BTN —TREORIERICE T 2 WEEHZROICH
Application of freezing operators to the

representation theory of quantum loop algebras

HHERRE: - BTSSR R &
Ryo Fujita
Research Institute for Mathematical Sciences,

Kyoto University

T

ARE AL ATER O EIN (Fan Qin) K& OHFRFSE 5] O TH 5. HIEL
DO THRITEA SN MG EHER (freezing operator) @, &FL— 7REBD
RGBT 2 U8 ¢ FetEoRERE (Kazhdan—Lusztig B4 ANDIGHIZOW
T s, FHRIZ CHDOGEDOTHOBEENRRTD 5.

1 8A

52 b7 BRRITTEREM Lie KB g BEURFLD T X =& g€ CCIIHFEL
T, EFIL-TREU,(Lg) ¥WEF 5. ZThUd g IIhbEd 2 IHER T 7 4+ > Kac-Moody
RE g DBT IR Uy(g) OEF L LTEHRSNS C LD Hopf RETHD, v—7
Lie fX#( Lg = g ®c C[z*!] 0@ IRBOIER LR 2 52 5.

ARETIE, A=K g3 1 OFEBTRVWEREL, U,(Lg) DFERIGTRE (EREIC
WWHERXIT 1 BRI ORTE/AXLVECZEZ L. B CIXIFEREMARIETTIE ) A
ZVETHD, ZOHEBRFEOHEEICOWTIE, 1990 &£ A0 H5BIEICE S T TIERICH
EMTHONTVD. 22T, REGAINCRICEAN: Bbh s, B Ci1cBl) 2 BHRE
D q FEFOPUEMEZID EIF, RS o NAER 5] 2N T 5.



2 EFI-TRADBERRTRIRL ¢ 51F

AEHITIEE CIZOVWT KA SN EARFIHZFHITIARS.
% 31 C DRI R D7 Chari-Pressley [1] IC& > THIBNLTWS. FhuZ ki
E, HIEZEEY = A4 MEEROELE LT, RO XS REHHHIELET S

{1 COBHINSRORENE ) <> Pr= > Zsowia (2.1)
i€l,aeCX
ZZTIRgOHEML—FDIRVES, PT I {wialicraccx ZEHIEEKE T2HH
7= OUEE (CBL Y A N ORE, (13— T DR

DIPEETH 3. (ZZTiX [1] 1B % Drinfeld ZHRO L ITHEEE, £E5PT v H
RCFA—HLTW5.) IEMERERIIEIET 205, FIC )\ € PTICHIET 2 BN SIE, &
ElT A P NDEHBE (I TAMRB V() L LTHEBEINS.

F-REDIEEOE CI1IcB I 2B e LT, Frenkel-Reshetikhin [3] @ ¢ 181225
%. Lie ¥ g OERAITRBEL O HHAEE T, Cartan $0E8h C g DIEAICEE S
LREDY = 4 bR (RREGAZEE SR 2EZ, VA MEBORTOREIE
ELTRBADIEENERSIN-Z e 2RV Z 5. FRKICE COENR VI L TH,
N—7 Cartan 857 %&& U, (Lh) C U,(Lg) OERICEES % “0 v = 4 b 22/ #

V=,

neP

EZ, LA NEROXITTORBE Y LTV D g {512

xq(V) = Z(dim V,)et
neP

FEBRTHIENTES. ZHIET —~LEE P OB Z[P) (= ERZ o —
KB DILTH 2. g6 x (V) ZRBEV BT 22 OFMEZATYS. 5 K(C)
THE C @ Grothendieck BRZEK T & &, MLV — x (V) [ZHEHERAER] Y

i

Xq: K(C) = Z[7]

%< [3, Theorem 3].



EBICEZ 60 A € PTICOWT, MIST 2BEIEE V() @ ¢ 6 (V) Z&f
HE X, tW0WIDREFLV-TTREBORBGRIIBI 2EAMEDO—OTH 5. HEHM
Lie RE O H N 2 REGHIC B 2 Weyl FEEARD X 572, B ¢ fEEOBA L 72X
SDE AN TVRY., 2oLk RRMIcBVWTEond7 7a—FDO—2L LT,
RKEITIRR 5 Kazhdan-Lusztig D7 v —F 035 5.

