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ABSTRACT. The class of quantum affinizations (or quantum loop algebras, see [Dr2, CP3, GKV,
VV2, Mil, N1, Jin, H3]) includes quantum affine algebras and quantum toroidal algebras. In
general they have no Hopf algebra structure, but have a “coproduct” (the Drinfeld coproduct)
which does not produce tensor products of modules in the usual way because it is defined in a
completion. In this paper we propose a new process to produce quantum fusion modules from it :
for all quantum affinizations, we construct by deformation and renormalization a new (non semi-
simple) tensor category Mod. For quantum affine algebras this process is new and different from
the usual tensor product. For general quantum affinizations, for example for toroidal algebras,
so far, no process to produce fusion modules was known. We derive several applications from
it : we construct the fusion of (finitely many) arbitrary I-highest weight modules, and prove
that it is always cyclic. We establish exact sequences involving fusion of Kirillov-Reshetikhin
modules related to new T-systems extending results of [N4, N3, H5]. Eventually for a large class
of quantum affinizations we prove that the subcategory of finite length modules of Mod is stable
under the new monoidal bifunctor.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper ¢ € C* is not a root of unity.
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21
27
36

Drinfeld [Drl] and Jimbo [Jim] associated, independently, to any symmetrizable Kac-Moody alge-
bra g and ¢ € C* a Hopf algebra U, (g) called quantum Kac-Moody algebra. The quantum algebras
of finite type U,(g) (g of finite type) and their representations have been intensively studied (see
for example [CP3, L2, R2] and references therein). The quantum affine algebras U,(g) (g affine
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algebra) are also of particular interest : they have two realizations, the usual Drinfeld-Jimbo real-
ization and a new realization (see [Dr2, B]) as a quantum affinization of a quantum algebra of finite
type Uy(g). Quantum affine algebras and their representations have also been intensively studied
(see among others [AK, CP1, CP2, CP3, EM, FR, FM, H5, Kas2, N1, N4, VV3] and references
therein).

The quantum affinization process (that Drinfeld [Dr2] described for constructing the second
realization of a quantum affine algebra) can be extended to all symmetrizable quantum Kac-Moody
algebras U, (g) (see [Jin, N1]). One obtains a new class of algebras called quantum affinizations
: the quantum affinization of U, (g) is denoted by U,(§) and contains U,(g) as a subalgebra. The
quantum affine algebras are the simplest examples and have the singular property of being also
quantum Kac-Moody algebras. The quantum toroidal algebras (affinizations of quantum affine
algebras) are also of particular importance, see for example [GKV, Mil, Mi2, N1, N2, Sa, Sc, STU,
TU, VV2]. In analogy to the Frobenius-Schur-Weyl duality between quantum groups of finite
type and Hecke algebras [Jim2], and between quantum affine algebras and affine Hecke algebras
[CP4], quantum toroidal algebras have a close relation [VV1] to double affine Hecke algebras and
their degenerations (Cherednik’s algebras [Che2]) which have been recently intensively studied
(for example see [BE, Chel, GGOR, GS, V, VV4] and references therein). In general a quantum
affinization (for example a quantum toroidal algebra) is not isomorphic to a quantum Kac-Moody
algebra and has no Hopf algebra structure. For convenience of the reader, we ”describe” in the
following diagram the relations between these different algebras (in particular with the two main
classes of algebras considered in this paper, quantum Kac-Moody algebras on the left and quantum
affinizations on the right).

Hecke algebras Affine Hecke
Quantum Kac-Moody ) Quantum affinizations algebras
Algebras
-7 [dim2] [CP3]
Cherednik
Quantum algebras of finite type [Dr2] Quantum affine algebras algebras

[Dr2B] __-z=°7"

Quantum affine algebras .ozt

Quantum toroidal algebras

[GKV, N1, Jin]
- int. highest weight rep. [R1, L2] - int. I-highest weight rep.
[CP1, Mi1, N1, H4]
- Hopf algebras in general - Not Hopf algebras in general

Drinfeld Quantum Affinization Process Category O of int. rep. not semi-simplé

- Semi-simple category O of int. rep. i

| - Combinatorial fusion product [H4] |

I I
— Tensor category ' B Y '
H Tensor category ? H
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I
I I

We denote by b (resp. U,(h)) the Cartan subalgebra of g (resp. Uy, (g)). Uy(h) C U,(d) is the
quantum affine analog of the Cartan subalgebra.
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In analogy to the generalization of the representation theory of quantum algebras of finite type to
general quantum Kac-Moody algebras (see [L2]), a natural question is to extend the representation
theory of quantum affine algebras to general quantum affinizations. By extending the results of
[CP3] (quantum affine algebras), [Mil] (quantum toroidal algebras of type A) and [N1] (general
simply-laced quantum affinizations), we established in [H3] a triangular decomposition of U, (g)
which allowed us to begin the study of the representation theory of general quantum affinizations :
one can define the notion of I-highest weight representations of U, (g) (analog to the usual notion of
highest weight module corresponding to U, (h)). One says that a U, (§)-module is integrable (resp.
in the category O) if it is integrable (resp. in the category O) as a Uy(g)-module. Let Mod(Uy(§))
be the category of integrable U,(g)-module which are in the category O. It appears that U,(g)
has numerous [-highest weight representations in Mod (¢, (g)) and that one can classify the simple
ones. The category Mod (i, (g)) is not semi-simple.

No Hopf algebra structure is known for U,(g) except in the case of quantum affine algebras.
However in [H3] we proved via Frenkel-Reshetikhin g-characters the existence of a combinatorial
fusion product in the Grothendieck group of Mod (i, (g)), that it to say a product in the semi-
simplified category. As Mod(U,(§)) is not semi-simple, this fusion product can not a priori be
directly translated in terms of modules.

Each quantum affinization has a ”coproduct” (the Drinfeld coproduct) which is defined in a com-
pletion of U,(g) @ U,(g). Although it can not be directly used to construct tensor products of
integrable representations (it involves infinite sums), we propose in the present paper a new pro-
cess to produce quantum fusion modules from it : for all quantum affinizations we construct by
deformation of the Drinfeld coproduct and renormalization a new (non semi-simple) tensor cate-
gory Mod. In particular it gives a representation theoretical interpretation of the combinatorial
fusion product and we get several applications from it. For quantum affine algebras this process is
new and different from the usual tensor product (we prove that it has different properties), and for
general quantum affinizations (as general quantum toroidal algebras) no process to produce fusion
of modules was known so far.

For this construction, the first technical point that we solve is a rationality problem for the depen-
dence in the deformation parameter u of the Drinfeld coproduct. Let U (§) = Uy(g) ® C(u). We
consider a ”"good” category Mod (U, (g)) of U, (g)-modules V' with an integrable U, (h)-submodule
W C V satisfying V ~ (W @c C(u)), Uy(h)(W @ CluF]) C (W @ C[ur]), and some additional
technical properties. It appears that the action of U,(g) has a nice regularity property which is
compatible with the Drinfeld coproduct and leads to this rationality, that is to say that Mod (U (g))
is stable under a tensor product. The second point is the associativity : the Drinfeld coproduct
is coassociative, but the deformation parameter u breaks the symmetry and the u-deformed Drin-
feld coproduct is not coassociative in the usual sense. However there is a ”twisted” coassociative
property which allows us to get the associativity of a new monoidal structure on the category
Mod = Mod" @ (Mod (U, (g)) © Mod(U,(g)) @ ---) (here Mod" is an abelian semi-simple category
with a unique simple object corresponding to a neutral object of the category).

Besides we prove that for a large class of quantum affinizations (including quantum affine algebras
and most quantum toroidal algebras) the subcategory of modules with a finite composition series
is stable under the monoidal bifunctor. This proof uses the specialization process described below
and an investigation of the compatibility property between generalizations of Frenkel-Reshetikhin
g-characters and the monoidal bifunctor. We get in particular that all [-highest weight modules of
the category Mod (U, (g)) have a finite composition series.



4 DAVID HERNANDEZ

In order to go back to the usual category Mod(U,(§)), we prove the existence of certain forms for all
cyclic modules (A-forms) : such forms can be specialized at w = 1 and give cyclic U, (§)-modules;
the proof uses the new rationality property. As a consequence, we can construct an [-highest weight
fusion U, (g)-module V; % Vs from two [-highest weight U, (§)-modules Vi, V5. In particular a simple
module of Mod(U,(§)) is a quotient of a fusion module of fundamental representations (analog to
a result of Chari-Pressley for the usual coproduct of quantum affine algebras). We establish a
cyclicity property of the fusion of any [-highest weight modules : it is always an [-highest weight
module. For quantum affine algebras this property is very different from the properties of the usual
tensor product. It allows to control the ”size” of the modules obtained by *; in particular we can
produce "big” integrable [-highest weight modules whose existence was a priori not known. We get
moreover another bifunctor ®4 : Modf(U,(g)) x Modf(U,(§)) — Modf(U,(g)) where Modf(,(gd))
is the category of finite dimensional representations (in general ®4 does not coincide with *).

Let us describe an application. One important aspect of the representation theory of quantum
affine algebras is the existence of the Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules whose characters are given by
the certain explicit ”fermionic” formulas. The proof of the corresponding statement (the Kirillov-
Reshetikhin conjecture) can be obtained from certain T-systems originated from the theory of
integrable systems. These T-systems can be interpreted in the form exact sequences involving
tensor products of Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules; they were first established in [N3] for simply-
laced quantum affine algebras (with the main result of [N4]) and then in [H5] for all quantum
affine algebras (with a different proof). In the present paper we establish for a large class of
general quantum affinizations exact sequences involving fusion of Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules :
the usual tensor product can be replaced in the general situation by the fusion constructed in this
paper. It is related to new generalized T-systems that we define and establish. The existence of
such new T-systems is a new particular regularity property of the representation theory of general
quantum affinizations.

We would like to mention other possible applications and new developments : for example
the quantum fusion tensor category should lead to the description of the blocks of the cate-
gory Mod(U,(g)). Besides the generalized T-systems established in this paper should lead to
new fermionic formulas in analogy to the case of quantum affine algebras and should have a nice
interpretation in terms of integrable systems. It would be interesting to relate the quantum fusion
to the Feigin-Loktev fusion procedure defined for classical affine algebras [FL]. We believe that the
deformation of the Drinfeld coproduct used is a particular case of a more general framework in-
volving some deformed Hopf structure on Z-graded algebras (" quantum Hopf vertex algebras” that
we hope to describe in another paper). Eventually the tensor category constructed in this paper
should be related to certain new Hopf algebras in the Tannaka-Krein reconstruction philosophy.

Let us describe the organization of this paper :

In section 2 we give the background for general quantum affinizations and their representations
and we recall the main results of [H3]. In section 3 we construct the ”quantum fusion” tensor
category Mod (theorem 3.12) with the help of the intermediate category Mod (i (g)) (definition
3.6) and establish the rationality property in u. The case of fusion of Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules
of the quantum affine algebra Z/lq(szg) is studied explicitly in subsection 3.4. In section 4 we
define and study the notion of A-form (definition 4.1). In particular we prove in theorem 4.6
that one can define A-forms of cyclic modules of the category Mod (U, (g)). It gives rise to the
two following constructions : a fusion I-highest weight module from two [-highest weight modules
(definition 4.10), and in the case of a quantum affine algebra a new bifunctor for the category
of finite dimensional representations (theorem 4.13). In section 5 we prove for a large class of
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quantum affinizations that the subcategory of finite length modules is stable under the monoidal
bifunctor (theorem 5.27) by proving the compatibility with the g-characters (theorem 5.12) and
with the combinatorial fusion product introduced in [H3]; as a by-product we get a representation
theoretical interpretation of this combinatorial fusion product (corollary 5.15). In section 6 we
describe several applications : first we prove that a simple module of Mod(H,(§)) is a quotient
of the fusion of fundamental representations (proposition 6.1); we establish a cyclicity property
which allows to control the ”size” of this fusion module (theorem 6.2 and corollary 6.3). Then we
establish an exact sequence involving fusion of Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules (theorem 6.7). It is
related to new generalized T-systems (theorem 6.10). In subsection 6.3 we address complements
on additional questions and further possible applications.

The main results of this paper were first announced in the ”séminaire quantique” in Strasbourg
and at the conference ”Representations of Kac-Moody Algebras and Combinatorics” in Banff
respectively in January and March 2005.

Acknowledgments : The author would like to thank V. Chari, E. Frenkel, A. Moura, N.
Reshetikhin, M. Rosso, O. Schiffmann and M. Varagnolo for useful discussions. This paper was
completed as the author visited the university La Sapienza in Rome as a Liegrits visitor; he would
like to thank C. De Concini and C. Procesi for their hospitality.

2. BACKGROUND

In this section we give backgrounds on general quantum affinizations and their representations
(we also remind results of [H3]). In the following for a formal variable u, C[u*], C(u), C[[u]], C((u))
are the standard notations.

2.1. Cartan matrix. A generalized Cartan matrix is a matrix C' = (C; j)1<i,j<n satisfying C; ; €
Z,Ciy =2, (1 #j=Ci; <0)and (C;; =0« Cj; =0). We denote I = {1,...,n} and
I =rank(C). For i,j € I, weput §;, ;, =01if i # j, and ¢, ; =1 if i = j.

In the following we suppose that C is symmetrizable, that means that there is a matrix D =

diag(ri, ..., ) (r; € N*) such that B = DC is symmetric. In particular if C' is symmetric then it
is symmetrizable with D = I,,. In the following B, C' and D are fixed.

q € C* is not a root of unity and is fixed. We put ¢; = ¢’ and for [ € Z, we set [I], = =L+ € Z[g*].
Let C(q) be the quantized Cartan matrix defined by (i # j € I):

Ciilg) = qi+q; ", Cij(q) = [Cijlg-
We denote by D(q) the diagonal matrix such that for i, € I, D; j(q) = d; ;[ri]q. If det(C(q)) # 0,
we denote by C(q) the inverse matrix of C(z).

