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Folding of cluster algebras and quantum toroidal algebras

Lior Silberberg

Abstract

In this paper, we study the relationship between the representation theory of the quantum
affine algebra U, (sﬁo\o ) of infinite rank, and that of the quantum toroidal algebra Uy (sl2x, tor)-
Using monoidal categorifications due to Hernandez-Leclerc and Nakajima, we establish a
cluster-theoretic interpretation of the folding map ¢2, of g-characters, introduced by Her-
nandez. To this end, we introduce a notion of foldability for cluster algebras arising from
infinite quivers and study a specific case of cluster algebras of type Acc.

Using this interpretation of ¢2,,, we prove a conjecture of Hernandez in new cases. Finally,
we study a particular simple Uy (sl2n,tor )-module whose g-character is not a cluster variable,

and conjecture that it is imaginary.
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In the 1980s, Drinfeld and Jimbo associated to any complex symmetrizable Kac—Moody algebra

g a Hopf algebra U, (g) with generic ¢ € C*, called the quantum Kac-Moody algebra associated
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to g. In turn, to U,(g), one can associate an affinization U, (g). It is a C-algebra which is
in general not known to be a Hopf algebra. Nonetheless, the category Oin(Uy(g)) of integrable
U,(g)-modules admits a fusion product, which equips its Grothendieck group with a commutative
ring structure, see [Her05b; Her07].

One important notion in the representation theory of affinized quantum Kac—Moody algebras
is that of g-characters, first introduced by Frenkel and Reshetihkin in [FR99] and extended to
the general case in [Her05b]. In brief, the g-character of a module V' in Oi (U, (g)) is (in general)
an infinite sum that encodes the dimensions of its [-weight spaces.

For a complex finite-dimensional simple Lie algebra ggy,, let g be the associated affinized Lie
algebra. It turns out that U,(g) =~ Uy(gan), and these are the “smallest” examples of affinized
Kac—Moody algebras. We call the algebras arising in this way quantum affine algebras. They
have been studied extensively in the past few decades, see for example [CP91; CP95; FR99;
Nak01; FMO1].

For an affine Lie algebra g, however, the “double affine” quantum algebra U, (g) is not iso-
morphic to any quantum Kac—Moody algebra. We call these algebras quantum toroidal algebras.
They were first introduced in type A in [GKV95]. Their structure and representation theory
are considerably more complex than those of the quantum affine algebras. For example, only
recently a tensor product for their integrable representations was defined, see [Lau25].

One may ask the following natural question:

Question 1.1. Can we use the well studied representation theory of quantum affine algebras in

order to understand the representation theory of quantum toroidal algebras?

A first result in this direction was given in [Herll]. In this paper, Hernandez regards the
Dynkin diagram of affine type AS) as a folding of the bi-infinite Dynkin diagram A, (infinite in
both directions). Although there is no direct way to “fold” the quantum affine algebra U, (5/[;)

onto the quantum toroidal algebra U, (slp11 tor) = Uy (5[“/;), he proves that there is a homo-
morphism ¢,, that “folds” g-characters of integrable U, (;[;)—modules onto virtual g-characters
of integrable U, (sl 11 tor)-modules. Moreover, he proves that ¢, maps g-characters of Kirillov—
Reshetikhin Z/{q(s/[o\o)—modules to g-characters of Kirillov-Reshetikhin U, (slp41 tor)-modules. Fi-
nally, he gives the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.2 (Conjecture 5.3 in [Her11]). The homomorphism ¢,, maps g-characters of inte-

grable U, (5/[0\0 )-modules to g-characters of actual (non-virtual) integrable Uy (sl, 11 tor)-modules.
The idea of relating the g-character theory of different quantum groups appears also in [Her10;
Wan23], where it was used to obtain new multiplication formulas. Similar ideas not directly
involving ¢-characters can be found in [KKKO15].
An important notion in the representation theory of quantum affine algebras (and more gen-
erally affinized Kac-Moody algebras) is that of monoidal categorification. It was introduced by
Hernandez and Leclerc in [HL10], and studied further in [Nak11l; HL13; Qinl7; BC19; KKOP20;



KKOP24], to name a few. In brief, the idea is to study an abelian monoidal category C by identi-
fying its Grothendieck ring R(C) with a cluster algebra A, in such a way that cluster monomials
in A correspond to classes of real simple objects in C. An object is said to be a real simple object
if its tensor product with itself is still simple. The tensor (or fusion) product of integrable U, (g)-
modules provides many examples of categories which are monoidal categorifications of cluster
algebras.

In this paper, we build on the results of [Herll] and establish that we can understand ¢,
in a cluster-theoretic way. We first introduce a category C; of U, (5/[;)-modules which gives a
monoidal categorification of a cluster algebra A, associated to an ice quiver I'o, with principal
part of type A, with alternating orientation. We then introduce a notion of folding of cluster
algebras suitable for (locally finite) infinite quivers with a group action, which we call strong
global foldability. With this concept in hand, we get special sets of cluster variables which we
call orbit-clusters, which correspond to the clusters of the folded cluster algebra. Our first main
result is the following: let @ be a quiver whose underlying diagram is of type AS) (so it is an
orientation of an (n + 1)-cycle), and let Ag be the orientation of A, corresponding to @ (see
Section 5 for details). Let also G be the group of permutations of (A )o generated by shifting
the vertices by n + 1, so that AG = Q.

Theorem 1.3. In the setting above, the quiver Ag is strongly globally foldable with respect to G
if and only if Q is not cyclically oriented.

This first result suggests that there is a strong connection between the cluster algebra of type
A and the cluster algebras of type A,(ll).

In [Nak11], Nakajima constructs a category C; for any simply-laced symmetric affinized quan-
tum Kac—Moody algebra, whose Dynkin diagram has no odd cycles. He shows it provides a
monoidal categorifications of an associated cluster algebra. For the particular case of Uy (sl2p tor),
the monoidal categorification is of a cluster algebra As,, associated to an ice quiver I's,, whose
1)

principal part is of type Aén71 with alternating orientation.
We show that there is a group G acting on the vertices of 'y, such that T'S = T'5,,. We then
prove the following result, which is the main theorem of the paper (in what follows, we identify

classes of modules in the Grothendieck ring with their g-characters).

Theorem 1.4. The ice quiver I'o is strongly globally foldable with respect to G.
If x4(L) is a cluster variable belonging to an orbit-cluster of As, then ¢a,(Xq(L)) is a cluster
variable of As,. Each cluster variable of As, can be obtained in this way.

In particular, ¢a,(xq(L)) is the g-character of a simple Uy(slan tor)-module.
The theorem has the following consequences:

1. The map ¢o,, is more than just a projection of g-characters, it relates the cluster structures

associated to U, (5/[;) and Uy (slan tor)-



2. We can use some known multiplicative formulas for g-characters of Z/{q(s/[—;) to deduce

analogous ones for Uy, (sl2y, tor)-

3. If L is a simple Z/{q(s/[;)—module whose class belongs to an orbit-cluster in A.,, then
®2n(xq(L)) is the g-character of a simple Uy (slay, tor)-module. In particular, we prove Con-
jecture 1.2 in this case. These are the first examples of modules satisfying Conjecture 1.2
outside the Kirillov-Reshetikhin case.

As an application, we compute some g-characters for Uy (slay, 1or)-modules that do not correspond
to cluster variables. We obtain a few more examples of non-Kirillov—Reshetikhin modules that
satisfy Conjecture 1.2. As a particular case, we study a simple U, (slay, tor)-module, which we

denote by L(T12,), and we conjecture the following.

Conjecture 1.5. The simple Uy (sl2y, tor)-module L(77 2,,) is an imaginary module, that is, the

fusion product L(M71,2,) * L(T125,) is not simple.
For n = 1, this module has been studied in Example 6.15 of [Nak11], where it was shown to

be imaginary. We show that Conjecture 1.2 implies Conjecture 1.5.

Structure of the paper

The paper is organized as follows.
e Section 2 gives the necessary background on cluster algebras and quantum groups.
e Section 3 recalls useful results on U, (5/1; ).
e Section 4 studies the folding of infinite quivers and their associated cluster algebras.
e Section 5 contains the proof of Theorem 1.3.

e Section 6 discusses the monoidal categorification coming from a category C; of L{q(s/[;)—

modules.

e Section 7 uses the results of [Nakl1] and those of the previous sections to give a proof for
Theorem 1.4.

e Section 8 applies Theorem 1.4 to study the g-characters of certain U (sl tor)-modules that

are not cluster variables, discusses Conjecture 1.5, and outlines further questions.
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Infinite quivers and cluster algebras

This section covers the basics on cluster algebras and sets some notation we will need for this
paper. A more detailed treatment can be found, for example, in [FZ02; FWZ24] or in the survey
[Kel10].

Definition 2.1. A quiver @ is a directed graph with vertex set Qg and arrow set Q1, equipped
with two functions s,t : Q1 — Q. Given a € @1, we call s(«) the source of «, and t(«) the

target of a.

For a quiver ) and two subsets X,Y C g, we set
Arrg(X,)Y) =#{a € Q1| s(a) € X, t(a) e Y} € NU {0}
the number of arrows from X to Y, and
Edg(X,Y) = Arrg(X,Y) + Arrg(Y, X)

the number of edges between X and Y. If X = {z} we will write Arrg(z,Y) for Arrg(X,Y)
and Edg(z,Y) for Edg(X,Y) (and similarly for Y = {y}).

To describe a quiver @ up to isomorphism, it is thus enough to give its vertex set Q¢ and
Arrg(x,y) for every pair of vertices x,y € Q.

In this paper, we assume our quivers do not have loops or 2-cycles. This means Arrg(z,y) -
Arrg(y,xz) = 0 for all z,y € Qo. We allow a quiver () to have an infinite countable vertex set.
However, we require it to be locally finite, that is, Edg(x, Qo) < oo for every z € Q.

An ice quiver (@, F') is a quiver ) together with a subset of its vertices F' C QQp. We call the
vertices in F' frozen, and those in Qg \ F mutable. For simplicity, and given our application in
the following sections, we assume there are no arrows between frozen vertices. Any quiver @) can
be regarded as an ice quiver by setting F' = ().

