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GRADED LIMITS OF SIMPLE TENSOR PRODUCT OF
KIRILLOV-RESHETIKHIN MODULES FOR U,(sl,+1)

MATHEUS BRITO AND FERNANDA PEREIRA

ABSTRACT. We study graded limits of simple Uq(;[nﬂ)—modules which are isomorphic to
tensor products of Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules associated to a fixed fundamental weight.
We prove that every such module admits a graded limit which is isomorphic to the fusion
product of the graded limits of its tensor factors. Moreover, using recent results of Naoi, we
exhibit a set of defining relations for these graded limits.

INTRODUCTION

Let g be a finite-dimensional complex simple Lie algebra, g = g®@C|[t,t~!] the corresponding
loop algebra, and U, (g), U,(g) their Drinfeld-Jimbo quantum groups over C(gq), where ¢ is an
indeterminate. Despite the classification of the simple U,(g)-modules being known since [9)
and the great development of the theory ever since, several other basic questions about the
structure of these representations remain essentially unanswered. One of the methods which
have been used to study the structure of simple U,(g)-modules is to understand the classical
limit of these representations, i.e., their specialization at 1 of the quantum parameter ¢, and
regard it as a representation for the current algebra g[t] = g ® C[t]. This approach was first
considered in [14], where the authors proved necessary and sufficient condition of the existence
of the limit. The notion of the graded limit of a U,(g)-module was then further developed in
3. 8.

In [2], Chari introduced an important class of finite-dimensional Uj(g)-modules called min-
imal affinizations. The Kirillov—Reshetikhin modules are the minimal affinizations of simple
modules whose highest weights are multiples of a fundamental weight. In [3, [§], the authors
proved that the Kirillov—Reshetikhin modules admit graded limits, described a set of defining
relations for them and computed their graded characters. The graded limits of general minimal
affinizations were first studied in [26] where it was conjectured a set of defining relations for
them. Using the theory of Demazure modules, the conjecture was established in [30} 3] for g
of classical type and in [24] for type Ga. It was also partially established for type Eg in [27].

It is not hard to see that if V and W are simple U,(g)-modules, then the classical limit of
V ® W is not isomorphic to the tensor product of the classical limits of V' and W. In [I§],
Feigin and Loktev introduced the notion of the fusion product of graded representations of the
current algebra. It was proved in [6l [19] 28] that a local Weyl module for g[t] is isomorphic to
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a fusion product of fundamental local Weyl modules. On the other hand, it was known that
the quantum local Weyl modules are isomorphic to tensor products of fundamental local Weyl
modules (see [T, Section 7.4]). Therefore, it follows that the graded limit of a tensor product
of quantum local Weyl modules is isomorphic to the fusion product of the graded limits of the
corresponding factors. This result motivates the following question: Is it true that if a module
V for U,(g) is isomorphic to a tensor product V; @ V5 and all three modules admit graded
limits, then the graded limit of V is isomorphic to the fusion product of the graded limits
of Vi and V57 There are a few positive answers for this question in the case that V belongs
to certain subclasses of simple modules. See for instance [16, Section 4 and 5] where V is
isomorphic to particular tensor products of Kirillov—Reshetikhin modules and [I] for modules
whose prime factors belong to a special subcategory of modules considered by Hernandez and
Leclerc in [20, 21].

In this paper we prove that the answer to the above question is positive in the case that
g is of type A and V is a tensor product of Kirillov—Reshetikhin modules associated to an
arbitrary fixed fundamental weight (Theorem [B.1]). Moreover, as consequence of the results of
[32], this g[t]-module is isomorphic to a generalized Demazure module and a g[t]-module given
by generators and relations (Corollary [3.3)).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 1 we give some background information about
Lie algebras and their representations. In Section 2 we briefly recall some relevant facts about
the finite-dimensional representations of quantum loop algebras. In Section 3 we state and
prove our main results.

Acknowledgements: The authors would like to express their gratitude to V. Chari and
A. Moura for helpful discussions.

