n0,ν = Uq(gln)u

n
0,ν (cf. (4.2)). Let Bn

be the crystal of V n. We may regard B
n ⊂ B.

By (4.3), we have

B ∼=
⊔

(ζ,η)∈P(µ,ν)

B
⊕mµ,ν

ζ,η

ζ,η .

For k ≥ 0, let

Bk =
⊔

l≤k

⊔

(ζ,η)∈Pl(µ,ν)

B
⊕mµ,ν

ζ,η

ζ,η ⊂ B.

We inductively construct Fk so that Fk contains G(b) for b ∈ Bk.

For k = 0, there exists a submodule isomorphic to Vµ,ν by Lemma 4.5, which we denote

by F0. Suppose that we have constructed Fk−1 for k ≥ 1. Let (ζ, η) ∈ Pk(µ, ν) be given and

let B′ ⊂ B be a connected component of B isomorphic to Bζ,η. Choose a sufficiently large

n so that B′ ∩ Bn 6= ∅. Let b ∈ B′ ∩ Bn be a highest weight element. Then wt(b) = ǫnζ,η,

which is maximal among the weights of Bn \ Bk−1. Hence, G(b) is a highest weight vector

in V n/(V n ∩ Fk−1).

Suppose that n′ > n and b′ ∈ B
′ ∩B

n′

is a highest weight element of weight ǫn
′

ζ,η. By the

same argument as above, G(b′) is a highest weight vector in V n
′

/(V n
′ ∩ Fk−1), which is an

extremal weight vector with respect to the action of Uq(gln′). Since

V n

V n ∩ Fk−1
⊂ V n

′

V n′ ∩ Fk−1
,

G(b) is an extremal weight vector in Uq(gln′)G(b′). This implies that G(b) is an extremal

weight vector in V/(V ∩ Fk−1) with respect to the action of Uq(gl>0), and Uq(gl>0)G(b) is

isomorphic to Vζ,η by Theorem 4.2 (2) and Lemma 4.4.

Let F ′
k be the sum of submodules of V/V ∩Fk−1 corresponding to each connected compo-

nent B′ ∼= Bζ,η for all (ζ, η) ∈ Pk(µ, ν). Then F ′
k ≃⊕(ζ,η)∈Pk(µ,ν)

V
⊕mµ,ν

ζ,η

ζ,η . Now we take

Fk = π−1(F ′
k) where π : V ! V/(V ∩Fk−1) is the canonical projection. This completes the

induction. �

Corollary 4.7. There exists a filtration on V∅,ν ⊗ Vµ,∅ with the same property as in Propo-

sition 4.6.

Proof. The functor − in Remark 2.4 preserves weight spaces, and is exact. Also, we have

Vζ,η ∼= Vζ,η for (ζ, η) ∈ P
2, since uζ,η ∈ Vζ,η is also extremal for an extremal weight vector

uζ,η ∈ Vζ,η. Hence the filtration {Fk}k≥0 on Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν in Proposition 4.6 is mapped to a

filtration {F k}k≥0 on Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν such that F k/F k−1
∼= Fk/Fk−1.

Now, we apply the following natural isomorphisms

Vµ,∅ ⊗− V∅,ν ∼= Vµ,∅⊗+V∅,ν ∼= V∅,ν ⊗+ Vµ,∅ ∼= V∅,ν ⊗− Vµ,∅

(see Remark 2.4) to have a filtration on V∅,ν ⊗ Vµ,∅. �
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Remark 4.8. The R-matrix R = R− induces a well-defined Uq(gl>0)-linear isomorphism

V∅,ν ⊗ Vµ,∅ ∼= Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν , whose inverse R−1 is also well-defined. We may also deduce

Corollary 4.7 from this isomorphism.

Let C̃ be a category of Uq(gl>0)-modules with weight space decomposition, and let C be

the full subcategory of Uq(gl>0)-modules of finite length whose simple subquotients are Vλ,µ

for (λ, µ) ∈ P2, that is, the Serre subcategory generated by Vλ,µ’s.

Proposition 4.9. The category C is a monoidal subcategory of ‹C, whose Grothendieck ring

K(C) is commutative.

Proof. It is enough to show that C is closed under tensor product. By Proposition 4.6

and Corollary 4.7, we have Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν , V∅,ν ⊗ Vµ,∅ ∈ C for λ, µ ∈ P. Then we have

Vµ,ν ⊗ Vζ,∅ ∈ C for ζ ∈ P, since Vµ,ν ⊂ V∅,ν ⊗ Vµ,∅ and Vµ,∅ ⊗ Vζ,∅ is a direct sum of Vν,∅’s.

Similarly, Vµ,ν ⊗ V∅,ζ ⊂ (Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν)⊗ V∅,η ∈ C for η ∈ P.

Now for V ∈ C, we have V ⊗Vµ,∅, V ⊗V∅,ν ∈ C, which implies that V ⊗Vµ,ν ⊂ V ⊗Vµ,∅⊗
V∅,ν ∈ C. Similarly, we have Vµ,ν ⊗ V ∈ C. Therefore C is closed under tensor product. The

commutativity of K(C) follows from the same argument as in the proof of Corollary 4.7. �

5. Fock space Fn

5.1. R-matrix and q-deformed exterior and symmetric algebras. We introduce a

uniform construction of q-deformed exterior or symmetric algebras using R-matrices, which

carries a commuting action of two quantum groups.

Let Uq(g) be the quantized enveloping algebra as in Section 2.1. Let p be another formal

variable. Let Ȧ = (ȧij)i,j∈İ be another symmetrizable generalized Cartan matrix indexed

by İ, and let Up(ġ) be the quantized enveloping algebra associated with a Cartan datum

(Ȧ, Ṗ , Ṗ∨, Π̇, Π̇∨, (, )) over Q(p).

Let V and W be Uq(g) and Up(ġ)-modules such that the universal R matrices R :=

Runiv and Ṙ := Ṙuniv for Uq(g) and Up(ġ) yield well-defined maps on V ⊗ V and W ⊗W ,

respectively. Here the comultiplications for Uq(g) and Up(ġ) are assumed to be any ⊗∗ in

Remark 2.3.

For k ∈ Z>0, we define

(5.1) Ak(V ⊗W ) = (V ⊗W )⊗k

/
k−1∑

i=1

Im
Ä
Ri,i+1 − Ṙi,i+1

ä
,

where Ri,i+1 denotes R acting on the ith and (i + 1)st component V ⊗ V , and Ṙi,i+1 is

defined in the same way. It is a Uq(g)⊗ Up(ġ)-module. Let

A(V ⊗W ) =
⊕

k≥0

Ak(V ⊗W ), A0(V ⊗W ) = Q(q)⊗Q(p),

which is a Z≥0-graded Q(q)⊗Q(p)-algebra.
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When p = q (resp. p = −q−1), as we shall see, A(V ⊗W ) behaves like a q-deformed

symmetric (resp. exterior) algebra generated by V ⊗W , so we denote it by S(V ⊗W ) =
⊕

k≥0 S
k(V ⊗W ) and

∧
(V ⊗W ) =

⊕
k≥0

∧k
(V ⊗W ), respectively. In these cases, the

algebras A(V ⊗ W ) will be understood as algebras over Q(q), by tensoring with Q(q) ⊗
Q(p)/(p− q) (resp. Q(q)⊗Q(p)/(p+ q−1)).

Remark 5.1. When g = ġ = gln and V and W are standard representations, we recover

the quantized coordinate ring of GLn, see [1] and references therein. See [5] for an analogous

construction using only Uq(g) and V without Uq(ġ) andW . Although it is not needed in this

paper, we expect that it can be extended to the case of quantum affine algebras analogously

using normalized R-matrices. When W = Q(q) with Ṙ = −1, this will give an exterior

algebra introduced in [20]. We also refer the reader to [30] for a q-deformed exterior algebra

with a Uq(
“glm)⊗ U−q−1(“gln)-action constructed by using affine Hecke algebras.

Lemma 5.2. For x ∈ Ak(V ⊗W ) and y ∈ Al(V ⊗W ), we have R(x ⊗ y) = Ṙ(x ⊗ y) in

Ak+l(V ⊗W ).

Proof. By the hexagon property of R (cf. [26, Proposition 32.2.4]), R(x ⊗ y) is given by

a series of application of Ri,i+1’s on x ⊗ y. The same holds for Ṙ(x⊗ y), and the action of

Ri,i+1 agrees with that of Ṙi,i+1, so the equality follows. �

Suppose that V and W have Q-linear involutions − compatible with the actions of Uq(g)

and Up(ġ), respectively. We define an involution − on (V ⊗ W )⊗k using ΘΘ̇′ following

(2.12) and (2.13), where Θ is the quasi-R-matrix and Θ̇′ is the one associated with Ṙ−1 (see

(2.10)), with respect to given comultiplications for Uq(g) and Up(ġ).

Lemma 5.3. For k ≥ 0, the involution − on (V ⊗W )⊗k induces a well-defined involution

on Ak(V ⊗W ), which we still denote by −.

Proof. We assume that the coproduct of Uq(g) and Up(ġ) are ∆+, since the proofs for the

other cases are similar. Since Θ(k) = (1⊗(i−1)⊗∆⊗1⊗(k−i−1))(Θ(k−1))Θ(i,i+1), where Θ(i,i+1)

denotes Θ acting on the (i, i+1) compononents, it suffices to show that ΘΘ̇′
Ä
Im(R− Ṙ)

ä
⊂

Im(R − Ṙ). It follows from the identity ΘΘ̇′(R − Ṙ) = −(R − Ṙ)R−1Ṙ−1ΘΘ̇′ due to

Lemma 2.2. �

We denote by wt and ẇt the weights for Uq(g) and Up(ġ), respectively. We call x ∈
Ak(V ⊗W ) a weight vector if qhx = q〈h,wt(x)〉x and pḣx = p〈ḣ,ẇt(x)〉x for all h ∈ P and

ḣ ∈ Ṗ . We have the following formula for the involution.

Lemma 5.4. For weight vectors x ∈ Ak(V ⊗W ) and y ∈ Al(V ⊗W ),

(5.2) x · y = qε(wt(x),wt(y))pε̇(ẇt(x),ẇt(y))y · x,

where x · y denotes the product in A(V ⊗W ), and the sign ε is ± if the coproduct on Uq(g)

is ⊗± or ⊗∓. The sign ε̇ is determined by the coproduct on Up(ġ) in the same way.
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Proof. We assume that the coproduct of Uq(g) and Up(ġ) are ∆+, since the proofs for the

other cases are similar.

(5.3)

ΘΘ̇′(x · y) = R−1ΠσṘΠ̇σ̇(x · y)

= q(wt(x),wt(y))p(ẇt(x),ẇt(y))R−1Ṙ(y · x)

= q(wt(x),wt(y))p(ẇt(x),ẇt(y))y · x,
where the last equality follows from Lemma 5.2. �

Lemma 5.5. The involution − on A(V ⊗W ) coincides with that induced from Θ′Θ̇.

Proof. By similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 5.3, we see that Θ′Θ̇ induces a

well-defined bar-involution on A(V ⊗W ). We have an analogue of (5.3), where Θ, Θ̇′, R−1,

and Ṙ are replaced by Θ′, Θ̇, R, and Ṙ−1. This shows that Lemma 5.4 also holds for the

bar-involution induced from Θ′Θ̇. �

5.2. q-deformed exterior algebras of type A. Suppose that S and T are intervals of

R, not necessarily bounded. Let Uq(glS) and Up(glT ) be as in Section 4.1 with p = −q−1.

Denote S = S ∩ Z and T = T ∩ Z.

(5.4)
From now on, we assume that the comultiplications for Uq(glS) and Up(glT ) are

∆− and ∆+, respectively.

Let VS be the natural representation of Uq(glS) with basis { va | a ∈ S }, where eiva =

δi+1 avi, fiva = δiavi+1 and qEiiva = q〈Eii,ǫa〉va for i ∈ S ∩ (S − 1). Let V̇T be the natural

representation of Up(glT ) with basis { v̇b | b ∈ T }. Let
∧
S,T =

⊕

k≥0

∧k
S,T , where

∧k
S,T =

∧k
(VS ⊗ V̇T ).

It is well-known [13] that R acts on VS ⊗ VS by

(5.5) R(va ⊗ vb) =





qva ⊗ vb if a = b,

vb ⊗ va + (q − q−1)va ⊗ vb if a < b,

vb ⊗ va if a > b,

for a, b ∈ S, and the formula for Ṙ on V̇T ⊗ V̇T is given by applying the flipping σ to (5.5).

Let w(a,b) denote the image of va⊗ v̇b in
∧1
S,T for (a, b) ∈ S×T, and w(a1,b1)∧· · ·∧w(ak,bk)

denote the image of (va1 ⊗ v̇b1)⊗ · · · ⊗ (vak ⊗ v̇bk) in
∧k
S,T . By (5.5), we have the following

relations in
∧2
S,T :

w(a,b) ∧ w(c,d) =





0 if (a, b) = (c, d),

−qw(c,b) ∧w(a,d) if a > c and b = d,

q−1w(a,d) ∧ w(c,b) if a = c and b < d,

w(c,d) ∧ w(a,b) if a < c and b < d,

w(c,d) ∧ w(a,b) − (q − q−1)w(c,b) ∧ w(a,d) if a > c and b < d,

(5.6)
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for a, a′ ∈ S and b, b′ ∈ T. It follows from (5.1) that
∧
S,T is the Q(q)-algebra generated by

w(a,b) for (a, b) ∈ S× T subject to (5.6).

By Lemma 5.4, the involution − on
∧k
S,T is given as follows:

(5.7) w(c1,d1) ∧ · · · ∧ w(ck,dk) = q−l(wc)p−l(wd)w(ck,dk) ∧ · · · ∧w(c1,d1),

where wc is the element in the symmetric group Sk of maximal length among the ones fixing

k-tuple of integers c = (c1, . . . , ck), and wd is defined for d = (d1, . . . , dk) similarly.

We define a total order < and <′ on S× T by

(a, b) < (c, d) if and only if (b < d) or (a > c and b = d),

(a, b) <′ (c, d) if and only if (a > c) or (a = c and b < d).

Let

BS,T = {M = (mab) |mab ∈ {0, 1} (a ∈ S, b ∈ T) } .

For M = (mab) ∈ BS,T , we put

wM =
~∧
wmab(a,b),

where ~
∧

denotes the wedge product over S × T with respect to the total order < (that is,

we read the entries in M column by column from left to right, and then from bottom to

top in each column). By (5.6), we have wM = w′
M , where w′

M is the product defined with

respect to <′ (that is, we read the entries in M row by row from bottom to top, and then

from left to right in each row). Then the set of standard monomials {wM |M ∈ BS,T } is a

Q(q)-linear basis of
∧
S,T by standard arguments [3].

Example 5.6. Consider the case when S = [1,m] and T = [1, n] form,n ∈ Z>0. We denote
∧
S,T by

∧
m,n, and BS,T by Bm,n. Let M ∈ Bm,n be given. For 1 ≤ a ≤ m and 1 ≤ b ≤ n,

let Ma and M b be the a-th row and b-th column of M , respectively. Then

wM = wM1wM2 . . . wMn = wMm
wMm−1 . . . wM1 ,

where we regard Ma (resp. M b) as an element in Bm,n which is equal to M in the a-th row

(resp. b-th column) and zero elsewhere. Then we have an isomorphism of Uq(glm)-modules

∧
m,n

//

∧⊗n
m,1

wM
✤

// wM1 ⊗ . . .⊗ wMn

,
(5.8)

and also an isomorphism of Up(gln)-modules

∧
m,n

//

∧⊗m
1,n

wM
✤

// wMm
⊗ . . .⊗ wM1

.
(5.9)

Let us construct a crystal base of
∧
S,T . Let ẽi and f̃i be the lower crystal operators (2.2)

on
∧
S,T with respect to the action of Uq(glS) (2.2) for i ∈ S ∩ (S− 1).
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To define crystal operators for the glT , let us twist the action of Up(glT ) by the isomor-

phism of Q-algebras

(5.10) ψ : Uq(glT ) −! Up(glT )

such that ψ(ei) = ei, ψ(fi) = fi, ψ(q
h) = p−h and ψ(q) = p−1 for i and h. Then we define

˙̃ej and
˙̃
fj for j ∈ T ∩ (T − 1) to be the upper crystal operators (2.3) with respect to this

action of Uq(glT ). Since (∆+)
ψ := (ψ−1⊗ψ−1)◦(∆+)◦ψ = ∆+, the upper crystal lattice for

Uq(glT ) is compatible with (5.4). Note that ˙̃ej ,
˙̃
fj commute with ẽi, f̃i, although (5.10) does

not extend to a homomorphism of Q-algebra Uq(glm)⊗Q(q)Uq(gln) ! Uq(glm)⊗Q(q)Up(gln).

Let

L (
∧
S,T ) =

⊕

M∈BS,T

A0wM , B(
∧
S,T ) = {wM (mod qL (

∧
S,T )) |M ∈ BS,T }.

Proposition 5.7. The pair (L (
∧
S,T ),B(

∧
S,T )) is a lower crystal base of

∧
S,T as a

Uq(glS)-module and also upper crystal base of
∧
S,T as a Uq(glT )-module with respect to

(5.10).

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as in [24, Propositions 4.2, 4.3]. It suffices to

consider the case when S and T are bounded, since any element of
∧
S,T is contained in

a subspace
∧
S′,T ′ for bounded intervals S′ and T ′. So we may assume S = [1,m] and

T = [1, n].

First, it is clear that (L (
∧

1,n),B(
∧

1,n)) is a lower crystal base of
∧

1,n as a Uq(glm)-

module, and hence so is (L (
∧
m,n),B(

∧
m,n)) is a lower crystal base of

∧
m,n as a Uq(glm)-

module by (5.8).

Next, it is also clear that (L (
∧
m,1),B(

∧
m,1)) is a upper crystal base of Uq(gln) with

respect to ˙̃ej and
˙̃
fj for j = T ∩ (T − 1) since

∧
m,1 is a direct sum of fundamental repre-

sentations which are minuscule. Hence (L (
∧
m,n),B(

∧
m,n)) is also a upper crystal base of

∧
m,n as a Uq(gln)-module by (5.9). �

Example 5.8. We may identify B(
∧
m,n) with Bm,n. Note that for M = (ma1)1≤a≤m ∈

Bm,1 and i, we have ẽiM =M + ei − ei+1 and f̃iM =M − ei + ei+1, where ei denotes the

standard basis of Zm and x̃iM (x = e, f) is assumed to be zero if it does not belong to Bm,1.

Then we apply (2.5) to describe ẽi and f̃i on Bm,n = B⊗n
m,1. We have a similar description

of ˙̃ej and
˙̃fj on Bm,n.

Remark 5.9. The q-deformed exterior algebra
∧
m,n is similar to one in [30, Section 3.3]

(when n, l 7! ∞), which is a Uq(
“glm)⊗Up(

“gln)-module algebra of level 0 defined in terms of

affine Hecke algebras. Also, its bar-involution is similar to the one here. We also expect to

recover the higher level Fock space in [30], which is a Uq(
“glm) ⊗ Up(

“gln)-module, following

the construction (5.1). The algebra
∧
m,n also appears as the subalgebra of the negative
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half of the quantum superalgebra associated with glm|n generated by odd root vectors [24,

Section 2.4], where the linear order on [n] is reversed.