Given an ice quiver (@, F) and a mutable vertex z € @y, we can define a new ice quiver

(12(Q), F) as follows. The vertex set of u.(Q) is Qp. The arrows are given by

0 ifx,ye F
Arry ) (#,y) = § max{0, b,y — by} ifaz,yd FU{z},
Arrg(y, x) otherwise



where b, , = Arrg(z,y) + Arrg(z, 2) - Arrg(z,y). We call the new ice quiver the mutation of
(Q, F) at the vertex z. We note that p,(p.(Q)) ~ Q.

Having defined the mutation operation, we can associate to an ice quiver (@, F') a commuta-
tive algebra as follows. We fix (@, F'), and consider the field

]:;:Q(mv | U€Q0)7

where z, for v € Qo are indeterminates. A seed ((Q',F"),y) is a pair of an ice quiver (Q', F'),
and u = {u, € F | v € Qo}, a free generating set of F.

We extend the mutation operations to seeds. For a mutable z € Qf, we define the mutation
of the seed ((Q', F'),u) at z to be the seed ((u.(Q"), F’), u.(w)), where p,(u) = v U {u,} \ {u.}

and

Arrg/ (z,w) Arrgr(w,z)
Q Q
Hw€Q6 Uy + HwEQf) Uw

Uz

[—
u, =

Notice that u,(p.(u)) = u.

To the ice quiver (@, F), we associate the set x = {z, | v € Qo}. We call ((Q,F),z) the
initial seed. We let S be the set of all seeds obtained from the initial seed by a finite sequence of
mutation. Let s € S be some seed, so s = ((Qs, Fs),u,). An easy observation is that (Qs)o = Qo
and F; = F. Moreover, u, contains all z, such that v € F.. We call u, a cluster, and any u, € u,

a cluster variable.

Definition 2.2. The cluster algebra A, ) is the subring of F generated by all cluster variables.
That is A p) = Z[X] C F for X = |, u,.

The Laurent phenomenon is a very well known result which states that every cluster variable
is a Laurent polynomial in the initial cluster with integral coefficient. In our context, we set
F =Zz, |vE Fllzt! |v € Qo \ F), so the Laurent phenomenon can be stated as Ag r) C F.

2.2 Symmetric Kac-Moody quantum groups and their affinizations

We give here some necessary background on quantum groups and their representation theory.
For the sake of concreteness, we restrict our attention to symmetric Cartan datum. For proofs
and more details, see [CP91; CP95; Nak01; Her05b].

Let I be a finite index set, and |I| = n. Let C = (C; ;)i jer be a symmetric matrix such
that C;; = 2 and C; ; € Z< for i # j. To this information, we associate a realization (h, IT,IIV)
(see [Kac90]), with h a complex vector space of dimension 2n — rank(C), the set of simple roots
II = {a; | i € I} C b*, and the set of simple coroots IIV = {« | i € I} C b, such that
aj(a)) = Ci ;. We let A be the associated root system and we set QT = 3., Na;. We denote



PY={heb|a;h)€Z, icl},
the group of integral coweights, by

P={\eb* | \Na))€Z, icl}
the group of integral weights, and by

Pt={Mep* | \a))€EN, icl}

its submonoid of dominant integral weights.

From now on we fix ¢ € C*, not a root of unity. Given a,b € N such that a < b we set

¢ —q o o] _ bl
b= 2L ! = [bly - (1, H T

Definition 2.3. The quantum Kac-Moody algebra U, (g) is the C-algebra with generators kj,
and 1'?: with h € PV and ¢ € I, subject to relations

knkr = kpyn, ko=1,
knakon = g M,
kv —k_,v
+ -1 ay a;
[z, 2] = 5@ij
17C¢j
’ 1-C,,
> [T @ity —o
T
r=0 q

Let U, ()", U,(g)~ and U,(h) be the subalgebras of U,(g) generated by the x;", x; and kj,
respectively. We have the triangular decomposition U, (g) ~ U, (g)~ ® Uy (h) @ Uy(g)™.

Definition 2.4. The quantum affinization of U,(g) is the C-algebra U,(g) with generators ky,
hi m and xﬁ, with h € PV, i€ I, r € Z and m € Z, subject to relations
knkn: = knyn, ko =1, (kns him] = 0, (hiym, Bijme] = 0,
khxfrkfh - qi“f(ma:jfr,

1
[hi’mwi |= ia[mCi,j] xt

Jsr a5 m4rs
+ _ (b*
+ — i,r+r’ @747’
[m. X ,] =0, — T
7,79 T 3 —1
’ q—q

£+ _+ +C .+ & +Ci ok + +
xi,r+1xj,r’ —q ij,r’xi,r+1 =4q ’ xi,'rxj,r’-i-l - xj,r/—i-lxi,r’



d d
k + + + + + _
Z Z( 1) |:k:| L1y iy T dr i e gy Tty — 0,
q

where d =1 —C, j, r1,...,7q is any sequence of integers, and (biim are determined by

oo 0
Z (bii,imzim = kiaiv exp <:|:(q - qil) Z hi,im’zim > )
m=0 m’/=1

and ¢F, =0 for m < 0.

i,+m

-~

Let U,(g)*, U,(§)~ and U,(h) be the subalgebras of U,(g) generated by the z ., =

i,r) Yi,r

and

Ep, hi m, respectively. We have a triangular decomposition for U, (g), that is, a linear isomorphism

Uy (8) = Uy(8)” @ Uy(h) @ Uy ()"
The subalgebra of U,(g) generated by :vli and kj, is isomorphic to Uy (g). Identifying these,
we have Uy () C Uy (@)* and Uy(h) C Uy (b).

A U, (h)-module V is said to be U, (h)-diagonalizable if

V=EV., Vi={veV|ki(v)=¢"Mv, Vhe P}
weP

A Uy(g)-modules V is called integrable if it is U, (l)-diagonalizable, its weight spaces V,, are all

finite-dimensional, and for any w € P and i € I, we have V1., = 0 for r large enough.

Definition 2.5. The category Oin (Uy(g)) is the full subcategory of U, (g)-modules whose objects

are the modules V satisfying
1. V is integrable as a U, (g)-module,
2. there are a finite number of weights A1, ..., A\; € h* for which

V,£0 = we O(Aj—Qﬂ.

j=1

A pair (\,y) with A € P and v = (’Yfﬂn)iel,meN such that 'yfim € C and fyfo = ¢t jg
called an [-weight. We denote by P, the set of [-weights, and we view it as a refinement of the
notion of a weight.

A U, (g)-module V is said to be of I-highest weight (\,~) € P if there exists v € V such that

U, (@)1 (v) =0, U,(g)(v) =V, d)?,:im(v) — ﬁim% ko (v) = ¢* ™o,

For an [-weight (\,7) € P, we denote by L(\,7) the unique (up to isomorphism) simple U, (g)-
module of I-highest weight (A, 7).



We let Pfr bet the set of dominant I-weights, which are the I-weights (A,~) for which there
exist polynomials (P;);c; with P; € 1 + uC[u] satisfying

— deg( )P(Zq 1) in Z:I:l

We call the (P;);cs the Drinfeld polynomials of (A, ). We notice that if an I-weight (X, ~y) belongs
to P, then \ € P*.

Theorem 2.6 (Theorem 4.9 and Proposition 5.2 in [Her05b]). The simple objects of Oint (Uy(9))
are the modules L(\,v) with (A7) € P;*. O

A~

For a module V in Oj, (U, (g)), we have a decomposition V' = ®()\7’Y)€PL Viay) with Vi 4
the subspace of V, on which (@ m Wfim) acts nilpotently for all i € I, m € N.

Proposition 2.7 (Proposition 5.4 in [Her05b]). Let V' be a module in O (Uy(8)) and (X,v) be
an l-weight for which Vi, .y # 0. Then there are polynomials Q;, R; € 1+ uClu] such that

-1
£ dm _ des(Qi)—des(r:) Qi(2¢” ) Ri(2q) - 11
Z ’Yz,:i:mz q Qz(zq)Rz(qul) m (CHZ ]]

meN
for every i € I. O

From this point on, we restrict our attention to types A, and AS). In type A,, we take
I={1,...,n} as our index set, and in type AW we take I = Z/(n+ 1)Z.
We consider the formal variables Y; , and k, with i € I, a € C* and w € h*. We let A(U,(g))

be the commutative multiplicative group of monomials of the form

m=kowmy ] Yiao™
i€l,acC*

for w(m) € P and u;4(m) € Z almost all zero, satisfying w(m)(ey') = 3, cc- Uia(m). The

K3

product of two monomials my,my € A(U,(g)) is given by the rule
w(my - me) = w(my) + w(ms), Uja(Mm - M) = Uy q(M1) + Ui q(Mm2).

Remark 2.8. In the A, case, the weight w(m) is completely determined by (u; q(m))icr,accs-
We may thus omit the variables kj, from our notation without losing information. We will still

use the notation w(m) whenever we need to refer to the weight of a monomial m.

For a module V' in Oy, (Uy(g)) and an I-weight (A7) such that V{, ) # 0, we write Q;(u) =
[locc- (1 —ua)#ie and R;i(u) = [[,cc- (1 —ua)”e for the polynomials of Proposition 2.7, and set

moagy =k [ YT € AU (@)).
i€l,aeC*



We see that a monomial m € A(U,(g)) satisfies u; o(m) > 0 if and only if m = m(y,) for (a
unique) (A,7) € Pl+. In this case we say that m is a dominant monomial. Moreover, if m is
dominant and m = m ) with (\,7) € P/, we write L(m) for L(X, ).

We let Y(U,(g)) be the ring defined as follows:

1. its elements are formal infinite sums of monomials in A(2,(g)) with integer coefficients,

2. for every such formal infinite sum y, there are finitely many weights A1, ..., Ay € h* such
that

(A — Q™).

