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Let O be the category of representations of the Borel subalgebra of a quan-
tum affine algebra introduced by Jimbo and the first author. We show that the
Grothendieck ring of a certain monoidal subcategory of O has the structure of a
cluster algebra of infinite rank, with an initial seed consisting of prefundamental
representations. In particular, the celebrated Baxter relations for the 6-vertex
model get interpreted as Fomin—Zelevinsky mutation relations.

1. Introduction 2015
2. Quantum loop algebra and Borel algebras 2018
3. Representations of Borel algebras 2020
4. Cluster algebras 2024
5. Properties of the category O 2026
6. Proof of the main theorem 2033
7. Conjectures and evidence 2043
References 2050

1. Introduction

Let U,(g) be an untwisted quantum affine algebra (we assume throughout this
paper that g € C* is not a root of unity). M. Jimbo and Hernandez [2012] in-
troduced a category O of representations of a Borel subalgebra U, (b) of U,(g).
Finite-dimensional representations of U, (g) are objects in this category as well as
the infinite-dimensional prefundamental representations of U, (b) constructed in
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[Hernandez and Jimbo 2012]. They are obtained as asymptotic limits of Kirillov—
Reshetikhin modules, which form a family of simple finite-dimensional representa-
tions of U, (g). These prefundamental representations, denoted by L;r g and L; , are
simple U, (b)-modules parametrized by a complex numbera € C* and 1 <i <n,
where n is the rank of the underlying finite-dimensional simple Lie algebra. Such
prefundamental representations were first constructed explicitly for g = ;[2 by
Bazhanov, Lukyanov, and Zamolodchikov [Bazhanov et al. 1997], for ;[3 by
Bazhanov, Hibberd, and Khoroshkin [Bazhanov et al. 2002] and for 5:\[,1 withi =1
by Kojima [2008].

The category O and the prefundamental representations were used by E. Frenkel
and Hernandez [2015] to prove a conjecture of Frenkel-Reshetikhin on the spectra
of quantum integrable systems. Let us recall that the partition function Z of a
quantum integrable system is crucial to understanding its physical properties. It
may be written in terms of the eigenvalues A; of the transfer matrix 7. Therefore,
to compute Z one needs to find the spectrum of 7. In his seminal paper, Baxter
[1972] tackled this question for the 6-vertex and 8-vertex models. He observed
moreover that the eigenvalues A; of T have the very remarkable form

0;(zq?) 0j(zq™2)

Ai=ARQ)———+D(g)——, 1-1
1=ADT, o TPOT G (b

where ¢, z are parameters of the model (quantum and spectral), the functions
A(2), D(z) are universal (in the sense that they are the same for all eigenvalues),
and Q; is a polynomial. The above relation is now called Baxter’s relation (or
Baxter’s TQ relation). Frenkel and Reshetikhin [1999] conjectured that the spectra
of more general quantum integrable systems constructed from a representation V of
a quantum affine algebra U, (g) have a similar form. (In this framework, the 6-vertex
model is the particular case when g = 5:\[2 and V is irreducible of dimension 2.)
One of the main steps in the proof of this conjecture, given in [Frenkel and Her-
nandez 2015], is to interpret the expected generalized Baxter relations as algebraic
identities in the Grothendieck ring of the category O for U, (b) (see [Hernandez
2015] for a short overview). For example, if g = ;[2 and V is the 2-dimensional
simple representation of U, (g) with g-character x,(V) =Y, + Y;;qz, one gets
the following categorical version of Baxter’s relation (1-1):

[V & LT ] = [0 LT 4y 1+ [ ][LT ). (1-2)

(Here, [w1] and [—w1 ] denote the classes of certain one-dimensional representations
of U, (b); see Definition 3.4 below.)

In another direction, the notion of monoidal categorification of cluster algebras
was introduced in [Hernandez and Leclerc 2010]. The cluster algebra A(Q) attached
to a quiver Q is a commutative Z-algebra with a distinguished set of generators called
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cluster variables and obtained inductively via the Fomin—Zelevinsky procedure of
mutation [2002]. By definition, the rank of A(Q) is the number of vertices of Q
(finite or infinite). A monoidal category C is said to be a monoidal categorification
of A(Q) if there exists a ring isomorphism

A(Q) = Ko(C)

which induces a bijection between cluster variables and classes of simple modules
which are prime (without nontrivial tensor factorization) and real (with simple tensor
square). Various examples of monoidal categorifications have been established in
terms of quantum affine algebras [Hernandez and Leclerc 2010; 2016], perverse
sheaves on quiver varieties [Nakajima 2011; Kimura and Qin 2014; Qin 2015], and
Khovanov-Lauda—Rouquier algebras [Kang et al. 2014; 2015].

In this paper, we propose new monoidal categorifications of cluster algebras
in terms of the category O of a Borel subalgebra U, (b) of an untwisted quantum
affine algebra U, (g). More precisely, in [Hernandez and Leclerc 2016] we attached
to g a semi-infinite quiver G~ and we proved that the cluster algebra A(G™) is
isomorphic to the Grothendieck ring of a monoidal category C;, of finite-dimensional
representations of U, (g). Moreover, the classes of the Kirillov—Reshetikhin modules
in C, are the images under this isomorphism of a subset of the cluster variables.
Let I" be the doubly infinite quiver corresponding to G, as defined in [Hernandez
and Leclerc 2016, Section 2.1.2]. The main result of this paper (Theorem 4.2)
is that the completed cluster algebra A(I") attached to this doubly infinite quiver
is isomorphic to the Grothendieck ring of a certain monoidal subcategory O;“Z
of O. This subcategory O;“Z is generated by finite-dimensional representations
and positive prefundamental representations whose spectral parameters satisfy an
integrality condition (see Definitions 3.8 and 4.1 and Proposition 5.16). Moreover,
the classes of the positive prefundamental representations form the cluster variables
of an initial seed of A(I"). In particular, when g = ;[2 the counterparts (1-2) of
Baxter’s relations (1-1) get interpreted as instances of Fomin—Zelevinsky mutation
relations.! For general types, the one-step mutation relations are interpreted as other
remarkable relations in the Grothendieck ring Ko(O) (Formula (6-14)).

Along the way we get interesting additional results, for instance, (i) the con-
struction of new asymptotic representations beyond the case of prefundamental
representations (Theorem 7.6), and (ii) the tensor factorization of arbitrary simple
modules of O into prime modules when g = ;[2 (Theorem 7.9). We conjecture
that the category O;Z is a monoidal categorification of the cluster algebra A(I")
(Conjecture 7.2). We prove this conjecture for g = ;[2 (Theorem 7.11). An essential

IThe generalized Baxter relations of [Frenkel and Hernandez 2015] can also be regarded as
relations in the cluster algebra, but not as mutation relations since they involve more than 2 terms in
general.
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tool in several of our proofs is a duality D between the Grothendieck rings of
certain subcategories O and O~ of O (Theorem 5.17), which maps classes of
simple objects to classes of simple objects (Theorem 7.7).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give some background
on quantum affine (or loop) algebras and their Borel subalgebras. In Section 3
we review the main properties of the category O introduced in [Hernandez and
Jimbo 2012] and we introduce the subcategories O and O~ of interest for this
paper (Definition 3.9). In Section 4 we state the main result on the isomorphism
between A(I") and the Grothendieck ring of O;Z. In Section 5 we establish relevant
properties of O%; in particular, we introduce and study the duality D between O
and O~. The proof of Theorem 4.2 is given in Section 6. In Section 7 we present the
conjecture on monoidal categorifications and we give various evidence supporting it,
in particular the existence of asymptotic representations (Section 7B). To conclude
we present additional conjectural relations in Ko(O™1), extending the generalized
Baxter relations of [Frenkel and Hernandez 2015] (Conjecture 7.15).

The main results of this paper were presented in several conferences (the
Oberwolfach workshop “Enveloping algebras and geometric representation theory’
in May 2015, “Categorical representation theory and combinatorics” in Seoul
in December 2015, and “A bridge between representation theory and physics’
in Canterbury in January 2016). An announcement was also published in the
Oberwolfach Report [Hernandez 2015].

2

2

2. Quantum loop algebra and Borel algebras

2A. Quantum loop algebra. Let C = (C; j)o<i, j<n be an indecomposable Cartan
matrix of nontwisted affine type. We denote by g the Kac—Moody Lie algebra
associated with C. Set I = {1, ..., n}, and denote by g the finite-dimensional simple
Lie algebra associated with the Cartan matrix (C; j); jes. Let {a;}icy, {oziv},-el,
{w}ier, {0} }icl, f) be the simple roots, the simple coroots, the fundamental weights,
the fundamental coweights and the Cartan subalgebra of g, respectively. We set

Q=@ZO[,', Q+=®Zzoai, P=®Za),

iel iel iel

We will also use Pg = P ® Q with its partial ordering defined by @ < ' if and only
if o' —w € Q%. Let D = diag(dy, . .., d,) be the unique diagonal matrix such that
B = DC is symmetric and the d; are relatively prime positive integers. We denote
by (,): Q x Q — Z the invariant symmetric bilinear form such that (¢;, «;) = 2d;.
We use the numbering of the Dynkin diagram as in [Kac 1990]. Let ay, ..., a, be
the Kac labels as on pages 55-56 of the same work. We have ap = 1 and we set
ag = —(a1a1 + a0 + - - - + a,a,).
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Throughout this paper, we fix a nonzero complex number ¢ which is not a root
of unity. We set g; = ¢%. We fix once and for all / € C such that ¢ = ¢, and we
define ¢" = e’"* for any r € Q. Since ¢ is not a root of unity, for r, s € Q we have
that ¢" = ¢°® if and only if r = 5.

We will use the standard symbols for g-integers:

m

) St S 1_[[]]2, 0] =

77—z r [rl!ls —rl;!

