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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 Uy (gl ¢)-
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 g-boson
algebra and Up(glso) with p = —g~!. It contains a (semisimple) limit of the fermionic
Fock space F™ of level n, which has a g-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 U,(g) be the quantized enveloping algebra associated
with a symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra g. An extremal weight module V() for an integral
weight A is a U,(g)-module, which can be viewed as a generalization of highest or lowest

weight module. Tt also has a crystal base and a global crystal basis [I7]. Especially when g
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is of affine type and A is of level zero, V() 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 U, (gl )-modules. Suppose
that g = gl is a general linear Lie algebra of infinite rank, which is of type A;~. Let & be
the set of partitions. Let V), , denote the extremal weight module V(\), where (u,v) € 22
corresponds to the Weyl group orbit of an integral weight A for gl . In case of gl.,, the
crystal %, of V,,,, is connected [22], and hence V,,, is irreducible. Let C be the category
of Uy(gls)-modules of finite length with irreducible factors V,, ,,. It is not semisimple, while
the subcategories C* generated by highest weight modules V,.,0 and lowest weight modules
Vo.v, 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
Vi@V r for (u,v), (0,7) € P2 are given in terms of Littlewood-Richardson coefficients. In
particular, V, g ®Vp ,, is indecomposable with simple socle V,, ., and hence the Grothendieck
ring K (C) is isomorphic to K(CT) ® K(C™) with two natural Z-bases { [V, ,||p,v € 2}
and { [V, ® Vp.]|o,7 € Z}. We give a character formula of [V, ,] € K(C) in terms of
Vo0 ® Vp ] with Littlewood-Richardson coefficients.

We should remark that the decomposition of %, , ® %, , is given in [22], but it does
not explain in general the tensor structure on C. Indeed, the filtration of V,, , ® V; » does
not always coincide with the decomposition of %,, , ® %, . For example, we have non-split

exact sequences
(1.1) 0— Vi, — V.m @V — Voo —0,

while we have %(1),1) & %p,(1) ® $B1),0- In general, we have B, = %y, @ B9 <
B9 @ By, 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 [I9] 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 (u,v) € 22, say V,,,, and V,, 3 ® Vy , 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 V), g ® Vp ,, into a limit of the Fock space F" as n — co. Here F" is a
g-deformed fermionic Fock space of level n, which has a Uy (gl ) ® Up(gl,,)-module structure
with p = —¢~! (cf.[30]) admittimg a g-analogue of (gl.., gl,,)-Howe duality [§] (also known
as a level-rank duality).

To have a well-defined limit of 7" with a Up(glso)-module structure, we introduce a
parabolic analogue of g-boson algebra U,(slx,0) for gl with respect to its maximal Levi
subalgebra (naturally generalizing the g-boson algebra introduced in [15]). It has a family
of irreducible representations Vy(A,,,) parametrized by (u,v) € 22, which can be iden-
tified with maximally parabolic Verma modules of U,(gl,,) as a Q(g)-space. They form
a semisimple category of Uy(sle,0)-modules with crystal bases as in the case of the usual
g-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 = Vy(Agp) be the irreducible Uy(sls,0)-modules corresponding to the trivial
highest weight. By using a U,(gl,,)-comodule structure of U, (sl o), we define a directed
system { F"®@M },,>0 with a morphism ¢, 11 : F"OM — F" @ M which is Uy(sls,0)®
Up(gl,,)-linear, and let

FPrO@M=lImF" @ M.

First, we prove the following decomposition:
(1.2) FroM= P Volhuw)® (Vi ® Vo),
(nv)€P?
which is a non-semisimple U, (gl,,) @ Up(gls ¢)-module (Theorem [6.7)). Using the Uy (sls,0) ®

Up(gl,,)-crystal structure of 7" @ M, we then construct a filtration { (F*° ® M)>_q4 }a>0 of
Uq(8loo,0)@Up(glso)-submodules, and show that it has the following semisimple subquotient:

(1.3) (F*OM)>—a i~ @ @ Vo(Apw) ® Vcn)@"?,’; 7

Foo @ M)s_
( )>~a (L)EP?  (Cn)eP?
lul=I¢I=[v|—=Inl=d
with ng =" ¢/ cy,, where c§_ is the Littleweeod-Richardson coefficient (Theorem B.T).

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

(1.4) (FroM):>02 @B Vo) @ Vi,
(n,v)€ P2
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which can be viewed as a limit of the level-rank duality on the Fock space F™. A combina-
torial crystal model for (4]) (without existence of the associated representation) is given in
[22]. Note that both F>° ® M and its proper semisimple submodule (F*° @ M)>_¢ have

crystal bases whose crystals are isomorphic.

1.4. Saturated crystal valuation and socle filtration. Next we prove that { (F>* ®
M)>_4 }a>o is the socle filtration of F>° @ M (Theorem [R.23)), that is,
(1.5) V3 = soc(Vy),
where
V;:(]:OO@M)Z—d oy, = Fe oM '
(F>° @ M)s—q (F>* @ M)s_a

For this, we introduce and systematically use the notion of saturated crystal valuation. It
is motivated by an observation that an Ag-submodule of a non-semisimple object may induce
only a Q-basis of its proper submodule at ¢ = 0 as in the case of (L)) or (F>*° ® M)>_g C
F>* ® M, where Ay is the subring of f(q) € Q(q) regular at ¢ = 0. Let v be a valuation
on a Q(g)-space V, which is equivalent to an Ag-submodule £ of V' (not necessarily free)
with no element divisible by ¢ infinitely many times. We call .Z 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 . is saturated with respect to a submodule
V° when % is a maximal Ag-submodule of V' that restricts to £° := £ N V. Indeed, this
is equivalent to the condition that the natural inclusion .#° — % induces an isomorphism
of Q-spaces at ¢ = 0.

We show that there exists a crystal valuation v, on Vg saturated with respect to V3
(Theorem[E9and TheoremB.I8). The existence of v, is obtained by analyzing the behavior
of the canonical crystal valuations on the semisimple U, (slo 0) @ Up(gl,,)-module F™* @ M
under the morphisms in the directed system and then taking a limit of appropriately shifted
valuations on F™ ® M. This proof is the technical heart of the paper.

Then we prove (L)) by using the sequence of subquotients associated to a filtration of
F" ® M whose limit is V] (3], and the saturatedness of the crystal valuation on V.

Now, it follows from the multiplicity space of Vp(A, ) in (I2) and (L3) that

d+1 v
soc Vio ®V ont
(1.6) . (Vo 0.v) ~ @ v, :Cm,

socd(V, g ® Vp,) 2 ;
lul=[¢I=lv]=In|=d
where n¢"," is the one given in ([L3) (Theorem[E.25 ). In particular, this implies that V, g ®
Vb, is indecomposable. By taking restriction of the saturated crystal valuation on Vg, we
obtain a saturated crystal valuation on V, y ® V@ﬁ,,/socd(V%@ ® Vp,) for d € Z>q, whose
existence is a result of its own interest. We also have the same result for Vp , ® V,, 4. As
applications of (L), we obtain the character formula of [V, ,] € K(C), and an explicit

description of the socle filtration of V,, , ® V, ; for any p,v, 0,7 € & (Theorem [B.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 Bl we introduce the notion of a parabolic g-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 [ we recall the
crystals of extremal weight modules of U, (gl ), and give a filtration of V}, p ® Vj ,,, which is
weaker than the socle filtration, by standard arguments using canonical basis. In Section [5]
we define the Fock space F™ as a semi-infinite limit of a ¢-deformed exterior algebra. In
Section [6] we define a Fock space F>° ® M, and prove the decomposition ([Z). 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 ([L3]). Finally, we prove the existence of a saturated crystal valuation on
V4 by which we prove that the filtration on F*° ® M is the socle filtration (T3)).

2. PRELIMINARY

2.1. Quantized enveloping algebras. Let A = (a;;); jer be a symmetrizable generalized
Cartan matrix indexed by a set I, possibly infinite. Let PV be the dual weight lattice, and
IV = {h;|i € I} C PV the set of simple coroots. We assume that PV /ZIIV has a finite
rank. Let P = { f € Homgz(P",Z)| f(h;) = 0 for all but finitely many i € I }, the restricted
dual of PY with respect to IIY, be the weight lattice, and Il = { o; |4 € I} C P the set of
simple roots, which are linearly independent, such that (h;, a;) = a;; for i,j € I.

Let (, ) be a symmetric bilinear form on P such that (o, a;) € 2Z4 fori € I, (a;,a5) <0
for i # j, and (hi, A) = 2(a, A)/ (e, ;) for i € T and A € P. Let g be the Kac-Moody
algebra associated with the Cartan datum (A, P, PV I, 1TV, (,)). Let W be the Weyl group
of g generated by the simple reflection s;, where s;(A) = A — (h;, \)o; for A € P. Let
Q= @P,c; Zai, and Q+ = £ P, ; Z>00q;, and let > denote the usual partial order on P.
Let Pt ={X € P|(hy,\) € Z>o (i € I) } be the set of dominant integral weights.

Let ¢ be an indeterminate. For i € I, put ¢; = ¢*»*)/2. For a € Z>o and i € I, let
[a]; = % and [a];! = [a];ja — 1];...[1); (e > 1) with [0]; = 1. If A is symmetric and
(i, ;) = 2 for all ¢ € I, then we simply write [a]; = [a].

Let U,(g) be the associated quantized enveloping algebra, which is an associative Q(q)-
algebra generated by e;, f;, ¢" for i € I and h € PV subject to the following relations:

=1, "™ =q"q",
g"eig" =g e, " fig" =g ey,
;!

t._
eif; — fiei = 0yj——"5,

? 4
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Y Cijfk o Cijfk
Do (0rePese ™ = 3R gAY =0,
k=0 k=0

where t; = q(o‘i’ai)hi/z, ez(-k) = ef/[kf]ll, fl(k) = fzk/[k]z', and Cij = 1-— Qg for ’L,j € I. Unless
otherwise specified, we regard U,(g) as a Hopf algebra with respect to the comultiplication

A and the antipode S given by
A" =d" @ ",
A(EZ) =1 X e; +e; ®ti_17
A(fi)=fiel+t® fi,
S(q")=q7", S(e;) = —eits, S(fi)=-t;'f,

fori € I and h € PV, where A = A_ is often called the lower comultiplication. Let A} be
a comultiplication of Uy,(g) by

A" =q"®q",
A+(61‘) =€ ® 1 —|—tz ®€i,
Ar(f) =10 fi+ fiot

which is called upper comultiplication. Let AT := 0o AL be the comultiplications where o
isamap o(z®y) =y ® x.

We denote by U(;t (g) the subalgebra generated by e; and f; (i € I), respectively, which
is graded by Q<+, and denote by UY(g) the subalgebra generated by q" (h € PY). We put
Us%(9) = Uy (9)Ug(g) and UZ%(g) = U/ (9)Ug(9)-

Let A = Z[q,q '], and let U,(g)a be the A-subalgebra of U,(g) generated by egk) and
fl-(k) for 0 <i<nand k € Z>o.

Let 7+ : U,(g) — U,(g) be Q(g)-linear anti-automorphisms defined by

(2.1)  Ti(e;) = ql-iltzilfi, T+(fi) = qiﬂtflei, Ti(qh) =q¢", forielandhePV.
Then we have (74 @ 74) o AL = AL o7y,

2.2. Crystal bases. Let us briefly recall the notion of crystal base and its properties [15]
17, [18]. Let V be an integrable U,(g)-module. In other words, V has a weight space
uep Vi, where V, = {v]g"v = ¢y (he PV)}, and e, fi (i € I)
act locally nilpotently on V. We write wt(v) = p for v € V,.

decomposition V = @

Let ¢ € I be given. For a weight vector v € V', we may write v = >, fi(k)vk, where each
1

%

(22) Eiv = Z fi(k—l)vk7 fiv — Z fi(k+1)vk-

k>1 k>0

vy, satisfies e;ur, = 0. The (lower) crystal operators €,°%, fil(’w or simply é&;, f;, are defined by
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and the upper crystal operators &,'?, f,"P are given by

~ —lp+2k—1 p(k—1 r Ip—2k—1 p(k+1
(23) eiupv = Z q?, ot fq,( )Uk, fiupv = Z Qik fq,( )vkv
E>1 k>0

where I, = (h;, wt(vg)).
Let Ag be the subring of Q(g) consisting of f(gq) regular at ¢ = 0. A lower crystal base of
V is a pair (L, B), where L is an Ap-lattice of V', and B is a Q-basis of L/qL satisfying
(1) L=&,cp Ly and B=|],cp By, where L, = LNV, and B, = BN (L/qL)y,
(2) &LCL, fiLCLandé,BC BU{0}, iBC BU{0} foriel,
(3) fib=10"if and only if & =b for i € I and b, b’ € B,
while an upper crystal base of V' is defined with respect to ([Z3]). We call B a crystal of V.
We call an Ap-lattice L of V satisfying (1) and (2) a crystal lattice of V.
Fori € I, let e}, ef : Uy (g) — U, (g) be the Q(g)-linear maps given by

R q

tie! (u) — t; tel(u)

(2.4) [e;,u] = — T,
qi — q;
- o _ (hj,wt P)+2 ,
for homogeneous u € U, (g). Note that ;r(u) = e (u) and r;(u) = g; el(u), where

;r,r; are given in [26]. We may also write u = ), <, fi(k)vk, where each vy, satisfies ejvy, = 0.
Then the crystal operators on U, (g) are defined as in ([22) and a crystal base of U, (g) is
defined in the same way. Then U, (g) has a unique crystal base (£ (00), %(0)).

Let V; be integrable U,(g)-modules with lower or upper crystal bases (L;, B;) (i = 1,2).
Then the tensor product rule states that (L1 ® Lo, B1 ® Bs) is a crystal base of V3 ® V5 such
that

€iby ®@ by, if pi(b1) > €4(b2),

€i(b1 @ be) =
b1 ® éiba, if i(b1) < g4(b2),

- fzbl ® by, if ng(bl) > Ei(bg),
fz(bl (24 bz) = ~ )
b1 ® fiba, if @i(b1) < gi(ba),
for i € I and by ® by € By ® Ba, where g;(b) = max{k > 0] é¥b # 0} and ;(b) = max{k >
0| f¥b 0} for b € By, Bs.
A weight vector v € V), is called i-extremal (i € I) if e;u = 0 or fu = 0. If v is é-extremal,

we define

fi(<hi’>‘>)v ife;v=0

(26) Si’U =
el A, fiv=0

K2

A weight vector v € V is called an extremal vector if there exists {vy }wew such that v,s

are i-extremal for all ¢ € I, and

Ve =V, Sivy = VUs;ws
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for i € I,w € W. An element of a crystal is also called extremal if it satisfies the same
(n)
i

For A € P, let V(X) be the U,(g)-module generated by uy subject to the relations that

condition, where e; ’ and fi(") are replaced by €' and ﬁ”, respectively.
u) is an extremal vector of weight A [I7]. Note that V() is a highest weight module if
A € Pt. Tt is shown in [I7] that V() has a crystal base (Z()\), Z()\)) and a global crystal
basis or canonical basis G(A) = {Ga(b) |b € #(N\)}. We often assume that uy € HB(\)
(mod ¢.Z(N)).

Suppose that A\ € P*. Then the canonical projection 7y : U, (g) — V/()) restricts to
Al #(o0) + L (00) — Z()), and induces T : B(c0) — H(A)U{0}. There is a unique bilinear
form (-,-) on V(A), called the ¢g-Shapovalov form, which is characterized by

(2.7) (un,ur) =1, (uwwv,w) = (v, 7— (w)w),

foru € U, (g),v,w € V(A). Wehave (Z()\), £(N\)) € Ag, and Z(\) = {v € V(A) [ (v, Z(N)) €
Ao} (cf. [15]). Also recall that, for b € Z(X), and m > 0, we have
(2.8) rame @ ST AG ).
W EB(N)wi b—ma;
Let V' be an integrable U, (g)-module with a crystal base (£ (V'), Z(V)). Let # (V) =
{be B(V)|éb=0forallic I}, and for v € P, let B(V)3) = {be B(V)"™ | wt(b) >
v}. 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 € %’(V)h'w', choose z, € L(V) such that
xp =b (mod ¢.Z(V)). Then

U,(g)-span of {zy|b € B(V)L} = U, (g)-span of {zy|be B (V)2)}
B Vwt®),

beB(V)L

1%

and {zp |b € B (V);ZV} generates a crystal lattice of @be%(v)};w V (wt(b)) under &, f; for
iel )

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].
h

)

Let — be the involution of Q-algebras on U,(g) given by & = e;, fi = fi, ¢ =q
and g = ¢ ' fori € I and h € PV. Let M and N be U,(g)-modules with weight space

decomposition.
Let © be the quasi-R-matrix [26] Theorem 4.1.2], which is given by
(2.9) 0=0,= Y 065

BEQ+
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such that © is a unique element in U, (g) -3 @ U (g)5 such that ©g = 1®1 and Ay (u) © =
O Ay (u) for u € Uy(g), where Ay (u) = Ai(a) for u € U,(g). Here, © is regarded as an

element in a suitable completion U, (9)® US(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 (9)Ug(9) 3, <, Uy (8)-v @ Uy(9) + Uy(9) @ Uy (9)U(9) X2, <, Uy (9)ur
parametrized by v € @4, where @4 is regarded as a directed set by its poset structure.
Then the statements for © in [26] holds for infinite I with respect to this completion.

The quasi-R-matrix © yields a universal R-matrix R"™Y = R = ¢IIO, where II is a
Q(g)-linear operator acting on M @ N by II(m ® n) = ¢"**)m @ n, and o is given by
o(m®@n) =n®@m for m € M, and n € N,. Note that we need to extend the base field to
Q(qi) for d € Z~¢ 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) 0’ = Rllo = I16O°PII,

where ©°P is obtained by applying ¢ to ©. Since R~! = ¢II0’, this can be viewed as a
quasi- R-matrix constructed out of R~! instead of R. The following identity follows from
RO =R '@’ = oIl

Lemma 2.2. We have RORO© = RO'RO’ = 1.

Remark 2.3. We may also construct ©,0’, and R for other comultiplications. We let
Ag = AZP the coproducts twisted by bar-involutions AL = — oAy o—. Note that we have
AL = ASFP. Let M ®+ N and M®4+N be the U, q(g)—module whose module structure is given

by A+ and Ay, repectively. These coproducts are related by natural isomorphisms below

Mo, N T5% Mo N

o] lo

N&_M —— N& M
—

(cf. [20, (2.2.9)]). By pulling back R, ©, and ©’ along the natural isomorphisms above, we
obtain Rg,,Og,,0f corresponding to each tensor products ®. = ®+,®+. For instance,

we have
(2.11) R_:=Rg =006Il, O_:=0g =I"'0I"' e =0, =B6°r.
Lemma also holds in these cases.

Remark 2.4. For a U, (g)-module M, consider a U, (g)-module M whose underlying set is
M (we denote its elements by 7 for m € M), and the action of U,(g) is given by um = um
for u € U,(g) and m € M. By Remark 2.3

M®: N2MN2NQ_ 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 ¢ = 0. A lower (resp. upper)
based module is a pair (V, B), where V is an integrable U, (g)-module with a Q(q)-basis B
satisfying

(1) BNV, is a basis of V) for A € P,

(2) The A-submodule V4 generated by B is stable under the action of U,(g) 4,

(3) The Q-linear involution — on V given by c(q)b = c(¢~ )b for all ¢(¢q) € Q(q) and
b € B is compatible with U, (g)-action, that is, 7o = a7 for allu € U, (g) and v € V/,

(4) The Ap-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 V5 compatible

with the U, (g)-action. For v1 ® vy € V1 ®4 Vo, we define
(2.12) V1 @ vg = O(T1 ® Uz).

In general, (212) is well-defined only in a certain completion of Vi ® V2. If ([Z12)) gives a
well-defined element in V4 ® V5 for all v1 ® vy (for example, when V; is a lowest weight module
or V3 is a highest weight module), then it also gives a Q-linear involution on V; ® Vs, such
that u - (v; @ va) =7 - v ® v for u € U,(9)-

One can define a bar-involution on a tensor product of more than two modules by applying
@I2) inductively, which does not depend on the order of application of ([2I2) due to
(1®A4)0)0% = ((Ay ®1)0) O (see [25, Proposition 4.2.4]): Define ©) as a formal
sum in U,(g)®" inductively by ©® = © and 0" = (A, ® 12("=2)0"~1 (0 © 18("~2)
for n > 3. Then the map

(2.13) N B0, =0 (TR - T,).

forvi @ -®uv, € V1 @4 - @4 V, gives a Q-linear involution compatible with the action
of U,(g)-
The opposite quasi-R-matrix ©’ of ([2.I0) also satisfies the following so that it can be

used to define an involution on a U, (g)-module V1 @, V5 as well.
Lemma 2.5. Foru € U,(g), we have the following identities:
A@O = OB (u), ((19A,)0)6% = ((As ©1)0) 02,

Proof. By the natural isomorphism IT in Remark 23] one has A (u)II = HZip(u). Then,
(2.14)
AL (@I = AP (u)0° T == NMOPAP (7)IT = IO AP (@)1 = IO TIA (u),
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which proves the first identity. Next, using (14 and the fact that TI(®) := (1@ A)(I) (1)
is symmetric on each tensor component, we have
(1©A4)0)0% = (1e AN (1eA)0")I® (188°) (1o 1)
=% (10A7)0”) (1267) 1™,
and then ((1 ®Zip)@op) (1 ®@Op) = ((A+®1)0)(O® 1)321 yields the second identity,

where (v7 ® v2 ® v3)%?! = v3 @ V2 ® vy. O

Remark 2.6. By the natural isomorphisms in Remark 23] we can also define a bar-
involution on V; ® _ V5 using ©_ or ©” in ([2.I1]).