We fix a realization (h, I, 1IV) of C (see [Kac]): b i
{a1,...,an} C b* (set of the simple roots), IIV = {«
1 <4,j <n: aj(e)) = C; ;. Denote by Aq,..., A, €
weights (resp. cowelghts) By definition a;(A}) = A;

is a 2n — [ dimensional Q-vector space, II =
Vseyay} C b (set of simple coroots) and for
bh* (resp the AY,...,A)Y € b) the fundamental

(o) = dij.

Consider a symmetric bilinear form (,) : b* xh* — Q such that fori € I, v € b* : (a;,v) = v(r;ay).
It is non degenerate and gives an isomorphism v : h* — h. In particular for ¢ € I we have
v(as) = i) and for A1 € b* A(v(p)) = p(v(\).

Denote P = {\ € b*|Vi € I,\(e)) € Z} the set of integral weights and PT = {\ € P|Vi €
I, M) > 0} the set of dominant We1ghts For example we have a1, ...,,, € Pand Ay, ..., A, € PT.
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Denote Q = @,c;Za; C P the root lattice and QT = >°._ /Na; C Q. Define h : Q* — N such
that h(lhag + ... +lpan) =l + . + L.

For A\, pu € b*, write A > pif A —p € Q. For A € b*, denote S(\) = {u € h*|u < A}
2.2. Quantum Kac-Moody algebra. In the following g is the symmetrizable Kac-Moody alge-
bra associated with the data (b, II,IIV) fixed in section 2.1 (see [Kac]).

Definition 2.1. The quantum Kac-Moody algebra Uy (g) is the C-algebra with generators ky, (h €
h), x (i € I) and relations:

knkn = knan ko =1, knalk_p = g=Ma¥,
Kyoov — ko
a:j'xj_ - xj_xj' =0 — ",
’ qi — q;
r|11=Cij £N1-Cy j—r (o T Ly
Zr—o e (=1) . () I ()" =0 (for i # 7).
—=0..1-Ci, o

This algebra was introduced in [Drl, Jim]. It is remarkable that one can define a Hopf algebra
structure on U,(g). In this paper we use the standard coproduct given by

Alkp) =kn@kp , Alef) =2 @1+ kf @), A(z]) =2 @k +1®@a],

7 )

where we denote kiﬂ = kiray. In particular we have a tensor structure on the category of
Uy (g)-modules.

2.3. Quantum affinizations. For g a semi-simple Lie algebra, the affine Kac-Moody algebra
associated to g is usually denoted by g (see [Kac]). That is why the quantum affine algebra is
usually denoted by U,(§). We will use this notation for general quantum affinizations. In the
following g is the symmetrizable Kac-Moody algebra fixed in section 2.1 with datas C, B, D. We
will define U,(g) the affinization of U,(g) as an algebra with generators xfr (t € I,r € Z), kn
(h€b), him (i € I,m € Z—{0}). Let z be a formal variable and 6(z) = 3, .,2". The relations
are given in terms of the currents
+ + r
Ly (’U}) - ZTezxi,rw ’

+ + + - +m/
(bi (Z) = Zm20¢i’imz m — kj:'riaiv eXp(:l:(q —dq 1)Zm/21hi,im’2 m )

We also set ¢;fm = 0for m <0 and ¢;,, = 0 for m > 0. (In this paper we omit the central
elements because they act trivially on the considered representations).

Definition 2.2. The quantum affinization Uy(g) is the C-algebra with generators a:itr (iel,reZ),
kn (h€b), him (i € I,m € Z—{0}) and relations (h,h' € b, i,j€I) :

(1) knkn = knan 5 ko =1, knoi (2) = ¢ (2)kn,
(2) khxj[ (2) = qio‘f(h)x;[ (2)kn,

g Biiw — 2
(3) ¢;F(Z)9C§t(w) = m@t(WWHZX

£Biiy 7

(4) 07 () (w) = — o ()95 (2),
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) o (@) (w) = a7 (waf (2) = g (6(5)07 () = S(2)67 (2).
(6) (1w = P 2)af (2)af (w) = (P9 w = 2)af (w)k (2),

s
(7) ZweEsZkzo...s(_l)k {k} Ili(wﬂ(l))“'xzi(wﬂ(k))Ij'[(z)xzi(wﬂ(k'i'l))"'xzi(wﬂ(S)) =0,
qi

where the last relation holds for all i # j, s =1 — C; ;, all sequences of integers r1,...,75. X is

B j—n . .
the symmetric group on s letters. In the equation (3) (resp. equation (4)), L}%Jj is viewed as

a formal power series in z/w erpanded around oo (resp. 0).

When C is of finite type, Uy (g) is called a quantum affine algebra, and when C' is of affine type,
Uq(g) is called a quantum toroidal algebra. There is a huge amount of very interesting papers
on quantum affine algebras (see the introduction for references). They have the very particular
property to be also quantum Kac-Moody algebras [Dr2, B]. The quantum toroidal algebras are
also of particular importance and are closely related via a Frobenius-Schur-Weyl duality [VV1] to
double affine Hecke algebras (Cherednik’s algebras, see the introduction for references). In general
a quantum affinization (for example a quantum toroidal algebra) is not isomorphic to a quantum
Kac-Moody algebra.

Note that formulas (3), (4) are equivalent to (see for example [H3]) :
1
+ + — 1 T
(8) hiﬂn‘rj,r - wj,rhiﬂn - ia[mB%J]qxj,err'

Relations (7) are called affine quantum Serre relations.

There is an injective algebra morphism U, (g) — U,(§) defined by ky, + &y, , 235 xiﬁo forh € b,i €
I. For i € I, the subalgebra U; C Uy(§) generated by the a3, hi m, kpay (r € Z,m # 0,p € Q) is

@7

isomorphic to Uy, (sl2).
Let Uy (g)* (resp. Z/Iq(f))) be the subalgebra of U,(§) generated by the :Cfr (resp. by the kj and

the h; ). We have a triangular decomposition :

Theorem 2.3. [B, H3] The multiplication 2~ @ h ® 7 — x~ha™ defines an isomorphism of
C-vector space Uy (8)™ @ Uy (8) @ Uy (8)T = Uy ().

The result was proved in [B, Proposition 6.1] for quantum affine algebras (see also [CP3, Proposition
12.2.2]) and the general case is treated in [H3, Theorem 3.2] (the result follows from [B, Proposition
6.1] for Cartan matrices satisfying (i # j = C;,;C;; < 3); in general the technical point is to
check the compatibility with affine quantum Serre relations (7). The proof [H3] implies some
combinatorial relations discovered by Jing [Jin, Theorem 6.1]).

2.4. The category Mod(U,(g)). In this section we recall results on the category of integrable
Uy(g)-modules which are in the category O defined below.
For V a U,(h)-module and w € h* we denote by V,, the weight space of weight w

Vi, ={veVVh e b, kyv=¢"Muv}.

We say that V' is U, (h)-diagonalizable if V = P
(see [Kac] for the classical definition) :

weh* V.. We have the following standard definitions
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Definition 2.4. A U,(h)-module V is said to be integrable if V is Uy (h)-diagonalizable and for all
w € b*, V,, is finite dimensional, and fori € I thereis R > 0 such that (r > R = V4rq, = {0}). A
Uq(8)-module (resp. aUy(g)-module) V' is said to be integrable if V is integrable as a Uy (h)-module.
An integrable representation is not necessarily finite dimensional.

We have the natural analog of the classical category O of Kac-Moody algebras [Kac] :

Definition 2.5. A U,(h)-module V is said to be in the category O(Uy(h)) if
i) V is Uy(h)-diagonalizable,
ii) for all w € b*, dim(V,,) < oo,
1) there is a finite number of element A1,..,As € h* such that the weights of V are in

Uj=r,. «SO)-

Definition 2.6. For m respectively equal to b, g, §, we denote by Mod(Uy(m)) the category of
Uy (m)-modules which are integrable and in the category O(Uy(h)) as a Uy(h)-module.

The category Mod(U,(g)) (in a slightly more general form) is considered in [L2]. Definitions for
U,(g)-modules are given in [N1, section 1.2].

For A € P, denote by L(\) the simple highest weight {/,(g)-module of highest weight A\. We have
(see for example [R1, L2]) :

Theorem 2.7. L()\) € Mod(U,(g)) if and only if X € PT.

The category Mod(U,(g)) is semi-simple. But Mod(U4,(g)) is not semi-simple.

By generalizing the approach of finite dimensional representations of quantum affine algebras
developed in [CP3|, and definitions in [N1, Mil], we defined in [H3] for general quantum affinization

Uy (8) :

Definition 2.8. An l-weight is a couple (\, V) where A\ € P and ¥ = (‘I/i[im)ielymzoy such that
\Ilitim € C* and \Ilito = qiik(aiv) foriel andm > 0.

A U, (§)-module V is said to be of I-highest weight (A, W) if there is v € Vy (I-highest weight vector)
such that V- = Uq(g).v and a:j:r.v =0, (bi[im.v = \Ilfimv foriel, reZ and m > 0.

An l-weight (A, V) is said to be dominant if there is an n-tuplet of (Drinfeld) polynomials (P;(u))ier €
(Clu))™ satisfying for i € I, P;(0) = 1 and the relation in C[[2]] (resp. in C[[z71]]):

o Pz ")
9 \I/i +m __ fieg(Pl) g i .
) Zmzo ikm? % Pi(zq;)

The element ¥ in an [-weight (A, ¥) is called a pseudo-weight.

Theorem 2.3 implies that for (A, ¥) an [-weight there is a unique simple module L(A, ¥) of I-highest
weight (A, ¥). Moreover :

Theorem 2.9. [CP3, Mil, N1, H3] We have L(\, V) € Mod(U,(§)) if and only if (A, V) is domi-

nant.

This result was proved in [CP3, Theorem 12.2.6] for quantum affine algebras (moreover in this case
these integrable representations are finite dimensional), in [Mil, Theorem 1] for quantum toroidal
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algebras of type A, in [N1, Proposition 1.2.15] for general simply-laced quantum affinizations and
in [H3, Theorem 4.9] for general quantum affinizations.

Ezamples. For ¢ € I,a € C*,r > 1, consider the [-weight (A;, ¥;,,) where ¥, ,, is given by
equation (9) with the n-tuplet P;(u) = (1 — ua)(l — uag?)--- (1 — uaqf(r_l)) and Pj(u) = 1 for
j # i. The Uy(§)-module W) = L(A;,¥;,,) € Mod(U,(d)) is called a Kirillov-Reshetikhin
module.

In the particular case r = 1, the Uy (§)-module L; , = Wl(l()l is called a fundamental representation.

For A € P satisfying (Vj € I,A() = 0), consider the l-weight (X, o) where Wy is given by
equation (9) with the n-tuplet Pj(u) = 1 for all j € I. The U,(g)-module Ly = L(X\, ¥y) €
Mod(U,(§)) is also called a fundamental representation in this paper.

3. CONSTRUCTION OF THE QUANTUM FUSION TENSOR CATEGORY MOD

In general a quantum affinization U, (g) has no Hopf algebra structure (except in the case of
quantum affine algebras where we have the coproduct of the Kac-Moody realization). However
Drinfeld (unpublished note, see also [DI, DF]) defined for U,(sl,) a map which behaves like a
new coproduct adapted to the affinization realization, but it is defined in a completion and can
not directly be used to define tensor product of representations. In this paper we construct a
corresponding tensor category (section 3) by deforming the Drinfeld coproduct, see how to go
back to the category Mod(U,(g)) by specialization (section 4), and give applications of these
results (section 6). We also prove in section 5 that it induces a tensor category structure on
the subcategory of modules of finite length. For quantum affine algebras this process is new
and different from the usual tensor product (we prove that it has different properties), and for
general quantum affinizations (as general quantum toroidal algebras) there was no process to
construct fusion of modules so far. For this construction, the first technical point that we solve is a
rationality problem for the dependence in the deformation parameter u of the Drinfeld coproduct
(lemma 3.10). The second point is the associativity : the u-deformed Drinfeld coproduct has
a "twisted” coassociative property which allows us to get the associativity of the new monoidal
structure (lemma 3.4).

In this section we define the category Mod (definition 3.6) and the tensor structure (theorem 3.12).
The case of fusion of Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules of the quantum affine algebra U, (sl2) is studied
explicitly in subsection 3.4.

3.1. Deformation of the Drinfeld coproduct. In this section we study a u-deformation of the
Drinfeld coproduct, in particular a ”twisted” coassociativity property (lemma 3.4).

Let Uy (9) = Uy (g) @C(u) anc} U()RUL(E) = (Uy(§) ®clUy(§))((u)) be the u-topological completion
of Uy (8) ®c(u) Uy(g). Let qu(g) be t%le algebra deﬁnec} as uq~(g) WithO}lt affine ‘quantum Serre
relations (7). We also define U (§) = Uy (§) ® C(u) and U, (§)&U, () = (U () @c Uy(§))((u)).

In [H3, Proposition 6.3] we introduced a u-deformation of the Drinfeld coproduct :

Proposition 3.1. There is a unique morphism of C(u)-algebra A, : Z:{;(@) — L?é(ﬁ)@?;{é(@) such
that fori e I, r€Z, m>0, h € h:

(10) A =af, @1+ ZSZOUTHW;—S ®TF 1)
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(11) Au(‘r;,r) 1 ® ‘T + Z >0 z,rfs ® (b;ts)’
(12) (¢z im) Zogsgmuis( it:i: (m—s) ® ¢z is)
(13) Au(kh) =kp ® ky,.

f(t#j5= C;Cj; <3), then Ay is compatible with affine quantum Serre relations (7) (see
[DI, E, G]). By definition of A,, this can be easily generalized to :

Corollary 3.2. If (i # j = C;;C;; < 3), then the map A, induces a morphism A, : Uy(g) —
U (§)U ().

This case includes quantum affine algebras and most quantum toroidal algebras (except All), A2l ,
1>0).
Remark 3.3. Note that the simple I-highest weight modules of U, (@) are the same as for Uy(§)
(via the projection Uy(8) — Uy(8)). From corollary 3.2, if (i # j = Ci,;C;: < 3), the results in
this paper can be indifferently stated and proved for Uy(g) or U(§). So in some sections, we use
the following motation :

1) If (i #j = Ci;Cji <3), Uy(@) (resp. Uy(g),U,(g)) means the algebra with affine quantum
Serre relations (7).