The quantum loop algebra U, (g) is the C-algebra defined by generators e;, f;, kl.il

(0 <i < n) and the following relations for 0 <i, j <n:

ki — k!
kik; = kjk;, lei, fil=20i;—.
qi — 4;
ko ki k=1, & (A=Ci.;—r)
—Cii—r . .
. 0= (=1e " ejel” (i # ).
k,'e]'ki_l =gq, "jej, r=0
1-Ci
_ —Cij (1-C; j—r) r . .
kifik ' =aq; " f, 0= Y= f R G £
r=0

Here we have set xl.(r) = x]/[rly! (x; = e;, f;). The algebra U,(g) has a Hopf
algebra structure given by

Ale)=ei®1+k ®e, S(e;)) = —k; 'e

Af)=fi®k ' +1®fi,  S(fi)=—fk,

Acki) = ki ® ki, Sthki) =k,
wherei =0, ..., n.

The algebra U, (g) can also be presented in terms of the Drinfeld generators
[Drinfeld 1987; Beck 1994]

x5, (el re?, ¢F, (el,m=0), k' (el.

ir i
Example 2.1. For g =sl,, we have ¢, =x1+’0, ep= kflxlfl, fi =X 0 fo =xff_1k1.
We shall use the generating series (i € )
¢ (@)=Y ¢, =k exp(i(qi -4 Y hi,imzim)
m=>0 m>0

We also setqﬁl v, =0form <0, i€l
The algebra U, (g) has a Z-grading defined by deg(e;) = deg(f,) = deg(kil) =
for i € I and deg(eg) = —deg(fo) = 1. It satisfies deg(xl’m) = deg(q&l’m) =m for
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i€l, meZ. Fora e C* there is a corresponding automorphism 7, : U, (g) — U, (g)
such that 7, (x) = a™x for every x € U, (g) of degree m € Z.

By Proposition 1.6 of [Chari 1995], there exists an involutive automorphism
»:Uy(g) — U, (g) defined by (i € I, m,r € Z, r #0)

(x5, ==X, O@WL,) =0T, @i, =—hi_.

Let U, (g)* (resp. U, (g) ) be the subalgebra of U,(g) generated by the xl -
where i € I, r € Z (resp. by the ¢l .,» Where i € I, r > 0). We have a triangular
decomposition [Beck 1994]

Uy (9) ~Uy(g)” @ U, (9)° @ Uy(e)™. (2-3)

2B. Borel algebra.
Definition 2.2. The Borel algebra U, (b) is the subalgebra of U, (g) generated by
e; and k' with 0 <i <n.

Thisis a Hopf subalgebra of U, (g). The algebra U, (b) contains the Drinfeld gen-

erators xfm, Xy kil lr, wherei € I, m >0 and r > 0.

Let U, (b)* = U, (g)* NU,(b) and U, (b)° = U, (g)° N U, (b). Then we have

Uy = (] Vierm=0. Ug(0)° = (¢ K ierrs0.

It follows from [Beck 1994; Damiani 1998] that we have a triangular decomposition
Uy (0) = Uy ()~ @ Uy (0)° @ Uy ()™ (2-4)

3. Representations of Borel algebras

In this section we review results on representations of the Borel algebra U, (b),
in particular on the category O defined in [Hernandez and Jimbo 2012] and on
finite-dimensional representations of U, (g). We also introduce the subcategories
Ot and O of particular interest for this paper.

3A. Highest £-weight modules. For a U,(b)-module V and o € Pg, we have the

weight space ,
Vo={veV|kv=g"“ v foralli eI} (3-5)

We say that V is Cartan-diagonalizable if V = EBweP@
For V a Cartan-diagonalizable U, (b)-module, we define the structure of a U, (b)-
module on its graded dual V* = @ BeP Vﬂ* by

(xu)(v) = u(S_l(x)v) wmevViveV, xe U,(b)).

Definition 3.1. A series W = (W; ,)ier. m>0 of complex numbers such that W; g € %Q
forall i € I is called an £-weight.
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We denote by P, the set of £-weights. Identifying (W; ,,)m>0 With its generating
series, we shall write

V=Wi@)er, W@ =) Yin"

m>0

We will often use the involution ¥ > W on P;, where W is obtained from ¥ by
replacing every pole and zero of ¥ by its inverse.

Since each W;(z) is an invertible formal power series, P, has a natural group
structure by componentwise multiplication. We have a surjective morphism of
groups @ : P, — Pg given by W;(0) = ql.’z’(‘l’)("‘iv ). For a U, (b)-module V and
¥ € P, the linear subspace

Vy = {v € V | there exists a p > 0 such that,
forall i € I and m >0, (¢;,, —¥im)’v=0} (3-6)

is called the £-weight space of V of £-weight W. Note that since qﬁ;ro =k;, we have
Vv C V,, where v = @w (V).

Definition 3.2. A U, (b)-module V is said to be of highest £-weight W € P if there
is v € V such that V = U, (b)v and the following hold:

ev=0 (iel), ¢ v=Yimv (€l m=0).

The ¢-weight ¥ € P, is uniquely determined by V. It is called the highest
£-weight of V. The vector v is said to be a highest £-weight vector of V. For any
W € P, there exists a simple highest £-weight module L (W) of highest £-weight W.
This module is unique up to isomorphism.

For ¥ an ¢-weight, we set - (zw (¥))~ W and we introduce the simple U, (b)-
module

L(W) := L(W).

This is the simple U, (b)-module obtained from L(¥) by shifting all £-weights by
@ (W)~! (see [Hernandez and Jimbo 2012, Remark 2.5]).

The submodule of L(¥) ® L(¥') generated by the tensor product of the highest
£-weight vectors is of highest £-weight WW’. In particular, L(¥W¥') is a subquotient
of L(¥) Q@ L(¥).

Definition 3.3 [Hernandez and Jimbo 2012]. Fori € I and a € C*, let
(1-za)*', j=i,
17 .] ;é i'
We call L;fa (resp. L; ,) a positive (resp. negative) prefundamental representation.

Definition 3.4. For w € Pg, let [w] = L(¥,,), where (¥,,);(z) = ¢*@" (i € I).

Lfa = L(\Ilii), where (\Illi; )j(2) = { (3-7)
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Note that the representation [w] is 1-dimensional with a trivial action of e, . . ., e,.
For a € C*, the subalgebra U, (b) is stable by 7,. Denote its restriction to U, (b)
by the same letter. Then the pullbacks of the U, (b)-modules Lfb by 7, is Lfab.

3B. Category O. For A € Pg, weset D(A) ={we Pg|w < A}.

Definition 3.5 [Hernandez and Jimbo 2012]. A U, (b)-module V is said to be in
category O if:

(i) V is Cartan-diagonalizable;
(1) for all w € Pg we have dim(V,,) < oo;
(iii) there exist a finite number of elements A, ..., Ay € Pg such that the weights

.....

The category O is a monoidal category.

Remark 3.6. The definition of O is slightly different from that in [Hernandez and
Jimbo 2012] as we allow only rational powers of g for the eigenvalues of k;.

Let P, be the subgroup of P, consisting of ¥ such that W;(z) is a rational
function of z for any i € I.

Theorem 3.7 [Hernandez and Jimbo 2012]. Let ¥ € P,. A simple object in the
category O is of highest £-weight and the simple module L (W) is in category O if
and only if W € P;. Moreover, for V in category O, Vy # 0 implies ¥ € P,

Given a map ¢ : P; — Z, consider its support
supp(c) ={W¥ € P; | c(¥) # 0}.

Let &, be the additive group of maps ¢ : P; — Z such that z (supp(c)) is contained
in a finite union of sets of the form D(u), and such that for every w € Pg the
set supp(c) N @ ~'({w}) is finite. Similarly, let & be the additive group of maps
¢ : Pgp — Z whose support is contained in a finite union of sets of the form D(u).
The map @ is naturally extended to a surjective homomorphism @ : &, — €.

As for the category O of a classical Kac—-Moody Lie algebra, the multiplicity
of a simple module in a module of our category O is well-defined (see [Kac 1990,
Section 9.6]) and we have the Grothendieck ring K¢(O). Its elements are the formal
sums

X= Y hlL(W)],

VeP/

where the Ay € Z are set so that

D el dim((L(¥))o) @]

VeP/, wePg
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isin €. For V, V' representations in O, the product [V].[V'] in K((O) is naturally
obtained by considering the multiplicities of simple modules in V ® V' in the sense
of [Kac 1990, Section 9.6].

We naturally identify € with the Grothendieck ring of the category of representa-
tions of O with constant £-weights, the simple objects of which are the [w], w € Pg.
Thus as in [Kac 1990, Section 9.7] we will regard elements of £ as formal sums

c= Z c(w)[w].

wesupp(c)

The multiplication is given by [w][w'] = [w + @] and € is regarded as a subring
of Ko(0). If (¢;);en is a countable family of elements of € such that, for any w € Pg,
we have ¢;(w) # 0 for finitely many i € N, then the sum ), _ ¢; is well-defined
as amap Pg — Z. When this map is in € we say that ) ", _, ¢; is a countable sum
of elements in €. Note that we have the analogous notion of a countable sum in
Ko(O), compatible with countable sums of characters in €.

3C. Finite-dimensional representations. Let C be the category of (type-1) finite-
dimensional representations of U, (g).
Fori € I, let P;(z) € C[z] be a polynomial with constant term 1. Set
—1
W= (@i, i) = gleemn T
P;(zqi)
Then L (W) is finite-dimensional. Moreover the action of U, (b) can be uniquely
extended to an action of U, (g), and any simple object in the category C€ is of this form.
Hence € is a subcategory of O and the inclusion functor preserves simple objects.
Fori € I and a € C*, we denote by V; , the simple finite-dimensional representa-
tion associated with the polynomials

Pi(z)=1—za, Pi()=1 (j#i).
The modules V; , are called the fundamental representations.
3D. The categories OF and O~. We introduce two new subcategories O and O~
of the category O.