1. LIE ALGEBRAS

Throughout the paper, let C,Z,Z>,, denote the sets of complex numbers, integers and
integers bigger than or equal to m, respectively. Given a ring R, the underlying multiplicative
group of units is denoted by R*. Given any complex Lie algebra a we let U(a) be the universal
enveloping algebra of a.

1.1. Basics and notation. Let g be a complex simple Lie algebra of rank n and h a Cartan
subalgebra. We identify b and h* by means of the invariant inner product (-,-) on g normalized
such that the square length of the maximal root equals 2. Let I = {1,...,n} and R* be
the set of positive roots of g. We denote by {a;}ier and {w;}icr, the sets of simple roots
and fundamental weights, respectively, while Q, P,Q", P* the root and weight lattices with
corresponding positive cones.

We fix a Chevalley basis of g consisting of 2 € g.,, for each « € RT, and h; € b, i € I.
We also define h,, € h, @ € R, by hy = [z}, 2,]. We often simplify notation and write x;t
in place of x?;i, i € I. Let r¥ be the maximal number of edges connecting two vertices of the
Dynkin diagram of g and let also
Y
5

do = a,), doy=-—, di=d., a€R"icl.
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Recall that, if C' = (¢;i5)i jer is the Cartan matrix of g, i.e., ¢;j = a;(hs), then dici; = djcji.

Define the loop algebra of g by § = g ®c C[t,t~!] with bracket given by [z ® t",y ® t°] =
[z,y] ® t"T5. We identify g with the subalgebra g ® 1 of g, hence, we will continue denoting
its elements by x instead of x ® 1. The subalgebra g[t] = g ® C[¢] of g is the current algebra
associated to g.

If a is a subalgebra of g, let a[t] = a® C[t] and its ideal a[t|; = a®tC[t]. The degree grading
on CJt] defines a natural Z>¢-grading on aft] and thus, also on U(a[t]). An element of the form
(a1 ®@t™) - (as ®1t") has grade r; +- - - + 75 and we denote by U (a[t])[r] the subspace of grade
r.

The affine Kac-Moody algebra g is the Lie algebra with underlying vector space g® Cc® Cd
equipped with the Lie bracket given by

[z@t" y@t] = [,y @t + 10 s(2,y)e, [ca =0 and [dret]=rzat),

for any x,y € g, r,s € Z. A Cartan subalgebra E and a Borel subalgebra b are defined as
follows:

h=haCcadCd, b=hdnt®gxC[.
Set nt =nt @ g ® tC[t].

We often consider h* as a subspace of E* by setting A(c) = A(d) = 0 for A\ € h*. The root
system and positive root associated to the triangular decomposition § = 1~ & h @ At will be
denoted by E, §+, respectively. Let § € R be the highest root, § € E* be such that §(d) = 1,
8(c) =68(h) =0, h € b, and ag = —O+8. Then, if we set I = ILI{0}, we have that A = {aitcr
is the set of simple roots of g, and

§+ = (R + Zzlé) URTU Zzl(s.

The elements & @17, xfﬁ ®t", and h; @ t" will be denoted by =,z . and hi r, respectively.

o,r) Yir

Set also, :Eét = ZE;F;H. Then

ho := [z, 25] = ¢ — hy.

Let @ = @, 7La; and @+ = @, c7L>o0c. Let also Ao € E* be the unique element satisfying
Ag(¢) = 1 and Ag(h) = Ag(d) = 0. Then h* = h & C8 & CAy. Define A; € b*, i € I, by the
requirement A;(d) = 0, Aj(h;) = 6,5, j € f, and note that A; = w; + w;(hg)Ag, for ¢ € I. Let
P = @ ZA; © Z) and Pt = D Z>o\; © Z6. Equip H* with the partial order A\ < u if and
only if u — X\ € @*. Let W denote the affine Weyl group, which is generated by the simple
reflections s;, 7 € I , where
si(p) = pu— p(hi)ag, p€h”

The length of w € W will be denoted by ¢(w). Recall that the subgroup of w generategi by
s;,1 € 1, is the Weyl group W of g and we denote its longest element by wg. Let L = @®;crdq,w;
be the co-weight lattice and M = @iejdaiai the co-root lattice. Given p € bh*, we define