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

Theorem 2.7 (cf. [ Theorem 2.7]). Suppose that (V;, B;) (i = 1,2) are upper (resp.
lower) based modules such that either V1 is a lowest (resp. highest) weight module or Vs is
a highest (resp. lowest) weight module. Let L; be the Ag-span of B;. Then there exists a
unique basis B1 O By = {b1 Qba|b; € B;} of Vi @4 Va (resp. Vi ®_ Va), such that

(1) b1 Qb2 =b1 @by (mod g(L1 ® L2)),

(2) b1 Oba = b1 O by,
where the bar-involution on Vi ®4 Vo (resp. Vi ®_ V) is given by using ©4 (resp. O ).
Furthermore, Vi @4 Va (resp. V1 @_Va) is an upper (resp. lower) based module with respect
to B1 < Bs.

Proof. In the case of ®., the existence of By { By is proved in [4], and the stability of a
crystal lattice in this case is a result of a tensor product rule (Z5]). The case of @ _ can be
proved following arguments in [4] by changing the role of highest and lowest weight modules,

since ©”_ now lies in a completion of U (g) ® U, (g), and for a weight vector u € U, (g),

A_(u)=u®l+ Z Cuy 1 @ ug (1, uz € U, (g)) -

wtui>wtu

3. PARABOLIC ¢-BOSON ALGEBRAS

3.1. Definition and basic properties. We keep the notations in Section 2. Let J be a
subset of I such that J¢:= I\ J is finite. Let (A; = (aij)ijes, Py, Py, 117,115, (-,+)) be a
Cartan datum of a submatrix A; of A such that ITY = { h;|j € J} C IIV. Then there exists
a canonical projection P — Pj. Let [ = gy be the Kac-Moody algbra associated with the
submatrix A; = (a;;)i jes. We may regard [ as a subalgebra of g, and let p = [+ b denote
the parabolic subalgebra, where b is the (positive) Borel subalgebra of g.
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Let U,(g,p) be an associative Q(q)-algebra generated by e, e;, fi,q" for i € Je, j € J,
l €I, and h € P} subject to the following relations:

qO — 1, qh+hl — qhqh, (h,h/ c })}/)7
g"ejg =gl qtejgh = qiley, gt figh = g
- ta‘_l / —(hiyou) £ 7
ejfi — fie; = s eifi=q " fie; + i,

J J
Sil;iQ(e{Ll7 12) Sh,lz(fllvflz) ]17.72(6]176]2) 0 (ilui2€Jca j17j2€J7 1171261)7

S’Lj(e ej) = Sj_ (6.77 z) - O

where t; = q(®-)hi/2 and
Ss,t(xu y) = Z (_1)ax(a)yx(b)7
a+b=cs¢
S;'ft(:v, y) _ Z (_1)aqia(as,at)x(a)yx(b),
a+b=cg

with xl = xf/[a]i! for x = e, €', f. We call U, (g,p) the parabolic g-boson algebra associated
to (g,p). If J =0, then U, (g, p) is equal to the algebra of g-bosons denoted by By(g) in [L5].

Let U, (g,p) be the subalgebra of U,(g,p) generated by f; (I € I), and let U (g,p) be
the subalgebra generated by e},e; (i € J°,j € J), where Uq(g,p)i is naturally graded by
Q<. Let UY(g, p) be the subalgebra generated by ¢" (h € PY).

Lemma 3.1. There is an isomorphism of Q(q)-spaces U, (g,p) @ U (g,p) @ Ut (g,p) —
Uq(g,p), which is given by multiplication.

Proof. We may assume that P} = ZIIY, since the general case follows from this case. It is
done by slightly modifying the arguments in [26] Chapter 15]. Let U, = Uy(g). Let ﬁ;r be
an associative Q(q)-algebra generated by e}, e; (i € J¢,j € J) subject to the same relations
for ef, e; in U,(g,p). Then it is straightforward to check that there exists an embedding of
Q(q)-algebras

+ >0 ._ 77077+
B —— U7":=U,U,
ef > ¢;:=—(qi —q; tie;
g > ¢
for i € J¢ and j € J. So we may identify g(‘; with its image in UqZO, which is generated by
ej,ej (1€ J%jeJ). Let
B _J[/-ROBRtT _ R+ROTI-
(3.1) B, =U, B)BS =B/ BYU, C U,
where §2 denote the Q(g)-subalgebra of qu generated by t;, ¢" (i € J°h € PY). From

the triangular decomposition of Uy, the multiplication in Uy yields an isomorphism of Q(g)-
spaces U, ®§2 ® ﬁ;r — U, ﬁg ﬁj{. We define By to be the quotient of B, by the two-sided
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ideal I generated by t; (i € J), and denote by Bf, B, and B the images of ﬁ;r, U, , and
BO, respectively. Indeed, we have B(‘; =B, and Bq_ = U, . Then there exists a well-defined

homomorphism of Q(g)-algebras
(3.2) U,(g,p) — Bq

from U, (g,p) to Bq sending e}, e;,1; to e;, e;, k; (in Uy(g) with the same notations) for i € J¢
and j € J. Since we have By ® By ® Bf = Bq as a Q(g)-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 A = A_ : U, (g,p) — Uqy(g9)®
U,(g,p) such that

Al =q"@4",

Ale;) = —(ai —q;l)fiei 1+t e,
Alej) =e; @t +1®e;,
Alf)=fi0l+t® fi,

forieJe, jeJ, andl €1, and h € Py. Hence U,(g,p) becomes a left Uy(g)-comodule

algebra.

Proof. We may assume that Py = ZIIY, since the general case follows from this case. We
see from the definition of B, in the proof of the previous lemma that A(B,) C U, ® B, and
A(I) C I®I. This induces a well-defined map A : B, — U, ® B, given by the above

formula. O

There exists an anti-involution 7 = 7_ of U, (g, p) defined by

(33) (") =d", 7(e) = (1= a})fi, 7(ej) = aifit7 ", 7(fi) = L{f ¢, 7(f;) = gt

for i € J¢ and j € J, and h € Py. Then we can check the following.

Proposition 3.3. We have (1 ® 7) o A_ = A_ o7 as homomorphisms of Q(q)-algebras
Uy(9,9) — Uy(g) @ U,(g,p), where 7 on U,(g) on the left hand side is equal to 7— in 2.1)).

Remark 3.4. We may also define a parabolic ¢-boson algerbra associated with A of
U,(g). Let U,(g,p)"" be a Q(q)-algebra generated by el ej, fi,q" fori € Je,j € Jl €1,
and h € P}, subject to the same relations for e;, f;, ¢" in Uq(g,p), and

e fi = Moo frell 4 ou,
s,il,iz(e;’l,e;;)_s+ (ef ej) =8, j(ei,€)) =0 (ir,in,i € J j€J).

There exists an isomorphism of Q-algebras — : U, (g, p) — U,(g,p)"? given by e} — e, e;

h

ej, fi = fi,d" — ¢7", and ¢ — ¢~ !. Lemma Bl holds for U,(g,p)"?, and Ay induces a
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homomorphism of Q(g)-algebras Ay : U (g,p)"* — U, (g,p)"* @ U,(g) given by

A =d"oq",

Aplel) =ef @t +1@ (6 — g )t e,
Ai(ej) =e;®@1+1; ®ej,
Av(f)=fiet +1@ fi,

fori e J¢j e J,and |l € I, and h € P}. Similarly, there exists an anti-involution 7 of
U,(g,p)"? defined by

T+(qh) =q, 7’+(6;/) = (1 - qz_2)fla T+(€j) = thijv
1 _
T+(fi) = 1_7(1_7262/7 T (f5) = ait; ey,
fori e J°and j € J, and h € P}. Then we have (74 ®74)oAy = A} oty as homomorphisms
of @(Q)_algebras Uq (gu p)up - Uq (97 p)up ® Uq (g)

3.2. Integrable representations. Let U,(l) be the quantized enveloping algebra associ-
ated to (Ay, Py, Py, IIY,11;,(-,-)). We regard it as a subalgebra of Uy(g) generated by
ei, fi,q" for i € J and h € PY. By the isomorphism ([B.2]), we may also regard it as a
subalgebra of U, (g, p).

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

(1) V has a weight space decomposition V' = P, cp, Vi with respect to qu(g, p),

(2) given v € V, Uf(g,p)sv = 0 for all but finitely many 8 € Q,
and let O}j’;(gyp) be the subcategory of OUq(g,p) consisting of V' such that

(3) V is integrable as a U, ([)-module, that is, e;, f; (i € J¢) act locally nilpotently.
We call V € (’)i[}“( g,p) A1 integrable Uq(g7 p)-module. We call a non-zero weight vector v € V

o (8,
singular if U,f (g, p)v = 0.
For A € P}, let Vi(\) be the irreducible highest weight Uy (I)-module with highest weight

A. We regard Vi()\) as a module over the subalgebra U, ()Uf (g,p) of U,(g,p) by letting
eluy = 0 for i € J, where u, is a highest weight vector of V{()). Let

(34) VJ()‘) = Uq(gvp) ®Uq([)quo(g,p) Vi(A),

where UZ(g,p) = UJ(g,p)U, (g, p). Since Uy (WUZ%(g,p) = U, ()@UZ (g, p) and U, (g, p) =
U, (9) @ UZ%(g, p) as Q(q)-spaces, we have as Q(q)-spaces

q

(3.5) Vi(A) = U, (9) @y-y Vi(A /ZU

jeJ

Lemma 3.5. For \ € Pjr, Vi(\) is a Uq(Q,P) -module in Omt o)
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Proof. It is clear from (B.4) that V;(A) belongs to Oy (g,), so it suffices to show the
condition (3). This follows from the fact that V;(\) is generated by a singular vector 1 ® uy
as a U (g)-module, and the identity (3.4.1) of [14]. O

The following lemma justifies our notation e} for the generator of U,(g, ).

Lemma 3.6. Let u € U, (g) be given. Under the identification of [B.3), the action of e;
on the image of u in Vy(A\) equals the image of e;(u) for i € J¢, where €} is understood as a

linear endomorphism of U, (@) defined in (2.4).

(hi wtu)
%

Proof. For u € U, (g), we can prove eju — q ue, = e}(u) by induction on the height

of wt(u), where both sides are understood as an element of U, (g,p). Then ej(u ® uy) =
(hi,wt u)
; u

; e}) @ uy = €'(u) ® uy, and the statement follows. O

/ _ /
elu@uy = (efu—gq

nt

Remark 3.7. We may define the category Op’ .
(g,
Vi(\) for A € Pjr in the same way. We have an analogue of Lemma with e} replaced by

e in (24).

of integrable U, (g, p)"P-modules and

3.3. Complete reducibility. Let us introduce an analogue of the quantum Casimir oper-
ator on U, (g, p)-modules, which is defined in a similar way as in [26].

For a € Qy, let U (9)>a = @ pso U (8) y and U (8,0),, = Bpsa Uyt (8:9) - Let Uylo)

be the inverse limit of an inverse system (U, (g)/U="(g)U,
maps fog : U, (8)/U="(9)U (8)>5 — U,(8)/U="(9)U,f (8)>a indexed by a directed set Q.
Let Uy(g,p) be defined in a similar way with respect to { U,(g,p)/U=(g, p)U (g8.p)>5 |8 €

Q+}. Let

(3.6) Q= m((S; ® 1)0.),

(8)>a)acq, Wwith respect to the

where m denotes the multiplication in Uy(g), O+ is given in (29)), and S, is the antipode
for A given by S, = (S)~! with S(u) = S(@) for u € U,(g). It is a well-defined element in
U (o).

Lemma 3.8. Q induces a well-defined element in ﬁq(g,p) satisfying
(1) e;Q=t3Qe;, [;Q=1t7°Qf;, ¢"Q=Qq" for j € J and h € Q;,
(2) e2=Qf; =0 foriec Je.

Proof. Let B, be the subalgebra of U,(g) given in BI). We define the completion gg ina
similar way. We may regard §2 as a subalgebra ﬁq (g), and ﬁq(g,p) is a quotient of §2 by
the two-sided ideal I" generated by t; (i € J°).

Recall from [26], 4.1] that we have

(©4)5= D ab"®b (B€Qq),

beBg
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for some ¢, € Q(g), where B is a Q(g)-basis of U " (g)s and Bj; := {b* |b € By } is a dual
basis of U, (g)-s, and hence
Q=) S (b
beBg

Since Sy (fi) = —fit; for i € I, we see that S, (b*)b € B,, and Q induces a well-defined
element in gg, which we still denote by €.

Now, the equations in (1) follow from [26] 6.1.2]. This also implies e} = Qf; = 0 in
ﬁq(g,p) since €/Q = 12Q¢} and 12f,Q = Qf; in B, (i € J¢), which belong to I". This proves
(2). O

Remark 3.9. Although U,(g,p) is compatible with A_ (for example, Proposition 3.2 and
Proposition B3), we have to use Q associated to A in order to have Q € ﬁg. Indeed, the

quantum Casimir element associated with A_ does not induce a well-defined element in ]A?;g.

Let V € OUq(g,p) be given. Let = be a linear operator on V given by Zv = ¢A20:My for

v € Vi, where p € P is given by (p, ;) = (o, 0;)/2 for i € I.

Proposition 3.10. We have the following.
(1) If v € Vy is singular, then QZv = ¢A+2P Ny,
(2) QE commutes with the Uy(l)-action on V.

Proof. (1) is clear from the definition of Q. (2) follows from Lemma B.8 (1). O

Proposition 3.11. If V is generated by a singular vector, then V is irreducible. In partic-
ular, Vj(\) is irreducible for A € Py .

Proof. Let v be a singular vector of weight A, which generates V. Suppose that there is a
proper submodule W. Then W has a singular vector w € U, (g,p)v of weight p.

Let u € U, (g,p) be such that uv = w. By Proposition B.I0(1), we have (A +2p,A) =
(1 + 2p,p). Since A > p and p € P, we have A = p by standard arguments (cf. [14]),
and hence u is a linear combination of monomials in f;’s (i € J¢). Since W is a proper
submodule, u is not a constant and Qu = 0 by Lemma B8(2). So Q=Zw = 0, which is again

a contradiction. ]
Lemma 3.12. The following identities hold on V :

Q=Q = QEQ = Q=Q,
where Q denotes the Casimir element [B.0) for Uy(1).

Proof. It suffices to show that the identities hold for v € V). Since = is a scalar multipli-

cation, the statement follows from Lemma [B.8|(2). O
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Theorem 3.13. The category O

Uq(g)p) is semiSimple with irreducibles VJ(A) fo'r A = P;_

Proof. Let V € (9}}‘:( 0.p)° and let V' be the submodule generated by the singular vectors.
Then V' is semisimple by Proposition [3.111 We claim that V = V',

Suppose that V' # V’. There exists a nonzero v € V of weight p, which gives a singular
vector of V/V’. Consider a Uy(I)-submodule W generated by Qu. Since W is a semisimple
U, (1)-module, we may write Qu = v1 + - -+ + vy, where v1,...,v, belong to mutually non-
isomorphic isotypic components. Hence QiZv; = ¢%wv; for a; € Q (i = 1,...,n), where
ai,...,a, are pairwise distinct. By Proposition B0 (1) and Lemma B2 the following
identities hold for all N > 1:

n
Z gV rejop = e;(UE)Nw = (UE) N Qe e V! (j € ),

k=1

Zq]\f‘“‘e’iv;C = (QE)N W =e(E)N W =0 (i€ J).
k=1

Thus, ejur, € V' and efvy, = 0for 1 <k < n. Sincev ¢ V' and Q=v—qgA 1200 € V7| at least
one among vy is not in V'. So by replacing v with vy, we may assume that efv = 0 for all
i € J° and that Q;Zv = ¢%v for some a. By applying = on V/V', we have (u+ 2p, u) = a.

By the condition (2) in the definition of Oy, (g, there exists a Uy(l)-highest weight
vector w € U,y (I)v of weight A\. Then QZw = ¢ 20N w, and (u + 2p, 1) = (A + 2p, ),
and A > p, which implies A = p. So v is a singular vector with respect to Uy(I)-action, and
hence a singular vector with respect to Uq(g, p)-action, but this contradicts the assumption
that v € V.

Finally, let V' be an irreducible U, (g, p)-module in Oi[}“(

.(8:p)
singular vector v of weight A. Since Uy (I)v is isomorphic to V;(A) with A € P}, there exists

which is generated by a

a surjective homomorphism V;(A) onto V', and hence it is an isomorphism. ([

Remark 3.14. The complete reducibility also holds for Og’t( 4.p)EP

by — : Uy(g,p) — U,(g,p)"? in Remark [3.4] induces an equivalence from O

int
OUq(gﬁp)'

since twisting the action
int

U, (g.p)w 1O

3.4. A parabolic analogue of g-derivations. We introduce a parabolic analogue of ¢-
derivations ;r,7; for U, (g).

Let Mj; = V;(0), and denote its singular vector by 1 € M. For i € J¢, f; € My is
a highest weight vector of weight —a; with respect to the U,([)-action, which is unique up
to scalar multiplication. Hence, there exists a Ugy([)-linear projection m; : My — Vi(—a;).
Regarding M ; as a U, (g)-module, that is, as a parabolic Verma module induced from V;(0),
we have an injective U, (g)-linear map M; — M ®+ M, sending 1 to 1 ® 1. Then we
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define U, ([)-linear maps
(3.7) rE i My —— MyRL My 2O My @4 Vi(—ai),
My —— My L My LN Vi(—a;) ®4+ M.

If J = (), then V(—q;) is one-dimensional Q(q)-subspace of weight —a;, 7 and ;7T coincides
with the maps in [26]. Note that

(3.8) oo(—®—)orf =%,

where o is the Q(¢)-linear map given by o(x ® y) = y ® x. From the definition, we clearly
have (;,7F ® 1) o ri =(1® ri) 0,7 (i1,i2 € J¢), which can be viewed as an analogue of
ejell = qfhi’aj>eg’e§ in [I5 Proposition 3.4.5].

The following is an analogue of [I5, Lemma 3.4.7], which plays an important role in
Section [B

Lemma 3.15. If u € M satisfies r; (u) = 0 for all i € J¢, then u is a scalar multiple of

1. The same holds for v, ;v*, and ;™.

Proof. Note that M has a canonical - grading induced from that of U, (g) by (B.3).
Suppose that u € (M ;)_¢ with respect to this grading. Suppose that & # 0. Since r}’s are
U, (I)-linear, any element of U, (I)u satisfies the same condition as u. By the condition (2) in
the definition of O _(q,p), there exists o € Q7 such that (U, (I)u)—q # 0 and (U, (Nu)_g =0
for 0 < B < . Note that  # 0 since (My)_qv = 0 for j € J. Therefore, U (Du contains
a U, (l)-highest weight vector v’ with u’ € (M)_¢ with £’ # 0 such that r;(u") = 0 for all
i € J°. Hence, by replacing u with v/, we may assume that u satisfies e;u = 0 for all j € J.

Recall that

Ap(u) €Eu®l+ce(u) @ fi + Z U:"(a) @ U, (9)—¢
§€Q+,£#0,05

for some ¢ € Q(q) (cf. [26, 1.2.13]). Therefore, r;" (u) = 0 implies €/(u) = 0. By Lemma 3.6,
u is a singular vector of M with respect to the U, (g, p)-action. Then by Proposition [3.11]
u is a scalar multiple of 1, which is a contradiction.

A similar argument using e} instead of e} and an application of Remark 37 proves the

case for ;r*. The cases for r; and ;7= follows from (ZJ). O

3.5. Crystal base of V;()\) and tensor product rule. Let Oig,’:(g) = O}j’;(g’p) when
J = 0. Recall that U " (g) is a unique irreducible B,(g)-module in (9};‘:( o) With a crystal base
(ZL(0), B(0)) [15], where the crystal operators é;, f; for ¢ € I are given by
(3.9 éiu= Z fi(kfl)uk, fiu = Z fi(kJrl)uk,

k>1 k>0
for u € U, (9)p (B € Q-) with ejur = 0. Let G(oo) = { G(b)|b € H#(c0) } be the global

crystal basis or canonical basis of U, (g).
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Let V € Oi[}“(g P) be given. We define a crystal base of V' in the same way as in the case
q ’ -

of integrable U,(g)-modules in Section 2.2 with respect to é;, f; in (B.9) for ¢ € J¢ and (2.2)

for i € J, where P is replaced by P;.

Let A € PJ be given. By B3), V;(A) can be identified with

- _ Ry A)+1
Uy @)/ YU @
JjEJ
as a Q(q)-space, where the action of e}, f; for i € J¢ on V;(X) coincide with those induced
from U, (g) (cf. Lemma[3.6). Let u) denote the highest weight vector of V;(X).
Let

7 Uy (9) — Vi(N)

be the canonical projection, which is a homomorphism of B,(gje)-modules. Let #;(\) =
{be B(co)|e;(b) < (hj,\) (j € J)}, where &3 (b) = max{k|ekb* # 0} and * denotes the
involution on #(c0) induced from the *-involution on U, (g) [16]. Then 75 (G(b)) # 0 if and
only if b € Z,;(\), and { Gy (b) := 7 (G(b)) |b € B;(N) } forms a Q(q)-basis of V;(N). Let

Zi(\) = @ ApGya(b),

beRBi(N)
Z1(A) = {Gya(b) (mod ¢.Z;(N)) [b € B;(N)}\{0}.

Theorem 3.16. For A € P}, (£5()\), %B,()) is a crystal base of V;(N).
Proof. It suffices to show that
(3.10) . L5(N) C Zr(N), zBs(N) C B ANU{0} (iel,xz=e,f).

since the other conditions for crystal base follow immediately.

Since w{ commutes with e}, f; for i € J¢, it also commutes with é;, ﬁ for ¢ € J°. This
implies (3.I0) for ¢ € J°.