1

m is a monomial of x = w(m) €

S
Jj=

Definition 2.9. The g-character of a module V' € Oin (U, (9)) is defined to be

XaV) = Y dim Vi my) € YVUy(3)).
A\ver

o~

Let R(U,(g)) be the Grothendieck group of finite length modules in Oy (Uy(8))-

Theorem 2.10 (Theorem 5.15 and Theorem 6.2 in [Her05b]). The g-characters give rise to an

o~

injective map x4 : R(Uy(9)) = YU, (9)), and its image is a subring of Y (Uy(g)).-
Moreover, given two modules Vi,Va € Oint(Uy(9)), there exists a module W € Oint(Uy(9))
such that xq(V1) - xq(V2) = xq(W). [

Remark 2.11. The algebra U,(g) is not, a priori, a Hopf algebra. The theorem above can be

viewed as a consequence of the existence of the fusion product introduced in [Her05b]

For ¢ € I and a € C* we set

Ai,a = kain’aqflnyaq)/i:iayvi:&,a € y(u(l(/g\))

In the A, case, with I = {1,...,n}, we have Yy , = 1 and Y, 41, = 1, whereas in the A%l) case,
with I = Z/(n + 1)Z, we have Yy 4 = Yny1.4. We define a partial order on A(U,(g)) by

m' <m <= m'm™' €Z[A;; |iel,aeC

We call it the Nakajima partial order.

Theorem 2.12 (Theorem 3.2 in [Her05a]). Let m € A(Uy(g)) be a dominant monomial and let

m’ be a monomial that appears in xq(L(m)). Then m' < m.

Remark 2.13. In this paper we work with the algebras U, (slay, tor). For n > 1, they are given

by Uy (slan tor) = Uy (5[/2\71) For n = 1, however, we use a modified definition which can be found

10



in [Her1l]. In short, the algebra U, (sls o) has a presentation by generators and relations similar
to Definition 2.4, but the relation

+ i+ +C o+ o+ _ +Ciot £k +
Ii,r-}-lxj,r/ -q JIj,r’xi,r-i-l =4q ]xi,rxj,r/+l ‘rj,r’—&-lxi,r

is not imposed.
As the results of this paper hold uniformly for U, (slay, tor) for all n > 1, we will not make any

distinction between the case n = 1 and the cases n > 1.

2.3 Recollection on C; (U, (sl,11))

We summarize some facts about the category Cy (Uq(fm)) that will be of use later on in this
paper. We follow [HL10].

We let I, = {1,...,n}, and let (I,,)o (respectively (I,)1) be the subset of I,, consisting of even
(respectively odd) integers. We let £ : I, — {0,1} be the map defined by

We denote by M,, C A(l, (5[,1/:1)) the subgroup of monomials generated by Y; ey and Y, jecy+2
for all 4 € I,. We let C; (uq(z@)) be the full subcategory of Oint(uq(ﬁ[n/:l)) consisting of

modules of finite length, with composition factors isomorphic to L(m) for some m € M.

Proposition 2.14 (Proposition 3.2 of [HL10]). The category Cl(uq(ﬁT,:l)) is monoidal. The

polynomial ring
Z([L(Y; 4e0)], [L(Y; gecr+2)] | i € 1]

is isomorphic to the Grothendieck group R(Cy (Uq(@))) O

We let T'), be the following quiver (see Section 4.2 of [HL10]). Its vertex set is {1,...,n} U

{1, ...,n'}. We think of the vertices ¢ and i’ as elements of I,,. The arrows of I';, are given by

Siit1 +0ii—1 1€ (In)o

Arrp, (3,]) = , Arrp, (7, 5") = 0,
0 ie (I
6; i 1€ (I, 0 € (I,
Avre, (i, 7) = 4 0% i€ (In)o ’ Arrr (i.77) = i€ (In)o .
0 ie (I dij 1€ (In)

The vertices ' are considered frozen.
We set F,, = Zl[fi, xfl | i € I,]. Welet A, C F, be the cluster algebra defined by T, with

initial cluster (f;,z;):er,, with the rule that x; corresponds to the mutable vertex i and f; to the

11



1/
1

2
|
2

3
|
3 4 5

Figure 1: The quiver I';, with n = 5. The square vertices are frozen

frozen vertex 7’.
For an almost positive root a € A (of the root system of type A,), let z[a] € A,, be the

associated (non-frozen) cluster variable. In particular z[—a;] = ;.

Proposition 2.15 (Lemma 4.4 of [HL10]). The cluster algebra A,, is isomorphic to
Zx[—ay), z[eg] | i € I,],
a polynomial algebra in 2n variables. O

To an almost positive root o € A we associate a monomial m, € M,, as follows. We set

}/;7q§<i)+2 i€ (Iso)o, 3/;7(]5(1') i€ (Io)os
M_q, = and Mea, =

Yo 1€ (Iso)t, Y g2 1€ (Ioo)1,

for the simple roots. For a non-simple positive root o =y
We let

i€liy ig) Qi W€ set mqy = Hie[il,iz] My, -

Lt An = R(CL Uy (5T111)))

be the ring homomorphism defined by ¢(z[£a;]) = [L(mia,)]-

Theorem 2.16 (Conjecture 4.6 and Section 10 of [HL10]). The map ¢ is an isomorphism, and

it satisfies
v(zla]) = [L(ma)] and (i) = [L(Yi ge0 Y gecr+2)]

for any almost positive root o and i € I,,. O

In this setting, the simple modules in C; (U, (5[n/:1)) are real, and their classes are in bijection

with the cluster monomials.

3 The quantum group Uq(g[;)

In this section we follow [Her11], where full details and proofs can be found.
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We let A, be the Dynkin diagram with vertex set I, := Z and an edge between ¢ and j for
|7 — ¢ = 1. We view it as a limit of the Dynkin diagrams of type A, when n — oco.

Figure 2: The Dynkin diagram A,

We let h and h* be the associated spaces, A C h* be the root system, {c; | i € Ioo} C A the
set of simple roots, and set QT = D i r.. Naj. We also let P C h* be the group of integral weights
and PT be its submonoid of dominant integral weights. We use Definition 2.4 to associate to
this Dynkin diagram an algebra U, (5/[;) with ¢ € C*, not a root of unity. We think of it as a
double-infinite analogue of the quantum affine algebras U, (5/[;) We let Oing (Uy (5/[—0\O )) be defined
analogously to Definition 2.5. See also Definition 2.1 and Section 3.2 of [Herll]. We let

P ={y= (%—i,im)ielwmeN | %‘j,[im € C}

be the set of [-weight.

We also define Pﬁ, the set of dominant I-weights. These are the I-weights v € P, for which
there exist Drinfeld polynomials (P;);c; such that P; € 1 + uC[u] and P; = 1 for almost all
i € I, satisfying

Pi(zq”") .
deg(P) +1
mXG%I’YZ +m”? Pl(zq) m (CHZ ]]

For every n € N, the algebra U, (sﬁo\o ) contains a subalgebra Z/Al[,n,n], isomorphic to U, (fm),
such that LA{[,n’n] - LAI[,(nH)me and

L{q(stoo) = U Zf{[_n,n].

neN

Theorem 3.1 (Theorem 3.8 in [Herll]). The simple modules in Oint(b{q(ﬁ/[;)) are the simple
I-highest weight modules L(~y) for v € P;". Moreover,

= U Ln(7)

neN
where Ly () = U—p nvy and vy is an l-highest weight vector of L(v). For every n € N, the
U (5[2n+2) module L, (v) is the simple, finite-dimensional module associated to the Drinfeld poly-
nomials (P;)ic[—n,n)- O

Proposition 3.2 (Proposition 3.11 and Corollary 3.12 in [Herll]). Let V be a module in
Oim(uq(g/[;)) and let v be an l-weight such that V, # 0. For every i € I, there are poly-
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nomials Q;, R; € 1+ uClu] such that

“YRi(zq)

£ dm _ deg(Qo)—deg(r) Qil2a D Ri(za) o
mze:N’yz,imZ q Qi(ZQ)Ri(Zq_l) m HZ H
with Q; =1, R; = 1 for almost all i € I. O

We consider the formal variables Y; , with i € I, and a € C*. We let A and Yo be defined
as in Section 2.2 (see also Remark 2.8).

For a V in Oy (U, (5/[;)) and an [-weight  such that V., we write Q;(u) = [],cc- (1 —ua)*ie
and R;(u) = [[,ec~ (1 — ua)”e for the polynomials of Proposition 3.2. We associate to 7 the

monomial

_ Hi,a—Vi,a 1
my= [[ v e A,

€1, a€C*

and define the g-character of/V\to be xq(V) = >_, dim(V,)m,. We identify the g-characters of
Ui—p n-modules in Oy (Uy(sl2,41)) as elements of V. in an obvious way.

For an element x = >, ¢;jm; € Voo with ¢; € Z and m; € An, and a weight \ € P, we set

X\ = Z Cjmi;-

Js w(mj):)‘

Proposition 3.3 (Proposition 3.11 in [Herll]). Let L(vy) be a simple Z/{q(s/[;)—module in
(’)im(Z/Iq(fjo\o)), and let L, () be the simple Uq(slg/;)-modules of Theorem 3.1. Then for any
weight A € P,

Xq(L(Y)x = Xq(Ln (7))

for n large enough. O

—

Remark 3.4. Let L(vy:) and L(v2) be two simple Uy (slo)-modules in Oine (U (5/[;)) Then

(Xg(L(71))xq(L(72)))x = (Xq(Ln(71))Xq(Ln(72)))A

for n large enough. In particular, we can use known multiplication formulas for U, (5/[;) to deduce

analogous formulas for U, (sl ).

For every dominant monomial m € A, there exists a unique v € Pt such that m = m.;
we will write L(m) = L(y). For i € I, a € C*, we let A;, € Ay be the monomial
Y;

7aq_1Y;,an;117aYiﬂ7a. We define a partial order on Ao by

m<m' = m'm ' €ZA;, |i€ lc,aeC.

14



Corollary 3.5. Letm € Ao be a dominant monomial and let m’ be a monomial which appears
in Xq(L(m)). Then m' < m.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 3.3 and Theorem 2.12. O

4 Folding of quivers and cluster algebras

In this section, we will discuss a certain notion of folding of locally finite infinite quivers and
associated cluster algebras. Because we will work with infinite quivers and their mutations, we
need to discuss the folding in a relatively general setting. Most of this section is inspired by
[FWZ21].