Define a Q(q)-bilinear form on
∧
S,T by

(5.11) 〈wM , wM ′ 〉 = δM,M ′ (M,N ′ ∈ BS,T ).

Then for x, y ∈ ∧S,T and u ∈ Uq(glS), u̇ ∈ Up(glT ), we have

(5.12) 〈ux, y〉 = 〈x, τ(u)y〉, 〈x, u̇y〉 = 〈τ(u̇)x, y〉.

(cf. [30, Proposition 5.7]), This also can be seen from the observation that (5.12) holds for

the case of a single-column or single-row, and that (τ ⊗ τ) ◦∆ = ∆ ◦ τ .

5.3. Semi-infinite limit and the Fock space Fn. Suppose that S and T are intervals

with T bounded. Consider a directed system of Q(q)-spaces

{∧S′,T |S′ ⊂ S, S′ is an interval which is bounded below },

with respect to the maps ψS′,S′′ for S′ ⊂ S′′ with (S′′ \ S′) ∩ Z = [a, b] ∩ Z for some a, b,

which are defined by

∧
S′,T

ψS′,S′′

//

∧
S′′,T

w
✤

// w ∧ w[a,min(b,0)]×T

(5.13)

Here [a, b]×T denotes the matrix in BS′′,T with 1’s in the rows from a to b and 0’s elsewhere.

Since T is finite, w[a,b]×T is well-defined. In particular, this sends wM (M ∈ BS′,T ) to another

standard monomial wM ′ , where M ′ ∈ BS′′,T is obtained by extending M with 0’s on the

rows with positive indices, and 1’s on the rows with non-positive indices.

Let FS,T be the limit of (5.13), and ψS′ :
∧
S′,T −! FS,T the canonical embedding.

The map in (5.13) is Uq(glS′) ⊗ Up(slT )-linear, and hence FS,T becomes a well-defined

Uq(glS) ⊗ Up(slT )-module. Let w ∈ FS,T be given such that w is an image of a weight

vector w′ ∈ ∧S′,T for some interval S′ ⊂ R that is bounded below. We define ẇt(w) =

ẇt(w′) − (min(S′ ∩ Z) − 1)
∑n

i=1 ǫi, which is independent of S′. Hence, FS,T becomes a

Uq(glS)⊗ Up(glT )-module with respect to wt and ẇt.

Lemma 5.10. We have ψS′,S′′(w) = ψS′,S′′(w) for w ∈ ∧S′,T .

Proof. It can be shown either by combinatorial arguments using (5.7), or by using quasi-

R-matrices as follows. Let w◦ = w[a,min(b,0)]×T . It is easy to see that w◦ is bar-invariant.

By Lemma 5.3, we have

w ∧ w◦ = Θ⊗−Θ̇
′
⊗+

(w ∧w◦).

Note that Θ⊗− = Π−1ΘΠ−1. First, Π(w ∧ w◦) = w ∧ w◦, since Uq(glS′′)-weights of w and

w◦ are orthogonal. Since Θ is a formal sum of elements of U−
q (glS′′)− ⊗ U+

q (glS′′), and
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U+
q (glS′′) acts trivially on w◦, Θ(w ∧ w◦) = w ∧ w◦. Similarly, Θ̇′

⊗+
= Θ̇ acts trivially

w ∧w◦. Therefore, w ∧ w◦ = w ∧ w◦. �

Then, we have the following.

Proposition 5.11. FS,T has a Q-linear involution − such that ψS′(w) = ψS′(w) for w ∈
∧
S′,T .

Let

FS,T = {M = (mab) | a ∈ S, b ∈ T, mab = 0 for a≫ 0, and mab = 1 for a≪ 0 } .

For M = (mab) ∈ FS,T , we define wM to be a unique element in FS,T such that

wM = ψS′(wMS′ ),

with MS′ = (mab)a∈S′,b∈T for some interval S′ which is bounded below such that mab = 1

(a ≤ minS′, b ∈ T). It immediately follows from the construction that {wM |M ∈ FS,T } is

a Q(q)-basis of FS,T ,
Let

(5.14) L (FS,T ) =
⊕

M∈FS,T

A0wM , B(FS,T ) = {wM (mod qL (FS,T )) |M ∈ FS,T }.

Proposition 5.12. The pair (L (FS,T ),B(FS,T )) is a lower crystal base of FS,T as a

Uq(glS)-module and also upper crystal base as a Uq(glT )-module with respect to (5.10).

Proof. Let S′, S′′ be intervals bounded below with S′ ⊂ S′′ ⊂ S. Then ψS′,S′′ in (5.13)

preserves the crystal bases, and (L (
∧
S′,T ),B(

∧
S′,T )) forms a directed system, whose limit

is equal to (L (FS,T ),B(FS,T )). Hence it is a lower (resp. upper) base of FS,T as a Uq(glS)-

module (resp. Uq(glT )-module). �

Note that FS,n := FS,[1,n] is isomorphic to F⊗n
S,{1} as a Uq(glS)-module for n ∈ Z>0. Let

Fn = FR,n.

Put F = F1. The Uq(gl∞) ⊗ Up(gln)-crystal B(Fn) (that is, a crystal with respect to

x̃i, ˙̃yj for i ∈ Z, 1 ≤ j ≤ n − 1) can be identified with FR,n, and it is isomorphic to the one

introduced in [22, Section 6]. In particular, we have a crystal isomorphism

(5.15) B(Fn) ∼=
⊔

λ∈Zn+

B(Λλ)× B(ǫ̇λ),

([22, Theorem 6.1]), where B(Λλ) and B(ǫ̇λ) are the crystals of the highest weight modules

V (Λλ) and V (ǫ̇λ) of Uq(gl∞) and Uq(gln) with highest weights Λλ and ǫ̇λ, respectively. Here

ǫ̇λ means the ǫλ with respect to ẇt. The corresponding decomposition of Fn is a quantum

analogue of the level-rank duality, whose non-quantum version is originally due to [8]:

(5.16) Fn ∼=
⊕

λ∈Zn+

V (Λλ)⊗ V (ǫ̇λ).
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Indeed, for λ ∈ Zn+, let M(λ) ∈ B(Fn) be the matrix whose (i, j) entry is given by

M(λ)ij =




1 i ≤ λj ,

0 otherwise.

Then M(λ) is the highest weight element in the connected component of B(Fn) isomorphic

to B(Λλ) ⊗ B(ǫ̇λ). The corresponding monomial wM(λ) is a highest weight vector, and

generates a submodule isomorphic to V (Λλ) ⊗ V (ǫ̇λ). Since wM(λ)’s generate B(Fn), they

also generate Fn, and hence (5.16) follows.

Note that the bilinear form (5.11) induces a bilinear form on FS,T , which restricts to the

q-Shapovalov form (2.7) on each irreducible component V (Λλ)⊗ V (ǫ̇λ) in case of Fn.

Let us end this subsection with some notations which will be used in later sections.

For M = (mij) ∈ B(Fn), we define the charge of M to be #{(i, j) |mij = 1 (i ≥
1)} −#{(i, j) |mij = 0 (i ≤ 0)}. For k ∈ Z, the Q(q)-span of wM fo M ∈ B(Fn) of charge

k is invariant under the action of Uq(gl∞) ⊗ Up(gln). Put |k〉 = wM((k)) ∈ F , which is a

Uq(gl∞)-highest weight vector of weight Λk.

For (µ, ν) ∈ P2 with ℓ(µ) + ℓ(ν) ≤ n, put

(5.17) Λnµ,ν = Λλ, Mn(µ, ν) =M(λ),

where λ is the unique element in Zn+ such that µ = (max{λ1, 0},max{λ2, 0}, · · · ) and ν =

(−min{λn, 0},−min{λn−1, 0}, · · · ). We also let

Λµ,ν = Λnµ,ν − (n− ℓ(µ)− ℓ(ν))Λ0.

For M = (mij) ∈ B(Fn) and M ′ = (m′
ij) ∈ B(Fn′

), let M ⊗ M ′ be th element in

B(Fn+n′

) whose (i, j)-entry is given by

(M ⊗M ′)ij =




mij if 1 ≤ j ≤ n,

m′
i,j−n if n < j ≤ n+ n′.

This gives a canonical isomorphism B(Fn)⊗ B(Fn′

) ∼= B(Fn+n′

) as a Uq(gl∞)-crystal.

Put Fn
+ = FR>0,n and Fn

− = FR≤0,n which are representations of Uq(gl>0)⊗ Up(gln) and

Uq(gl≤0)⊗ Up(gln), respectively. There is a Q(q)-linear isomorphism

(5.18)
Fn

+ ⊗Fn
− Fn

wM+ ⊗ wM− wM+⊗M−

,

for M± ∈ B(Fn
±). It is an isomorphism of

(
Uq(gl>0)⊗ Uq(gl≤0)

)
⊗Up(gln)-modules. Recall

that ⊗ in (5.18) is ⊗+ by (5.4) when it is understood with respect to the action of Up(gln).

For µ ∈ P and n ≥ ℓ(µ), let Hn
+(µ) ∈ B(Fn

+) be given by

Hn
+(µ)ij =




1 i ≤ µj ,

0 otherwise.
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Similarly, for ν ∈ P and n ≥ ℓ(ν), let Hn
−(ν) ∈ B(Fn

−) be given by

Hn
−(ν)ij =




1 i ≤ −νn+1−j ,

0 otherwise.

For n ≥ ℓ(µ) + ℓ(ν), we have Mn(µ, ν) = Hn
+(µ) ⊗ Hn

−(ν) ∈ B(Fn), and wMn(µ,ν) =

wHn+(µ) ⊗ wHn−(ν) under the isomorphism in (5.18).

6. Fock space F∞ ⊗M of infinite level

6.1. Parabolic q-boson algebra Uq(sl∞,0) and M. Let Uq(sl∞) be the subalgebra of

Uq(gl∞) generated by ei, fi, q
hi (i ∈ Z). We consider the parabolic q-boson algebra Uq(g, p)

in Section 3.1, when g = sl∞ and p is the parabolic subalgebra associated with J = Z \ {0}.
We may identify its weight and coweight lattices as P∨ =

⊕
i∈Z Z(Eii − Ei+1i+1), P =

⊕
i∈Z Zǫi ⊕ ZΛ0, P

∨
J =

⊕
i∈Z,i6=0 Z(Eii − Ei+1i+1) ⊂ P∨, and PJ =

⊕
i∈Z Zǫi ⊂ P .

For simplicity, we write Uq(sl∞,0) = Uq(g, p), P0 = PJ and P+
0 = P+

J . Note that P+
0 =

{Λµ,ν |µ, ν ∈ P }. We also write V0(Λ) = VJ(Λ) and (L0(Λ),B0(Λ)) = (LJ(Λ),BJ (Λ))

for Λ ∈ P+
0 .

Let M = V0(0). By (3.5), we identify M with U−
q (sl∞)/

∑
i∈Z\{0} U

−
q (sl∞)fi, which

induces a natural Q−-grading on M, and denote the image of 1 ∈ U−
q (sl∞) by the same

symbol.

From the proof of Theorem 3.16, we may regard B0(M) = { b ∈ B(∞) | ǫ∗i (b) = 0 for i 6=
0 }, where B(∞) is the crystal of U−

q (sl∞) = U−
q (gl∞). By [29], B0(M) can be realized as

(6.1) B0(M) = {M ∈ MatZ<0×Z≥0
(Z≥0) |Mij = 0 for all but finitely many i, j }.

Here, we regard each row (resp. column) of M ∈ B0(M) as an element of the crystal of

a Uq(gl>0)-module V (sǫ1) for s ≥ 0 (resp. Uq(gl≤0)-module V (−tǫ0) for t ≥ 0), and then

apply the tensor product rule row by row (resp. column by column) from top to bottom

(resp. left to right). Moreover f̃0M is given by increasing the (0, 1)-entry of M by 1.

Note that

wt(M) =

{
∑

i∈Z

ciǫi

∣∣∣∣∣ ci ≥ 0 (i > 0), cj ≤ 0 (j ≤ 0),
∑

i∈Z

ci = 0

}
.

This gives the following alternative description of the partial order on P2.

Lemma 6.1. For (µ, ν), (ζ, η) ∈ P2, (µ, ν) ≥ (ζ, η) if and only if Λµ,ν − Λζ,η ∈ wt(M).

We may also regard M as a Uq(gl>0)⊗Uq(gl≤0)-module. By (6.1), we see that B0(M) is

a disjoint union of the connected components of diag(λ1, λ2, · · · ) for λ ∈ P as a Uq(gl>0)⊗
Uq(gl≤0)-crystal. This implies M =

⊕
λ∈P

M(λ), where M(λ) is the irreducible Uq(gl>0)⊗
Uq(gl≤0)-submodule of M corresponding to λ.
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Recall that the map r := 0r
− in Section 3.4 induces a homomorphism of Uq(gl>0) ⊗

Uq(gl≤0)-modules

M −! V (−α0)⊗M.

By Lemma 3.15, it is injective on
⊕

λ6=(0) M(λ). Hence it gives an embedding of M(λ) into

V (−α0)⊗M for λ ∈ P \ {(0)}.
This yields an embedding of Uq(gl>0) ⊗ Uq(gl≤0)-crystals. More precisely, since the de-

composition of M is multiplicity-free, it follows from [15, Theorem 3] that

(6.2) r−1 (L (−α0)⊗ L0(M)) = L (M((0))) ⊕
⊕

λ∈P\{∅}

qnλL (M(λ)),

for some nλ ∈ Z, where L (M(µ)) = L0(M) ∩M(µ) for µ ∈ P. So we have a morphism

of (abstract) Uq(gl>0)⊗ Uq(gl≤0)-crystals

(6.3) r : B0(M) \ {1} −! B(−α0)⊗ B0(M),

since B0(M) is a disjoint union of crystals of M(λ).

6.2. Fock space F∞ ⊗M of infinite level. We introduce a Fock space of infinite level,

which is the main object in this paper.

First, note that F ⊗ M has a structure of Uq(sl∞,0)-module by Proposition 3.2. Since

F ⊗M is an integrable Uq(gl>0) ⊗ Uq(gl≤0)-module, F ⊗M belongs to Oint
Uq(sl∞,0)

. It has

a singular vector |0〉 ⊗ 1 of weight 0, which generates a submodule isomotphic to M by

Theorem 3.13. Hence, there exists an injective Uq(sl∞,0)-linear map

φ : M −! F ⊗M.

By tensoring with Fn for n ≥ 1, this naturally extends to an injective Uq(sl∞,0)-linear map

φn,n+1 : Fn ⊗M −! Fn+1 ⊗M.

Then we define F∞ ⊗M to be the direct limit of {Fn ⊗M|n ≥ 0} along with φn,n+1’s:

F∞ ⊗M = lim
−!
n

Fn ⊗M.

Let

φn : Fn ⊗M −! F∞ ⊗M
be the canonical embedding. Note that Fn ⊗ M carries a structure of Up(gln)-module,

acting on Fn with p = −q−1, which commutes with the action of Uq(sl∞,0). By definition

of φn,n+1, it is clear that φn is Up(gln)-linear. Hence, we may naturally define a Up(gl>0)-

module structure on Fn ⊗ M as follows: For u ∈ Up(gl>0) and x ∈ F∞ ⊗ M, take a

sufficiently large n ∈ N such that u ∈ Up(gln) and x = φn(xn) for some xn ∈ Fn ⊗M, and

then define ux = φn(uxn).

As a Uq(sl∞,0)-module, F∞ ⊗ M has a weight space decomposition with weights in

P0 = P/ZΛ0. We may assume that Fn⊗M has a weight space decomposition with weights
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in P via the identification of P0 as a subgroup of P (see Section 6.1), which is given by

ǫi + ZΛ0 ! ǫi. This weight space decomposition of Fn ⊗ M in terms of P is compatible

with φn, and hence induces the one on F∞ ⊗M. We denote by wt and ẇt the weights for

the action of Uq(sl∞,0) and Up(gl>0) on F∞ ⊗M, respectively.

6.3. Crystal base of F∞ ⊗M. Let us describe a crystal base of F∞ ⊗M. For n ≥ 1, let

(L0(Fn ⊗M),B0(Fn ⊗M)) = (L (Fn)⊗ L0(M),B(Fn)⊗ B0(M)),

which is a crystal base of Fn ⊗ M as a Uq(sl∞,0)-module by Theorem 3.20. It is also a

crystal base as a Up(gln)-module for n ≥ 2. Since φ(1) = |0〉 ⊗ 1 and B0(M) is connected,

we have φ(L0(M)) ⊂ L0(F ⊗M) and φ(B0(M)) ⊂ B0(F ⊗M), where φ is the induced

map at q = 0. This implies that for n ≥ 1

φn,n+1(L0(Fn ⊗M)) ⊂ L0(Fn+1 ⊗M), φn,n+1(B0(Fn ⊗M)) ⊂ B0(Fn+1 ⊗M),

where φn,n+1 commutes with the crystal operators ẽi, f̃i (i ∈ Z) for Uq(sl∞,0) and ˙̃ej ,
˙̃
fj

(j = 1, · · · , n− 1) for Up(gln). Define

L0(F∞ ⊗M) = lim
−!
n

L0(Fn ⊗M), B0(F∞ ⊗M) = lim
−!
n

B0(Fn ⊗M).

Then (L0(F∞⊗M),B0(F∞⊗M)) is a crystal base of F∞⊗M as a Uq(sl∞,0)⊗Up(gl>0)-

module. Also, we have the following maps induced from φn : Fn ⊗M ! F∞ ⊗M.

L0(Fn ⊗M) L0(F∞ ⊗M),

B0(Fn ⊗M) B0(F∞ ⊗M).

φn

φn

Let us describe B0(F∞ ⊗M) more explicitly. First, let (F∞ ⊗M)0 be the Uq(sl∞,0)⊗
Up(gl>0)-submodule of F∞ ⊗M generated by

(6.4) wnµ,ν := φn(wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ 1),

for (µ, ν) ∈ P2 and n ≥ ℓ(µ) + ℓ(ν).

Proposition 6.2. As a Uq(sl∞,0)⊗ Up(gl>0)-module, we have

(F∞ ⊗M)0 ∼=
⊕

(µ,ν)∈P2

V0(Λµ,ν)⊗ Vµ,ν .

Proof. Suppose that (µ, ν) ∈ P
2 is given. For n ≥ ℓ(µ) + ℓ(ν), let v = φn(wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ 1).

Since F∞⊗M ∈ Oint
Uq(sl∞,0)

and v is a singular vector of weight Λµ,ν , v generates V0(Λµ,ν) as a

Uq(sl∞,0)-module. On the other hand, v generates Vµ,ν as a Up(gl>0)-module by Lemma 4.4.

Hence v generates V0(Λµ,ν) ⊗ Vµ,ν . For n′ ≥ n, let v′ = φn′ (wMn′ (µ,ν) ⊗ 1). Then v is an

extremal weight vector with respect to the action of Up(gl>0) in the Uq(sl∞,0) ⊗ Up(gl>0)-

submodule generated by v′. Hence v and v′ generate the same irreducible component. This

implies that (F∞ ⊗M)0 is semisimple together with the required decomposition. �
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Let L0((F∞ ⊗ M)0) be the A0-span of x̃i1 · · · x̃ik ˙̃yj1 · · · ˙̃yjlwnµ,ν ’s for (µ, ν) ∈ P2, n ≥
ℓ(µ) + ℓ(ν), and i1, · · · , ik ∈ Z, j1, · · · , jl ∈ Z>0 (k, l ≥ 0) with x, y ∈ {e, f}, and let

B0((F∞ ⊗M)0) be the union of connected components of wnµ,ν ’s in B0(F∞ ⊗M). Then

(L0((F∞ ⊗M)0),B0((F∞ ⊗M)0) is a crystal base of (F∞ ⊗M)0 by Proposition 6.2.