Let A € P such that (h;, A) = (h;, ) for j € J. Let

(3.11) T Vi(A) — V(A)

be the canonical projection so that W{O']TJ)A is the canonical projection a : Uy (g) — V(A).
Recall that B(A) = {b € B(0)|ef(b) < (hy,A) (1 € I)} and G(A) = {7a(G(D)) |b €

Let 8 € Q4 be given. Choose A such that (h;, A) > 0 for j € J so that Z7(A\)rx—gka,
(k = 0,%£1) is isomorphic to £ (A)A—pg4ra; under mya. Since 7y is Uy(l)-linear by (B.5),
mj A commutes with éj,fj for j € J. This implies that ;. Z;(A\)a—p C ZL7(A)r—p+a, and
T;GyaA(b) € B5(N) U {0} (mod ¢.Z;(N)) for z = e, f and j € J. Hence (BI0) holds for
jed. 0
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Corollary 3.17. We have
LN = D> Aofiu- fiun,

r>0,41,...,ir €1
B3N ={ iy -+ fioux (mod ¢Z5(N\) |7 > 0,ia,...ir € T3\ {0}
In particular, V;(\) has a unique crystal base up to scalar multiplication.

We also have an analogue of ¢-Shapovalov form on V;(\).

Proposition 3.18. There exists a unique nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form (-,-) on

Vi(\) such that
(un,ur) =1, (uv,w) = (v, 7(ww) (v € U,(g,p), v, w € Vi(N)),
where T is given in (B3)
Proof. It can be proved by similar arguments as in the case of J = I using Proposition[B.11]

O

Proposition 3.19. We have the following.

(1) (fiu,v) = (u,éw) (mod qAg) for u,v € Ly(\) andi € I.

(2) LN ={ze Vi) | {(x,Ls(N) C Ao }.
Proof. (1) As in the proof of [I5] Proposition 5.1.1, 5.1.2], we may show by induction on
the height of £ € —@Q 4 that

(3.12) (fiu,v) = (u,&w) (mod gAp)

for u € Zr(AN)atetas, v € ZLy(A)ate. For i € J, the proof is identical to the one in [I5]. For
1 € J° we have

m(m—1)

-1
<fi(n+l)u07fi(m)vo> = bnr1m(1—g))™™ <qi : [m]i!) {uo,vo) ,

where u = fi(")uo,v = fi(mﬂ)vo with ejug = ejvg = 0. This provides an analogue of [I5]
(5.1.2)], which is needed for the proof of (BI2). (2) can be proved by the same arguments
as in [I5] Proposition 5.1.1]. O

Let Vi be an integrable U,(g)-module, and let V5 be an integrable U, (g, p)-module. By
Proposition 3.2, V1 ® V4 is a U, (g, p)-module. Then we have the following.

Theorem 3.20. Let (L;, B;) be a crystal base of V; (i =1,2). Then (L1 ® Lo, By ® Bs) is
a crystal base of V1 @ Vo such that €; and fz (1 € I) act on B1 ® By by the same formula as
Proof. Let (L,B) = (L1 ® Ly, B; ® By). If j € J, then (L, B) is a crystal base of V1 ® V;
as a module over the subalgebra (e;, f;, t;-H). If i € J¢, then (L, B) is also a crystal base of
V1 ® V4 as a module over the subalgebra (e, f;) satisfying (Z3]) [15], Section 3.5]. O
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4. A CATEGORY GENERATED BY EXTREMAL WEIGHT MODULES

4.1. Notations. Let gl be a Lie algebra of (Z x Z)-matrices spanned by the elementary
matrices E;; (1,7 € Z). Let Uy(gly,) be the quantized enveloping algebra associated with

(1) P= @iGZ Ze; ® ZAy ® 76, PY = @iGZ 7Z.E;; with

L. 1 £<0
(Biiye5) = 0i5 (i, €Z), (B, No) = ; (Brr,0) =1 (ke€Z),
0 £>0
N 1 k<0
(eiaej) = 5ij (Za.] € Z)a (EkaAO) = ) (AO,AO) = (AO,CS) = (57 5) = 07
0 k>0

(2) Hz{aizei—ei+1|i€Z},HV :{hiZEi'—Ei+1i+1|i€Z}.

Then (A, PV, P, 11V 11, (,)) satisfies conditions in Section 21l For i € Z\ {0}, let A, € PT
be the i-th fundamental weight given by

Ao+ Y4 yex ifi>0,

A=
Ao— ) i ifi<O.

Forn>1,let Z} = { (A1, -+, )| Mi €Z, Ay >--- >\, }. For A € Z7, we put
A>\=A>\1+"'+A)\n€P+.

For an interval S C R, denote S = SNZ. Let As = (ai;); jesn(s—1), where S — 1 denotes
the translate of S by —1. Let PJ = @,.gZE;; C P, and Ps the dual of P¢ inside P.
Note that Pg is a quotient of P, where ¢; = 0 for ¢ € Z \ S together with some relations
expressing Ag, 0 — Ag, or ¢ as linear combination of ¢;’s (depending on S). Therefore, we
may identify Pg with a subgroup of P containing {¢;};cs, and by restricting (,) to Ps,
we obtain a bilinear form (,)s on Ps. We define U,(glg) to be the quantized enveloping
algebra associated with this realization, which is canonically identified as a subalgebra of
Uq(gls). We denote U, (gls) by Uy(glsy), Ug(gl<o), and U,(gl,) when S = R-o, R<p, and
[1,n], respectively.

Let & denote the set of partitions A = (\;);>1. For A € 22, let £(\) be the length of A
and [A| =3 5 A

For A€ &, let ex =) ,~; \ie;. For A e Zﬂ, we also write ex = Aj€1 + Agea + -+ - + Apeyp.
For p,v € 2?2 with n > f(;;) +L(v), let € , = pr€1 + -+ ps€s — Vi€n—tp1 — 10— Vi€n.

4.2. Extremal weight modules V), , over U, (gl.). Let P~o = Pr_, be the weight lattice
of gly . Let Pso/W~g be the set of W o-orbits in P, where W~ is the Weyl group of gl .
Given A = > ,o, \ie; € P5o, we have partitions y and v, which are uniquely determined

by the coeflicients A\; with A\; > 0 and \; < 0, respectively. Then we have a well-defined
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bijection

(41) P>0/W>0 —— L@2:egz><egz.
Wood ——— (1)

For (u,v) € 22, let V,,,, denote the extremal weight module V' (\), where Wx o\ corresponds
to (u,v). It has a crystal base (£ (Vy.), B(Vuw)).

Proposition 4.1. For (u,v) € 22, V,, is irreducible.

Proof. Let V be a non-zero submodule of V,, , and let v € V be a non-zero weight vector.
Let s = £(p) and t = £(v). For n > s+, let uj, , be an extremal weight vector of weight
€,.,» which is a highest weight vector with respect to Uq(gl,,). Since V,,, is generated by

n

U we may assume that v belongs to

782
(42) V,LZL,V = UQ(g[n)uz,u
for a sufficiently large n. This implies that V' contains uj; , and hence V =1V, . O

Let us briefly recall a combinatorial realization of (V) ,,) = #(A) for A € Ps¢ in [22]. Let
us regard Zs as the crystal of the natural representation of Uy (gls): 1 Lo 2,32,
where wt(k) = e, for k € Zsg. Let Z%y, = { kY | k € Z~¢ }, and regard it as the dual crystal
of Z~gq, that is, - -- B3y 259V L1V where wt(kY) = —¢, for k € Z~g.

Let (u,v) € 9?2 correspond to Wso) under (@I). Note that V.0 is a highest weight
U, (gl o)-module with highest weight ¢, and Vj , is a lowest weight U, (gl )-module with
lowest weight —e¢,.

For p € &, we identify p with its Young diagram and let SST7_ (1) be the set of all
semistandard tableaux of shape p with entries in Zs¢ [10]. Then the crystal #(V, y) can
be identified with SST7z_,(1). Indeed, we identify S € SSTz (1) with wy Qw2 ® ... ®
w),|, Where wiws ... wy, 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
SSTy_, (1) is the connected component of H,, in SST7_,((1))®/#, where wt(H,,) = €.

Similarly, for v € &2, let SS Tzy , (™) be the set of semistandard tableaux of shape v with
entries in Zg, where v™ is the skew diagram obtained by 180°-rotation of v and Z~( has a
linear order a¥ < b" for a > b. Then the crystal #(V}p ) can be identified with SSTzy (v™),
which is the connected component of H,' in SSTzﬁo((l))@’"" (as its column word), where
wt(H)) = —€,.

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

(1) S €887y o(n) and T' € SST7y (v™),

(2) |{i| SOV <k} |+]|{i|Tu =kV}|<kforalk>1.
Here S(*7) is the entry of S in the i-th row from the top and the j-th column from the left,
and T(; jy is the entry of T in the i-th row from the bottom and the j-th column from the
right We regard %,,, C 5Ty, (1) ® SSTzy (V™) and apply €; and fi for i € Zsy.
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Theorem 4.2 ([22]). For (u,v) € 92, we have
(1) B, U{0} is stable under é; and f; for i € Zwq and it is connected,
(2) By, is isomorphic to B(Vy,.),
(3) B, is isomorphic to By, @ B,.p.

Remark 4.3. It is shown in [22] that &, , ® %, - is isomorphic to a disjoint union of %, ,,
where the multiplicity for each % ,, is given in terms of Littlewood-Richardson coeflicients
cop for a, B,y € & with |a] + [B| = || (cf. [10]). For example, multiplicity for %, in
Bo @ By, is given by

(4.3) me, = chgc(’;n.
o
But we should remark that V, , ® V5 - is not semisimple in general.

4.3. A monoidal category generated by V), ,. In this subsection, we show that there

exists a filtration on V), g ® Vp ,,, which is compatible with the decomposition of %,, y ® %y,

(Remark [A.3]).

Lemma 4.4. Let V be an integrable Uy(glso)-module with a crystal base (L, B). Let v be a

weight vector such that

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

(2) v € B (mod ¢qL) and its connected component in B is isomorphic to B(V ().
Then there exists an injective Uy(glso)-linear map ¢ : V(A) — V with ¢(uy) = v.

Proof. Let V' be the Uy(gl.q)-submodule of V' generated by v. Then there exists a
surjective Uy(glso)-linear map ¢ : V(X)) — V' such that ¢(uy) = v. Let
LI = Z Aoffil e ffiT’U,
70, 1,07 €Z>0

B' ={Z; ;v (mod gL) |7 > 0,41,...,ir € Zso } \ {0}.

T

We have ¢(Z(V()\))) = L' and ¢(#(V(N)) = B’ since ¢ is U,(gls()-linear, where ¢ :
Z(N)/qZ()\) — L/qL is the map induced from ¢. Also ¢ is a bijection since B’ is isomorphic
to B(V()\)) and ¢ commutes with & and f; for i € Z.

Let u € V(A) be given such that ¢(u) = 0. Let ¢ € Q(g)* such that cu € Z(V(X))
and cu = 3y gy b (mod ¢Z(V(N))) for some ¢, € Q, which are not all 0. Then
dleu) = D pemvny) @w@(b) = 0, but this contradicts the fact that ¢ is a bijection and
d(PB(V (X)) is linearly independent. Hence, ¢ is injective. O

Let (u,v) € 2?2 be given. Let (£, ., %B,,,) and G, denote the crystal base and global
crystal base of V,, ,,, respectively. Let

V= V#»@ 4 V@ﬂy, (g, %) = (.,gu)o ®$07V7‘93Hx0 [029) 3307,}).
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Then (£, %) 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 (£, %) (cf. Theorem [2.7)).

Lemma 4.5. There exists a unique injective Uq(gls()-linear map ¢ : V,,, — V such that

#(Guy) CG.

n
R%

n=~0(u)+0(v). Let AT = pre; + -+ pses and A\~ = —vyep_yp1 — - —vi€n. Let up € Vy,

Proof. Let u,, be an extremal weight vector of V,, with weight e say A, where
and ug € Vj,, be unique weight vectors (up to scalar multiplication) such that wt(uq) = A™
and wt(ug) = A7, respectively. We may assume that u; ® ug € # (mod ¢.Z).

Then u; ®uq is an extremal weight vector of weight A in V| and the connected component
of u1 ® ug in 4 is isomorphic to %,,,, by Theorem 42 Hence there exists a unique injective
Uq(gls)-linear map ¢ : V,,, — V such that ¢(uy,) = w1 ® us by Lemma 4

Let Gy =GA) ={Gu.(b)|be B} CV,,. Since vy, € Gy, and u1 Q@ ug € G, we

have

(1) ¢(Guw(b) € £ NUq(gls0)a(ur ® uz),
(2) ¢(Gu,u(b)) = ¢(Gu,u(b))a

(3) (Gur (b)) = d(b) € # (mod ¢.2),
for all b € #,,,,. This implies that ¢(G,, ., (b)) C G (cf. [26] 27.1.5]). O

Let us introduce some partial orders on %22, For (u,v),((,n) € 22, we first define a
partial order > by

(n,v) Z (¢m) = €, — €y € Qy for n = max(£(u) + £(v), £(C) + £(n)).

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

(44) (/1471/) > (Cun) — |/1’| - |V| = |<| - |77| and [ va omn,

where p D ¢ means u; > (; for all i. Note that (u,v) > (¢,n) implies (u,v) = (¢, 7).

Let 2(u,v) = {(¢,n) € 2?|(¢,n) < (u,v)}. Define Py (u,v) for k > 0 inductively
by letting Po(p,v) = {(u,v)} and Pp(u,v) the set of maximal elements in P(u,v) \
Llicr 211, v) with respect to =.

Proposition 4.6. There exists a sequence of Ug(gls)-submodules 0 = F_y C Fy C Fi C
-~ CF,C---CV such that

emki”
UFR=V., F/Fia= @ V., ",
k>1 (¢.mEPr(p,v)

where my," is given in (E3).
Proof. For n > max{¢(u),¢(v)}, consider

vrcvntl ...,
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where V" = V'y @ Vi, with V'g = Uy(gl,,)uy; o and Vg', = Uy(gl,)ug,, (cf. @2)). Let 2"
be the crystal of V™*. We may regard #" C 4.
By (@3]), we have
emely
|_| ‘@C,n ’

Cme2(wv)

B

1%

For k > 0, let
=] || #rca
ISk (¢n)€Pi(p,v)
We inductively construct Fy so that F} contains G(b) for b € %.

For k = 0, there exists a submodule isomorphic to V,,,, by Lemma [£.5] which we denote
by Fy. Suppose that we have constructed Fy_; for k > 1. Let ({,n) € P, (u,v) be given and
let ' C 2 be a connected component of % isomorphic to % ,. Choose a sufficiently large
n so that ' N #" # 0. Let b € %' N %" be a highest weight element. Then wt(b) = €f,,
which is maximal among the weights of B" \ Bj_1. Hence, G(b) is a highest weight vector
in V*/(V*N Fi_1).

Suppose that n’ > n and b’ € %' N %" is a highest weight element of weight 6?:77' By the
same argument as above, G(b') is a highest weight vector in V" /(V" N Fy_1), which is an
extremal weight vector with respect to the action of U, (gl,). Since

’

vm c vn
VPN Eey VYN Fpy’

G(b) is an extremal weight vector in U,(gl,,)G(b'). This implies that G(b) is an extremal
weight vector in V/(V N Fj—1) with respect to the action of U, (gl.), and U, (gl-()G(b) is
isomorphic to V¢, by Theorem [£.2] (2) and Lemma .4

Let F}, be the sum of submodules of V/V N Fj,_; corresponding to each connected compo-
nent B = A, for all (¢,n) € Pr(p,v). Then Fj, ~ @(Qn)e@k(u,l/) Vﬁnm'éjf,. Now we take
F, =71 (F}) where 7 : V — V/(V N Fix_1) is the canonical projection. This completes the

induction. O

Corollary 4.7. There exists a filtration on Vy,, @ V), g with the same property as in Propo-
sition [4.0]

Proof. The functor — in Remark 2.4] preserves weight spaces, and is exact. Also, we have
W,n > Ve, for (¢,n) € P2, since ug,, € Wn is also extremal for an extremal weight vector
u¢,y € Ve Hence the filtration {Fy}r>0 on V, g ® Vj,, in Proposition A6 is mapped to a
filtration {F}r>0 on m such that Fp/Fj_1 = F/Fy_1.

Now, we apply the following natural isomorphisms
Vu,@ Q- V@,v = Vu,@®+%,u = WD,U (O V,u,@ = V@,v Q- V,u,@

(see Remark 2.4)) to have a filtration on Vj , ® V,, ¢. O
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Remark 4.8. The R-matrix R = R_ induces a well-defined U, (gl.q)-linear isomorphism
Voo, @ Vg = V,p ® Vp,,, whose inverse R~ is also well-defined. We may also deduce

Corollary B.7 from this isomorphism.

Let C be a category of U, (glso)-modules with weight space decomposition, and let C be
the full subcategory of U, (gl o)-modules of finite length whose simple subquotients are VJ ,,

for (\, 1) € 92, that is, the Serre subcategory generated by Vj ,,’s.

Proposition 4.9. The category C is a monoidal subcategory of 5, whose Grothendieck ring

K(C) is commutative.

Proof. It is enough to show that C is closed under tensor product. By Proposition
and Corollary BT, we have V, g @ Vj,,Vp, ® V9 € C for \,p € &. Then we have
Vi @Veg €Cfor (€ &, since V,,, CVp,, @V, pand V, g @ V¢ g is a direct sum of V,, y’s.
Similarly, V,,, @ Voo C (V0@ Vo) @V, €C for n € £.

Now for V € C, we have V@V, 4,V ®Vy, € C, which implies that V@V, , CV&V,y®
Vo.» € C. Similarly, we have V), , ® 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 [£7 O

5. FOCK SPACE F"

5.1. R-matrix and ¢-deformed exterior and symmetric algebras. We introduce a
uniform construction of ¢g-deformed exterior or symmetric algebras using R-matrices, which
carries a commuting action of two quantum groups.

Let U,(g) be the quantized enveloping algebra as in Section 21l Let p be another formal
variable. Let A = (ai;); ;c; be another symmetrizable generalized Cartan matrix indexed
by I, and let Up,(g) be the quantized enveloping algebra associated with a Cartan datum
(A, P, PV ILIIY, (,)) over Q(p).

Let V and W be U,(g) and U,(g)-modules such that the universal R matrices R :=
R™Y and R := R™V for U,(g) and U,(g) yield well-defined maps on V@V and W @ W,
respectively. Here the comultiplications for U,(g) and U,(g) are assumed to be any ®, in
Remark 2.3

For k € Z~, we define
k—1 .
(5.1) AHVew)= (Ve W)®k/ Z Im (Ri,iJrl - Ri,iJrl) ;
i=1
where R; ;41 denotes R acting on the ith and (¢ + 1)st component V ® V, and Ri7i+1 is

defined in the same way. It is a Uy (g) ® U,(g)-module. Let

AVew)=PAVew), AVaeW)=Q()eQp),

k>0

which is a Z>o-graded Q(q) ® Q(p)-algebra.
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When p = g (resp. p = —q 1), as we shall see, A(V ® W) behaves like a g-deformed
symmetric (resp. exterior) algebra generated by V ® W, so we denote it by S(V @ W) =
Dioo SFV @ W) and A(V @ W) = @ysp A(V ® W), respectively. In these cases, the
algei)ras A(V @ W) will be understood as algebras over Q(q), by tensoring with Q(q) ®
Q(p)/(p — q) (resp. Q(q) @ Qp)/(p+q7))-

Remark 5.1. When g = g = gl, and V and W are standard representations, we recover
the quantized coordinate ring of GL,, see [I] and references therein. See [5] for an analogous
construction using only Uq(g) and V' without U, (§) and W. 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 R = —1, this will give an exterior
algebra introduced in [20]. We also refer the reader to [30] for a g-deformed exterior algebra

with a U, (Ej\[m) QU_, (a[n)-action constructed by using affine Hecke algebras.

Lemma 5.2. Forz € A*(V @ W) and y € A(V @ W), we have R(z @ y) = R(z @ y) in
AkJrl(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 R; ;11’s on ¢ ® y. The same holds for R(a: ® y), and the action of

R; ;11 agrees with that of Ri,z‘+1= so the equality follows. O

Suppose that V' and W have Q-linear involutions — compatible with the actions of U, (g)
and U,(g), respectively. We define an involution — on (V' ® W)k using ©O' following
([ZI2) and ZI3), where O is the quasi- R-matrix and ©’ is the one associated with R~ (see
([2.10)), with respect to given comultiplications for U, (g) and U,(g).

Lemma 5.3. For k > 0, the involution — on (V @ W)®* induces a well-defined involution
on A¥(V @ W), which we still denote by —.

Proof. We assume that the coproduct of U,(g) and Up(g) are AL, since the proofs for the
other cases are similar. Since %) = (120-DgA12¢*-i-1)(@F-1))Q(i+1) where ©1+1)
denotes © acting on the (4,74 1) compononents, it suffices to show that ®®'<Im(R - R)) C

Im(R — R). It follows from the identity ©0'(R — R) = —(R — R)R"'R'00’ due to
Lemma 221 O

We denote by wt and wt the weights for U,(g) and U,(g), respectively. We call = €
AF(V @ W) a weight vector if ¢"z = ¢»"* @)z and pha = plwt@)y for all h € P and
h € P. We have the following formula for the involution.

Lemma 5.4. For weight vectors x € A*¥(V @ W) and y € AL(V @ W),
(5.2) T = F W) )W)
where x -y denotes the product in A(V @ W), and the sign ¢ is & if the coproduct on U,(g)

is @+ or ®x. The sign € is determined by the coproduct on U,(g) in the same way.
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Proof. We assume that the coproduct of U,(g) and Up(g) are AL, since the proofs for the
other cases are similar.
00/(%-7) = R™'o RIS (T - 7))
(5.3) = q(wt(w),Wt(y))p(‘ﬁt(w),Wt(y))R—lR@ . T)
= g(Wt(@) W) (Wi (@) wiw)) g7 . 7.

where the last equality follows from Lemma O
Lemma 5.5. The involution — on A(V ® W) coincides with that induced from ©'0.