Definition 4.1. Let Q be a locally finite quiver and let G C Sym(Qp) be a group acting on the
vertex set Qg. We say that @ is strongly G-admissible if the following hold

1. Arrg(vi,v2) = Arrg(gui, gve) for any vi,v2 € Qo, g € G,

2. the action of G on Q) is free, that is, the stabilizer of any vertex v € Qg is trivial,
3. Arrg(Gv,Gv) = 0 for any v € Qo,

4. Arrg(Gur,v2) - Arrg(ve, Gvr) = 0 for any v, v2 € Q.

If, moreover ) has a frozen part F, then the ice quiver (Q, F') is said to be strongly G-admissible
if @ is strongly G-admissible and G(F) = F. In that case, each G-orbit is either mutable or

frozen.

Definition 4.2. Let () be a quiver and G a group acting on Qy. Suppose ) is G-admissible. We
define a new quiver Q¢ with set of vertices Qo/G and arrows Arrge (Gui, Gva) = Arrg (G, vs)
for any vy, vs € Q. We say QY is the folding of Q with respect to G.

If Q has a frozen part F', we let F'C be the set of frozen vertices F//G of Q¥. We say (Q%, F%)
is the folding of (Q, F) with respect to G.

Remark 4.3. Conditions 1 and 2 imply Arrg(Gvi,ve) = Arrg(vi, Gue) for any vi,v2 € Qo.
Indeed,

Arrg(Guy,va) = Z Arr(v,ve) = Z Arr(guy,va)

vEGuy geG

_ -1 _ N —

= Z Arr(vi, g~ v9) = Z Arr(v,v") = Arrg(vi, Gua).
geG v’ €Gug

Remark 4.4. Our definition is different than that of [FWZ21]. Here we allow the quiver @ to
have infinitely many vertices, but we require that it folds onto a (non-valued) quiver (condition
2). There is no evident way to fold an infinite quiver onto a (maybe valued) quiver without
imposing some symmetry conditions. We use the word “strongly” to distinguish between our
notion of admissibility and the one in [FWZ21].
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Remark 4.5. Conditions 3 and 4 ensure that the quiver @) has no “virtual” loops or 2-cycles.
This means that there are no arrows nor oriented 2-paths between two vertices belonging to the

same G-orbit. In particular, this ensures that the folded quiver has no loops or 2-cycles.

Lemma 4.6. Let Q be a quiver and G C Sym(Qg), such that Q is strongly G-admissible. Then
the following hold.

1. Let v1 and va be two vertices in the same G-orbit, then iy, v, @ = Ly, v, Q-
2. Let wy and wy be two vertices in Q, then Arrg(wi, Qo) - Arrg(Qo, ws) < 0o.

3. Let wy, we and v be vertices in Q, then Arr,  q(wi,w2) = Arrg(wy,w2) for almost all
geq.

Proof. 1. This follows immediately from condition 3 of Definition 4.1. See also [FWZ21].

2. The inequality Arrg(wi, Qo) - Arrg(Qo, we2) < oo is an immediate consequence of the local

finiteness of Q.

3. The inequality Arrg (w1, Qo) - Arrg(Qo, ws) < oo implies Arrg (w1, gv) - Arrg(gv, w2) =0
for almost all g € G. The equality Arr, (w1, w2) = Arrg(wi,ws) for almost all g € G is

a consequence of the mutation rule. O

Definition 4.7. Let @ be a quiver and G C Sym(Qy), such that @ is strongly G-admissible.
Given a G-orbit K, we define ix @, the orbit-mutation of @ at K as the quiver obtained by
applying mutation at all vertices of K. In view of the lemma above, this operation is well
defined.

Lemma 4.8. Let Q be a quiver and G C Sym(Qo). Suppose Q is strongly G-admissible and let
K be a G-orbit. Then the following statements hold.

1. The quiver ixQ satisfies conditions 1, 2 and 8 of Definition 4.1 with respect to G.
2. Arr,, (o) (Gui, Guz) < Arrg . (Goy, v2) for every vy, va € Qo.

3. pgQ satisfies condition 4 of Definition 4.1 if and only if
Arrp e (Goy,v2) = Arry,, ey (Gor, Gog)

for every vi,ve € Qq. In this case ur (Q%) = (AxQ)C.

Proof. 1. Condition 2 holds for [ix@ trivially. We can calculate the arrows in the orbit-

mutated quiver using the following formula

Arrg(va, v1) ifvy € Korwv € K
Arrpo(v,v0) = . ’
max{0, Gy, v, — Quy,0, ; Otherwise
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where oy, w, = Arrg (w1, w2) 4+, Arrg(wi, k)-Arrg(k, wo) for wi, wy € Q. Conditions

1 and 3 then follow immediately.

2. If vy or vy belong to K, it is clear that Arrg, (Gvyi,v2) = Arry,, (o) (Gvi, Gvz). So suppose
vy, v ¢ K. If Arr,, (o) (Gur, Gug) = 0 the statement is trivial. Otherwise, following the

definition of mutation, we must have

Arr“K(Qc)(le, Gva) = Arrg(Guy,v2) — Arrg(ve, Gur)
+ Arrg(vi, K)Arrg (K, v2) — Arrg(ve, K)Arrg (K, v1)
= Arrg(Guy,v2) — Arrg(ve, Gur)

+ Z Z (Arrg(vi, k') Arrg(k, v2) — Arrg(ve, k)Arrg (K, v1))

k€K keK
= Arrg(Guy,v2) — Arrg(ve, Gur)

+ Z Z (Arrg(gv1, k)Arrg(k, va) — Arrg(ve, k)Arrg(k, gv1))
geG keEK

= ArrﬂKQ(le, ’UQ) — AI‘I";}KQ(UQ, le)
< Arrj,o(Guor, ve).

This proves the desired inequality.

3. Following the previous part, we only need to show the if and only if statement for vertices
V1, V2 ¢ K.

If Arrj, (Gur, v2)Arr, (v, Gur) = 0, then without loss of generality Arrj, o(Gvi,ve) =
0, which implies 0 = Arry,. q(Gvi,v2) > Arry,, (o) (Gvr, Gvz), in particular

Arrg . (Gur,v2) = Arry,, (o) (Gur, Gua).
From the previous part we then deduce that
Arry, (o) (Gua, Guy) = Arrjiy @(Guz, v1) — Arrg,. (Gur, v2) = Arrjy @(Goz, vr).
In the other direction, we have
Arrp e (Gor, v2)Arrp, g (ve, Gur) = Arry,, (e (G, Gug)Arr,, ey (Guz, Gur) = 0.

When the above holds, the equality px(Q%) = (ix Q) follows immediately. O

Definition 4.9. Let Q be a quiver and G C Sym(Qy) such that @ is strongly G-admissible.
Then @ is said to be strongly globally foldable with respect to G if for any finite sequence of orbits
Ky, ..., K, the quiver (fig, o -+ o fix,)(Q) is strongly G-admissible, for all 1 <i <.
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Let F' C Qo be a frozen part such that (Q, F) is strongly G-admissible. The ice quiver (Q, F)
is said to be strongly globally foldable with respect to G if for any finite sequence of mutable orbits
Ky, ..., K;, the quiver (fix, o+ o fix,)(Q) is strongly G-admissible, for all 1 <34 <.

Remark 4.10. According to Lemma 4.8, for a strongly G-admissible quiver @, the quiver fixQ
is strongly G-admissible if and only if it satisfies condition 4 of Definition 4.1. That is, if and
only if we have not created “virtual” 2-cycles while mutating at an orbit. Therefore, to verify
that a quiver @ is strongly globally foldable with respect to G, it suffices to verify that we cannot
create those virtual 2-cycles by process of orbit-mutation.

Moreover, we notice that the equality
ArrHK(Qc)(Gvg, Guvy) — ArrﬂK(Qc)(G’vl, Gug) = ArrﬂK(Q)(G’m7 vy) — ArrﬂK(Q)(le, vg)
always holds, so
ArrMK(Qc)(le,Gvg) = Arr, () (G, v2) = ArrMK(Qc)(Gvg,le) = Arrg, (@) (Gua,v1).

This will be our strategy later to prove that the infinite quivers belonging to a certain class are

strongly globally foldable.

Let (Q, F) be an ice quiver and G C Sym(Qg) such that (Q, F') is strongly globally foldable
with respect to G. Let (QY, F&) be the folded quiver. We consider the algebras

F =Z[zyv e FllzF! |v e Qo\ F,
FC = Zza,|Gv € FO2E) | Gv e Q§ \ FOI.

We associate to (Q, F) and (Q%, F¢) the cluster algebras A and AY with initial clusters (z,)veq,
and (Z'GU)G,UEQOG, respectively. We consider these cluster algebras as subalgebras of F and F¢,
respectively.

Any set of cluster variables of A obtained from the initial cluster by an iterated sequence of
orbit-mutations is called an orbit-cluster. In particular, every cluster variable of an orbit-cluster
is a cluster variable in the usual sense.

We have the obvious homomorphism 1 : 7 — F¢ defined by 9(z,) = 2g,. Given a cluster
variable z of A which belongs to an orbit-cluster, we call ¥ (z) the folded cluster variable of x in

A®. This terminology is justified by the following proposition.

Proposition 4.11. We keep the notation as above. Let K1, ..., K; be a sequence of mutable orbits
in (Q,F). The map ¢ maps the orbit-cluster of A obtained by the sequence of orbit-mutations
at K1, ..., K; to the cluster of A9 obtained by the sequence of mutations at K1, ..., Kj.

Proof. By recursion, it suffices to prove the case of a single orbit-mutation. So let K be a mutable
G-orbit of (@, F). Orbit-mutating at K, we get the new cluster (x}),eq, such that =) = =z, if
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v ¢ K, and

Arrg (v,w) Arrg (w,v)
r HwEQU Lw ° + HwEQo Tw ° 1
Ly = T ( )
v

if v € K. Similarly, the cluster (x’GU)Gvng obtained by mutating (Q¢, FY) at K is defined by
T, = Tay for Gv # K and

Arr ¢ (K,Gw) Arr ¢ (Gw,K)
Q Q
[eweqs Tow + Heweqs Taw

/
€T =
K Tr

Applying ¥ to (1), we obtain

Arrg (v,w) Arrg (w,v)
HwEQO LGw + HwEQo LG

!
€T =
v(a) =
2 gea Arrq(v,gw) >gec Arrqgw,v)
B HGwng TG + checzg TG
Tk
Arrg (v,Gw) Arrg (Gw,v)
_ HGweQ(? T + HGwng’ T
= p-
Arr ¢ (K,Gw) Arr 6 (Gw,K)
Q Q
 eweqs Taw + 1eweqs ow
TK
Comparing this with (2), the result follows. O

We have the following immediate corollary.

