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Abstract

The quantum loop algebra U, (Lg) was defined as a generalization of the Drinfeld’s new realization
of the quantum affine algebra to the loop algebra of any Kac—-Moody algebra g. It has been shown by
Schiffmann that the Hall algebra of the category of coherent sheaves on a weighted projective line is closely
related to the quantum loop algebra Uy (Lg), for some g with a star-shaped Dynkin diagram. In this paper
we study Drinfeld’s presentation of U, (Lg) in the double Hall algebra setting, based on Schiffmann’s work.
We explicitly find out a collection of generators of the double composition algebra DC(Coh(X)) and verify
that they satisfy all the Drinfeld relations.
© 2012 Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.
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1. Introduction

1.1

Let g be a Kac—Moody algebra, U (g) be its universal enveloping algebra. The Drinfeld—Jimbo
quantum group U, (g) is defined by a collection of generators and relations (see 3.2), which is a
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certain deformation of the Chevalley generators and Serre relations for U (g). When g is affine, it
is well-known that g can be constructed as (a central extension of) the loop algebra Lgg of some
simple Lie algebra go. In this case Drinfeld gave another set of generators and relations of U, (g)
known as Drinfeld’s new realization of quantum affine algebras. This new presentation can be
treated as a certain deformation of the loop algebra presentation of g. The isomorphism of the
two presentations of U, (g) was proved by Beck [2] (also see [14]). One can define the quantum
loop algebra U, (Lg) for any Kac—Moody algebra g as a generalization of Drinfeld’s presentation
for quantum affine algebras (see 3.4).

1.2

The Ringel-Hall algebra approach to quantum groups has been developed since the 1990s,
which shows a deep relationship between Lie theory and finite dimensional hereditary algebras.
More precisely, let Q be the quiver whose underlying graph is the Dynkin diagram of the
Kac—Moody algebra g. Consider the category of finite dimensional representations of Q over
a finite field kK = I, denoted by mod(k Q). Due to Ringel and Green [21,11], the composition
subalgebra of the Hall algebra H (mod k Q) is isomorphic to the positive part of the quantum
group U, (g) where v specializes to ./g. This result was generalized to the whole quantum
group by using the technique of Drinfeld double for Hopf algebras [25] (see 2.5).

Thus it is quite natural to consider the following problem.

Problem 1.1. How to understand Drinfeld’s presentation of quantum affine algebras (and more
generally, quantum loop algebras) in the Hall algebra setting?

One possible way to solve the problem for quantum affine algebras is to explain Beck’s
isomorphism in the language of Hall algebras. For type A Hubery has given the answer for the
positive part U, (sl,,) using nilpotent representations of cyclic quivers [13]. But it seems not easy
to generalize his method to other types. We should also mention that McGerty [19] has given the
Drinfeld generators for the positive part U, (sl») using representations of the Kronecker quiver.

1.3

On the other hand, in his remarkable paper [15] Kapranov observed that there are connections
between the Hall algebra of the category of coherent sheaves on a smooth projective curve X and
Drinfeld’s new realization of the quantum affine algebra. And when X is the projective line, he
constructed an isomorphism between a subalgebra of the Hall algebra and another positive part
(compared with the standard one, see 3.2) of U, (sl2) (also see [1]).

This result was generalized by Schiffmann [23] using Hall algebras of the categories of
coherent sheaves on weighted projective lines (introduced in [10]) as follows.

When the Dynkin diagram I of g is a star-shaped graph, he defined a certain positive part
Uy(f) of the quantum loop algebra U,(Lg) (note that there is no standard positive part of
U,(Lg) since in general the loop algebra Lg is not a Kac-Moody algebra). And he established
an epimorphism from U, (fi) to a subalgebra C(Coh X) of the Hall algebra H(Coh X), where X
is the weighted projective line associated to I'. Moreover, when X is of parabolic or elliptic
type (the corresponding g is of finite or affine type), the epimorphism is an isomorphism
(see Theorem 5.4). This means that the Hall algebra for weighted projective lines is the right
framework to consider Problem 1.1 for general quantum loop algebras.

However, the problem was not completely solved in Schiffmann’s work. Namely not all
Drinfeld’s generators and relations were explicitly found out in the corresponding Hall algebra.
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In fact the composition algebra C(Coh(X)) is not generated by part of Drinfeld generators (some
Chevalley generators are involved, see 5.6 for details). Moreover, only the positive half U, ()
was linked to the Hall algebra. Thus Drinfeld’s presentation for the whole quantum loop algebra
has not been fully understood yet.

14

In this paper we study the problem in the double Hall algebra DH(Coh X)), which is the
reduced Drinfeld double of the Hall algebra H(Coh X). We define a subalgebra DC(Coh X)
of DH(Coh X)), called double composition algebra, and show that a collection of generators of
DC(Coh X)) satisfies all Drinfeld’s relations (Theorem 5.5). Thus we have an epimorphism =
from the whole quantum loop algebra U, (Lg) to the double composition algebra DC(Coh X).

Let us briefly explain our method. First we consider the generators and relations in
H(Coh(X)). Note that we assume that the Dynkin diagram of the Kac—Moody algebra g is a
star-shaped graph I" (see 5.5). Each branch of I" corresponds to a subalgebra isomorphic to
Uy (sl,) for some n. Thus we can use the results in [13] to find out Drinfeld generators in such
subalgebras. For the central vertex we keep the generators given in [23]. Then it remains to check
the relations (some of them have been verified in [23]; see 7.1).

To check all Drinfeld’s relations in the double Hall algebra DH(Coh X), the key part is to
verify the relations involving both positive and negative parts. For these relations we have to
investigate the comultiplication in detail. This is much more complicated than the non-weighted
case Coh(]P’l), which has been studied in [1,5]. However, we show that most terms appearing in
the comultiplication of a Drinfeld generator corresponding to the central vertex do not affect our
calculation (see the proof of Lemmas 8.2 and 8.7). Thus the problem can be solved.

Note that in a recent work [5] of Burban and Schiffmann, the case of U, (sl,) has already
been studied in the double Hall algebra setting. Our results coincide with theirs in this case. In
particular, the epimorphism = is an isomorphism.

1.5

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall basic notions of Hall algebra and
double Hall algebra, for details one can see [22,25]. In Section 3 we recall the definition of
quantum loop algebra; see [23] or the Appendix of [24]. We give a brief review of the theory of
coherent sheaves on weighted projective lines in Section 4, the main reference for this section
is [10]. The main result of the paper (Theorem 5.5) is stated in Section 5. The proof of the
main theorem consists of the next three sections. More precisely, in Section 6 we prove the
relations satisfied by elements corresponding to torsion sheaves lying in a non-homogeneous
tube, following [13]. Section 7 is devoted to the proof of relations in the positive Hall algebra.
The remaining relations, especially those involving elements from both positive and negative
parts, are proved in Section 8. In Section 9 we give some remarks for the quantum affine algebras.
In particular, we explain that the homomorphism = given by our main theorem is not induced
from a derived equivalence functor for many cases.

2. Hall algebras and their Drinfeld doubles
2.1. Hereditary category

Let k = IF, be a finite field with g elements, and .7 be an essentially small abelian category.
We assume that <7 is k-linear, Hom-finite and Ext-finite. That is, for all objects X, Y and Z in <7,
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the sets Hom(X, Y) and Ext! (X, Y) are finite dimensional k-vector spaces and the composition
of morphisms Hom(X, Y) x Hom(Y, Z) — Hom(X, Z) is k-bilinear. We also assume that .o/
is hereditary, i.e. Exti(—, —) vanishes for all i > 2.

Let P be the set of isomorphism classes of objects in &7 and Ko() be the Grothendieck
group of 7. For any o € P we choose a representative V,, € «. And for each object M in 7,
denote by [M] its image in Ko(</). Then the Euler form

([Vl, [Vg]) := dimy Hom (Ve Vig) — dimy Ext}, (Vy, Vi)
is a well-defined bilinear form on Ky(<27). The symmetric Euler form is defined by (u,v) =
{(, v) + (v, w), for w, v € Ko(&).
2.2. The Hall algebra

For any a € P, denote by a, the cardinality of the automorphism group of V. Set v = ,/g.

For any «, 8 and y in P, the Hall number g(’;ﬂ is defined to be the number of subobjects X of
V, satisfying X € Band V), /X € a.

The Hall algebra associated to the category <7, denoted by H(.«Y), is defined as follows. As a
C-vector space, it has a basis {uy|e € P}. The multiplication is given by the following formula:

Ugllp = Z v(“’ﬁ)g;/ﬂuy, Va,B e P.
yeP

It is easy to see that H(.<Y) is an associative algebra with 1 = uy.
2.3. The extended Hall algebra

The extended Hall algebra H(<f) is defined by adding the Grothendieck group Ko(<7) as
a torus to the Hall algebra H(<7). More precisely, as a C-vector space, H(<7) has a basis
{K,ugln € Ko(27), a € P}. And the multiplication is given by the one inside H(/) together
with the following additional rules:

KMKV =KM+U7 Y u,ve Ko(o),
Kuug = v(“’“)uaKﬂ, Vue Ko, acP.