The crystal B((F∞ ⊗M)0) can be identified with

(6.5) FR,R>0 =



M = (Mab)a∈Z,b∈Z>0

∣∣∣∣∣∣

(Mab)a∈Z ∈ B(F) for all b

(Mab)a∈Z = |0〉 for b≫ 0



 .

For M = (Mab) ∈ FR,R>0 , we may regard the submatrix (Mab)a∈Z,b∈[1,n] as an element of

FR,n.

Proposition 6.3. We have B0(F∞ ⊗M) = B0((F∞ ⊗M)0).

Proof. Let b ∈ B0(F∞ ⊗M) be given. We have b ≡ φl(M1 ⊗ b1) (mod qL0(F∞ ⊗M))

for some M1 ⊗ b1 ∈ B0(F l ⊗ M). Suppose that b1 6= 1. Then b1 = f̃i1 · · · f̃ik1 1 for some

k1 ≥ 1 and i1, · · · , ik1 ∈ Z. By Theorem 3.20, φ(b1) = M2 ⊗ b2 for some M2 ∈ B(F) with

M2 6= |0〉 and b2 ∈ B0(M). Since M2 6= |0〉, we have b2 = f̃j1 · · · f̃jk2 1 for some k2 < k1 and

j1 · · · , jk2 ∈ Z. By induction on k1, we conclude that if n is large enough, then

(6.6) φn−1,n · · ·φ0,1(b) =M ⊗ 1,

for some M ∈ B(Fn). Therefore, we have by (6.6)

b = φl(M1 ⊗ b1) = φl+n(M1 ⊗ φn−1,n ◦ · · · ◦ φ0,1(b1)) = φl+n(M1 ⊗M ⊗ 1),

which belongs to B((F∞ ⊗M)0) by (6.5). �

In Section 8, we explicitly construct a socle filtration of F∞⊗M and show that soc(F∞⊗
M) = (F∞ ⊗M)0.

6.4. A bar-invariant basis of F∞ ⊗M with upper-triangularity. Let us start with a

Q-linear involution − on F∞ ⊗M compatible with the action of Uq(sl∞,0)⊗ Up(gl>0). We

first construct an involution on each Fn ⊗M that is compatible under φn,n+1. Note that

M = V0(0) has a canonical bar-involution that fixes 1, and Fn has a canonical bar-involution

by Proposition 5.11. We define

(6.7) w ⊗m = Θ′
−(w ⊗m) (w ∈ Fn,m ∈ M),

where Θ′
− is the opposite quasi-R-matrix for Uq(sl∞) in (2.11). It is well-defined since Θ′

−

is a summation of elements of U+
q (sl∞)⊗ U−

q (sl∞), and U−
q (sl∞) = U−

q (sl∞,0).

Lemma 6.4. For w ∈ Fn and m ∈ M, we have φn,n+1(w ⊗m) = φn,n+1(w ⊗m).
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Proof. Write φ(m) =
∑N
i=1 wi⊗mi for some wi ∈ F and mi ∈ M. Since φ commutes with

the action of U−
q (sl∞,0) and the bar-involutions,

φn,n+1(w ⊗m) = φn,n+1(Θ
′
−(w ⊗m)) = (Θ′

−)
(3)(w ⊗

N∑

i=1

wi ⊗mi).

On the other hand, we have

φn,n+1(w ⊗m) = (∆− ⊗ 1)(Θ′
−)

N∑

i=1

w ⊗ wi ⊗mi

= (Θ′
−)

(3)(Θ̇⊗+
⊗ 1)

N∑

i=1

w ⊗ wi ⊗mi.

Under the canonical identification Fn⊗F ! Fn+1, wi is sent to an element that is a linear

combination of products of w(i,n+1) for i ∈ Z. So the action of U+
p (gln+1) on wi vanishes.

Since Θ̇⊗+
= Π̇−1Θ̇opΠ̇−1 and Θ̇op is a summation of elements of U−

p (gln+1) ⊗ U+
p (gln+1),

we see that Θ̇⊗+
(w ⊗ wi) = w ⊗ wi. �

Proposition 6.5. There exists a Q-linear involution − on F∞ ⊗M such that u · x = u ·x,
u̇ · x = u̇ · x for u ∈ Uq(sl∞,0), u̇ ∈ Uq(gl>0), and x ∈ F∞ ⊗M.

Proof. Let x ∈ F∞⊗M be given. We have x = φn(w⊗m) for some n and w⊗m ∈ Fn⊗M,

and then define x = φn(w ⊗m). By Lemma 6.4, this gives a well-defined Q-linear involution

satisfying the properties. �

Remark 6.6. Our convention for the comultiplication on Up(gl>0) in (5.4) is crucial for

Lemma 6.4 to hold.

Now we construct a canonical basis of F∞ ⊗M by the same arguments as [26, Section

24.2]. For M ∈ B(Fn), define a sequence of non-negative integers c(M) : Z ! Z≥0 by

c(M)(i) =
∑n

k=1Mi+k,k. For M,N ∈ B(Fn), we define M ≥ N if wtM = wtN , ẇtM =

ẇtN , and c(M) ≥ c(N) with respect to the lexicographic order starting from −∞. It is a

partial order on B(Fn) that is locally finite, that is, for M1 and M2 ∈ B(Fn), there exists

finitely many N such that M1 < N < M2.

By (5.6) and (5.7), wM is a linear combination of wM and wN ’s for N 6= M , where

N is obtained from M by replacing two 1’s at diagonal position to anti-diagonal position.

Moreover, the coefficient of wM is 1. Thus,

wM ∈ wM +
∑

N<M

AwN .

By [26, Section 2.4.2], there exists a unique G(M) ∈ L (Fn) such that G(M) = G(M) and

G(M) ≡M (mod qL (Fn)).

For b ∈ B0((F∞ ⊗M)0), let n(b) be the minimal n such that b ∈ φn(B0(Fn⊗M)). Let

bi ∈ B0((F ⊗M)0) be given such that wt(b1) = wt(b2) and ẇt(b1) = ẇt(b2). Define b1 ≥ b2



TENSOR PRODUCT OF EXTREMAL WEIGHT MODULES OF TYPE A+∞ 39

if n(b1) > n(b2) or n(b1) = n(b2) with wt(b′1) > wt(b′2) or n(b1) = n(b2) with wt(b′1) = wt(b′2)

and M ′
1 ≥M ′

2, where bi =Mi⊗ b′i ∈ B0(Fn⊗M) with n = n(bi) for i = 1, 2. It is a partial

order on B0((F∞ ⊗M)0), which can be easily seen to be locally finite.

Let {G0(b) | b ∈ B0(M)} be the canonical basis of M. By (6.7), we have

wM ⊗G0(b) = Θ′
−(wM ⊗G0(b)) = Θop(wM ⊗G0(b))

∈ wM ⊗G0(b) +
(
U+
q (sl∞)A ⊗ U−

q (sl∞)A
)
(wM ⊗G0(b)).

Then, it is easy to see that wM ⊗G0(b) is an A-linear combination of wN ⊗ G0(b
′)’s with

M ⊗ b ≥ N ⊗ b′.

Therefore, by the standard argument together with Lemma 6.4, we see that there exists

a unique Q(q)-basis {G(b) | b ∈ B0(F∞ ⊗M) } of F∞ ⊗M satisfying

(1) G(b) = G(b),

(2) G(b) ∈ wM ⊗ G0(b0) +
∑

(M ′⊗b′0)≤b
qZ[q]wM ′ ⊗ G0(b

′
0) where b = φn(M ⊗ b0) ∈

B0(Fn ⊗M).

6.5. Uq(sl∞,0)-isotypic decomposition of F∞ ⊗ M. Since F∞ ⊗ M is an integrable

Uq(sl∞,0)-module, it admits a Uq(sl∞,0)-isotypic decomposition.

Theorem 6.7. As a Uq(sl∞,0)⊗ Up(gl>0)-module, we have

F∞ ⊗M ∼=
⊕

(µ,ν)∈P2

V0(Λµ,ν)⊗
(
Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν

)
.

Proof. For λ ∈ P and n ≥ ℓ(λ), let Ln−(λ) ∈ B(Fn
−) be given by

Ln−(λ)ij =




1 i ≤ −λj ,
0 −λj < i.

By convention, we assume λi = 0 for i > ℓ(λ).

For (µ, ν) ∈ P2, we write En(µ, ν) = Hn
+(µ) ⊗ Ln−(ν) ∈ B(Fn). We have wEn(µ,ν) =

wHn+(µ) ⊗wLn−(ν) under the isomorphism Fn ∼= Fn
+ ⊗Fn

− in (5.18). Note that φn(wEn(µ,ν) ⊗
1) ∈ F∞⊗M and φn(E

n(µ, ν)⊗ 1) ∈ B0(F∞⊗M) are independent of n, which we denote

by wE(µ,ν) and E(µ, ν), respectively.

We claim that E := {wE(µ,ν) |µ, ν ∈ P } generates F∞ ⊗M as a Uq(sl∞,0)⊗ Up(gl>0)-

module. Let S be the submodule of F∞ ⊗M generated by E.

First, we claim that En := {En(µ, ν) |µ, ν ∈ P, ℓ(µ) + ℓ(ν) ≤ n } generates Fn as a

(Uq(gl>0)⊗ Uq(gl≤0))⊗ Up(gln)-module. Note that

Fn
+
∼=
⊕

µ∈P

ℓ(µ)≤n

V (gl>0,Λµ,∅)⊗ V nµ,∅,

Fn
−
∼=
⊕

ν∈P

ℓ(ν)≤n

V (gl≤0,Λ∅,ν)⊗ V n∅,ν .
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where V (gl∗,Λ) (∗ => 0,≤ 0) denotes the irreducible highest weight Uq(gl∗)-module with

highest weight Λ.

Note that wHn+(µ) is a highest weight vector which generates V (gl>0,Λµ,∅) ⊗ V nµ,∅. Simi-

larly, wLn−(ν) generates V (gl≤0,Λ∅,ν)⊗ V n∅,ν . On the other hand, since wEn(µ,ν) = wHn+(µ) ⊗
wLn−(ν), a tensor product of highest weight vector and a lowest weight vector, it generates

V nµ,∅ ⊗ V n∅,ν as a Up(gln)-module. Therefore, En generates Fn
+ ⊗ Fn

−. This implies that

φn(Fn ⊗ 1) ⊂ S for all n.

Next, we claim that φn(Fn ⊗M) ⊂ S for all n, which implies that F∞ ⊗M = S. For

γ ∈ wt(M), let M≥γ =
⊕

β≥γMβ. We use induction on the height of γ ∈ wt(M) to

show that φn(Fn ⊗ M≥γ) ⊂ S. When γ = 0, it follows from the previous argument. Let

γ < 0 and m ∈ Mγ be given. We have m =
∑

i∈Z fimi for some mi ∈ Mγ+αi, which

are non-zero for only finitely many i’s. For w ∈ Fn, consider w ⊗m ∈ Fn ⊗M≥γ . Since

fi(w⊗mi) = fiw⊗mi+ciw⊗fimi for some ci ∈ Q(q), S contains fi(w⊗mi), and fiw⊗mi

by induction hypothesis, we conclude that w ⊗ fimi ∈ S for ci 6= 0. This completes the

induction.

Now we prove the decomposition of F∞ ⊗ M. For d ∈ Z>0, let (F∞ ⊗ M)(d) be the

submodule of F∞ ⊗ M generated by wE(µ,ν) for (µ, ν) ∈ P2 with |µ|, |ν| ≤ d. We use

induction on d to show that

(6.8) (F∞ ⊗M)(d) =
⊕

|µ|,|ν|≤d

V0(Λµ,ν)⊗
(
Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν

)
.

If d = 0, then (6.8) clearly holds. Suppose that (6.8) is true for d − 1. Let (ζ, η) ∈
P2 be given with |ζ| = d or |η| = d. We claim that w0, the image of w0 = wE(ζ,η) in

F∞ ⊗M/(F∞ ⊗M)(d− 1) generates a submodule isomorphic to V0(Λζ,η)⊗
(
Vζ,∅ ⊗ V∅,η

)
.

Since V0(Λζ,η) is irreducible, it suffices to show that w0 generates V0(Λζ,η) as a Uq(sl∞,0)-

module and Vζ,∅ ⊗ V∅,η as a Up(gl>0)-module, respectively. Then (6.8) follows from the

semisimplicity of F∞ ⊗M ∈ Oint
Uq(sl∞,0)

and the induction hypothesis.

Let us prove the claim. Suppose first that w0 is non-zero in F∞ ⊗M/(F∞ ⊗M)(d− 1).

In this case, w0 is a singular vector of weight Λζ,η in F∞ ⊗M/(F∞ ⊗M)(d− 1). Indeed,

w0 is singular with respect to the Uq(gl>0) ⊗ Uq(gl≤0)-action. Moreover, e0w0 is a linear

combination of wM ⊗ 1’s for M ∈ B(Fn), where M = M+ ⊗M− ∈ B(Fn
+) ⊗ B(Fn

−) such

that M+ contains 1’s as many as |ζ| − 1 and M− contains 0’s as many as |η| − 1. Therefore,

e0w0 is contained in (F∞ ⊗M)(d− 1).

So w0 generates V0(Λζ,η) as a Uq(sl∞,0)-module. On the other hand, recall that w0 =

φn(wEn(ζ,η)⊗1) for n ≥ ℓ(ζ)+ℓ(η). Since wEn(µ,ν) generates V
n
µ,∅⊗V n∅,ν and φn,n+1(wEn(µ,ν)⊗

1) = wEn+1(µ,ν) ⊗ 1, we see that w0 generates Vζ,∅ ⊗ V∅,η. Next, suppose that w0 ∈
(F∞ ⊗ M)(d − 1). Then by the previous argument, F∞ ⊗ M does not have an isotypic

component for V0(Λζ,η), which is a contradiction, since wMℓ(ζ)+ℓ(η)(ζ,η)⊗1 is a singular vector

of weight Λζ,η. Hence, the claim is proved.
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Finally, we obtain a decomposition of F∞ ⊗ M by taking a limit of (F∞ ⊗ M)(d) as

d! ∞. �

Remark 6.8. Recall that Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν in Theorem 6.7 is ⊗+ by (5.4). However, we may

replace it with ⊗− by Remark 2.3. The isomorphism in Theorem 6.7 is compatible with

the bar-involutions on both sides, where the bar-involution on Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν is the unique

involution fixing uµ,∅ ⊗ u∅,ν.

6.6. Filtrations of F∞ ⊗M. In this subsection, we introduce a filtration of Fn ⊗ M in

terms of its isotypic component, which will be used to construct a filtration of F∞ ⊗M.

Let (µ, ν) ∈ P2 be given. For γ ∈ wt(M) and n ≥ ℓ(µ) + ℓ(ν), let

Hn
γ (µ, ν) = { b ∈ B0(M)γ |Mn(µ, ν)⊗ b ∈ B0 (Fn ⊗M)h.w. },

and Hn(µ, ν) =
⋃
γ∈wt(M)H

n
γ (µ, ν), where B0(Fn ⊗ M) is understood as a Uq(sl∞,0) ⊗

Up(gln)-crystal. Note that Hn
γ (µ, ν) ⊂ Hn+1

γ (µ, ν) by Theorem 3.20, and furthermore it

stabilizes as n! ∞, which we denote by Hγ(µ, ν).

We take a set {xb | b ∈ B0(M)} ⊂ L0(M) such that xb ≡ b (mod qL0(M)). For n ≥ 0

and γ ∈ wt(M), we define

(6.9) (Fn⊗M)≥γ = U−
q (sl∞,0)⊗U−

p (gln)-span of
{
wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ xb | b ∈ Hn

δ (µ, ν), δ ≥ γ
}
,

Note that Fn ⊗ M is a semisimple Uq(sl∞,0) ⊗ Up(gln)-module. By Theorem 3.20 and

(5.16), each irreducible component of Fn⊗M is V0(Λζ,η)⊗V (ǫ̇nµ,ν) for some (µ, ν), (ζ, η) ∈
P2 with ℓ(µ)+ℓ(ν) ≤ n. We denote the corresponding isotypic component by (Fn⊗M)

(ζ,η)
(µ,ν),

and the canonical projection by π
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) : Fn⊗M ! (Fn ⊗M)

(ζ,η)
(µ,ν). Recall the partial order

≤ on P2 in (4.4).

Lemma 6.9. Under the above hypothesis, we have the following.

(1) (Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) is non-zero only when (µ, ν) ≤ (ζ, η).

(2) As a Uq(sl∞,0)⊗ Up(gln)-module,

(Fn ⊗M)≥γ =
⊕

(µ,ν)≤(ζ,η)
Λζ,η−Λµ,ν≥γ

(Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν).

Proof. (1) Let b ∈ B (Fn ⊗M)
h.w.

be given whose connected component is isomorphic to

B0(Λζ,η)⊗B(ǫ̇nµ,ν ). Since B0(Fn⊗M) ∼= B(Fn)⊗B0(M) ∼=
⊔

(µ,ν)(B(Λnµ,ν)⊗B0(M))⊗
B(ǫ̇nµ,ν ), we have by Theorem 3.20 that b = uΛnµ,ν ⊗ b′ ⊗ uǫ̇nµ,ν for some b′ ∈ B0(M). This

implies that Λζ,η − Λµ,ν ∈ wt(M), or equivanetly, (µ, ν) ≤ (ζ, η) by Lemma 6.1.

(2) It follows directly from (1) and an analogue of Lemma 2.1 for Uq(sl∞,0) ⊗ Up(gln)-

modules. Note that the decomposition is independent of the choice of xb (b ∈ B0(M)). �
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For (µ, ν), (ζ, η) ∈ P2 with (µ, ν) ≤ (ζ, η) and ℓ(µ) + ℓ(ν) ≤ n, we let

(6.10)

(Fn ⊗M)
≤(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) =

⊕

(σ,τ)≤(ζ,η)

(Fn ⊗M)
(σ,τ)
(µ,ν),

(Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
≥(µ,ν) =

⊕

(σ,τ)≥(µ,ν)

(Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
(σ,τ),

(Fn ⊗M)(ζ,η) =
⊕

(σ,τ)

(Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
(σ,τ),

(Fn ⊗M)(µ,ν) =
⊕

(σ,τ)

(Fn ⊗M)
(σ,τ)
(µ,ν).

For d ∈ Z≥0, let

(Fn ⊗M)≥−d =
∑

γ∈wt(M)
(Λ0,γ)≥−d

(Fn ⊗M)≥γ .

Then {(Fn ⊗M)≥−d}d∈Z≥0
gives a filtration of Fn ⊗M since we have (Fn ⊗M)≥−d+1 ⊂

(Fn ⊗M)≥−d.

Proposition 6.10. Under the above hypothesis, we have

φn,n+1

Ä
(Fn ⊗M)

(ζ,η)
(µ,ν)

ä
⊂ (Fn+1 ⊗M)

(ζ,η)
≥(µ,ν).

Therefore, we have for γ ∈ wt(M),

φn,n+1 ((Fn ⊗M)≥γ) ⊂ (Fn+1 ⊗M)≥γ .