3 (q,t) 818 Kazhdan—Lusztig B4 F48

BEREEM Lie RKBOERIGTRIN RS Y = 4 P RFOFEIEREICE T 2 GEHD)
Kazhdan-Lusztig PHEDFRE T, BGG & O dFE 71 v 7 d Grothendieck A K (0Op)
B, g ® Weyl BEOBRE L BEUNCE I, ZD 139 X=X ZBTH %550 Hecke
REBUTBWT, BHERIE (standard basis) 22 B 7L 3V X 22 & - Tt EATRER I
#EFLK (canonical basis, = Kazhdan—Lusztig basis) 25 XN 5. BFED T X —X t
ZLICRRIL L &, ZOHMERED K(Oy) OBNFRREO T REIC—HT 5, &
W5 DH Kazhdan-Lusztig FPREDHNETH - 7-.

B CIBVWTHAMKD? u—F%2EZX 2N TES. ZHIHE [12], Varagnolo-
Vasserot [16] (ADE #D355) B & O Hernandez [6] (—#H) 12k 3. LUF, Hernandez
(6] DIRERITHE > T Z OIS E RN 2.

%358 -Hecke RE DSV & LT, E&F Grothendieck I|REFIIN 5, K(C) D1
5 R — RIFAHRETS K,(€) ZHRT 3. ZEMIEE 25, ciudn—3 v SIERE Z[7)
EABLTHROND BT b — 7 2RE Y, = (ZIEV2[P], ») O Z[tE /2] e LT
WUNCERINS., ZZTY, OF x 11X, H2ENIMRAFER v: Px P = Z ZHWT

e x et = YR)/2 A4k A\ peP)
LERINDG. FRL 2 o 1IZRERRY, — Z[P] £E®D, ZOHIRIEEE
evi=1: K¢(C) = Imy, (= K(C))

ZIEL.

&1 Grothendieck B8 Ky (C) I3FHERIE {E,(\) }acopr ZFFD. ZAUIRIKIL evimy T
BARK L(w,; o) (i € I,a € C*) D ¢ 5RO HIEAD 23 Im y, DHBEEIZS> D2 X
57 K¢(C) DHM Z[tH /2] BIETH » T, HARHD ¢ #5E% 51 T % Frenkel Mukhin
DTNV R4 2] Dt FHUZHCTHRENS.



XBIIL, ZOrEZEINePTITHL, &K
Xt (V) = xgt(VN) & xgu(V)—E:(N) € Y t7'ZEE(n) (3.1)
HEPT <A
2723 Ki(C) DIL xgt(V(N) B—EHNCHIET 5. THhEBHIRI V(N D (¢,t) ¥
By, 2z Tt(Hided=er ANeP), t12=t"12 10 ko TEFBRT b— T 2ARH
Yy DRIE (anti-involution) TH D, o Z[tF/2] IRE K, (C) BRD. £/ <&

W<\ — A— € Z Li>00i q
1€l,acCX

WEoTEES POFIEFTHS. ZHEIXENIEFOELUTHS. T T, JLa P
(iel,aeC*), (cij)ijer & gD Cartan 1741, r¥ = max{—¢;; | i,5 € I} € {1,2,3},
(di)iel € {1,7’\/}1 % dicl-j = djcji (Z,j € I) RH5HDE LT,

Qg = TW; qqdi -+ Wi aq—di — 5 E wj,aqlfcjrzk

jEl k=1
CEZRIND, HfiL— NOBELTH .

BERT (q,t) HEER DR THE {xet(V(N) Frep+ &, &TF Grothendieck B K (C) @
B ZFY2) BRER2 525, 2R ZOXRICBT 2 REREQHELTH S, &\ c PF
WKRL, #E& {pePt | u < \JIFHEBRTHD, 58 (3.1) 3B (¢, 1) I5EEFIH T 217
M7 LTV X0 %52 5.

% 2T, Kazhdan-Lusztig PREOEHM e LT, FKX

evi=1Xq,t(V(A) = xq(V(A)) (3.2)

DHEED N e PTICHLTHD DI eMFESN S, THUIHERE, V=10 %,
%bHb g ADERID b 21X, PEMRZHRE EOREROMHEZHWTRENS.