If o is a length category (i.e. each object M has a filtration0 = My C M| C ---C M, =M
such that M;11/M; is a simple object for any i), then H (/) has a Hopf algebra structure with
the following comultiplication A, counit € and antipode S:

AK) =K, ®K,,

Auy) = Z v(“’mwg;/ﬂuaKﬂ ®ug,
a,BeP Gy

€(ug) = 84,0, G(Ku) =1,

S(Ky) =K_,, S(ug) =0,

25 tana Gay t Qe
S(uV) = Z(_l)m Z v ZKI(O{MO{./) - a - gg‘/l"'amggl'"otm K*Vuﬁ
m>1 BEP, o1y €P 14

where P; = P \ {0} and gJ,...q,, is the number of all filtrations
0=M,CMy1C---CMy=YV,
such that M;_1/M; ~ V,, for any i.
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Remark 2.1. (1) The Hall algebra can be defined for any finitary abelian category and it is both
an algebra and a coalgebra. However, the heredity is needed to endow the Hall algebra with
the structure of a bialgebra. For details one can see Schiffmann’s lecture notes [24].

(2) The comultiplication (resp. antipode) was first defined by Green [11] (resp. the third-named
author [25]) in the case that < is the category of finite dimensional modules over a finite
dimensional hereditary algebra.

(3) If o7 is not a length category, then the comultiplication A takes value in the completion
H(/)®H(/). And H () is a topological bialgebra (see [3)).

2.4. The Drinfeld double of the Hall algebra

Now we write H+ (7) for the extended Hall algebra H (27) defined above. And we also write
the basis elements u instead of ug.

The “negative” extended Hall algebra, denoted by H ™~ (<), is defined to be the C-algebra with
basis {K,uy : u € Ko(#/), @ € P} and the following multiplication rules:

i =0 Yl KK = Ky
yeP

K, u, = v_(“’“)u;Kﬂ.
Similarly, if 7 is a length category, H~ (/) has a Hopf algebra structure:

AKy) =K, ® K,

- By 929B v = o
A(u)’) = Z v gﬁaua ®uﬂ K_o,
a,BeP ay
6(”;) = 505,0» E(Kp.) =1,
S(Ko) = K—q, S(ua)ZO,

_ 2> oo Aoy = - Aoy, -
S(My) — Z(_l)m Z v Zl</(0( aj)la—g())l/l"'amggm“'aluﬁ Ky.
m>1 BeP.ay,....ameP) Y

Actually in this case H~ (&) is the dual Hopf algebra of H*(&/) with opposite
comultiplication.
Following Ringel [22], we define a bilinear form ¢ : H (&) x H™ (&) —> C by

1
(P(KMM;_, Ku”E) — U—(M’V)—(Ol,v)-i-(uyﬁ)_gaﬂ’
Ay
for any w, vin Ko(&/) and «, B in P.
The bilinear form defined above is a skew-Hopf pairing on 71*/(42% ) X H™(&7). It induces
a Hopf algebra structure on H1 (o) ® H ™ (/) as follows. Let DH(<7) be the free product of
algebras H* (/) and H™ (/) subject to the following relations D (u,, u;) forallu;, € H™ ()

and ug e HY ():
D—, 2 1 2)— 1 2)— 2 -
3 a0 Pt a7y = 360 @ (6P a0,
i,j i,j

where A(uy) =Y, al.(l)f ® al.(z)*, A(u;;) = Zj b;]H ® b§2)+. Then ﬁl(d) is a (topological)
Hopf algebra.
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The double Hall algebra of the category <7 is defined to be the quotient of ﬁf—l(d ) by the
ideal generated by {K,, ® 1 —1® K_,, : n € Ko(2/)}. This algebra is called the reduced Drinfeld
double of the pairing (H™ (=), H™ (<), ¢), denoted by DH(.%). For details see [25].

The double Hall algebra has the following triangular decomposition

DH(#) =H"(#) ® T® H (&),

where T (resp. HY (&), H™ (&) is the subalgebra of DH(&/) generated by {K, : n € Ko()}
(resp. {u} : a € P}, {u; : a € P}). Itis easy to see that

H ()~ TQH (), HT () ~H () D T.

2.5. The Hall algebra of mod k Q

Let QO be a finite quiver, I be the set of vertices of Q. Denote by mod kQ the category of
finite dimensional nilpotent representations of Q over k. This is a hereditary length category.
So we have the Hall algebra H (mod kQ) and the extended Hall algebra H (mod k Q). The
composition subalgebra C (mod k Q) is defined to be the subalgebra of H (mod kQ) generated
by us, (i € I), where §; is the simple module in mod kQ corresponding to the vertex i. The
composition subalgebra provides a realization of the positive part of the quantum group U, (g)
(see the next section for definitions).

Theorem 2.2 (Ringel [21], Green [11]). Let g be the Kac—Moody algebra whose Dynkin
diagram is the underlying graph of Q. Then we have an isomorphism

C (mod kQ) ~ U (g),
where the image of the generator ug, is precisely the Chevalley generator E; for eachi € I.

Furthermore, C (mod k£ Q) ® T is a Hopf subalgebra of H (mod k£ Q). So we can construct the
reduced Drinfeld double DC (mod & Q), which is a subalgebra of DH (mod & Q). In this way the
above Ringel-Green theorem is extended to the whole quantum group.

Theorem 2.3 (/25]). The double composition algebra is isomorphic to the quantum group:
DC (mod kQ) >~ U,(g),
where u}“l > Ei ug > —v'F, K — K;.
3. Drinfeld’s presentation of quantum loop algebras
Throughout this section v is an indeterminate. This should not cause confusion with the
previous notation v = ,/g as later we will consider quantum groups (resp. quantum loop
algebras) with v specialized to ,/q.

3.1. Kac-Moody algebras

Let 7 be a finite set, C = (c;j);, jez be a generalized Cartan matrix. In this paper we only
consider the case that C is symmetric. Let g = g(C) be the Kac—Moody algebra associated to C,
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which is the complex Lie algebra generated by {e;, fi, h; : i € Z} with relations
[hi,hj1=0, Vi, jeI;
[hi, ej] = cije;, hi, fi1= —cijfj, Vi, jeTl,
lei, fi1=0ijhi, Vi, jeT;
(ade;)' e =0, (ad f;)! =0 f; =0, VieZandjeZ withi # j.

The root system of g is denoted by A. The simple roots are denoted by «;,i € Z. Let
Q0 = ®;c7 Za; be the root lattice, which is equipped with the Cartan bilinear form defined
by (a;, aj) = cij.

3.2. Quantum groups

First we recall the following standard notations:

[m] = - __U:] . VmeZ,
[n]'=[n]ln—1]---[1], VneN,
[n}:[n—]' Vn,t eN, t <n.
t [t'[n — t]!

The Drinfeld—Jimbo quantum group (or the quantized enveloping algebra) U,(g) of a
Kac—-Moody algebra g is the C(v)-algebra generated by {E;, F; : i € Z} and (K, : n € ZI}
with the following defining relations (see for example [17])

Ko=1, K,Ky,=K;+v, Yu,velZl;

Ky Ei =v"EK,,  K,Fi=v "“IFEK, Viel uell
Ki—K_;
El’Fj — FjE,' = 8ijv—

l—Cl'j
Z«n{hfqﬁ&ﬁ””Fa Vi#jeT
p=0

I—c;j
ZFWF;HWW#WﬁﬂLV#de
p=0

The quantized enveloping algebra has a natural triangular decomposition:

U@ = Uy (@ ® U (@) ® U (9),
where U, (g) (resp. U, (g), Ug(g)) is the subalgebra generated by E; (resp. F;, K,,).

3.3. The Loop algebra of g

The loop algebra of a Kac—Moody algebra g, denoted by Lg, is defined to be the Lie algebra
generated by {h; k, €.k, fik,c:i € L, k € Z} subject to the following relations:
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c is central in Lg,
[hik, hji]l = kdk, —icijc,
leiks fi1] = 8i jhikyi + kdk,—ic,
[hik.eji] =cijejivk, ik, fia]l = —cij fiiks
leik+1,ej]l = leik, ejiv1], Lfikrts fial = Uik, [l
leiks leigys [ .-, [eik, eji]l.. ]I =0, forn=1-c¢;,

Uik Uikas Lo Uik S - N1 =0, forn =1 —cj.

It is clear that there is an embedding of Lie algebras g <> Lg assigning e;, f;, h; to
ei.0, fi.0, hi o respectively.

Set Q = Q @ Z45. We can extend the Cartan form to @ by setting (§,«) = 0 for all @ € Q
Lgis Q-graded by se’t\ting deg(e; ) = o; + k6, deg(fix) = —a; + kS and deg(h; x) = k§. The
root system of Lgis A = Z*§ U {A + Zs} (see [20]).

For each root & € Q, we call it real if (o, ®) = 2, and imaginary if (o, «) < 0.

Remark 3.1. (1) If g is a complex simple Lie algebra, Lg is isomorphic to g = g[t, '] @ Cc,
which is an affine Kac—-Moody algebra. The assignment ¢; ; +— e;tk, fik — f,-tk, hix —
hit*and ¢ — ¢ gives the isomorphism (see [9]).

(2) In general, L£g and g are not Kac-Moody algebras. And the above assignment only yields a
surjective homomorphism L£g — g, whose kernel was described in [20].