2) Otherwise, Uy(@) (resp. Uy(g),Uy(8)) means the algebra without affine quantum Serre rela-
tions (7).

This point will be explicitly reminded in the rest of this paper by references to this remark.

Observe that for i € I, the subalgebra U! = U; ®¢ C(u) C U, (g) is a "Hopf subalgebra” of U, (g)
for A,, that is to say A, (U!) C U/GU,.

The usual coassociativy property of a coproduct A is (Id® A)o A = (A®1Id) o A. This relation
is not satisfied by A,. However, we have a ”twisted” coassociativity property satisfied by A, and
obtained by replacing the parameter u by some power of u (at the ”limit” u = 1 we recover the

usual coassociativity property). This relation will be crucial in the construction of the quantum
fusion tensor category (note that we do not use the quasi-Hopf algebras point of view) :

Lemma 3.4. Let Uy(§) as in remark 8.5. Let r,r' > 1. As algebra morphisms Uq(g) — (Uy(§) @
Uy (§) @ Uy(8))((w)), the two following maps are equal :
(Id® AuTl) O Aur = (AUT ® Id) o Au7‘+7‘, .

Proof: It suffices to check the equality on the generators. Because of u, the images of both
applications are of the form

Zur(deg(g(2))+deg(g(3)))+r/deg(g(3))g(l) ® g(2) ® 9(3)

where g(1), g(2), 9(3) are homogeneous. We just give the results of the maps on generators and leave
it to the reader to check it. For z;, z;,

®1®1+Z w Pt (g _ @, ®1) +Z e Ptt) (g @@y o)

wlrtr )P(1®1®$i—7p)+zsz WPt S(1®$1p S®¢:S)+Z

gbzi > kn, respectively the two maps give :

’I" s+s +s’r’ + +
s,s/>0 ( : (ZE i,p—s— s'®¢i,5®¢i,s')’
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+((s2+s3)r+ssr’) 1+ + +
u (523 3 ( 1,481 ® ¢i,:|:52 ® ¢i,:ﬁ:53)7

kn @ kn @ k.

Z{81752753ZO|51-i'Sz-i'S?,:m}
]

3.2. The category Mod(U/,(g)). In this section we introduce and study the category Mod (24 (g))
which is ”a building graded part” of the quantum fusion tensor category.

First let us give a u-deformation of the notion of [-weight :
Definition 3.5. An (I, u)-weight is a couple (X, ¥(u)) where A € h*, W(u) = (‘I’i[im(u))iel,mzo;
\I/i[im(u) € Clu™!] satisfying \I!i[o(u) = q;t)‘(a"v).
Definition 3.6. Let Mod(U,(g)) be the category of Uy(g)-modules V' such that there is a C-vector
subspace W C V' satisfying :

1) Ve W ¢ C(u),

ii) W is stable under the action of Uy(h) and is an object of Mod(Uy(h)),

iii) the image of W @ C[u®] in V' by the morphism of i) is stable under the action of Uy(h),

) for allw € b*, alli € I, all r € Z, there are a finite number of C-linear operators f,jfk/)\ :
Wy =V (k>0,K >0,\€C*) such that for allm >0 and allve W, :

'rz:",:rim(v) = Zkzo,k’zo,,\e«:* /\mukmmk/fsz/,,\(v),

v) we have a decomposition

V= Vs o
@O‘v‘p(“)) (1, u)-weight (A, ¥ (u))
where Vs w(uy) = {v € ValFp > 0,¥i € Im > 0, (¢4, — UEy,, (u)P.0 = 0}

i,+tm
We have a first result :

Lemma 3.7. Let V € Mod(U;(g)). For allw € b*, alli € I, there are a finite number of C-linear
operators g,f_’k,y)\ W, =V (k>0,K >0,\€C*) such that for allm > 1 and allv e W, :

+ km, K+
i,r:l:m(v) = Zkzo,k/zo,,\ec*)\mu "'m gk,k’,)\(v)'

Proof: Formula (5) gives for m > 1 :

¢i7,7m = (qZI - %)(xiox;ﬁm - ‘T;,fm‘r;,rO) and (b;fm = (QZ - qzil)(w;fm‘r;,o - x;Oxim)

and so property iv) of definition 3.6 gives the result. O

Now we give a typical example of an object of Mod(U(g)). For V a module in Mod(U,(g)),
consider (V) the U, (g)-module obtained by extension : i(V) =V & C(u).

Proposition 3.8. i defines an injective faithful functor i : Mod(Uy(g)) — Mod(U,(g))-

In particular Mod(U,(g)) can be viewed as a subcategory of Mod (U, (g))-

Proof: Let us prove that the functor is well-defined. Consider V' € Mod(U,(g)) and let us prove
that i(V') € Mod(U;(g)) where we choose W = V for the C-vector space of definition 3.6. The
properties 4),4i),4ii) are clear. The property v) is clear because the base field for V is C. Let
us prove the property iv) : let i € I, w € h* and let us consider the operators x; ., r € Z (the

@7
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proof for the z; . is analog). As W is integrable, there is a finite dimensional U;-submodule W’
such that Wy ¢ W’ < W. Consider p : Ui — End(W’) the action. Consider the linear map
® : End(W’') — End(W’) defined by ®(p) = ﬁ(p(hm)p — pp(hi1)). As End(W’) is finite
dimensional, we can consider the Jordan decomposition ® = ®; + 5 where 1 0 Py = P50 P,

®, is diagonalizable and ®5 = 0 for some S > 1. It follows from formula (8) that for m > 0,

p(%fwrm) = ‘I’m(P(CC;fT)), and so

CCRIRED DI A [CE OSSR DA DI 4 PUS CICN

where p(a:;fr) = Y secdr and for X € C, ®;(dx) = Ady. In particular we get property iv) of
definition 3.6 because for a fixed s > 0, [Wﬂ is a polynomial in m. For m < 0, we replace ® by

P'(p) = ﬁ(p(hiﬁ,l)p —pp(hi,—1)). So i is well-defined. Tt is clearly injective and faithful. O

3.3. Construction of the tensor structure. The aim of this section is to define a tensor cate-
gory Mod by using A, and Mod (U (g)). It is the main tool used in this paper; the stability inside
the field C(u) is one of the crucial points that make the category Mod useful for the purposes of
the present paper.

3.3.1. The category Mod. Let Mod® be the full abelian semi-simple subcategory of Mod(Uy(g))-
modules with a unique simple object i(Lg) (we recall that Ly = L(0,¥) where U is defined with
Drinfeld polynomials equal to 1).

Definition 3.9. We denote by Mod the direct sum of categories
Mod = Mod® & (Mod(U(3)) & Mod(U,(3)) & -+ -).
For r > 1, the r-th summand in the second sum is denoted by Mod : Mod = ®r20 Mod".

Note that with the identification Mod (U, (g)) =~ Mod!, we can also consider that i is an injective
faithful functor Mod (i, (g)) — Mod. So one can view Mod (U, (g)) as a subcategory of Mod.

3.3.2. Rationality property. We use the notations of remark 3.3. Fix r > 1. Let V4,V, €
Mod (U, (g)). One defines an action of U, (g) on (Vi ®c(y V2)((u)) by the following formula
(g S L{;(@), v € V1,09 € ‘/2) :

(14) g-(v1 ® v2) = Ayr(g)(v1 @ v2).

(A priori this formula only makes sense for » > 1, but we will see bellow that in some particular
situations we can also use it for r = 0).

We have the following ”rationality property” of the action given by formula (14), which is the
crucial point for the construction of the tensor structure.

Lemma 3.10. The subspace (Vi ®c(u) V2) C (Vi @c(u) V) ((u)) is stable under the action of Uy (g)
defined by formula (14). The induced U, (§)-module structure on (Vi ®c() Va) is an object of
Mod(U,(g))-

Proof: From definition 3.6 we have subspaces W7 C Vi, Wy C V. We choose W = W1 ®¢c Wa C
(Vi ®c(u) Vo) and we prove that the properties of definition 3.6 are satisfied. properties i), ii) are
clear. Properties iii), v) follow directly from above formulas (12), (13). Let us prove property iv).
Let A\, pu € b*, p € Z and suppose that for m > 0,v; € (W7)x, xfpim(vl) = umklvi)\i’}imklli fiE(),
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for m > 0,v2 € (Wa),, xfpim(vg) = ukavi)\’Q’?imk;’i fif(vg). Tt follows from lemma 3.7, that we
can suppose that for t > 1, ¢, (v1) = uk3t)\§tk§f3(v). Let v1 € (Wi)a,v2 € (Wa), and v = v1 Q@us.
Formulas (10) and (14) give x:p+m(v) = A+ B where

Ao
A= I;;rp-l-m (vl) ® vz + ur(p-l—m)qi (e )vl ® I;,rp-i-m (’02)
’ _ Vv ’
_ umk1,+)\717?+mk1,+ f;r(vl) ® vg + ur(erm)qi Ay )Ul ® umk2’4r /\57?+mk2’+f2+(’02),
and
B = Zt21ur(p+m+t)(¢;_t(v1) Rt (v2))
= ZtZIUT(Perth)ukﬁ)\gtkgf3(v1) ® uk2,+(m+t))\g7li-t(m + t)k2*+f;(vz)
_ ké,+ A g (pEm) mka K, LSRR +
= ZS_O,,, y o | M2l u me s(uw) f3(v1) ® f3 (va),
=Y, o 4

where

/
Rs(u) = E t>1urtuk3t/\§utk2*+)\t27+ts+k3.

As Rq(u) € C(u), 7, ,, (v) makes sense in Vi ®¢(yy Va. Moreover Ry (u) does not depend of m,
and so it follows from the above formulas for A and B that property iv) of definition 3.6 is satisfied
(the study is analog for z; ). So the Uy (g)-module Vi ®c(y) V2 is an object of Mod(Uy(g)). O

3.3.3. Definition of the tensor structure. We use the notations of remark 3.3. First let us study
how formula (14) behaves with the representation #(Ly).

Lemma 3.11. Let r > 1 and V' € Mod". Then formula (14) defines a structure of U, (g)-module
on V @cu) i(Lo) (resp. on i(Lo) @c(u) V') which is isomorphic to V.

Proof: For i € I,s € Z we have a7,.i(Lo) = {0} and for i € I,s > 0 we have ¢, ,.i(Lo) = {0}.
For ¢ € I, the action of gbfo on i(Log) is the identity. So for V ®c¢(y) i(Lo), the action given by
formula (14) is g ® 1 which makes sense for g € U, (g) (direct computation on generators). For
i(Lo) ®c(u) V the action given by formula (14) is 1 ® g which makes sense for g € U (g). O

Fix r,7’ > 0. Let V; € Mod" and V5 € Mod”". If r,r' > 1, one defines an action of Uy (g)
on Vi ®c(y) Vo by formula (14). From lemma 3.10 we get an object in Mod (U, (g)) (this can be
extended to the cases r = 0 or 7/ = 0 by lemma 3.11). We consider this tensor product as an object
in the (r + 7')-th summand of Mod. So we have defined a bifunctor ® : Mod x Mod — Mod.

Theorem 3.12. The bifunctor @y defines a tensor structure on Mod.

The category Mod together with the tensor product ®; is called quantum fusion tensor category
(see [Ma] for the definition and complements on tensor categories). The aim of this section is
to prove this theorem. We warn that objects of the category Mod are not necessarily of finite
length. Sometimes it is required that the objects of a tensor category have a finite composition
series (for example see [CE]), so Mod is not a tensor category in this sense. However, we will
prove in section 5 that for a large class of quantum affinizations (including quantum affine algebras
and most quantum toroidal algebras) the subcategory of finite length modules is stable under the
monoidal bifunctor ®;, and so we get a tensor category in this sense.

Proof of theorem 8.12. We already have proved the well-definedness in lemma 3.10. We have to
show the associativity and existence of a neutral element. This will be formulated in the following
two lemmas.
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Lemma 3.13. ®; is associative.

Proof: Let r1,79,73 > 1, V3 € Mod™, V4 € Mod™, V3 € Mod™. Let us prove that the identity
defines an isomorphism between the modules Vi @ (Vo ® ¢ V3) and (Vi ®5 Vo) @ V3 as objects of
Mod"™ *"2%"3 The action of g € U, (g) is given in the first case by : (Id ® Ayr2) 0 Ayri and in the
second case by : (Ayri ®Id) 0 Ayri+ry. But it follows from lemma 3.4 that these maps are equal.
If one r; is equal to 0, V1 @ (Vo @5 V3) ~ (V1 @5 Vo) @ V3 is a direct consequence of lemma 3.11.

The pentagon axiom is clearly satisfied as for the usual tensor category of vector spaces. O

Lemma 3.14. i(Lg) object of Mod” is a neutral object of (Mod, ®y).

Proof: Tt is a direct consequence of lemma 3.11 (the triangle axiom is clearly satisfied as for the
usual tensor category of vector spaces). 0

3.3.4. Application to (I,u)-highest weight simple modules of the category Mod(U,(g)). We use the
notations of remark 3.3. As an application of lemma 3.10 we prove a ”deformed version” of the
7if” part of theorem 2.9.

Definition 3.15. An (I,u)-weight (X, ¥(u)) is said to be dominant if for i € I there exists a
polynomial P; ,(z) = (1 — za; ubi1)...(1 — za; n,u’>i) (N; >0, a;; € C*, b; j > 0) such that in
Clu™][[2]] (resp. in Clu™!][[=~"]]):

Piu(zq; )
+ +r _ N; U i
Zrzoqli,ir(u)z =4 Pz,u(qu) :

The notion of (I, u)-highest weight U (g)-module is defined analogously to the notion of [-highest
weight U,(g)-module. By theorem 2.3 we get the existence of the simple module L(\, ¥(u)) of
dominant (I, u)-highest weight (A, ¥(u)).