~

ta € GL(H*) by

L (s, (11)

t,u«()‘) =A- (>\7lu’)57 AE h* D Cé) t,u(AO) = AO U 2
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Defining Ty = {t, € GL(b*)|n € M} we have W = W x Ty;. The extended affine Weyl
group W W is the semi-direct product W x Ty, where T, = {t, € GL(b*)|x € L}. We also have
W =W x T, where T is the group of diagram automorphlsms of g. The length function ¢ is

extended to W by setting l(wr) = L(w), for all w € W and 7 € T. The following lemma was
proved in [I5].

Lemma 1.1. Given \,u € Pt and w € W, we have
Lt_xt_pw) =L(t_y) + L(t_ w).

1.2. Graded g[t]-modules. A graded representation of g[t] is a Z-graded vector space which
admits a compatible Lie algebra action of g[t], i.e.,

V=@V, (@@t)V[s|CVis+r], s€Z relx.
reZ

A graded morphism of g[t]-modules is a degree zero morphism of g[t]-graded modules. For
r € Z, we let 7,V be the r-th graded shift of V. Given a € C, let ev, : g[t] — g be the
evaluation map z ® f(t) — f(a)x. Therefore, if W is a g-module we can define a g[t]-module
structure on W by taking the pull-back by ev,. This g[t]-module is denoted by ev, W and it
is clearly irreducible if and only if W is an irreducible g-module. Moreover, evg W is a graded
g[t]-module such that

(evoW)[0] =W and U(g® tC[t])(evo W) = 0.

1.3. Demazure modules. Recall that a weight module for H is one where H acts diagonally.
For A € P, let V(A) be the irreducible highest weight integrable g-module generated by an
element vy with defining relations
aton =0, oy = A(hi)on, () By =0, iel
Then
V(A), # {0} onlyif peA-—Q .

The following proposition is well-known (see [22, Chapters 10,11] for instance).
Proposition 1.2. (i) Let A € P*. Then
dimV(A)yr =1, forall we w.
(ii) Given N',N" € P+, let A=A +A”. Then

1, A=N+4A,

dim Homg (V(4), V() @ V(A")) = {0 Ag A+ A —QF,

Moreover, for all w € W, we have

(f/(A/) ® f/(A”))wA — V(N)wa,

where we have identified V (A) with its image in V(') @ V(A").
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Given A € P+ and wr € VNV, with w € W and 7 € T, the subspace V(TA)wTA is one-
dimensional anQ we fix a non-zero vector v,,p of this weight space. The Demazure module
D(wtA) is the b-module of V(7A) defined by

o~

D(wtA) = U(b)vyra.

In this paper we consider the following generalization of Demazure modules introduced in
[30]. Given m € Z>; and pairs (w,,A") € W x Pt 1 <r <m, set

D(ur A, .. w, AT = U(E)(vwlm @ @ Uy, Am) € D AY) @ -+ @ D(w,, A™).

Our primary focus in this paper are Demazure modules and its generalizations such that
wyA"(hi) <0, for all i € I, 1 < r < m. In this case we have n"v, A =0, 1 < r < m, and
then D(wiAl,... w,A™) is a module for the parabolic subalgebra b ®n~, i.e.,

D(wlAl, o W A = U(g[t]) (Vipguog At @+ @ Vwguoam ), (1.2)
c.f. [34, Proposition 16]. Given (¢,\) € Z>; x P*, there exists unique A € Ptandwe W
such that
wA = woX + CAg

and we shall denote the g[t]-module D(wA) by D(¢, A). In [16], it is given a finite presentation
for the g[t]-modules D (¢, \) which we recall now for the simply laced case (see [16, Theorem
2] for complete generality).