3.4. Quantum loop algebras

The quantum loop algebra (with zero central charge) U,(Lg) is the C(v)-algebra generated
by xfk, h; and K,."—Ll fori € 7,k € Z, and | € Z* subject to the following relations:

[Ki, Kj]=[Ki, hj;] =0, (1)
[(hig, hjr]l =0, )
+ 1 tei *
Kixi K =v-%xj, 3)
+ 1 +
(i, xj,k] = i?[lcij]xj’k+ly (@)
+ o+ toij ot o+ de; o+ o+ + £

Xik1 X0 VX X e S VXX T X X (&)

1 n
t + + 4+ 4+ +

Symk' """ en Z(_l) |:t:| iy " g X j X i ke ik = 0, (6)

=0

where i # j,n = 1—¢;j and Symy  , denotes symmetrization with respect to the indices
ki,...,kn,. And
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b o Ykl — Gk
[xi,k’xj,l] = Jjj W, @)

where ¥; x and ¢; ; are defined by the following equations:

o0
D Wisut = K;exp ((v -vh Zhi,kuk> ,
k=1

k>0

o0
Z(pi’_ku_k = Kfl exp (—(v — v_l) Zhi,_ku_k> .
k>0 k=1

Remark 3.2. If g is a simple Lie algebra, the above definition of U,(Lg) is the so-called
Drinfeld’s new realization of quantum affine algebras. Namely in this case, U, (Lg) is isomorphic
to the Drinfeld—Jimbo quantized enveloping algebra U, (g) (see [8,2] for details).

4. The category of coherent sheaves on weighted projective lines

Now we introduce the category of coherent sheaves on weighted projective lines as studied
in [10]. In this section k denotes an arbitrary field.

4.1. Weighted projective lines

Letp = (p1, p2, ..., pn) € N, Consider the Z-module
L(p)=7xX, ®Lir ® - ® LX) J

where J is the submodule generated by {p1X1 — psXsls = 2,...,n}. Set ¢ = p1x; = ---
PnXn € L(p).

The polynomial ring k[Xq, ..., X,] has a structure of L(p)-graded algebra by setting
deg X; = X;. We will denote it by S(p).

Let A = {11, ..., Ay} be a collection of distinct closed points (of degree 1) on the projective
line P! (k). Let I (p, 1) be the L(p)-graded ideal of S(p) generated by {X* — (X5 —1,XV")]...}.
Set S(p, A) = S(p)/I(p, 1), which is also an L(p)-graded algebra. For any i, we denote by x;
the image of X; in S(p, A).

Let X, , = SpecgrS(p, A) be the set of all prime homogeneous ideals in S(p, A). This is the
so-called weighted projective line. The pair (p, A) is called the weight type of X, 5. The number
pi is the weight of the point A;.

In the following we will fix a weight type (p, A) and write § = S(p, ), X = X, , for short.

4.2. Coherent sheaves on X ;,

For any homogeneous element f € S,let Vy = {p € X|f € p}and Dy =X\ Vy.

The structure sheaf O is defined to be the sheaf of L(p)-graded algebras on X associated to
the presheaf Dy +— Sy, where Sy = {g/f'lg € S,1 € N}. We denote by ¢’x-Mod the category
of sheaves of L(p)-graded &x-modules on X.
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For any X € L(p) and any L(p)-graded Ox-module .#, we denote by .# (X) the shift of .#
by X (i.e. # (X)[y] = A [X + ¥]). A sheaf .# of L(p)-graded Ox-module is called coherent if
there exists an open covering {U;} of X and for each i an exact sequence

N M
P oxioly, » P oxknly, — Ay, — 0.

s=1 t=1

The category of coherent sheaves on X, denoted by Coh(X), is a full subcategory of &%-
Mod. It has been proved in [10] that Coh(X) is a k-linear hereditary, Hom- and Ext-finite abelian
category.

4.3. The structure of the category Coh(X)

Let .% be the full subcategory of Coh(X) consisting of all locally free sheaves, and .7 be
the full subcategory consisting of all torsion sheaves. Both .# and .7 are extension-closed.
Moreover, 7 itself is a hereditary length abelian category. The following lemma was proved
in [10].

Lemma 4.1. (1) For any sheaf .# € Coh(X), it can be decomposed as M; ® My where
My € T and My € F.
(2) Hom(4,, M y) = Bxt\ (M s, M) = 0, for any M, € T and My € F.

To describe .7 more precisely, we need a classification of the closed points in X. Recall that
X = SpecgrS(p, A). According to [10], each A; corresponds to the prime ideal generated by x;,
called an exceptional point. And any other homogeneous prime is given by a prime homogeneous
polynomial F(x!", xJ?) € k[T}, T»], which is called an ordinary points.

Let p = l.c.m(py, ..., pn). The degree of a closed point is defined by setting deg(A;) = p/pi
for any i and deg(x) = pd for any ordinary point x corresponding to a prime homogeneous
polynomial of degree d.

Let C, be the cyclic quiver with r vertices. More precisely, for r = 1, Cy is just the quiver
with only one vertex and one loop arrow. For r > 2, the vertices of C, are indexed by Z/rZ and
the arrows are from i to i — 1 for each i. Denote by rep,(C, )« the category of finite-dimensional
nilpotent representations of C, over the field k. The following lemma, due to [10], describes the
structure of the subcategory 7.

Lemma 4.2. (1) The category 7 decomposes as a coproduct T = ||, .x Jx, where T is the
subcategory of torsion sheaves with support at x.

(2) For any ordinary point x of degree d, let ky denote the residue field at x. Then J, is
equivalent to the category repy(C1)xk, .

(3) For any exceptional point 1; (1 < i < n), the category J, is equivalent to repy(Cp, ).

4.4. Indecomposable objects in T

We first give a description of the simple objects in 7.
For any ordinary point x of degree d, let m, denote the prime homogeneous polynomial
corresponding to x. Then multiplication by m, gives the exact sequence
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0 — Ox — Ox(dc) — Sy — 0.

Sy is the unique (up to isomorphism) simple sheaf in the category . Moreover, for any
k € L(p) we have S, (k) = S;.
For any exceptional point A;, multiplication by x; yields the exact sequence

0— Ox((j — DX;) — Ox(j%;) - S5 —> 0, foreachj, 1 <j < pi.

And {S;|1 < j < pi}is a complete set of pairwise non-isomorphic simple sheaves in the
category 7, for any i (1 < i < n). Moreover, for any k = > kix; we have S;- (l_c)) =
S}‘H‘i (mod p;)*

Now we describe the indecomposable objects. Recall the following well-known results on
representation theory of cyclic quivers.

(1) In the category repy(C1), the set of isomorphism classes of indecomposables is {S(a)|a € N},
where S = S(1) is the only simple representation, and S(a) is the unique indecomposable
representation of length a.

For any partition u = (u; > --- > uy), let S(u) = @i S(u;). Then any object in
repo(C1) is isomorphic to S(u) for some ft.

(2) In the category repy(C,), we have r simple representations S; = §;(1) (1 < j < r).
Denote by S;(a) the unique indecomposable representation with top S; and length a. Then
{Sj(@|1 < j < r,a € N} is the set of all isomorphism classes of indecomposables in
rep(C;).

The above results, combined with Lemma 4.2, give a classification of indecomposable objects
in 7. We denote by S (a) the unique indecomposable object of length a in 7%, for any ordinary
point x. And for any exceptional point A;, the indecomposable objects in .7, are denoted by
Si@ (1= j<piael).

4.5. The Grothendieck group and the Euler form

The following proposition (see [10]) gives an explicit description of the Grothendieck group
of Coh(X).

Proposition 4.3.

Ko(Coh(X)) = (Z[0x] & ZIOx )] & @D ZIS| /1
iJ

where I is the subgroup generated by {Zfizl[S;] +[Ox]1—[Oc@]li =1,...,n}.

In the following we simply write & for 0. Set
pi
§=[0@]—[01=>)_[Si]. fori=1,....n.
j=I

To calculate the Euler form on K((Coh(X)), we have the following lemma (see [23]).
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Lemma 4.4. The Euler form (—, —) on Ko(Coh(X)) is given by

(0.8)=0.  (8.IS{h=0.  ([s}1.8)=0,

; L ifj=pi

01, [SH]) =
(o 180) {0 Fih
i _ )t =l
([$51.101) = {0 ifi

Lfi=ilj=]
(L IS5 =11 ifi=i',j=j+1(mod pi)
0 otherwise.

5. Main results
5.1

From now on we fix a finite field k = F, and set v = ,/q. And we also fix a weight type
(see 4.1):

p=(p1..... Pn), A=, )

Consider the weighted projective line X = X, ;. and the category of coherent sheaves Coh(X).
We keep the notions in the last section.

Since Coh(X) is a k-linear hereditary, Hom- and Ext-finite abelian category, we have the Hall
algebra H(Coh(X)) and the double Hall algebra DH(Coh(X)), as in Sections 2.2 and 2.4.

The subcategory 7 (resp. Z;, for any closed point x in X) is a hereditary length abelian
category. Thus we can define the Hall algebra H(.Z") (resp. H(Z;)). It is clear that H(.Z") and
H(.7;) are sub-Hopf algebras of H(Coh(X)), since the categories .7 and .7, are stable under
taking extensions, subobjects and quotients.

5.2

In this and the next subsection we define some element 7, € H(.7), for any r € N,
following [23].

For any ordinary point x of degree d, we know that .7, is equivalent to the category of finite-
dimensional nilpotent representations of the quiver Cy over k. (see Lemma 4.2). Since k = F,
we know that ky = F a. Thus we have the following isomorphism:

O, tH(CF,, — H(%),

where H(C 1)]Fq , 1s the Hall algebra associated to the category rep,(C 1)Fq g

Let A = Clz1,22,.. .]600 be Macdonald’s ring of symmetric functions (see [18]). The
following result is well-known, due to Hall.
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Theorem 5.1. There exists an isomorphism of algebras T : A ~ H(C)g, given by e, >
v DS (17), for any r > 1, where e, is the r-th elementary symmetric function.