Proof. By similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma [5.3] we see that ©’© induces a
well-defined bar-involution on A(V @ W). We have an analogue of (5.3)), where ©, ©’, R~
and R are replaced by ©’, 9, R, and R~!. This shows that Lemma [5.4] also holds for the

bar-involution induced from ©’0. O

5.2. ¢g-deformed exterior algebras of type A. Suppose that S and T are intervals of
R, not necessarily bounded. Let U, (glg) and U,(gly) be as in Section BTl with p = —¢~".
Denote S=SNZ and T=TNZ.

From now on, we assume that the comultiplications for U, (glg) and U,(gly) are
(5.4) ~ :
A_ and A, respectively.
Let Vg be the natural representation of U,(glg) with basis {v,|a € S}, where e;jv, =
8it1aVi, fiva = Oiqiz1 and ¢Fiiv, = ¢tFiicaly, for i € SN (S—1). Let Vr be the natural
representation of U,(gly) with basis {95 |b € T }. Let
k k k :
Nsr = @/\S,T’ where  Agr=A"(Vs ® Vr).
k>0

It is well-known [I3] that R acts on Vs ® Vg by

qQUg ® vy ifa:b,
(5.5) R(vg @ p) = ¢ vp @ vy + (q—qg Y. @v, ifa<b,
vp ® Vg ifa >0,

for a,b € S, and the formula for R on Vp ® Vi is given by applying the flipping o to E3).
Let w(, ) denote the image of v, @1y, in /\15T for (a,b) € ST, and w(q, p,) A+ - AW(ay,by)
denote the image of (v, @ Vp,) @ + -+ ® (Vg,, ®@ p,,) in /\g r- By (B3), we have the following

D A2
relations in Ag p:

0 if (a,b) = (¢, d),
—qW(c,p) N\ W(a,d) ifa>cand b=d,
(5.6) Wby AWe,a) = § ¢ ' Waa) A Wep) if a =cand b <d,
We,d) N W(a,b) ifa<candb<d,
Wie,d) N Wiap) — (¢ — q’l)w(c)b) ANWqq if a>candb<d,
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for a,a’” € S and b,0" € T. It follows from (B.1]) that /\g ; is the Q(g)-algebra generated by
W(q,p) for (a,b) €S x T subject to (B.6).

By Lemma [5.4] the involution — on /\I; 7 is given as follows:

—l(we) ,—l(wa)

(5.7) Wier,dy) N AWieydy) =4 D Wiep,de) N AN W(ey dy)s

where w, is the element in the symmetric group S of maximal length among the ones fixing
k-tuple of integers ¢ = (¢1,...,ck), and wq is defined for d = (dy, ..., dx) similarly.
We define a total order < and <’ on S x T by

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

(a,b) <’ (c,d) if and only if (a > ¢) or (a = c and b < d).
Let

Bsr ={M = (map) | mae € {0,1} (¢ €S,b€T)}.
For M = (mg) € Bs,1, we put
w = [\ wis,

where ﬂ denotes the wedge product over S x 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 (56), we have wys = wh,, where w), 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 { wys | M € Bsr } is a

Q(g)-linear basis of A\ g, by standard arguments [3].

Example 5.6. Consider the case when S = [1,m] and T = [1,n] for m,n € Z~o. We denote
/\S,T by /\m’n7 and Bgr by Bp,n. Let M € By, ,, be given. For 1 <a <m and 1 <b <mn,
let M, and M? be the a-th row and b-th column of M, respectively. Then

Wp = WartWpg2 - .. Wyn = WM, WM,, 1 - - WM,

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

(resp. b-th column) and zero elsewhere. Then we have an isomorphism of Uy (gl,,)-modules

®
/\m,n mtll ?

Wy —— Wy Q... @ wan

(5.8)

and also an isomorphism of U, (gl,,)-modules

®
/\m,n l,nm

wy = Wy, @ ... Qwny,

(5.9)

Let us construct a crystal base of A s Let & and fz be the lower crystal operators (2.2))
on /g with respect to the action of Uy(glg) @.2)) for i € SN (S - 1).
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To define crystal operators for the glp, let us twist the action of U,(gly) by the isomor-
phism of Q-algebras

(5.10) Y Uy(gly) — Up(gly)

such that ¥(e;) = e;, ¥(fi) = fi, ¥(¢") = p~" and ¢(q) = p~! for i and h. Then we define
éj and fj for j € TN (T — 1) to be the upper crystal operators 23] with respect to this
action of U, (gly). Since (A1 )¥ := (¢! ®¢—1)o.(z+)o¢ = A, the upper crystal lattice for
U,(gly) is compatible with (54). Note that é;, f; commute with &;, f;, although (5.I0) does
not extend to a homomorphism of Q-algebra Uy (gl,,,) ®q(q) Uq(8l,,) — Uq(al,,) @a(q) Up(al,,)-
Let
ZL(N\sr) = @ Aownr,  B(Ngr) ={wnm (mod ¢Z(Ag7)) | M € Bsr}.
MeBs,T
Proposition 5.7. The pair (£ (Ng1): Z(Nsr)) is a lower crystal base of N\gr, as a
Uq(glg)-module and also upper crystal base of N\gp as a Ug(gly)-module with respect to

EG.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 Ag p for bounded intervals S” and T'. So we may assume S = [1,m] and
T =1[1,n].

First, it is clear that (Z(A,,,), Z(\,.,,
module, and hence so is (Z (A B(\,n.n)) is alower crystal base of A\, as a Uy(gl,,)-
module by (E.8).

Next, it is also clear that (Z(A,, 1), Z(/\,,1)) is a upper crystal base of U,(gl,) with

)) is a lower crystal base of A, , as a Ug(gl,,)-

m,n)?

respect to é; and f; for j = TN (T — 1) since A1 is a direct sum of fundamental repre-

sentations which are minuscule. Hence (L (A, ,,); Z(/\,,,)) is also a upper crystal base of
Ao a8 a Ug(gl,)-module by (E.9). O

Example 5.8. We may identify %(Amn) with By, . Note that for M = (mq1)i<a<m €
B,,,1 and ¢, we have ¢;M = M + e; —e;41 and sz =M —e; + e;4+1, where e; denotes the
standard basis of Z™ and 7; M (x = e, f) is assumed to be zero if it does not belong to By, 1.
Then we apply @3) to describe ¢; and fZ on By, = B . We have a similar description

of € ej and fJ on By, .

Remark 5.9. The ¢-deformed exterior algebra /A
(when n,1 — c0), which is a U, (a[m) ®U, (g[n)—module algebra of level 0 defined in terms of

m.n 18 similar to one in [30, Section 3.3]
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 U, (am) ® Up(an)—module, following

the construction (&I). The algebra A also appears as the subalgebra of the negative

m,n
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half of the quantum superalgebra associated with gl generated by odd root vectors [24]

m|n

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

Define a Q(g)-bilinear form on /g ;. by
(5.11) (wav,war) = dpar (M, N' € Bsr).
Then for 7,y € \g, and u € U, (glg), % € U,(glr), we have

(5.12) (uz,y) = (z,7(w)y), (z,iy) = (T(d)z,y).

(cf. [B0, 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 (1 ® 7) o A = Ao 7.

5.3. Semi-infinite limit and the Fock space F". Suppose that S and T are intervals
with T bounded. Consider a directed system of Q(q)-spaces

{Ag 118" C 8,8 is an interval which is bounded below },

with respect to the maps ¢g: g» for S' C S” with (S \ S")NZ = [a,b] N Z for some a,b,
which are defined by

ws’,s”
! _— 1
(513) /\S T /\S , T

W ———> WA Wgmin(b,0)]xT

Here [a, b] X T denotes the matrix in Bg» 1 with 1’s in the rows from a to b and 0’s elsewhere.
Since T is finite, wy, j) x 7 is well-defined. In particular, this sends wys (M € Bg: 1) to another
standard monomial wy/, where M’ € Bg» 1 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 Fsr be the limit of (513), and g : /\S/,T — Fg,r the canonical embedding.
The map in (BI3) is Uy(glg) ® Up(sly)-linear, and hence Fgr becomes a well-defined
Uqy(glg) @ Up(slr)-module. Let w € Fgr be given such that w is an image of a weight
vector w' € Mg p for some interval S C R that is bounded below. We define wt(w) =
wt(w') — (min(S’ N Z) — 1) Y1, €, which is independent of S’. Hence, Fgr becomes a
U,(gls) ® Up(gly)-module with respect to wt and wt.

Lemma 5.10. We have ts 51 (w) = 1s: 57(W) for w € Ng p-

Proof. It can be shown either by combinatorial arguments using (5.7)), or by using quasi-
R-matrices as follows. Let wo = W4 min(y,0)x7- It is easy to see that w, is bar-invariant.
By Lemma [5.3] we have

WA W, = @®,®ﬁ§+ (W A wy).
Note that Og = II7'OII~!. First, [I(w A we) = W A wo, since U,(glg,)-weights of w and

W, are orthogonal. Since © is a formal sum of elements of U, (glg/)~ ® U, (glg~), and
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U (glg) acts trivially on w5, ©(W A w,) = W A wo. Similarly, @%+ = © acts trivially

W N w,. Therefore, w A wo, =W A wo. (I
Then, we have the following.

Proposition 5.11. Fg 1 has a Q-linear involution — such that @[JT(w) = g (W) for w €
Nsr -
Let
Fsr={M=(ma)|a€S,beT, mg =0fora>0,and mg, =1fora < 0}.
For M = (ma) € Fsr, we define wys to be a unique element in Fg r such that
wy = Vs (Wi, ),

with Mg/ = (map)aes’ pet for some interval S’ which is bounded below such that mq, = 1
(a <min §’, b € T). It immediately follows from the construction that {was | M € Fgr } is
a Q(q)-basis of Fg 1,
Let
(5.14) Z(}—&T) = @ Ao’LUM, %(}—577‘) = {wM (mod qf(]'—syT)) | M e FgﬁT }
McFs, T

Proposition 5.12. The pair (£ (Fsr), B(Fsr)) is a lower crystal base of Fgr as a
Uy(glg)-module and also upper crystal base as a Uqy(gly)-module with respect to (5.10).

Proof. Let S’,S” be intervals bounded below with S” ¢ S” € S. Then ¢g g in (G.I3)
preserves the crystal bases, and (£ (Ag 1), Z(\s/ 1)) forms a directed system, whose limit
is equal to (L(Fs,r), B(Fs,r)). Hence it is a lower (resp. upper) base of Fg 1 as a Uy(glg)-
module (resp. U,(gly)-module). O

Note that Fs,, := Fg,[1,,) is isomorphic to F??l} as a Uy(glg)-module for n € Z~. Let
F' = Frp.
Put F = F'. The U,(gl,.) ® Uy(gl,)-crystal Z(F™) (that is, a crystal with respect to
:Ei,gjj for i € Z,1 < j <n —1) can be identified with Fg ,, and it is isomorphic to the one
introduced in [22 Section 6]. In particular, we have a crystal isomorphism
(5.15) BFY) = || B(Ay) x By,
Aezn
([22L Theorem 6.1]), where Z#(Ay) and HB(éy) are the crystals of the highest weight modules
V(Ay) and V(éx) of Uy(gl,,) and U,(gl,,) with highest weights Ay and €y, respectively. Here

éx means the ey with respect to wt. The corresponding decomposition of F” is a quantum

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

(5.16) Fre P VAN @ V(é).

\ezn
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Indeed, for A € Z7}, let M(X) € %(F") be the matrix whose (4, j) entry is given by

1 i<\,
M(N)ij =
0 otherwise.
Then M (M) is the highest weight element in the connected component of Z(F™) isomorphic
to B(Ax) ® #(éx). The corresponding monomial wys(yy is a highest weight vector, and
generates a submodule isomorphic to V/(Ax) ® V(€x). Since wyr(x)’s generate Z(F™), they
also generate F", and hence (5I6) follows.

Note that the bilinear form (E.11]) induces a bilinear form on Fg r, which restricts to the
g-Shapovalov form (Z7)) on each irreducible component V(Ay) ® V(€é,) in case of F".

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

For M = (my;) € #B(F"), we define the charge of M to be #{(i,j)|mi; = 1 (i >
1)} —#{(,4)|mij =0 (i <0)}. For k € Z, the Q(g)-span of was fo M € Z(F™) of charge
k is invariant under the action of Uy(gly) ® U,(gl,). Put |k) = war(r)) € F, which is a
Uy, (gl )-highest weight vector of weight Ay.

For (u,v) € 2% with £(u) + ¢(v) < n, put

(5.17) AL, =AMy, M"(u,v)= M),

where A is the unique element in Z? such that p = (max{A;,0}, max{)2,0},---) and v =
(— min{\,, 0}, — min{\,_1,0},---). We also let

Ay = A2, — (n = €(n) — £(v)) Ao,

For M = (m;;) € #(F") and M' = (m};) € B(F"), let M ® M’ be th element in
PB(F™") whose (i, j)-entry is given by

, Mg if 1 S j S n,

(M ®M');; = )
i,j—n

m ifn<j<n+n.

This gives a canonical isomorphism Z(F") @ B(F" ) = B(F*+"') as a U, (gl )-crystal.
Put F} = Fr_,n and F" = Fr_, » which are representations of U, (gl.,) ® U,(gl,,) and
U,(gl<p) ® U,(gl,,), respectively. There is a Q(q)-linear isomorphism
Fr@Ft —— F*
(5.18) ,
Whr, QWp_ — WM, @M_

for My € Z(F1). It is an isomorphism of (U, (gls) ® U,(gl<o)) @ U, (gl,,)-modules. Recall

that ® in (B.18) is ®+ by (5.4) when it is understood with respect to the action of U, (gl,).
For p € & and n > {(p), let H} (n) € B(F1}) be given by

1 i< Hjs

HY (p)ij =
0 otherwise.
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Similarly, for v € &2 and n > {(v), let H"(v) € B(F") be given by

1 1< —vpy1-4,
HE(v)ij = -
0 otherwise.
For n > {(u) + £(v), we have M"(u,v) = H}(p) ® H™(v) € B(F"), and wyn(u,) =

W (1) ® Wy () under the isomorphism in (5.I8).

6. FOCK SPACE F°° ® M OF INFINITE LEVEL

6.1. Parabolic ¢-boson algebra U, (slw0) and M. Let U, (slw) be the subalgebra of
U,(gl.) generated by e;, fi, q" (i € Z). We consider the parabolic g-boson algebra U,(g,p)
in Section Bl when g = sl and p is the parabolic subalgebra associated with J = Z \ {0}.
iez L(Bii — Eiv1it1), P =
D,z Zei ® Lho, P = Biegizo L(Eii — Eivriv1) C PV, and Py = @, Ze; C P.

For simplicity, we write U, (slo,0) = U,(g,p), Po = P; and Pj = PJ. Note that Py =
{Auv| v € 2} We also write Vo(A) = Vy(A) and (L(A), Bo(A)) = (ZL5(A), B (N))
for A € P

Let M = Vp(0). By @A), we identify M with Uz (sloc)/ > ;e 0y Uq (8lsc) fi, which
induces a natural @)_-grading on M, and denote the image of 1 € U, (slw) by the same

We may identify its weight and coweight lattices as P = @

symbol.
From the proof of Theorem 310l we may regard %o(M) = {b € #(0)|€f(b) =0 for i #
0}, where #(00) is the crystal of U, (slw) = Uy (gls)- By [29], $o(M) can be realized as

(6.1) Bo(M) ={ M € Maty_,xz-,(Z>0) | M;; = 0 for all but finitely many i, j }.

Here, we regard each row (resp. column) of M € %By(M) as an element of the crystal of
a U,(glso)-module V(se1) for s > 0 (resp. U, (gl<p)-module V(—tep) for ¢ > 0), and then
apply the tensor product rule row by row (resp. column by column) from top to bottom
(resp. left to right). Moreover foM is given by increasing the (0,1)-entry of M by 1.

Note that

i€Z

¢i>0(i>0), ¢; <0 (j <0), Zq_o}_

i€Z

This gives the following alternative description of the partial order on 2.
Lemma 6.1. For (u,v),((,n) € 22, (u,v) > (¢, n) if and only if A, — A,y € WH(M).

We may also regard M as a U (gl ) ® U, (gl<p)-module. By (@.I)), we see that %o(M) is
a disjoint union of the connected components of diag(Ai, Az, ---) for A € Z as a U (gl.() ®
U,(gl<p)-crystal. This implies M = P ¢ 5 M(A), where M(A) is the irreducible U, (gl () ®
U,(gl<p)-submodule of M corresponding to .
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Recall that the map 7 := or~ in Section [3.4] induces a homomorphism of U, (gl.() ®

U,(gl<g)-modules
M — V(—ap) @ M.

By Lemma [3.13] it is injective on €D, ;) M(A). Hence it gives an embedding of M(A) into
V(—ag) @ M for A e 22\ {(0)}.

This yields an embedding of U,(gl.) ® U,(gl<,)-crystals. More precisely, since the de-
composition of M is multiplicity-free, it follows from [I5], Theorem 3] that
(6.2) r T (L(—ag) ® LH(M)) = (M) & D L MN),

xe2\{0}

for some ny € Z, where Z(M(n)) = Zo(M) N M(u) for p € &. So we have a morphism
of (abstract) U,(gl.() ® U, (gl<()-crystals

(6.3) 7 Bo(M)\ {1} — B(-a0) @ Ho(M),
since %By(M) is a disjoint union of crystals of M(N).

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 7 ® M has a structure of U, (sl 0)-module by Proposition Since
F ® M is an integrable U, (gl.) ® U, (gl<y)-module, F @ M belongs to (’)g‘:(s[m,o). It has

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

Theorem [3.T3l Hence, there exists an injective U, (sl 0)-linear map
¢o:M— FR M.
By tensoring with F™ for n > 1, this naturally extends to an injective U, (sloo,0)-linear map
Pnpn1: FPOM — Fr oM.
Then we define F° @ M to be the direct limit of {F" ® M |n > 0} along with ¢, pt+1’s:

FXQM=1lmF"' @M.

n

Let
O  FTOM — FCRM

be the canonical embedding. Note that F" ® M carries a structure of U, (gl,)-module,

acting on F™ with p = —¢~!

, which commutes with the action of U, (slw,0). By definition
of ¢n n+t1, it is clear that ¢, is U,(gl,)-linear. Hence, we may naturally define a U, (gl )-
module structure on F"* @ M as follows: For u € Up,(gl.() and z € F>* ® M, take a
sufficiently large n € N such that u € U,(gl,,) and = = ¢,,(z,,) for some z,, € F" ® M, and
then define uz = ¢, (uzy,).

As a U, (slw,0)-module, 7> @ M has a weight space decomposition with weights in

Py = P/ZAy. We may assume that 7™ ® M has a weight space decomposition with weights
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in P via the identification of Py as a subgroup of P (see Section [G.I]), which is given by
€; + ZAy — ¢;. This weight space decomposition of F™ ® M in terms of P is compatible
with ¢,,, and hence induces the one on F* ® M. We denote by wt and wt the weights for
the action of U, (sl ,0) and U, (gl-() on F>° ® M, respectively.

6.3. Crystal base of F>° ® M. Let us describe a crystal base of 7> ® M. For n > 1, let
(L(Fr @ M), Bo(F* @ M)) = (L(F") @ Lo(M), B(F") @ Bo(M)),

which is a crystal base of 7" ® M as a U,(sls,0)-module by Theorem It is also a
crystal base as a U, (gl,,)-module for n > 2. Since ¢(1) = |0) ® 1 and %y(M) is connected,
we have ¢(ZH(M)) C Z(F @ M) and ¢(Bo(M)) C %Bo(F @ M), where ¢ is the induced
map at ¢ = 0. This implies that for n > 1

Gl (Lo(F" @ M) C L(F" T @ M), i1 (Bo(F" @ M)) C Bo(F™H @ M),

where ¢, ,,,; commutes with the crystal operators é;, fi (i € Z) for U,(slw,0) and éi, f

(j=1,---,n—1) for U,(gl,). Define
L(FZ M) =lim L(F" @ M), Zo(F* @ M) =lmBo(F" @ M).

n n

Then (ZLo(F>* @ M), Bo(F> @ M)) is a crystal base of F>*@ M as a U, (slw,0) @ U, (gl50)-
module. Also, we have the following maps induced from ¢,, : F* @ M — F>*° @ M.

Lo(Fr o M)~ L (F* o M),
Bo(F" @ M) —2s Bo(F> @ M).

Let us describe %o(F>° ® M) more explicitly. First, let (F>° @ M)q be the U, (slw,0) ®
U, (gl5)-submodule of > @ M generated by

(6.4) wﬁﬁy = (bn(’an(#’,,) ® 1),
for (p,v) € 2% and n > £(u) + £(v).
Proposition 6.2. As a U, (slw,0) ® U,(gls()-module, we have

(FroMo= P Vo) @ Vi
(mv)eo?
Proof. Suppose that (u,v) € 22 is given. For n > (u) + £(v), let v = dp(wrrn () @ 1).
Since FPRM € O}}‘:(slwyo) and v is a singular vector of weight A, ,,, v generates Vo (A, ) asa
U, (sls,0)-module. On the other hand, v generates V), , as a U,(gl-()-module by Lemma[d.4l

Hence v generates Vo(Ay,,) ® V. For n’ > n, let v' = ¢pr (wym ® 1). Then v is an

"(uv)
extremal weight vector with respect to the action of U, (gl ) in the U, (slw,0) @ U,(gl-0)-
submodule generated by v’. Hence v and v’ generate the same irreducible component. This

implies that (F*° ® M)y is semisimple together with the required decomposition. O
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Let Z((F> @ M)g) be the Ag-span of &y, - - %4, Jj, ~-~Zjlwz7u’s for (u,v) € 22, n >
() + L(v), and @1, ,ix € Z, j1,- - ,51 € Zso (k,l > 0) with z,y € {e, f}, and let
PBo((F> @ M)o) be the union of connected components of w}; ,’s in %o (F>° @ M). Then
(Lo ((F>* @ M)g), Bo((F* @ M)g) is a crystal base of (F>° ® M)y by Proposition [6.2]

The crystal Z((F>* ® M)p) can be identified with

(Mab)aEZ S e%(]:) for all b
(65) FR,R>0 =< M = (Mab)aGZ,b€Z>o

Mab)acz = |0) for b >0
For M = (M) € FrRr.,, we may regard the submatrix (Mab)aez,be[l,n] as an element of
.