Proof. Let (µi, νi), (ζi, ηi) ∈ P2 (i = 1, 2) be given such that (ζi, ηi) ≥ (µi, νi). By

composing φn,n+1 with the associated inclusion and projection, we have a map

(Fn ⊗M)
(ζ1,η1)
(µ1,ν1) −! (Fn+1 ⊗M)

(ζ2,η2)
(µ2,ν2).

Suppose that it is non-zero. Since it is Uq(sl∞,0)-linear, we have ζ := ζ1 = ζ2 and η := η1 =

η2. Also, since it is Up(gln)-linear, we have from the branching rule for the pair (gln+1, gln)

([11, Theorem 8.1.1]) that

(µ2)1 ≥ (µ1)1 ≥ (µ2)2 ≥ (µ1)2 ≥ · · · (µ2)ℓ(µ2) ≥ (µ1)ℓ(µ2),

(ν2)1 ≥ (ν1)1 ≥ (ν2)2 ≥ (ν1)2 ≥ · · · (ν2)ℓ(ν2) ≥ (ν1)ℓ(ν2).

In particular, this implies (µ1, ν1) ≤ (µ2, ν2), which proves the first statement.

By Lemma 6.9, (Fn ⊗ M)≥γ is a sum of (Fn ⊗ M)
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) such that (µ, ν) ≤ (ζ, η) and

Λζ,η − Λµ,ν ≥ γ, so the second statement follows from the first. �

Now we define for γ ∈ wt(M)

(F∞ ⊗M)≥γ = lim
−!
n

(Fn ⊗M)≥γ
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to be the submodule of F∞ ⊗ M induced from (Fn ⊗ M)≥γ with respect to φn,n+1 for

n ≥ 0, which is well-defined by Proposition 6.10. For d ∈ Z≥0, we define

(6.11) (F∞ ⊗M)≥−d =
∑

γ∈wt(M)
(Λ0,γ)≥−d

(F∞ ⊗M)≥γ .

Then {(F∞ ⊗M)≥−d}d∈Z≥0
gives a filtration of F∞ ⊗ M. We also define (F∞ ⊗ M)>γ

and (F∞ ⊗M)>−d similarly.

7. Crystal valuations

7.1. Crystal valuation. We introduce a weaker version of crystal lattice L, where L is not

necessarily a free A0-module. We describe such an A0-submodule in terms of valuations.

It is used to study a structure of a non-semsimple module including its socle filtration in

Section 8.

Let v : Q(q) ! Z⊔{∞} be a canonical valuation on Q(q) given by v(a) = max{n | q−n ∈
A0}. A valuation on a Q(q)-space V is a function v : V ! Z ⊔ {∞} satisfying

(1) v(v) = ∞ if and only if v = 0,

(2) v(cv) = v(c) + v(v) for all c ∈ Q(q) and v ∈ V ,

(3) v(v + w) ≥ min{v(v),v(w)} for all v, w ∈ V .

Then v is naturally in 1-1 correspondence with an A0-submodule L ⊂ V such that no

nonzero element of L is infinitely divisible by q, where the correspondence is given by L
v

=

{v ∈ V |v(v) ≥ 0} and vL(m) = max{n | q−nm ∈ L}. By abuse of notation, we often identiy

v with L
v

when there is no confusion. Note that L need not be free, while it is true when

L is finitely generated as an A0-module.

In this section, U denotes either Uq(g) or Uq(g, p) in Section 3 for a symmetrizable Kac-

Moody algebra g and its parabolic subalgebra p.

Definition 7.1. Let V be an integrable U-module. A crystal valuation on V is a valuation

v :M ! Z ⊔ {∞} satisfying

(1) v(v) = min{v(vµ) |µ ∈ P} for v =
∑
vµ ∈ V with vµ ∈ Vµ,

(2) v(ẽiv) ≥ v(v) and v(f̃iv) ≥ v(v) for all v ∈ V and i ∈ I.

Equivalently, L
v

=
⊕

µ(Lv)µ, and ẽi(Lv) ⊂ L
v

, f̃i(Lv) ⊂ L
v

for i ∈ I, respectively.

In particular, L
v

is a crystal lattice if L
v

is a free A0-module.

Remark 7.2. For a crystal valuation v, L
v

is not necessarily A0-free. Let f ∈ QJqK \ A0

(for example, f =
√
1 + q) and L = { (r, s) ∈ Q(q)⊕2 | rf + s ∈ QJqK }. Then L is an A0-

submodule of Q(q)⊕2, which is not free and has no nonzero element infinitely divisible by

q (see [21, Lemma 5.2.7]). If we regard Q(q)L = Q(q)⊕2 as a two copy of trivial Uq(sl2)-

representation, then vL is a crystal valuation which does not give a crystal lattice.
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7.2. Decomposition into isotypic components. Let V(λ) denote an integrable highest

weight U-module V (λ) or VJ (λ) for λ in P+ or P+
J with a crystal base (L(λ), B(λ)). Let Oint

U

be a category of integrable U-modules such that each object is isomorphic to a direct sum

of V(λ) whose set of weights is finitely dominated.

Suppose that V ∈ Oint
U is given and v is a crystal valuation on V .

Lemma 7.3 (cf. [12, Lemma 5.2.4 (1)]). Suppose that V = V(λ)⊕m for some m ≥ 1. Let

v ∈ V be a weight vector that is not of highest weight. If v(ẽiv) ≥ 0 for all i ∈ I, then

v(v) ≥ 0.

Proof. We have an isomorphism of Q(q)-spaces V ∼= Vλ ⊗Q(q) V(λ), which sends u ∈ Vλ

to u ⊗ uλ. Under this isomorphism, we may write v =
∑

k vk ⊗ wk for some vk ∈ Q(q)

and wk ∈ L(λ) such that wk (mod qL(λ)) are pairwise distinct elements of B(λ). Fix k.

By applying ẽi’s to wk to obtain uλ (mod qL(λ)), we see that vk ∈ L
v

. This implies

v(v) ≥ 0. �

Lemma 7.4 (cf. [15, Lemma 2.6.3]). Suppose that V = V1 ⊕ V2, where V1 and V2 are

U-submodules such that V1 = V(λ)⊕m for a maximal weight λ of V and m ≥ 1. Then we

have v(v1 + v2) = min{v(v1),v(v2)} for vi ∈ Vi (i = 1, 2).

Proof. It can be proved in the same way as [12, Lemma 5.2.1], where [12, Lemma 5.2.4

(1)] is replaced by Lemma 7.3. Note that [12, Lemma 5.2.1] assumes the existence of crystal

base, but this is not necessary in the proof of the decomposition of crystal lattices. �

The crystal valuation is compatible with the isotypic decomposition of V as follows.

Proposition 7.5. Suppose that V =
⊕

s∈S V(λs)
⊕ms for some S and ms ∈ Z≥0 (s ∈ S)

such that λs 6= λs′ for s 6= s′.

(1) We have v(v) = min{v(vs) | s ∈ S } for v =
∑
vs with vs ∈ V(λs)

⊕ms , equivalently,

L
v

=
⊕

s∈S Lv ∩ (V(λs)
⊕ms).

(2) If L
v

is A0-free, then there exists a unique U-linear automorphism φ of V such that

φ(L
v

∩ (V(λs)
⊕ms)) = L(λs)

⊕ms .

Proof. (1) It follows from a repeated application of Lemma 7.4. (2) The proof is similar to

that of [15, Theorem 3]. We have L
v

=
⊕

s∈S Lv ∩ (V(λs)
⊕ms) by (1). Since L

v

is A0-free

and B(λs) is connected, each L
v

∩ (V(λs)
⊕ms) is free and coincides with the crystal lattice

generated by Ls = L
v

∩ (V(λs)
⊕ms
λs

) under f̃i’s. For s ∈ S, let φs be the automorphism of

V(λs)
⊕ms sending the A0-basis of Ls to the one consisting of uλs ’s in each component. Then

φs(Lv ∩ (V(λs)
⊕ms)) = L(λs)

⊕ms , and φ =
⊕

s∈S φs is the required automorphism. �

Remark 7.6. One may also apply Proposition 7.5 when U is an algebra other than Uq(g) or

Uq(g, p). For example, one may take U = Uq(sl∞,0)⊗Up(gln) and Oint
U to be the category of
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U-modules V , which is isomorphic to a direct sum of V0(Λζ,η)⊗V (ǫ̇mµ,ν) for (µ, ν), (ζ, η) ∈ P2

with ℓ(µ) + ℓ(ν) ≤ n, and whose set of weights is finitely dominated. This will be used in

Section 8.

Proposition 7.5 also holds for a direct sum of extremal weight modules over Uq(gl>0),

whose set of weights is not necessarily finitely dominated.

Proposition 7.7. Let V =
⊕

(µ,ν)∈S V
⊕mµ,ν
µ,ν for some finite set S and mµ,ν ∈ Z≥0, and let

v be a crystal valuation on V . Then

(1) We have v(v) = min{v(vµ,ν) | (µ, ν) ∈ S} for v =
∑
vµ,ν with vµ,ν ∈ V

⊕mµ,ν
µ,ν .

(2) If L
v

is A0-free, then there exists a unique Uq(gl>0)-linear automorphism ψ of V

such that ψ(L
v

∩ V ⊕mµ,ν
µ,ν ) = L

⊕mµ,ν
µ,ν .

Proof. We may write V =
⊕l

k=1 V
⊕mk
µk,νk

such that (µi, νi) 	 (µj , νj) implies i < j. Note

that V is a direct limit of V n :=
⊕

(µ,ν)∈S(V
n
µ,ν)

⊕mµ,ν for n ≥ max{ ℓ(µk)+ℓ(νk) | 1 ≤ k ≤ l }
(see the proof of Proposition 4.1).

Put V1 = V ⊕n1

µ1,ν1 and V2 = ⊕k 6=1V
⊕mk
µk ,νk

. Then (V2)ǫn
µ1,ν1

= 0. Otherwise, we have

(V n
′

µk ,νk)ǫnµ1,ν1
6= 0 for some k > 1 and n′ > n. Applying the action of Weyl group of gln′

to ǫnµ1,ν1 , we have (V n
′

µk ,νk)ǫn′

µ1,ν1
6= 0. This implies ǫn

′

µk,νk > ǫn
′

µ1,ν1 , which is a contradiction.

Now we apply the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 7.4 and use induction on l to

prove (1).

By (1), it suffices to consider the case V ∼= V ⊕m
µ,ν in (2). By Proposition 7.5, there exists

a unique Uq(gln)-linear automorphism ψn of V n such that ψn(L
v

∩ V n) = Lµ,ν ∩ (V nµ,ν)
⊕m

for n ≥ ℓ(µ) + ℓ(ν). For n′ > n, the restriction of ψn
′

on V n is ψn by the uniqueness, so

combining ψn’s give a desired Uq(gl>0)-linear automorphism ψ of V . The uniqueness of ψ

follows from that of ψn. �

A non-semisimple module may not have a unique crystal valuation, as illustrated in the

following example.

Example 7.8. Consider a Uq(gl>0)-module V(1),∅⊗−V∅,(1), which is not semisimple (cf.(1.1)).

We may regard V(1),∅ =
⊕

n∈N Q(q)vn, where an Uq(gl>0)-action is given by qǫivj =

qδijvj , fivj = δijvi+1, eivj = δi+1,jvi, and then L(1),∅ =
⊕

n∈NA0vn. Similarly, we let

V∅,(1) =
⊕

n∈N vn∨ with qǫivj∨ = q−δijvj∨ , fivj∨ = δi+1,jvi∨ , eivj∨ = δijv(i+1)∨ , and

L∅,(1) =
⊕

n∈NA0vn∨ . By the tensor product rule, L := L(1),∅ ⊗ L∅,(1) is a crystal lattice

of V(1),∅ ⊗ V∅,(1),

The socle of V(1),∅ ⊗ V∅,(1) is isomorphic to V(1),(1), which is spanned by B = { vm ⊗
vn∨ , (m 6= n), qvn ⊗ vn∨ + vn+1 ⊗ v(n+1)∨ (n ≥ 1)}. The A0-span L(1),(1) of B is a crystal

lattice of V(1),(1), and L ∩ V(1),(1) = L(1),(1).
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On the other hand, consider for S ⊂ N

LS = L +
∑

n∈S

A0Dn, where Dn =

n∑

k=1

(−q)−n−1+kvk ⊗ vk∨ (n ≥ 1).

Then it is not difficult to see that LS is also a crystal valuation of V(1),∅ ⊗ V∅,(1). Indeed,

we have

ẽkDn =




− 1

1+q2 vn ⊗ v(n+1)∨ if k = n,

0 k 6= n,
f̃kDn =




− 1

1+q2 vn+1 ⊗ vn∨ if k = n,

0 k 6= n.

We also have LS ∩ V(1),(1) = L(1),(1) for all S. In fact, LS is a crystal lattice, since it is

easy to see that its finite rank submodule is finitely generated (cf. [21, Theorem 2.4.3]).

7.3. Saturated crystal valuation. Let V be a Q(q)-vector space. Given valuations v1,v2

on V , we define v1 ≥ v2 when v1(v) ≥ v2(v) for all v ∈ V (in particular, L
v1 ⊃ L

v2).

This gives a partial order on the set of valuations on V . Let W be a subspace of V . For a

valuation w on W , we say that v is an extension of w if v|W = w.

Lemma 7.9. The following are equivalent.

(1) v is a maximal extension of w with respect to the partial order ≥,

(2) the Q-linear map L
w

/qL
w

! L
v

/qL
v

, which is induced from the inclusion L
w

⊂ L
v

,

is an isomorphism,

(3) L
v

/L
w

is a divisible A0-module, that is, any element of L
v

/L
w

is divisible by q.

Proof. Put L = L
w

and L′ = L
v

.

(1)⇒(2): Let l′ ∈ L′\qL′ be given. By the maximality of L′, we have L $ (L′+q−1A0l
′)∩

W . So there exists l′′ ∈ L′ and c ∈ A0 such that l′′ + q−1cl′ ∈ W \ L. Also, c is a unit of

A0. If not, q−1c ∈ A0 and hence l′′ + q−1cl′ ∈ L. If we put l := qc−1l′′ + l′ ∈ L′ ∩W = L,

l + qL is a preimage of l′ + qL′. Since L/qL! L′/qL′ is clearly injective, it is bijective.

(2)⇒(3): For any l′ ∈ L′, there exists l ∈ L and l′′ ∈ L′ such that l′ = l+ ql′′. Hence (3)

holds.

(3)⇒(1): Suppose that there exists a strictly larger extension L′′ % L′. Then there exists

l′ ∈ L′ such that q−1l′ ∈ L′′ \ L′. By assumption, we have l′ = ql′′ + l for some l ∈ L and

l′′ ∈ L′. Then q−1l = l′′ − q−1l′ ∈ L′′ ∩W = L, so q−1l′ ∈ L′, which is a contradiction. �

Suppose that V,W are integrable U-modules, and v is a crystal valuation.

Definition 7.10.

(1) v is called a maximal crystal valuation with respect to W if it is maximal (with

respect to ≥) among all crystal valuations on V that extends v|W .

(2) v is called a saturated crystal valuation with respect to W if it is maximal among

all valuations on V that extends v|W .
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Proposition 7.11. Suppose that V is of finite length, and W = socV with a crystal valu-

ation w on W . If there exists at least one crystal valuation on V extending w, then there

exists a maximal crystal valuation on V extending w. In particular, there exists a maximal

crystal valuation on V extending v|socV .

Proof. We apply Zorn’s lemma. Suppose that {vs}i∈S are crystal valuations on V extending

w, parametrized by a totally ordered set S, satisfying vs ≥ vt when s ≥ t. We show that

ṽ : V ! Z ⊔ {∞} defined by ṽ(v) = max{vs(v) | s ∈ S } is a crystal valuation. The

conditions (2) and (3) are straightforward.

Let v ∈ V be given. Note that Uv has a nontrivial intersection with W . Take w ∈
(Uv∩W )\ {0}. We may write w =

∑
i
cix̃i1 · · · x̃ikv (x = e, f), where the summation is over

sequences i = (i1, · · · , ik) of elements of I with ci ∈ Q(q). Then for any crystal valuation

v

′ on V extending w, we have v(w) = v

′(w) ≥ min{v(ci) | i } + v′(v), and hence v′(v) is

bounded above. This verifies the first condition. �

By definition, a saturated crystal valuation v with respect to W is a maximal crystal

valuation with respect to W . By Lemma 7.9, we have the following characterization of v.

Proposition 7.12. The crystal valuation v is saturated with respect to W if and only if

(L
v

∩W )/q(L
v

∩W ) ! L
v

/qL
v

is an isomorphism of Q-spaces. In particular, when (L ,B)

is a crystal base of V , vL is saturated with respect to W if and only if (L ∩W,B) is a

crystal base of W .

Example 7.13. Let U = Uq(gl>0). Consider V∅,ν ⊗ Vµ,∅ and its crystal lattice L∅,µ ⊗ Lλ,∅

for µ, ν ∈ P. By Corollary 4.7, there exists a submodule of V∅,ν ⊗ Vµ,∅ isomorphic to Vµ,ν

which is generated by uµ,ν = u∅,ν ⊗ uµ,∅. Note that Lµ,ν = Vµ,ν ∩ (L∅,µ ⊗ Lλ,∅) can be

identified with the A0-span of x̃i1 . . . x̃iluµ,ν for ii, . . . , il (l ≥ 0) with x = e or f for each

ik. Since Bλ,µ ≃ B∅,µ ⊗ Bλ,∅ by Theorem 4.2, we conclude from Proposition 7.12 that

L∅,µ ⊗ Lλ,∅ is saturated with respect to Vµ,ν . In fact, Vµ,ν is the socle of V∅,ν ⊗ Vµ,∅ (see

Theorem 8.25). It can be viewed as a generalization of (1.1).

Example 7.14. As another example when U = Uq(gl>0), consider the crystal lattice

LN of V(1),∅ ⊗ V∅,(1) in Example 7.8, which is an extension of L(1),(1). We see that

L(1),(1)/qL(1),(1) ! LN/qLN is bijective since Dn = −qDn+1 − vn+1 ⊗ v(n+1)∨ and hence

Dn + qLN has a preimage −qvn ⊗ vn∨ − vn+1 ⊗ v(n+1)∨ + qL(1),(1). Thus LN is saturated

with respect to its socle by Proposition 7.12.

Example 7.15. When U = Uq(sl∞,0) ⊗ Up(gl>0), L0(F∞ ⊗M) is saturated with respect

to (F∞ ⊗M)0 ⊂ F∞ ⊗M by Proposition 6.3.

The saturated crystal valuations on V in Example 7.14 are given with respect to soc(V ).

Conversely, we will show in Section 8 that when v is saturated with respect to W , we have

W = socV under certain additional assumptions (cf. Theorem 8.22).
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Example 7.16. Let U = Uq(g) be a quantum affine algebra. Following the notations

in [19], let ̟i = Λi − a∨i Λ0∨ (i ∈ I) be the i-th fundamental weight of level 0, and let

λ =
∑
i∈I\{0}mi̟i with mi ≥ 0. Then uλ =

⊗
i∈I\{0} umi̟i is an extremal weight vector

in
⊗

i∈I\{0} V (mi̟i), and the induced map V (λ) !
⊗

i∈I\{0} V (mi̟i) is injective such that

the crystal lattice
⊗

i∈I\{0} L (mi̟i) is saturated with respect to V (λ). It was conjectured

in [19] and proved in [2].

From now on, we simply say that v is saturated if it is saturated with respect to socV .