Let p, denote the r-th power-sum symmetric function and set h, = [:—] T (p;). Then
[r]
h == ‘,”Z,,"(l(“) — 1DSe(),

where n(l) = IIl_ (1 — v¥) (see [18]).
Foreachr € N, set

0 ifrtd
" ety ifr | d.

5.3

For any exceptional point A;, 7, is equivalent to the category repy(Cp,)x. Thus we have an
isomorphism

9}»,‘ :H(C[J,')k - H(%,)v

where H(C ), )y is the Hall algebra associated to the category rep,(Cp, ).

For any positive integer m, there is a natural fully faithful functor ¢,, : repy(C,) — repg
(Cm+1) whose image is the full subcategory consisting of all objects X such that Hom(X, S,,,) =
Hom(S;,+1, X) = 0. The functor ¢,, induces an embedding of Hall algebras H(C,,) —
H(Cpit1):

us, forl <i<m
us;, — .
USy41(2) = VUS,,  US, = US,Us,,, fori=m.

Hence the composition ¢,,—1 o --- o 12 o ¢] of functors gives an embedding of categories
repg(C1) < repg(Cp), which induces an embedding of Hall algebras:

v :H(Cy) — H(Cp).
Set

hr,)»,' = 9}»,‘ o W(hr)

Finally we define
T, = Y h,, € H(Coh(X)),
xeX

where the sum is taken over all closed points x on X.
54
We also need some notations in [13] for the Hall algebra of H(C,,). For any 1 <[ < m, let

M|« be the set of all isomorphism classes of modules M in repy(C,,) such that dim M = « and
soc(M) S S1 @@ S;.
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Let §,, be the sum of dimension vectors of all simple modules, i.e. the minimal imaginary root
for Cy,. For any r € N, set

Cl,r — (_1)rv—21r Z (_1)dimEnd(M)aMuM c H(Cm)
MGM],ram

Then define p; , € H(C},) via the following generating function

d
= v, T = ——log Cu(T),
r>1 dT

where C/(T) =1+, ¢, T".
And define

[r]

Ty = ——Plr-
r

For any exceptional point A; on X, let n; ¢ = O (). It is not difficult to see that
ﬂ{’r = hr,ki-
Remark 5.2. It was proved in [12] that there is an algebra isomorphism H(C,,) =~ Uj (Qm)
® Z, where Z = C[pu.1, Pm,2, - - .] is a central subalgebra of H(C,,) and the element p,, , is
homogeneous of degree r§,,.

5.5

We can associate a star-shaped graph I to the weight type (p, A):

[L.1] [1.2] [1.p1—1]
° ° °

[2,1] [2,2] e [2,p2—1]
° ° .

X

[n,1] [n,2] ... [n,pn—1]
° ° °

As marked in the graph, the central vertex is denoted by . There are n branches and in each
branch there are p; — 1 (1 < i < n) vertices respectively. We denote by [i, j] the jth vertex in
the ith branch. Let Iy = {x, [i, j]|1 <i <n,1 < j < p; — 1} denote the set of vertices of I'.

Consider the Kac—-Moody algebra g = g(I") associated to the graph I". As in 3.3 and 3.4, we
have the loop algebra Lg and its quantized enveloping algebra U, (Lg). The root systems of g
and Lg are denoted by A and A respectively. In view of the graph I, the simple roots in A are
denoted by oy and o5, for 1 <i <mand 1 < j < p; — 1. We also know that A = Z*§ U
{A+ Z35}.
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From Proposition 4.3, there is a natural isomorphism of Z-modules Ky(Coh(X)) = Q given
by
[Si]1+— ajj, forl<j<pi—1,1<i<n,
) pi—1
[S),1—>8— Y ay, forl<i<n,
j=1
[OkE)] — ax +k§, fork e Z.

Now by Lemma 4.4 we have the following result.

Lemma 5.3. The symmetric Euler form on Kyo(Coh(X)) coincides with the Cartan form on Q
5.6

In [23] (also see [24]) Schiffmann has proved that the Hall algebra H(Coh(X)) provides a
realization of the quantized enveloping algebra of a certain nilpotent subalgebra of Lg, denoted
by U,().

Let us recall the definition of U,(n). First, for each i, we denote by U; the subalgebra of
Uy,(Lg) generated by x[jf.’j]’k, hyi 1. and K[ﬂ] 1<j<pi—1lkeZleZ\{0) Itis
clear that this subalgebra is isomorphic to U, (g[ pi)- Denote the Chevalley generators of U, (;[ i)
by E’/ and FJ’ (1 < j < pi). Then the image of E; under Beck’s isomorphism is x[J{,j]YO, for
1 < j < pi — 1. But the image of E! .» which we denote by ¢;, is not a Drinfeld generator. Now

let Ul.+ be the subalgebra generated by x[‘}’ 1.0 and &;. Thus Ui+ is isomorphic to the standard

positive part of U, (5:\[,,,.). Finally, U, () is defined to be the subalgebra of U,(Lg) generated by
X b, and U (k€ Z,r 21,1 <i <n).
Now let C(Coh(X)) be the subalgebra of H(Coh(X)) generated by ugz), ug and T, for
J
keZ,1 <i<n,1 <j<p;iandr € N. Itis called the composition algebra of Coh(X). The
following theorem was proved by Schiffmann.

Theorem 5.4 (/23]). The assignment ij] o> ug forl < j <pi—1¢+ Ugi, » Xk >

UGke)> hsr = Ty gives an epimorphism of algebras
& : Uy(n) — C(Coh(X)).
Moreover, if g is of finite or affine type, ® is an isomorphism.

The subalgebra U, (1) can be viewed as a certain “positive part” of U,(Lg). But by definition
it is not generated by part of Drinfeld generators. Thus the correspondence between generators
of C(Coh(X)) and Drinfeld generators of U, (Lg) is not completely explicit.

As in 2.4, we have the double Hall algebra DH(Coh(X)). We define the double
composition algebra DC(Coh(X)) to be the subalgebra of DH(Coh(X)) generated by
C(Coh(X)), C™(Coh(X)) (the subalgebra of H™ (Coh(X)) defined similar to C(Coh(X))) and
the torus T. Recall that T = {K,|o¢ € Ko(Coh(X))}. The following notations will be used:
Ky« = K5}, Kji,j) = K[Si.] forl <i<n,1<j<p—1

We will show that the Drinfeld generators and relations for the whole quantum loop algebra
can be fully understood in the double composition algebra.
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57
We keep the notations in the previous subsections.

Note that in 5.3 and 5.4 we have defined the elements 7%, JT;- « in the Hall algebra H(Coh(X))

forany 1 <i <n,1 <j < p; —1andk > 1. Similarly we can define the elements 7, 7[]—,’{ in
the negative Hall algebra H™ (Coh(X)).
Moreover, we define

l 2ydim End(M)—1
0t =07, > A= A)ImEOD=L T Ky g,
MeMiis-;
- —F A= 2 dim End(M)— 1 —
m;=—v76y, . = Uy | K jy-
MeMj+l,5—ej

The following theorem is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 5.5. For any star-shaped graph I, let g be the Kac—Moody algebra and X be the
weighted projective line associated to I' respectively. Then the following elements together with
{Ks; € T|s € Iy} in the double Hall algebra DH(Coh(X)) satisfy the defining relations of the
quantum loop algebra U,(Lg) (see 3.4).

T, s=x%x,r>0
-7, s=xr<0
hsr=\mi =@ +v "k, 47l s=1[i,jl, r>0
_nj_—&l-l,—r + @ + v_r)n;ir - nj_—ll,—r s=1[i,jl, <0
ufg(ﬁ) s=x%x,1te€Z
+ T .
uS;-_ s=1[i,j], t=0
4 .
X, m[hn,ﬂ,,,x;ﬂ,ol s=1[i,jl, 1=1
" s=lijl 1=~1
—k .
- 2k][h ks X[, j]’_l] s=1[i,jl,t=—k—-1,k>0
_U”ﬁ(—tz) s=% tel
n s=1i,jl, t=1
—k h =[i,jl,t=k k>0
X5 [2k][ [i,jl.k> [l]]l] s=1[,jl,t=k+1, k>
—vuS_ s=1Ii,jl,t=0
J
k I
= 2k][ kx[lj] 1 s=1[i,jl, t=—k, k>0.

The proof of this theorem consists of the next three sections.

Remark 5.6. (1) By the above theorem we have an algebra homomorphism

Z : Uy(Lg) - DH(Coh(X)).



R. Dou et al. / Advances in Mathematics 231 (2012) 2593-2625 2609

The image of =’ is in fact the double composition algebra DC(Coh(X)). This can be easily
seen from the following results proved in [13]:

L= n - - a7t .
ug = (-1) [_WS"__I’ ey [—vusé, ﬁi’l]v—l]v—lK[Slpi],

where the v-commutator is defined as in Lemma 6.4. And for any i, the elements 7’
W+ r)n + JTJ Ly and ’71,/' are in 6;(C(Cp,)) C C(Coh(X)).

(2) Shortly after the first version of this paper appeared in arXiv, Burban and Schiffmann proved
in [4] that the extended composition algebra C(Coh(X)) ® T is a topological sub-bialgebra
of H(Coh(X)) ® T. Thus we can construct the reduced Drinfeld double of the algebra
C(Coh(X)). Now it is clear that our double composition algebra DC(Coh(X)) coincides with
the reduced Drinfeld double of C(Coh(X)). However, we do not need this result throughout
the paper.