Proposition 1.3. Assume that g is simply laced and let (¢,\) € Z>1 x P*. The g[t]-module
D(¢,\) is generated by an element vy x satisfying the following defining relation:

(xj ® 1)1)5,)\ =0, (hi ® tr)’l)g,)\ = )\(hi)5r,ovg7A, (xi_))‘(hi)—i_l’t)g,)\ =0, (1.3)
(z, @t )y =0, «a€RT, (1.4)
(z, @S Hmetly, =0, a€RT, (1.5)

where A(hg) = (sq — 1) +mq, with 0 < my < L. Moreover, if mqy = £, (L1 is a consequence
of L3)) and [T4). In the particular case when ¢ = 1, the relations (L) and ([LA) follow from

@3).

We declare the grade of vy ) to be zero and, since the defining relations of D (¢, \) are graded,
it follows that D(¢, \) is a graded g[t]-module. The following is a consequence of Proposition
(ii).

Lemma 1.4. Let A € Pt and { € Z>1. Then

D(€,£)) =4 U(glthofs € D(1, M)
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1.4. Fusion product. We recall the notion of fusion product of finite dimensional cyclic
graded g[t|-modules introduced in [I8]. Let V be a finite-dimensional cyclic g[t]-module
generated by an element v. We define a filtration F"V, r € Z>p, on V by

v =| @ Uil | v

0<s<r

The associated graded vector space grV acquires a graded g[t}-module structure in a natural
way and is generated by the image of v in grV.

Let p € Z>1. Let \q,..., )\, be a sequence of elements of P and z1,. .., z, pairwise distinct
complex numbers. Then

V(z) :=ev,, V(M) ® - Qev,, V(A),
is a finite dimensional cyclic g[t]-module, where V' (\;) is the finite-dimensional irreducible

g-module of highest weight As, 1 < s < p. Then, the g[t]-module grV(z) is called the fusion
product of V/(A\1),...,V()\,) and denote by

V(A1) %% V(X).

Clearly the definition of the fusion product depends on the parameters z;, 1 < s < p. However
it is conjectured in [I8] and (proved in certain cases by various people, [6], [17], [18] [19], [23]
for instance) that the fusion product is independent of the choice of the complex numbers,
hence we suppress this dependence in our notation. Note that, by definition we have

V(A -2 V(Ap) Zg V() @ - @ V(Ap). (1.6)
2. QUANTUM ALGEBRAS AND GRADED LIMITS

2.1. Basics and notation. We give a brief reminder on quantum loops algebras and their
finite-dimensional representations. We refer the reader to [II] for the basic definitions.

Let C(g) be the field of rational functions in an indeterminate ¢ and A = Z[q, ¢~!]. Let Uy,(g)
and U,(g) be the quantized enveloping algebras over C(q) associated to g and g, respectively.
The algebra U,(g) is isomorphic to a subalgebra of Uy (g). Let Ux(g) and U (g) be the A-form
of Uy(g) and U,(g) defined in [25]. These are free subalgebras such that

Uq(g) = Ua(g) ®a Clq) Uy(g) = Un(g) @4 C(q).

Regarding C to be the A-module by letting g act as 1, the algebras Uy (g) ®4 C and Ux (g) @4 C
over C have U(g) and U(g) as canonical quotients. We also recall that U,(g) is a Hopf algebra
and that Uy (g), U,(g) and U, (g) are Hopf subalgebras.

It is well known that the isomorphism classes of irreducible finite-dimensional represen-
tations of U,(g) are indexed by elements of PT. Given A € PT, we denote by V,(\) an
element of the corresponding isomorphism class. Moreover, the category of finite-dimensional
U,(g)-modules is semisimple.

Let P be the multiplicative monoid of n-tuples of polynomials @ = (w1 (u), ..., T, (u)),
mi(u) € C(q)[ul], for an indeterminate u, such that m;(0) = 1 for all i € I. We shall only be
interested in the submonoid P* of elements 7 € P, such that 7;(u) splits into linear factors
in C(q), for all i € I.
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Given a € C(q)* and i € I, let w; , € P be the fundamental ¢-weights, defined by
(wig)j(u) =1—06; au.

Observe that P is the free abelian monoid generated by {w; , : i € I,a € C(g)*}, and denote
by P the corresponding free abelian group. Let also PZ be the submonoid of PT of elements
7w € PT where 7;(u) has its roots in ¢%, for all i € I.