Corollary 3.16. For (A, V(u)) a dominant (I, u)-highest weight, we have L(\, ¥(u)) € Mod(Uy(a))-

Proof: 'We see as in [H3, Lemma 32] that L(\, ¥(u)) is the quotient of a tensor product in Mod
of (fundamental) simple modules of Mod (U, (g)). So the result follows from lemma 3.10. O

Note that this result in finer than [H3, Lemma 32] on the representation L(\, U(u)). The converse
of this result is false (for example by using an evaluation morphism L{;(szg) — Ug(slz) ® C(u),
one can define a 2-dimensional (I, u)-highest weight module with (I, u)-weight given by P,(z) =
(1 — 2(u+u~1)) in the formula of definition 3.15).

3.4. Example : fusion of Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules of type sl;. The Z/lq(szg) Kirillov-
Reshetikhin modules can be described explicitly because they can be realized as evaluation rep-
resentations from simple finite dimensional representations of the quantum group of finite type
Uy(sly). Let r > 0 and a € C*. The Kirillov-Reshetikhin module W,.(a) is the U, (sly)-module of
dimension (r + 1) with a basis {vo, ..., v, } and the action of the generators =",z (r € Z), ¢,
(m > 1), k*! given by :

w0y = (g F2) = j + o1,

zy v = (ag" ) [j + 1qvj11,

KLy = gF 2y,

Otmv; = (g — ¢ @) TG = jlli + Ug — ¢ [lolr — 5+ gy,
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where 0 < j < r and we denote v_1 = v,41 = 0. In particular we have as a power series in z (resp.
in 271 :
(1 - zag~")(1 = zaq™+?)

(1 — zaq=2112)(1 — zaq"—%) g

¢F(2) v =q" %

Consider W,.(a), W, (b) two Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules with respective basis {vg, ..., vy },
{v§, ..., vl }. One can describe explicitly the fusion module i(W,.(a)) @ i(W,.(b)). It has a C(u)-
basis {v; ® v},|0 < j <r,0 <k <r'}, and the action of Z/{é(szg) is given by

(15) i (v; @ v}) = (ag" ") ey k(01 @ V) + (ubg” "B 4 (v @ vl y),
(16) Ty (0 ® V) = (ubg” *F) ™ k(v @ Vi) + (ag" )" g (Vi1 ® V),
(17)

(1—zaq ") (1 = zag"2)(1 — zubg~"")(1 — zubg™ +2)
(1 —zaqm=2+2)(1 — zaq"=27)(1 — zubq" —2k+2)(1 — zubg"—2F)
where o, = [r —J + 1], vk = [k + 1]4, and §; 5 is equal to

alr =gl + e g 'lelr =+ g )
1— uaflbqr/72k+2fr+2j 1— ua*lbqr’72kfr+2j )

oE (2).(v;@0p) = g7 T2 (v;@0}),

[ =k 1]y (6% "+ (g —q)ua™ bg” TR

and p;1 is equal to

q [ — klg[k + 1] _ qlklq[r — k + 1] )
1 —ualbgr'—2k—r+2] 1 — yq g —2k-r+2j+2/)

[+ 1]afa" = + (g — g yua~ by 2RI

Note that a; i, 55k, Vj,k» i,k are independent of m.
(Observe that on this example the action is rational, as proved in lemma 3.10).

Remark 3.17. For the usual tensor product of quantum affine algebras, certain tensor products
of 1-highest weight modules are l-highest weight (see [Cha, Theorem 4] and [Kas2, Theorem 9.1])
but not all. For example for Z/{q(SZQ), Lo ® Loge is I-highest weight but Loz @ Lo is not [-highest
weight (where the Ly, are the fundamental representations defined in section 2.4).

In contrast to this well-known situation, in the following examples the fusion modules are always
of [-highest weight (we will see in theorem 6.2 that this observation is a particular case of a more
general picture for the quantum fusion tensor category).

Proposition 3.18. The fusion module V = i(W,(a)) @5 (W, (D)) is a simple (I, w)-highest weight
module.

Proof:  First let us prove that V' is of (I, u)-highest weight. Let W be the sub U, (g)-module of V'
generated by vo®uy. It suffices to prove by induction on K > 0 that ((j+k = K) = (v;Qu), € W)).
For K =0 it is clear. Let K > 1 and j, k > 0 satisfying j + k = K — 1. By definition, v, r, ;1 are
not equal to zero. As ubq” ~2* # aq”" =%/, equation (16) implies that v; 1 ® v}, and v; ® V4, are in
2 orezClw)ay (v, @ v) CW. S0 3 (4 pyatv—ry Clva @ vh) CW.

Let us prove that V is simple. Suppose that V' is a proper submodule of V. Suppose that the
eigenvalues given in equation (17) for v, ® v, and vj, ® v}, are equal. Then we have

(1 — zaq" 2" 2) (1 — zaq" %) = (1 — zaq" 22" (1 — zaq"%2)

and

(1- zuquLleJrQ)(l — zubg" ") = (1 - zuqul*2k2+2)(1 — zubg"~*2).
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So j1 = j2 and k1 = ko as the conditions aq"~%' = aq" %272 and aq"~21*? = aq" %2 (resp.
aq" "2k = aq"2k2%2 and aq"2k1+2 = q¢"~2%2) can not be simultaneously satisfied. So the op-
erators qﬁim have a diagonalizable action on V' with common [-weight spaces of dimension 1. As
V' is stable under the action of the ¢, , it is of the form V' = D .1)esCu)(v; ® vy) where
J C {0,...,7} x {0,...,7"}. Consider v; ® v}, € V' such that j + k is minimal for this property. If
V' #V, wehave j+k >0 and V' N (B 1)st<jtry Cw)(vs ® v7)) = {0}. But from equation
(15), we have 21 (z).(v; ® v},) # 0, contradiction. O

The results of this section will be used in more detail in section 6.

4. A-FORMS AND SPECIALIZATIONS

The aim of this section is to explain how to go back from Mod to the usual category Mod (U, ()).

Consider the ring A = {%Lf(u),g(u) € Clut],g(1) # 0} C C(u). We prove the existence of

certain A-forms (definition 4.1) and we study their specialization at u = 1. The idea of considering
A-form is inspired from crystal basis theory (see [Kasl, L1]), but instead of using ¢ as a deformation
parameter in the ring A, we use the deformation parameter u of the Drinfeld coproduct. We prove
that one can define A-forms of cyclic modules of the category Mod (U, (g)) (theorem 4.6). It gives
rise to the following two constructions : one can construct a fusion /-highest weight module from
two [-highest weight modules (definition 4.10), and in the case of quantum affine algebras one can
define a fusion bifunctor for the category of finite dimensional representations (theorem 4.13).

4.1. A-forms. In this section we recall standard definitions and properties of A-forms which are
some A-"lattice” of C(u)-vector spaces. We also study explicit examples.
Ais alocal principal ring. Let U (§) = Uy (§)®cA C U, (). The algebrasl*(g), u;v—(g),u;(r}) C
Ui (g) are defined in an obvious way.
4.1.1. Definition and first properties.
Definition 4.1. Let V € Mod(U;(g)). An A-form V of V is a sub A-module of V satisfying :

i) V is stable under U 9),

i) V generates the C(u)-vector space V,

1) for A € b*, V NV is a finitely generated A-module.
Note that as A is principal and V' is torsion free, the property iii) implies that V NV, is free. In
particular it makes sense to consider the rank and basis of V' N V).

This notion of A-form is analog to the lattice L considered in crystal theory [Kasl, L1]. The
properties discussed in this subsection are standard (see [L2, Kas3] for general results on A-forms).
We give proofs for the convenience of the reader.

Lemma 4.2. Let V € Mod(U,(g)) and V be an A-form of V. Then
1)V ~V®4C(u) as U, (§)-modules,
2) for all X € b*, we have rka(V NVy) = dime () (Va),
3) for all v € V, there is a unique n(v) € Z such that (1 —u)"v € V and (1 —u)*™) 1y ¢ V,
4) let W C'V be a Ui (g)-submodule of V. Then W N V is an A-form of W.
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Proof: 1) and 2) : for all X € b*, a basis of VNV), as an A-module is also a basis of the C(u)-vector

space V).

3) It suffices to consider the case v € V).
{w;}i=1... k is an A-basis of VA NV. Then n(v) is the unique n(v) € Z satisfying Vie{l,..,
(1 —u)™®) f;(u) € A and there exists i € {1,..., K} such that (1 —u)"")~1f;(u) ¢ A.

4) Denote W =W NV, and let us check the propertles of definition 4.1 : i) is clear. For ii),
let v € W. There is P € Clu®] — {0} such that v/ = Pv € V. So v/ € W and W generates the

C(u)-vector space W. For the property iii), we have WNWy = VANW NV C VNV, is a finitely
generated A-module. O

Let us write it vx = >, _; . gfi(u)w; where

K},

We have directly from definition 4.1 :

Lemma 4.3. Let V € Mod(U,(g)) and V CV (resp. V! C V) be an A-form ofu;(g).f/ (resp. of
Uy (8).V'). Then V + V' is an A-form of Uy(g).(V + V7).

4.1.2. Specialization. One can consider the specialization of an A-form at u =1 :

Definition 4.4. Let V' € Mod(U;(g)) and V an A-form of V. Then we denote by (V),—1 the
Uy (8)-module V /((u — 1)V).

Lemma 4.5. We have (V),=1 € Mod(U,(3)).

It follows from lemma 4.2 that
dime((V)uer)r) = tha(V N 13)
So (V)uz1 € Mod(Uy(d))-

In general the specialization at u 1 of two A-forms of an U, (g)-module are not necessarily
isomorphic, as illustrated in the following examples.

Proof:
= dnn(c(u) (V)\ ) .
O

4.1.3. Ezamples. Let Ly = L11 = Cvy ® Cv; and Ly = Ly 2 = Cwy ® Cwy be two Z/{q(SZQ)'
fundamental representations. The fusion modules V' = i(L1) ®; i(L2) and V' = i(L2) @5 i(L1)
can be described explicitly (see section 3.4; they have also been studied in [H3, section 6.6] with a
different formalism). Consider the C(u)-basis of V' (resp. of V'): fo = vo @ wo, f1 = v1 @ wo, fo =
vo @ wr, f3 =v1 @wy (resp. [} = wo & vo, f1 = w1 ® vo, f5 = wo @1, fi = w1 @wvy). The action
of L{é(szg) on V is given by :

fo bil 2 f3
)t 0 fo gt TTZZZfo fo+q"Prun 2 i
T, u"g* fo + qllj,uufl u"g*" fs = Z = f3 0 '
o*(2) | PUSiinst fo | 5N | Sl e | o 2 S s

The action of L{é(slg) on V' is given by :

o fi f3 f3
xt 0 " fh g tu” T 1uq“,2 0P+ qun et f1
r W e [ f 2 f |0 |
O | Py, | e | e | T

It follows from proposition 3.18 that V' and V' are simple (I, u)-highest weight modules.
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In particular

V= Z/{:(g)fo = Afo S .A(l - ’U,)fl S .AfQ &b .Afg,

VI=UG(0)-fo = ASg © AfL & Afs @ Af,

are respectively A—forms of V' and V’. We use the same notations for the vectors in V and in
(V)u=1 (resp. in V' and in (V')y=1). The Uy(slz)-modules (V),=1 and (V'),=1 are [-highest
weight modules, but not simple : C.(1 —u)f; (resp. C.f}) is a U, (sly)-submodule of (V),—; (resp.
of (V")u=1) of dimension 1.
Note that we have an isomorphism of U, (slz)-modules o : (V)y=1 — (V')u=1 defined by o(fo) = f5,
o((L=wfi) = (¢ = a)fs, o(f2) = (a+ a7 fi, o(fs) = fs.

Consider the following respective A-forms of V and V' :

Vi= 0 oraati )-fi= Afo @ Al @ Af® Afs 2V,
Do 0t 5l)-fi = Afy @ Afl @ Afy @ Af; = V.

We use the same notation for the vectors in V; and in (Vy),=1. (V})u=1 is not an l-highest weight
module, is cyclic generated by fi and has a submodule of dimension 3, namely Cfo & Cf2 ® Cfs.
So (V¢)u=1 and (V),=1 are not isomorphic.

4.2. A-form of cyclic modules. In this section we study A-forms of cyclic modules which will
be used later (in particular we will study the interesting properties of their specializations in other
sections). The main result of this section is :

Theorem 4.6. Let V € Mod(U;(g)) and v € V —{0}. Then V(v) = U (g).v is an A-form of

U, (§).v. Moreover (V (v))u=1 € Mod(Uy(§)) is a non zero cyclic Uy(g)-module generated by v.

This theorem is proved in this section. We can suppose that V' is a non zero cyclic Ué(ﬁ)-module
generated by v.

Lemma 4.7. Let V. € Mod(Uy(g)) and F' C V be a finitely generated A-submodule of V.. Then

AU, (h).F is a finitely generated A-module.

Proof: Let W C V as in definition 3.6 and write /' = >°._,  A.f; where f; € V. For each
J € {1,..,m}, we can write a finite sum f; = >°, W, fjr where fjr € Wy, (Ajr € b*) and

Uk € Cu). But AUy(h)fjn C AW, andsoUy(h).F C >0, Wi AW, is afinitely generated
A-module. O

Let us study the case of (I, u)-highest weight modules, which is a first step in the proof of theorem
4.6 :

Lemma 4.8. Let V' be an (I, u)-highest weight module in the category Mod(Uy(§)) and let v be an
highest weight vector. Then V = U, (g).v is an A-form of V.

Proof: Properties i), ii) of definition 4.1 are clear. Let us prove property iii) : let A be the weight of
v. For p1 a weight of V', we have n € A—Q™. Let us prove the result by induction on b/ (i) = h(A—p).
For /(1) = 0 it is clear, and in general let us prove that A;11 = Z{Mh,(#):lH}V NV, is a finitely

generated A-module. But we have A1 = > s ez uin (=13 %im- (Vi N V). Tt follows from

formula (8) that for i € I,m # 0, we have z;,, = ﬁ(hi7m:v;0 — 2; ghi,m). Moreover we have
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Uy (6).(V,,NV) = V,,NV. In particular A4, C Z{iGI,Mh’(u):l}u‘Z(G)'xi_.,O(VH NV). We can conclude
with lemma 4.7. O

Note that the rationality in u was a crucial point of this proof.