(3) We expect that our homomorphism = is injective, namely = : U,(Lg) =~ DC(Coh(X)),
at least in the case that g is of finite or affine type. Note that it was shown in [4] that
the two algebras U,(Lg) and DC(Coh(X)) are isomorphic in the finite type case, where
the isomorphism is induced by a derived equivalence functor of the category Coh(X)
and representations of a certain tame quiver. But it is difficult to understand Drinfeld’s
presentation by such isomorphisms. In particular, even if our = is an isomorphism, it cannot
be the isomorphism induced by a derived equivalence functor for most cases. We will give a
more detailed explanation in Section 9.

J+1r_

6. Relations in the subalgebras isomorphic to U, (;[ pi)
6.1. Relations in each tube 9,

Recall the star-shaped graph I' in 5.5. We can see that for any fixed i € {1,2,...,n}, the
full subgraph consisting of vertices {[7, j]|l < j < p; — 1} is a Dynkin diagram of type
Ap, 1. Thus the relations to be satisfied by the elements x[ﬂfj] © hii jrforalll < j < p; — 1,
k € Z,r € Z \ {0} are actually the defining relations of U, (5[1,1) We will prove them in this
section.

Note that by definition the elements x[l il k,x[l i hiijrforl < j<p—1, k€N,
[,r € N* are all in the subalgebra H(.7;,), which is 1som0rphlc to H(C),,). Thus we can use the
method developed by Hubery in [13], where he explicitly wrote down the elements in H(C),)
satisfying Drinfeld relations of U, +(5[m) Then by the isomorphism @,,, we can transfer the
result to H(.73,) C H(Coh(X)). Namely we have the following.

Proposition 6.1 ([13]). For any fixed i € {1,2,...,n}, the elements x[‘;j]yk, x[j.’j]’l, hii j),r for
1 <j<pi—1,keN,l, r e N*satisfy the Drinfeld relations of Uj(;[pi).

This result can be easily extended to U, (;[ pi)-

Corollary 6.2. For any fixed i € {1,2,...,n}, the elements x[jf/] whiijr foralll < j <
pi — 1,k € Z,r € Z\ {0} satisfy the Drinfeld relations for U, (ﬁ[p,)

The proof will be given in 6.3.
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6.2. Beck’s isomorphism for U, (;[m)

In this subsection we briefly recall Beck’s isomorphism in [2].

Let W be the Weyl group of sl,,,. The simple reflections s1, ..., s,,—1 generate W. Let P be
the weight lattice and Q be the root lattice. The fundamental weights are denoted by wy, ...,
Wm—1-

The extended affine Weyl group is defined to be the semi-direct product VTQ: P x W, where
(x, 0)(x', ') = (x + 0 (x), ww'). And the affine Weyl group associated to sl is the subgroup
W = QO x W. We have the decomposition W = W x (Z/mZ), where the cyclic group Z/mZ
has a generator T = (w1, 5152 -+ - Sm—1)-

Set s, = (w1 + Om—1, 5152+ Sm—1 " -5751). Then {s1, 52, e SmN} is a set of generators of
the affine Weyl group W. We can extend the length function on W to W by setting /() = 0.

Note that the fundamental weights, considered as elements in VNV, have the following reduced
expressions in terms of the generators s; and 7:

0 =T (Sp—i - Sm—1) -+ (52 - 8i41) (51 - 5).

The braid group associated to W is the group with generators T, (w_€ W) the relations
T,T) = Ty if l(w) + (o) = l(ww'). Following Lusztig, it acts on U, (sl,,) (see 3.2) via the
following rules:

T(E) = —FK;, T:(F)=-K'E,  Ti(Ke)=Ksws
TEN= Y. (DT EVEED, fori#j,
r+s=—cij
L(Fy= Y (DVF FFY, fori#j
r+s=—cijj
T:(K;) = K41, T:(E)) = Eiq1, T (F;) = Fiq1

where E(r) E7/Ir]Y, F(r) F[/[r]' and (c;j)1<i, j<m is the Cartan matrix associated to sl
Forlfz gm—land] € 7, let
xi = EDITIE), ) = DT T E).
Forl1 <i <m —1, k > 0, define &; ; via the following generating functions
Kiexp((v — v Tesohixu®) = Zj=oiu,
where ¥ = (v — v )[E;, T, (F;)] forl > 0and ¥; o = K

ir Loy,
Similarly, define A; _j via

Ki_l exp((v™! — v) Simohi k) = S0t _u!

where ¢; _; = (v — v O[F;, T! (Ej)]forl > 0and 0= Kl._l.

ir Lo,
The following is now well-known; see [2] for the proof.

Theorem 6.3. Uv(slm) is generated by the elements x o hi g, KjE , where 1 < i < m —
l,j € Z and k € Z \ {0}. The defining relations are Drlnfeld relatzons Sfor Uy(Lsly). Thus
the Drinfeld—Jimbo presentation of Uv(slm) is isomorphic to the Drinfeld presentation of
U, (Lsly,).
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6.3. The proof of Proposition 6.1 and Corollary 6.2

Proposition 6.1 is a result of Hubery [13]. Corollary 6.2 follows easily by a similar method.

Now we briefly recall the arguments in [13]. Let C,,, be the cyclic quiver with m vertices and
consider the Hall algebra H(C,,). The composition algebra C(C,,) is the subalgebra of H(C,,)
generated by ug, for 1 <i < m. We know that the composition subalgebra C(C,) is isomorphic
to U +(5[m) (Theorem 2.2) and the reduced Drinfeld double DC(C,,) is isomorphic to U, (sl;,)
(Theorem 2.3). And the isomorphism is given by

us, = Ej, —vugl_ — Fj.
We also know that U, (;[m) is isomorphic to U, (Lsl,,). Let
Y : DC(Cp,) ~ Uy(Lslyy,)

be the composition of two isomorphisms mentioned above.

Now if we can find the inverse images of the elements xfj, h; r under 7', they should certainly
satisfy the Drinfeld relations.

By Theorem 6.3 we have

X =DV, (R, X = (=D T T, (B,

Recall that w; = ti(s,H-.--sn,l)--~(sz~~~si+1)(s1~~~si). By induction, we have the
following result.

Lemma 64. For 1 <i <m — 1, we have
Ty, (Fi) = —Ki[Em, En—1,..., Eiy1, E1, E2, ..., Ei 1)1,
Tw (E)) = —[Fi—1..... Fa, Fi, Fip1, ... Fpot, FuloK;
where [a, b], = ab — vba, and |[a, b, c], = [[a, bly, c].

We identify E; (resp. F;) with uj; (resp. —vug,). Further calculations yield

Y — gt ut ut
Ta)i(Fl)_ K[uv n(m—i)? Hspo ty - Ug, l]U L
Ta)i (FL)KI_I — (_l)lvl—m—l Z (1 _ v2)d1m End(M)_lML-
MGMH—I,S—EJ-
Therefore, we have
+ _ o+
Xi0 = Ug;»
x| = ol Z (1— v2)dlm End(M)—lu-QA;IKi.
MeMiii -
In a similar way, we have
Xio = Ug;»
+ -1, 1—i 2\dim End(M)—1,,— - —
X, _g=-vw Z (1 —v%) uyK; .

MeMii15-
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The inverse image of the elements /; ; in the Hall algebra can be found by induction using
the fact that 7, . (see 5.4) is central and primitive in the Hall algebra. And the result is

hi,k =Tif1,k — (vk + v_k)rr,;k + i1k, fork > 0.
Again by a similar method we have

i+1k o + U_k)ﬂ,fk +m_1), fork>0.

hi— = —(m

Finally, the elements x:r ; (j #0,—1) and xl.f ; (j # 0,1) are determined by the relation
3.4 (4).

7. Relations in H(Coh(X))

In this section we focus on the elements xafj] o xﬁj] 1 hi, 1,0 x;‘:r, and Ay, where 1 < i
<n,1<j<pi—1,k>0,l,t € Nandr € Z. These are the elements belonging to the positive
Hall algebra H(Coh(X)).

7.1. The known relations

First, for reader’s convenience, we list the relations which have already been proved in [23].

(@ Forl <i<n,r, neNandk eZ,

(2r]
[Tyrs uowe)] = T UOWnD),

+ _ [r] +
(Lo Xianr ) = =7 %0004

(b) Forty, 1 € Z,
2 2

Uo(t+DOUC (1) — V UOnHUO(11+1)0) = V UG OUG(+1)E) — UO(+ DU (16)-

(c)Forl <i<n,r,ri,rpeNandt, 1,1, € Z,
+ + B + ot ot + _
Sym,, ,, {x[i,1],r1x[i,1],r2”ﬁ(tc) - [2]x[i,1],r1uﬁ(ft')x[i,]]‘rZ + uﬁ(ft')x[i,]]‘rlx[i,]],rz} =0,
+ + +

Symz,,zz{”ﬁ(tﬁ)”ﬁ(tzi)x[i,l],r = Rluomaxg gy, mome + x[i,u,r”ﬁ(tﬁ)”ﬁ(tz?)} =0.

(d Forl<i<n,rr;,rpeNandt € Z,
ot —1_+ o o+ + B
Uoe+DOX 1, — VUV X, /400 =V UOEH X 1,41 — *[i1],r+1%010)»
+ + 2+ + _ 2.+ + + +
i 0415010~ VX M 0+ T Y 1 Y 0 T 10 1

For any two elements arising from different tubes, we know that they commute with each
other as there are no non-trivial extensions between torsion sheaves belonging to different tubes.