Corollary 4.12. In the notation above, every cluster variable in AC is the folded cluster variable

of some cluster variable in A.

5 Folding the A, quiver

We let @ be a quiver (without loops or 2-cycles) whose underlying graph is a cycle with n
vertices, n > 2, indexed by Z/nZ. We let Ag be the quiver whose underlying diagram is Ao, so
its vertices are indexed by Z. There is an arrow from ¢ to 4 & 1 in Aq if and only if there is an
arrow from [¢] to [¢ £ 1] in @, see Figure 3. Let ¥ € Sym((Aq)o) be given by X(i) = ¢ +n. Let
G be the subgroup of Sym((Aq)o) generated by 3.

Proposition 5.1. The quiver Ag is strongly G-admissible, and @ ~ Ag.

Proof. The quiver Ag and the group G trivially satisfy the assumptions of Definition 4.1. The
isomorphism @ ~ Ag follows from the definition of A¢g above. O

We wish to understand for what orientations of @) the quiver Ag is strongly globally foldable

with respect to G. A partial result will follow from the following general proposition.
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1/2%3\4
N

-2 -1 0 1 2 3 4

Figure 3: A cyclic quiver with 6 vertices and the associated orientation of A,

Proposition 5.2. Let A be a connected quiver and G C Sym(Ap) a group of permutations of
the vertices of A such that A is strongly G-admissible. If A% is a finite tree then G = {Ida} and
A= A%,

Proof. Let {O1,...,0,} be the G-orbits in A. If G is not trivial, then |O;1] = |G| > 1. Let
v1,v2 € O be two distinct vertices of A.

Since A is connected, we have a (not necessarily directed) path connecting v; and ve. More-
over, we can assume this path does not go through a given vertex more than once. In particular,
this means that there is a sequence of distinct vertices (aq,...,ar) of A with a; = v, ar = v
such that

EdA(al,ag) et EdA(ak_l,ak) > 0.

But now we can find 1 < j < k such that Ga; = Ga; and Ga; # Gas for any 1 < s < j. Notice
that j > 2, otherwise we would have Ed(aj,as) > 0 for aj,as in the same G-orbit, which
contradicts the strong G-admissibility of Ag.

If j = 3, then Ed4(az,01) > Eda(ag,a1) + Eda(az,as3) > 2. So Edye(Gag, O1) > 2, which
contradicts A® being a tree.

If 7 > 3, we have by construction
Eda(a1,a2) - ... -Eda(a;—1,a;) > 0.
As Eda(a;, ai11) < Edye(Gai, Ga;q1), we obtain
Edac(01,Gag) - ... - Edyc(Ga;—1,01) > 0,

which is again a contradiction to A® being a tree. 0O

Corollary 5.3. If Q) is cyclically oriented, then Aq is not strongly globally foldable with respect
to G.
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Proof. Tt is well known (see for example [FWZ21]) that Q is of type D, that is, @ is mutation-
equivalent to a quiver Q whose underlying graph is D,,.

Assume that Ag is strongly globally foldable with respect to GG, and folds onto ). Then a
finite sequence of orbit-mutations applied to Aqg yields a quiver A such that A¢ = Q. By the

above proposition, A is finite, which is a contradiction. O

We can now give a precise statement for when Ag is strongly globally foldable with respect
to G.

Theorem 5.4. The quiver Ag is strongly globally foldable with respect to G if and only if Q is

not cyclically oriented.

Proof. From the corollary above, we only need to show that if @ is not cyclically oriented, then
Ag is strongly globally foldable with respect to G.

From [FSTO08], if @ is not cyclically oriented, then it is the quiver of a triangulation T of
an annulus with k£, marks on one boundary component and ks marks on the other boundary
component such that ky + k3 = n. Here k; is the number of arrows in ) pointing clockwise.

Mutations of @ correspond to flipping the associated arcs in T. We remark that at least one
arc in 7" connects one boundary component with the other. We enumerate the marks on the outer
boundary by w1, ...,vs, and the inner boundary by w4, ..., ux,, both in a clockwise orientation,
and such that there is an arc in T' connecting v, and u;.

Let us lift this triangulation to a periodic triangulation of an infinite ribbon S&. To do so,
we consider an infinite rectangle with two infinite line boundary components, with an infinite
countable set of marked points M on each boundary component. We index the marked points
on the upper boundary by {~%; | i € Z,1 < j < k;} and those on the lower boundary {%u; |
i € Z,1 < j < ky}, in such a way that X'v; is to the left of ¥ v, if and only if i < i’ or i = 4’
and j < j'. We define a shift 3 : M — M in the obvious way, that is, for m € M we have

Yitly; if m = Sh;
N(m) =4 .
Yty if m = Yy,

Arcs in (S, M) are in bijection with non-neighboring pairs of distinct points in M. We can thus
extend the shift 3 to arcs as well; if 8 is the arc with end points mq, ms € M then X(8) is the
arc with end points X(my), X(ms).

We add an arc «; connecting Xfv; with Xu; for every i € Z. We let R; be the rectangle
bounded by v; and v;;1. We triangulate R; in such a way that if we identify Yiv; with S 1oy,
Yiuy with 4 1u; and 4; with ;11 we obtain the annulus with its triangulation 7.

We let T be the triangulation of & which coincides with the triangulation on R; for each
i € 7. We see that T is stable under the shift  of arcs. It is not difficult to see that the quiver
of this triangulation is exactly Ag, and that the automorphism ¥ of (Ag)o corresponds to the
shift 3 of arcs.
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Siuy DTN Ylug Sy Tty
Uy
Uy Vg Vi Yi+1
uz U2
i p Ez’ Ei+1
Uy Uz u3 uy
U3
Ei’Ul EiUQ 211)3 Zim EH]U] EiJrlv2 EhLl,US 2i+11}4 Ei+2vl
Vi Yit+1 Yi+2
Yy Siug Siug Sty Yty Yty Y2y,

Figure 4: Constructing a triangulation of the infinite ribbon from a triangulation of the annulus

As Ag is strongly G-admissible, we can mutate at 3-orbits. This is equivalent to being able
to flip simultaneously Y-orbits of arcs in T. It is clear that the new triangulation we obtain
remains X-stable. In order to prove that Ag is strongly globally foldable, following Remark 4.10,
it is enough to prove that given a X-stable triangulation of (M, S), its quiver will not contain
virtual 2-cycles.

A virtual 2-cycle in a Y-stable triangulation corresponds to a pair of arcs f; and 2 belonging
to a common Y-orbit, sharing an end point, bounding a rectangle. Denote the end points of 5y
by my and mg, with mqy being an end point of S5 as well. Without loss of generality Sy = 3%f5;
for a > 1, and m; = v;. In particular, the end points of 81 are m; = v; and mo = X%my = X%,
and the end points of By = £28; are £%m; = %; and X%msy = X2%;.

Since 1 and (5 lie on a rectangle, there is a marked point mg and arcs d; and J2 belonging to
a common Y-stable triangulation, connecting m; and ¥2%*m; with ms, respectively. We consider

the possible configurations of mg.

Case 1: m3 = YJvy and it lies to the left of m;. The triangulation is Y-stable, X793, is
also an arc in the triangulation. But ¥ 7%d5 and d5 intersect. So this configuration is not

possible.

Case 2: m3 = YJuy, and it lies to the right of X%my. Similarly to the above case, £%¢; and

01 intersect, so this is an impossible configuration.
Case 3: mg = YJuy,. In this case X6, intersects do, which is impossible.

See Figure 5 for a visual description of these cases. Overall, we have shown that it is impossible

to have a Y-stable triangulation whose quiver contains a virtual 2-cycle. Therefore (Ag,X) is
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strongly globally foldable. O

E'lil’uk 2]’Uk V; 2111}1. 220711}; EQII’U,‘

Yy, Sy
Figure 5: From top to bottom, cases 1-3 in the proof of Theorem 5.4

Remark 5.5. From Proposition 5.2 follows that a result analogous to Theorem 5.4 for affine
quivers different from A-type cannot exist. That is to say, there is no infinite quiver I with
a group G acting on its vertices such that I' is strongly G-admissible and I'C is of affine-D or

affine-F type.

Remark 5.6. The geometric model for A, is the one considered in [LP17], where they study
the associated additive cluster category. See also [GG14].

Remark 5.7. Tt is not hard to see that any two Y-stable triangulations of (S, M) are connected
by a finite sequence of Y-orbit flips. Also, if 7 is an arc which does not intersect X'y for any

i € Z, then it can be completed to a Y-stable triangulation.

6 The category C; (Uq(ﬁ/[o\o))

In this section, we define the subcategory C; (U, (sﬁ; )) of the category Oin (U (5/[;)) and use the
results of [HL10] to identify its Grothendieck ring with a cluster algebra.
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We remind the notation I, = Z. We also set (Io)o = 2Z and (Ioo)1 = 2Z + 1.
We define a quiver 'y, as follows. Its vertex set is Ino U I., with I, = Z, so (I's)o consists
of two copies of Z. We denote by i the vertices in I, and by ¢’ the vertices in I, . The arrows

of I' are given by

Oii41 +0iic1 1€ (Ioo
T e G )
0 1€ (Ioo)l

6ij i€ (I 0 ie(le
Avp_ (i) = {09 PE Uk Arrr_ (i, ') = osdo
) 57;’j 1€ (Ioo)l

o

~

m
=
8
~
fary

We declare the vertices ¢’ to be frozen. We think of I', as a bi-infinite version of the quiver I',,

introduced in Section 2.3.