Consider the group homomorphism (weight map) wt : P — P by setting wt(w; ) = w;.

It was proved in [9, [12] 13] that the isomorphism classes of irreducible finite-dimensional
representations of Uy(g) is indexed by PS. Given w € P/, we let Ly() be an irreducible
representation in the corresponding isomorphism class. The module Ly(7) is said to be an
affinization of V() if wt(mr) = X. Two simple U, (g)-modules are said to be equivalent if they
are isomorphic as U,(g)-modules.

It will be convenient to introduce the following notation. Given i € I,a € C*,m € Z>q,
define

m—1
Wiam = H wi@qdi(mflf%)-
Jj=0

The modules Ly(w; qm) are called Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules. Given 7 € P, there exist
unique m; € Z>, a;; € C(q)* and r;, € Z>; such that

ms
™= I | | | wivaikvrik

i€l k=1
with
m;
A7 N
Y 4 Eritra=) and 3 ry = wh(w)(hy)
Qa4 1

foralli eI, j # 1 and 0 < p < min{r;j, 7 }. This decomposition is called g-factorization of 7.

In the next theorem we collect important results of Uq(;[nﬂ)-modules. The first item is
[10, Theorem 3.5], and the second item is the dual of [4, Theorem 6.1, Corollary 6.2], for our
case of interest.

Theorem 2.1. Assume g = sl,41.

(i) For alli € I, a € C(q)* and m € Z>o we have Ly(wiam) Zu,(g) Volmw;).
(it) Let m € Z>1, ij € I, a; € C(q)*, nj € Z>1, 1 < j < m, be such that

e 1)
T

for all 1 < p < min{ns,n,} and min{iy,is} < k+ 1 < min{i, +is,n + 1}. Then

Ly(ITj%1 wija;,my) s the unique irreducible submodule of

LQ(wilyalynl) ®...0 Lq(wimvamvnm)' (22)

Moreover, if 21 holds for all 1 < r,s < m, then the module described in ([2.2]) is
irreducible.
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In particular, if ™= H;nzl Wia;n; 18 its q-factorization, then

Lqy() =U,0) Ly(wisar,n) @+ @ Lg(Wisam,nm)-
O

2.2. The modules L(m), w € P. In this section we assume that g is of classical type. We
recall the definition of the g[t]-modules L(w), 7 € PJ. We refer the reader to [I, Section 2.1]
and references therein for a detailed exposition.

It was shown in [I4, Section 4] that, given w € P}, the module L,(w) admits an A-form
Ly () and there is an action of g on Ly(m) := Ly(7) ®a C. Moreover, as g-module, Ly(7) is
generated by a vector vw which satisfies the relations:

afow =0,  hivr = wi(m)(hi)vr, (xi—’(])wt(ﬂ)(hi)-i-lvf —o

By restricting the action of g to the subalgebra g[t] one can regard L,(7m) as a module of

g[t] generated by vs. The g[t]-module L(7r) is then defined by the pullback of L,(7) by the
g[t]-automorphism z ® f(t) - z ® f(t —1).

In sum, the following is a consequence of [I4] Section 4] and the main result of [6].

Theorem 2.2. For w € P"ZF, the g[t]-module L(7) is generating by an element vx satisfying
(@ @Clhvr =0, (i ® Mg = Spowt(m)(hi)vw,  (z; @ HWHHEITur —0. (2.3)
Moreover,

(i) dim L ()
(ii) if Ly(m) =
(iii) if

= dim L (),
Vylow

t(m)), then L(m) =y evo V(wt(m)), and
Ly(m) =U,@) Ly(wiya) ® -+ ® Lq(wip,ap)a

for some p € Z>1 and (ij,a;) € I x q”, 1 < j < p, then the relations [23)) are defining
relations of L().

O

The next result will be very useful in the proof of our main result (see [26, Lemma 2.20 and
proof of Proposition 3.21}).