Proposition 6.3. We have Bo(F>* @ M) = Bo((F>* @ M)o).

Proof. Let b € %y(F>® ® M) be given. We have b = ¢,;(M; ® by) (mod ¢.Z(F> @ M))
for some M; ® by € Bo(F' ® M). Suppose that by # 1. Then by = ﬁ-l ngcl 1 for some
k1 > 1 and 41, ,ig, € Z. By Theorem 320, ¢(b1) = Ms ® be for some My € B(F) with
My # 10) and by € HBy(M). Since My # |0), we have by = f;, ---fjkzl for some ko < k1 and

Ji-+ ,Jky € Z. By induction on ki, we conclude that if n is large enough, then

(6.6) Gp—1n '50,1(5) =M®1,
for some M € Z(F™). Therefore, we have by (6.0)
b= (M ®@b1) = (M1 ® by 0 01(01) = by (M1 @ M@ 1),
which belongs to Z((F* ® M)y) by (6.1H). O

In Section[8 we explicitly construct a socle filtration of F*° ® M and show that soc(F>° &
M) = (F>° @ M).

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 U, (slw,0) ® U,(gl-q). We
first construct an involution on each 7" ® M that is compatible under ¢, ,+1. Note that
M = V;(0) has a canonical bar-involution that fixes 1, and F™ has a canonical bar-involution
by Proposition 5. 11l We define

(6.7) w@m=0_(wem) (weF",meM),

where ©”_ is the opposite quasi- R-matrix for Uy(sls) in (ZIT)). It is well-defined since ©”

is a summation of elements of U,f (sloo) ® U, (sloo), and Uy (sle) = Uy (sloo,0)-

Lemma 6.4. For w € F" and m € M, we have ¢p pni1(W @ M) = dpni1(w @ m).
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Proof. Write ¢(m) = Ef\;l w; ® m; for some w; € F and m; € M. Since ¢ commutes with

the action of U, (slx0) and the bar-involutions,

N
It (WEM) = ¢ (O (@ M) = (0) @Y W @ ™m).
i=1

On the other hand, we have

N
Pnnii(w@m)=(A-@1)(0.)) wow em;
1=1

] =

= (©0) (g, @ 1)) wewom;.

i=1

o
Il

Under the canonical identification F» ® F — F"*1, w; is sent to an element that is a linear
combination of products of w(; ,41) for i € Z. So the action of U; (gl,41) on w; vanishes.
Since 9®+ =II"1@°PII! and ©°P is a summation of elements of Uy (gly1) @ Ut (gl,41),
we see that O (0 @ W;) =W @ ;. O

Proposition 6.5. There exists a Q-linear involution — on F*° ® M such thatw-T =71 -T,

U-x=10-T forue Uysleoo), @€ Ulgls), and x € F* @ M.

Proof. Let x € F*®M be given. We have = ¢, (w®@m) for some n and w@m € F*QM,
and then define T = ¢, (w ® m). By Lemmal6.4] this gives a well-defined Q-linear involution
satisfying the properties. ([

Remark 6.6. Our convention for the comultiplication on U, (gl.,) 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 € AB(F"), define a sequence of non-negative integers ¢(M) : Z — Z>o by
e(M)(i) =Y p_, Mitr k. For M,N € B(F"), we define M > N if wt M = wt N, wtM =
wtN, and ¢(M) > ¢(N) with respect to the lexicographic order starting from —oo. It is a
partial order on Z(F™) that is locally finite, that is, for My and My € B(F™), there exists
finitely many N such that M; < N < Ms.

By (&8) and (57), was is a linear combination of wy; and wy’s for N # M, where
N is obtained from M by replacing two 1’s at diagonal position to anti-diagonal position.
Moreover, the coefficient of wys is 1. Thus,

Wy € wyr + Z Awp.

N<M

By [26, Section 2.4.2], there exists a unique G(M) € Z(F™) such that G(M) = G(M) and
G(M) =M (mod ¢Z(F™)).

For b € %Bo((F>* ® M)y), let n(b) be the minimal n such that b € ¢,,(%o(F" @ M)). Let
b; € Bo((F @ M)o) be given such that wt(b;) = wt(be) and wt(b;) = wt(bz). Define by > by
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if n(b1) > n(bs) or n(by) = n(be) with wt (b)) > wt(b}) or n(b1) = n(be) with wt (b)) = wt(b})
and M; > M}, where b; = M; @ b, € Bo(F" @ M) with n = n(b;) for i = 1,2. It is a partial
order on %y ((F> @ M)p), which can be easily seen to be locally finite.

Let {Go(D) | b € Bo(M)} be the canonical basis of M. By (6.1)), we have

wyr @ Go(b) = O (War © Go(b)) = O°P(war © Go(b))
€ W @ Go(b) + (U, (slec) 4 @ Uy (sloo) a) (@ar @ Go(D)).

Then, it is easy to see that WTGO(I)) is an A-linear combination of wy ® Go(b')’s with
M®b>Neb.
Therefore, by the standard argument together with Lemma [6.4] we see that there exists
a unique Q(g)-basis { G(b) |b € Bp(F>° @ M) } of F>* ® M satisfying
(1) G(b) =G(v),
(2) G(b) € wym ® Go(bo) + Z(M/@bg)gb qZ[qlwrr ® Go(b}y) where b = ¢, (M ® by) €
Bo(F" @ M).

6.5. U, (sl 0)-isotypic decomposition of F>* ® M. Since F>* ® M is an integrable

U, (slw,0)-module, it admits a U, (sl 0)-isotypic decomposition.

Theorem 6.7. As a U, (slw0) ® U,(gls()-module, we have

FPQM = @ VO(AH,V) ® (Vm@ ® WDV) :
(p,v)€ P2

Proof. For A € & and n > £()\), let L™ (\) € B(F™) be given by

1 i< -\,
LE(N)ij =
0 —X\ <.
By convention, we assume A; = 0 for ¢ > /(X).

For (u,v) € 22, we write E"(u,v) = H?(u) @ L™ (v) € B(F"). We have wgn(,,,) =
W () WL (1) under the isomorphism 7" = 7! ® " in (5.18). Note that ¢, (wgn(u,) @
1) e FX@Mand ¢, (E™(u,v) ®1) € Bo(F> ® M) are independent of n, which we denote
by wg(,,) and E(u,v), respectively.

We claim that E := {wgu.) |1, v € & } generates F>° @ M as a U, (sle,0) @ U,(gls0)-
module. Let S be the submodule of F*° ® M generated by F.

First, we claim that E" := { E"(u,v)|p,v € P, l(u) + £(v) < n} generates F" as a
(U,(gls0) ® U,(gl<p)) ® U, (gl,,)-module. Note that

Fre B Viglao Auo) @ Vi,

neP
() <n

Fi = @ Vi(gleos Mow) ® Vi,

veP
L(v)<n
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where V(gl,,A) (* => 0,< 0) denotes the irreducible highest weight U,(gl,)-module with
highest weight A.

Note that W (1) is a highest weight vector which generates V(gl.o, A, p) ® V;Z@' Simi-
larly, wrn () generates V(gl<g, Ag,) ® VQ’?V. On the other hand, since wgn () = Wiy ()
wrn (1), a tensor product of highest weight vector and a lowest weight vector, it generates
Vip ® Vg, as a Uy(gl,)-module. Therefore, E" generates F} ® F". This implies that
On(F*®1) C S for all n.

Next, we claim that ¢, (F" @ M) C S for all n, which implies that F>° ® M = S. For
v € wt(M), let M>, = Pys., Mp. We use induction on the height of v € wt(M) to
show that ¢, (F" ® M>,) C S. When v = 0, it follows from the previous argument. Let
v < 0 and m € M, be given. We have m = ), fim; for some m; € M, 4, which
are non-zero for only finitely many ¢’s. For w € F", consider w ® m € F" ® M>,. Since
filw@m;) = fiw@m; +c;w® fym; for some ¢; € Q(q), S contains f;(w®m;), and fiw@m;
by induction hypothesis, we conclude that w ® fym; € S for ¢; # 0. This completes the
induction.

Now we prove the decomposition of F>° ® M. For d € Z~q, let (F* @ M)(d) be the
submodule of F> @ M generated by wg,,.) for (u,v) € 2? with |u|,|v] < d. We use

induction on d to show that

(6.8) (FroM)(d) = P VolAu)® (Vio® Vi) -
lulslvI<d

If d = 0, then ([G8) clearly holds. Suppose that ([G.8) is true for d — 1. Let ({,n) €
2? be given with || = d or [y| = d. We claim that Wy, the image of wy = wg(c,, in
F> @ M/(F>* @ M)(d—1) generates a submodule isomorphic to Vo(A¢,) @ (Veg @ Vpy)-
Since Vo(A¢,y) is irreducible, it suffices to show that wo generates Vo (A¢ ) as a U, (sl ,0)-
module and V¢ g ® Vp, as a U,(glso)-module, respectively. Then (G.8)) follows from the
semisimplicity of F>*° @ M € O}}‘:(ﬂm’o) and the induction hypothesis.

Let us prove the claim. Suppose first that wg is non-zero in F>° @ M/(F>* @ M)(d — 1).
In this case, w is a singular vector of weight A¢ , in F>° @ M/(F> ® M)(d —1). Indeed,
Wy is singular with respect to the U, (gl.() ® U,(gl<o)-action. Moreover, eqwp is a linear
combination of wy ® 1’s for M € B(F"), where M = M, @ M_ € B(F}) @ AB(F") such
that M contains 1’s as many as |(| — 1 and M_ contains 0’s as many as || — 1. Therefore,
eowp is contained in (F* @ M)(d — 1).

So wy generates Vo(A¢,y) as a U, (slo 0)-module. On the other hand, recall that wy =
Pn(WEn (¢ ®1) for n > £(C)+€(n). Since wpn(,,.) generates VI, @Vy', and ¢n i1 (WEn ()@
1) = Wpnti(,) @ 1, we see that wg generates Ve g @ Vp,. Next, suppose that wy €
(F>° @ M)(d —1). Then by the previous argument, F>° ® M does not have an isotypic
component for Vo (A¢ ), which is a contradiction, since Whrer+en (¢,y) @1 18 a singular vector

of weight A¢ . 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 — 0. (|

Remark 6.8. Recall that V), g ® Vj,, in Theorem 6.7 is ® by (54). However, we may
replace it with ® _ by Remark 2.3l The isomorphism in Theorem is compatible with
the bar-involutions on both sides, where the bar-involution on V, ¢y ® V, is the unique

involution fixing w,, g ® ug,.

6.6. Filtrations of 7*° ® M. In this subsection, we introduce a filtration of 7™ ® M in
terms of its isotypic component, which will be used to construct a filtration of F*° ® M.
Let (u,v) € 22 be given. For v € wt(M) and n > £(u) + £(v), let

H (1,v) = {b € Bo(M)y | M"(,0) @b € Bo (F* & M)™™ ),

and H"(1,v) = U, ewim) 25 (1,v), where Zo(F" @ M) is understood as a U, (slw,0) @
U,(gl,)-crystal. Note that H?(u,v) C HJ*'(u,v) by Theorem B20, and furthermore it
stabilizes as n — oo, which we denote by H,(u,v).

We take a set {z|b € Bo(M)} C L(M) such that 2, = b (mod ¢.ZH(M)). For n >0
and v € wt(M), we define

(6.9) (F"& M)y = Uy (sloc.0) ® Uy (al,)-span of {warn () ® s |b € Hf (0.6 > 7},

Note that 7" ® M is a semisimple U, (sl 0) ® U,(gl,)-module. By Theorem .20 and
(5.16)), each irreducible component of 7" @ M is Vo(A¢,y) @ V(€] ) for some (1, v), (¢,n) €
P? with £(u)+{(v) < n. We denote the corresponding isotypic component by (f"®M)§ﬁZ§a
and the canonical projection by 7T(< N FreM — (Fr @ M) Recall the partial order

(p,v) -~ (k,v)
< on 2? in ([@4).

Lemma 6.9. Under the above hypothesis, we have the following.

(1) (F*® ./\/l) (c, Z) is non-zero only when (u,v) < (¢, n).
(2) As a Uq(sloo,o) ® U, (gl,,)-module,

(FreM)s = P (}‘"®M)

(1) <(¢5m)
Aen—Apw>y

w/)

Proof. (1) Let b € & (F" ® M)™" be given whose connected component is isomorphic to
Po(A¢n) © HB(E,,)- Since Bo(Fr@M) = B(F") @ Bo(M) = (., (B(A],)®HBo(M))®
%(é, ), we have by Theorem that b = upnn  ® b ® uen  for some v € Ho(M). This
implies that A¢, — Ay, € wt(M), or equivanetly, (i, v) < (¢,n) by Lemma [6.11

(2) It follows directly from (1) and an analogue of Lemma 2.1l for U, (slw,0) ® U, (gl,

)-
modules. Note that the decomposition is independent of the choice of xp, (b € %By(M)). O
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For (u,v), (¢,n) € P2 with (u,v) < (¢,n) and £(u) + £(v) < n, we let

(]_—n ® M)<(C 77) @ (]_-n ® M)(‘Tﬂ')

(1,v) (p,v)?
(o,7)<(¢m)
FroMmzgy= @ FeMpr,
(6 10) (o,7)2(p,v)
(F o M) = P F o M)ED,

(o,7)
(F"® M)y = P F @ M)ITT).

(psv)

(o,7)

For d € Z>o, let
(Fr@M)sa= Y. (F"@M)s,

yEWE(M)

(Ao, v)>—d
Then {(F" ® M)>_d} ey, gives a filtration of 7" ® M since we have (F" @ M)>_a+1 C
(F" @ M)>_q4.

Proposition 6.10. Under the above hypothesis, we have

(bn,n-l-l ((]_-n ®M)(< 77)) C (]:nJrl ®M)(Cﬂ7)

(p,v) >(pv)°

Therefore, we have for v € wt(M),
Pnnt1 (F" @ M)>q) C (F' @ M)>,

Proof. Let (u',v'),(¢',n') € 2% (i = 1,2) be given such that (¢*,n%) > (u,v%). By

composing ¢, n4+1 with the associated inclusion and projection, we have a map

(‘7_-71@/\/1)521::7/ ) (]:n-i-l ®M)(< %)

(n?,v2)"

Suppose that it is non-zero. Since it is U, (sloo,0)-linear, we have ¢ := (' = ¢* and 7 :=n' =
n?. Also, since it is U, (gl,,)-linear, we have from the branching rule for the pair (gl ,, gl,,)
([T1, Theorem 8.1.1]) that

(1)1 = (D = (B2 = ()2 = - (1) euzy = (1) egu2),
=)= @) > ()2 > - ()2 = (W)ewe).-

In particular, this implies (u!, ) < (u?,?), which proves the first statement.

By Lemma 6.9, (F" ® M)>, is a sum of (F" ® M)(EZ)) such that (p,v) < ((,n) and

Acy — Ay > 7, so the second statement follows from the first. O
Now we define for v € wt(M)

(F™ @ M)>y = lim (F* @ M) >,
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to be the submodule of 7*° ® M induced from (F" ® M)>, with respect to ¢y, 41 for
n > 0, which is well-defined by Proposition [6.10l For d € Z>(, we define

(6.11) (F*@M)sa= Y (F*RM)s,.

yeEWE(M)
(Aoyy)=2—d

Then {(F*° ® M)>_a} ez, gives a filtration of 7> @ M. We also define (F> @ M),
and (F>* ® M)~ _4 similarly.

7. CRYSTAL VALUATIONS

7.1. Crystal valuation. We introduce a weaker version of crystal lattice L, where L is not
necessarily a free Ag-module. We describe such an Ap-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 U {0} be a canonical valuation on Q(q) given by v(a) = max{n|q¢ " €
Ap}. A valuation on a Q(g)-space V is a function v : V — Z U {oo} satisfying
(1) v(v) = oo if and only if v = 0,
(2) v(ev) =v(c) +v(v) for all c € Q(g) 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 Ag-submodule L C V such that no
nonzero element of L is infinitely divisible by ¢, where the correspondence is given by Ly =
{veV]v(v) >0} and vi(m) = max{n|¢ "m € L}. By abuse of notation, we often identiy
v with Ly when there is no confusion. Note that L need not be free, while it is true when
L is finitely generated as an Ag-module.
In this section, U denotes either U,(g) or Uy,(g,p) in Section Bl 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 — ZU{oo} satisfying

(1) v(v) = min{v(v,)|p € P} for v="> v, € V with v, € V,,,

(2) v(&v) > v(v) and v(fiv) > v(v) forallv € V and i € 1.

Equivalently, L, = @, (Lv)y, and & (Ly) C Ly, fi(Ly) C Ly for i € I, respectively.
In particular, L is a crystal lattice if L is a free Apg-module.

Remark 7.2. For a crystal valuation v, L, is not necessarily Ag-free. Let f € Q[q] \ Ao

(for example, f = /T4 ¢q) and L = {(r,s) € Q(q)®?|7f + s € Q[¢] }. Then L is an Ao-
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)®? as a two copy of trivial Uy (sls)-

representation, then v is a crystal valuation which does not give a crystal lattice.
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7.2. Decomposition into isotypic components. Let V(A\) denote an integrable highest
weight U-module V' (X) or V;(A) for A in PT or PJ with a crystal base (L(\),B(\)). Let Ot
be a category of integrable U-modules such that each object is isomorphic to a direct sum
of V(A) whose set of weights is finitely dominated.

Suppose that V' € O is given and v is a crystal valuation on V.

Lemma 7.3 (cf. [12) Lemma 5.2.4 (1)]). Suppose that V.= V(\)®™ for some m > 1. Let
v € V be a weight vector that is not of highest weight. If v(é;v) > 0 for all i € I, then
v(v) > 0.

Proof. We have an isomorphism of Q(g)-spaces V' = V) ®q(q) V(A), which sends u € V)
to u ® uy. Under this isomorphism, we may write v = Zk vE ® wy, for some v, € Q(q)
and wy € L(A) such that wy (mod gL())) are pairwise distinct elements of B(A). Fix k.
By applying é;’s to wy to obtain uy (mod gL())), we see that vy € L. This implies
v(v) > 0. O

Lemma 7.4 (cf. [I5] Lemma 2.6.3]). Suppose that V. = Vi & Va, where Vi and Va are
U-submodules such that Vi = V(\)®™ for a mazimal weight X\ of V and m > 1. Then we
have v(v1 4+ v2) = min{v(v1),v(va)} forv; € V; (i = 1,2).

Proof. It can be proved in the same way as [I12, Lemma 5.2.1], where [12, Lemma 5.2.4
(1)] is replaced by Lemmal[l3l Note that [I2, Lemma 5.2.1] assumes the existence of crystal

base, but this is not necessary in the proof of the decomposition of crystal lattices. O

The crystal valuation is compatible with the isotypic decomposition of V' as follows.

Proposition 7.5. Suppose that V = @,.q V(As)®™ for some S and ms € Z>q (s € S)
such that \s # Ay for s # 5.
(1) We have v(v) = min{ v(vs)|s € S} for v =3 vs with vs € V(A\s)®™=, equivalently,
Ly = @,es Ly N (V(A)®™).
(2) If Ly is Ag-free, then there exists a unique U-linear automorphism ¢ of V. such that
¢(Lv N (V()‘S)@ms)) = L()‘S)@ms-

Proof. (1) It follows from a repeated application of Lemma[f4l (2) The proof is similar to
that of [I5, Theorem 3]. We have Ly, = @, g Lv N (V(As)®™) by (1). Since Ly is Ao-free
and B(\s) is connected, each Ly N (V(As)®™<) is free and coincides with the crystal lattice
generated by Ls = Ly N (V()\s)ims) under f;’s. For s € S, let ¢, be the automorphism of
V()\S)@ms sending the Ap-basis of L to the one consisting of uy,’s in each component. Then
hs(Ly N (V(As)®™)) = L(As)®™, and ¢ = P, g ds is the required automorphism. O

Remark 7.6. One may also apply Proposition[7.5l when U is an algebra other than U,(g) or
Uqy(g,p). For example, one may take U= Uy, (sl 0) ® Uy(gl,,) and O to be the category of
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U-modules V, which is isomorphic to a direct sum of Vo(A¢ )@V (€)1, for (p,v), (¢, n) € 2*
with £(u) + ¢(v) < n, and whose set of weights is finitely dominated. This will be used in
Section B

Proposition also holds for a direct sum of extremal weight modules over U, (glsg),

whose set of weights is not necessarily finitely dominated.

Proposition 7.7. Let V = @(u V)es VHG?:L“"’ for some finite set S and m, , € Z>q, and let

v be a crystal valuation on V. Then

(1) We have v(v) = min{v(v,,)|(n,v) € S} forv="> v,, withv,, € Ve
(2) If Ly is Ao-free, then there exists a unique U,(8ls)-linear automorphism v of V
such, that 1(Ly N V) = L2

Proof. We may write V = @2:1 Vﬁ’ﬁ’; such that (u?,v%) = (u?,17) implies i < j. Note
that V' is a direct limit of V" := B, ,)c5(V,, ) ¥ for n > max{ k) +eW*) 1<k <1}
(see the proof of Proposition FT]).

Put Vi = V3" and Vo = @paVi"k. Then (V2)
(Vuﬁ,)yk)ézlml # 0 for some k > 1 and n’ > n. Applying the action of Weyl group of gl

!’
to fﬁl,w we have (Vﬁc,uk

Now we apply the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma [4] and use induction on [ to

= 0. Otherwise, we have

n
€
ul ol

)621 y # 0. This implies GZ;,uk > ezllﬁyl, which is a contradiction.
prove (1).