Definition 3.8. An ¢-weight is said to be positive (resp. negative) if it is a monomial
in the following ¢-weights:

 Yia=qi¥; ¥, 0> Wherei € 1, a € C,

o W, , (resp. \Ill.;}), where i € I, a € C¥

e [w], where w € Pg.

Definition 3.9. O (resp. O7) is the category of representations in O whose simple
constituents have a positive (resp. negative) highest £-weight.
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Remark 3.10. (i) By construction, OF, O are stable by extensions. We will prove
they are also stable by tensor products (Theorem 5.17).

(ii) There are other remarkable subcategories of O, for example, the category )
of representations of U, (g) which belong to O as representations of U, (b). This
category O was introduced in [Hernandez 2005] and further studied in [Mukhin
and Young 2014].

(iii) One motivation of Definition 3.9 is that OF contains C as well as the prefunda-
mental representations L?Ea. We have the following inclusion diagram:

o> O0h 0™
U

Gy C G

D ¢

Note that O is not contained in O or O, and conversely neither OF nor O~ is
contained in O. For instance, for g = ;[2, the representation L((1 —zq)/(g —z)) is
in the category ) by [Mukhin and Young 2014, Theorem 3.6], but not in O or O~
because its highest £-weight has no factorization as in equation (5-12) below. On
the other hand, the prefundamental representations Lf , are in the category O* but
not in O (see [Hernandez and Jimbo 2012, Section 4.1] or [Mukhin and Young
2014, Theorem 3.6]).

(iv) All generalized Baxter’s relations established in [Frenkel and Hernandez 2015]
hold in the Grothendieck rings Ko(O™) or Ko(O~) (see Theorem 5.5 below).

(v) The factorization of real simple modules in O into prime representations is not
unique, so the full category O is not a good candidate for the notion of monoidal
categorification discussed in the introduction. For example, for g = ;[2, it follows
from [Mukhin and Young 2014, Remark 4.3, Theorem 4.6] that

1 —qg%z 1—q¢8%2 1 —qg%z 1 —¢8%z
Ll — 2 \eoLl¢g"— 2> V\~Ll¢g77T—2 > \oLl¢77T—L=).
(q 1 —q6Z> (q 1—q71% ! oT=g0 T

Moreover the tensor product is simple real and each simple factor has the character
of a Verma module. Consequently each factor is not isomorphic to a tensor product
of prefundamental representations and so is prime.

4. Cluster algebras

We state the main results of this paper. We refer the reader to [Fomin and Zelevinsky
2003] and [Gekhtman et al. 2010] for an introduction to cluster algebras, and for
any undefined terminology.
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4A. An infinite-rank cluster algebra. Let us recall the infinite quiver G introduced
in [Hernandez and Leclerc 2016, Section 2.1.3]. Put V. =1 x Z. Let I" be the quiver
with vertex set V. The arrows of I are given by

((i, I") —> (],S)) (= (Ci,j #0 and s =r—|—d,-C,~,j).

By [Hernandez and Leclerc 2016], the quiver I has two isomorphic connected
components. We pick one of the two isomorphic connected components of T and
call it I'. The vertex set of I' is denoted by V. A second labeling of the vertices
of I' is deduced from the first one by means of the function i defined by

v, r)=>Gr+d) (Gr)eV). (4-8)

Let W C I x Z be the image of V under {r. We shall denote by G the same quiver
as I" but with vertices labeled by W.

By analogy with [Hernandez and Leclerc 2016, Section 2.2.1], consider an
infinite set of indeterminates

z={zi, @, r)eV}

over Q. Let A(I") be the cluster algebra defined by the initial seed (z, I"). Thus,
A(T) is the subring of the field of rational functions X(z) generated by all the
cluster variables, that is, the elements obtained from some element of z via a finite
sequence of seed mutations. Each element of A(T") is a linear combination of finite
monomials in some cluster variables. By the Laurent phenomenon [Fomin and
Zelevinsky 2002], A(T") is contained in Z[z; 1(.rev.

For our purposes, it is always possible to work with sufficiently large finite
subseeds of the seed (z, I'), and replace A(I") by the genuine cluster subalgebras
attached to them. On the other hand, statements become nicer if we allow ourselves
to formulate them in terms of the infinite-rank cluster algebra A(I").

Define an £-algebra homomorphism y : Z[zf,1 1®z € — € by setting

X = [(%)w} ((,r)eV).

For A € A(I') ®z €, we write x (A) =), Aylw] and [x[(A) =), |Aul[w]. We
will consider the completed tensor product

AT &z,

that is, the algebra of countable sums ),  A; of elements A; € A(T") ®z € such
that Zi on [X[(A;) is in € as a countable sum (as defined in Section 3B). Note that
in particular we have the analogous notion of a countable sum in A(T") ®7zE.
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4B. Main theorem.

Definition 4.1. Define the category O;Z as the subcategory of representations in O
whose simple constituents have a highest ¢-weight W such that the roots and the
poles of ¥;(z) are of the form ¢" with (i,r) € V.

We will write for short £;7, = [L]].

Theorem 4.2. The category O;Z is monoidal and the identification

r R ,
Zir ® [2_41,-0)’] =t , (Lr)eV) (4-9)

defines an isomorphism of E-algebras
A(T) &z & ~ Ko(03,)
compatible with countable sums.

Remark 4.3. (i) The identification (4-9) gives an isomorphism of €-algebras
€Lz Nirev = 8[(5;fqr)il](i,r)ev,

which can be extended to countable sums as above. So the main point of the proof of
Theorem 4.2 will be to show that the subalgebra A(G) ®z & is mapped to KO(O;Z)
by this isomorphism.

(i1)) As in the case of finite-dimensional representations, the description of the
simple objects of O essentially reduces to the description of the simple objects
of O;Z (the decomposition explained in [Hernandez and Leclerc 2010, Section 3.7]
can be extended to our more general situation by using the asymptotic approach
of Section 7B below). Hence the Grothendieck ring KO(O;Z) contains all the
interesting information on Ko(O%).

The proof of Theorem 4.2 will be given in Section 6, using material presented in
Section 5.

5. Properties of the category OF

5A. g-characters. The g-character morphism was first considered in [Frenkel and
Reshetikhin 1999] and is a very useful tool for our proofs.

Recall from Section 3B the notation € and &,. Because of the support condition,
we can endow & with a ring structure defined by

(c-d)(w) = Z c(@hd(@") (c,de€é&, we Py).

o' +o'"=w
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Similarly, &, also has a ring structure given by
(c-d)(¥) = Z c(¥d(¥") (c,de&, ¥eP),
V=0

and such that & becomes a ring homomorphism.

For W € P, and w € Pg, we define the delta functions [¥] = dy . € & and
[w] =6, . € €, where as usual § denotes the Kronecker symbol. Note that the above
multiplications give

(W] [¥']=[¥'V¥"], [o] [0]=[e+ao"].
Let V be a U, (b)-module in category O. We define [Frenkel and Reshetikhin
1999; Hernandez and Jimbo 2012] the g-character and the character of V:

Xg(V):= )y dim(Ve)[¥l €&, x(V):=o (V)= ) dmV,)e] €&,

VeP; we Py

If V € O has a unique ¢-weight ¥ whose weight o (¥) is maximal, we also consider
its normalized g-character x, (V) and normalized character X (V) defined by

XV =101 x4 (V). T(V):=w (V).
Note that
Xa(LOW)) = [¥]- Xy (L(¥)) # Fq (L(P)).
Proposition 5.1 [Hernandez and Jimbo 2012]. The g-character morphism
Xq : Ko(0) = &, [V xq(V),
is an injective ring morphism.

Following [Frenkel and Reshetikhin 1999], consider the ring of Laurent poly-
nomials Y = Z[Yiil]ieme@* in the indeterminates {Y; 4}ier qcc. Let M be the
multiplicative group of Laurent monomials in Y. For example, for i € I and a € C*
define A; , € M by

-1
0= T Vi TT % 1 Yoo Ty TT Vi)

J:Cji=—1 J:Cji=—2 J:Cji=—

For a monomial m = [[;.; ,cc Yu’ “ € M, we consider its “evaluation at ¢ (z)”.

By definition it is the element m(¢ (Z)) € P; given by

l—aq;

m@@) = [] Fa@@)", where m,a(cb(z)))j:{q' e =1
icl,acC* L, J #i.
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This defines an injective group morphism M — P;. We identify a monomial m € M
with its image in P;. This is compatible with the notation Y; , used in Definition 3.8.
Note that @ (Y; ;) = w; and @w (4; 4) = ;.

It is proved in [Frenkel and Reshetikhin 1999] that a finite-dimensional U, (g)-
module V satisfies V = D,, 5 Vi (). In particular, x,(V) can be viewed as an
element of Y.

A monomial M € M is said to be dominant if M € Z[Y; 4lics aec+. Given a
finite-dimensional simple U, (g)-module L(¥), there exists a dominant monomial
M € M such that ¥ = M (¢(z)). We will also set L(¥) = L(M).

For example, fori € I, a € C*, k > 0, we have the Kirillov—Reshetikhin module

W) = L(Y;..Y,

l,aqiz ..

Y. gen). (5-10)

i,aq;

Example 5.2. If g = 5/,\[2, we have (k > 0, a € C*) [Frenkel and Reshetikhin 1999]

1
Xq(Wk(’a)ql—Zk)

=Yag1Yags - Yot (L AL + AL ATL - AL AT )
Theorem 5.3. (i) [Hernandez and Jimbo 2012; Frenkel and Hernandez 2015]. For
any a € C*, i € I we have
Ty =W Y . _
Xq(Li,a) = [‘I’l,a]X(Li’a) = [\I’”“]X(Li,a)’

where x (L;“a) =x (L;a) does not depend on a.