(Note that in [H3] we considered Clu*]i,(g).v for a simple (I, u)-highest weight module L and
called it a Clu*]-form of L. As U(g).v = A.Clu*]Uy(g).v, it is a particular case of the point of
view of this paper.)

Proof of theorem 4.6 :

Let us prove that we get an A-form : properties i), ii) of definition 4.1 are clear. Let us check
property iii). First consider

d(v) = Max{h(wt(v') — wt(v))[v' € V and wt(v') — wt(v) € QT }.

Let us prove by induction on d(v) > 0, that for all X € b*, Uy (a).v N (U, (g).v)x is a finitely
generated A-module. For d(v) = 0, the result is proved as in lemma 4.8. In general : the
triangular decomposition of U (g) (theorem 2.3) gives U'(g).v = A+ B where A = U~ (Q)U:(f))v
and B = Ziel’meZU;(ﬁ).xIm.v. Moreover for A € b*, (U (g)v)NVy=ANVi+BNVy. We
see as in the proof of lemma 4.8 that A N V) is a finitely generated A-module. It follows from

formula (8) that for ¢ € I,m # 0, we have xi‘m = ﬁ(hi,mxro - xi‘ohi,m). In particular

B C Ziejl/{;(ﬁ).xio.u;(ﬁ).v. It follows from lemma 4.7 that L{;(F)).v is a finitely generated .A-
module. For i € I, and v’ € xio .L{;(f)).v, we have d(v') < d(v), and so it follows from the induction
hypothesis that for all A € b*, U (g).v" N Va = Uy (g).v" N (U ().0")x is a finitely generated A-
module, and so BNV, is a finitely generated A-module.

Let us prove that the image of v in (V(v)),=1 generates (V(v)),—1 : first we have v ¢ (1 —u)V(v).
Indeed if there is an 7 < 0 such that (1 —u)"v € V(v), then for all I > 1, (1 — u)""v € V(v) and
soifv € Z,\GAV(U) N Va (A finite), there is A € A such that V(v) N Vy is not a finitely generated
A-module, contradiction. In particular (V(v))u=1 # {0}. Next let w € V(v) — ((1 — )V (v)) and
G(u) € Uy (g) such that w = G(u).v. Then in (V(v))uz1, we have w = G(1).v (where G(1) is the
image of G(u) by the projection Uy (g) — Uy(@))- O

4.3. Fusion of [-highest weight U/,(§)-modules. In this section we explain how to construct
fusion of I-highest weight U, (g)-modules by using the quantum fusion tensor category. We use the
notations of remark 3.3.

We get the following first application of theorem 4.6 :

Corollary 4.9. Letr > 1 and V1,--- ,V, be l-highest weight modules in the category Mod(Uy(g)).
Consider the fusion module W = i(V1)®@5i(Va) @5 --@7i(V;) € Mod(Uy(g)). Letvi € Vi,--- v, €
V,. be highest weight vectors and (P1)icr, ..., (P! )icr the respective Drinfeld polynomials. Then

3

1) The Uy(g)-module (W (v))y=1 € Mod(Uy,(8)) is an l-highest weight module of I-highest weight
vector v =v1 X -+ @ Uy

2) The Drinfeld polynomials of the I-highest weight of (W (v))u=1 are (P}(2)P2(2)--- P! (2))icr.

K2

Proof: 1) It follows from theorem 4.6 that (W (v)),=1 is cyclic generated by v. Moreover vy, - - , v,
are [-highest weight vectors, and so formulas (10), (12), (13) give that v is an I-highest weight vector.

2) Clear from equations (12) and (13). O
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Definition 4.10. The module (W(v))u:1 is denoted by Vi sy Voxy-- x5V, and is called the fusion
module of Vi, Vo, -+ V..

Examples : in section 4.1.3, for the Z/{q(szg)—l—highest weight modules Ly, Lo we computed explicitly

LisyLo= (V)y=1 and Lo*s L1 = (V')y=1 and we defined an isomorphism o : Ly % Lo o~ Loy L.
Moreover we noticed that L *f Ly is not semi-simple.

Other examples and applications will be studied in the section 6.

4.4. Fusion of finite dimensional representations. We use the notations of remark 3.3. In
this subsection we study another application of the quantum fusion tensor category : it allows to
define a bifunctor on the category of finite dimensional representations of U, (g). This bifunctor
will not be used in the rest of this paper, we hope to study it in more details in another paper.

We recall that i is a functor from Mod(U,(g)) to Mod (U, (g)) (see proposition 3.8).

Corollary 4.11. Let V1, Vs be two finite dimensional representations of Uy(g). Then
Uy (9).(Vi @c V) Ci(Vi) @ i(V2)

is an A-form of i(V1) ® i(V3).

Proof:  Let {va}1<a<p, {ws}1<p<p be C-basis respectively of V7 and V,. We have

(18)  UM@).(ViwcVa) =) (U (8)-(va @ wp)) C (Vi ©c Vo) ®c C(u).

From theorem 4.6, each Uy (g).(va ® wp) is an A-form of Uy (g).(va ® wp). As the sum in equation
(18) is finite, we can conclude with lemma 4.3. O

Because of corollary 4.11, it makes sense to define :

Definition 4.12. We denote by Vi ®q Vo the Uy(g)-module (U (g). (Vi @c V2))u=1-

Examples : in section 4.1.3, for the Z/{q(szg) [-highest weight modules L; and Lo we computed
explicitly Ly ®q Lo = (f/f)u:l and Ly ®q L1 = (f/f’)uzl Note that L1 ®4 Lo is not isomorphic to
Ly ®q L1, and that Ly ®4 Lo is not isomorphic to Ly #f La. Note that in general if V; and V5 are
semi-simple, V1 ®4 V5 is not necessarily semi-simple.

Let Modf(U,(g)) be the subcategory of finite dimensional representations in Mod (U, (g)). If U,(g) is
a quantum affine algebra, the simple integrable I-highest weight modules are objects of Mod(U,(g))
(see [CP3)).

Theorem 4.13. ®4 defines a bifunctor ®q : Modf(Uy(§)) x ModfU,(§)) — Modf(U,(g)).

Proof:  As i(V1) ®¢i(V2) is a finite dimensional C(u)-vector space, Vi ®4 V5 is a finite dimensional
C-vector space, and so necessarily is an object of Modf(i,(g)). Consider Vi, Vo, V{, V3 objects of
Modf(Uy(§)) and f1 : Vi — V{, fo : Vo — VJ two morphisms of U,(§)-module. From theorem
3.12 we have a morphism of U, (g)-module f; @y fo : i(Vi) ®@fi(Va) — i(V{) @ i(V5). As (f1 ®f
f)U; - (Vi ®c V2)) C Uy (Vi @c V) and (f1 @5 f2) (1 —w)y . (Vi @c V2)) C (1 —w)Uy (V] ®c V3),
we get a morphism f1 ®q fo: Vi ®q Vo = V{ @4 V5. O

For quantum affine algebras, it should be interesting to relate ®4 to the usual tensor category
structure.
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5. FINITE LENGTH PROPERTY AND QUANTUM FUSION TENSOR CATEGORY

In this section we prove that for a large class of quantum affinizations (including quantum affine
algebras and most quantum toroidal algebras) the subcategory of finite length modules is stable
under the monoidal bifunctor ® (theorem 5.27). In particular we get a tensor category in the
sense of [CE| (where the finite length property is required). We construct and use for this purpose
a generalization of the Frenkel-Reshetikhin morphism of g-characters [FR] for the category Mod
and prove that it is compatible with the monoidal structure (these results are valid for all quantum
affinizations). In particular it gives a representation theoretical interpretation of the combinatorial
fusion product defined in [H3] for the semi-simplified category (corollary 5.15).

First let us recall the following consequence of theorem 2.9 :

Corollary 5.1. The simple modules of the category Mod(Uy(§)) are the simple l-highest weight
modules L(\, ) where (A, ¥) is a dominant l-weight.

Proof: As a module in Mod(U,(g)) has at least one I-highest weight vector, the result is a direct
consequence of theorem 2.9. 0

5.1. Generalized g-characters and fusion product [H3]. The theory of g-characters was in-
troduced in [FR] for quantum affine algebras. In this section we recall the general definition for
quantum affinizations and the existence of a related combinatorial fusion product introduced in
[H3].

First let us define the generalized g-characters. For W € Mod(U,()) and an l-weight (), ¥) we
denote:

Wiw ={veWiTp>0,VieI,m>0,(¢7,, — Vi) v=0}

As Uy(h) is commutative we have W = B, y) -weight Wi, for all W € Mod (U (h)).

Definition 5.2. We denote by QP;" the set of l-weights (u,7) such that up € Pt —Q*, and
there exists polynomials Q;(z), Ri(z) (i € I) satisfying R;(0) = Q;(0) = 1 and in C[[z]] (resp. in
Cll=="1): 1
£ am _ deo(Qi)—deg(R)) Qi(24; ) Ri(2qi)
Z < li,Em? =4q; 1y
m20 Qi(2qi)Ri(2q; )

The following result was first proved in [FR, Proposition 1] for quantum affine algebras, and a
straightforward generalization for general quantum affinizations was given in [H3, Proposition 5.4].

Proposition 5.3. For V € Mod(Uy(g)) and (A, ¥) an l-weight, (Vix w) # {0}) = (A, ¥) € QP").

Consider formal variables Yi (t€l,aeC*) and k, (w€bh). Let A be the commutative group of
monomials of the form m = Hiel’aec*}j‘;a(m)kw(m), (usa(m) € Z, w(m) € b), satisfying

1) only a finite number of w; o(m) € Z are non zero,

2) for i € I, a;(w(m)) = 75) yecnti,a(m).
The product is given by the usual multiplication of Laurent polynomials in variables Yzj; and
khtn = knkps. This group A is fixed for the rest of this paper.

For (u,7) € QP we define Y, , = kvl licr acc-Yia " € A where Q;(2) =[]
and R;(z) = [[,ec- (1 — za)”* are given by definition 5.2.

acC (1 — za)te
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Y is the set of x € Z4 such that there is a finite number of elements A1, ..., \s € b* satisfying for
meA:

(w(m) ¢ U . v(S(\;))) = the coeflicient of m in x is 0.
J=1 s
Note that ) has a ring structure inherited from the group structure of A.

Definition 5.4. The q-character of a module W € Mod(U,(h)) is defined by

Xq(W) = ZO\ EQPF dim(VAﬁ)YA,V S
) 1

The g-characters were introduced in [FR] for finite dimensional representations of quantum affine
algebras and the generalized g-characters (with the term k) for general quantum affinizations were
constructed in [H3].

Let Rep(Uy(g)) be the Grothendieck group of modules V' in Mod(¢,;(g)) which have a composition
series :

(19)  Lo={0} C Ly C Ly C ... such that U,>0Li =V and Vi >0 Liy1/L; is simple.

Note that we will prove in section 5.3 that for a large class of quantum affinizations all modules in
Mod(U,(§)) have such a composition series.

Let us recall some results not used for the main results of this paper, but which are related to the
point of view of this paper (in particular see section 5.2). The following result was first proved in
[FR] for quantum affine algebras and then in [H3] for general quantum affinizations.

Lemma 5.5. x4 gives an injective group morphism xq : Rep(Uy(§)) — V.

For quantum affine algebras, the category Mod (U, (§)) has a tensor structure from the usual co-
product. It is compatible with the morphism of g-characters :

Theorem 5.6. [FR] Suppose that Uy(§) is a quantum affine algebra. Consider the ring structure
on Rep(Uy(§)) given by the usual coproduct. Then x4 is a ring morphism from Rep(Uy(§)) to V.

We proved in [H3] that for general quantum affinizations one can observe a ” combinatorial” fusion
phenomena in terms of g-characters. More precisely we have

Theorem 5.7. [H3] For general quantum affinization Uy(g), the image of x4 is a subring of V.
The induced multiplication on Rep(Uy(§)) is a fusion product (the constant structure on simple
representations are positive).

This last result was stated in [H3] when the quantized Cartan matrix C(z) is invertible, but the
last section of [H3] implies also this result and does not use the inverse of C'(z). From theorem 5.7,
it makes sense to define :

Definition 5.8. The induced multiplication of theorem 5.7 on Rep(Uy(§)) is denoted by * and is
called combinatorial fusion product.

This fusion product is called combinatorial because a priori it makes sense only in the semi-
simplified category. However in the next section a relation between the combinatorial fusion prod-
uct and the tensor structure of Mod is established. In particular it provides a representation
theoretical interpretation of .
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5.2. Generalized morphism of ¢g-characters for the quantum fusion tensor category. In
this section we construct a morphism of g-characters for the quantum fusion tensor category Mod.
We moreover prove that it is compatible with the monoidal structure (theorem 5.12).

First let us give a u-deformed version of proposition 5.3.
Lemma 5.9. Let V € Mod(Uy(g)) and W as in definition 3.6. Then
Wzt = (Clu™] @ W) /(1 — u)Clu*] © W)

is an object of Mod(U, (b)) and for (A7) an l-weight, we have (Wu=1)(ay) # {0} = (\,7) € QP
Moreover, for (\,v) € QP*, the dimension of dim((Wu=1)(x)) is independent of the choice of
W. In particular xq(Wy=1) does not not depend of the choice of W.

Proof:  As W € Mod(U,(h)) we have W,—; € Mod(U,()). Tt follows from property v) of definition
3.6 that for (A,7) an l-weight of W,,—; there is an (I, u)-weight (X, y(u)) such that (A, (1)) = (A, 7)

and Vi ) 7# {0}, Let v € (Vx y(u)) — {0}) and consider (V(v))u=1. It is an integrable U, (g)-

module generated by v (theorem 4.6). Moreover we have v € ((V(v))u=1)(,y) and so it follows
from proposition 5.3 that (A,v) € QP;". For the last point we have

dim((Wuzt)am) = D dime ) (Vi)

{0y () (1 w)-weight|(Ay(1))=(A7)}

Because of lemma 5.9 it makes sense to define :

Definition 5.10. We define the g-character of a module V€ Mod(U,(§)) by xq(V) = Xq(Wu=1)
where W is as in definition 3.6 .