8. Saturated crystal valuations and socle filtration

8.1. Valuation on isotypic components of Fn. We prove some important lemmas on

the projection of standard monomials of a form wM(λ)⊗A in Fn to its irreducible components

in (5.16).

Let λ ∈ Zn+ be given with µ, ν ∈ P satisfying (5.17). Let

πnλ = πnµ,ν : Fn
−! V (Λλ)⊗ V (ǫ̇λ)

be the canonical projection. Denote λ ∪ {0} an element of Zn+1
+ obtained from λ by adding

0 in its entries. Let A ∈ B(F) be an element of charge 0.

Lemma 8.1. For ζ ∈ Zn+1
+ , we have πn+1

ζ (wM(λ)⊗A) = 0 unless Λζ ≤ Λλ∪{0}.

Proof. Let M ∈ B(Fn+1) be given such that ẇt(M) = ẇt(M(λ) ⊗ A). By (5.15), M

belongs to B(Λζ) ⊗ B(ǫ̇ζ) for some ζ ∈ Zn+1
+ . We claim that Λζ ≤ Λλ∪{0}. Note that

M(ζ) = ˙̃ej1 · · · ˙̃ejl ẽi1 · · · ẽikM for some is, jt’s. Since ẽi’s may only move a single 1 to one

position up in each column of M , the charge of each column of M does not change. This

implies that wt(M(ζ)) = wt(ẽi1 · · · ẽikM) ≤ wt(M(λ)⊗|0〉) = wt(M(λ∪{0})), which proves

the claim.

Therefore, for eachM ∈ B(Fn+1) with wt(M) = wt(M(λ)⊗A) and ẇt(M) = ẇt(M(λ)⊗
A), we may choose its representative in L (Fn+1) which is contained in V (Λζ)⊗V (ǫ̇ζ) with

Λζ ≤ Λλ∪{0}. Since the correponding weight space is finite dimensional, wM(λ)⊗A can be

expressed as a linear combination of such representatives. It follows that the weight space of

Fn+1 with weight
(
wt(M(λ) ⊗A), ẇt(M(λ) ⊗A)

)
is contained in U−

q (gl∞)⊗U−
p (gln)-span

of wM(µ) for Λµ ≤ Λλ∪{0}. This proves the lemma. �

Let vL (Fn) be the crystal valuation associated to L (Fn) in (5.14) (cf. Section 7.1).

Under the isomorphism of (5.16), vL (Fn) gives a valuation on
⊕
V (Λλ)⊗ V (ǫ̇λ), which we

denote by the same symbol. Then we have the following lemma, which will be crucially used

in later sections.

Lemma 8.2. If A 6= |0〉, then we have

lim
n!∞

vL (Fn+1)(π
n+1
µ,ν (wMn(µ,ν)⊗A)) = ∞.
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Proof. Put w = wMn(µ,ν)⊗A and wµ,ν = πn+1
µ,ν (wMn(µ,ν)⊗A). Note that the irreducible

components of Fn are mutually orthogonal with respect to the bilinear form 〈·, ·〉 on Fn.

Since L (Fn) = { v ∈ Fn | 〈v,L (Fn)〉 ∈ A0 } (cf. Section 2.2), we see that vL (Fn)(wµ,ν ) is

the minimum of v(〈w, x〉) for all x ∈ L (Λn+1
µ,ν )⊗L (ǫ̇n+1

µ,ν ) with wt(x) = wt(w) = Λnµ,ν+wt(A)

and ẇt(x) = ẇt(w) = ǫ̇nµ,ν , where v is the valuation on Q(q) defined in Section 7.1.

Recall that L (Λn+1
µ,ν )⊗L (ǫ̇n+1

µ,ν ) is the A0-span of G(b)G(b′)wMn+1(λ,µ) for b ∈ B(sl∞,∞)

and b′ ∈ B(gln+1,∞), where B(g,∞) denotes the crystal of U−
q (g). Since ǫ̇nµ,ν is an extremal

weight of V (ǫ̇n+1
µ,ν ), we have

A0-span of
{
G(b′)wMn+1(µ,ν) | b′ ∈ B(gln+1,∞), ẇt(b′) = ǫ̇n+1

µ,ν − ǫ̇nµ,ν
}
= A0wMn(µ,ν)⊗|0〉.

Therefore, it suffices to show that

(8.1) lim
n!∞

min
{
v

(〈
w,G(b)wMn(µ,ν)⊗|0〉

〉) ∣∣ b ∈ B(sl∞,∞)wt(A)−Λ0

}
= ∞.

Since B(sl∞,∞)wt(A)−Λ0
is finite, the set of b ∈ B(sl∞,∞)wt(A)−Λ0

withG(b)wMn(µ,ν)⊗|0〉 6=
0 (or equivalently, πΛn+1

µ,ν
(b) 6= 0) stabilizes as n tends to ∞, and it is independent of n. So,

it suffices to show v

(
〈w,G(b)wMn(µ,ν)⊗|0〉〉

)
diverges as n! ∞ for each b.

By definition of 〈·, ·〉 on Fn, 〈w,G(b)wMn(µ,ν)⊗|0〉〉 is equal to the coefficient of w in

G(b)wMn(µ,ν)⊗|0〉 given as a Q(q)-linear combination of standard monomials. Write G(b) =
∑

i
cifi1 · · · fik (ci ∈ Q(q)), where the sum is over all sequences i = (i1, . . . , ik) such that

∑k
l=1 αil = Λ0 − wt(A). Each action of fil on a standard monomial wM yields new stan-

dard monomials obtained from M by moving a certain 1 in M to the right. In order for

G(b)wMn(µ,ν)⊗|0〉 to have w in its expression, every action of fil in fi1 · · · fik should move a

1 at the n+ 1-th row of M . Hence, the coefficient of w in fi1 · · · fikwMn(µ,ν)⊗|0〉 is given by

q〈
∑
hil ,Λ

n
µ,ν〉.

Since Λnµ,ν = Λµ,ν + (n − ℓ(λ) − ℓ(µ))Λ0 and A is of charge 0, i1, . . . , ik must contain at

least 0. Therefore, 〈∑k
l=1 hil ,Λ

n
µ,ν〉 becomes arbitrarily large as n tends to ∞. This implies

(8.1). �

8.2. Semisimple subquotients of F∞ ⊗M. Suppose that (µ, ν) ∈ P2 and γ ∈ wt(M)

are given such that Λζ,η = Λµ,ν + γ for some (ζ, η) ∈ P
2. Let us begin with the following

description of images of the generators of (Fn ⊗M)≥γ elements under φn,n+1.

Lemma 8.3. Let b ∈ Hn
γ (µ, ν) be given. Then we have

φn,n+1(wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ xb) ≡
∑

b′

cn(µ, ν; b, b
′)wMn(µ,ν)⊗|0〉 ⊗ xb′ (mod (Fn+1 ⊗M)>γ)

for some cn(µ, ν; b, b
′) ∈ Q(q), where the sum is over b′ ∈ Hn+1

γ (µ, ν).



50 JAE-HOON KWON AND SOO-HONG LEE

Proof. Note that xb = u · 1 for some u ∈ U−
q (sl∞,0)γ , and ∆(u) ≡ tγ ⊗ u (mod U−

q (sl∞)⊗
U−
q (sl∞)>γ), where tγ =

∏
tmii for γ =

∑
imiαi. So, we may write

φ0,1(xb) =

N∑

i=1

ciwAi ⊗ xbi + q−(Λ0,γ)|0〉 ⊗ xb,

for some Ai ∈ B(F) \ {|0〉} and bi ∈ B0(M) (i = 1, · · · , N). Then

(8.2) φn,n+1(wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ xb) =

N∑

i=1

ciwMn(µ,ν)⊗Ai ⊗ xbi + q−(Λ0,γ)wMn(µ,ν)⊗|0〉 ⊗ xb.

We write A0 = |0〉, b0 = b, and c0 = q−(Λ0,γ) for convenience. Fix i = 0, . . . , N . First, by

Lemma 8.1, we have

wMn(µ,ν)⊗Ai ∈
⊕

(σ,τ)

V (Λn+1
σ,τ )⊗ V (ǫ̇n+1

σ,τ ) ⊂ Fn+1

where the sum is over (σ, τ) ∈ P2 such that Λn+1
σ,τ ≤ Λn+1

µ,ν . Regarding B0(Fn+1 ⊗M) =

B(Fn+1)⊗ B0(M) as a Uq(sl∞,0)⊗ Up(gln+1)-crystal, we have by Lemma 2.1,

wMn(µ,ν)⊗Ai ⊗ xbi ∈U−
q (sl∞,0)⊗ U−

p (gln+1)-span of
{
wMn+1(σ,τ) ⊗ xb′ | (σ, τ) ∈ P

2, b′ ∈ Hn(σ, τ) with Λn+1
σ,τ ≤ Λn+1

µ,ν

}
.

(8.3)

We see that wt(b′) ≥ wt(b) since

wt(Mn+1(σ, τ)) + wt(b′) ≥ wt(Mn(µ, ν)) + wt(Ai) + wt(bi)

= wt(Mn(µ, ν)) + wt(|0〉) + wt(b)

= wt(Mn+1(µ, ν)) + wt(b).

Consider wMn+1(σ,τ) ⊗ xb′ in (8.3). If wt(b′) > wt(b), then wMn+1(σ,τ) ⊗ xb′ ≡ 0

(mod (Fn+1 ⊗ M)>γ). If wt(b′) = wt(b), then we have Mn+1(σ, τ) = Mn+1(µ, ν), and

wt(Mn(µ, ν)) + wt(Ai) + wt(bi) = wt(Mn+1(µ, ν)) + wt(b′). Hence

wMn(µ,ν)⊗Ai⊗xbi ∈ (Fn+1⊗M)>γ+U
−
p (gln+1)-span of {wMn+1(µ,ν)⊗xb′ | b′ ∈ Hn+1

γ (µ, ν) }.

On the other hand, ẇt(Mn+1(µ, ν)) is a dominant integral weight and ξ := ẇt(Mn(µ, ν)⊗
Ai) = ẇt(Mn(µ, ν)⊗ |0〉) is a weight of an extremal weight vector generated by wMn+1(µ,ν).

This implies that

(8.4)
(
U−
p (gln+1)wMn+1(µ,ν)

)
ξ
= Q(q)Ṡi1 · · · ṠikwMn+1(µ,ν) = Q(q)wMn(µ,ν)⊗|0〉,

for some i1, . . . , ik, where Ṡi denotes Si in (2.6) with respect to Up(gln+1). Hence we have

wMn(µ,ν)⊗Ai ⊗ xbi ∈ (Fn+1 ⊗M)>γ +Q(q)-span of {wMn(µ,ν)⊗|0〉 ⊗ xb′ | b′ ∈ Hn+1
γ (µ, ν) }.

This completes the proof. �

Remark 8.4. Lemma 8.3 provides an alternative proof of Proposition 6.10.
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Define

(8.5) (Fn ⊗M)γ,(µ,ν) = (Fn ⊗M)>γ ⊕ (Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν).

Then

(8.6)
(Fn ⊗M)γ,(µ,ν)

(Fn ⊗M)>γ
∼=
(
V0(Λζ,η)⊗ V nµ,ν

)⊕|Hnγ (µ,ν)| .

On the other hand, by applying Lemma 2.1 to V (Λnµ,ν)⊗ V (ǫ̇nµ,ν)⊗M, we have

(8.7)

(Fn ⊗M)
≤(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) = U−

q (sl∞,0)⊗ U−
p (gln)-span of

{
wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ xb

∣∣ b ∈ Hn
δ (µ, ν), δ ≥ γ

}
.

Therefore, we have

(Fn ⊗M)γ,(µ,ν)

= (Fn ⊗M)>γ + U−
q (sl∞,0)⊗ U−

p (gln)-span of
{
wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ xb

∣∣ b ∈ Hn
γ (µ, ν)

}
.

Hence,
{
wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ xb (mod (Fn ⊗M)>γ)

∣∣ b ∈ Hn
γ (µ, ν)

}
forms aQ(q)-basis of the highest

weight space of the (Fn ⊗M)γ,(µ,ν)/(Fn ⊗M)>γ .

By Proposition 6.10, φn,n+1 induces a map

(8.8) φγn,n+1 :
(Fn ⊗M)γ,(µ,ν)

(Fn ⊗M)>γ
−!

(Fn+1 ⊗M)γ,(µ,ν)

(Fn+1 ⊗M)>γ
.

Let

(8.9) v

n = vL0(Fn⊗M)

be the crystal valuation on Fn ⊗M associated to L0(Fn ⊗M) = L (Fn)⊗ L0(M).

Proposition 8.5. For all sufficiently large n, the following statements hold;

(1) The map φγn,n+1 is injective.

(2) For all x ∈ (Fn ⊗M)γ,(µ,ν)/(Fn ⊗M)>γ, we have

v

n+1(φγn,n+1(x)) = v

n(x)− (Λ0, γ),

where x and φγn,n+1(x) are identified with elements of (Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) and (Fn+1 ⊗M)

(ζ,η)
(µ,ν)

in (8.5), respectively.

Proof. By Lemma 8.3, we have for b ∈ Hn
γ (µ, ν),

(8.10)

φn,n+1(wMn(µ,ν)⊗xb) ≡
∑

b′∈Hn+1
γ (µ,ν)

cn(µ, ν; b, b
′)wMn(µ,ν)⊗|0〉⊗xb′ (mod (Fn+1⊗M)>γ).

Moreover, (8.10) is obtained by applying ṠnṠn−1 · · · Ṡℓ(µ)+1 to
∑
b′ cn(µ, ν; b, b

′)wMn+1(µ,ν)⊗
xb′ (cf. (8.4)). Note that ṠnṠn−1 · · · Ṡℓ(µ)+1 is an isomorphism on the Uq(sl∞,0)-highest
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weight space of (8.6), and {wMn+1(µ,ν) ⊗ xb′ | b′ ∈ Hn+1
γ (µ, ν) } is linearly independent in

(Fn+1 ⊗M)γ,(µ,ν)/(Fn+1 ⊗M)>γ . Hence, to prove (1), it suffices to show that the matrix

C = (cn(µ, ν; b, b
′))b,b′∈Hnγ (µ,ν)

has non-zero determinant for all sufficiently large n.

To prove detC 6= 0, we show

(8.11) lim
n!∞

v (cn(µ, ν; b, b
′)) =




−(Λ0, γ) if b = b′,

∞ if b 6= b′.

We use the same notations as in the proof of Lemma 8.3. Fix i = 1, . . . , N . The projection

π
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) factors through

Fn+1 ⊗M V (Λn+1
µ,ν )⊗ V (ǫ̇n+1

µ,ν )⊗M (Fn+1 ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν).

πn+1
µ,ν ⊗1

Since vn+1
(
πn+1
µ,ν (wMn(µ,ν)⊗Ai)⊗ xbi

)
= vL (Fn+1)

(
πn+1
µ,ν (wMn(µ,ν)⊗Ai)

)
, we have

lim
n!∞

v

n+1
Ä
π
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν)(wMn(µ,ν)⊗Ai ⊗ xbi)

ä
= ∞,

by Lemma 8.2. For i = 0, the term q−(Λ0,γ)wMn(µ,ν)⊗|0〉 ⊗ xb in (8.2) contributes on the

diagonal of C by q−(Λ0,γ). Applying these observations to (8.2) and (8.4), we obtain (8.11).

This also implies (2). �

Corollary 8.6. For all sufficiently large n, the following statements hold;

(1) The map π
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) ◦ φn,n+1 induces an injection

(Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) −! (Fn+1 ⊗M)

(ζ,η)
(µ,ν).

(2) For all x ∈ (Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν), we have

v

n+1
Ä
π
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν)(φn,n+1(x))

ä
= v

n(x)− (Λ0, γ).

Let (F∞ ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
≥(µ,ν) = lim

−!n
(Fn ⊗M)

(ζ,η)
≥(µ,ν), which is well-defined by Proposition 6.10,

and (F∞ ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
>(µ,ν) defined similarly. Then

(F∞ ⊗M)≥γ =
∑

(µ,ν)≤(ζ,η),
Λζ,η−Λµ,ν≥γ

(F∞ ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
≥(µ,ν).

We have the following.

Theorem 8.7. As a Uq(sl∞,0)⊗ Up(gl>0)-module, we have

(F∞ ⊗M)≥−d

(F∞ ⊗M)>−d

∼=
⊕

(µ,ν)≤(ζ,η),
|ζ|−|µ|=|η|−|ν|=d

(V0(Λζ,η)⊗ Vµ,ν)
⊕|Hγ(µ,ν)| ,

for d ∈ Z≥0 where γ = Λζ,η − Λµ,ν ∈ wt(M) for each (µ, ν) ≤ (ζ, η).
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Proof. Let d ∈ Z≥0 and (ζ, η), (µ, ν) ∈ P2 be given such that (ζ, η) ≥ (µ, ν) and |ζ|− |µ| =
|η| − |ν| = d. For each n ≥ ℓ(µ) + ℓ(ν), we have an exact sequence

(8.12) 0 −! (Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
>(µ,ν) −! (Fn ⊗M)

(ζ,η)
≥(µ,ν) −! (Fn ⊗M)

(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) −! 0.

Here we regard
¶
(Fn ⊗M)

(ζ,η)
≥(µ,ν)

©
n≥ℓ(µ)+ℓ(ν)

as a directed system whose associated maps

can be identified with Uq(sl∞,0)⊗ Up(gln)-linear maps

(8.13) V0(Λζ,η)⊗ V (ǫ̇nµ,ν)⊗Q(q)⊕H
n
γ (µ,ν) ! V0(Λζ,η)⊗ V (ǫ̇n+1

µ,ν )⊗Q(q)⊕H
n+1
γ (µ,ν),

by (8.6). Taking a directed limit, we obtain

(F∞ ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
≥(µ,ν)

(F∞ ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
>(µ,ν)

∼= lim
−!
n

(Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν).

By the branching rule for the pair (gln+1, gln) ([11, Theorem 8.1.1]), any Up(gln)-linear

inclusion V (ǫ̇nµ,ν) ! V (ǫ̇n+1
µ,ν ) is a scalar multiple of the canonical inclusion. Therefore, there

exists a Q(q)-linear map ιn : Q(q)⊕H
n
γ (µ,ν)

! Q(q)⊕H
n+1
γ (µ,ν) such that the map (8.13) is

given by u⊗ v ⊗ w 7! u⊗ v ⊗ ιn(w).

By Proposition 8.5, ιn is injective for all sufficiently large n, and hence

lim
−!
n

Q(q)⊕|Hnγ (µ,ν)| ∼= Q(q)⊕|Hγ(µ,ν)|,

where the directed limit is taken with respect to ιn. Thus, we have

(8.14)
(F∞ ⊗M)

(ζ,η)
≥(µ,ν)

(F∞ ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
>(µ,ν)

∼= V0(Λ(ζ,η))⊗ Vµ,ν ⊗Q(q)⊕|Hγ(µ,ν)|.

Next, observe that if (Λ0, γ) = −d, then

(F∞ ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
≥(µ,ν) ∩ (F∞ ⊗M)≥−d+1 = (F∞ ⊗M)

(ζ,η)
>(µ,ν).

Indeed, if (Fn ⊗ M)
(ζ,η)
(σ,τ) ⊂ (F∞ ⊗ M)≥−d+1 for some (ζ, η) ≥ (σ, τ) ≥ (µ, ν), then we

have (σ, τ) 
 (µ, ν). Conversely, if (σ, τ) 
 (µ, ν), then Λσ,τ − Λµ,ν ∈ wt(M) \ {0}, so
(Λ0,Λσ,τ − Λµ,ν) < 0.