Moreover, from the last section we know that the elements in each H(.7;,) (1 < i < n) satisfy
the required relations.

7.2. The remaining relations

Lemma 7.1. (1) [Aj; j1x, higm] =0, forany1 <i <n,1<jl<p;—1, k,meN.
) i j10, el =0, foranyl <i<n,1<j<p;—1,LkeN
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Proof. We deduce [71/"., o nli’m] = 0 by the embedding of algebras

H,(C)) = Hy(Ca) -+ — Hv(cpi)
and the fact that ; ¢ 18 in the center of H, (C;) (see the remark in 5.4). The first equation follows.

For the second one, we have [A(; j.1, h« k] = [hi 1,05 n{ J=0. 0

Lemma 7.2. [h*,,,x;,/]’k] =0, foranyl <i <n,2<j<pi—1,1keN.

Proof. First we prove the case k = 0, we know that xg 1.0 = HUgi- Assume that ug is a
W J
term with non-zero coefficient in the expression of s, ; = T;, where ¢ is a torsion sheaf. We
only need to consider the direct summand % of & belonging to 7;,. We have [#] = [§ and
top(F) = Sy D Sy - - - @ S, soc(F) = S; @ S} -+ - D S]. Itis clear that [u &, u g ] = 0. Thus we
J

get [hy g, x[d;j]’o] =0.

For the general case, one just need to apply ad(%(;, j1,x) to the above formula. [
Lemma 7.3. [hy 1. x; 1] = xp; ) o foranyl €N, 1 <i <nand k > 1.
Proof. Again we first consider the simplest case, namely the case k = 1.

We know that x[;l]’l = ”Sé(p[—l)K[iall' It is not difficult to see that [né’k, x[?,l],l] = 0. Hence
we have

1 [l _

(74,1, x[;',l],l] = [hy;, x[?')]]y]] = m[h[i,l],lv x[?]])]] = Tx[i,l],l+1'

For k > 1, we have

_ (k- 1) B
(ot X7, 19,) = m[h*,l, lhi k=15 % 17111
—(k-1) -
= ———lhini-1,[h :
D — 1)][ i, 10.k=1s [, X5 4741
—(k-1) 1] _ [ _
T 2= 1)]T[h[i’l]’k_l’x[i,l],Hl] = Tk U

Lemma 7.4. [h*sl’x[zj'],k] =0foranyl <i<n,2<j<pi—1,leNandk>1.
Proof. The case k = 1 can be proved in the same way as Lemma 7.2. For k£ > 1 we just apply
ad(h[l-,j],k). D

Lemma 7.5. [x:k,x[zj]’l] =0, foranykeZ,1<i<n, 1<j<p —1

Proof. We first consider the case j = 1. Note that x[;l],l =ugi _I)K[i,l], so we have

(pi
0 i 1y Kti) = Xty Kiioy = g 1y Kl
= (g () = V7 g (V) Kl
We know that
Hom(6 (ké), So(pi — 1)) = k,
Ext! (0/(k?), S (pi — 1)) = Hom(S)(p; — 1), O(kS)) = 0.
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Thus we have

+ _ o . + .2 o
X k" si(pi—1) = VO ke)@ S} (pi—1)° Ui (pi—1)%sk = V UGkD@S] (pi—1)*

Then it follows that [x* o us, (pi _I)K nl=0.
Now assume j > 2, in this case we know that

- — (—p)/ Tk, , ,
x[i’j]’l—( v) K[l>J][”S(’)(pi—j)7”S17" uS; l]v—l.

It suffices to prove [x:k, [u S (pi—j)* Usi 1,-11 = 0, which can be deduced using the following
identities:

Ui (pi— U Ok = VUO RS s (p;— )
-1
Usitoke) =V (”ﬁ(ki)”s'l' + U oki+7))

us(")(p[_j)“ﬁ(kE—&-},-) = UOoke+ip U s} (pi—j)- O

Lemma 7.6. (A1, x; 1= =Hx},  foranyl <i <n, | eNandk € Z.
Proof. For fixed i, we know that the following relation holds (see Corollary 6.2):

Wi, i1k — Pli, j1.k+H
v—op! '

+ - _
¥ 1 X, jpid =
Now we set
5 = [x[z 10 X1, 1K ) 1] = o — ] ——Vun-K 1]'

By the definition of vr; 1), we have

r—1
rhin =r& =Y (0 —v" Dshi g (x1)
s=1

The definition of & yields

i+ , 2 +
& = X1 (1) ~ VTS - i1
Thus we have
i I . . 2, . + -
Euous = i Lr=1%8i(pi—1HUOGkS) = VUG (g 1) i 11,r—14 O k0
+ o 2 + B
= VX1 40D s (pi—1) T VRS (i =111, 11 O (KO -
We claim that the following identity holds:
. . . . U .
Eugne) = uouot + (0T = Vugenaéi_1 v 0T —Vugwi2oé 2
—(r=2) /. —1 i —(r—1
+ v 0T = Vuggr—noE — v Vuerne.- (*2)
Now we prove the claim by induction on 7.

— i _ . a2 .
When r = 1, we have §| = ”S{”S(')(p[—l) v MS(’)(p,'—l)uSi'
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Also we have
-1
usingad) =V Ugapes; T UOKE+T)):
UokoUsi = Uoapes)
-1
Ugi(pi—HUOke+i;) =V (u//’(kE-Q—E,')GBS(")(p,'—l) +uor+12)
UOke+iDUs) (pi—1) = Yo ke+i@Si(pi—1)"
Thus we deduce that
i 2
Eluone = VUGUG kU] (p—1) — U Ui (pi =) 51U O (k)
= UOkeUsitsi (p;—1) T UOUE+iD U] (pi—1)
T VUG (i~ Ok U s — VUi (p, 1O (ke+37)
= UOke)Usitsi (p—1) T UOUE+T) U] (pi—1)
2
TV UOKOUS] (p—1y)sT T UOKEHTNUS] (pi—1) — O+ 1)E)
= Uk — UO(k+1)0)-
Then we assume that (x2) holds for r — 1. By [23] 4.13, we have
Sruows = Wowdb 1 + 5 21ornd — VUok+1DE U
—vug Uoaa§ 1 T 5 2Uo k1) — VHOG+ DS —2)
. . _1‘
= Uokdt — VUOUhr1DE 1 TV E Ukt )P

This completes the proof of (x2). And the lemma is a consequence of (%2) and (x1). O

Lemma 7.7. (1) [x[f.,/.],l,x:k]zo,forl <i<n2<j<pi—11>0andk €Z.
@) [, x5 1=0for1<i<n2<j<pi—1,leNandk € Z

Proof. First we observe that (2) is a consequence of (1), since [A[; j1,1, x:k] = 0 if and only if
[[x[J{.’j]J_l, x[;j]’l], x:k] = 0 and we know that [x[;j]’1 s x::k] = 0 by Lemma 7.5.
Note that [x[J{.’ 1,00 x;fk] = 0, because there is no non-trivial extension between ¢ (kc) and S}
for j > 2.
Now we argue by induction on j. When j = 2, using Lemma 7.6 we have
—I

0]
- N
= m[[h[i,l],z, Xprlsugi1=0.

Assume that for 1 < j < m the relation holds, we also have [A(;, j1.1, x:k] =0forl < j <m.
Hence

[x[-:_"Z]’lv x:k] = [lAgi,11.05 “55], x::k]

—I
+ + + +
[x[i,m],l’ x*’k] ES m[[h[i,m—l],lv x[i,m],O]’ x*’k]
l

= —[[rfim—110> % 4], X[J{,m]’o] =0. O

(1
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Lemma 7.8. [x[:',j],l’x::k] =0foranyl <i<n,1<j<pi—1,1>1andk € Z.

Proof. For the case | = 1 this is just Lemma 7.5. For [ > 1 we apply ad(h; j;,,) and use
Lemmas 7.6 and 7.7(2). [

8. Relations in DH(Coh(X))

We prove all the Drinfeld relations in this section. In the last section we have proved the
relations in H(Coh(X)). In the same way we can prove the relations in H™ (Coh(X)). So we
focus on the relations involving both positive and negative elements.

8.1

We first investigate the comultiplication of &, and ug gz (r > 0, k € Z) in detail, which is
crucial for our calculations. By definition we have

Athur) =hur ® 1+ K5 ®hur + Y f(A, BluaKip ®@usg,
0<[A],[B]<rs

o
Alugke) = uons ® 1+ Z Os.r Koty (k=r)s ® UG ((h—r))
r=0

+ Z 02 K10 ((k—r)i—5)] ® UG ((k—r)i—7)s
FeL(p)4 7218, VieN

where {6, ,},>1 is defined by the following generating series

o0
ZO*,ruk = exp <(v —vh Zh*,kuk) .
k=1

k>0

In the following, for simplicity we will call ZO<[A],[B]<r3 f(A, B)uas K|p)®up the remaining
terms in A(k, ) and Zid(p)%}#ta’ vieN Ox K10 ((k—r)i—0)] @ U ((k—r)c—x) the Temaining terms
m A(uﬁ(kg)).

8.2

In this subsection we prove the relation [Ag -, ;] = Ofor 1 < s, < nandrm < 0. We
assume that m > O and r < O.