(ii) [Hernandez and Jimbo 2012]. For any a € C*, i € I we have
_ -1 -1 -1
Xg(L; ) € ¥, N1+ A, (ZIA; L]jerpecr)-
Example 5.4. In the case g = ;[2, we have

Xg(LT ) =11 —za)] ) [-2ren],

r>0

- 1 —1 41 -1
Xq(Ll’a) - [(1 - Za)] Z Al'aAl’aq72 o A1~aq72(’.71)‘

r>0

Thus, although positive and negative prefundamental representations have the same
character,

XY =x(Li) =) [-2rel,

r>0

their g-characters are very different: the normalized g-character X, (Lfr 2) 18 inde-
pendent of the spectral parameter a, whereas x, (L] ,) does depend on a.
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5B. Baxter relations. We can now state the generalized Baxter relations:

Theorem 5.5 [Frenkel and Hernandez 2015, Theorem 4.8, Remark 4.10].% Let V be
a finite- dimensional representation of U, (g). Replace in x4(V') each variable Y; , by
[ 1/ TL 4] (resp. T=i L 411/ TL 7 4 D) and xg (V) by [V] resp. [V¥])
Then multzplymg by a common denominator we get a relation in the Grothendieck
ring Ko(O).

Example 5.6. Taking g = shand V = L(Y1.4), we obtain relation (1-2), namely,
(L)LY, 1= [LJr o]+ (L], s]—wil,
[L(Yy ag)Ly =L} sllwr].

1,aq’

o1l +[L7

1,aq 1,aq"

Remark 5.7. By our main result, Theorem 4.2, (and its dual version; see Remark
5.18), these generalized Baxter relations are interpreted as relations in the cluster
algebra A(G). Moreover, when g = ;[2, the original Baxter relation (1-2) gets
interpreted as a Fomin—Zelevinsky mutation relation.

The right-hand side of a generalized Baxter relation is an £-linear combination of
classes of tensor products of prefundamental representations. As shown in [Frenkel
and Hernandez 2015], this can be seen as a tensor product decomposition in K (0O).
Indeed, we have:

Theorem 5.8 [Frenkel and Hernandez 2015]. Any tensor product of positive (resp.
negative) prefundamental representations L;’ra (resp. L; ) is simple.

5C. Prefundamental characters of representations and duality. et th be the
&-subalgebra of Ko(OF) generated by the [V ,], [Lfa] (iel aeC").

It follows from Theorem 5.5 that the fraction field of 8[(;;] iel.aeC* contains KSE.
More precisely, each element of K(;—L is a Laurent polynomial in (C,’[(ZJr Y  Nieraccs
Note that the €+ are algebraically independent (this is for example a consequence of
Theorem 5.8, which implies that the monomials in the £+ are linearly independent
in Ko(O™)). In particular the expansion in 8[(£;fa) ]lel aeC+ 18 unique and we can
define the injective ring morphism

KRG — el ) ieraecrs

which is called the positive prefundamental character morphism.
In the same way, by using the relations in Theorem 5.5 in terms of the prefun-
damental representations [L; ] and by setting £, , = [L; ,-1], we get the negative

2The result in [Frenkel and Hernandez 2015] is stated in terms of the L+ and the R+ such

that (R+ )~ L . In the last case, the variable Y; , has to be replaced by [a),][R 1]+/[Rl+aq
1

to get [V] That 1s why in the statement of Theorem 5.5 in terms of the L the representatlons

[—w;] >~ [w;]* and V* appear.
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prefundamental character morphism, which is an injective ring morphism
XKy = 1 ) Nieraecr-

Example 5.9. We can reformulate Theorem 5.5 as follows. For a finite-dimensional
representation V of U, (g), the positive (resp. negative) prefundamental character
x T (V) (resp. x~(V*)) is obtained from the g-character X4 (V) by replacing each
variable ¥ o by [@i1¢], 1 (€, ) 7" (resp. [=w;1¢; 1, (€7 ,1,-) ") In fact, this
can also be seen as a change of variables analogous to that of [Hernandez and
Leclerc 2016, Section 5.2.2]. For example, for g = ;[2, using Example 5.6 we have

o1 le] o+ [o1le]

[ s
X TILM)) = o e
e (5-11)
_ [_a)l]el a-1g3 + [wl]zl a-lg-!
X~ (L(Y) )]) = s L
i,a~lq

Example 5.10. Set g = ;[3. Let
V= ((1-2¢g2)/(1=2), (1 —q2) = [~01]¥} -1 W2
Let us compute x T (L(W¥)). For k > 0, let W, = Z(Mk), where
My = (Yo, 2t - Y 44 Y5 2) Y 41

We can prove as in [Hernandez and Jimbo 2012, Section 7.2] that (Wy )0 gives
rise to a limiting U, (b)-module W,, whose g-character is

XaWoo) =W (1+ATDX(LT ) = xg(L3 DI =11Y) g1+ —w1+wl Y xg(L3, ).

But it follows from Theorem 7.6(ii) that L(¥) and W, have the same character,
limg— oo X (L(My)) = limg_ 4o X(L(m_l)). As L(W) is a subquotient of W,
they are isomorphic. Consequently

+ o+ + ot
Ez,qgl,q—z + [—al]flyqzﬁz’q,l
ef '
1.1

X T(L(W) =

Proposition 5.11. A representation V in OF satisfying [V] € K(jt has finite length.

Remark 5.12. An object in the category O does not necessarily have finite length.
The subcategory of objects of finite length is not stable by tensor product [Boos
et al. 2009, Lemma C.1].

Proof. Suppose [V] € K(;“ . Then there is a monomial M in the Eia such that
Myt (V) is a polynomial in the E;’ra. There is a tensor product L of positive
prefundamental representations such that x * (L) = M. Then L ® V has finite length,
hence the result. (]
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Proposition 5.13. The identification of the variables E;“a and ¢; , induces a unique
isomorphism of E-algebras

D:Kf — K.

Proof. The identification gives a well-defined injective ring morphism
D': K§ — €[(¢; )" Nieraecr

It suffices to prove that its image is x (K, ). For V = L;fb a prefundamental,
its image by D’ is E;b = X_([L;h_,]). For V = L(Y; ) a fundamental, its image
by D’ is obtained from its g-character x, (V) by replacing each variable Y; , by
[wi][Li_,aq;I]/[Li_,aq,-]’ that is, by [wi]Z;a_lqi /Ei_’aqqi—l. In the construction of x 7,
this corresponds to Yl.;l,l (see the formula in Theorem 5.5). By [Hernandez 2007,
Lemma 4.10], there is a finite-dimensional representation V' whose g-character is
obtained from x, (V') by replacing each Y; , by Yi;l,l. Hence D'(V)=x~"((V))*) €
x~(Ky). We have proved Im(D") C X_(KO(O;Z)). Similarly, for W such that
V = W* we have D'(W') = x (V) and we get the other inclusion. O

Example 5.14. (i) For any (i, a) € I x C*, we have
DALL,D =IL;, 1]
(i) For any dominant monomial m, we have

D([L(m)]) = [L(m1)],

where m is obtained from m by replacing each Y; , by Y; ,-1. Indeed L(m) is
isomorphic to ((L(m))")*, whose highest weight monomial is the inverse of the
lowest weight monomial (my)~"' of L(m). For example, for g = 2[2, we have
D([L(Y1,4)] =[L(Y;,-1)], as this can be observed by comparing the two formulas
in (5-11).

Remark 5.15. The duality D is compatible with characters by (i) in Theorem 5.3.
However it is not compatible with g-characters (for example, negative and posi-
tive prefundamental representations have very different ¢g-characters, as explained
above).

Proposition 5.16. An element in the Grothendieck group Ko(O%) is a (possibly
countable) sum of elements in K (:)t.

Proof. Let us prove it for Ko(O™) (the proof is analogous for Ko(O™)). By definition,
the positive £-weights label the simple modules in OF. Moreover, an ¢-weight
is positive if and only if it is a product of highest £-weights of representations
L;’Fa, Vi(a) and [w]. This implies that, for each positive £-weight ¥, we can
choose (and fix) a monomial in the [L;fa], [Vi(a)], [@] such that the corresponding
representation has highest £-weight equal to W. Hence the positive £-weights also
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label the linearly independent family of these monomials in Kar . Expanding these
monomials we get finite sums of classes of simple modules by Proposition 5.11. We
get an (infinite) transition matrix from the classes of simple objects in O to such
products in K(]L , and this matrix is unitriangular (for the standard partial ordering
with respect to weight). Hence the result. ([

This implies immediately the following.

Theorem 5.17. O and O~ are monoidal and the morphism D extends uniquely to
an isomorphism of E-algebras

D: Ko(OT) = Ko(O7).

Remark 5.18. Consequently, our main result in Theorem 4.2 may also be written
in terms of the subcategory O, of O, whose Grothendieck ring is D(KO(O;Z)).

Proof. For L, L' simple in O, we may consider a decomposition of [L], [L] as a
countable sum of elements in K(;r as in Proposition 5.16. Then [L][L’] is also such a
countable sum and is in Ko(OT). Hence O is monoidal. This is analogous for O~

The isomorphism of Proposition 5.13 is extended by linearity to Ko(O™) by using
Proposition 5.16. This map D : Ko(O1) — K(O7) is an injective ring morphism.
The ring morphism D7 Ko(O7) = Ko(OT) is constructed in the same way and
so D is a ring isomorphism. U

Proposition 5.19. A simple object in OF (resp. in O7) is a subquotient of a tensor
product of two simple representations V ® L, where V is finite-dimensional and L
is a tensor product of positive (resp. negative) prefundamental representations.