R

-1

1
1

>
2

3/
3

Figure 6: The quiver I's,. The square vertices are frozen

0 i€ (Ix)o
1 ie ()
We let Mo, C Ao be the subgroup of monomials generated by Y; jcciy and Y; jeciy+2 for all

We let ¢ : I, — {0,1} be the map defined by £(i) =

—

i € Ioo. We define the category Ci (Uy(sl)) to be the full subcategory of Oine (U (5/[;)) consisting

of modules with finite composition series, such that every composition factor is isomorphic to

L(m) for some m € M. This is an analogue of the category Ci (U, (s@)) of Section 2.3.
Following [Her05b; Her07], the category of integrable (not necessarily finite length) L{q(s/[;)—

modules admits a fusion product.

Proposition 6.1. Let V and W be two modules in Oy (U (5/[;)), so they have finite composition
series. Then their fusion product V « W has a finite composition series. In particular, the fusion
product on Oim(uq(s/[;)) equips the Grothendieck group R(Omt(uq(s/[;))) with a commutative

ring structure.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume V and W are simple, we write V = L(m.,)
and W = L(m.,) for y1,72 € P;". Then xo(V x W) = x4(V) - xq(W), and it will be enough
to show that x,(V * W) contains finitely many dominant monomials. If A € PT is such that
(V«W)y #0, then A € (w(m, ) +w(my,)—QT)NPT. But [(w(ma,)+w(m,,)—QT)NPT| < oo,

so there are finitely many dominant monomials appearing in x,(V * W). O
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Lemma 6.2. The category Cy (Uq(ﬁ/[—o\o)) is closed under the fusion product, and its Grothendieck

ring R(C1 (U, (5/[;))) is isomorphic to the polynomial ring in countable infinitely many variables
Z [[L(Y; g6, [L(Y georv2)] | 0 € Inc] -

Proof. This is completely analogous to Proposition 2.14. O

We consider the algebra Fo, = Z[fi,xl?tl | i € Z]). We let Ay, C Fs be the cluster algebra
associated to I'o,, with initial cluster (f;,x;);cr.. such that x; corresponds to the mutable vertex
1 and f; to the frozen vertex 7’.

It is clear that every sequence of mutation of I', is supported on the vertices of [—n,n] for n
large enough. In particular, we deduce that the cluster variables are in bijection with the almost
positive roots of the root system of A, and these can be read from their denominator vectors.

For an almost positive root @ € A, we let z[a] € A be the associated (non-frozen) cluster

variable. In particular z[—«;] = z;.

Lemma 6.3. The cluster algebra A is isomorphic to the polynomial algebra in countably in-

finitely many variables
Zx[—o), z[ag] | i € Io] -
Proof. This follows from the discussion above and Proposition 2.15 O

To an almost positive root o € A we associate a monomial m, € M, as follows. We set

}/;‘7q§(i)+2 i€ (IOO)(), }/;7[15(1') 1€ (Ioo)();
M_q, = and Me, =

Y, e 1€ (Iso)t, Y g2 1€ (Ioo)1,

for the simple roots. For a non-simple positive root a =Y
We let

iclin is) Qi We set mq = Hie[il)iz] Maq, -

L As — R(Cl(uq(fjo\o)))

be the ring homomorphism defined by ¢(z[+w;]) = [L(m4q,)]. By Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 6.3,

the map ¢ is a well defined algebra isomorphism.

Proposition 6.4. The isomorphism ¢ satisfies
vzla]) = [L(ma)] and u(fi) = [L(Y] ge0 Y gecor+2)]

for any almost positive root o and i € 7.

Proof. This is a consequence of Proposition 3.3, Remark 3.4 and Theorem 2.16 O
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Remark 6.5. In the following, we will identify R(Cy (Z/lq(s/[—o\o))) with its image under the g-

character map, and we may see ¢ as a map from Ay, into Veo-

7 Folding and U, (sla, tor)

In this section, we follow the results of [Nakl1], restricted to the A{M -case. Because [Nak11]
requires the Dynkin diagram to have no odd cycles, we actually only consider Aéi)fp forn > 0. In
particular, we work with the algebras Uy (slop, tor). We write Iy, = Z/2nZ, Ay, = A(Z/{q (sl2n tor))
and Yo, = YU, (slan tor))-

7.1 A subcategory of Oy, (U (sl tor))

We would like to introduce a subcategory of Oing (Uy(sl2y, 10r)) similar to Cq (U (sl.0)) introduced
before, but we need to be a bit more delicate with the definition.

We let (Ia,,)0 be the subset of even integers and (Ia,,)1 be the subset of odd integers of Io,.
We define the map & : I, — {0,1} by

We let M C Azmtor be the subgroup generated by the monomials of the following form:
o kY, jer with w € P such w(a}/) =4,
. kw}/i)qg(i)+2 with w € P such w(oz;-/) = 5i,ja

for i € Io,.
We let Ci(Uy(slan tor)) be the full subcategory of Oing(Uy(slan tor)) of modules with finite
composition series such that every composition factor S is isomorphic to L(m) for m € M.
The proof of Proposition 2.14 shows that the category Ci(Uy(sl2n, tor)) is closed under fusion
product of [Her05b; Her(07] and the tensor product of [Lau25]. In particular, the Grothendieck
group R(Ci(Uy(slan tor))) has a ring structure (the ring structure given by the fusion product

and the tensor product is the same, see Section 6 of [Lau25]).

Remark 7.1. Contrary to the A-type case, given a monomial m € flgmto“ the weight w(m)

In particular, if two monomials m,m’ € Agy tor
1

is not fully determined by (u;,a(m));cr, sece-

satisfy that (uia(m))icr, aece = Wia(M'))icr,. qeces then m™
2n—1 ) )
0= Zi:o (678
We will now show how to restrict our attention to a smaller class of monomials in a way that

m’ = ks for some t € C, where

captures the structure of Ci(Uy(slan tor)). This will allow us to better interpret the results of
[Herll] and [Nak11].
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Fori € Ipp, let w; ¢(;), wi ¢(i)+2 € P be such that Y, k Y, € M. Let M’

Wi, g(i) = Wi,g(4)? VWi g(i)+2 T Wi, g(i)+2
be the subgroup of M generated by kwi,&(i)ywi,&(i) , kw'i,ﬁ('i)+2 Yw'i,é('i)+2' It follows that if m € M/,
then w(m) is determined by (u; a(m)),c; Lecx-

Let C1(M’) be the subcategory of Ci(Uy(slan tor)) consisting of modules with composition
factors isomorphic to L(m) for some m € M’. There is, a priori, no reason for C;(M’) to be
closed under the fusion product, but we can show that M’ can be chosen such that it does

happen.

Lemma 7.2. Fori € Iy, there is a (non-unique) choice of w; ¢(;), Wi ¢(i)+2 € P such that C;(M’)

is closed under the fusion product.

Proof. Following the argument of the proof of Proposition 2.14, it is enough to show that if
m e M and A € Z[Ai, | i € Ian,a € C*] are such that mA~! is a dominant monomial, then
mA~t e M.

So suppose m and A are as above, so that mA~! is dominant. It follows from Section 7 of
[HL10] that A is actually a product of A; ey for i € Io,. But as

_ -1 -1
Ai7q5(¢)+1 = ka,-Yi,qﬁ(i)Y;yqﬁ(i)+2yl~71’qg(i>+1 Y;+1’q§(i)+17

we see that if

ko, =k k k! k! (3)

Wi, g(4) VWi, g(i)+2 Wi —1 g(i)+1 " Wit1,e(i)+1

holds, then mA~! € M’. We notice that for i € (Ia,)0, the term k
Similarly, for i € (I2,)1, the term k

wi ey appears only in kq,.

wi ey aPpears only in kq,. We can, therefore, choose w; ¢(;)

and w; ¢(;)42 such that (3) holds, and the claim of the lemma follows.

From now on let us fix M’ such that C7(M’) is closed under the fusion product. We obtain

a ring embedding
R(Cr (M) = R(C1(Ug(sl2n tor)))-

It should be noted that every simple module L(m) in Cy(Uy(sl2p tor)) is isomorphic to a product
L(kys) = L(m’) for unique m’ € M’ and ¢t € C. So the structure of C1 (U, (sl2n, tor)) is determined

by the structure of C;(M'’), and we have an isomorphism of rings
0 : Z|C] @7 R(CL (M) = R(C1(Uy (512 10r)))
given by
0(t @ [L(m)]) = [L(kis) * L(m")] = [L(kes - m')],
where Z[C] is the group algebra of the additive group of complex numbers. The multiplication
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in Z[C] ®z R(C1(M’)) is given by
(t® (L)) - (¢ © (L") = (¢t + 1) ® (L) + L")

This justifies working with the category C;(M’) and its Grothendieck ring.

Because of how we defined M’, for simplicity of notation, we can drop the k,, variables when
describing simple modules and ¢-characters of modules in C; (M’). We thus ignore from now on
the variables k,, appearing in As,, and )s,. We set Kan tor = R(C1(M’)) and identify it with

its image in YVay,.

7.2 The map ¢, and folding of ¢-characters

Definition 7.3 ([Herll]). Let ¢o, : A — Ay, be the group homomorphism given by

¢)2n(Y’i,a) = Y*[i],aa
where i € Z, [i] € Z/2nZ is its equivalence class modulo 2n, and a € C*.

Remark 7.4. Because we ignore the variables k,,, there is ambiguity in how ¢,,, should extend to
a morphism Yoo — Va,. However, we will require that ¢2,(A;4) = Afj),q, S0 that in practice we
are able to apply the map ¢, to g-characters of simple i, (5/[:O )-modules, in the following sense.
Let V be a simple integrable U, (su/[;)-module, with highest dominant monomial m. Therefore

its g-character is of the form

xqg(V) = Z Qe

m’'<m

with m’ € Ao, apy € N and a,, = 1. We shall understand ¢a,, (x4(V)) as

¢2n(Xq(V)) = Z ankwm/ ¢2n(m/) S y2na

m/’<m

where w,,, € P issuch that k,,  ¢a,(m) € Asy, (S0 wyy, is determined by m up to td), and wy, € P is
the unique element satisfying k., , ¢on(m’) < ke, ¢2n(m) in Aj,,. If for every dominant monomial
m we fix such an w,,, we can extend ¢, linearly to obtain a homomorphism of abelian groups
from R(Oint (U, (5/[:0))) to Vap.