Lemma 2.3. Let r € Z>1. Let j € PZ, forall1 < j <r, and set w = H§:1 ;. Assume
also that there exists a map of Uy(g)-modules

Lo(m) = Lg(m1) © - -+ @ Ly (7).
Then there exists a map of g[t|-modules
L(w) —» L(m) ® -+ - ® L(m,),

mapping vx — Uy @ -+ Q Uy O
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3. MAIN THEOREM AND PROOF

For the remainder of the paper let g be of type A,. Let i € I and m € Z>;. Given
E=(& > & > ... > &) apartition of m, define

)4
L — =+
i = sz}qu*l,ﬁj S PZ‘
7=1

One easily checks that the above presentation of ;¢ is its g-factorization. In particular, by
Theorem 2.1 we have

Lq(mig) Zu,@) La(wiga-16) @+ @ La(w; gei-1¢,) Zu,(9) Valawi) @ -+ @ Vo(&uwi).  (3.1)
We state the main result of the paper.
Theorem 3.1. Leti € I, m € Z> and § = (& > --- > &) be a partition of m. Then
L(mig) S V(E1ws) * - % V(Eqwy).
Remark 3.2. By the definition of Kirillov-Reshetikhin modules and Theorem 211(i), if
V= Ly(Wia1r1) @ ® Lg(Wiapr,),
for some (a;,r;) € C(q)* x Z>1, then
V =2y Volrw) @ - ® Vg (rew;).

Therefore, setting £ to be the partition of ry 4 --- 4 rp, whose parts are r;, 1 < j < ¢, (B.0)
implies that L,(m;¢) is a representative of the equivalence class of V' which admits graded
limit.

The following is a straightforward consequence of Theorem Bl and [32, Theorem 3.1].

Corollary 3.3. Let w € PZ satisfying the hypothesis of Theorem[3 1 and set L; = &+ -+&,
1< j <t Then L(m) is isomorphic to the g[t]-module generated by a vector v with relations

nttlo =0, (h®@t*)v=dsliw;(h)v, for he€b, s€ Z>g
r, ®C[tjlv =0 for a € Rt with w;(hs) =0,
(7)1 =0 for o € RY with wi(ha) =1,
(xf @t)%(z;) v =0 for a € R", 1,5 € Z>1, with w;(ha) =1,

such that r +s > 1+ kr + Ly, for some k € Z>1. O
Before proving Theorem [3.1] we need to set up some notation. We shall also write £ as the
sequence m?lmSQ...mZS, such that m; € {&1,...,&}, 1 <75 <s,0<m <mg <...<msg,

and b; > 0 is the number of times that the integer m; occurs in &.

Associated to the pair (i,£) we can also consider a generalized Demazure module, which we
denote by D;(&), defined by

DZ(@ = D(t—mwi* (blAO), t—mgwi* (bng), s 7t_mswi* (bsAO))a
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where i* =n +1—1, for all i € I. We recall that wow; = —w;~, for all i € I. Using (1), we
have

t—mjwg (DjA0) = —mjbjwix +bjAg  mod C6, j=1,...,s,
and then, by (I.2]), we have
D;i(§) = U(g[t])(v1 ® - - @ vs) C D(b1, bymiw;) @ - -+ @ D(bs, bsmsw),

where we write for short v; instead vy, pm;w;, for all 1 <j <s.

fl ngz ...n% is such that

Let ¢ denote the conjugate partition of ¢, i.e., & =n

S
n; = Z by and {; =ms_jq1 —ms_j, forall j=1,... s, (3.2)
k=s—j+1
where mg = 0.
Since n1 < --- < ng, Lemma [L.T] implies that £(t_,;.,.) = I1 Ot —(np—np_1)wy- ), for all

1 < j < s, where ng = 0. Therefore, the following theorem is straightforward from [30),
Proposition 2.7], [32, Theorem 2.1] and [32, Remark 3.2].

Theorem 3.4. Leti € I, m € Z>g and £ = (& > -+ > &) be a partition of m. Then
Di(€) g V(&awi) * -+ - % V(Egwy).