Note that x4 can also be defined on Mod by summation. We use the same notation x, for these
morphisms of g-characters. We prove exactly as in lemma 5.9 :

Lemma 5.11. Let V € Mod(U,(g)) and V be an A-form of V.. Then x4(V) = Xq(V)uz1).

The g-characters morphism is compatible with the tensor structure :

Theorem 5.12. We use the notations of remark 3.3. For V1,Va € Mod, we have xq(Vi @5 Vo) =
Xa(V1)xq(V2)-

Proof: From definition 3.6 one has subspaces W7 C Vi, Wy C Vo. We have seen in the proof
of lemma 3.10 that we can choose W; ® Wy for the subspace of V; ®¢ V5 required in definition
3.6. So xq(Vi @5 Vo) = xq((W1 @ Wa)y=1). As a direct consequence of formulas (12), (13),
Xq((W1 ® W2)u=1) is equal to xq((W1)u=1)Xq((W2)u=1). O
This result is analog to theorem 5.6 where the usual coproduct of quantum affine algebras is used.
Here we use the Drinfeld coproduct, that is why this statement is almost automatic. It gives an
additional clue indicating that ® is an interesting tensor structure.

It follows directly from the definition of x, that :
Lemma 5.13. Let V,V' € Mod(U,(g)) such that V' C V. Then xq(V) = xq(V') + xq(V/V').

Moreover :

Lemma 5.14. The image of the q-characters morphisms for Mod and Mod(Uy(§)) coincide, that
is to say xq(Mod) = Xxq(Mod(Uy(g)))-
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Proof:  The inclusion x,(Mod (U, (8))) C xq(Mod) follows from the existence of the functor ¢ which
allows to see Mod (U, (g)) as a subcategory of Mod' (see proposition 3.8). For the other inclusion
Xq(Mod) C xq(Mod (U, (g))) , we see as in the proof of lemma 5.9 that the g-characters of cyclic
modules are in x,(Mod(U,(g))) and then we can use lemma 5.13. O

As xq(Mod(Uy(g))) ~ Rep(Uy(g)), the result of lemma 5.14 allows to consider a projection p :
Mod — Rep(Uy(g)). It satisfies " x4 = xq o p”. Then theorem 5.12 implies :

Corollary 5.15. We use the notations of remark 3.3. For V1, Vo € Mod, we have
p(Vi @ V2) = p(V1) * p(V2).

In particular the quantum fusion tensor category Mod gives a representation theoretical interpre-
tation of .

5.3. Further results on the category Mod(l/,(§)). In this section we study the existence of
composition series for the modules of Mod (U, (g)). We will also study the dominant monomials
(corresponding to dominant [-weights) occurring in g-characters. This study is valid for a class of
Cartan matrices that we describe now : in this section (and in section 5.4) we suppose that C is
a generalized symmetrizable Cartan matrix satisfying the condition

(20) ((Cij <=1)=(ri=-Cj;=1))

where the r; define D = diag(ry, ..., ) such that B = DC' is symmetric (they are fixed in section
2.1). Tt includes quantum affine algebras and quantum toroidal algebras, except of type Agl), Ag)

(I > 0). For p > 1, it also includes the rank 2 matrices of the form <—2p —21) or (_21 —2p>
which will for example provide completely new types of T-system considered in section 6.2.3.

First we have :

Lemma 5.16. If C satisfies the property (20), then :
DVijel, r>—Cy.,
2)(i#j)=(ri=1orC;; =—1o0rC;;=0),
3) for i € I such that r; =1, we have [(j #1i and C;; #0) = (Cj,; = —1)],
4) fori,j € I such that r; > 1, we have [(C;; <0) = (C;; = —1)/,

5) fori €I such that r; > 1 and j € I such that C; ; <0, we have [(Cj; = —1 and r; =1;) or
(Cji = —r; and rj =1)],

6) C(z) is invertible.
Note that 2) means that C' is g-symmetrizable in the sense of [H2]. In particular all properties of

g-symmetrizable Cartan matrices established in the last section of [H2] are also satisfied by C' (but
they are not used in the present paper).

Proof: 1) If Cj; > —1, the result is clear because r; > 1. For C;; < —1, as B = DC is symmetric,

we have r; = —C; ; =1, and so —C; = 7;.
2)If C;; ¢ {0,—1} we have C; ; < —1 and so r; = 1.
3) Direct consequence of 1).

4) Direct consequence of 2).
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5) From 4) we have r; = —Cj;r;. If r; > 1 we have Cj; = —1 from 4), and so r; = r;. If r; =1,
we have Cj; = —r;.

6) Proved in [H2, Lemma 6.9] : we have det(C(z)) € 2% + 2% + 3 _,_ _pZz" # 0 where
R=3ermi: 0

Let us state the main result of this section.

Theorem 5.17. Any module V' in Mod(Uy(§)) has a composition series (19).

The composition series is not necessarily of finite length. Note that it implies that Rep(4,(§)) is the
Grothendieck group of Mod(U,(§)), and so that x, encodes all information from the semi-simplified
category. In this section we prove this theorem 5.17.

Let us define for monomials the analog of the notion of dominant I-weight (see [FM]).

Definition 5.18. An element of A is said to be dominant if the powers of the Y; , are positive.

The following result was proved in [FR] for U,(slz), in [FM] for quantum affine algebras and in
[H3] in general. It provides a simplification in the study of g-characters because we only have to
look at very particular monomials.

Theorem 5.19. [FR, FM, H3| An element of Im(x,) is uniquely determined by the multiplicity
of his dominant monomials.

Let m € A — {1}. m is said to be right-negative if for all a € C*, j € I, [(uj 44z (m) # 0) =
(tj,qqz (m) < 0)] where L = max{l € Z|3i € I,u; 4q(m) # 0} (see [FM]). A product of right-
negative monomials is right-negative [FM].

Example : for all ¢ € I,a € C* consider

A r =k _poyY LY

1Y Y. ..« € A.
i,aq; ! Z’aq"rI{(J’JC)ICj,iS*l and k€{C;;+1,C5i+3,...,—C; ;—1}} 11

It follows from property 1) of lemma 5.16 that A; ! is right-negative.

i,a

Let us define for a monomial m a set S(m) analog to the set S(\) (see [H1] for similar definitions).

Definition 5.20. For m € A, let S(m) be the set of monomials m' € A such that there are
(mo =m),my,...mn_1,(my =m’') € A satisfying :

1) for all j € {1,--- N}, there is i € I such that m; = mj,lA;;Iq_ AL g Where m; >0
b K3 9 Tj K3
and ay,- -+ ,a,; € C*,
2) for 1 <r <rj, ujqe.(mj—1) > |{r' €{l,--- ,r;}ar = a,}| where i,r; are as in condition 1).

For all m’ € S(m), m'm~! is a product of A,;Jl) (it is denoted by m’ < m). Moreover m’ € S(m)
implies S(m') C S(m).

It is well-known that the weights of a U, (g)-highest module of highest weight A are in S(\). Let
us prove the following analog refined cone property (see [FR, FM, N4] for previous results).

Theorem 5.21. Let V € Mod(U,(§)) be an l-highest weight module of highest monomial m. Then
all monomials m’ occurring in xq4(V) are in S(m) and in particular m' < m.

Proof: A weaker statement was proved in [H4, Theorem 3.1] : for V € Mod(i,(g)) a simple I-
highest weight module of highest monomial m, all monomials m’ occurring in x4(V') satisty m’ < m.
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The proof was based on [H4, Lemma 3.2] and used the Z/Iq(sZQ)—Weyl modules. These modules are
explicitly known and satisfy the property of theorem 5.21 (in the strong form). So to prove the
result it suffices to rewrite word by word the proof of [H4, Theorem 3.1] where ”simple-modules”
is replaced by ”I-highest weight modules” and m; < mg by my € S(ma). O

In the following we denote ¢ = {¢™|m € N} and ¢Z = {¢™|m € Z}.

Remark 5.22. For all m € A, one can consider (a1,--- ,a,) € (C*)" satisfying
1) fori e I,be C*, (ujp(m) #0)= (b€ arg"U---Ua.qY),
2) ay,--- ,a, belong to different classes of C*/q”.

Lemma 5.23. Let m € A. Let (a1, -+ ,a,) as in remark 5.22 and N € Z. Then the set
Sn(m)={m' € Sm)|Vk € {1,- -+ ,r},5 > 0,i € I, u; 4, v+ (m'm™") =0}

is finite.

The idea of the following proof is that for m’ such that there is N satisfying m’ € Sy(m), the
minimal N with this property increases when we multiply m’ by some monomials A; ; We use a
double induction on N and a(m) defined below.

Proof: First note that if m’ € (S(m) — Sny(m)), then S(m’) C (S(m) — Sn(m)). Let us prove
by induction on N that Sy(m) is finite. By definition of S(m), for all N < 0, Sy(m) =
{m}. Consider N > 0. Let M = Hie],lgkgrifijﬁ:k(m)kui,akl’(/\i)' First for mM~! we can
use (a1q, - ,a,q) instead of the (ai,---,a,) of remark 5.22. With this set of complex num-
bers, Sy(mM ') becomes Sy_1(mM ') which is is finite by the induction hypothesis. Let
a(m) = D1 merxzp<k<ru: . (m)>03Ui,ar(m) = 0. N is fixed and we prove by induction on
a(m) > 0 that Sy(m) is finite. For a(m) = 0, we have Sy (m) = MSy(mM ') which is finite by
above discussion. Suppose that a(m) > 0. For m’ € MSy(mM 1) consider

Tv(m') = {m" € (Sn(m') = {m'})|m" (m) ™" € {A7;, o Viera<nr}-

1,aq
By definition 7x(m’) is finite. For m” € T(m'), we have a(m’) < a(m). So by the induction
hypothesis on «, if m” € Ty(m’) then Sy (m”) is finite. But we have
— -1 "
Sn(m) = (MSy (mM~7)) U U{m”GT(m’)|m’€MSN(mM*l)}SN(m )-
So Sy (m) is finite. O

Proposition 5.24. Let V € Mod(U,(g)).
1) If V is an l-highest weight module then x,(V') has a finite number of dominant monomials.

2) V has a finite composition series if and only if x,(V) has a finite number of dominant
monomials.

Proof: 1) Let m be the highest weight monomial of x4(V), and (a1, -+ ,a,) € (C*)" as in remark
5.22. From theorem 5.21 all monomials of x,(V) are in S(m). Let N € Z such that for all
ke{l,--,r},s>0,i€1,u; 4+ (m)=0. For m’ € (§(m) — {m}), m'm~" is right-negative.
If in addition m/ is dominant, for all k € {1,---,7}, s > 0,4 € I, u; 4, on+s(m'm™1) = 0 (otherwise
there would be one b € C*,i € I such that u; ,(m’) = u;p(m'm=1) < 0). So a dominant monomial
of (§(m) — {m}) is in Sy(m), and we can conclude with lemma 5.23.

2) As a simple module of the category Mod(U,(§)) is an I-highest weight module (corollary 5.1),
it follows from 1) that his g-character has a finite number of dominant monomials, and we get the
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same for a module with a finite composition series (lemma 5.13). As the g-character of a simple
module has at least one dominant monomial, the converse is clear by induction on the number of
dominant monomials with multiplicity. 0

End of the proof of theorem 5.17. We can conclude the proof of theorem 5.17 because it suffices
to establish that {-highest weight modules have a composition series (we have proved in addition
that {-highest weight modules have a finite composition series). O

5.4. Finite length and tensor structure. In this section we prove the stability of the subcate-
gory of finite length modules for the tensor structure. As a consequence we get a tensor category
in the sense of [CE].

Proposition 5.25. Let Vi, Vo € Mod(Uy(g)) such that xq(Vi) and x4(V2) have a finite number of
dominant monomials. Then x,(V1)xq(V2) has a finite number of dominant monomials.

Proof: Tt follows from the 2) of proposition 5.24 that V4 and V5 have a finite composition series,
so we can suppose that they are simple. Let mq, ms be the highest weight monomials respectively
of V1 and V5. The monomials of x,(V1)x,(V2) are in S(m1)S(msz). Let (a1, - ,a,) € (C*)" as
in remark 5.22 for m; and mo (one can choose (a1, - ,a,) so that condition of remark 5.22 is
simultaneously satisfied for m; and ms). Let N € Z such that for all k € {1,--- ,r}, s >0,i € I,
Ui gpgN+es(M1) = U g qn+:(m2) = 0. For a dominant m' = mimj, € (S(my1)S(mz2) — {mima}),
m’lml_1 and m’gmg1 are right-negative or equal to 1, so for all k € {1,---,r}, s > 0,7 € I,
Ui gpqN+s (mymih) = Ui qpgN+e (mhmy ) = 0 (see the argument in the proof of 1) of proposition
5.24). So mj € Sny(m1), mb € Sy(mz) and we can conclude with lemma 5.23. O

In particular the Grothendieck ring of modules in Mod(l,(§)) with a finite composition series is
stable under the fusion product .

Let us prove a u-deformed version of proposition 5.24 :
Lemma 5.26. Let V € Mod(U,(g))-
1) If V is an (1, u)-highest weight module then x4(V') has a finite number of dominant monomials.
2) V has a finite composition series if and only if x,(V) has a finite number of dominant
monomials.
Proof: 1) It follows from theorem 4.6 and lemma 5.11 that x,(V) is equal to the g-character of an
I-highest weight U, (g)-module and so we can use 1) of proposition 5.24.
2) We can conclude as in 1) of proposition 5.24. O
We can conclude with the main result of this section :
Theorem 5.27. We use the notations of remark 3.3. The subcategory of finite length modules in
Mod is stable under the monoidal bifunctor @;.