In [Herll], Hernandez shows that ¢q, takes g-characters of integrable Uq(ﬁ/[o\o)—modules to
virtual g-characters in R(Oing (Uy (8l2n,t0r))). More explicitly, this means that if V' is a module in
Ot (Uy(515)), then

Pan(xq(V)) = E am’Xq(L(ml))a
m’GAzn,
m’ dominant
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where a,,’ € Z, and a,,» = 0 for almost all m/'.
In particular, by fixing appropriate values of w,,, we can understand ¢, as a ring homomor-
phism from R(Cy (Uy(sls))) to R(C1(M)).

In [Her11], Hernandez conjectures the following.

Conjecture 7.5 (Conjecture 5.3 in [Herll]). The map ¢o, takes g-characters of integrable

Uq(fj;)—modules to g-characters of actual U, (slay, tor)-modules.
He then shows that the conjecture holds for a specific class of integrable L{q(s/[;)—modules.

Theorem 7.6 (Theorem 4.2 in [Herll]). Let i € Z, let a € C* and k > 0 and set

k k
KR A KR A
Mo = H }/;'7aq2(j—l) € Ay and M ak = H }/[7;]7{“12(_7'—1) € Agy,.
Jj=1 Jj=1

Then ¢an(xq(L(MER))) = x4 (L(mff.]f;’k)). That is, the map ¢ap, takes q-characters of Kirillov—

i,a,k

Reshetikhin U, (ﬁ;)-modules to g-characters of Kirillov-Reshetikhin Uy(slay, 1or)-modules. O

It is worth noting that outside the case of Kirillov—Reshetikhin modules, the conjecture
remains open. Later in this paper, we will give examples of non-Kirillov—Reshetikhin modules

that satisfy this conjecture (see Corollary 7.12 and Section 8).

7.3 Monoidal categorification of C;(M’)

We now return to our main goal for this section. For n > 0, we let 5, be the quiver with 4n
vertices, denoted by {1,...,2n} U {l’,...,2n'}. We think of them as elements of I, = Z/2nZ.

The arrows of I's,, are given by

Oijr1 +0ij—1 1€ (I2p)o

Arrf‘gn <Z7J) = 3 ) Arrf‘zn (i/7.j/) = 07
O S (IZn)l
0i; 1€ (Ian 0 i € (Ian
AI‘I‘f‘Qn (i/,j) = 7 ( 2 )O s Arrfzn (i,j/) = ( 2 )0 .
0 1€ (I2n)1 51‘73‘ 1€ (12n>1

We set the vertices i’ to be frozen.
We can identify I's,, with the folding 'S of T's, with respect to the group G C Sym((I's)o),
generated by the shift ¥ by 2n of (' )o, which is given by

L(i@)=i+2n and  X(') = (i+2n)

for i € I.
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|

L1 1

Figure 7: The quiver 5, with n = 3. The square vertices are frozen

We consider the algebra Foy, tor = Z][fi, xfl | i € Inp]. Welet Agp tor € Fan tor be the cluster
algebra associated to I',, with initial cluster (24, fi)icl,, such that x; corresponds to the vertex

1 and f; corresponds to the vertex i’.

Theorem 7.7 (Section 5, Propositions 7.5, 7.6 in [Nakl11]). There is an isomorphism of algebras
L A2n,t0r — ICQn,tor
such that

Xq(L(Y; gecr+2 for i e (I
o) = (LY} geir+2)) . (12n)o and  1(fi) = Xq(L(Yige0 Y gecors2))-
Xq(L(Yi ge0))  fori€ (Ian)

Every non-initial cluster variable is of the form
i bi
Xq | L H quam H Yé,qsum
i€(I2n )0 i€(I2n )1

for some a;,b; € N,
Finally, let mq, ..., ms be dominant monomials such that x4(L(m1)), ..., xq(L(ms)) correspond

to cluster variables. Then
S s
s o (i12)
i=1 i=1
if and only if xq(L(m1)), ..., xq(L(ms)) belong to the same cluster. O

Remark 7.8. We can rephrase the last part of the theorem in the following way: the simple

modules L(my), ..., L(ms) correspond to cluster variables which belong to a common cluster if
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and only if
L(my) * -+ x L(myg)

is a simple module, if and only if T}_,[L(m;)] is a class of a simple module.

In what follows, using the isomorphisms ¢, we will identify g-characters with their the cor-
responding classes in the Grothendieck ring, and with the elements in the associated cluster

algebra.

7.4 Folding A, onto Ay, o

As we remarked earlier, the quiver I's,, is the folding of T's, with respect to the group G generated
by the shift 3. By Theorem 5.4, the mutable part of I' is strongly globally foldable with respect
to G, and folds onto the mutable part of I'y,,. Our goal is to use the results above to show that
the whole ice quiver I' is strongly globally foldable with respect to G.

Before doing so, we need the following technical lemma. For L € )s,, we write D(L) C
Ay, X Zyq for the set of monomials appearing in L with their multiplicity. This means that
(m/,an) € D(L) if and only if the monomial m’ appears in L with coefficient a,,, # 0. We will
say that L is p-dominated with p-dominant weight m € M’ if

1. m is a dominant monomial such that (m,1) € D(L),
2. if (m/,apy) € D(L) then m’ < m,
3. m- Yi,_E%i)Yi,_Eti)-i-Q is not dominant for any i € Io,,.

For example, following Theorem 7.7, every simple module corresponding to a cluster variable in

Kaon tor i p-dominated, with p-dominant weight one of the following:
o Y, je+2 with i € (12,)o0,
o Y, e with i € (I2,)1,
* HiG(I2n)0 Y:t;&(i) Hi€(12n)1 Yiljtizg(““ with a;,b; € N.

Lemma 7.9. Let M,S1,52 € Kontor be g-characters of simple integrable Uq(slay, tor)-modules,

and let F, Fy € Koy tor be a pair of cluster monomials in frozen variables such that
N-M=S-F,+85 Fy (4)

for some p-dominated N € Ya,. Suppose Fi, Fy € Kap tor is another pair of cluster monomials

in frozen variables such that

N -M=S,-F+8,-F}

31



or some p-dominate € Yopn. en F = or Fy = Fj.
f domi dN' €Y Then Fy = F} F, = F}

Proof. Write m, s; and so for the highest dominant monomials of M, S; and Sy, respectively.
Denote by k the p-dominant monomial of N. Finally, write /3 and Iy for the highest dominant
monomials of F} and F5, respectively.

We define a group morphism d : M’ — Z by

—1 ¢ (Ign)o 1 1€ (I2n)0
d(}/@qﬁ(i)) = 1 and d(Yiﬂg(in) =

1 € (Ian)1 -1 i€ (Ian)

We can compute easily
Ad(Y; e Y gerrz) = d(Y; ger) + d(Y gere2) = 0

for every i € Iay, so that d(l;) = d(l2) = 0.

Similarly, we can compute

d(Ai_,gl(i)+1) - d(Y;,_qémY;,_(Ié(iwzyi—l,qﬁ(““Yi-&-l,qs("’)“)
= —d(Y; je» Y gecrv2) + d(Yi_q ger+r) + d(Yiiq ger1)
= d(Y; 1 ge0+1) + d(Yipy gernn)
d(YLqu—l)H) + d(YHan(Hl)H) i € (I2n)o
d(Y;_1 gei-v) +d(Yiqq gec) i € (Ton)1

Therefore d(A;g(i)H) = —2 for any i € Is,.
We deduce that if m’ is any dominant monomial of N - M, then d(m’) < d(k-m). Moreover,
d(m’) = d(k-m) if and only m’ =k - m.
By (4), we know s7 -1; and sg - [y are monomials appearing in N - M, and exactly one of them
equals k-m. We deduce d(s1) = d(s1-l1) < d(s2-l2) = d(s2) or d(s2) = d(s2-l2) < d(s1-11) = d(s1).
Without loss of generality, assume the latter holds. Then k- m = s; - [l3, which is to say

k=m"1-s1-1. As

= H (Y e Y gecr2)™

i€lap

for some a; € N, and because k is a py-dominant monomial, the values a; are completely deter-

1 1

mined by m™" - s;. This means [y is completely determined by m™" - s1.

Now let I} and I} be the highest dominant monomials of F| and Fj, respectively. By a

completely analogous argument for the equation

N'-M=S8,-Fl+58,-Fj,
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we deduce that I; = I{. This shows that F; = F], which concludes the proof. O

We now prove the main theorem of this section, which is also the principal result of this
paper. The main takeaway of the theorem is that simple modules of Z/Iq(ﬁg) are related to
simple modules of Uy (slay tor), via the map ¢a,. Moreover, this map is a folding map of the
associated cluster algebras.

In the proof, given a cluster X of a cluster algebra, we will denote by X, the cluster variable

in X corresponding to the vertex v.

Theorem 7.10. The ice quiver I is strongly globally foldable with respect to G.
Let 1 : Foo = Fontor be the homomorphism defined by 1(fi) = fi) and ¢(x;) = xp) fori € Z
(see Proposition 4.11). If x4(L(m)) is a cluster variable belonging to an orbit-cluster of A,

then the folded cluster variable satisfies

P(xq(L(m))) = dan(xq(L(m))).

Proof. Following Definition 4.9, in order to show that I', is strongly globally foldable, we need
to prove that given a finite sequence K7, ..., K; of mutable G-orbits in I', such that (fix, oo
fix,)(Tso) is strongly G-admissible for 1 < i <1 —1, then the quiver (fix, o---0jik,)(Ts) is also
strongly G-admissible.

In the situation above, an immediate consequence of the proof of Proposition 4.11 is that
if X is the orbit-cluster in A, corresponding to the sequence of orbit-mutation at Kj, ..., K
and X is the cluster in Aap tor corresponding the the sequence of mutation at Kj, ..., K, then
X[i] = P(X;) = ¢2,(X;). We will use this fact in the course of the proof. Moreover, it shows
that in order to prove the theorem, it will suffice to show that I', is strongly globally foldable.

So let us show that ' is strongly globally foldable.

Let K3, ..., K; be a finite sequence of mutable G-orbits in I'w,, such that (fix, oo, )(Teo)
is strongly G-admissible for 1 < ¢ <[ —1. Let X and X be the cluster of A, and Aan tor,
respectively, corresponding to sequence of mutations at Ky, ..., Kj.