Proof. Let L(¥) be simple in OF. By definition, its highest £-weight is a product of
highest £-weights of representations [w], Lfa, Vi(a), where w € Pg, i € I, a € C*.
So W can be factorized as

U = [w] X m x ]_[ Pl (5-12)

i,a’
i€l ,acC*

where w € Py, £u;, > 0and m € M is a dominant monomial. The result follows
by taking V = [0] ® L(m) and L = ®,; ,ec-(Li,)®"!, which is simple by
Theorem 5.8. U

Proposition 5.20. The normalized q-character of a simple object in O~ belongs to
the ring ZI[A;, Ticr.acce

Proof. The result is known for the category € by [Frenkel and Mukhin 2001]. For
negative prefundamental representations, the result is known by [Hernandez and
Jimbo 2012, Theorem 6.1]. The general result follows from Proposition 5.19. [

Note that this property is not satisfied in O"; see Example 5.4.
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6. Proof of the main theorem

6A. Examples of mutations.

6Al. Letg= ;[2. We display a sequence of 3 mutations starting from the initial
seed of A(G). The mutated cluster variables are indicated by a framebox.

T

24

[L(Y, 3Y -1Y,)]
[L

T _ _
2

Lo

[L(quo] [L(Y, 1} [L(y ]

j2 [L(Y, 1Y—s)] (Y,- Y_z)]
I i)

6A2. Letg= ?[3. Example 5.10 can be reformulated as a one-step mutation from
the initial seed, as follows:

21,2 21,2

i
Z ,\

Z10 [LOW)][La]

22,—1 22,—1

21,-2 21,-2

Recall that here ¥ = [—wi1]Y} g W, 4, as in Example 5.10.

6A3. For an arbitrary g, let us calculate the first mutation relation for each cluster
variable z; , of the initial seed, generalizing Section 6A2. We denote by z;, the
new cluster variable obtained by mutating z; .. Then we have

%
ZjpZir = Zjr—d;iCi; + Zjr+d;Cji -
5 7] J =T

Jj:Cji70 J:Cji#0
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We claim that z;, = [A][L(¥)], where
@5

¥ =[-wY i [| ¥, 00 and =" —r ) .
]

2
j:Cj,,‘<0 jICj,,‘<0

As in Section 6A2, this is derived from the explicit g-character formula

Xg(LOB) = W10+ A7) [T x5 (6-13)
j:Cf,i<0

where x; = x (L;fa) does not depend on a. (By considering L(¥) ® L(Yi’qr—di v
and L(¥V) ® L;’Fq, we prove that the multiplicities in y, (L(¥)) are larger than in
the right-hand side of (6-13). The reverse inequality is established by consider-
ing L(Mg~") ® L(W¥Mg), where the monomials My are defined for ¥~! as in
Theorem 7.6.) The mutation relation thus becomes the following relation in the
Grothendieck ring Ko(O):

[L(W)@ijq,]:[ ® Lijr_d,.c,.i]jL[—a,-][ ® Lijchj,,.]. (6-14)

j:Cji #0 7:Cji#0

By Theorem 5.8, the two terms on the right-hand side are simple. Hence this is the
decomposition of the class of the tensor product into simple modules.

6B. Proof of Theorem 4.2. We identify the €-algebras

€Lz Ninev and  ELEH D Tanev
as in Remark 4.3.
Proposition 6.1. We have K N Ko(03,) € A(G) ®z &.
Note that by Proposition 5.16 this implies KO(O;Z) C AG) ®zE.

Proof. Clearly, E;’Fqs = zi s[(s/2d;)w;] belongs to A(G)z ®z € for any (i, s) € V.
By Proposition 5.16, it remains to show that [V; ,-] belongs to A(G)z ®z € for any
@i,r)ew.

Remember from Section 4A that we denote by G the same quiver as I' with
vertices labeled by W instead of V. In the next discussion, we divide the vertices
of G and I into columns, as in [Hernandez and Leclerc 2016, Example 2.3],
and we denote by k the number of columns. As in [Hernandez and Leclerc
2016, Section 2.1.3], consider the full subquiver G~ of G whose vertex set is
W~ ={(i,r) € W | r <0}. The definition of G shows that there is only one vertex
of G\ G~ in each column which is connected to G~ by some arrow. Let H~
denote the ice quiver obtained from G~ by adding these k vertices together with
their connecting arrows, and by declaring the new vertices frozen.
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Consider the cluster algebras A(H ~) (with k frozen variables) and A(G ™) (with
no frozen variable). It follows from the definitions that A(H ~) can be regarded as
a subalgebra of A(G), and A(G7) is the coefficient-free counterpart of A(H™),
studied in [Hernandez and Leclerc 2016]. Let f; (1 < j < k) be the frozen variable
of A(H™) sitting in column j. The cluster of the initial seed of A(H ™) thus
consists of the frozen variables f; (1 < j < k) and the ordinary cluster variables
Zis ((i,8) € V7), where V™ = {(i,s) € V | s +d; <0}. Let us denote by u; s
((i, s) € V) the cluster variables of the initial seed of A(G ™). We can use a similar
change of variables as in [Hernandez and Leclerc 2016, Section 2.2.2]:

Ui,r—d;

Vi =Ujr—q, if r+d;i >0, Vi = otherwise.

ui,l’-i—di
Let
FiZlupy | G,s) €V ZIf 2y | 1< j <k, (i) € V7]

be the ring homomorphism defined by

Fu;g) === if (i, s) sits in column j.
J

Thus
Gr—dip, +d; > 0 and (i, r) sits in column j,
fi
Foin=1."
———  otherwise.
Zi,r+d;

We introduce a Z*-grading on Z[fjil, ziﬁl |1 <j<k, (i,s) € V] by declaring
that

deg(fj) =e;, deg(zis)=e; if (i,s) sitsin column j,

where e; (1 < j < k) denotes the canonical basis of z*.

Let x be the cluster variable of A(G ™) obtained from the initial seed ({¢; 5}, G™)
via a sequence of mutations o, and let y be the cluster variable of A(H ~) obtained
from the initial seed ({z; 5, f;j}, H™) via the same sequence of mutations o. We want
to compare the Laurent polynomials y and F(x). Since deg(F (u;)) = (0, ...,0)
for every (i, s), we see that F'(x) is multihomogeneous of degree (0, ..., 0) for the
above grading. On the other hand, it is easy to check that for every nonfrozen vertex
(i, s) of the ice quiver H ~ the sum of the multidegrees of the initial cluster variables
and frozen variables sitting at the targets of the arrows going out of (i, s) is equal to
the sum of the multidegrees of the initial cluster variables and frozen variables sitting
at the sources of the arrows going into (7, s). Therefore, A(H ™) is a multigraded
cluster algebra, in the sense of [Grabowski and Launois 2014]. It follows that y is
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also multihomogeneous, of degree (ay, ..., ar). Now, by construction, we have

FO| fi=1,.... i=1 = Y fi=1,.... fi=1-
Therefore,

k
y=F@[]r"
j=1
Taking a cluster expansion with respect to the initial cluster of A(H ™), we write
y = N/D where D is a monomial in the nonfrozen cluster variables and N is a
polynomial in the nonfrozen and frozen variables Moreover N is not divisible
by any of the f] It follows that ]_[ = f is the smallest monomial such that
FTTE i f contains only nonnegative powers of the variables f;.

Now we can conclude using [Hernandez and Leclerc 2016, Theorem 3.1], which
implies that, for all (i, 7) € W~ with r < 0, the g-character of V; ;- (expressed in
terms of the variables y; ; =Y; 4s) is a cluster variable x of A(G™). By [Frenkel and
Mukhin 2001, Corollary 6.14], for r < O this cluster variable does not contain any
variable y; ; with s +2d; > 0, hence F(x) does not contain any frozen variable f;.
Therefore y = F(x), and the g-character of V; ;- (expressed in terms of the vari-
ables z; ) is a cluster variable of A(H ™), that is, a cluster variable of A(I"). This
proves the claim for every fundamental module V; ;- with r < 0. But by definition
of the cluster algebra A(I"), the set of cluster variables is invariant under the change
of variables z; s — zj s4+24,- Thus we are done. O

Proposition 6.2. We have A(G) &z & C Ko((f) 7)-

To prove this proposition, we need to establish some preliminary results. We
first prove in Lemma 6.4 that, for x € A(G), at least one negative £-weight occurs
in x,(D(x)). Then in Lemma 6.5 we construct a family of distinguished elements

F(¥) € xq(D(Ko(01))).

The first result allows us to write each element of x,(D(A(G))) as a linear combi-
nation of the F(W¥). This implies the inclusion in Proposition 6.2.

So consider an element x in A(G). By the Laurent phenomenon [Fomin and
Zelevinsky 2002], x is a Laurent polynomial in the initial cluster variables:

x =PUzi }irnev).

Hence A(G) is a subalgebra of the fraction field of Ko((‘) ), and the duality D of
Proposition 5.13 can be algebraically extended to A(G). In particular we have

D(x) = P{D(zir)}irev) € Frac(Ko(0,,))

in the fraction field of K((O,,). The g-character morphism can also be algebraically
extended to Frac(Ko(O,,)). Then x,(D(x)) is obtained by replacing each z; , by
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the corresponding g-character

xq(D<z,~,r>>=[(;—;)wi]xq@;q_r):[(2_ d) }p LA+A,),  (615)

where, by Theorem 7.6, A, , is a formal power series in the A w1thout constant
term. In particular, we have an analogous formula for the i 1nverse

(Xg(D i)' = [(ﬁ)a&] Vg (1+Bi,),

Btrzzz:(_bey

k>1

where

is a formal power series in the A; ; without constant term. In particular x,(D(x))
is in &; and we get a sum of the form

XePG) = ) halwalma(1+Aq) € &, (6-16)
1<a<R
where w, is a weight, mo, is a Laurent monomial in the ¥; ,—, A, is a formal
power series in the A w1th0ut constant term and A, € Z.
We recall the notlon of negative £-weight introduced in Definition 3.8.