Proof:  We get the result by combining 2) of lemma 5.26, theorem 5.12 and proposition 5.25. [

6. APPLICATIONS

In this section we develop several applications from the results of previous sections. First we
prove that a simple module of the category Mod (i, (g)) is a quotient of fusion of fundamental
representations (proposition 6.1). This is analog to a result of Chari-Pressley for the usual tensor
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product of quantum affine algebras (see [CP3, Corollary 12.2.8]). We establish a cyclicity property
(1, u-highest weight property of fusion of [-highest modules) which allows to control the ”size” of this
fusion module (theorem 6.2 and corollary 6.3) : this property is completely different compared to
the usual tensor product of quantum affine algebras (see remark 3.17), and the corresponding proof
is independent of it. Then we establish exact sequences involving fusion of Kirillov-Reshetikhin
modules (theorem 6.7). It is related to new generalized T-systems (theorem 6.10). For quantum
affine algebras, such T-systems and related exact sequences involving usual tensor product of
Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules were first established in [N3] for simply-laced cases and then in [H5]
for the general case with a different proof. The proof of the new T-system is a slight modification of
the proof of [H5], but the proof of the corresponding exact sequence uses the fusion tensor product
of the present paper. In subsection 6.3 we address complements and question that we hope to
discuss in another paper.

In this entire section we use the notations of remark 3.3.

6.1. Application to [-highest weight modules. In this section we first prove a general result
analog to [CP3, Corollary 12.2.8|, and then we prove the following new cyclicity property which
has no analog for the usual tensor product : for V, V’ [-highest weight modules, (V) @ i(V’) is
(I, u)-highest weight (theorem 6.2).

6.1.1. Statement of the main results. First we have :

Proposition 6.1. A simple module V' of the category Mod(Uy(g)) is a quotient of a fusion of
fundamental representations L, *¢ Li q) *f -+ % Ly, a, . Moreover we have

X‘Z(L“)Hm:17.., 7MXq(Li1,a1) =Xq(L(\, W) + E

where E € Y has positive coefficients.

Proof: From corollary 5.1, V is of the form L(\, ¥) where (A, ¥) is a dominant [-weight. Let
(P;(u))ier be the corresponding set of Drinfeld polynomials. Consider ((i1,a1), -, (ia,an)) €
(I x C*)™ such that for each i € I, P;(u) = [T, =iy (1 — uam). From corollary 4.9, the fusion
module
L()\—Zig)\(aiv)f\i) *f Lil-,al *f Liz-,a2 L LiM-,aM

is an [-highest weight module of [-highest weight (A, ¥) and so admits L(\, ¥) as a quotient.
From the first part and by lemma 5.13, we have xq(Ly % Li, a0 %+ %f Liyya,,) = E'+ Xq(L(A, ¥))
where E’ has positive coefficients. But L, ¢ L;, o, *f - %¢ Lj,, a,, comes from an A-form of an

U, (g)-submodule of L, ®f Li, oy @f Liyay @f @ Liyap- So we can conclude with theorem
5.12. ]

The first part of proposition 6.1 is analog to a theorem of Chari-Pressley related to the usual tensor
product for quantum affine algebras (see for example [CP3, cor. 12.2.8]).

We can control the 7size” of the fusion of [-highest weight modules. Indeed let us state the main
result of this section which is a cyclicity property.

Theorem 6.2. Let V, V' € Mod(U,(§)) be two l-highest weight modules. Then i(V) @7 i(V') is an
(I, u)-highest weight module.

This theorem is proved in section 6.1.2. This result is completely different from the properties of
the usual tensor product of quantum affine algebras (see remark 3.17, [Cha, Theorem 4] and [Kas2,
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Theorem 9.1]). Here all fusion products are [-highest weight. Note that evidences of this result
were observed in the examples of section 3.4.

We have the following direct consequence of Theorem 6.2.

Corollary 6.3. Let Vi, Vs, -+, V. € Mod(Uy(g)) be l-highest weight modules. Then the l-highest
weight module V.-=Vy s Vo xp - x; V. satisfies xq(V) = xg(Vi)xg(Va) - xq(V3r).

In general (for example for quantum toroidal algebras) the existence of such ”big” I-highest weight
modules was not known so far.

For quantum affine algebras, Weyl modules are certain maximal finite dimensional [-highest weight
modules for fixed Drinfeld polynomial. Corollary 6.3 implies that the dimension of a Weyl module
is larger that the product of the dimension of the corresponding fundamental representations (this
result is already known, consequence of [Cha, Theorem 4] and consequence of [Kas2, Theorem
9.1]). By analogy, for general quantum affinizations, a maximal integrable I-highest weight module
would have such a fusion of fundamental representations as a quotient. In a paper in preparation
these fusion modules will be used to study the block decomposition of Mod (U, (g)) (see section
6.3.3). They are also used in the second application (in section 6.2).

6.1.2. Proof of theorem 6.2. We first prove preliminary lemmas. Let us recall the following well-
known result.

Lemma 6.4. Let M > 0. The sequences (A™m")m>n)aecs k>0 are C-linearly independent.

For convenience of the reader, we give a proof.
Proof: For k > 0 consider G(z) = Emzozmmk. We have Go(z) = 1/(1 — z) and Gjy1(2) =
2G4 (2). So by induction on k, we have Gj(z) = Py(2)/(1—2)*"! where Py(2) € C[z] and Px(1) # 0.
So Gi(z) € 1/(1 — 2)* + 3, _, C.Gw(2) and (Gi(A2))rec k>0 is a C-basis of C(z)/C[z%].
M >0 is fixed and consider G,(CM) =3 2™ mk. We have G](CM) (2)\) € Gr(2\) + C[z*] and so
the G,(CM) (zA) are linearly independent in ?C(z)/(C[zi] O

As a consequence, we have :

Lemma 6.5. Let V be a C(u)-vector space generated by vectors (f i k' )aec k>0,k'>0- We suppose
that only a finite number of these vectors are not equal to 0. For m > 0 we consider ., =
Yo AeCH k>0 k,>0)\m77“/“u_m’C Ik €V. Then V is generated by the (tm)m>0-

Proof: As V is a finite dimensional vector space we can prove the result by induction on dim(V).
For V= {0} it is clear. In generallet V' C V be the subspace generated by the p,,,, m > 0. Suppose
that there is fx, xo.k, ¢ V'. By the induction hypothesis the image of V' in V/(C(u)fx,.ko.k;)
generates the space V/(C(u) fx,,k,k;)- So dim(V’) = dim(V)—1. Consider ¢ : V' — C(u) a non zero
linear map such that Ker(¢) = V'. We have for all m > 0, Z/\ec*7k>0yk,>O)\mmku_mk/¢(f>\_,k_,k/) =
0. As there is a finite number of non zero fy j./, we can consider P(u) € (C(u) — {0}), such that
d(farr ) P(u) = Pyjp (u™t) where Py g € Clu]. As ¢ # 0, there is at least one polynomial
Py ki # 0. Consider a maximal &' = K’ such that there is (A, k) satisfying Py, k7 # 0. Let A be
the set of (A, k, K’) such that the polynomials Py, ks have a maximal degree. Let a x x+ be the
leading coefficient of Py i k. There is M > 0 such that for m > M, 0 = Z(A,k,K’)EA)\mmka)\akaK"
Contradiction because from lemma 6.4, the sequences (A™m*),,,> s are C-linearly independent. [J

In the following we denote U; (h) = U, (h) ® C(u) C U; ().
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Lemma 6.6. Let W be an object of Mod(Uy(h)) and W C (WRC(u)) a C(u)-subspace of WRC(u).

We consider R € U, (h) @ C(u) such that R(W @ C(u)) C W' and which can be erpanded in the

form R =3 Sou"gr where go € C* and for v > 1, g, € Uy(h). Then W' =W @ C(u).

Proof: Tt suffices to prove that for w an l-weight vector of W, we have w € W’. The restriction

of R on U;(h).w is of the form (yId + n) where v € C(u) and n is nilpotent. Consider v, € C
the eigenvalue of g, on Z/{é(f))w As the g, commute, we have v = go + > - qu V. As go # 0,
v is invertible in C(u). So w' =717 - ((n/7)".w makes sense in Mé(ﬁ).w. We can conclude as

R.w' = w and by hypothesis R.w’' € W’. O

End of the proof of theorem 6.2 :

Consider v € V) (resp. v/ € V) an I-highest weight vector of V' (resp. of V'). Let W =
Uy (g).(v @ v"). We prove that W = i(V) @y i(V'). For pu a weight of i(V) @7 i(V'), we have
1€ A+ N —QT. The map h is defined in section 2.1. Let us prove by induction on h(A+ X —pu) > 0
that (i(V) @5 i(V')), € W. For h(A + X — p) = 0 it is clear. In general let pq, 2 such that
p= p1+pz and (i(V), @7i(V"),,) C W. It suffices to prove that >, ; . cp(@;, (Vi )@V,,) C W
and Zie],mEZ(VMI ® :C;m(Vl;)) cWwW.

Consider w € V,,, w' € V;,. Let p € Z. Formulas (10) and (14) give for m € Z : x;, . .(w ®
w') = A+ B+ C where A = v "w ® (z;, ,,w') , B = (z;, ,,w) ® (k) and C =
Zr>0ur((xiip7mfr'w) ® ( ;Lrw/))

From proposition 3.8, the properties of definition 3.6 are satisfied by (V) and i(V’). So let us
consider the decompositions of property iv) of definition 3.6 : we have for all m > 0, all w € V,,,,
all w’ € V,

- k
‘,Ei,pfm(w) = § )\E(C*,k:ZO)\mm f)\,k(w)a
- k

xim—m(wl) = E Ae(C*,kZO)\mm f,/\k(w/)

Moreover we can consider the decomposition of lemma 3.7 : for r > 1, ¢ (w') = 3\ cov oo A7 gak(w').
Only a finite number of f p, fﬁ\)ka g,k are not equal to zero.

We have :
A= ZAGC*.k>OU_M/\mmk(upw ® fir(w)),
= m, k pa(ay),
B= Z,\ec*7k20/\ m"(far(w) @ q; w'),
— rym—+r [N % ,
©= ZAGC*,kzo,xec*,k/zo,rmu AT (A ) (X)) fak(w) @ gar e (W)
= m, k—s ’
N ZAGC*,@O,SZO,... ,k/\ m " fax(w) @ Rea(w'),
where

k 1'%
Rsx = Z u" NN gy g
8,2 S M eC* k'>0,r>0 ( ) g)\ K

Note that R, y is independent of m. As qﬁzfr equals ZAGC*’kle\Trkg,\k in End(Vl;), it follows from

lemma 6.5 that gy x viewed in End(V};,) is an operator of Uy(h). And so Ry x is also an operator

of Uy(h) viewed in End(V};,).
As A+ B+ C € W, it follows from lemma 6.5 that for all A\ € C*, K >0 :
(21) Vi ® fa (V) CW,



DRINFELD COPRODUCT, QUANTUM FUSION TENSOR CATEGORY AND APPLICATIONS 31

pa(e)) /
(22) (fax ®¢>" " 1d+ Z{(k)s)log&k_S:K}f)\,k ® Resp) (Vi @ V,L,) C W.

From inclusion (21) we get >, ; cn (Vi @ 7, (Vi) C W,

Let us prove that >, ;. cp (2, (Vi )@ V,,) CW. We fix A € C*. Let Ko be the maximal k such
that fix # 0. We prove by induction on Ko — K > 0 that (fx x(Vy,) ® V) C W. Let w' be an
l-weight vector in V| . For K = K, inclusion (22) gives fx 1o (V) @ (qu(aly)w’ +Ror(w')) CW.
From the defining formula of R\, we can use lemma 6.6 and we get (fx k,(V,,) ® w') C W. So

(fNKo (Vki1>®vklbz) CW. For K < Ko, w € V#lvw/ € Vliw the vector f)\,K(w)®((quZ(ai )+RO,)\)-w/)
is equal to

pa(a)) N
(r(@)eg™ w'+d 7 P @)ERA W)=

By inclusion (22) the first term in in W. The induction hypothesis gives that the second term is in
W. So fax(w)® ((qf”(ai ) +Ro,n).w') € W. If moreover w’ is an I-weight vector, from the defining
formula of Ro » we can use lemma 6.6 and we get (fi x(w)@w') € W. So (fax(Vy,)®V,,) CW
and Zie[,mEZ(x;m(Vﬂl) ® VL) cw. O

/
(b8 |b—smK k> K} Irk(0)@Rs A (w').

6.2. Application to exact sequences involving generalized Kirillov-Reshetikhin mod-
ules. Exact sequences involving usual tensor products of Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules and related
to T-systems were first established in [N4, N3] for simply-laced quantum affine algebras and in [H5]
with a different proof for general quantum affine algebras. These relations are of particular im-
portance because they imply the Kirillov-Reshetikhin conjecture which predicts explicit formulas
for the characters of the Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules (see [N3, H5]). In this section we establish
analog exact sequences for a large class of general quantum affinizations : we replace the usual
tensor product of quantum affine algebras by the fusion tensor product *¢ introduced in this paper
for quantum affinizations and we use the cyclicity property established in theorem 6.2.

6.2.1. Statement of the main result. We suppose that C is a generalized symmetrizable Cartan
matrix satisfying the condition (20) (it includes quantum affine algebras and quantum toroidal

1 2
algebras, except for Ag ), Aél), 1>0).

For r > 0,a € C*,i € I consider the following fusion module

(23) S\ = L *f (47 {Gm)ICi<0 | 1gkgfci,j}W(])

—(2k—1)/C; )
— it E(ri(r—k) [ry)aq; o T

j
where
(i) o) — —C. S — A
Vpo = 1N — ay) Z{(]’J@)ICJ',KO ) 1SkS_Ci,j}( Cii+ E(ri(r—Fk)/rj)A;.
The motivation for these formulas is that lemma 6.16 studied below is satisfied. A priori, the
Uy (g)-module Sﬁz()l is not well-defined because it could depend of the order of the terms, but :

Theorem 6.7. Leti € I,a € C*,r>1. Then
(1) the module Sﬁzt)l is well-defined and simple,
(2) the module Wr(i)l_ﬂ * w® 2 is simple,

r—1,aq

(3) there exists an exact sequence

0= S = W xg WD o= Wiy oxp WY

2
a Taq; -1 ,aq;

— 0.
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These results appeared for quantum affine algebras, with ® instead of #, first in [N3] (simply-laced
cases) and then in [H5] (general cases).