Thus,

(F∞ ⊗M)≥−d

(F∞ ⊗M)>−d
=

(F∞ ⊗M)>−d +
∑

(µ,ν)≤(ζ,η),
|ζ|−|µ|=|η|−|ν|=d

(F∞ ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
≥(µ,ν)

(F∞ ⊗M)>−d

∼=
⊕

(µ,ν)≤(ζ,η),
|ζ|−|µ|=|η|−|ν|=d

(F∞ ⊗M)ζ,η≥(µ,ν)

(F∞ ⊗M)ζ,η>(µ,ν)

.

Combining with (8.14), the assertion follows. �
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Remark 8.8. When d = 0, we have

(F∞ ⊗M)≥0 =
⊕

(µ,ν)∈P2

V0(Λµ,ν)⊗ Vµ,ν ,

which is equal to (F∞ ⊗M)0 generated by wnµ,ν (6.4) (cf. Proposition 6.2).

8.3. A crystal valuation on socle quotients of F∞⊗M. In this subsection, we introduce

a crystal valuation on (F∞⊗M)/(F∞⊗M)>−d. We remark that the image of L0(F∞⊗M)

under the projection F∞ ⊗M −! (F∞ ⊗M)/(F∞ ⊗M)>−d may have an element which

is infinitely divisible by q (see Proposition 8.5), and hence it does not give a well-defined

crystal valuation.

Recall that vn is the crystal valuation on Fn ⊗M (8.9). For d ∈ Z≥0, let (Fn ⊗M)−d

be the direct summand of Fn ⊗ M isomorphic to (Fn ⊗ M)≥−d/(Fn ⊗ M)>−d, and let

πn−d : Fn ⊗ M ! (Fn ⊗ M)−d be the canonical projection. Since (Fn ⊗ M)−d exhausts

isotypic components, that is, (Fn⊗M)−d and Fn⊗M/(Fn⊗M)−d do not have a common

isotypic component, (Fn ⊗M)−d has a canonical crystal lattice given as the restriction of

L0(Fn ⊗ M) = L (Fn) ⊗ L0(M) by Proposition 7.5. Let vn−d be the associated crystal

valuation, that is,

v

n
−d(x) := v

n
(
πn−d(x)

)
,

for x ∈ Fn ⊗M.

The goal of this subsection is to prove the following.

Theorem 8.9. Let x ∈ F∞ ⊗M be given such that φN (xN ) = x for some xN ∈ FN ⊗M.

For d ∈ Z≥0, the limit

v

∞
−d(x) := lim

n!∞

(
v

n
−d(xn)− dn

)

exists and lies in Z ⊔ {∞}, where xn = φN,n(xN ) for n > N . Moreover, v∞
−d(x) is finite if

and only if x 6∈ (F∞ ⊗M)>−d.

In order to prove the theorem, we first need a series of lemmas leading to an injectivity

of φN,n followed by the projection to (F• ⊗M)−d+1 with ‘one degree up’ (Lemma 8.13).

For d ∈ Z≥0, let M−d =
⊕

γ∈wt(M),(γ,Λ0)=−dMγ , and let M≥−d,M>−d and so on be

defined in a similar way.

Lemma 8.10. Let d ∈ Z≥0, ρ ∈ P0, and M ∈ Z≥0 be given. Then there exists N =

N(d, ρ,M) such that the following statement holds for all n ≥ N ; For x ∈ Fn ⊗ (M≥−d) ∩
L0(Fn ⊗M)nΛ0+ρ, there exists x◦ ∈ (Fn ⊗M)≥−d ∩ L0(Fn ⊗M)nΛ0+ρ such that

(1) x ≡ x◦ (mod qL0(Fn ⊗M)),

(2) vn(x◦<−d) > M , where x◦<−d denotes the projection of x◦ in Fn ⊗ (M<−d).

Proof. We may assume x ∈ B0(Fn ⊗M) (mod qL0(Fn ⊗M)), say M ⊗ b. Suppose that

M⊗b is connected toMn(µ, ν)⊗b′ for some (µ, ν) ∈ P
2 and b′ ∈ Hn(µ, ν). Let (ζ, η) ∈ P

2

be such that Λnζ,η = Λnµ,ν +wt(b′).
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Since

(8.15) Λnµ,ν ≥ Λnµ,ν +wt(b′) ≥ wt(M ⊗ b) = nΛ0 + ρ,

and hence there are only finitely many (µ, ν) ∈ P2 satisfying (8.15), it suffices to prove the

case when (µ, ν) is fixed.

Let v = vMn(µ,ν)⊗b′ ∈ L0(Fn ⊗ M) be the projection of wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ xb′ onto the

associated isotypic component, which is a highest weight vector. Note that M ⊗ b =
˙̃
fj1 · · · ˙̃

fjl f̃i1 · · · f̃ik(Mn(µ, ν) ⊗ b′) for some i1, . . . , ik and j1, . . . , jl. Let b′′ = f̃i1 · · · f̃ik1 ∈
B(∞), where B(∞) is the crystal of U−

q (gl∞). Note that wt(M ⊗ b) = nΛ0+ρ is fixed, and

(8.16) wt(b′′) = wt(M ⊗ b)− wt(Mn(µ, ν)⊗ b′) ≥ nΛ0 + ρ− Λnµ,ν ,

where the rightmost term is independent of n. So, there are only finitely many b′′’s satisfying

(8.16), and it suffices to prove the case when b′′ ∈ B(∞) is fixed.

Put

x◦ =
˙̃
fj1 · · · ˙̃

fjlG(b
′′)v ∈ L0(Fn ⊗M).

We claim that there exists N ′ ≫ 0 such that x◦ satisfies the required properties for all

n ≥ N ′ and for all M ⊗ b subject to the assumptions on (µ, ν), b′, and b′′.

By construction, we have x◦ ≡ M ⊗ b ≡ x (mod qL0(Fn ⊗ M)). Also we have v ∈
(Fn ⊗M)≥−d since wt b′ ≥ wt b and (wt b,Λ0) ≥ −d. This implies x◦ ∈ (Fn ⊗M)≥−d.

So it remains to prove that vn(x◦<−d) > M , where x◦<−d denotes the projection of x◦ in

Fn ⊗ (M<−d). Moreover, we may assume that x◦ = G(b′′)v, since Fn ⊗ (M<−d) is stable

under
˙̃
fj and v

n(
˙̃
fjx) ≥ v

n(x).

Step 1. First, we may write

(8.17) ∆(G(b′′)) =
∑

i

xitρi ⊗ yi,

for some xi ∈ U−
q (gl∞), yi ∈ U−

q (gl∞)−ρi and tρi =
∏
k t

(ρi,Λk)
k . Similarly, we write

(8.18) v =
∑

j

cjwMj
⊗ xbj ,

for some cj ∈ Q(q), Mj ∈ B(Fn) and bj ∈ B0(M). Here, we have cj ∈ A0 since v ∈
L0(Fn ⊗M). By (8.17) and (8.18), we have

(8.19) x◦ = G(b′′)v =
∑

i,j

cj(xitρiwMj
)⊗ (yixbj ).

Step 2. We have wt(bj) ≥ wt(b′) ≥ nΛ0 + ρ − Λnµ,ν for all j, since v ∈ (Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) ⊂

(Fn ⊗M)
≤(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) (cf. (8.7) and (8.18)). Therefore, as n varies, there are only finitely many

elements in B0(M) which may appear in (8.18) as bj, depending only on ρ and (µ, ν) as

in the case of b′′. Write wt(Mj) = nΛ0 + πj . Since wt(Mj ⊗ bj) = wt(v) = Λnζ,η and there
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are only finitely many choices for wt(bj), there are only finitely many elements π ∈ P which

may appear as πj , depending only on ρ and (µ, ν) as well.

Step 3. Consider xiwMj
and yixbj ’s in (8.19).

First, we take N1 such that qN1yixbj ∈ L0(M) for all i, j. By Step 2, we may assume

that N1 depends only on ρ, (µ, ν), and b′′.

Next, consider xiwMj
. For a fixed π ∈ P , the set

{ εk(M) | k ∈ Z,M ∈ B(Fn) with wt(M) = nΛ0 + π }

is bounded above, whose upper bound is independent of n. Indeed, for M ∈ B(Fn) with

wt(M) = nΛ0 + π, we have (π, ǫk) ≥ 0 for k > 0 and (π, ǫk) ≤ 0 for k ≤ 0. Considering the

actions of ẽk, f̃k (k ∈ Z) on B(Fn) = B(F)⊗n, it is not difficult to see that

εk(M) ≤




(π, ǫk+1) for k ≥ 0,

−(π, ǫk) for k < 0.

By applying (2.8), there exists N ′′ such that qN
′′

fkwMj
∈ L (Fn) for all k, j, and n.

Repeating similar arguments, we conclude that there exists N2 depending only on ρ, (µ, ν),

and b′′ such that qN2cjxiwMj
∈ L (Fn) for all i, j, and n.

Step 4. Finally, consider tρiwMj
in (8.19). Fix i and let lk,j be such that t

(ρi,Λk)
k wMj

=

qlk,jwMj
. By Step 2, { lk,j | k, j (k 6= 0) } has a lower bound independent of n. On the other

hand, the projection of yixbj onto M<−d is nonzero if and only if (wt(yixbj ),Λ0) < −d,
which is equivalent to

−(ρi,Λ0) = (wt(yi),Λ0) < −d− (wt(bj),Λ0) ≤ −d− (wt(b′),Λ0) ≤ −d− (wt(b),Λ0) ≤ 0.

So we have (ρi,Λ0) > 0 in this case. Furthermore, this implies that l0,j can be arbitrarily

large as n ! ∞, since the number of columns in Mj not equal to |0〉 is bounded above by

−(πj ,Λ0), and the number of columns equal to |0〉 is arbitrarily large.

Therefore, combining with Step 3, we conclude that there exists N = N(d, ρ,M) such

that vn(x◦<−d) > M for n ≥ N . This completes the proof. �

The following lemma says that an element of Fn ⊗ (M≥−d) can be approximated by an

element of (Fn⊗M)≥−d arbitrarily closely with respect to the q-adic topology in Fn⊗M.

Lemma 8.11. Let d, ρ and M be given as above. The following statement holds for all

sufficiently large n; For x ∈ Fn⊗(M≥−d) of weight nΛ0+ρ, there exists x◦ ∈ (Fn⊗M)≥−d

such that vn(x) = v

n(x◦) and vn(x) +M < vn(x − x◦).

Proof. Suppose that n ≥ N(d, ρ,M), where N(d, ρ,M) is as in Lemma 8.10. We may

assume that vn(x) = 0. By using Lemma 8.10, we define x(0), x(1), · · · , x(M) ∈ (Fn ⊗
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M)≥−d ∩ L0(Fn ⊗M)nΛ0+ρ inductively by

q−k−1

(
x−

k∑

i=0

qix
(i)
≥−d

)
≡ x(k+1) (mod qL0(Fn ⊗M)),

and vn(x
(k+1)
<−d ) > M − k − 1. Put x◦ =

∑M
i=0 q

ix(i). Then vn(x) = v

n(x◦) and

v

n

(
x−

M∑

i=0

qix(i)

)
= min

{
v

n

(
x−

M∑

i=0

qix
(i)
≥−d

)
,vn

(
M∑

i=0

qix
(i)
<−d

)}
> M.

�

Next, we prove a lemma on a valuation of a projection on certain Uq(sl∞,0)-modules,

which is analogous to Lemma 8.2.

Lemma 8.12. Let (µ, ν), (ζ, η) ∈ P2 be given with (µ, ν) ≤ (ζ, η). Let πnζ,η be the projection

of V (Λnµ,ν)⊗M onto its isotypic component corresponding to V0(Λζ,η). Let v
n
µ,ν be the crystal

valuation associated to L (Λnµ,ν)⊗L0(M). Let (σ, τ) ∈ P2 be given such that (ζ, η) � (σ, τ)

with γ = Λnσ,τ − Λnµ,ν . Then for x ∈ Mγ,

lim
n!∞

v

n
µ,ν(π

n
ζ,η(uΛnµ,ν ⊗ x)) = ∞.

Proof. Recall that there exist q-Shapovalov forms on V (Λnµ,ν) in (2.7) and M in Proposi-

tion 3.18. Define a bilinear form 〈·, ·〉 on V (Λnµ,ν)⊗M by 〈v1⊗x1, v2⊗x2〉 = 〈v1, v2〉〈x1, x2〉
for vi ⊗ xi ∈ V (Λnµ,ν) ⊗ M. By Proposition 3.3, we have 〈uv, w〉 = 〈v, τ(u)w〉 for v, w ∈
V (Λnµ,ν) ⊗M and u ∈ Uq(sl∞,0). Since L (V (Λnµ,ν)) ⊗ L0(M) is a crystal lattice, we also

have an analogue of Proposition 3.19 for L (V (Λnµ,ν))⊗ L0(M).

Let γ′ = Λnζ,η −Λnµ,ν . We may assume that Hn
γ′(µ, ν) = Hγ′(µ, ν) by letting n sufficiently

large. For b ∈ Hn
γ′(µ, ν), let vb the projection of uΛnµ,ν ⊗ xb onto the isotypic component of

V0(Λζ,η). One can easily see that vb is singular, vb ∈ L (V (Λnµ,ν))⊗ L0(M), and

(8.20) vb − uΛnµ,ν ⊗ xb ∈ V (Λnµ,ν)⊗M>γ .

By similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 8.2, we have

v

n
µ,ν(π

n
ζ,η(uΛnµ,ν ⊗ x)) = min

¶
〈G(b′)vb, uΛnµ,ν ⊗ x〉

∣∣∣ b ∈ Hγ′(µ, ν), b′ ∈ B(∞)γ−γ′

©
.

We see from (8.20) that the weight of the first tensor component in G(b′)(vb− uΛnµ,ν ⊗ xb) is

strictly less than Λnµ,ν . Thus, this term cannot contribute to the pairing with uΛnµ,ν⊗x. Sim-

ilarly, the only term in G(b′)(uΛnµ,ν ⊗ x) that may contribute to the pairing is t−γ+γ′uΛnµ,ν ⊗
G(b′)xb. Thus, we have

v

n
µ,ν(π

n
ζ,η(uΛnµ,ν ⊗ x)) = min

¶
q(−γ+γ

′,Λnµ,ν)〈G(b′)xb, x〉
∣∣∣ b ∈ Hγ′(µ, ν), b ∈ B(∞)γ−γ′

©
.

Since (ζ, η) � (σ, τ), we have (−γ + γ′,Λ0) ≥ 1, and hence the above value diverges as

n! ∞. �
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The following lemma, analogous to Proposition 8.5, is a key ingredient to the proof of our

main theorem. It essentially depends on an analogous property of 0r
− proved in Lemma 3.15.

Lemma 8.13. Let (µ, ν), (ζ, η) ∈ P2 be given with (µ, ν) � (ζ, η) and d = |ζ|−|µ| = |η|−|ν|,
and let γ = Λnζ,η − Λnµ,ν . Then the following statements hold for all sufficiently large n and

N ;

(1) The map

πn+N−d+1 ◦ φn,n+N : (Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) −! (Fn+N ⊗M)−d+1

is injective.

(2) For all x ∈ (Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν), we have

v

n+N
−d+1 (φn,n+N (x)) ∈ vn(x) +N(d− 1) + [r1, r2],

where [r1, r2] is an interval independent of x, n and N , depending only on (µ, ν)

and (ζ, η).

Proof. Let N be given.

Step 1. Let VN be the irreducible highest weight Uq(gl∞)-module with highest weight

NΛ0. By Proposition 3.2, one can check the following commutative diagram of U−
q (gl∞)-

linear maps:

(8.21)

M M⊗M

M VN ⊗M

M FN ⊗M

∆

(πZ\0,NΛ0
⊗1)◦ΞN

φ0,N

where πZ\0,NΛ0
: M = VZ\0(0) ! V (NΛ0) is the canonical projection (3.11), ΞN (x ⊗ y) =

q−N(wt y,Λ0)x⊗ y, and VN !֒ FN is the unique embedding sending uNΛ0 7! |0〉⊗N .

On the other hand, let W be the ireducible highest weight Uq(gl>0) ⊗ Uq(gl≤0)-module

with highest weight −α0, which is isomorphic to M−1 ⊂ M with highest weight vector f0.

Let πW : M ! W be the canonical projection which is Uq(gl>0) ⊗ Uq(gl≤0)-linear. Recall

that

r := 0r
− : M M⊗M W ⊗M∆ πW⊗id

(cf. (3.7)). Since the map W ∼= M−1 ! VN !֒ FN is injective, where the first map is

πZ\0,NΛ0
, we may regard r as a map

(8.22) r : M −! FN ⊗M.
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Step 2. Note that (γ,Λ0) = −d by assumption. We may assume that Hn
γ (µ, ν) =

Hγ(µ, ν). Let φ = πn+N−d+1 ◦ φn,n+N . Let wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ xb ∈ (Fn ⊗ M)
≤(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) be given for

b ∈ Hγ(µ, ν).

Consider φ(wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ xb). Since M =
⊕

d≥0 M−d, we have by (8.21) and (8.22)

φ0,N (xb) = qNd|0〉⊗N ⊗ xb + qN(d−1)r(xb) + y,

for some y ∈ FN ⊗ (M≥−d+2), while r(xb) ∈ FN ⊗ (M−d+1), and hence

φn,n+N (wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ xb)

= qNdwMn(µ,ν) ⊗ |0〉⊗N ⊗ xb + qN(d−1)wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ r(xb) + wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ y.

Let Nb be such that q−Nbr(xb) ∈ L0(F∞ ⊗M) and q−Nbr(b) ≡ r(xb) (mod qL0(F∞ ⊗
M)) (cf. (6.2), (6.3)). We choose N to be sufficiently large so that Nd > N(d−1)+Nb > 0.

Note that this choice of N is independent of n.

By Lemma 8.11, for all sufficiently large n, there exists y◦ ∈ (Fn+N ⊗ M)≥−d+2 such

that

v

n+N
(
wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ y − y◦

)
> vn+N

(
wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ y

)
+Nd ≥ Nd.

Put X = φn,n+N (wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ xb) − y◦. Then X and φn,n+N (wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ xb) has the same

image under πn+N−d+1, and

(8.23) q−N(d−1)−NbX ≡Mn(µ, ν) ⊗ r(b) (mod qL0(Fn+N ⊗M)).

Since r commutes with ẽi, f̃i for i 6= 0, we have ẽi(M
n(µ, ν) ⊗ r(b)) = 0 for i 6= 0.

Moreover, if n is sufficiently large, ẽ0(M
n(µ, ν) ⊗ r(b)) = 0 by tensor product rule (2.5).

So Mn(µ, ν) ⊗ r(b) is connected to Mn+N (µb, νb) ⊗ b′ ∈ B0

Ä
(Fn+N ⊗M)

(ζ,η)
(µb,νb)

äh.w.
as a

Up(gln+N )-crystal for some (µb, νb) and b
′ ∈ Hγ′(µb, νb) with γ

′ = Λn+Nζ,η − Λn+Nµb,νb
.