Remark 6.3. We say that a sequence (W), of £-weights converges pointwise
as a rational fraction to an £-weight W if, for every i € I and z € C, the ratio
\Ilgm)(z)/\lli(z) converges to 1 when N — +oo and |g| > 1. For example, defin-
ing the monomials M, , y as in equation (6-17) below, the sequence (W) N>0
converges pointwise as a rational fraction to W:ql,,.

Lemma 6.4. Let y € A(G) be nonzero. Then at least one negative £-weight occurs
in xq(D(x))

Proof. We will use the following partial ordering < on the set of £-weights ¥
satisfying @ (W) = 1: for such £-weights ¥, ¥, we set W > ¥’ if

v = [T Ay

i,r>—M

is a possibly infinite product (that is, pointwise the limit of the partial products)
with the v; , > 0. If W =71 and ¥’ = m’ with m, m’ monomials in M, then W < W’
is equivalent to m < m’ for the partial ordering considered in [Nakajima 2004].

As the sum (6-16) is finite, there is «g such that m,,, is maximal for <. We prove
that myg, is a negative £-weight.

Let N be such that all the cluster variables z; , of the initial seed occurring
in the Laurent monomials of equation (6-16) satisfy r > —2d(N + 2), where
d = Max;¢;(d;) is the lacing number of g. We consider as above the semi-infinite
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cluster algebra A(HJ ) obtained from A(G), where the cluster variables sitting
at (i,r) € V, r < —=2d(N + 2) have been removed. As explained in the proof of
Proposition 6.1, fl(HAJ,r ) can be regarded as a subalgebra of A(G). We replace
every cluster variable z; , of the initial seed by the class of the Kirillov—Reshetikhin
module W; , y of highest monomial

Misn=[] Yigra-ua. (6-17)
k>0
r+2kd; <2d N

(Here M; , n is set to be 1 if r > 2d N.) We obtain

¢~ (x) € Frac(Ko(C)),

the image of x in the fraction field of Ky(C). By using the duality D, we reverse
all spectral parameters (by (ii) in Example 5.14 illustrating Proposition 5.13, or
by [Hernandez and Leclerc 2010, Section 3.4]). We obtain the same’ as in [Her-
nandez and Leclerc 2016, Section 2.2.2]. Then by [Hernandez and Leclerc 2016,
Theorem 5.1], D(¢n(x)) belongs to the Grothendieck ring of C. So by applying D
again, ¢n(x) is in Ko(C).

Now we get, as for equation (6-16),

X @O = D damV 1+ AM), (6-18)

1<a<R

where m{" is a monomial and A" is a formal power series in the A 1 . Note

that, when N — +o0, AY" converges to A, as a formal power series in the A; 1
Let w; , v be the highest weight of W; , ;. Now if the initial cluster variable z; , is

replaced by
r
|:<2_d1> w; — wi,r,N:| [(WirN] (6-19)

instead of [W; ;. y], we just have to replace in (6-18) each m(N) by [a)a](m(N))”
(the A&N) are unchanged). Then (ma ))N converges to m, when N — +00 pointwise
as a rational fraction.

Let us show that there are infinitely many N such that (ma,0 ))” is maximal among
the (m(N))N for <. Otherw1se since equation (6-16) has finitely many summands,
there is « such that (mao ))“ < (m(N)) for infinitely many N. In the limit, we get
that mg, < my, contradiction.

For N such that (mw0 ))N is maximal for <, m( ) is necessarily dominant, as
dn(x) € Ko(C) (see [Frenkel and Mukhin 2001, Sectlon 5.4]). Then the limit my,
of the (mg{)V))N is negative, as it is easy to check that a limit of dominant monomials

3We have a term —d; which does not occur in [Hernandez and Leclerc 2016, Section 2.2.2], as we
use the labeling by V and not by W.
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is a negative £-weight. Finally, since m,, is maximal for <, it necessarily occurs
with a nonzero coefficient in the expansion of x,(D(x)). U

Lemma 6.5. Let W be a negative £-weight such that the roots and the poles of ¥;(z)
are of the form q" with (i, r) € V. Then there is a unique F(¥) € x, (D(KO(O;Z)))
such that YV is the unique negative £-weight occurring in F (W) and its coefficient
is 1.

Moreover F (W) is of the form

F(¥) =[¥]+ Z A [P], (6-20)
Vi (W) < (W)

for the usual partial ordering on weights and with the Ay € Z.

Proof. The uniqueness follows from Proposition 6.1 and Lemma 6.4. For each
negative £-weight W as in the lemma, there is a representation M (¥) in O;Z such
that x, (D([M (¥)])) is of the form

Xq(D(M(W)])) =[¥]+ Z o ['].
Vi (W) < (W)

Indeed it suffices to consider a tensor product of fundamental and positive prefun-
damental representations. Now if the F (W) do exist, we have an infinite triangular
transition matrix from the (F'(W)) to the (x4, (D([M (¥)]))) with 1 on the diagonal
and whose off-diagonal coefficients are the f1y y for W, W’ negative. So to prove
the existence, it suffices to consider the inverse of this matrix (which is well-defined,
as for given W, W' there is a finite number of W satisfying @ (¥') < oo (¥”) and

Py w 7 0). O
We can now finish the proof of Proposition 6.2:

Proof. Let x bein A(G). For ¥ a negative £-weight, we denote by Ay the coefficient
of ¥ in x,(D(x)). Then by Lemma 6.4 we have

XD =Y rF(¥).

W negative

As the F (W) are of the form (6-20), this sum is well-defined in Xq(D(Ko(O}LZ)))
and we get x € KO(OZFZ). [l

Example 6.6. Let us illustrate the proof of Lemma 6.4, which is the crucial technical
point for the proof of Proposition 6.2. Consider the sequence of mutations of 6A1.
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Let us write the cluster variables ¢y (x):

[WN—Z,qI’ZN] [WN—ZA,(/I*ZN] [WN—Z,qlsz] [WN 2, q172N]
I I 1 l
[WN,l,ql—zN] [Wy_ 1ql —on] W2 q—s [L(Y 3Y, Y “1)]

I |

(Wi q1-2v] [WHNq] 2N [L(Y,Y,)] [L(Y,Y,)]

I

[Wain g1-2n] [W2+Nq1 2 ] [W2+qu v ] W2+qu v ]

T
[L(Y )] <[L(Y [L(Y,)]

The cluster variable corresponding to [L(Y,)] has its g-character, which can be
written in the form of equation (6-16):

Xq(WN 1,g1=28) + Xqg(Wy g g1-28)
Xq(WN’ql 2N)

_y! 1+A§‘lf(1+A;—l4“+"'(1+A_2}1 w)

LA I+ A LA+ (AL ) )
LA (14 AT U (L4 A ) -
‘71+A1_1(1+A;}2(1+"'(1+A;2“*N>))'”).

xXg(L(Y)) =Y, —|—Y_

We see as in the statement of Lemma 6.4 that the monomial Y, maximal for < is
dominant and so negative in the sense of Definition 3.8. In the limit N — 400
(with the renormalized weights) we get the representations in Ko(O7):

[F20lL]  [20ll] 26l [—20][L ;]
| f f |
[~ollL,-] [~wllL, ] [~wllL, ] (LYY, Y,
[L7] [L(Y))] (LY, ? [L(Yy)]
[wI[L ;] [wIL] [L(Y )] [L(Y,Y,0)]

T 1

[2w][L 4] [20][L 4] 2w] [L [2w][L 4]



Cluster algebras and Borel subalgebras of quantum affine algebras 2041

The duality again gives the representations in Ko(O™):

[—2w][L ] [—Zw][L;}t] [—2w][L;4] [—2w][L;4]
T T T !
[—w][L 2] [—w][L;z] a)]L [L(Y 3Y 1Y)]
[LT] [L(Y,-D] [L(Y, 9 [L(Y -1)]
[a)][L —2] [w][L —2] [L(Y, 1Y—z)] [L(Y, 1Y—3)]

i 7
[2a)][Lj114] [2a>][L;1t4] 2w][L [Zw][L;IU]

Example 6.7. We now illustrate the proof of Lemma 6.4 by means of the mutation
of Section 6A2. Let us write the cluster variables ¢y (x):

i i

1 1
Wy, ji-an] Wy, o]
o / o
[WN—I,qz(l_N)] [WN 1 q2(1 N)]
[Wy) o] [L(m™)]
N.,gl=2N
(W gra-] W20
1 1
Wyl e Wy q1-2v]

Here m™) = Y1,4(Yy p20-m Y5 ga-on - Y5 ). The g-character corresponding to
the cluster variable [L(m™))] can be written in the form of equation (6-16):

1 2 1 2
Xq(Wlil_)qu—ZN)Xq(W]\(],()IZ(I—N)) n Xq(W;;_i)_l ql- ZN)Xq(W]\(]_)l,qZ(l—N))
1 1

Xq(Wliz’Zlsz) Xq(W]\([’)ql—ZN)

- Y]_yql—l (YZ,qZ(lfN) YZ,q4—2N e YZ,])(l +‘A§N))
+ Yl,q (Yz’qZ(l—N) YZ,q“*ZN . Yz,qﬂ)(l +‘A§N))

Xqg(L(m™M)) =
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Here A(N) and A( ) are formal power series in the Al qa’ 5 (a € C*) without
constant term. The monomial (m™)~ is maximal for <. Its 11m1t for N - +o0 is
[—w1]Y1,4¥ 5 lq,l, which is negative in the sense of Definition 3.8.