As W,Ell)l * W,Eil)lqg is l-highest weight (corollary 4.9), theorem 6.7 implies that it is not semi-simple.
Theorem 6.7 is proved in this section 6.2. The proof of the corresponding result for g-characters
is a slight modification of the proof of [H5], but the proof of the exact sequence uses the new
developments of the present paper.

6.2.2. Preliminary results.

Definition 6.8. A U,(g)-module of Mod(U,(§)) is said to be special if his q-character has a unique
dominant monomial.

Corollary 6.9. Let {(A1, V1), -, (Aar, Uar)} be a set of dominant l-weights and (A, V) such that
Yao = [let o Y00, Suppose that only the unique dominant monomial Yy v appears in
Hm:1,...,MXq(L()‘m= U,,)). Then we have

LA Y) = L(As1), Vo)) % LAo(2): Yo(2) #5 -+ % f LAo(ar)s Yo(ar))-

In particular this fusion module is special and independent of the order of the terms.

Proof: In the second statement of proposition 6.1 we have necessarily £ = 0 because of theorem
5.19. O

6.2.3. New generalized T-systems. The proof of theorem 6.7 is based on the fact that the ¢-
characters of Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules solve the following generalized T-system :

Theorem 6.10. Let a € C*,r > 1,i € I. We have

Xq(Wr(,izZ)Xq (Wr(quz) = Xgq (Wr(i)l,a)Xq (W:?lﬂqg) + Xq (Sﬁlz)z)a

where xq(Sﬁfg) = Xq(L,,W )H xq(W(j)

@ {(3,k)1C;,:<0 , 1<k<—-C; ;} - j,i+E(Ti(T*k)/Tj)-,aqi(Qkil)/Ci’j )

J

(Note that this result is also satisfied for the algebra U, (g) with affine quantum Serre relations (7)
as it only involves only g-characters and so makes sense in the Grothendieck group. In particular
for this result the restriction of remark 3.3 is not necessary.)

For quantum affine algebras T-systems were first established in [N3] (simply-laced cases) and for
all types in [H5] with a different proof. They can be considered as ”induction” systems of relations
for the g-characters of Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules. In this paper we follow the proof of [H5]
(whose parts of the plan first appeared in [N3]) to get the generalized result of theorem 6.10. Note
that in the particular case of simply-laced quantum toroidal algebras, geometric constructions are
discussed in [N2, Section 6]; so in analogy to the case of simply-laced quantum affine algebras,
there could be an alternative geometric proof for the T-systems of simply-laced quantum toroidal
algebras.

This definition of a T-system for this larger class of Cartan matrix is new. It coincides with the
definition for quantum affine algebras [KNS]. Indeed we have :

Lemma 6.11. Fori € I such that r; > 1, we have

Xq (Sﬁzz)z) = Xgq (Ll’ﬁft)z)(H{jel\cj,i:—l}XQ(WT(’]‘.l)qi))(H{jeﬂcj,i:—n}xq (Wr(fr)aq))
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For i € I such that r; =1, we have
(1)) — . (4)
Xq(Sr,a) = Xq(LW(‘?t)l)(H{(j,k)ljel,cj,iz—l and ke{1,-- 77‘]_}})((](W1+E((T_k)/rj)7aq2k—1))'
Proof: Let i€ I,a€ C* r >0 fixed. For j such that C;; < 0 denote
L (4)
X = Hlﬁkﬁfci,j Xq(W— G T B(ri(r—k) /r;),aq, CF 7D/ Tha )

We have Xq(Sﬁfc)z) = H{jel|cj,i<o} X

First suppose that r; > 1. Property 4) of lemma 5.16 gives C; ; = —1 and so X; = X‘I(Wl(i)E'(r-(rfl)/r') aq"s ).

Property 5) of lemma 5.16 gives that (C;; = —1 or Cj; = —r;).

If C;; = —1, we have r; = r; and
X; =y (W =y (WY ) = xq(WU) .
i = Xal 1+E(m(r—l)/rj)vaqgl/Ci’j) al 1+B(r=1),ag 1) = xa(Wrea)
If Cj; = —r;, we have r; =1 and
Xj= Xq(W(]) reiy) = Xq(ijJ)rE(ri(rfl)),aq) = Xq(Wr(gr),aq)'

—1
=Cji+E(ri(r=1)/r;),aq;

Secondly suppose that r; = 1. From property 3) of lemma 5.16, we have C;;, = =1, r; = —C;;
and

L (49) _ (4)
Xi = Hk:l,--- ,7‘].Xq(W1+E((T—k)/Tj)xaq7Tj @r-v/e;) = Hk::l,m,TjXq(W1+E((T*k)/Tj)7aqzk71)'
O

6.2.4. End of the proof of theorem 6.10. We use a slight modification of the proof of [H5, Theorem
3.4 (1)]. A part of the plan of this proof (in particular theorem 6.14) first appeared in [N3] for
simply-laced quantum affine algebras with different geometric arguments inside the proof which
can be used only for simply-laced cases so far. In this section we recall the main steps of this proof.
Moreover we give the list of results of [H5] whose proof has to be slightly modified for the general
situation considered in theorem 6.10.

Let us denote by m,(;)a the highest weight monomial of x, (W,Sl) ). We have the following three
steps :

1) The first step is an analog of [H5, Lemma 4.4].

Lemma 6.12. For m a monomial occurring in Xq(W,S()l), ((m # m,(;)a) = (m < mAi_;qgk,l)).

In the proof of this result, first an analog of the technical result [H5, Lemma 4.3] is needed. But
it follows from lemma 5.16 that the quantized Cartan matrix is invertible, and so we can use [H3,
Lemma 5.10] in this situation. To prove lemma 6.12, we also need

Lemma 6.13. Let A be a weight and j € I such that (W,EZ()I)A # {0} and A = kA; — «;. Then
i=j.

Proof: It follows from [H4, Corollary 3.10] that the result is true for k¥ = 1. So the result follows
from proposition 6.1. g
Then we can conclude word by word the proof of lemma 6.12 as in [H5, Lemma 4.4].

2) As a direct consequence of lemma 6.12, we have :
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Theorem 6.14. The Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules are special.

This result is useful for our study because from theorem 5.19, we get a characterization of the
g-character of Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules.

3) The last step is to prove the T-system by using theorem 5.19. So we need to determine the
dominant monomials of the g-characters involved in the T-system. First we have an analog of the
first part of [H5, Proposition 5.3].

Lemma 6.15. S,Elt)l is special.

Proof: 'To use the proof of [H5], we need an analog of [H5, Lemma 5.2] which is a technical

combinatorial lemma on monomials of Xq(S,Ei)l). We use the notations of [H5], except that we
denote by r the k of [H5]. The inequality 8 = ua(Afla 2_’“171) > e(c) has to be studied. First we
have p,(a) < 2r;r — 1. Then by using the descriptior; ojfl lemma 6.11, we get

if r; > 1 and r; =7y, then 8 = r; + 2r;r = r; + 27,

ifr; >1and r; =1, then 8 =14 2ryr;r =14 21,

ifry=1,then =2k —1+2r;(1+E((r —k)/rj)) > 2k —142r;((r — k)/r;) =2rr; —1. O

One can check exactly as in [H5] that xq(WT(fg)Xq (W(i)

r,aq?

) — XQ(W’I‘(-?l,a)Xq(W;i)l_’aq?) has a unique
dominant monomial.

To conclude the proof of the T-system, we need an analog of the end of the statement of [H5,

Proposition 5.3], that is to say :
Lemma 6.16. The highest weight monomial of xq(Sﬁi)l) is the unique dominant monomial of
Xa(WEDXa (W3 2) = X Dxa (W, o)

T,aq;

Proof: It suffices to check that

(@, (@) -1 -1 -1
mk,am 2Ai)aqi2T—1 Ai,aq?"73 A

k,aq; 1,aqq
=k kya Y,  —er-vse; j+20-1)).
V(ui,l)H{(j,k,t)|cj,i<o , 1<k<—C;; and te{l,-,— j’i+E(ri(Tfk)/rj)}}( VAT jag, T CrarRe n)
This follows from a case by case investigation as in the description of lemma 6.11. O

6.2.5. End of the proof of theorem 6.7. (1) Consequence of corollary 6.9 and lemma 6.15.
(2) Same proof as for [H5, Theorem 6.1 (2)].

(3) To conclude it suffices to prove that x, (W,gzt)l *f Wéfiq?) = Xq(W]i(Z,il)1>Xq(Wk(;i)1q?)' This point
follows from theorem 6.2.

(Observe that we also have a more direct proof of the point (3) from explicit computations

for the type sly the result follows from proposition 3.18 and theorem 5.12. For general g,

the sub U;-module of szt)l *p ngi)lq? generated by an highest weight vector is isomorphic to the
module obtained in the sly-case because U ~ U, (slz) is sub Hopf algebra of U, (g) for A,. So in
xq(WéZ *f W,gliqg) we have all dominant monomials of x, (W,S()l)xq (W,Sliqg) listed in [H5, Lemma

5.6], and so E = 0 in the second part of proposition 6.1.) O
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6.3. Complements, further possible developments and applications. In this section we
present questions, possible developments and applications motivated or related to the results ad-
dressed in this paper. We hope to discuss these points in other papers.

6.3.1. Drinfeld coproduct. The algebra U,(g) is defined in section 3.1 (without affine quantum
Serre relations (7)). Denote by Hfj(wl, -+, wsg, z) the left member of equality (7) viewed in the

algebra Z:{q (g). We conjecture that these elements are quasi-primitive, that it to say that we have
in u,;(g)@u,;(g) :

Au(eij(wla 7w872)) = ejj(wla 7wsuz)®1+¢;(wl)¢;(ws)¢;(z)®9jj(uwla ,’LL’U}S,’LLZ),

Au(eii,j(wlv c o, Ws, Z)) = 1®9;j(uw17 U auwsvuz)+9;j(w17 c o, Ws, Z)®¢z+(uw1) e (b:r(uws)(b;r(uz)

The result is known for C;;C;; < 3 (see [E, G]). This conjecture implies that the Drinfeld
coproduct is compatible with affine quantum Serre relations (7) and that all the results of this
paper can be stated for the algebra U, (g) with these relations. In particular the restriction of
remark 3.3 would be useless.

6.3.2. Q-system and fermionic formulas. Let Res be the restriction functor from the category of
Uy (§)-modules to the category of U, (g)-modules. Denote Q,(;) = Res(W,S) ).

We have the following direct consequence of standard results (see [CP2, CP3]).

Lemma 6.17. ;ci) is well-defined (ie. Res(W,gi)l) is independent of a € C*).

We give a proof for the convenience of the reader.

Proof: Let 7, : Uy(§) — Uq(g) be the standard algebra automorphism defined by Ta(xfm) =
a*mxE | ru(his) = "Ry, To(cFY?) = ¢FV2) 7,(ky) = ki, (see [CP2, CP3]). Then U,(g) is

Jym?
)

invariant by 7, and W,Sl) is obtained from W]Eal by pull-back by 7. g

a

Consider x the usual character morphism for representations in Mod(U,(g)) and S the linear map
on Y such that for a monomial m, S(m) = w(m). We have 5o x4 = x o Res (see [FR, Theorem
3]). So theorem 6.10 implies :

Theorem 6.18. Leti e I,r > 1. We have :

(i) (1) _ (D) (1) _ (4)
Qr ® Qr - Qr-‘rl ® Qr—l D (RES(LVS()I) ® (®{(j7k)lcj,i<0 , ISkS—Ci,j}Q_Cj*ri_E(”(r_k)/Tj)))'

Moreover :

Theorem 6.19. For i € I,a € C*, W,gzl)l = Xq(I/VISi()lq_,%)Y71 Y ~-~Y71,2k_kl,(Aiv)

. Y S .
i,aq; i,aq; i,aq;

considered as a polynomial in A;l} has a limit as a formal power series, that is to say

Jlimi— Wi € ZI[AT ] jervec- -

a

In particular for i € 1, Q;ﬂi) = X(Q,(j))e*kl\i considered as a polynomial in e~ has a limit as a
formal power series, that is to say

Jlimp 00 QY € Zlle™* Jjer.
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Such a result was first proved in [N3] for simply-laced quantum affine algebras and then in [H5]
for general quantum affine algebras. These asymptotic properties are a crucial point in the proof
of the Kirillov-Reshetikhin conjecture. In particular it seems natural that it should be possible to

establish generalized fermionic formulas for the general Q,(f) as in [HKOTY].

Besides it should be possible to give an interpretation of the general T-system (theorem 6.10) in
terms of integrable systems as in the original approach [KNS].

6.3.3. Other possible applications and developments. After an explanation by A. Moura of the
proof of [CM], it seems that the quantum fusion tensor category constructed in this paper will lead
to a description of the block decomposition of the category Mod(Uy(g)) in the spirit of [CM], the
usual tensor product being replaced by the fusion tensor product *; in the proofs. We hope to
treat this point in a separate publication.

It should be possible to establish a link with the fusion modules defined in [FL] for classical affine
algebras. Indeed we use for u the Z-grading of U, (g) which is the quantum analog of the natural
grading of g[t*].

We also would like to mention the following points. In this paper only the case ¢ generic is
considered; an analog theory for the root of unity cases has still to be established. As mentioned
in the introduction there should be other examples of the construction used in this paper and a
more general framework involving ”quantum Hopf vertex algebras” still to be defined. Eventually,
as we have a forgetful functor to the category of vector spaces, the tensor category constructed
in this paper should lead to the construction of certain new Hopf algebras A in a Tannaka-Krein
reconstruction spirit.
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