By construction of r and the fact that Up(gln+N )-crystal operators does not affect the

tensor component in M, b′ depends only on b and (wt(b′),Λ0) = −d+ 1. This implies that

X has non-zero image under the projection onto (Fn+N ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
(µb,νb)

⊂ (Fn+N ⊗M)−d+1,

and hence so does φn,n+N (wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ xb), that is, φ(wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ xb) 6= 0.

Step 3. For each z ∈ B0 := B0

Ä
(Fn ⊗M)

(ζ,η)
(µ,ν)

ä
, choose sequences of crystal operators

F̃z = f̃iz,1 · · · f̃iz,xz and ˙̃Fz =
˙̃fjz,1 · · · ˙̃fjz,yz such that

z = F̃z
˙̃Fz(M

n(µ, ν) ⊗ bz),

for some bz ∈ Hγ(µ, ν). For b ∈ Hγ(µ, ν), let vb = vMn(µ,ν)⊗b be the projection of wMn(µ,ν)⊗
xb onto (Fn ⊗M)

(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) (cf. the proof of Lemma 8.10).

Suppose a non-zero weight vector x ∈ (Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) is given. We have

(8.24) x =
∑

z∈B0

czFzḞzvbz ,
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for some cz ∈ Q(q) and 1 ≤ jz,k ≤ n, since {F̃z ˙̃Fzvbz}z∈B0 form a basis of (Fn⊗M)
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) at

q = 0, and the weight spaces of Fn ⊗M are finite-dimensional.

Let us consider

y =
∑

z∈B0

czF̃z
˙̃Fz
(
wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ xbz

)
,

which will be used as an approximation of x. Then x−y ∈ (Fn⊗M)
<(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) , and φn,n+N (x−

y) ∈ (Fn+N ⊗M)
<(ζ,η)
≥(µ,ν) (cf. Proposition 6.10). Thus, we have

πn+N−d+1(φn,n+N (x − y)) = πn+N−d+1(φn,n+N (πn−d+1(x− y))),

and

v

n+N
−d+1(φn,n+N (x − y)) = v

n+N (πn+N−d+1(φn,n+N (x− y)))

= v

n+N (πn+N−d+1(φn,n+N (πn−d+1(x− y))))

= v

n(πn−d+1(x − y)) +N(d− 1) by Proposition 8.5

(8.25)

for all sufficiently large n, depending only on (ζ, η).

Step 4. Next, consider φ(y). Let z1, · · · , zl ∈ B0 be such that

N(d− 1) +Nbzi + v(czi) = min {N(d− 1) +Nbz + v(cz) | z ∈ B0 } =: m (i = 1, . . . , l),

where Nb is defined in Step 2. Since Hγ(µ, ν) is finite, we may choose N sufficiently large so

that assumptions in Step 2 are satisfied for all b ∈ Hγ(µ, ν). Then, by the same argument

as in Step 2 (see (8.23)), we have

(8.26) q−mφ(y) ≡
l∑

i=1

q−v(czi)cziFzi Ḟzi (M
n(µ, ν)⊗ r(bzi)) (mod qL0(Fn+N ⊗M)).

On the other hand, as in Step 2, if n is sufficiently large, then Mn(µ, ν)⊗ r(b) is of highest

weight for all b ∈ Hγ(µ, ν) as an element of Uq(sl∞,0)-crystal, and there exists a morphism

of Uq(sl∞,0)⊗ Up(gln)-crystals

ψ : B0

Ä
(Fn ⊗M)

(ζ,η)
(µ,ν)

ä
B0

(
Fn+N ⊗M

)

Mn(µ, ν)⊗ b Mn(µ, ν)⊗ r(b),

which is injective since r is injective. In particular, since the summands of the right hand

side of (8.26) are linearly independent, we have φ(y) 6= 0 and vn+N (φ(y)) = m.

Step 5. We may assume that vn(x) = 0 so that min{v(cz) | z ∈ B0 } = 0. Let r1 =

min{Nb | b ∈ Hγ(µ, ν)} and r2 = max{Nb | b ∈ Hγ(µ, ν)}. Then we have

(8.27) N(d− 1) + r1 ≤ m ≤ N(d− 1) + r2,

since v(cz) ≥ 0 for z ∈ B0 andm ≤ N(d−1)+Nbz′ +v(cz′) = N(d−1)+Nbz′ ≤ N(d−1)+r2

where z′ ∈ B0 is such that v(cz′ ) = 0.
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By (8.20) and then applying Lemma 8.12, we see that if we take a sufficiently large n,

then vn(πn−d+1(wMn(µ,ν) ⊗ xb − vb)) > r2 for all b ∈ Hγ(µ, ν). Combining with (8.25) and

(8.27), it follows that

v

n+N
−d+1(φn,n+N (x − y)) > m = v

n+N (φ(y)).

Since φ(x) = φ(y) + πn+N−d+1(φn,n+N (x− y)), we conclude that vn+N (φ(x)) = m.

In particular, we have φ(x) 6= 0, and vn+N (φ(x)) ∈ N(d − 1) + [r1, r2] by (8.27). This

proves (1) and (2). �

Remark 8.14. We emphasize that there exist n′ and N ′, depending only on (µ, ν) and

(ζ, η), and not depending on each other such that the statements (1) and (2) of Lemma 8.13

hold for all n ≥ n′ and N ≥ N ′.

Remark 8.15. For a weight vector x ∈ Fn ⊗ M with vn(x) = l, we have q−lx ≡ x0

(mod qL0(Fn⊗M)) for some x0 ∈ L0(Fn⊗M)/qL0(Fn⊗M) = Q-span of B0(Fn⊗M).

Let us call x0 the lowest degree coefficient of x. We have seen in the proof of Lemma 8.13,

more precisely, by (8.26), that the the lowest degree coefficient of πn+N−d+1◦φn,n+N (wMn(µ,ν)⊗
xb) is in the Q-span of the connected component of Mn(µ, ν) ⊗ r(b) (b ∈ Hγ(µ, ν)) with

respect the crystal operators for Uq(sl∞,0)⊗ Up(gln).

For n ≥ 1 and (µ, ν) ∈ P
2, let π(µ,ν) : Fn ⊗M ! (Fn ⊗M)(µ,ν) denote the canonical

projection.

Lemma 8.16. For x ∈ (Fn ⊗M)(ζ,η), let

Wn(x) =
{
(σ, τ) ∈ P

2
∣∣ (σ, τ) ≤ (ζ, η), π(µ,ν)(x) 6= 0 for some (µ, ν) ≤ (σ, τ)

}
.

Then we have Wn+1 (φn,n+1(x)) ⊂Wn(x).

Proof. If (µl, νl) (l = 1, · · · , k) are the minimal elements in Wn(x), then x ∈∑k
l=1(Fn ⊗

M)
(ζ,η)

≥(µl,νl)
. By Proposition 6.10, we have φn,n+1(x) ∈ ∑k

l=1(Fn+1 ⊗ M)
(ζ,η)

≥(µl,νl)
, which

proves the claim. �

Proof of Theorem 8.9. Suppose that a nonzero x ∈ F∞⊗M is given. Let xn ∈ Fn⊗M be

given for all sufficiently large n such that φn(xn) = x and φn,n+1(xn) = xn+1. We may also

assume that xn ∈ (Fn⊗M)(ζ,η) for some (ζ, η) ∈ P2. For each n, we put xn,−d = πn−d(xn)

for simplicity. Note that vn−d(xn) = v

n(xn,−d).

LetW (x) =
⋂
n≥1W

n(xn), which is a well-defined non-empty set by Lemma 8.16. For d ∈
Z≥0, let W−d(x) = { (σ, τ) ∈W (x) | |ζ| − |σ| = d }, and similarly define W≥−d(x),W>−d(x),

and so on.

Case 1. Suppose that x ∈ (F∞⊗M)>−d, that is, W (x) =W>−d(x). Then xn,−d = 0 for

all sufficiently large n. Hence vn−d(xn) = ∞ for all sufficiently large n, which implies that

v

∞
−d(x) = ∞.
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Case 2. Suppose that x ∈ (F∞ ⊗M) \ (F∞ ⊗M)>−d, that is, W≤−d(x) 6= ∅. We prove

v

∞
−d(x) ∈ Z by using induction on |W<−d(x)|.

Step 1. If W<−d(x) = ∅, then xn ∈ (Fn ⊗M)≥−d for all sufficiently large n, and hence

there exists, n′, independent of x, such that vn+1
−d (xn+N ) = v

n
−d(xN ) + d for n ≥ n′ by

Proposition 8.5, which implies v∞
−d(x) ∈ Z.

Note that in this case, we have v∞
−d(x) = v

n
−d(x)−nd for sufficiently large n. We remark

that n depends only on (ζ, η) and not on x, while it depends on x in Step 2.

Step 2. Suppose that W<−d(x) 6= ∅. Then π(µ,ν)(xn) 6= 0 for some n ∈ Z≥0 and

(µ, ν) ∈ P
2 with (µ, ν) ≤ (ζ, η) and |ζ| − |µ| > d. Since There exists (σ, τ) ∈ P

2 satisfying

(µ, ν) ≤ (σ, τ) ≤ (ζ, η) and |ζ| − |σ| = d + 1, we have (σ, τ) ∈ W−d−1(x) by definition,

and hence |W<−d−1(x)| < |W<−d(x)|. By induction hypothesis, v∞
−d−1(x) is finite. This, in

particular, implies that xn,−d−1 6= 0 for all sufficiently large n, and hence W−d−1(x) 6= ∅.
Fix a sufficiently large N so that Lemma 8.13 holds for all (µ, ν) ∈ W−d−1(x). For

simplicity, we write ψ = πn+N−d ◦ φn,n+N . Since

xn = xn,>−d + xn,−d + xn,−d−1 + xn,<−d−1,

where xn,>−d =
∑

−d′>−d xn,−d′ and xn,<−d−1 is defined similarly, we have

(8.28) xn+N,−d = ψ(xn,−d) + ψ(xn,−d−1) + ψ(xn,<−d−1).

Note that ψ(xn,>−d) = 0 by Proposition 8.5.

Step 3. We proceed with finding a bound of valuation of each component in (8.28). First,

we have

(8.29)
v

n+N
−d (ψ(xn,<−d−1)) ≥ v

n(xn,<−d−1) = min
{
v

n
−d′(xn,<−d−1)

∣∣ d′ ≥ d+ 2
}

= min
{
v

∞
−d′(x) + d′n

∣∣ d′ ≥ d+ 2
}

for all sufficiently large n. Here, we have the first inequality since φ preserves crystal

lattices, and the last equality by applying induction hypotheses to the case of d′ since

|W<−d′(x)| < |W<−d(x)|.
On the other hand, by applying Lemma 8.13 to all (µ, ν) ∈W−d−1(x), we see that there

exists r1, r2 such that

v

n
−d−1(xn,−d−1) + dN + r1 ≤ v

n+N
−d (ψ(xn,−d−1)) ≤ v

n
−d−1(xn,−d−1) + dN + r2,

for all sufficiently large n. By induction hypothesis, we have vn−d−1(xn,−d−1) = v

∞
−d−1(x) +

(d+ 1)n and hence

(8.30) v∞
−d−1(x)+(d+1)n+dN+r1 ≤ v

n+N
−d (ψ(xn,−d−1)) ≤ v

∞
−d−1(x)+(d+1)n+dN+r2.

Step 4. We claim that

(8.31) v

n+N
−d (xn+N,−d) = min

¶
v

n+N
−d (ψ(xn,−d)) ,v

n+N
−d (ψ(xn,−d−1))

©
,

for all sufficiently large n (cf. (8.28)).
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First, the lower bound of (8.29) is (d+2)n+ c (c ∈ Z), since there are only finitely many

d′ ≥ d+2 such that v∞
−d′(x) <∞, while the upper bound in (8.30) is of the form (d+1)n+c′

(c′ ∈ Z). This implies that

(8.32) v

n+N
−d (ψ(xn,−d−1)) < v

n+N
−d (ψ(xn,<−d−1)),

for all sufficiently large n, and hence

(8.33) v

n+N
−d (xn+N,−d) ≥ min

¶
v

n+N
−d (ψ−d(x)) ,v

n+N
−d (ψ(xn,−d−1))

©
.

Now, we claim that the lowest degree coefficients of ψ(xn,−d) and ψ(xn,−d−1) (see Re-

mark 8.15) do not cancel each other in ψ(xn,−d) + ψ(xn,−d−1). This implies that the in-

equality in (8.33) becomes equality.

Indeed, the lowest degree coefficient of ψ(xn,−d) is in the Q-linear span of elements of

B0

(
Fn+N ⊗M

)
connected to

(8.34)
{
Mn(µ, ν)⊗ |0〉⊗N ⊗ b

∣∣ (µ, ν) ≤ (ζ, η), |ζ| − |µ| = d, b ∈ Hγ(µ, ν)
}
,

under the crystal operators of Uq(sl∞,0) ⊗ Up(gln) (see the proof of Proposition 8.5, where

γ = Λζ,η − Λµ,ν). On the other hand, by Remark 8.15, the lowest degree coefficient of

ψ(xn,−d−1) is in the Q-span of elements of B0

(
Fn+N ⊗M

)
connected to

(8.35) {Mn(µ′, ν′)⊗ r(b′) | (µ′, ν′) ≤ (ζ, η), |ζ| − |µ′| = d+ 1, b′ ∈ Hγ(µ
′, ν′) } ,

under the crystal operators of Uq(sl∞,0)⊗Up(gln). Note that r : B0(M) ! B(FN )⊗B0(M)

and r(b′) =M⊗b′′ for someM 6= |0〉⊗N and b′′ ∈ B0(M). Also recall thatMn(µ′, ν′)⊗r(b′)
is of highest weight as an element of a Uq(sl∞,0)-crystal for sufficiently large n (see Step 2

in the proof of Lemma 8.13). Similarly, Mn(µ, ν) ⊗ |0〉⊗N ⊗ b is of highest weight as an

element of a Uq(sl∞,0)-crystal. Hence, if Mn(µ′, ν′) ⊗ r(b′) and Mn(µ, ν) ⊗ |0〉⊗N ⊗ b are

connected with respect to the Uq(sl∞,0)⊗Up(gln)-crystal operators, they must be connected

solely through the crystal operators of Up(gln), which is impossible, since the components

|0〉⊗N⊗b andM⊗b′ are clearly different. Note that they may still be connected with respect

to Up(gln+N )-crystal operators, and the restriction to Up(gln) is crucial for this argument

to work. This proves the claim and hence (8.31).

Step 5. Now, we claim that

(8.36) v

n+N
−d (xn+N,−d) = v

n+N
−d (ψ(xn,−d)),

for all sufficiently large n. We observe from (8.31) that xn+N,−d 6= 0 for all sufficiently large

n.

By Proposition 8.5,

(8.37) v

n+N
−d (ψ(xn,−d)) = v

n
−d(xn,−d) + dN,

for all sufficiently large n, which implies vn+N−d (xn+N,−d) ≤ v

n
−d(xn,−d) + dN by (8.31).

Suppose that this holds for n ≥ n0. Then the sequence {vn−d(xn,−d)− dn} takes maximum
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value for n ≤ n0+N , so there exists C such that vm−d(xm,−d) ≤ dm+C for allm. Combining

this with m replaced by n + N and (8.30), we have vn+N−d (xn+N,−d) < v

n+N
−d (ψ(xn,−d−1))

for all sufficiently large n. Hence, it follows from (8.31) that

(8.38) v

n+N
−d (xn+N,−d) = v

n+N
−d (ψ(xn,−d)) < v

n+N
−d (ψ(xn,−d−1))

for all sufficiently large n, which proves (8.36).

Step 6. By (8.36) and (8.37), we have

v

n+N
−d (xn+N,−d) = v

n
−d(xn,−d) + dN,

for all sufficiently large n. We may repeat the preceeding argument with N + 1 instead

of N to obtain vn+N+1
−d (xn+N+1,−d) = v

n
−d(xn,−d) + d(N + 1) for all sufficiently large n.

Combining these two equations, we conclude that the sequence {vn−d(xn,−d)}n∈Z≥0
satisfies

v

n+1
−d (xn+1,−d) = v

n
−d(xn,−d) + d

for all sufficiently large n. Thus, v∞
−d(x) is well-defined and is finite. This completes the

induction step, and hence the proof of Theorem 8.9. �

Remark 8.17. Summarizing from (8.32), (8.36)-(8.38), we see that given x,

v

n
−d(xn,−d) + dN = v

n
−d(ψ(xn,−d)) = v

n+N
−d (xn+N,−d) < v

n+N
−d (ψ(xn,−d−1))

= v

n+N
−d (ψ(xn,<−d)) < v

n+N
−d (ψ(xn,<−d−1))

(cf. (8.28)) for all sufficiently large n and N , where N depends on x, and n depends on x

and N .

8.4. Socle filtration of F∞ ⊗M. For d ∈ Z≥0, let

(8.39) V◦
d =

(F∞ ⊗M)≥−d

(F∞ ⊗M)>−d
, Vd =

F∞ ⊗M
(F∞ ⊗M)>−d

.

Then we define

L (Vd) =
{
x ∈ Vd

∣∣x ∈ F∞ ⊗M,v∞
−d(x) ≥ 0

}
,

L (V◦
d ) = V◦

d ∩ L (Vd).

Theorem 8.18. For d ∈ Z≥0, we have the following.

(1) L (Vd) is a crystal valuation.

(2) L (V◦
d ) is a crystal lattice.

(3) The map

L (V◦
d )/qL (V◦

d ) −! L (Vd)/qL (Vd)

induced from the inclusion V◦
d ⊂ Vd is an isomorphism of Q-spaces, that is, L (Vd)

is saturated with respect to V◦
d .
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Proof. (1) It is clear that v∞
−d induces a well-defined crystal valuation on Vd by definition

of v∞
−d and Theorem 8.9.

(2) Since v∞
−d is also a crystal valuation on V◦

d , it is enough to show that L (V◦
d ) is a free

A0-module.

Let (ζ, η) ∈ P2 be given. Let (Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
≥−d = (Fn ⊗M)(ζ,η) ∩ (Fn ⊗M)≥−d. Then

(F∞⊗M)
(ζ,η)

≥−d

(F∞⊗M)
(ζ,η)
>−d

is a direct limit of
(Fn⊗M)

(ζ,η)

≥−d

(Fn⊗M)
(ζ,η)
>−d

. Let

L
∞,(ζ,η) = L (V◦

d ) ∩
(F∞ ⊗M)

(ζ,η)
≥−d

(F∞ ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
>−d

, L
n,(ζ,η) = L (F∞ ⊗M) ∩

(Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
≥−d

(Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
>−d

.

Then by Proposition 8.5 (1) and Theorem 8.9,

L
∞,(ζ,η) = lim

−!
n

q−dnL n,(ζ,η).

Note that L n,(ζ,η) is a free A0-module, as it is given by a restriction of a crystal lattice

on F∞ ⊗ M. Any submodule of L ∞,(ζ,η) with finite rank is free, since it is contained in

L n,(ζ,η) for some n. Therefore, we conclude that L ∞,(ζ,η) is free by [21, Theorem 2.4.3],

since it is countably generated as an A0-module.

(3) Since the map is clearly injective, it is enough to show that it is surjective. Suppose

that x ∈ Vd is given. We show that x ≡ x◦ (mod qL (Vd)) for some x◦ ∈ (F∞ ⊗M)≥−d.

We keep the notations and assumptions in the proof of Theorem 8.9. So we assume that

x ∈ (F∞ ⊗M)(ζ,η) = lim
−!n

(Fn ⊗M)(ζ,η).