Example 6.8. In this example we check that the images of the initial cluster vari-
ables considered in the proof of Lemma 6.4 do match. Let us consider type B, with
the following initial seed and the initial cluster variables replaced by the W; ,:

@2.—1) Witan _an
[N T~
2,-3)  (1,-3) Wity —an  Wiiviay
e T
(1,-5) (2,-5) Wz(Jlr)N,—4N—1 Ws(-zr)zzv,—zw
TN >~ S
2, -7 1, =7 W:Jr)2N,74N W2(+)N,174N
/ T / ~ T
1,-9) (.29 Wity _avor Witan_an
\ 1 \ >~ T >
@2, —-11) (1, -11) Wetiv—ay  Witnioan
(1,-13) Wiy —an—1

In the limit N — +o0 (with the renormalized weights) we get the images of the
initial cluster variables:

[3e2]L5, [302]L;
TN [
[Bwn]Lys  [en]Lis Ben]ls s [Fen]Lis
AT T
[Swl]Lls [%“’2]Lis [%“’l]LTS [5“’2]L§rs
>~ T N >~ T N
[7“’2]L27 [7‘”1]Li7 [ “)2]14; 7 [a)l]Ltq
1 T
[%a’l]Lw [“’2]L29 [gwl]LT9 [9“’2]14;9
I N >~ T
[2“’2]L2_11 [41 1]L1_,11 [2“’2]143r 11 [4 I]Ltfll
o s o '

[%wl]Ll_,w [14_3‘01]LT,—13
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7. Conjectures and evidence

7A. A conjecture. The concept of a monoidal categorification of a cluster algebra
was introduced in [Hernandez and Leclerc 2016, Definition 2.1]. We say that a
simple object S of a monoidal category is real if S ® S is simple. Let us recall that
a cluster monomial is a monomial in the cluster variables of a single cluster.

Definition 7.1. Let A be a cluster algebra and let M be an abelian monoidal category.
We say that A is a monoidal categorification of A if there is an isomorphism between
A and the Grothendieck ring of M such that the cluster monomials of A are the
classes of all the real simple objects of M (up to invertibles).

See [Hernandez and Leclerc 2013, Section 2] for a discussion on applications of
monoidal categorifications. In view of Theorem 4.2, it is natural to formulate the
following conjecture.

Conjecture 7.2. The isomorphism of Theorem 4.2 defines a monoidal categorifica-
tion; that is, the cluster monomials in A(I") get identified with real simple objects
in O;Z up to invertible representations.

Remark 7.3. By using the duality in Proposition 5.13, the statements of Theorem 4.2
and Conjecture 7.2 can also be formulated in terms of the category 0.

Note that Theorem 5.8 implies that all cluster monomials of the initial seed are
identified with real simple objects, more precisely, with simple tensor products
of positive prefundamental representations, in agreement with Conjecture 7.2. To
give other evidence supporting Conjecture 7.2, we will use the results in the next
subsection.

7B. Limiting characters. We will be using the dual category O* considered in
[Hernandez and Jimbo 2012], whose definition we now recall.

Definition 7.4. Let O* be the category of Cartan-diagonalizable U, (b)-modules V
such that V* is in category O.

A U, (b)-module V is said to be of lowest £-weight W € Py if there is v € V such
that V = U, (b)v and the following hold:
Uy(0) v=Cv, ¢, v=W,v (el m=0).
For ¥ € Py, there exists up to isomorphism a unique simple U, (b)-module L'(¥)
of lowest £-weight ¥. This module belongs to O* More precisely, we have:
Proposition 7.5 [Hernandez and Jimbo 2012]. For W € Py, (L' (W))* ~ L(¥~1).

We can also define as in Section 5A notions of characters and g-characters for O*,
We now explain that characters (resp. g-characters) of certain simple objects
in the category O~ can be obtained as limits of characters (resp. g-characters)
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of finite-dimensional representations. This is known for negative prefundamental
representations [Hernandez and Jimbo 2012].
Let L(¥) be a simple module whose highest £-weight can be written as a finite

product
[w]xmxH( 1_[ \Ilu”’)

iel ‘r>—Ry

where w € Pg, Ry >0, u; ;- <0and m € M is a dominant monomial. For R > R,

set
Mg =m ]‘[( I1 Yijqﬁ[‘;’di,,_di). (7-21)

iel r>—Ry
r'>0
r—2dir'>—R

Theorem 7.6. (1) We have the limit as formal power series
X (L(MR)) g=r= Xq(L(®)) € ZI A Dier.accs-
(2) We have X (L(¥~1)) = X (L(¥)) and so we have the limit as formal power series

X (L(MR)) gz X (LW ) € Z[—ailiey

The proof of Theorem 7.6 is essentially the same as that of [Hernandez and
Jimbo 2012, Theorem 6.1], so we just give an outline.

Proof. First let us prove that the dimensions of weight spaces of L (W) are larger
than those of L(Mg). Consider the tensor product

T=LW)®L(Mg¥ ).

By definition of Mg, the ¢-weight Mr¥~ ! is a product of \Il+q times [A] for
some A € Pg, so by Theorem 5.8 the module L(MR\Il l) is a tensor product
of positive fundamental representations. Moreover 7' and L(Mpg) have the same
highest £-weight, so L(Mg) is a subquotient of 7. By [Frenkel and Mukhin 2001,
Theorem 4.1], each £-weight of Z(MR) is the product of the highest ¢-weight
Mg (w (Mg))~! by a product of A;bl, j €i, b e C* Hence, by Theorem 5.3, an
£-weight of T is an £-weight of L (Mpg) only if it is of the form

Vo (W) (¥,

where W' is an £-weight of L(W¥) and Aﬂ/f;g\&flfl is the highest £-weight of Z(MR v h,
We get the result for the dimensions.

Then we prove as in [Hernandez and Jimbo 2012, Section 4.2] that we can define
an inductive linear system

L(Mo) —» L(My) — --- = L(Mg) > L(Mg41) — - -
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from the L(Mp) so that we have the convergence of the action of the subalgebra
ﬁq (g) of U, (g) generated by the x:“ . and the k;~ ]x; .- We get a limiting represen-
tation of (7q (g) from which one can construct a representation L of U, (b) in the
category O and a representation Ly of U, (b) in the category O* [Hernandez and
Jimbo 2012, Proposition 2.4]. Moreover, L (resp. L») is of highest (resp. lowest)
¢-weight W (resp. W).

By construction, the normalized g-character of L is the limit of the normalized
g-characters )?q (L(Mpg)) as formal power series. Combining with the result of the
first paragraph of this proof, the representation L is necessarily simple isomorphic
to L(W¥). We have proved the first statement in the theorem.

Now, by construction L} is in the category O with highest £-weight ¥~ and
satisfies X (L%) = x(L1). To conclude, it suffices to prove that L} is irreducible.
This is proved as in [Hernandez and Jimbo 2012, Theorem 6.3]. O

We have the following application:
Theorem 7.7. Let L(¥) be a simple module in the category O~ such that U=
Then its image by D7 Vin Ko(OF) is simple equal to DY([L(¥))) = [L(\Tl_l)].

Proof. From Example 5.14(i), the property is satisfied by negative prefundamental
representations. Since these representations generate the fraction field of Ko(O7), it
suffices to show that the assignment [L (V)] — [L(\TI_1 )] for £-weights W satisfying
W= is multiplicative (recall that D is a morphism of £-algebras). Let us use the
same notation as in the proof of Theorem 7.6 above. For L(¥) >~ L; and LW~ L
simple modules in O~ with ¥ = W and ¥’ = ¥/, we have the corresponding modules
L;, L}, in O*. We consider the decomposition

LR LW = Y my[L¥")]
‘I’//,@/:‘I’”
in Ko(O™) with my» € €. Each x,(L(¥")) is obtained as a limit as in Theorem 7.6,
and by construction the corresponding modules L'(¥") in the category O* satisfy
[La®Lyl= > miy[L'(¥")],
‘I’//"’I;-;/:‘I’//
where each m’\p,, € € is obtained from m g~ via the substitution [w] — [—w]. This
implies
[L3@(Ly)*1= > mylL'(¥)],
‘I’”,"I-;W:‘I’”
that is, in view of Proposition 7.5,

[LE DLW = > my[L¥ ] O
=y
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Example 7.8. Applying D to (6-14), we get the relation in Ko(O7™)

L@ H®L;, 1= [ () ijqrﬁ,.c_,.,l + [—oz,-]|: (0%9) ijq,d,c_,,,.],
j:Cji#0 j:Cji#0
where
U =[—oi]Y, - Wi
J:Cji<0
7C. Proof of Conjecture 7.2 for g = ;[2. In this section we give an explicit de-
scription of all simple modules in OF and in O~ for g = ?[2.

A g-set is a subset of C* of the form {ag? | Ry <r < R,} for some a € C*
and R; < Ry € ZU {—o00, +oc}. The KR-modules Wy ,, Wy, are said to be in
special position if the union of {a, ag?, ..., aq** VY and {b, bqg?, ..., bg?>* D}
is a g-set which contains both properly. The KR-module W , and the prefun-
damental representation L; are said to be in special position if the union of
{a,aq?, aq®, ..., aq** =D} and {bq, bq?, bg°, ...} is a g-set which contains both
properly. Two positive prefundamental representations are never in special position.
Two representations are in general position if they are not in special position.

The invertible elements in the category OV are the 1-dimensional representa-

tions [w].

Theorem 7.9. Suppose that g = ;[2. The prime simple objects in the category OF
are the positive prefundamental representations and the KR-modules (up to invert-
ibles). Any simple object in OF can be factorized in a unique way as a tensor
product of prefundamental representations and KR-modules (up to permutation of
the factors and to invertibles). Moreover, such a tensor product is simple if and only
if all its factors are pairwise in general position.

Proof. As in the classical case of finite-dimensional representations, it is easy
to check that every positive £-weight has a unique factorization as a product of
highest £-weights of KR-modules and positive prefundamental representations in
pairwise general position. Hence it suffices to prove the equivalence in the last
sentence. By [Chari and Pressley 1994], the result is known for finite-dimensional
representations. Now, by using Section 7B, this result implies that a tensor product
with factors which are in general position is simple. Conversely, it is known that a
tensor product of KR-modules which are in special position is not simple. Also, it
is easy to see that the tensor product of a KR-module and a positive prefundamental
representation which are in special position is not simple. U

Remark 7.10. (i) This is a generalization of the factorization of simple representa-
tions in € when g = sl, [Chari and Pressley 1994].
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(ii) This result for g = 5/1\[2 implies that all simple objects in O are real and that
their factorization into prime representations is unique.