Lemma 8.1. For fixed i, we have
- .
[T[l],lk] ’ nlz,lkz] = 0’
where 1 <11,ly < p; and k1, ky € N.

Proof. For simplicity, we will omit i and write p for p;. Also we write hj ; for hy; jj «, for any
I<j=<p—1
For 1 < k < p — 1, we have the relation

[ﬂ;kl vhp ki, ] =0.
This implies

+ — (k2 —ko — - _
[T[P,kl ’ nﬁ—k-i-l,kz W= +v )T[p—k,kz + 7Tp—k—l,kz] =0.
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Note that [n;kl,n[; r,] = 0. Hence we get a system of homogeneous linear equations
AX = 0, where
a 1 0 0 -+ 0
1 a o --- 0
0o 1 a 1 -~ 0
A =
o o0 -+ 1 a 1
0o o0 -~ 0 1 a

X = (bp,pfl’ bp,p72, crt bp,27 bp‘l)t’

and a = —(vR2 4+ v=52), by = [”;L,kl , nlsz].
It is clear that A is a nonsingular matrix; thus [n; Ky 7Tl,_k2] =0holdsforany Il </ <p—1.
Similarly, the relations [hy, k,, hiy,—k,] = 0(1 <4 < p—1,1 <l < p—1) induce a
system of homogeneous linear equations with (p — 1) x (p — 1) variables [JTIT’ Ky 771; kz] and the
coefficient matrix is also nonsingular. Therefore, forany | </; < p—-1,1 <l < p—1and
ki, k, € N, we have [711":",(1 , ”l;kg] =0. 0O

Now we can deduce that

n

—7 +
[, ham] = — Z[ﬂl,ir’ 771.;,!] =0,
i=1
o [ +i (i —my__+i +i _
(s hpij1m] = [7[1’,,’ Titl,m "+ )nj,m +nj71,m] =0.

8.3

In this subsection we deal with the following relation for the remaining cases

1
[hs,rv xli,m] = :l:;[lasl]xt%r-i-m‘

Lemma 8.2. [h, ;. x} 1= j[21x}_,, . foranyl > 0and k € Z.

Proof. Recall that

o
Algue) = tows ® 1+ Y OxrKa,tk-rs ® Uo(—r3) + remaining terms.
r=0

We prove that if A is a quotient of '(kc¢) as well as a subsheaf of a torsion sheaf occurring
with nonzero coefficient in /4, ;, then [A] = 56 for some s € N.
Otherwise, assume that [A] is not a multiple of §, then there exists an exact sequence

00— O0K)— Oc) - A — 0,

where X is not a multiple of ¢.
This implies

Ext! (S, 0(¥)) = Hom(O(%), Sy) =0, forsomel <m <n.
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There is always an injective map from S}' to A. Thus we have the following commutative
diagram where the right square is a pull-back diagram:

0 O (%) ox) e Sy . St ——0
l lf li
0 O(F) Oke) —2 > 4 0

Since there is no non-zero morphism from S} to &'(kc), we have gf = 0. But ip; is clear not
zero, which is a contradiction.
This means we do not need to consider the remaining terms in A(ugyz))-

Now using the definition of the Drinfeld double and note that (6, ,, h ) = =, the lemma
follows. [
Lemma 8.3. (1) [h1, xjf 11 ] = %[—l]x; aap Jorl <0, 1 <i<nandk >0.
2) [h*,l,x[:.’]]’k] = —%[—l]x[l kH,forl <0, 1<i<nandk > 1.

Proof. (1) We have shown that []T2 L ] = 0. Similarly we have
[772 X " _1] =0.

Applying ad(h[; 1],k+1) to the above formula, we have [nz_il, x[J{ 1 «J=0.
So we can deduce that
-1

+ Y= et 1
[h*,la x[i,l],k] = [nl,—l’ x[i,l],k] = Tl

1
+ _ +
LIRS x[i,l],k] = 7[_l]x[i,l],k+l'
(2) We have shown that [712": i_l, x[‘:'.’ 1]’0] = 0. Similarly we have
[7[2_’1_17 x[?,l],O] =0.

Applying ad(h;,13,¢) to the above formula, we have [nz_i_l, xE 1 J=0.
Hence we have

‘ -1 1 _
Vst xp; 491 = [y s Xl = IS 7l X = _7[_l]x[i,l],k+l‘ O

Lemma 8.4. (1) [h*,lvx[f',m],k] =0forl<i<n2<m<p—1,1l<0andk > 0.
2) [h*,l,x[;m]’k]:O,forlgi <n2<m<p —1,1<0andk > 1.

Proof. For the first equation, apply ad(h[i mlk+1) to [y, x[';m]’_l] = 0. And for the second
one, just apply ad(h[; m).x) to [hs g, x [i.m]. ol =0. O
Lemma 8.5. [hy; 11, x} 1 = ;[—lIx},,, for 1 <i < n,l <Oandk € Z.

Proof. Set éli = [x[Jl.rl] _p x[; 1 »11K1i,17- We have shown that

Dl 11,1
v—op

+ - -
X1y~ Xl =
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By the definition of ¢ (see 3.4 (7)), we have for any » < 0,

—rhyiaye = —r& + Z (v — v Dshy i, —s&l
s=1

—r—1

We claim that the following identity holds:

. ) 1 . 1 ‘
51”6::" = x:kél’ +@W—v )x:k_IS;H +v(v—v )x:k—zéllﬂ
—r=2 -1 ' —r—1
+o TP - )X il — v’ )x:kﬂ-
We prove the claim by induction. When / = —1, we have

ey - R
L1 = g .00 g, -1 1K 0%

Now assume

_ ool 4 - +

= v [ 00 X -1 X K
o+ s -1 _+ i i+
=x0850 v X8 Fuspx

ot n
=X 50 X

2619

(*3)

(+4)

(%4) holds for I = —r + 1. We will prove the case [ = —r. By [23, 4.13] and

(X 1.0 x:k] = 0, which will be proved in Lemma 8.8 independent of this lemma, we deduce

that

i+
51x*,k =

[x[Jlr',l],fz’ xﬂgl],zl]K[i,I]x:k

= Uﬁ][x[j_',l],fl’ x[?‘,l],2l]x::kK[i,1]

=v"! (x[—i_',l],flx[:',]],ﬂx:k - x[:',]],le[—:_}l],flx:k)K[isl]

= Uﬁl(x[—i_',ll,flx:kx[ZI],ZI — X2 O K

= Uﬁl((vx[—l_',l],—l+1x:k—l + “x:kxﬂryl],—l - x:k—lx[_i_‘,l],—l—t-l)x[;l],%
+x[7',1],21(vx[er',1],—l+1x:k—1 + Ux:,kx[er',l],—l - x:k—lx[j',l],—l-q—l))K[iyl]

1

P e I i+
= X85 v X & s

The lemma is now a consequence of (x3) and (x4). O

Lemma 8.6.

[h[,-ym],l,x::k]zo,forl5i§n,2§m§pi—1, |l <O0andk € Z.

Proof. When m = 2, we have proved that

- + 4 + +9_
g 10 X i = 0, (X 21,00 X i = 0.

Applying ad(h[; 11,,—1) to the second formula, we get

+ +9_
[x[i,2],l—l’ Xl =0.

Then we have [¢}; 2]/, x:k] = 0, which is the same as [A[; 2]/, x:k] =0.

Assume for any m < p; the relation [xf[ mllo x::k] = 0 holds. We shall prove the case m + 1.
Note that the following still holds:

- +1_ + +q1_
X maig 10 Xexd = 0, X m11,00 X xd = 0.



2620 R. Dou et al. / Advances in Mathematics 231 (2012) 2593-2625

Now applying ad (/i m],i—1) to the second formula, we get
+ +
X110 Xa ikl = 0-

Then we deduce that [@[; u+1].1, x:k] = 0, which is the same as [A[; m+1].1, x:k] =0. O

8.4

Next we consider the relation

1:”s,k—i—l — Qs k+1

e
(%5 ks X; 11 = 8t —1

vV—Vv

Lemma 8.7. For any k, [ such thatk +1 > 0,

Vi ktl — Qs etl

+ —
[x*,k’x*,l] = —1

V—Vv

Proof. Recall the comultiplication:

oo
Algue) =uowe @ 1+ Z Os,r Koyt (k—1)5 ® UG ((k—r)¢) + TEMaining terms.
r:Ooo
Ag—iz) =ug-1e) @ 1+ ZQ*,,KQ*H_Z_”(; ® UG ((—i—r)¢) + remaining terms.
r=0
Forany A; = up, K[c,1®uc, (resp. Ay = up,K[c,] ® uc,) appearing in the remaining terms
of A(upyz)) (resp. A(ug(—iz))), By is a nonzero sheaf of finite length and C3 is a nonzero line
bundle. So they are not isomorphic to each other. And similarly, C is a nonzero line bundle and
B; is a nonzero sheaf of finite length. They are not isomorphic to each other. Thus we do not

need to consider the remaining terms.
Then the lemma can be deduced by the definition of the Drinfeld double. [

Lemma 88. [x, x; ;1,1 =0 foranyk € Z,1 <i<n,1<j<pi—1,1<0.