For m ≥ n, denote ψm = πm−d ◦ φn,m. We claim that for all sufficiently large m,

v

m
−d(xm,−d) < v

m
−d (ψm(xn,<−d)) .

Let us denote the above statement by P (m,n).

Step 1. We first prove that P (m,n) implies P (m+N,n) for all sufficiently large m and

n, and N , where lower bounds for m and n depend only on N , and does not depend on each

other.

We have

(8.40)
ψm+N (xn,<−d) = πm+N

−d ◦ φm,m+N

(
ψm(xn,<−d) + πm<−d(φn,m(xn,<−d))

)

= πm+N
−d (φm,m+N (ψm(xn,<−d))) + πm+N

−d (φm,m+N (xm,<−d)),

where we have used πm+N
−d (φm,m+N (πm>−d(φn,m(xn,<−d)))) = 0 at the first equality.

For all sufficiently large m,

(8.41)

v

m+N
−d

(
πm+N
−d (φm,m+N (ψm(xn,<−d)))

)

= v

m
−d (ψm(xn,<−d)) + dN by Proposition 8.5

> vm−d(xm,−d) + dN by P (m,n)

= v

m+N
−d (xm+N,−d) by Theorem 8.9,
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On the other hand, from Remark 8.17, we have

(8.42) v

m+N
−d (πm+N

−d (φm,m+N (xm,<−d))) > v
m+N
−d (xm+N,−d),

for all sufficiently large m and N , where m depends on N . Combining (8.41) and (8.42), we

have P (m+N,n) by (8.40).

Step 2. Recall that P (n+N,n) holds for all sufficiently large n and N by Remark 8.17.

Also, by applying Step 1 to N,N + 1, · · · , 2N − 1, it follows that P (m,n) implies P (m +

N,n), · · ·P (m+2N − 1, n) for all sufficiently large m and N where m depends on N . Thus,

if n is sufficiently large, then P (m,n) holds for all m ≥ n+N . This proves the claim.

Now, let x◦ = φn(xn,≥−d). Then x
◦ ∈ (F∞ ⊗M)≥−d. By P (m,n), we have

v

m
−d(xm,−d) < v

m
−d(ψm(xn,<−d)) = v

m
−d(ψm(xn − xn,≥−d)) = v

m
−d(xm − x◦m),

for all sufficiently large m, where x◦m = φn,m(xn,≥−d). By taking a limit, we have 0 =

v

∞
−d(x) < v

∞
−d(x − x◦), and hence v∞

−d(x) = v

∞
−d(x

◦) = 0 and x ≡ x◦ (mod qL (Vd)). This

completes the proof of the surjectivity. �

Remark 8.19. The A0-modules L (Vd) and L (V◦
d ) are given in a non-constructive way.

We do not know an effective algorithm to compute v∞
−d.

Theorem 8.20. For d ∈ Z≥0, V◦
d has a crystal base (L (V◦

d ),B(V◦
d )) with

B(V◦
d )

∼=
⊕

(µ,ν)≤(ζ,η),
|ζ|−|η|=|η|−|ν|=d

(B0(Λζ,η)⊗ Bµ,ν)
⊕|Hγ(µ,ν)| ,

where γ = Λζ,η − Λµ,ν .

Proof. By Theorem 8.7, we have

V◦
d
∼=

⊕

(µ,ν)≤(ζ,η)

(V0(Λζ,η)⊗ Vµ,ν)
⊕|Hγ(µ,ν)| .

By uniqueness of a crystal lattice for an integrable Uq(sl∞,0)-module (Proposition 7.5 (2))

and an extremal weight modules Up(gl>0)-module (Proposition 7.7), any crystal lattice of

V◦
d is isomorphic to

⊕
(L0(Λζ,η)⊗ Lµ,ν)

⊕|Hγ(µ,ν)|, which has a crystal given above. The

conclusion follows from Theorem 8.18 (2). �

Remark 8.21. One may regard Theorem 8.18 as a generalization of Proposition 6.3. By

Theorem 8.18, B(V◦
d ) is a Q-basis of L (Vd)/qL (Vd). However, we do not know how to

construct a basis of Vd lifting the crystal B(V◦
d ), while there exists a basis B = {xb | b ∈

B(V◦
d )} of V◦

d such that xb ≡ b (mod qL (V◦
d )).

Now we are in a position to show that the filtration { (F∞ ⊗M)≥−d }d∈Z≥0
is indeed a

socle filtration. We first consider the following general situation.

Let ({Mn}n≥1, {φn}n≥1) be a directed system of Q(q)-spaces with M = lim
−!n

Mn such

that
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(1) Mn is a Uq(sl∞,0)⊗ Up(gln)-module, whose set of weights is finitely dominated,

(2) Mn is a direct sum of V0(Λζ,η)⊗ V nµ,ν with finite multiplicity,

(3) φn :Mn !Mn+1 is an injective Uq(sl∞,0)⊗ Up(gln)-linear map.

By (3), M becomes a Uq(sl∞,0) ⊗ Up(gl>0)-module. Let ({Nn}n≥1, {φn|Nn}n≥1) be a sub-

directed system with N = lim
−!n

Nn satisfying the following:

(1) Nn is a Uq(sl∞,0)⊗ Up(gln)-submodule of Mn,

(2) Nn and Mn/Nn do not have common isotypic component,

(3) N is a semisimple Uq(sl∞,0)⊗ Up(gl>0)-submodule of M ,

(4) M has a crystal valuation v, which is saturated with respect to N .

Theorem 8.22. We have N = socM .

Proof. Let L (M) = L
v

, and let L (M ′) = M ′ ∩ L (M) for any Q(q)-subspace M ′ of M .

We may regardMn ⊂M since φn is injective for n ≥ 1. Since L (Mn) is a crystal valuation,

we may apply an analogue of Proposition 7.7 for Uq(sl∞,0) ⊗ Up(gln)-modules Mn’s (see

Remark 7.6).

Suppose that there exists a non-zero submodule N ′ ⊂ M such that N ∩N ′ = {0}. Put

N ′
n = N ′ ∩Mn for n ≥ 1. By the condition (1) on N , Proposition 7.5, and Remark 7.6,

we have L (Nn ⊕ N ′
n) = L (Nn) ⊕ L (N ′

n) for n ≥ 1. Taking a direct limit, we have

L (N ⊕N ′) = L (N)⊕ L (N ′). Since the inclusion N ⊕N ′
!֒ M induces an embedding

L (N ⊕N ′)

qL (N ⊕N ′)
∼= L (N)

qL (N)
⊕ L (N ′)

qL (N ′)
−֒!

L (M)

qL (M)
,

and L (N)/qL (N) !֒ L (M)/qL (M) is an isomorphism by Proposition 7.12, we conclude

that L (N ′)/qL (N ′) = 0. This contradicts the fact that no element in L (M) is infinitely

divisible by q. Therefore, N is a maximal semisimple submodule. �

Theorem 8.23. { (F∞ ⊗M)≥−d }d∈Z≥0
is the socle filtration of F∞ ⊗M.

Proof. It is equivalent to showing that V◦
d = socVd for d ∈ Z≥0, where V◦

d and Vd are as in

(8.39). For (ζ, η) ∈ P
2, let

(F∞ ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
≥−d = (F∞ ⊗M)(ζ,η) ∩ (F∞ ⊗M)≥−d,

(F∞ ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
>−d = (F∞ ⊗M)(ζ,η) ∩ (F∞ ⊗M)>−d.

Since F∞ ⊗M =
⊕

(ζ,η)(F∞ ⊗M)(ζ,η), it is enough to show

(8.43) soc

(
(F∞ ⊗M)(ζ,η)

(F∞ ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
>−d

)
=

(F∞ ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
≥−d

(F∞ ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
>−d

.

First, consider

φdn,n+1 :
(Fn ⊗M)(ζ,η)

(Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
>−d

−!

(Fn+1 ⊗M)(ζ,η)

(Fn+1 ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
>−d

.
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If n is sufficiently large, then the map (Fn ⊗ M)
(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) ! (Fn+1 ⊗ M)

(ζ,η)
(µ,ν) induced from

φdn,n+1 is injective for all (µ, ν) ≤ (ζ, η) with |ζ| − |µ| = |η| − |ν| = d by Corollary 8.6, and

we have
(F∞ ⊗M)(ζ,η)

(F∞ ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
>−d

= lim
−!
n

(Fn ⊗M)(ζ,η)

(Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
>−d

.

By letting

Mn =
(Fn ⊗M)(ζ,η)

(Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
>−d

, Nn =
(Fn ⊗M)

(ζ,η)
≥−d

(Fn ⊗M)
(ζ,η)
>−d

,

we can check thatMn and Nn satisfy all the other conditions, and then apply Theorem 8.22

to obtain (8.43). �

Corollary 8.24. For d ∈ Z≥0, L (Vd) is a saturated crystal valuation.

Proof. It follows from Theorem 8.18. �

As an important application, we obtain the following, which is one of our main results.

Theorem 8.25. For µ, ν ∈ P, the Up(gl>0)-module Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν has a socle filtration with

the Loewy length min{|µ|, |ν|}+ 1, and its subquotients are given by

socd+1
(
Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν

)

socd
(
Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν

) ∼=
⊕

(µ,ν)≥(ζ,η)
|µ|−|ζ|=|ν|−|η|=d

V
⊕nµ,ν

ζ,η

ζ,η ,

for 0 ≤ d ≤ min{|µ|, |ν|}, where nµ,νζ,η = |Hγ(ζ, η)| with γ = Λµ,ν − Λζ,η. In particular,

Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν is indecomposable.

Proof. By Theorem 6.7 and Theorem 8.23, we have

soc

Å
Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν

socd(Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν)

ã
∼= HomUq(sl∞,0) (V0(Λµ,ν),V◦

d ) ,

which implies the decomposition of the associated subquotient. �

Remark 8.26. The tensor product in Theorem 8.25 is ⊗ = ⊗+ by our convention (5.4). The

socle filtration of V∅,ν ⊗Vµ,∅ has the same subquotients (cf. Corollary 4.7 and Remark 4.8).

Moreover, combining with Proposition 4.6 and (4.3), we have a combinatorial formula for

nµ,νζ,η as follows:

nµ,νζ,η = mµ,ν
ζ,η =

∑

σ

cµσζc
ν
ση.

We may also obtain the above formula by applying Theorem 3.20 (cf. (2.5)) to Hγ(ζ, η).

Corollary 8.27. For µ, ν ∈ P and d ∈ Z≥0, the Uq(gl>0)-module Vµ,∅⊗±V∅,ν/ soc
d(Vµ,∅⊗±

V∅,ν) has a saturated crystal valuation v such that L
v

/qL
v

has a Q-basis, which forms a

crystal isomorphic to ⊕

(µ,ν)≥(ζ,η)
|µ|−|ζ|=|ν|−|η|=d

B
⊕nµ,ν

ζ,η

ζ,η .
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Proof. By Theorem 6.7, the Uq(sl∞,0)-weight space of Vd with weight Λµ,ν is isomorphic

to Vµ,∅⊗+V∅,ν/ soc
d(Vµ,∅⊗+V∅,ν) as a Up(gl>0)-module, and L (Vd)Λµ,ν is its A0-submodule

stable under the crystal operators ˙̃ej,
˙̃
fj (j ∈ Z≥0), which are pullbacks of the upper crystal

operators for Uq(gl>0) under the map (5.10). Hence, we have an upper crystal valuation

(crystal valuation with upper crystal operators) of Vµ,∅⊗+ V∅,ν/ soc
d(Vµ,∅⊗+ V∅,ν) at q = 0,

under (5.10). By [15, Lemma 2.4.1], this gives a lower crystal valuation with the same

properties. �

Remark 8.28. By Remark 4.8, Corollary 8.27 also holds for V∅,ν ⊗± Vµ,∅.

Example 8.29. The crystal valuation constructed in Corollary 8.27 for V(1),∅⊗V∅,(1) agrees
with LN in Example 7.14 up to scaling.

The inclusion V0(Λ(1),(1))⊗ (V∅,(1) ⊗− V(1),∅) ⊂ F∞ ⊗M is given by

vΛ(1),(1)
⊗ u∅,(1) ⊗ u(1),∅ f0|0〉 ⊗ 1 + (q − q−1)|0〉 ⊗ f0

up to scaling. Using the same notations as in Example 7.14, the image of elements of

V∅,(1) ⊗− V(1),∅ are given by

vm∨ ⊗ vn (m 6= n) 7−! p2|0〉 ⊗ · · · |0〉 ⊗ |1〉 ⊗ · · · ⊗ |−1〉 · · · ⊗ |0〉 ⊗ 1

(|−1〉 at m-th position, |1〉 at n-th position)

v1∨ ⊗ v1 7−! f0|0〉 ⊗ 1 + (q − q−1)|0〉 ⊗ f0

vn∨ ⊗ vn + pv(n+1)∨ ⊗ vn+1 7−!

Ä
p2|0〉⊗(n−1) ⊗ f0|0〉 ⊗ |0〉+ p3|0〉⊗n ⊗ f0|0〉

ä
⊗ 1

Then for example, one can show that q−N+2v1∨ ⊗v1+ · · · qvN∨ ⊗vN is mapped to an element

of L0(F∞ ⊗ M). Using this, one can compute the restriction of L0(F∞ ⊗ M), which is

constructed in the proof of Theorem 8.25, onto V∅,(1) ⊗− V(1),∅.

8.5. Socle filtration of tensor product of extremal weight modules. For σ, τ, µ, ν ∈
P, let

nσ,τµ,ν =
∑

λ

(−1)|λ|cσλµc
τ
λ′ν ,

where λ′ denotes the conjugate of λ. For V ∈ C, let [V ] denote the isomorphism class of V

in K(C). Given λ, µ ∈ P with µ ⊂ λ, write [Vλ/µ,∅] =
∑

ν c
λ
µν [Vν,∅] for simplicity, and write

[V∅,λ/µ] in a similar way. Then we have the following character formula.

Proposition 8.30. For σ, τ ∈ P, we have

[Vσ,τ ] =
∑

µ,ν∈P

nσ,τµ,ν [Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν ] =
∑

λ⊂σ,τ ′

(−1)|λ|[Vσ/λ,∅ ⊗ V∅,τ/λ′ ].

Proof. Note that I = { [Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν ] |µ, ν ∈ P } and S = { [Vσ,τ ] |σ, τ ∈ P } are Z-bases of

K(C). By Proposition 4.6, we have

(8.44) [Vµ,∅ ⊗ V∅,ν ] =
∑

σ,τ∈P

mµ,ν
σ,τ [Vσ,τ ].
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On the other hand, let A be the Z-algebra generated by h+r , h
−
s (r, s ∈ Z>0) subject to the

relations h+r h
−
s = h−s h

+
r +h

−
s−1h

+
r−1 · · ·+h−s−mh+r−m withm = min{r, s} [27, I.5 Example 29].

For λ ∈ P, we put s±λ = det(h±λi−i+j)1≤i,j≤ℓ(λ). Then { s+µ s−ν |µ, ν ∈ P } and { s−τ s+σ |σ, τ ∈
P } are Z-bases of A. Then we have

s+µ s
−
ν =

∑

σ,τ∈P

mµ,ν
σ,τ s

−
τ s

+
σ ,

s−τ s
+
σ =

∑

µ,ν∈P

nσ,τµ,νs
+
µ s

−
ν ,

(8.45)

for µ, ν, σ, τ ∈ P by [22, Corollary 7.3]. Comparing (8.44) and the first equation in (8.45),

we see that the second equation in (8.45) also gives the transition matrix from I to S. �

Now, we can describe the socle filtration of the tensor product of any two extremal weight

modules.

Theorem 8.31. Let α, β, γ, δ ∈ P be given with |α| + |γ| = M and |β| + |δ| = N . For

0 ≤ d ≤ min{M,N}, we have

socd+1(Vα,β ⊗ Vγ,δ)

socd(Vα,β ⊗ Vγ,δ)
=

⊕

φ,ψ∈P

|φ|=M−d, |ψ|=N−d

V
⊕c

(φ,ψ)

(α,β)(γ,δ)

φ,ψ ,

where

c
(φ,ψ)
(α,β)(γ,δ) =

∑

(ξ,π,ρ)

∑

(µ,ν,η,ζ)

∑

(σ,τ)

(−1)|σ|+|τ |cασµ c
β
σ′ν c

γ
τζ c

δ
τ ′η c

ξ
µζ c

π
νη c

ξ
ρφ c

π
ρψ.

Proof. We have

U := Vα,β ⊗ Vγ,δ ⊂ Vα,∅ ⊗ V∅,β ⊗ Vγ,∅ ⊗ V∅,δ ∼= Vα,∅ ⊗ Vγ,∅ ⊗ V∅,β ⊗ V∅,δ =: V,

where the first inclusion follows from Corollary 8.25 and the second isomorphism follows

from applying R matrix.

By Corollary 8.25, socd+1(V )/socd(V ) has a direct summand Vφ,ψ only when |φ| =M−d
and |ψ| = N − d for 0 ≤ d ≤ min{M,N}. Since socd(U) = U ∩ socd(V ), the same holds

for socd+1(U)/socd(U). Finally, we obtain the formula for multiplcity of Vφ,ψ in U by

Proposition 8.30 and the usual Littlewood-Richardson formula. �

Remark 8.32. Although our construction of saturated crystal valuations using an embed-

ding into F∞⊗M does not immediately extend to the case of Vα,β⊗Vγ,δ/ socd(Vα,β⊗Vγ,δ),
we expect that it has a crystal valuation.

Remark 8.33. We follow the notations in the proof of Proposition 8.30. Let x = (x1, x2, . . . )

and y = (y1, y2, . . . ) be two sets of formal variables. Let e±k (k ∈ Z>0) be another set of

generators of A determined by s±λ = det(e±λ′
i−i+j

)1≤i,j≤ℓ(λ), which also satisfy e+r e
−
s =
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e−s e
+
r + e−s−1e

+
r−1 · · · + e−s−me

+
r−m with m = min{r, s}. Put E±(t) =

∑
k≥0 e

±
k t
k. Then we

have the following identity called non-symmetric Cauchy identity [27, I.5 Example 29]:

(8.46) E
+(y)E−(x) = E

−(x)E+(y)
1∏

i,j≥1(1− xiyj)
,

where E
+(y) = E

+(y1)E + (y2)E
+(y3) · · · and E

−(x) = E
−(x1)E

−(x2)E
−(x3) · · · . It can be

viewed as a non-commutative character identity associated to the decomposition in Propo-

sition 6.2 (see [22, Theorem 7.10] for a crystal-theoretic proof and also [23] for a bijective

proof).

Put H±(t) =
∑
k≥0 h

±
k t
k, H+(y) and H

−(x) in a similar way. Then we have

(8.47) E
+(y)H−(x) = H

−(x)E+(y)
∏

i,j≥1

(1 + xiyj).

We may also have a similar representation theoretic interpretation of the above identity. In

this case, we replace Fn
+ in Fn = Fn

+ ⊗ Fn
+ with a bosonic Fock space so that Uq(sl∞,0) is

replaced by a q-boson algebra associated to a general linear Lie superalgebra of infinite rank

with respect to its even part, and V0(Λµ,ν) with a q-deformed Kac-module.

On the other hand, a categorification of the identities including (8.46) and (8.47) are

given in case when x and y are replaced by single variables z and −w, respectively [9]. It is

given in terms of a certain non-semisimple tensor category of sl∞-modules [28], which has

properties similar to C.
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