(iii) In [Mukhin and Young 2014], a factorization is proved for simple modules
in O when g = sl,. But the factorization is not unique in the category O; see
Remark 3.10.

(iv) By Proposition 5.13, our result implies a similar factorization in the category O~.

(v) The combinatorics of g-sets in pairwise general position is very similar to the
combinatorics of triangulations of the co-gon studied in [Grabowski and Gratz
2014], in relation with certain cluster structures of infinite rank. However, in that
paper only arcs (m, n) joining two integers m and n are considered, whereas we
also allow arcs of the form (m, 400) corresponding to positive prefundamental
representations. Also, we are only interested in one mutation class, namely the
mutation class of the initial triangulation {(m, +00) | m € Z}.

Theorem 7.11. Conjecture 7.2 is true in the sly-case.

Proof. Theorem 7.9 provides an explicit factorization of simple objects in O;Z
into positive prefundamental representations and finite-dimensional KR-modules.
In particular, we get an explicit g-character formula for such a simple object and
so a complete explicit description of the Grothendieck ring KO(O;Z). The cluster
algebra A(I") can also be explicitly described by using triangulations of the co-gon
(see Remark 7.10). Hence we can argue as in [Hernandez and Leclerc 2010,
Section 13.4]. |

7D. Egquivalence of conjectures. In general, we have the following:

Theorem 7.12. Conjecture 7.2 is equivalent to Conjecture 5.2 of [Hernandez and
Leclerc 2016].

Combining with the recent results in [Qin 2015], this would imply a part of
Conjecture 7.2 for ADE types, namely that all cluster monomials are classes of real
simple objects.

As recalled in the introduction, [Hernandez and Leclerc 2016, Conjecture 5.2]
states that C, is the monoidal categorification of a cluster algebra A(G™). Note
that €, is a subcategory of O,, and O;Z.

Proof. For N > 0, let Cy be the category of finite-dimensional U, (g)-modules V
satisfying
(V1€ ZIV;gnllier,—2aN—-di<m<d(N+2)—d; C Ko(C).

It is a monoidal category similar to the categories considered in [Hernandez and
Leclerc 2010]. It contains the KR-module W; , y with highest monomial M; , n
given in equation (6-17), where i € I and —d(N +2) <r <2dN. The Grothendieck
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ring Ko(Cy) has a cluster algebra structure with an initial seed consisting of these
KR-modules W; , y (here we use the initial seed as in [Hernandez and Leclerc
2016]). We have established in the proof of Theorem 4.2 that Ky(Cxy) ® € may be
seen as a subalgebra of KO(O;Z) by using the identification of z; , with the element
defined in equation (6-19). This induces embeddings Ko(Cx) C Ko(Cn+1),

Ko(C1) C Ko(C2) C Ko(C3) C -+ C Ko(05),

which are not the naive embeddings obtained from the inclusion of categories
Cn C Cn41. The cluster monomials in K((Cy) corresponds now to cluster mono-
mials in Ko(O5).

Note that by Theorem 7.7 we may consider simultaneously the statement of
Conjecture 7.2 for O;Z or for 0,,.

Suppose that [Hernandez and Leclerc 2016, Conjecture 5.2] is true. This im-
plies that the cluster monomials in K(Cy) are the real simple modules for any
N > 0. Consider a cluster monomial in O;Z. Then for N large enough, we have
a corresponding real representation Vy in Ko(Cy). The highest monomial of Vi
is a Laurent monomial in the m; , y of the form considered in Theorem 7.6. By
Theorem 7.6, x,(Vy) converges to the g-character of a simple module V in O,
when N — +o00. Moreover V is real, as the g-character of V ® V is obtained as
a limit of simple g-character x,(Vy ® Vy) by Theorem 7.6. Conversely, every
real simple module V in O, is obtained as such a limit of simple modules Vy.
Moreover since V is real, Vy is real (since x,(Vy ® Vi) is an upper g-character of
V ® V in the sense of [Hernandez 2010, Corollary 5.8]). For N large enough the
modules Vy correspond to the same cluster monomial, which is therefore identified
with V.

Conversely, suppose that Conjecture 7.2 is true. Consider a cluster monomial x
in Ko(C,). The cluster variables occurring in x are produced via sequences
of mutations from a finite number of KR-modules in the initial seed. By the
proof of Proposition 6.1, there is a seed in K¢(O,,) containing these KR-modules
(and the quiver of this seed has the same arrows joining the corresponding ver-
tices). By our hypothesis, x is the class of a simple real module as an element of
Ko(0,,) D Ko(€;). Hence it is also real simple in Ko(C,). Now consider a real
simple module [V] in K((C). It corresponds to a cluster monomial in Ko(O,,)
which is a cluster monomial in K((C;) by the same arguments. ]

7E. Web property theorem. Let us prove the following generalization of the main
result of [Hernandez 2010]. If Conjecture 7.2 holds, then the statement of the next
theorem is a necessary condition for simple modules in the same seed.

Theorem 7.13. Let Sy, ..., Sy be simple objects in OF (resp. in O7). Then
S$1®---®Sy is simple if and only if the tensor products S; ® S; are simple fori < j.
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Proof. By Proposition 5.13, this is equivalent to proving the statement in the
category O~. Note that the “only if” part is clear. For the “if”” part of the state-
ment, we may assume without loss of generality that the zeros and poles of the
highest £-weights of the S; are in qZ (see (ii) in Remark 4.3). For each simple
module S;, consider a corresponding simple finite-dimensional module L(Mp ;) as
in Section 7B. Since S; ® S; is simple, there exists R; such that for R > R; the tensor
product L(Mg ;) ® L(Mg, ;) is simple. Indeed, by Theorem 7.6, X, (S; ® S;) is the
limit of the )’Zq (L(MRg,iMg,;)). More precisely, there is Ry such that for R > Ry the
image of X, (S; ® §;) in Z[A;;:-]iel,rz—R1+ri is equal to X, (L(Mg ;Mg ;)). This
implies that X, (L(Mg Mg, ;)) = Xq(L(Mg.i)) Xq(L(MR_;)).

Now, by [Hernandez 2010], L(Mg 1) ® - - - ® L(Mg ) is simple isomorphic to
L(Mpg,1 --- Mg n). This implies that the character of S| ® - - - ® Sy is the same as
the character of the simple module with the same highest £-weight. Hence they are
isomorphic. (]

Remark 7.14. This provides an alternative proof of Theorem 7.9.

7K. Another conjecture. To conclude, let us state another general conjecture. Al-
though the cluster algebra structure presented in this paper does not appear in the
statement, this conjecture arises naturally if we compare Theorem 4.2 with the
results of [Hernandez and Leclerc 2016].

We consider a simple finite-dimensional representation L (m) whose dominant
monomial m satisfies m € Z[Y; 441G, r)ew,r<g for a given R € Z. We have the
corresponding truncated g-character [Hernandez and Leclerc 2010]

xZR(L(m)) € mZIA; ) Nictr<k—d;»

which is the sum (with multiplicity) of the monomials m’ occurring in y, (L (m))
and satisfying m(m')~! e Z[A; 4 liel,r<r—da;- As in the statement of Theorem 5.5,
we consider

(x =R (L(m)) € Frac(Ko(0™)),

obtained from x~®(L(m)) by replacing each variable Y; , by [a)i]ﬁia - (E;“a q’_)*l.
Let us set
Wr={(i,r) e W|R>r> R —2d;}.

For (i, r) € Wg, we set u; » to be the maximum of 0 and the powers u; 4 (m") of Yigr
in all monomials m’ occurring in quR (L(m)). Let

U, = ]_[ ylir and W =mWg.

i,qH'di
(i,r)eWg

The representations L(W¥), L(Wg) are in the category O, By Theorem 5.8, L(Wg)
is a simple tensor product of positive prefundamental representations.
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Conjecture 7.15. We have the relation in Frac(Ko(O™))

1L = =R @) [T @ )t = chH=F @)t (L(Pg).
@i,r)eWr

Remark 7.16. By taking the g-character, the statement is equivalent to the following
g-character formula:

Xq (LCOW)) = xZF(L(m)) xq (L(¥R)).
In some cases the conjecture is already proved:

Example 7.17. (i) In the case quR(L(m)) = x4(L(m)), we have u;, = 0 for
(i, r) € Wg. Here the conjecture reduces to the generalized Baxter relations of
Theorem 5.5.

(ii) Inthe case R=r +d; and m = Y; gr-dai, We have yx, (Lm)ZR =m1 + A;;,.).
The conjecture reduces to the relations we have established in formula (6-14).

(ii1) As discussed above, it follows from Theorem 7.12 and from the main result of
[Qin 2015] that, for ADE-types, all cluster monomials are classes of real simple
objects. In particular, for ADE-types, Conjecture 7.15 holds for all simple modules
L(m) which are cluster monomials (for the cluster algebra structure defined in
[Hernandez and Leclerc 2016]). Indeed we may assume that R = 0. It is proved in
in the same paper that, for any dominant monomial m, the truncated g-character
XqSO(L(m)) is an element of the cluster algebra A(G™) defined in the proof of
Proposition 6.1. In x qfO(L(m)) we perform the same substitution as in Theorem 5.5
above (that is, we apply the ring homomorphism F' of the proof of Proposition 6.1).
If we assume that quo(L (m)) is a cluster variable of A(G™), then it follows from
the proof of Proposition 6.1 that

Uir

yi=FOOwmy [T «0.

(i,reWy )
is a cluster variable in A(H ™). Using Theorem 7.12, we deduce that y is the
positive prefundamental character of a simple module. Since F is multiplicative,
the argument readily extends to simple modules L (m) such that XqSO(L (m))is a
cluster monomial.
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