By (1), it suffices to consider the case V = V& in (2). By Proposition [Z.5] there exists
a unique U, (gl,,)-linear automorphism 4" of V" such that " (L, N V™) = L, , N (V;},)®"
for n > £(y) + €(v). For n/ > n, the restriction of ¥ on V"™ is ¢™ by the uniqueness, so
combining ¢"’s give a desired U, (gl.)-linear automorphism 1 of V. The uniqueness of 1
follows from that of ™. (|

A non-semisimple module may not have a unique crystal valuation, as illustrated in the

following example.

Example 7.8. Consider a U, (gl o)-module V(1) g® _Vj (1), which is not semisimple (cf.([LI])).
We may regard V()9 = @, cyQ(q)vn, where an U, (gl.()-action is given by ¢“v; =
q‘;ijvj, fivj = 0ijvit1, ev; = iy1,5v;, and then Z(y) g = EBneN Agvy,. Similarly, we let
Vo,a) = Bnenvnv with ¢ivjv = g
Zp,(1) = D,en Aovnv . By the tensor product rule, £ := 1) 9 ® £p 1) is a crystal lattice
of Viny,0 ® Vo, (1),

The socle of V(1) 9 ® Vp (1) is isomorphic to V(y) 1), which is spanned by B = {vm ®

v, fivjv = 5i+17jviv, ejvjv = 5ijv(i+1)v, and

Unv, (M #N), qUp @ Vpv + Vpy1 @ Vnpnyv (n > 1)}, The Ag-span (1) (1) of B is a crystal
lattice of V(l),(l)a and £ N ‘/(1)7(1) = Df(l)7(1).
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On the other hand, consider for S C N

n

Ls=L+Y AgDy, where D, =Y (—q) " o @ v (n>1).
nes k=1

Then it is not difficult to see that Zs is also a crystal valuation of V(1) 9 ® Vp (1). Indeed,

we have

1 : 1 .
— 1342 Vn @ V(ny1)v iftk=mn, . D — — 132 Vn+1 ® Unv if kK =n,
fk n —

0 k #n, 0 k # n.

éan =

We also have L5 N V(1 1) = Z(1),(1) for all S. In fact, Zs 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(g)-vector space. Given valuations vy, vy
on V, we define vi > vg when vi(v) > va(v) for all v € V' (in particular, Ly, D Ly,).
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|y = w.

Lemma 7.9. The following are equivalent.

(1) v is a mazimal extension of w with respect to the partial order >,
(2) the Q-linear map Ly /qLyw — Ly /qLy, which is induced from the inclusion Ly, C Ly,
is an isomorphism,

(3) Ly/Lyw is a divisible Ag-module, that is, any element of Ly /Ly, is divisible by q.

Proof. Put L =Ly and L' = L.

(1)=(2): Let I’ € L'\ qL’ be given. By the maximality of L, we have L & (L'+q ' Apl’)N
W. So there exists I” € L’ and ¢ € Ag such that I + ¢~ tcl’ € W\ L. Also, ¢ is a unit of
Ag. If not, ¢'c € Ag and hence I” + g~ 'cl’ € L. f we put [ := qc™ " +1' ¢ L' "W = L,
1+ ¢L is a preimage of I’ + ¢qL’. Since L/qL — L'/qL’ is clearly injective, it is bijective.

(2)=(3): For any I’ € L', there exists [ € L and I € L’ such that I’ =1 + ¢l”’. Hence (3)
holds.

(3)=(1): Suppose that there exists a strictly larger extension L” 2 L’. Then there exists
I' € L' such that ¢~ 1’ € L” \ L'. By assumption, we have I’ = ¢l” + [ for some [ € L and
I"cL'. Thenqg M =1"-q¢ ' 'ecL"NW =L, soq '’ € 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 mazimal 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 mazrimal

crystal valuation on V extending Vlsocv -

Proof. We apply Zorn’s lemma. Suppose that {v,};cs are crystal valuations on V extending
w, parametrized by a totally ordered set S, satisfying vy > v; when s > t. We show that
v :V — ZU{oo} defined by v(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 €
(UvNW)\{0}. We may write w =Y, ¢;T;, - - - T, v (z = e, f), where the summation is over
sequences ¢ = (i1,--- ,ix) of elements of I with ¢; € Q(¢). Then for any crystal valuation
v/ on V extending w, we have v(w) = v/(w) > min{ v(c;) |2} + v/(v), and hence v’(v) is

bounded above. This verifies the first condition. O

By definition, a saturated crystal valuation v with respect to W is a maximal crystal

valuation with respect to W. By Lemma [[.9] we have the following characterization of wv.

Proposition 7.12. The crystal valuation v is saturated with respect to W if and only if
(LyNW)/q(Ly NW) — Ly /qLy is an isomorphism of Q-spaces. In particular, when (£, B)
is a crystal base of V, v is saturated with respect to W if and only if (L NW, %) is a
crystal base of W.

Example 7.13. Let U= U,(gl.,). Consider Vp, ® V,, ¢ and its crystal lattice £ , ® Z) ¢
for p,v € &2. By Corollary .7, there exists a submodule of Vj , ® V}, 4 isomorphic to V.,
which is generated by u,, = ug, ® u, 9. Note that .2, , = V., N (L, @ L\ p) can be
identified with the Ag-span of Z;, ... % uy,, for @;,...,4 (I > 0) with x = e or f for each
ir. Since By, ~ HBy, @ By by Theorem B2 we conclude from Proposition that
Lo @ Ly is saturated with respect to V,, .. In fact, V,,, is the socle of Vj , ® V}, y (see
Theorem [R20]). It can be viewed as a generalization of ().

Example 7.14. As another example when U = U, (gl.(), consider the crystal lattice
v of V)0 ® Vp,1) in Example [.8, which is an extension of Z{1) ;). We see that
3(1),(1)/(]@%(1),(1) — Zn/qh is bijective since Dy, = —qDypy1 — Uny1 ® U(,41)v and hence
D, + g% has a preimage —quy, @ vpv — Unt1 @ V(ni1)v + ¢L(1),(1)- Thus Ly is saturated
with respect to its socle by Proposition [7.121

Example 7.15. When U = U, (slw,0) ® Up(gl>¢), Zo(F> @ M) is saturated with respect
to (F>®° ® M)y C F*° ® M by Proposition [6.3

The saturated crystal valuations on V' in Example [[.T4 are given with respect to soc(V).
Conversely, we will show in Section [§ that when v is saturated with respect to W, we have

W = socV under certain additional assumptions (cf. Theorem [B22)).
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Example 7.16. Let U = U, (g) be a quantum affine algebra. Following the notations
in [19], let @, = A; — aAov (i € I) be the i-th fundamental weight of level 0, and let
A= Zie[\{o} m;wo; with m; > 0. Then uy = ®i€]\{0} Um,w,; 18 an extremal weight vector
in @;en 0y V(miwi), and the induced map V(A) = @;cp\ 0y V (miw;) is injective such that
the crystal lattice ;¢\ (o1 £ (i) is saturated with respect to V(). It was conjectured
in [I9] and proved in [2].

From now on, we simply say that v is saturated if it is saturated with respect to soc V.

8. SATURATED CRYSTAL VALUATIONS AND SOCLE FILTRATION

8.1. Valuation on isotypic components of F". We prove some important lemmas on
the projection of standard monomials of a form wy;(y\)g4 in F™ to its irreducible components
in (B.16]).

Let X\ € Z be given with p,v € & satisfying (5.17). Let

Ty = 7TZ7U FT — V(AN @ V(€N

be the canonical projection. Denote AU {0} an element of Zfrl obtained from A by adding
0 in its entries. Let A € #(F) be an element of charge 0.

Lemma 8.1. For ( € ZT‘I, we have 77?+1(wM(>\)®A) =0 unless A¢ < Ayugoy-

Proof. Let M € %(F"*!) be given such that wt(M) = wt(M(\) ® A). By BI5), M
belongs to B(A¢) ® HB(éc) for some ¢ € Z'. We claim that A¢ < Ayygo;. Note that
M) = éjl X -éjléil ---€;, M for some iz, j’s. Since €;’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(C)) = wt(é;, - €;,, M) < wt(M (AN ®10)) = wt(M (AU{0})), which proves
the claim.

Therefore, for each M € Z(F"*+1) with wt(M) = wt(M (\)®A) and wt(M) = wt(M (\)®
A), we may choose its representative in £ (F" 1) which is contained in V(A¢) ® V (é¢) with
A¢ < Ajugoy- Since the correponding weight space is finite dimensional, wys(yga can be
expressed as a linear combination of such representatives. It follows that the weight space of
Frtl with weight (wt(M(X) ® A), wt(M(X) ® A)) is contained in U, (gl,) ® U, (gl,,)-span
of war(y for A, < Ayugoy. This proves the lemma. O

Let v (rny be the crystal valuation associated to Z(F") in (5.14) (cf. Section [Z.T)).
Under the isomorphism of (5.16]), v & (rn gives a valuation on @ V(Ay) ® V(éy), 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 #|0), then we have

nh_)rI;O Wf(].‘nJrl)(ﬂ'Zj;l (wM7l(#7U)®A)) = 0.
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n+1
(psv) v

components of F™ are mutually orthogonal with respect to the bilinear form (-,-) on F".
Since Z(F") ={v e F"|(v,L(F")) € Ao} (cf. Section 2Z2]), we see that v (rn)(wy,,) is
the minimum of v((w, x)) for allz € L (A @.L(ép!) with wt(z) = wt(w) = A7 +wt(A)
and wt(z) = wt(w) = €,.» where v is the valuation on Q(g) defined in Section [Tl

Recall that Z(Ap1) @ 2 (€01 is the Ag-span of G(b)G(V )wprn+1(x ) for b € B(sls, 00)
and b’ € H(gl,,11,00), where %(g, o) denotes the crystal of U, (g). Since ¢
weight of V(e t!), we have

Proof. Put w = wymn wa and wy,, = 7T (wan(uyea). Note that the irreducible

11, 18 an extremal

Ag-span of{G JWarn+1 (1) | € B(gl gl 1,00), wt(b') = Ztl .u,u} = Aowprn (u,1)®0) -

Therefore, it suffices to show that

(8.1) lim mln{ (<w, G(b)an(u)V)®|0>>) }b € B(sloo, 00)wt(A)—Ao } = 00.

n—oo

Since Z(5loo, 00)we(A)—n, 18 finite, the set of b € HB(slo, 00)wt(4)—a, With G(D)warn (u,)@)0) 7
0 (or equivalently, Tpn! (b) # 0) stabilizes as n tends to oo, and it is independent of n. So,
it suffices to show v ((w, G(b)wprn (u)@)0))) diverges as n — oo for each b.

By definition of (-,-) on F", (w, G(b)warn (u)sjo)) is equal to the coefficient of w in
G(b)warn (uv)zjo) given as a Q(g)-linear combination of standard monomials. Write G(b) =
Y oiCifi - fin (ci € Q(q)), where the sum is over all sequences ¢ = (iy,...,4;) such that
Zle a;, = Ag — wt(A). Each action of f;, on a standard monomial wy, yields new stan-
dard monomials obtained from M by moving a certain 1 in M to the right. In order for
G(b)warn (uv)mjo) to have w in its expression, every action of f; in fi, --- fi, should move a

1 at the n + 1-th row of M. Hence, the coefficient of w in fi, -+ fi, warn(uv)@l0y 18 given by
g\ i),
Since A}, = Ay, + (n — E(

) =
least 0. T herefore (Zl 1 hiys A}, ) becomes arbitrarily large as n tends to co. This implies

E&1). O

£(n))Ao and A is of charge 0, i1,...,7; must contain at

8.2. Semisimple subquotients of F>° @ M. Suppose that (u,v) € 2% and v € wt(M)
are given such that A¢, = A, , + ~ for some ((,n) € 22 Let us begin with the following

description of images of the generators of (F™ ® M), elements under ¢, p41.

Lemma 8.3. Let b € H(u,v) be given. Then we have

Gt 1 (Wagn (up) @ Tp) = ch(u, Vi b, 0 )wam (uyeio) @ Ty (mod (F*l® M)=y)
b/

for some ¢, (,v;b,V') € Q(q), where the sum is over b € HI ! (p,v).



50 JAE-HOON KWON AND SOO-HONG LEE

Proof. Note that z, = u -1 for some u € U, (5lo,0)+, and A(u) =t, @ u (mod U, (sle) ®

Uy (8lo) ), where t, = [[ ;" for v = >, miai. So, we may write

N
Go.1(x0) = ciwa, @ xp, + ¢~ 107|0) @ m,
i=1
for some A; € B(F)\ {|0)} and b; € By(M) (i=1,---,N). Then
N
(8:2)  Pnn+1(Wnrn(u) @ Tp) = Z WA (@A ® T, + ¢ O Wan (4 sj0) ® T
i=1

We write Ag = |0),bo = b, and ¢y = ¢~ 107 for convenience. Fix i = 0,..., N. First, by

Lemma R we have

War i, € D VAT @ Vet c 7t

(o,7)
where the sum is over (o, 7) € &2 such that AJ! < AZFl. Regarding B (F*H! @ M) =
B(F1) @ Bo(M) as a U, (sle,0) @ U, (gl,, 41 )-crystal, we have by Lemma 2T}
(8.3)
Wi (w0 A; @ To, €UL (5ls0,0) ® U, (gl,41)-span of

{ wrnir(o,r) @ @y | (0,7) € P, V' € H"(0,7) with AJTN < AT

We see that wt(b') > wt(b) since

wt(M"™ (o, 7)) + wt(0') > wt(M"™ (i, v)) + wt(A;) + wt(b;)

)+
= wt(M"(n,v)) + wt(]0)) + wt(D)
= wt(M" (1, v)) + wt(b).

Consider wyn+1(g,r) ® 2y in @3). If wt(b') > wt(b), then wymiipr) @ 2y = 0
(mod (F" @ M) ). If wt(b') = wt(b), then we have M" (o, 7) = M" T (pu,v), and
wt(M"™(p,v)) + wt(A;) + wt(b;) = wt(M"™ 1 (u,v)) + wt(b'). Hence

WaLn (u,)@A; OTh; € (]—'"H®M)>7—|—U; (gl,41)-span of { wygn+1(y,)@Ty [V e H;“rl(u, v)}.

On the other hand, wt(M"*!(u,v)) is a dominant integral weight and & := wt(M"(u,v)®
Ai) = wt(M™(p,v) ®0)) is a weight of an extremal weight vector generated by wzn+1(,,,.)-
This implies that

(8.4) (U, (El[nJrl)wz\/mH(H,V))5 =Q(q)Si, *+ Sip Warnt1(p) = QOWarn (uw)o]0)

for some i1, ..., iy, where S; denotes S; in ([2.6) with respect to U,(gl,, ). Hence we have
Warn (p)2A; @ To, € (F"" @ M)~ + Q(q)-span of {warn (uyzjoy @ 2y |0 € Hfj“(u, v)}.
This completes the proof. ([l

Remark 8.4. Lemma [RB.3] provides an alternative proof of Proposition [6.10)
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Define
(8.5) (F*" @ M)y () = (FT@M)s, @ (fn@M)Eﬁ,")
Then
(]_‘77,®M) V) " H™(u,v
(8.6) WD) = (Vo(Ac ) @ Vi, ) S 00

TF e My,
On the other hand, by applying Lemma 2T to V/(A}, ) ® V (¢} ) ® M, we have
(8.7)
(F @ M) = Uy (sl0e.0) @ Uy (g, )-span of { wagn iy @ 2 | b € HY (1), § >}

q

Therefore, we have

(F" @ M)y, ()
= (F" @ M)sry + Uy (slsc,0) @ U, (gl,,)-span of {wsn () @ xp|b € H (u,v) }.
Hence, {wysn () @ 25 (mod (F" @ M)s,)|b e HY (u,v)} forms a Q(q)-basis of the highest

weight space of the (F™ @ M), (u)/(F" @ M)s,.
By Proposition [6.10} ¢y, ,+1 induces a map

(F"® ./\/l) (1,0) (f"""l ® M)%(‘u,y)

8.8 ) 1

(8:8) et T e M)y (P S M)s,
Let

(8.9) V" = Vg (Frem)

be the crystal valuation on F* @ M associated to ZH(F" @ M) = Z(F") @ L(M).

Proposition 8.5. For all sufficiently large n, the following statements hold;

(1) The map ¢, ..y is injective.
(2) Forallx € (F" @ M)y (u)/(F" @ M)~,, we have

n+1( nn—i—l( )) = wn(‘r) - (A077)7

where x and ¢, ,, 1 () are identified with elements of (F" ® j\/l)(C M and (Frfle M)

(k,v) (ks V)
in (83), respectively.

Proof. By Lemma[8.3] we have for b € HJ(u,v),

(8.10)

Gt (Warn (i) @) = Y a1,V )Warn (uyzio) @2y (mod (FPT@M)ss).
b eHY T ()

Moreover, [8I0) is obtained by applying S, Sy,_1 - S’g(u)ﬂ t0 D 2y en (i, V5 0,0 )wpntr () @

zy (cf. §4)). Note that S,S, 1 - Sg( )+1 is an isomorphism on the U, (sl 0)-highest
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weight space of [88), and {wasnt1(,,) @ zp |0 € HI T (u,v) } is linearly independent in
(FH @ M)y )/ (F™ @ M)~ Hence, to prove (1), it suffices to show that the matrix

C= (Cn (:u‘v v; b7 bl))b,b/eH;l (p,v)

has non-zero determinant for all sufficiently large n.
To prove det C # 0, we show

—(AQ,’)/) iszb/,

(8.11) lim v (¢, (p,v;0,0")) =
n—oo 0 i b b
We use the same notations as in the proof of Lemma B3l Fixi=1,..., N. The projection
(u ) factors through
ﬂ_n+l®
Frlo M =2 VAR @ V() @ M ——— (FH e M)§7).
Since v (7t (warn (uyza,) © Ty,) = VgFnny (Th5 (Wi (ua)@a,)), we have

9 (D e ©20)) =

by Lemma For i = 0, the term ¢~ wyrn(, g0y ® 2o in 2 contributes on the
diagonal of C' by ¢~(%07). Applying these observations to (82) and (84), we obtain (§I)).
This also implies (2). O

Corollary 8.6. For all sufficiently large n, the following statements hold;

(1) The map wgi’z)) O P nt1 induces an injection

n (¢m n+1 (¢m
(Fr@M)iy — (Fr M),

(2) For all x € (F™ ®M)§< ) we have

)’

\Vn+1 ( (Ii Z))(¢n n+l( ))) = Wn(x) - (AO’V)'

Let (F® ® /\/l)(f(")u = lim (F" @ M), which is well-defined by Proposition GI0,
and (F>* ® ./\/l) ) defined similarly. Then

o0 o0 C)
(FoM3zy = Y. FaMmr .
(1,v)<(¢m),

Aen=Apw>y

We have the following.

Theorem 8.7. As a U,(slw,0) ® U,(glsq)-module, we have

(FP@M)>_q4

m = @ (VO(ACW) ® VM,,)@‘HW(“*V” ,

(1) Z(Cm)s
[¢|=1ul=In|—|v|=d

for d € Z>o where v = A¢y — Ay € wt(M) for each (p,v) < (¢, n).
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Proof. Let d € Z>¢ and (¢,n), (1, v) € 2?2 be given such that (¢,n) > (u,v) and || — |u| =

[n| — |v| = d. For each n > ¢(u) + £(v), we have an exact sequence

(]_-n®M)(C 1) (]:n®M)(C 1) —0.

>(p,v) (k,v)

(8.12) 0— (Fra M) —

Here we regard {(f "® M)(C’") as a directed system whose associated maps

Z(Mv”)}nzl(u)JrE(u)
can be identified with U, (slx,0) ® U, (gl,)-linear maps

(813) ‘/O(ACW) X V(en ) ® (@( )®Hn(# V) — VO(AC 77) ® V( n+1) ® Q( )@H:+1(#,U)7

v
by [0]). Taking a directed limit, we obtain

(]:oo ® M)(C )
(Foo ®M)

2 2 lim (P @ M)
u V) "
By the branching rule for the pair (gl,,gl,) ([L1, Theorem 8.1.1]), any U,(gl,)-linear
inclusion V(¢ ) — V(¢ "+1) is a scalar multiple of the canonical inclusion. Therefore, there
exists a Q(g)-linear map ¢, : Q(q)® ) — Q(q )GBH;L (1) such that the map ®I3) is
given by u @ v @ w — u @ v ® Ly (w).

By Proposition B ¢, is injective for all sufficiently large n, and hence
lim Q(q) ®1 77 ()] == Q(g) I ()]

where the directed limit is taken with respect to ¢,,. Thus, we have

(F> ®M) Y
. o M ) 5 oA ) © Vi Q0

u V)
Next, observe that if (Ag,y) = —d, then

(FXoMED N (F2@M)s apn = Fa M), .

Indeed, if (F* @ j\/l)(C e C (F>®° @ M)>_g41 for some ((,n) > (o,7) > (u,v), then we

(o,7)

have (o,7) > (p,v). Conversely, if (o,7) > (u,v), then Ay — A, € wt(M) \ {0}, so
(AO7AU,T - A,u,v) < 0.

Thus,
(FXOM)sa+Y (u<cn, FaMED
(FX@M)>a _ [¢I=|I=In| = |v|=d =)
(Foo(g)M) —d (]:OO®M>> d
o EB (Fe ®M)>(# )
e, FEEMI
I¢I=1ul=Inl = |v|=d

Combining with (81I4), the assertion follows. O
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Remark 8.8. When d = 0, we have
(]:OO ® M)ZO = @ %(AM7U) ® Vu,V?
(n,v)e2?
which is equal to (F>° ® M)o generated by wj; , ([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)s_4. We remark that the image of .ZH(F>*@M)
under the projection F*° @ M — (F>*° @ M)/(F* ® M)~ _q may have an element which
is infinitely divisible by ¢ (see Proposition B, and hence it does not give a well-defined
crystal valuation.