EIE 3.1 (ME[12]). V=10 %, f£ED X € PT I LTEK (3.2) 130175 5.

rV > 1058, 3khbb gh BOFG BDEGEE, FRROBAIFZHNFEZHVWS Z I
(Db 5nrs) TERVY, BN (q,t) HEEIIMAINTHER N D DRD
T, Kazhdan-Lusztig 2 FRIZEKRZ RO,

F48 3.2 (Hernandez [6]). vV > 1D ZdH, FED N € PTITHLT (3.2) 3KLT 5.

EHEOHBRY , R TP 3.2 3L TRV, RO OISR IEE SN T
W5, AR TIERICROMERPEETH 5. LUK, hY T g DA Coxeter BE KT .
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EIE 3.3 (F.-Hernandez-Oh—KK [4]). UFDFERAL D 7D,

() g2 BROY =, [EED ) e PHIoH LTE (3.2) 13RI1T 2.
(11) fE)\:wihal —|—~-—|—wim,am c Pt (Zk GI,CLk E(Cx,l §k§m) DI

ap/a; €{q¢° | s € Z,s >r'h"} (1 <k,l<m) (3.3)
Eiizzge &, HFX (3.2) 3235, (gEETIWV.)

AR 3.4. M 3.3 0iEHIZIE, Kang—i-Kim [9] DEKRTO—RILETT 7 4 B
Schur-Weyl YO PRI F 2B 3 2 —HOAER [10, 8, 11, 13], B X Uil Hecke fREIC & 2
BETHO ) HEEEKOBEER (17, 15] (W 2 IZREREOEGIE T S5k 2
REW L& EH 2 R T

AREDFEHIIRTH 5. KEITEDIERH DB & 3§ 5.

FIE 3.5 (F.-Qin [5]). g CHoE =, FEED N e PTITnf L THEK (3.2) 131 T 5.

4 RIGIFRARCEEEDEHA

FEI 3.5 1%, MR B 3.3(11) AEAIT X 2RSS BB EE B L TR
INDG. TDODHDEED, HREERAER (freezing operator) & MXN 2 REIRIET D
7. CAURTEA, HEFAWEZ O Fan Qin [14] 12 & » THIREIRHO IR CEA N7 b
DTH 2D, ARTREINZIRA DFRECHARL T, FIREBIEZ Uit $ICHAT 5.
B [5] 0B Bk s [14] L IEMITH 3.

Il BRUICEZONT g LIRFID, b5 0 O0EH Lie 8 § bIRIFHICE 2
5. ZZTINLRE, glIBEL TE % 2 BFHIRNR X 1L, 20 g i2fihEd 2 xie
MrE X vELZLICT 3.

UFrg#%, r¥ =rVTHoT, L2b gD Dynkin KJEH g ® Dynkin KEZ &2 5
ZrLTEBD LI BRbDE T 5. KOIEMHICE, SNVESGOBICEE I CInHoT,
EEDi,j € IIIHMLT &y = cij, di = d; BT ERET 3. FlcgcgTdhs.

Bl 4.1. FlzXg»HC, BorE, I={1,2,...,n} £ LT, Z®D Dynkin KA

1 2 3 n—1 n
C. { P O

ERBEDICHML— b EINLTE, ZOEE, gL TCy B (A >n) %2k,
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[={1,2,...,a} 2 LT, AEICHEMAL— P 2SNLT2Y, BRREE T C T3 L%
= LTV

COLYEWUETICIND, tmig =00 (i€l,a € C)ITEST, DAL 1: P P
DEED. B, FAe P LT, U,(Lg) BRI V() € C & U,(Lg) DEEFIE
BV € COBIRES. DL E V() D g8 x, (VX)) € Z[P] 525 V() D g 1512
X¢qVN) EZ[P| 25 ELMDHZS L WS DBKREDRTAFTTH 5.