Proof. By Lemma 7.5, we have [x:k, x[;j] 1=0.
For j = 1, we have
+ —
[k X131 = 0,
by applying ad(h ;1) to [x;fk, x[z]],l] =0.
For 2 < j < p; — 1, we deduce [x:k,x[l_.’j]’l] = 0 by applying ad(h; j—1},,-1) to
[x:k,x[;j]’l] =0. 0O

8.5
Now we consider the following relation:

:i:ax,x:t + :l:a_clx

+ + _
Xok+1%eg —V 11 s k+1 =V

+ o+ + o+
s kX 11 T X1 s ke

Lemma 8.9. Forany 1 <i <n, l <Qandk € Z,

+ + -1 + + -1+ o+ o+ +
Xk 1 X100 Y X skl =V X kX0, T 41 sk
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Proof. We have already known that

+ + —1. .+ + -1+ o+ 4 +
X k10,110 — V0 X 10,050 k+1 =V X kX111 T A1 1 Xk

The required result can be obtained by applying ad(h(; 17,/—1) to the above formula.

Lemma 8.10. [x), xj 1 ]=0for1 <i<n2<j<p—1,1<0andk€Z
Proof. Just apply ad(h(;,1),/—1) to [xF wko X j] ol=0. O
8.6

Finally we deal with the following relation:

+ + + +
Symy, & Z( b’ [} Xt Xk X i T ik, = 05

wherei # jandn =1 — q;;.
Lemma 8.11. Forany k) <0,1 <i <n,ky, t € Z

SYM oy X 11y i Ve — (21 FE ¥k 5 ) = O
Proof. For k1 =0, k, = 0and ¢t € Z, we know that

+ + + + .+ + _
Symo O{x Ox[ 1,080 — [2]x[i,1]’0x*ytx[i’1]70 + x*’tx[i’l]’ox[iq]]’o} =0.

Applying ad(h*,kl), we get

_ k1] + + .+ + .+ +
0= i ——Symy, 0{"[1 11,k [1 1, ox*t — 20 1y X X100 T X X 10k X 100)
[2k1] i
+ k—Symo o 110X 11.0% 0 1441

+ + + + + +
= 21X 1,0% s X1 11,0 T Xt X7, 11,07 10,00
Hence we have
+ + .+ + .+ + _
Symy, O{x[l 11,k [ ]ox = 213 19,0, %5 0¥ 11,0 X X110 ¥ 100 = O
Then apply ad(hy ,) to the above equation, which yields

k2]
0= k> Symk1+kz 0{x|z 1],k1 +kp [1 11, ox*t

+ + .+ + .+ +
- [z]x[i,1],k1+k2x*,tx[i,l],0 + x*,tx[i,l],kl+k2x[i,1],0}

[2k3] +
+ o =Sy 08X 1 X105

+ + +
_[2]x[i,1],k1x*,t+k2 [i,11,0 —i—x* ko ® [ 1,50, 1]0}
k2]

The proof is completed. [J

+
T Yk 1 YT 1k 210 B 1y R 1 1

k-

2621
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Lemma 8.12. Foranyr <0,1 <i <n,tj,th €7Z
ot it o+ o+ + o oty
Symy, g, x5y — 20, Xy, gy, L, =0,

Proof. For any 11, 1, the following holds:

<+ of + o+ + + oty _
Symy, ,, ] X n X0 — I X 0% en X050 Xen ) = 0.

Now applying ad(%, 1), we get
0= —%Symmz,zz e i 0 = RIS 0% X 05 )
B ?Sym"”ZH{X’I“X:Q”XF’%LO = (20 X 108 e X0 )
+ [ZI]Symn n {xy 1 :tzx[, 1.1 — [2Ix} " [1 . ,x* 12 +x 1%, ,lxj’tz}.

Thus the relation holds forall/ < 0. [
9. Remarks on derived equivalence and PBW-basis

In this section we restrict to the case that g is of finite type, i.e. Lg is an affine Kac—-Moody
algebra.

9.1. Derived equivalences and double Hall algebras

In this case, the associated star-shaped Dynkin diagram I is of type A-D-E. Denote by T
the corresponding extended Dynkin diagram. We know that the category Coh(X) is derived
equivalent to mod A where A is the path algebra of T (hence A is a tame hereditary algebra). More
precisely, let u be the slope function for coherent sheaves and y be the Euler characteristic of
the weighted projective line X (see [10] for missing definitions). We have the following theorem.

Theorem 9.1 ([10]). The direct sum T of a representative system of indecomposable bundles E
with slope 0 < w(E) < x is a tilting object of Coh(X) whose endomorphism ring is isomorphic
to A. Thus we have

PP (Coh(X)) ~ P” (mod A).

Recently Cramer has proved the following result, which asserts that the double Hall algebra
is invariant under derived equivalences.

Theorem 9.2 ([6]). Let o7 and P be two k-linear finitary hereditary categories. Assume that

there is an equivalence of triangulated categories D" (<) LN D?(B). Let R() LN R(%)
be the induced equivalence of the root categories. Then there is an algebra isomorphism
F : DH(#) —> DH(Z) uniquely determined by the following property. For any object X
in o7 such that F(X) >~ X[—np(X)] with X in % and ng(X) € Z we have:

F(l/l%) — v*ﬂ]y(X)(S(\,j(\)u;"F(X)K%:"F(X)

where np(X) = + (resp. -) if np(X) is even (resp. odd). For a € Ko(</), we have F(K,) =
Kr(w).
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9.2. Incompatibility of some homomorphisms
Now let us consider the following diagram

Uy (§) —2— DC(modA) DH(mod )

ol E

U, (Lg) —— DC(Coh(X)) 2. DH(Coh(X))

where v is the Drinfeld-Beck isomorphism, {2 is the isomorphism in Theorem 2.3, = is the
epimorphism given by Theorem 5.5, ¢1, > are natural embeddings and [ is the isomorphism in
Theorem 9.2.

When g = slp, we know that A is the path algebra of the Kronecker quiver and X is the (non-
weighted) projective line P!. In this case it has been proved in [5] that = is an isomorphism
and the above diagram is commutative. This is equivalent to say that the restriction of the
isomorphism IF to DC (mod A) gives the isomorphism

Zoy o7 :DC (mod A) ~ DC(Coh(X)).

However, for the other cases, the diagram may not be commutative even if = is an
isomorphism. The reason is as follows.

Denote by Ej, the Chevalley generators of the standard positive part U F(g). Here m € I
U {e}, where e denotes the extending vertex of T By definition of {2, the image of each E,, in
DH (mod A) is a simple A-module.

On the other hand, the Drinfeld—Beck isomorphism 1 sends E,, to x o for all m except the

extending vertex. Now if m is not the central vertex *, by Theorem 5.5, the image of xm,0 in
DH(Coh(X)) under the homomorphism =’ is a simple sheaf lying on the bottom of some non-
homogeneous tube.

Thus if the diagram is commutative, we should have a derived equivalence functor G : b
(mod A) ~ 2°(Coh(X)) assigning all simple A-modules, except two (corresponding to the
vertex * and e), to sheaves on the bottom of non-homogeneous tubes. However, this is impossible
for types D and E.

Note that in [4] it has been proved that the isomorphism F restricts to an isomorphism
DC (mod A) >~ DC(Coh(X)), which we still denote by F. Then the composition F o {2 o w_l
gives an isomorphism U, (Lg) >~ DC(Coh(X)). But it is difficult to explicitly find out Drinfeld’s
generators and relations in DC(Coh(X)) through this isomorphism.

9.3. Two PBW-type bases

Now we have two realizations of the quantum affine algebra U, (§) arising from Hall algebras
of two different hereditary categories which are derived equivalent. Note that the derived
equivalence 2°(Coh(X)) ~ 2% (mod A) is “visible” if one looks at the Auslander—Reiten-
quivers. Recall that the AR-quiver of Coh(X) consists of two components, the locally free part .7
and the torsion part 7, while there are three components in the AR-quiver of mod A, namely the
preprojective component &2, the preinjective one .# and the regular one . Roughly speaking,
the derived equivalence is given by splitting the component .% into two pieces corresponding to
& and #[—1] respectively, and identifying .7 with Z.
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The Hall algebra approach has many advantages. For example, the Hall algebra has a natural
basis indexed by the isomorphism classes of objects in the category. Moreover, the structure of
the category (e.g. the AR-quiver) gives us more information. In particular, one can construct a
PBW-type basis encoding the structure of the category. This has been done in [16] for the Hall
algebra of mod A.

Proposition 9.3 ([16]). The following set of elements
{MPEmcEnzc s EnncTwul}

is a basis of the composition algebra C (mod A), i.e. a basis of the (standard) positive part
U (@)

Let us briefly explain the notations in the above proposition: P runs over all preprojective
modules and I runs over all preinjective modules. Hence u p, u; are basis elements arising from
preprojective and preinjective components respectively. For each i, the Ey; is a certain element
in H(%;,), where .7, is a non-homogeneous tube. These elements were first constructed in [7];
we omit the explicit definition here. ® = (w; > w2 > -+ > ;) runs over all partitions of
positive integers. And T, = T, T, - - - Ty, , Where T} is the element defined in 5.3. Note that the
regular component Z is equivalent to the torsion part .7.

Similarly we can construct a PBW-type basis for another positive part of U, (§) using the Hall
algebra of Coh(X).

Proposition 9.4. The following set of elements
{MVEnlcEnzc te EnncTw}
is a basis of the composition algebra C(Coh(X)), i.e. a basis of U,(#).

In this proposition, V runs over all vector bundles in .%. Other notations are the same as
Proposition 9.3.

Comparing the above two propositions, we can see that the PBW-type bases of two different
halves of the quantum affine algebra are related by the derived equivalence of the two categories
mod A and Coh(X).
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