To show that (fix, oo fix, )(T's) is strongly G-admissible, following Lemma 4.8 and Re-
mark 4.10, it suffices to verify

AI‘I‘(IJKL(,,,,O[”(1 )(pm)(le, ’Ug) = AI‘I‘(HKIO.,.OHKJ(PM) (G’Ul, sz) (5)

for any vy, v € (I')o. According to Theorem 5.4, this equality holds for vy, vo mutable. So we
only need to show the equality for either vy frozen or vy frozen.

We denote by f; the frozen variable of Ay, corresponding to vertex j’ of voo. Similarly we
denote by f}; the frozen variables of Az, tor corresponding to vertex [j]" of I's,. Fix some i € Z,

and mutate (fix, © --- 0 fix,)(I'ss) at ¢ and (ug, o -+- o pg, )(I'2p) at [i]. The corresponding
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exchange relations are

a; pb; ci pdj
X;'Xi:HijfjJ+Hijfjja (6)
JEL JEL
T agj) dj)
Ko%= [T X+ T1 X0 (7)
[jlez/2nz J1€Z/2nZ
with
= ATT (i, 0001, ) (Do) (65 5) bj = Arr(ﬂK,omoﬂKl)(rm)(i,j'),
cj = ATI’(ﬂKlO...OﬂKl)(FQC)(j,i), dj = Arr(ﬂKlo“'Oﬂxl)(F(x,)(j/, Z),
and
ag) = Arr(ukl0"'0HK1)(F2n,tor)([i]’ [j])’ b[j] = Arr(NKZO"'OﬂKl)(FZn,,tor)([i]’ [j]/)v
Cly = Arr(NKz°“‘°NK1)(F2n,tor)([j]a [4]), d[j] = Arr(HKlo”'ON‘Kl)(F2n,tor)([j]/7 [4]).

From Lemma 4.8, Remark 4.10 and Theorem 5.4, we see that

S 4y =ay, S b by, > e =y, D ds 2 dy,

s€jT. RIS Y/ s€5T s€jT.

for every j € Z. Moreover, from Remark 4.10 we deduce for every j € Z that

Dob=by = Y do=dy (8)

IS YA s€jL

Applying the map ¢o, to (6), we get

Safj) p2asel el p2sels) b
don(X))- X = I X fme + [T xpise ()

j1€z/2nZ FIEZ/2nZ

Both ¢9,(X]) and XZ’ are pu-dominated in the sense of Lemma 7.9. Applying Lemma 7.9 to the

pair of equations (7) and (9), we deduce }_ .. bs = by for every j € Z or 3 .7 ds = dj) for
every j € Z.

But (8) tells us both hold, hence (5) is satisfied. Therefore (jix, © -0 fix,)(I'sc) is strongly
G-admissible. This concludes the proof. O

Corollary 7.11. Let x,(L(m)) be a cluster monomial belonging to an orbit-cluster of As. The

34



folded cluster variable satisfies

P(xq(L(m))) = dan(xq(L(m))) = Xq(L(d2n(m)))-

Proof. We only need to verify the last equality.
From Theorem 7.7 and Theorem 7.10, we know that

$2n(Xq(L(m))) = Xq(L(m"))

for some m’ € M'. But ¢2,(Aia) = Ap,q for any i € Z and a € C*. In particular, ¢o,(m)
is a maximal monomial of L(m’) with respect to the Nakajima partial order. The equality
m’ = ¢a,(m) then follows. O

An immediate consequence is the following.
Corollary 7.12. The simple L{q(s/[;)—modules which correspond to cluster monomials of A

satisfy Conjecture 7.5. O

8 Further remarks and perspectives

We recall the notation of Section 6. To an almost positive root of A, we associate a monomial

Mo € As as follows. We set

Y geirrz 1€ (Ino)o Y, qe) i€ (Ix)o
M_a; = ) and Me, = .
Y ge i€ (Ino)1 Y ez 1€ (Ioo)t

for the negative and positive simple roots, and m, = H?@:z Mg, for a positive root o = ch:l Q.
To make notation easier, for 7 < j, we will denote by «; ; the root Zi:i ag. When n is fixed, we
will write ¢ := ¢, (¢) for ¢ € Vso. Also, we will denote by Xg°(m) the g-character of the simple
Uq(fj;)—module L(m) and by x{°"(7) the g-character of the simple Uy (slzp, tor)-module L(7m).
For a given n, using the geometric model of Theorem 5.4 and Remark 5.7, it is not hard to
see that x7°(m.) is a cluster variable of A belonging to an orbit-cluster if and only if one of

the following happens:
1. the root a has odd length,
2. the root a has even length smaller than 2n.

It follows from Theorem 7.10 and Corollary 7.11 that the cluster variables of Ay, 1o, are exactly

tor
q

it behaves differently, because My, ,, corresponds, under our description, to the imaginary root
(1)
of Ay, 4.

Xy (M) for o of this form. But what is x;°" (777a, ,, ) is not clear from this description. We expect
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Proposition 8.1. Suppose n > 3. Then

tor

Xf;o(mal,zn) Xq (mal 217.) + Xgor(m!l?.,znfz) : fa

where f is some cluster monomial in frozen variables of Az tor-

Proof. We write down a few standard exchange relations in A, with i + 2 < j:

Xq (Ma, ;) - Xg" (May 1) = Xg (May10) +Xg (May o) - Xg (Meay.) - f, (10)
Xq (May 1) - Xg (May ;) = Xg" (Mai ;) + X3 (Maiys ;) - X (M—a,5) - f, (11)
Xo (Ma, ;) X (M—q,) = X" (May ;) - f+x;’°(mal,j_2)’x2°( a7+1)- , (12)
Xg (M—a;) - Xg% (Ma, ;) = X5 (Mayy ;) - f+ X5 (Magys;)  Xg (M—ayy) - f (13)

Here f stands for some cluster monomial in frozen variables. Applying ¢o, to equations (10)
with i =1 and j =2n — 1 and (13) with ¢ = 1 and j = 2n — 3, we get

(ma1,2n73) Xzor(L(m—a2n+1)) . f

tor tor tor

Xq (maljn—l) Xq (mazn,) Xq (mal 2n)+Xq

and

tor tor

Xq (ma1,27L73) Xq (m*Otl) Xgor(mazznfs) f+Xtor(ma3,2nf3) XZOI(L<m*0¢0))'f-

But as x{” (L(M—ay,,,)) = X (L(M—a,)), we can combine the two equations to have

Xzor(mm,znq) Xzor(moczn) =

Xq (mofl 271) + Xgor(m(m,zn—g) f + Xtor(mas,zn—s) X;OY(L(m—Oto)) : ? (14)

A similar argument using (11) and (12) gives

Xf]or(mal) : X(tzor(m!mgn)

= Xg (moq 2n) T Xgor(mm;,znq) f + Xtor(maz;,znfz) Xffr(L(m—al)) - f

The g-characters x;*(

tor(

ma2,2n73) fv tor(mag,ans) X;OI(L(mfao)) f, tor(maél,znfl) : 7
and X' (Ma, 4, 5) - Xt (L(M—q,)) - [ are all g-characters of pairwise non-isomorphic simple
Uy (512 tor)-modules (Theorem 7.7). We deduce that x3°(ma, ,,) is the g-character of an actual

¢ (Ma, 5, ). Let us find all its composition

Uy (512 tor)-module. Certainly, x2°(ma, ,, ) contains x
factors.

By computing (11) with ¢ = 1 and j = 2n — 1, and (12) with i = 3 and j = 2n — 1, we can
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obtain (similar to the computation before)

Xzor(mal,271—1) ’ X;or (moé2n) =

Xgo(mao,zn—l) + Xgor(moészn—'z) : ? + Xgor(moészn—g.) ! Xgor(L(m—Oéo)) : f

tor
q

X5°(Ma, 4, ). Similar to the previous arguments, we can obtain the equations

Comparing this expression with (14), we can deduce that x!°"(Ma,,, ;) - f is a summand of

Xf;o (ma1,2n) : X;or(m_al) -

Xzor(mamzn) . ? + Xgor(moés,2nf1) ? + Xgor(ma3,2n72) : Xgor(m*al) ! f

and

XEO (moél,zn) : Xgor(m—azn) =

X;OY (mal,Qn—l) ! ? + Xgor(moézznfz) ! 7 + Xgor(masgan) ' Xgor (m—OQn) : f

We can deduce from that that X5 (m1.2,) has at most three summands. If it had exactly three,

this would implies

tor tor tor

Xq (m*OéZn) *Xgq (mQS,Zn—l) ? = Xq (m*al) : Xgor(mozz,2n72) : fv

which is absurd. This completes the proof. O
Similar computations give

Fact 8.2. Let i, € Z be such that j—i < 4n—2. Then X;’O(mai‘j) is the g-character of an actual

Uy (5l2y, tor)-module. In particular, the simple U, (sﬁ;)—module L(m,, ;) satisfy Conjecture 7.5.
However, it is not clear (to the author) if it is possible to deduce the same result for « of
length 4n, that is, for j —i = 4n — 1.
In Example 6.15 of [Nakl1], Nakajima explains that for n = 1, the module L(T1 2,) is not
real, which in g-character theory amounts to
Xzor(ml,Qn)Q # Xgor(ml,ﬁln)-
This raises the question whether this is a general phenomenon.

Conjecture 8.3. The simple U, (sloy 1or)-module L(7M713,) is an imaginary module, that is,

L(mM12,) * L(T1 2,) is not simple.

Although some examples of imaginary modules of affinized quantum Kac-Moody algebras are
known, for example [Lec03; BC23; BM25], these are hard to find. Proving this conjecture would

give a new interesting example for quantum toroidal algebras.
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tor
q

directly, in terms of the arguments above. For n > 3 we do manage to show

The difficulty of computing x!°* (71,45,) does not allow us to prove or disprove this conjecture

Xzor(m1,2n)2 = Xzor(mlAn) +Af
with A € {0,1,2}. However, A\ = 0 if and only if x5°(m1,4,) is a virtual g-character. We can

deduce

Claim 8.4. Assume Conjecture 7.5 holds. Then L(Ti2,) is an imaginary Uy (slor tor)-module
forn > 3.
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