Recall that v™ is the crystal valuation on F"* @ M [8Y). For d € Z>¢, let (F" @ M)_q
be the direct summand of F" ® M isomorphic to (F" ® M)>_q/(F" @ M)>_g4, and let
", FP QM — (F" ® M)_gq be the canonical projection. Since (F" ® M)_4 exhausts
isotypic components, that is, (F* @ M)_g4 and F* @M /(F"* Q@ M)_4 do not have a common
isotypic component, (F™ ® M)_4 has a canonical crystal lattice given as the restriction of
LH(Fr M) = ZL(F") @ L(M) by Proposition Let v™, be the associated crystal
valuation, that is,

v () == v (7" ()
for x € F* @ M.

The goal of this subsection is to prove the following.

Theorem 8.9. Let v € F* ® M be given such that ¢ (zn) = x for some zy € FN @ M.
For d € Z>q, the limit
v¥y(x) == lim (v"4(zn) — dn)

exists and lies in Z U {oo}, where x, = ¢nn(xn) for n > N. Moreover, v*°,(z) is finite if
and only if x & (F>®° @ M)s_q.

In order to prove the theorem, we first need a series of lemmas leading to an injectivity
of ¢n ., followed by the projection to (F* ® M)_441 with ‘one degree up’ (Lemma BT3).
For d € Z>g, let M_4 = ®vewt(M),(v,A0)——d M, and let M>_g4, M~ _4 and so on be

defined in a similar way.

Lemma 8.10. Let d € Z>o, p € Py, and M € Zxo be given. Then there exists N =
N(d, p, M) such that the following statement holds for alln > N; For x € F" @ (M>_q) N
Lo(F™" @ M)nng+p, there exists x° € (F" @ M)>_q N Lo(F"™ @ M)nng+p such that

(1) x =2° (mod ¢.%(F" @ M)),

(2) v™(22_,) > M, where 2% _; denotes the projection of x° in F" @ (M<_q).

Proof. We may assume = € By(F" @ M) (mod ¢.Z(F" @ M)), say M ® b. Suppose that

M @b is connected to M™(pu, v) @b’ for some (u,v) € 2% and b’ € H"(u,v). Let (¢,n) € 22
be such that A7 = A} |, + wt(').
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Since
(8.15) AL, > AL, +wi(d) > wt(M @ b) =nho + p,

and hence there are only finitely many (u,v) € &2 satisfying (815, it suffices to prove the
case when (u,v) is fixed.

Let v = vam(upyery € Zo(F" ® M) be the projection of wpsn(,,) ® xp onto the
a.ssocia‘.ced isotypic component, which is a highest weight vector. Note that M ® b =
fiv - Fisfin - fin (M (u,v) @ ') for some i1, ...,ix and ji,...,j5. Let b/ = fi, --- fi,1 €
%(c), where %(c0) is the crystal of U (gl ). Note that wt(M ®@b) = nAg+ p is fixed, and

(8.16) wt(b") = wt(M @ b) — wt(M"(p,v) @) > nho+p — A},

where the rightmost term is independent of n. So, there are only finitely many b"’s satisfying
(BI4), and it suffices to prove the case when b € Z(c0) is fixed.

Put

2 = i [ GO € Lo(Fr @ M),

We claim that there exists N’ > 0 such that z° satisfies the required properties for all
n > N’ and for all M ® b subject to the assumptions on (i, v), b’, and b".

By construction, we have 2° = M ® b = x (mod ¢.Z(F™ ® M)). Also we have v €
(F™ @ M)>_gq since wt b’ > wtb and (wt b, Ag) > —d. This implies 2° € (F" @ M)>_q4.

So it remains to prove that v"(z2_;) > M, where 22 _; denotes the projection of z° in
F"® (Mc_q). Moreover, we may assume that ° = G(b"”)v, since F"* ® (M<_4) is stable
under ij and v"(fjaj) > v (z).

Step 1. First, we may write

(8.17) AGO") =Y wity, @ yi,

for some z; € U (0l ), ¥i € Uy (8log)—p; and t,, =[], t,(fi’Ak). Similarly, we write

K

(818) v = chwMj ® T,
J

for some ¢; € Q(q), M; € B(F™) and b; € HBy(M). Here, we have ¢; € Ag since v €
L(F™ @ M). By BIM) and (BI8), we have

(8.19) 2° =G0 v = ch(xitpinj) ® (yixs, ).

4,J

Step 2. We have wt(b;) > wt(b') > nAo + p — A}, for all j, since v € (F" ® M)Eiz)) C

(F*® M)(Su(i)n) (cf. BD) and ([BI8)). Therefore, as n varies, there are only finitely many

elements in %By(M) which may appear in (8I8) as b;, depending only on p and (u,v) as
in the case of b". Write wt(Mj;) = nAo + m;. Since wt(M; ® bj) = wt(v) = A?, and there
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are only finitely many choices for wt(b;), there are only finitely many elements = € P which

may appear as 7;, depending only on p and (i, v) as well.

Step 3. Consider z;wyy; and y;xp,’s in (819).
First, we take N1 such that quyia:bj € (M) for all 4,j. By Step 2, we may assume
that Ny depends only on p, (i, v), and b”.

Next, consider z;wy,;. For a fixed 7 € P, the set
{ex(M) |k €Z,M € B(F") with wt(M) =nAo+7}

is bounded above, whose upper bound is independent of n. Indeed, for M € Z(F") with
wt(M) = nlAg + m, we have (m,€x) > 0 for £ > 0 and (7, ¢;) < 0 for & < 0. Considering the
actions of éy, fr (k € Z) on B(F") = B(F)®", it is not difficult to see that

m € for k£ > 0,
co(M) < (7, €k+1)

—(m,ex) for k <O0.

By applying (28], there exists N” such that qN”fkwMj e Z(Fm™) for all k,j, and n.
Repeating similar arguments, we conclude that there exists Ny depending only on p, (i, v),
and b” such that ¢™2¢;zwa, € Z(F™) for all i, j, and n.

Step 4. Finally, consider ¢, wyy, in (8I9). Fix i and let I ; be such that t,(f“Ak)wMj =
g'*iwny,. By Step 2, {l; | k,j (k # 0) } has a lower bound independent of n. On the other
hand, the projection of y;x, onto M. _4 is nonzero if and only if (wt(y;zp,),Ao) < —d,

which is equivalent to
—(pi, Ao) = (Wt(yi), Ao) < —d — (wt(by), Ao) < —d — (wt(b'), Ag) < —d — (wt(b),Ag) < 0.

So we have (p;, Ag) > 0 in this case. Furthermore, this implies that lp; can be arbitrarily
large as n — oo, since the number of columns in M; not equal to |0) is bounded above by
—(mj, o), and the number of columns equal to |0) is arbitrarily large.

Therefore, combining with Step &, we conclude that there exists N = N(d, p, M) such
that v" (22 _,;) > M for n > N. This completes the proof. O

The following lemma says that an element of 7" ® (Mx>_4) can be approximated by an

element of (F" ® M)>_4 arbitrarily closely with respect to the g-adic topology in F" ® M.

Lemma 8.11. Let d,p and M be given as above. The following statement holds for all
sufficiently large n; Forx € F"®(M>_q) of weight nAo+ p, there exists x° € (FP"QM)>_q4
such that v (x) = v"(z°) and v"(z) + M < v"(x — x°).

Proof. Suppose that n > N(d,p, M), where N(d,p, M) is as in Lemma We may
assume that v”(z) = 0. By using Lemma BI0 we define z(®, 2z ... () ¢ (F* @
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M)>_qa N Lo(F" @ M)nay+p inductively by
k
¢ (m -2 qin’_d> =2 (mod % (F" @ M),
=0

ffj)) >M—k—1. Puta®= Z?io ¢z, Then v"(z) = v"(2°) and

M M M
o™ <£L‘ _ quw(z)> = min { v" (,T — Zqzx(;)d> , v <Z qim(i)d> } > M.
i=0 =0 =0

Next, we prove a lemma on a valuation of a projection on certain U, (slw,0)-modules,

and v"(x

O

which is analogous to Lemma

Lemma 8.12. Let (u,v), (¢,n) € P? be given with (u,v) < (¢,n). Let ¢, be the projection
of V(A}, ,)®M onto its isotypic component corresponding to Vo(A¢ ). Let vy, , be the crystal
valuation associated to L (A} ,)® %y(M). Let (0,7) € P be given such that (¢,n) < (o,7)
with v = Ay . — A} . Then for z € M.,
nlgrolo Vo (T (uan , @ @) = oo.

Proof. Recall that there exist g-Shapovalov forms on V(A}, ) in (1) and M in Proposi-
tion 318 Define a bilinear form (-, -) on V/(A; ,) @ M by (v1 @ x1,v2 ® x2) = (v1,v2){(T1,72)
for v; ® z; € V(A ) ® M. By Proposition 3.3, we have (uv,w) = (v,7(u)w) for v,w €
V(A ) @ M and u € U,(slx,0). Since L(V(A] ) ® £(M) is a crystal lattice, we also
have an analogue of Proposition for Z(V (A}, ) ® Lo(M).

Let o/ = Az, —Aj, . We may assume that H7, (u,v) = H, (u,v) by letting n sufficiently
large. For b € HJ\(u,v), let vy the projection of upn = @ x onto the isotypic component of
Vo(A¢.y)- One can easily see that v, is singular, v, € Z(V(A] ) ® Z(M), and

(8.20) Up — UAn | QD Tp € V(AZ)V) ® M-,
By similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma B2 we have
Vo (7 (uan , ® 2)) = min { (G vy, uan , @) | b€ Hy(p,v),0" € B(00)y—ry } .

We see from (B.20) that the weight of the first tensor component in G(b')(vy — uan , ® ) is
strictly less than A}, . Thus, this term cannot contribute to the pairing with u An @z Sim-
ilarly, the only term in G(b/)(u/\ﬁ,u ® x) that may contribute to the pairing is by an @
G(b')xp. Thus, we have

v (T, (uan , ® 7)) = min {q(_7+7/’szv)<G(b’)xb, z) b€ Hy(p,v),b € B(00)y—ry } :

Since (¢,n) < (o,7), we have (—y +v',A¢) > 1, and hence the above value diverges as

n — 00. O
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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 or~ proved in Lemma[3.15]

Lemma 8.13. Let (,Uﬂ V)v (Ca 77) € ‘@2 be given with (u’ V) g (Cv 77) and d = |<|_|lu| = |77|_|V|)
and let v = A?m — AJ, . Then the following statements hold for all sufficiently large n and
N;

(1) The map

TN 0 Gnnin s (F @ M) — (FHY 0 M) g

s injective.

(2) Forallze (F"® M)EZ’Z)), we have

VN (Gnnin () € v (2) + N(d— 1) + [r1,72],

where [r1,72] is an interval independent of x, n and N, depending only on (u,v)
and (¢, 7).

Proof. Let N be given.

Step 1. Let Vy be the irreducible highest weight U, (gl )-module with highest weight
NAg. By Proposition [3.2] one can check the following commutative diagram of U, (gl,,)-

linear maps:

M —5— Mo M
H l(ﬂZ\o,NA[)@l)oEN

(8.21) M— 5 Vv M

!

M DN FN o M

where 720,84, : M = Vz,0(0) — V(NAg) is the canonical projection B.I1), Enx(z ® y) =
g NOWtyR0) g @ 9 and Viy — FV is the unique embedding sending unp, — |0)EN.

On the other hand, let W be the ireducible highest weight U, (gl.o) ® U,(gl<()-module
with highest weight —ay, which is isomorphic to M_; C M with highest weight vector fy.
Let my : M — W be the canonical projection which is U, (gl.o) ® U,(gl<()-linear. Recall
that

T::0r7:M$M®MﬂW—W>W®M

(cf. B)). Since the map W = M_; — Vi — F is injective, where the first map is

TZ\0,N Ao, We may regard r as a map

(8.22) r:M— FN @M.
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Step 2. Note that (v,A¢) = —d by assumption. We may assume that HJ(u,v) =
Ho(pu,v). Let ¢ = 7" 0 dpnin. Let wypn(u,) @ a2 € (F" @ M)a(f,") be given for
be H,(u,v).

Consider ¢(wprn(u,) @ ). Since M = P 5o M-_q4, we have by B2I) and (8.22)

do,n () = ¢V 0)EN @ @y, + ¢V D (a) +
for some y € F¥ @ (M>_g42), while r(xp) € F¥ ® (M_g441), and hence

s N(Wagn () @ T)

= ¢V i) @ 10)2N @ 3 + gV Y

Warn () @ 1(2) + Warn () @ Y-

Let N, be such that ¢~ Ner(zy,) € Z(F>* ® M) and ¢~ Ner(b) = F(zp) (mod ¢.%(F> @
M)) (cf. [62), [63])). We choose N to be sufficiently large so that Nd > N(d—1)+ N, > 0.
Note that this choice of N is independent of n.

By Lemma Rl for all sufficiently large n, there exists y° € (F"™ ® M)>_g12 such
that

VI (warn ) @y = 9°) >V (warn ) @ y) + Nd > Nd.,

Put X = ¢nntn(Warn(u) @ ) — y°. Then X and ¢y ni N (Warn (u,) ® p) has the same

image under 7 j;ivl, and

(8.23) ¢ NUED=No x = V() @F(D)  (mod ¢.Z(F' Y @ M)).

Since 7 commutes with &, f; for i # 0, we have &(M"(u,v) ® F(b)) = 0 for i # 0.

Moreover, if n is sufficiently large, éo(M™(u,v) ® 7(b)) = 0 by tensor product rule (23).
h.w.

So M™(u,v) @ 7(b) is connected to M (uy, 1) @ b € B, ((]—'"JFN ® M) (Cm) ) as a

(15v6)
n+N
HbsVb *

U, (gl,, 4 v)-crystal for some (uy, 1) and b € Hyr(py, vp) with ' = A"+N

By construction of 7 and the fact that U,(gl,,, n)-crystal operators does not affect the
tensor component in M, b depends only on b and (wt(b'), Ag) = —d + 1. This implies that
X has non-zero image under the projection onto (F"*V @ M) (oo, Vb) C (F N @ M)_ay1,
and hence so does ¢p it N (Warn () @ 1), that is, d(warn () @ ) # 0.

Step 3. For each z € @0 = By ((f" ® M)Eiz))), choose sequences of crystal operators
F, = fzz,l : fzz o, and F = sz e fsz,yz such that

for some b, € H.,(u,v). Forb € H,(u,v), let vy = vagn(,,)@p be the projection of wysm ()@

xp onto (F" ® ./\/l)gft Z) (cf. the proof of Lemmam

Suppose a non-zero weight vector x € (F" ® M) is given. We have

w/)

(8.24) r= Y c.F.Fu,,
2€E%Bo
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for some ¢, € Q(g) and 1 < j, 4 < n, since {F, F Up, } e, form a basis of (F™ ®M)EEZ) at
q = 0, and the weight spaces of F™* ® M are finite-dimensional.
Let us consider
’y = Z CZFZFZ (wM"(;,L,IJ) ® Ibz) 5

ZERBo
which will be used as an approximation of . Then z—y € (F"® M) and ¢ nin(T—

y) € (FnHN (X)j\/l)<(C ) (cf. Proposition [6.10). Thus, we have

>(p,v)

w/)’

anz_iv1(¢n,n+N($ —y)) = aniv1(¢n,n+N(Wﬁd+1($ - 9)),
and
. n+N/_n+N
V—d+1 (d)n n+N($ - y)) =V (ﬂ-—d+1 (¢n,n+N(I - y)))
(8.25) = v N @ N (Gnn N (T g1 (2 — 1))
=v" (g (x—y))+ N(d—1) by Proposition 83
for all sufficiently large n, depending only on (¢, 7).
Step 4. Next, consider ¢(y). Let z1,- -,z € Py be such that
N(d—=1)+ Ny, +v(cs,) =min{N(d—1)+ Ny, +v(c:) |2 € o} =m (i=1,...,1),

where Ny is defined in Step 2. Since H,(u,v) is finite, we may choose N sufficiently large so
that assumptions in Step 2 are satisfied for all b € H,(u,v). Then, by the same argument
as in Step 2 (see (B23))), we have

(8.26) ¢ ™o(y Z g Ve, FE, (M (u,v) ®7(b,,))  (mod ¢.%(F*N @ M)).

=1
On the other hand, as in Step 2, if n is sufficiently large, then M™(u,v) ® T(b) is of highest
weight for all b € H, (u1,v) as an element of U, (sl 0)-crystal, and there exists a morphism
of U, (sloo,0) ® U, (gl,)-crystals
v B (Fr @ M) —— %o (FN @ M)
M"™(p,v) @ b ——— M"™(u,v) @ F(b),
which is injective since T is injective. In particular, since the summands of the right hand

side of (82Z6) are linearly independent, we have ¢(y) # 0 and v* ¥ (¢(y)) = m.

Step 5. We may assume that v"(z) = 0 so that min{wv(c,)|z € Bp} = 0. Let r; =
min{N, | b € Hy(p,v)} and ro = max{Ny |b € H,(i,v)}. Then we have

(8.27) Nd—1)+r <m< N(d—1)+ry,

since v(c;) > 0for z € By andm < N(d—1)+Ny_, +v(c.r) = N(d—1)+ Ny, < N(d—1)+rp
where 2’ € % is such that v(e,/) = 0.
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By ([820) and then applying Lemma BI2 we see that if we take a sufficiently large n,
then v" (7" ;1 (Warn (up) @ Tp — vp)) > 1o for all b € H,(p1,v). Combining with (8.25]) and
B210), it follows that

VN (Gnmin (2 = y) > m = v"N (6(y)).

Since ¢(z) = ¢(y) + wfjl'ivl (bnntn(x —y)), we conclude that v (¢(x)) = m.
In particular, we have ¢(z) # 0, and v"*V(¢(x)) € N(d — 1) + [r1,72] by (82T7). This
proves (1) and (2). O

Remark 8.14. We emphasize that there exist n’ and N’, depending only on (u,r) and
(¢,n), and not depending on each other such that the statements (1) and (2) of Lemma BI3]
hold for all n > n/ and N > N’.

Remark 8.15. For a weight vector x € F" ® M with v*(z) = [, we have ¢ 'z = ¢
(mod g% (F™ ®M)) for some zg € Zo(F"Q@M)/qLo(F* @ M) = Q-span of By(F" @ M).
Let us call zg the lowest degree coefficient of x. We have seen in the proof of Lemma [B.13]
more precisely, by (826, that the the lowest degree coefficient of wf‘gfl 0Pt N(Warn () @
xp) is in the Q-span of the connected component of M™(u,v) @ F(b) (b € Hy(u,v)) with
respect the crystal operators for U, (slo0) @ Up(gl,,)-

For n > 1 and (p,v) € 22, let m(,,) : F* @ M — (F" ® M)(,,,) denote the canonical

projection.
Lemma 8.16. For x € (F" @ M) let

W(z) ={(0,7) € 2*|(0,7) < ((,n), T(uw)(@) #0 for some (p,v) < (0,7) }.
Then we have W (¢, i1 (z)) € W (2).

Proof. If (u',v!) (I =1,---,k) are the minimal elements in W"(x), then € Zle(]:" ®

M)(ZC(;QUL) By Proposition 610, we have ¢, n4+1(x) € Zle(]:”“ ® M)g(’zz7ul), which
proves the claim. O

Proof of Theorem[8.9l Suppose that a nonzero z € F*°®M is given. Let x,, € F"QM be
given for all sufficiently large n such that ¢, (z,) = = and ¢n nt1(2n) = Tnt1. We may also
assume that x, € (F" @ M)& for some (¢,n) € 2. For each n, we put z,, g = 7" ()
for simplicity. Note that v”  (z,) = v (2n,—a).

Let W(z) = (,,>1 W"(xn), which is a well-defined non-empty set by Lemma[8.16l Ford €
Z>o, let W_g(x) :_{ (o,7) € W(x)|[|¢| — |o| = d}, and similarly define Wx>_4(z), Ws_4(z),

and so on.
Case 1. Suppose that © € (F* ® M)s_q4, that is, W(z) = W~_4(z). Then z,, _q = 0 for

all sufficiently large n. Hence v" ;(z,) = oo for all sufficiently large n, which implies that

v, (z) = o0.
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Case 2. Suppose that € (F® @ M)\ (F* ® M)s_g4, that is, W<_g(x) # 0. We prove
v>,(z) € Z by using induction on |Wc_g(x)|.

Step 1. If We_g(x) = 0, then z,, € (F™ ® M)>_g4 for all sufficiently large n, and hence
there exists, n/, independent of x, such that \V’_“;l(xmrN) =v",(zn) +d for n > n' by
Proposition 85 which implies v>,(z) € Z.

Note that in this case, we have v*,(x) = v" ,(x) — nd for sufficiently large n. We remark
that n depends only on ({,n) and not on z, while it depends on z in Step 2.

Step 2. Suppose that We_4(z) # 0. Then 7, ,(z,) # 0 for some n € Z>o and
(p,v) € 2% with (u,v) < (¢,n) and || — |p| > d. Since There exists (0, 7) € 92 satisfying
(p,v) < (o,7) < (¢,n) and || — |o| = d + 1, we have (0,7) € W_g4_1(z) by definition,
and hence |[W<_g4_1(2)| < |[W<_q(z)|. By induction hypothesis, v>, ,(x) is finite. This, in
particular, implies that x,, _q—1 # 0 for all sufficiently large n, and hence W_4_1(z) # 0.

Fix a sufficiently large N so that Lemma holds for all (u,v) € W_4-1(z). For

simplicity, we write ¢ = wfj;N O P ntN. Since

Tp =Tp>—d+ Tn,—d+ Tp,—d-1+ Tn<—d—1,
where z,,~_q = Zid,>7d ZTp,—q and Tp «_q—1 is defined similarly, we have
(8.28) Tn+N,—d = V(Tn,~a) + Y(Tn,—a—1) + Y(@n,<—a-1).