W EDREDS & T, HEIERAER 255 18 {xg(V()}epr — Z[P] EUTFD XS
EDB. T, Fpuc PR LT, —EINTEE 2 EHE 1 oA REZER

FH(ZCZ',G) S ZZO[fEi,a | 1 E f,a € CX]

ko T, BERY q 18K 3o (V(n) 23

Xq(f/(u)) = e"F (x4 — e 409)

DIICRE S, LW EHEHE [2, Theorem 4.1] ZHWE I, TZTHUD Fy(xq —
e~ %) 1%, BN F, (1) KBWTEEK 2,0 (1 € [,a € C*) % e %o TR LT
Bohz Z[P) oEkT. COLBEHVT, T (V(w)) € Z[P] %

f8(xq(V (1)) = €™ Fy(wiq > 6(i € I)e™ )
CEFRTD. L, el FielDrE1, Z5TRVWEZ0ZEKRTSHDLE L,
PP X 7w, g = 5(i € I)wiya (Z c f’a c CX) o 2 BB BRERTIC 3 %
BEY (g, 1) SIS LT 0% CFRRSORSRA 152 (0 (7 (00)) e — Z02)9)
NERINS., (ELZIOLE, BEF =R Y, O« FHVWT, vn—7ZHEAKR
ZI2)[P] I BRI A > T B AR R N 5. ) 3 B B ISHAES ©

evi— o fl = oev,_1. (4.1)

=p
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[\V)
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O

n [5). FEED pePHicl, UFHKIT 5.
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1)) = xq(V (7)),
(1)) = xg,t(V(mp)).

i 4.2 OFEIEEE L < 22w, (1) X Hernandez 12 & % [7, Lemma 5.9] ZF 4 OFd
HTEESMALDDOTH 2. (2) B 13 BB (¢,t) EEOBBICHTL 2
Frenkel-Mukhin 27 12V X 4 8 X f Kazhdan-Lusztig B2 7120 X L2 LTS
FNCIR2 855 2 L 2 EEHER S 2 2 TREh 5.
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INTHELE S 7-DT, FEH 3.5 DiFHZIAREL S, WE, Bl Lie X% g 13 C,
BMcehdrl, e Pt ERICGERA N TS, C, HDOEE rYRY =2(n+1) T
HBHZLIWHFRELTEL. A=wiy 0+ +Wipa, (k€ Lap e C 1 <k<m)&
BN E, BB S AMUCIEER 3.3(11) 1B B4 (3.3) Bl Shnw. LaLs
T, n€ sy ZTaRELENUX, &K

ar/ar €{¢° | s€Z,s > 2(h+ 1)} (1 <k,l<m) (4.2)

MBii7zzEns. (bBAANIF NPT WHKET S.) 22 THI4.1 DXL ST Cy M Lie fX
MgeEEZS. ZOLE (42 &Y, DL x4 b de P LTIZE 3.3(3i) %2
WHTE%. LdoT

evim1Xq,t (V (1A) = Xq(V (11)) (4.3)
DAIF S, O E, mA=ANCHEELTHET S
evim1 X (V) = evimt f2 (xg,e (V (V) - fiEE 4.2(2)
= 13 (evizixg . (V(A)) - (41)
= 13 (xq(V (:A))) - (4.3)
= xq(V(A)) - R 4.2(1)

70T, mUkhoFEN (3.2) 2155, A TETEM 3.5 DRI N,

AR 4.3. LOFEHZR 2 &, &L FAkO#ED, &b —#kic g A (ABCD &) @
LGECEHAT 2005, ZHICEoTRICgM AD Blor 20 E# 3.1 &, EH

3.3(1) DHIFEEANE SN 5.

X512, BREERARZAVWZEMOEmE, HFRE (twisted) &L — FREDOIER ¢ 5
K (ERECIE twisted ¢ 1612 OWERMBICOISHT 2 2 e 23 CcE 3. Ry LT DY),
RO ¢ #680E D) | RO ¢ e “REFAL” TH2 I 2005, IR
X [5, Section 4] ZZM S/,

EAf

AREE, 2025 4F 10 AW HACR AR EATHT S AT CRME & e RIMS HERFSE &35
DA LEE R COEZEOHEHEF L DHDIDTT. MIARKRELHED SN
HHPPELEEICZDGEED TESHEFLH L LW E 3. EARICBEGRT 2EE DRI
JSPS Bl #E JP23K 12955 DB E 21372 DT T
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