Note that ¥ (x,,>—q) = 0 by Proposition B35
Step 3. We proceed with finding a bound of valuation of each component in (828). First,

we have
(8.29) v N (W(n,<—a-1)) > V" (@n,<—a—1) = min { v" g (tn,c—g-1) |d > d+2}
. =min { v (z) +dn|d >d+2}

for all sufficiently large n. Here, we have the first inequality since ¢ preserves crystal
lattices, and the last equality by applying induction hypotheses to the case of d’ since
We—a ()| < [We—a(z)].

On the other hand, by applying Lemma B3| to all (i, v) € W_g4_1(z), we see that there

exists 71,79 such that
vy 1 (@n—do1) + AN+ SV (20, —a-1)) SV (Tn 1) + AN + 1o,

for all sufficiently large n. By induction hypothesis, we have v" ;, | (zn,—4—1) = v>,_;(z) +
(d+ 1)n and hence

(8.30) v*%_1(2)+(d+1)n+dN+ry < v N (W(zn —a-1)) < v_1(x)+(d+1)n+dN +rs.

Step 4. We claim that

(831) V"N (@een—a) = min {1V @@ —a) 95 (G(@a-a1) )

for all sufficiently large n (cf. (829).
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First, the lower bound of 829 is (d + 2)n + ¢ (¢ € Z), since there are only finitely many
d'" > d+2 such that v*°;, (z) < oo, while the upper bound in (830) is of the form (d+1)n+¢
(¢ € Z). This implies that

(8:32) VN ((@n,—a-1)) < VIEN ($(@n,<—a-1)),s
for all sufficiently large n, and hence
(8.33) VN (@n gy, —a) = min { v (_a(@)) v (U@, —a1)) | -

Now, we claim that the lowest degree coeflicients of 1(xy, _q) and ¥(2,,_q—1) (see Re-
mark BT5) do not cancel each other in ¥(z,,—q) + ¥(@n,—4¢—1). This implies that the in-
equality in (833) becomes equality.

Indeed, the lowest degree coefficient of 1(xy,—q) is in the Q-linear span of elements of
%o (F"N © M) connected to

(8.34) {M™(p,v) @ [0)*N @b | (n,v) < (C,m), ¢ = |ul =d, be Hy(p,v)},

under the crystal operators of U, (slo,0) ® U,(gl,,) (see the proof of Proposition 8.5 where
v = A¢cy — Au). On the other hand, by Remark BI5 the lowest degree coefficient of
(T, —d—1) is in the Q-span of elements of % (F”+N ® ./\/l) connected to

(8.35) {M" (') @T®) | (1) < (Cm), K] = W'l =d+1, b € Hy(u',v") },

under the crystal operators of U, (slsc,0)®U, (gl,,). Note that 7 : By(M) — B(FN)@%,(M)
and 7(b') = M @b for some M # |0)®N and b € %y(M). Also recall that M (u', ") @7(b')
is of highest weight as an element of a U, (sl 0)-crystal for sufficiently large n (see Step 2
in the proof of Lemma BI3). Similarly, M"(u,v) ® [0)®Y ® b is of highest weight as an
element of a U, (sle0)-crystal. Hence, if M™(u/,1') @ T(b') and M"(pu,v) © [0)*N @ b are
connected with respect to the U, (slw,0) ® U, (gl,,)-crystal operators, they must be connected
solely through the crystal operators of U, (gl,,), which is impossible, since the components
|0)N @b and M @b’ are clearly different. Note that they may still be connected with respect
to U, (9!, n)-crystal operators, and the restriction to U,(gl,) is crucial for this argument
to work. This proves the claim and hence (83T]).

Step 5. Now, we claim that
(8.36) VN (@pen,—a) = VRN ($(@n,—a)),
for all sufficiently large n. We observe from (831 that @, +n,—q # 0 for all sufficiently large
n.
By Proposition [R5
(8.37) VN (W (@n,—a)) = V2 g(@n,—a) + dN,
for all sufficiently large n, which implies w’igN(anrN,,d) < v" (Tn,—a) + dN by B3]).

Suppose that this holds for n > ny. Then the sequence {v” ;(x,,—q) — dn} takes maximum
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value for n < no+N, so there exists C' such that v, (2, —q) < dm+C for all m. Combining
this with m replaced by n + N and &30), we have v" 5N (z,4n,—a) < v" 5 (¥(2n,—da-1))
for all sufficiently large n. Hence, it follows from (831]) that

(8.38) VN @) = VY (@ -a) < VY (0@, —a-1))

for all sufficiently large n, which proves (836)).

Step 6. By ([830) and (831), we have

‘VT;N(xvﬁN,—d) = Wid(xn,—d) +dN,

for all sufficiently large n. We may repeat the preceeding argument with N + 1 instead
of N to obtain v" V™ (x4 nvi1,—a) = v"y(¥n,—a) + d(N + 1) for all sufficiently large n.

Combining these two equations, we conclude that the sequence {v" ;(%y, —d)}nez., satisfies

szl ($n+1,7d) = Vﬁd(fpn,fd) +d

for all sufficiently large n. Thus, v, (z) is well-defined and is finite. This completes the
induction step, and hence the proof of Theorem O

Remark 8.17. Summarizing from (832]), (836)-(R3]), we see that given z,

v (@n,—a) + AN = vy ((n,—a)) = V5 (@nan,—a) < VI ($(@n,—d-1))
= v N ((@n,<—a)) < VIEN (Y (@n,<—a-1))

(cf. (B28)) for all sufficiently large n and N, where N depends on z, and n depends on z
and N.

8.4. Socle filtration of 7> ® M. For d € Z>¢, let

(F® ® M)>_q Fo oM

8.39 voo X _©M)zmd oy, S O
(8.39) S e T e M

Then we define

LVy) = {EeVd|x€}'°°®M,Viod($) ZO}’
ZVg) =V;NZLVa).

Theorem 8.18. For d € Z>q, we have the following.
(1) £ (Va) is a crystal valuation.
(2) Z(V3) is a crystal lattice.
(3) The map
2LWVi)/aZ(Vq) — L Va)/¢Z (Va)
induced from the inclusion V3 C Vq is an isomorphism of Q-spaces, that is, Z(Va)

is saturated with respect to V3.
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Proof. (1) It is clear that v, induces a well-defined crystal valuation on V4 by definition
of v*°, and Theorem

(2) Since v, is also a crystal valuation on V3, it is enough to show that Z(V3) is a free

Ap-module.
Let (¢,n) € 22 be given. Let (F" @ M)$") = (F' @ M) 0 (F* © M)>_q. Then
oo (¢,m) Fn (¢,m)
7gm§ﬁ;§}§ is a direct limit of %_ Let
o0 « n (¢.m)
geien = gy T E M M)i L = Z(FreM)n R M)«; Ok
(Fe M) (Fr o M)J7

Then by Proposition 85 (1) and Theorem [80]

2206 — iy g~ 9 (G,
—

n

Note that 2™ is a free Ag-module, as it is given by a restriction of a crystal lattice
on F>® @ M. Any submodule of .Z° (¢ with finite rank is free, since it is contained in
£ for some n. Therefore, we conclude that 2% (¢ is free by [21, Theorem 2.4.3],
since it is countably generated as an Ag-module.

(3) Since the map is clearly injective, it is enough to show that it is surjective. Suppose
that T € Vy is given. We show that T = 2° (mod ¢.¢(Vy)) for some 2° € (F>® @ M)>_4.
We keep the notations and assumptions in the proof of Theorem B9 So we assume that
z € (F* o M) =lim (F" o M),

For m > n, denote v, = 1, 0 ¢p, . We claim that for all sufficiently large m,
V0 (@m,—d) < V2 (Y (Tn,<—a)) -
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
sag) TmEmed) = ”TJ N 6 G (Y@ <mt) + T2 (S (0 <—a)))
= 7" N (Dmmt N U (@n,<—a)) + TN (Srmms N (@Tm<—a)),
where we have used 7™ (¢ v (77 T2 g(Dnm(Tn,<—q)))) = 0 at the first equality.

For all sufficiently large m,

VT;_N (77m+N(¢m mtN (Ym (Tn,<— d))))

=", (Ym(@n,<—q)) + AN by Proposition
(8.41)
> v (Xm,—qa) + AN by P(m,n)

= VT;N(JijLNﬁd) by Theorem [8.9]
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On the other hand, from Remark B.I7, we have

(8.42) VI (@Y (G N (Tm,<—a))) > VI (@nn,—a),

for all sufficiently large m and N, where m depends on N. Combining (841 and (842]), we
have P(m + N,n) by (840).

Step 2. Recall that P(n + N, n) holds for all sufficiently large n and N by Remark B17
Also, by applying Step 1 to NN +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 2° = ¢ (2, >—q). Then z° € (F>*° ® M)>_4. By P(m,n), we have

WTd(xm,—d) < WTd(¢m($n,<—d)) = v (Pm(Tn — Tp,>—d)) = v (Tm — 25,),

for all sufficiently large m, where 20, = @p.m(2n,>_q). By taking a limit, we have 0 =
v, (z) < v>(z — 2°), and hence v, (z) = v>(2°) =0 and T = 2° (mod ¢.£(V4)). This

completes the proof of the surjectivity. O

Remark 8.19. The Ag-modules .Z(V;) and £ (V]) are given in a non-constructive way.

We do not know an effective algorithm to compute v,.
Theorem 8.20. For d € Z>¢, V3 has a crystal base (£ (V3), B(VS)) with
0\ ~v H,(u,v
#Vi) = @ (%o(A¢n) ®<@u,V)®‘ ol

(1) Z(Cm)s
[¢I=Inl=[n|—|v|=d

where v = A¢y — Ay .
Proof. By Theorem B7, we have

Vi = (Vo(Agy) @ Vi) 1001
(1) <(Csm)
By uniqueness of a crystal lattice for an integrable U, (sl 0)-module (Proposition (2))
and an extremal weight modules U, (gl )-module (Proposition [7)), any crystal lattice of
V3 is isomorphic to @ (Lo(Acy) © L)) which has a crystal given above. The

conclusion follows from Theorem BIg (2). O

Remark 8.21. One may regard Theorem BI8] as a generalization of Proposition By
Theorem BI8 #(V3) is a Q-basis of £ (Vy)/q.L(V4). However, we do not know how to
construct a basis of Vy lifting the crystal %(V3), while there exists a basis B = {x3 |b €
B(V3)} of V3 such that z, = b (mod ¢.Z(V3)).

Now we are in a position to show that the filtration { (F>° ® M)>_q }acz., is indeed a
socle filtration. We first consider the following general situation.

Let ({Mn}n>1,{¢n}n>1) be a directed system of Q(g)-spaces with M = lim M, such
that
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(1) M, is a U, (slw,0) ® U,(gl,)-module, whose set of weights is finitely dominated,

(2) M, is a direct sum of Vo(A¢ ) ® V', with finite multiplicity,

(3) én: My — My is an injective U, (sle,0) ® U, (gl,,)-linear map.
By (3), M becomes a U, (slx,0) @ Uy, (glso)-module. Let ({Nn}n>1,{dn|n, }n>1) be a sub-
directed system with N = h_rI}H N, satisfying the following:

(1) Ny is a Uy(sloo,0) ® Up(gl,)-submodule of M,,
(2) N,, and M,,/N,, do not have common isotypic component,
(3) N is a semisimple U, (slo,0) ® U, (gl o)-submodule of M,
(4)

4) M has a crystal valuation v, which is saturated with respect to N.

Theorem 8.22. We have N = soc M.

Proof. Let £ (M) = Ly, and let Z(M') = M' N L (M) for any Q(q)-subspace M’ of M.
We may regard M,, C M since ¢, is injective for n > 1. Since £ (M,,) is a crystal valuation,
we may apply an analogue of Proposition [L.7] for U, (slw,0) ® U,(gl,)-modules M,’s (see
Remark [T6]).

Suppose that there exists a non-zero submodule N’ C M such that N N N’ = {0}. Put
N! = N'N M, for n > 1. By the condition (1) on N, Proposition [[.5, and Remark [7.6]
we have Z(N, & N}) = Z(N,) & Z(N}) for n > 1. Taking a direct limit, we have
Z(N@N')=2Z(N)® ZL(N'). Since the inclusion N @ N’ — M induces an embedding

Z(N @ N') ~ Z(N) . Z(N") . ZL(M)
¢Z(NeN')  qZ(N)  ¢Z(N')  ¢Z(M)

and Z(N)/qL(N) — L(M)/qL (M) is an isomorphism by Proposition [[.12] we conclude

that Z(N')/qZ(N') = 0. This contradicts the fact that no element in £ (M) is infinitely

divisible by g. Therefore, N is a maximal semisimple submodule. ([

Theorem 8.23. { (F>™° ® M)>_4 }dez., is the socle filtration of F>° @ M.

Proof. It is equivalent to showing that V] = socVy for d € Z>, where V] and Vg are as in

®39). For (¢,n) € 22, let
(F 0 MST) = (F= @ M) 0 (F* 0 M)> -,
(F* @ M) = (F* 0 M) 0 (F* @ M)s_a.
Since F* @ M =@, (F* @ M)EM it is enough to show

(GW®MWW> (F* o M)ET
SOC = =
(F=© ML)

(8.43) :
(F= © ML)

First, consider
d (F™ @ M) (Frtl @ M)Em)

: — .
T FEe M) (Frr e M)»E)
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If n is sufficiently large, then the map (F" ® ./\/l) o V) — (Ftl @ M)Eiz)) induced from
¢ 11 is injective for all (u,v) < (¢,n) with [¢| — |u| = [n] — |v| = d by Corollary B, and

we have

(F>®® M)(C 31)
(e’s) ¢ n )’
Fro M) (Fre M)C
By letting
CFreMmen o (FreM)En
(Fro M) (Fr o M)
we can check that M, and N,, satisfy all the other conditions, and then apply Theorem B.22]

to obtain (B43). O
Corollary 8.24. For d € Z>o, £ (Va) is a saturated crystal valuation.
Proof. It follows from Theorem I8 O

As an important application, we obtain the following, which is one of our main results.

Theorem 8.25. For p,v € &, the U,(gl.)-module V, g @ Vp,,, has a socle filtration with
the Loewy length min{|pl|, |v|} + 1, and its subquotients are given by

socdt1 (Vo © Vo) ~ @ Vc@nc Y
d no
soc? (V.0 @ Vp) () > ()
lul=[¢I=lv|=[n|=d
for 0 < d < min{|ul, |v]}, where n) = [H,(C,n)| with v = A — A¢y. In particular,

Vo ® Vp, is indecomposable.

Proof. By Theorem [6.7] and Theorem 823 we have

soC ( V“’@ © V@’V
socd(V, 0@V ,)

which implies the decomposition of the associated subquotient. (I

) = Hoqu(sloo,o) (VO(A}L,V)5 V;) ,

Remark 8.26. The tensor product in Theorem[R.25]is ® = ®_ by our convention (5.4). The
socle filtration of V , ® V,, g has the same subquotients (cf. Corollary @7 and Remark A.§).
Moreover, combining with Proposition and ([@3]), we have a combinatorial formula for

n‘g as follows:

n mC n Zcoccan

We may also obtain the above formula by applylng Theorem B20 (cf. (Z3) to H.,((,n).

ey

Corollary 8.27. For p,v € 2 andd € Lo, the U, (glsq)-module V,, @+ Vp,, / soc?(V, @+

Vo) has a saturated crystal valuation v such that Ly /qLy has a Q-basis, which forms a

EB"CW
@ ‘@Cn
(1,v)2>(¢m)
[el=1¢I=lv]=nl=d

crystal isomorphic to



TENSOR PRODUCT OF EXTREMAL WEIGHT MODULES OF TYPE A4 69

Proof. By Theorem [6.7, the U, (sl 0)-weight space of V; with weight A, ., is isomorphic
to V004V, / soct(V, @4 Vp,,) as a U, (glso)-module, and £ (Vg)a, , is its Ag-submodule
stable under the crystal operators éj, fj (j € Z>p), which are pullbacks of the upper crystal
operators for U, (gl.,) under the map (.I0). Hence, we have an upper crystal valuation
(crystal valuation with upper crystal operators) of V, g @4 Vp .,/ soct(V,, g ®4 V) at ¢ =0,
under (5I0). By [I5, Lemma 2.4.1], this gives a lower crystal valuation with the same
properties. ([

Remark 8.28. By Remark 4.8 Corollary also holds for Vp , ®+ V), ¢.

Example 8.29. The crystal valuation constructed in Corollary B.27 for V(1) g ® Vp, (1) agrees
with %y in Example [[.14] up to scaling.
The inclusion Vo(A(y,1)) @ (Vp,1) @ Vi1y,0) C F> @ M is given by

VA1) @ U, (1) @ u(ry,0 — fol0) @1+ (¢—¢ 1)0) ® fo

up to scaling. Using the same notations as in Example [[.IJ4] the image of elements of

Vo,(1) ®— V(1),p are given by
Uy @V (M#A 1) = p*l0)@--0) @) ®---@|-1)---®[0)®1
(|-1) at m-th position, |1) at n-th position)
vy @u — fol0) @1+ (¢ —¢ )[0)® fo
Unv @ U + PU(niryy @ Unp1 —  (p20)2 D @ f]0) @ |0) + p°(0)°" © fol0)) ® 1

Then for example, one can show that ¢~V t2vv ®v1 +- - - quyv @y is mapped to an element
of L (F>*° @ M). Using this, one can compute the restriction of Zy(F>* @ M), which is
constructed in the proof of Theorem 825, onto Vj 1) ®— V(10

8.5. Socle filtration of tensor product of extremal weight modules. For o, 7, u,v €
P, let
nin = 2 (DMK
A

where A" denotes the conjugate of A\. For V € C, let [V] denote the isomorphism class of V'
in K(C). Given A, u € & with p C A, write [Vy,,.9] = 3, b, [Vi0] for simplicity, and write

v Cpv

[Vi,x/u] in a similar way. Then we have the following character formula.

Proposition 8.30. For o,7 € &, we have
Vord = > niilVie©Voul= Y (=DMVon0 @ Vorynl-
nrveP ACo,1’
Proof. Note that I = {[V, 9@V, ]|p,v € &} and S ={ [V, ;]| 0,7 € &} are Z-bases of
K(C). By Proposition 6 we have

(8.44) Vo @ Vool = Y mbl[Vo].
o, TEP
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On the other hand, let A be the Z-algebra generated by h;", hy (r,s € Z~¢) subject to the
relations h,th, = h_h++h; WAt R b, with m = min{r, s} [27] 1.5 Example 29].

For A € 2, we put s+ = det(hi irihicig<en)- Then {sfsy [p,v e P} and {s;s] |o,7 €
P} are Z-bases of A. Then we have

+eo— — 124
5,8, = E mUTsTsU,
o, TEDP
(8.45)
s 8, = E TS, Sy s
wred

for p,v,0,7 € P by [22, Corollary 7.3]. Comparing (844) and the first equation in (845,

we see that the second equation in (48] also gives the transition matrix from I to S. O

Now, we can describe the socle filtration of the tensor product of any two extremal weight

modules.

Theorem 8.31. Let o, 3,7,6 € & be given with || + |y| = M and |5 + || = N. For
0 <d<min{M, N}, we have

d+1(V V- (é,%)
soc 0,8 ® Va6) @ Dlarp( o
b,

socd(Va,g @ Vi 5) be
|$1=M=d, [$|=N—d

where
99) pylel+irlee B i &£
(a B)(76) Z Z Z CG' TC 77 ;U'C Vn qu pw'
(&m,p) (1,v,n,€) (0,7)
Proof. We have

U=Vap®@Vis CVapg@WVg@Vyp@ Vs =Vap@V,p@ V@ Vys =V,

where the first inclusion follows from Corollary and the second isomorphism follows
from applying R matrix.

By Corollary 825, soc?*1(V)/soc?(V) has a direct summand Vs 4 only when |¢| = M —d
and || = N —d for 0 < d < min{M, N}. Since soc?(U) = U N soc?(V), the same holds
for soc?*1(U)/soc?(U). Finally, we obtain the formula for multiplcity of Vj, in U by
Proposition B30 and the usual Littlewood-Richardson formula. ([l

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 Vi, 5 ®V; 5/ s0c?(Vy 5@V, 6),

we expect that it has a crystal valuation.

Remark 8.33. We follow the notations in the proof of Proposition L Letx = (x1,22,...)
and y = (y1,¥2,...) be two sets of formal variables. Let ej (k € Zs¢) be another set of

generators of A determined by S)\ = det(eA<7i+j)1Si7j§g(>\), which also satisfy efe; =
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esef +eg e+ erpne,, with m = min{r,s}. Put E¥(t) = 3, -, e t". Then we
have the following identity called non-symmetric Cauchy identity [27, I.5_Example 29]:

1
Hi,jZl(l - 951‘?/]‘)7
where E*(y) = ET(y1)E + (y2)ET (y3) -+ and E™(z) = E™(21)E™ (22)E™ (a3)---. It can be
viewed as a non-commutative character identity associated to the decomposition in Propo-
sition (see [22] Theorem 7.10] for a crystal-theoretic proof and also [23] for a bijective

(8.46) EM()E™ (v) =E" (2)E* (y)

proof).
Put H5(t) = Y450 hi-tk, H* (y) and H™ () in a similar way. Then we have
(8.47) Ef (y)H () =8 (2)E" (y) [] (1 + ziyy).

i,j>1
We may also have a similar representation theoretic interpretation of the above identity. In
this case, we replace F} in F" = F} @ F} with a bosonic Fock space so that Ugy(slc,0) is
replaced by a g-boson algebra associated to a general linear Lie superalgebra of infinite rank
with respect to its even part, and Vp(A,,) with a ¢-deformed Kac-module.
On the other hand, a categorification of the identities including ([846]) and ([BA4T) 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 sly-modules [28], which has

properties similar to C.
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