Note that
dim(L(m;¢)) = dim(V (&) * - - - x V(&)),

by (L4), (31) and Theorem [2.2)(ii). Therefore, using Theorem [B4], to prove Theorem [B.] it
suffices to prove the following:

Proposition 3.5. Let i € I, m € Z>1 and & be a partition of m. There exists a surjective
g[t]-module homomorphism

L(mg) —» Di(€)-

We devote the remainder of this section to prove Proposition Write € = m?l mSQ .ombs,
5 € Z>1, and its dual & = nf'nf2 .. nl. Set
j 0j—1+42 N
Tr.y = :7:;]76_]’ Where aJ = q ’ + Zk>3 k? J = 17 A 787 (3'3)

and observe that
S
¢ = H ™.
j=1
Proposition 3.6. Let m;, 1 < j <'s, as in B3). Then Ly(m;¢) is the unique irreducible
submodule of Ly(m) ® -+ ® Lg(mw2) ® Lg(1).
Proof. By Theorem [2.1(ii), it suffices to show that

bo— 142 6— (6 =142 0) £ L+ 0, +2—2p+29 — 2i, (3.4)
t>k t>j
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forall1 <j<k<s, 1<p<min{l,l},i<g+1<min{2i,n+ 1}. This is clear, since
the left hand side of (3.4) is a negative integer and the right hand side of ([B4) is always a
non-negative integer. O

Proof of Proposition [3.0. By Proposition and Lemma [2.3] there exists a map
S
L(mie) = Q) L(r)), (3.5)
j=1

mapping vz, . to vz, @ - @ vg,. We claim that
L(m;) =41 D4y, jnjw;), forall 1 <j<s.
Assuming the claim, by (B.5]), we have a g[t]-module homomorphism
L(m;¢) = D1, liniw;) @ - - @ D(ls, Lsngw;),
whose image is D;(£'), as required.
For the claim, let 1 < j < s and set

W = Lq(ij_l) R QR Lq(wo), where o, = ((.d ‘71721@)"% 0<k< Ej — 1.

i,a;q"
Observe that m; = Hij;_ol w}, and, by Theorem 2.1(ii),
Ly(wy) = Lq(wquzjquk)@”j, forall 0<j</;—1.
Therefore, by Theorem and Proposition [[.3] we have
L(wy) =g D(1,n5w;), forall 0 <k <4 —1.

Moreover, arguing as in the proof of Proposition B.6] we obtain that L4(7;) is the unique
irreducible submodule of W and, hence, there exists a g[t]-module homomorphism

L(ﬂ'j) — D(l, njwi)wj,

whose image is D(¢;, {;n;jw;), by Lemma[[4l To conclude that such surjective homomorphism
is also injective, it suffices to show that

dim L(7;) = dim D(¢;, {;n;w;). (3.6)
Setting the partition 1 = K?j , we have ¢/ = nﬁj and, by Theorem [3.4] it follows that
D;(¢") = D(;,linjw;) 2V (Ljw;) * - V (Ljw;).
On the other hand, by Theorem 2.1]
Lg(m5) Z0,6) La(@ia0,)"™ Zu,(0) Valljwi)®™.

By Theorem 2.2(i) and (ii), and using (LL6) we conclude that ([3.6]) holds, which finishes the
proof. O

Remark 3.7. Assume g = sly and let I = {1}. It is well known that if w = H;nzl W1a;,r; 18
the g-factorization of 7, then

LQ(W) qu(ﬁ) ®§n:1LQ(w1,aj,T’j)'

In particular, given m € Zx>, each affinization of V;(mw1) must be of this form (see [5, Lemma
6.5]). Therefore, the equivalence classes of affinizations of Vj(mw;) are in bijection with the
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set of all partitions £ of m, and each of these classes has L4(m;¢) as its representative. In
particular, Theorem B.I] implies that the graded limit of each class of affinization of V,(mw1)
is isomorphic to a fusion product.

It is also known that this statement does not hold in general. For instance, if g = sly
it can easily be proved that we have three different classes of affinizations of V;(2ws), with
representatives Lq(wa2), Lg(w21wg 1) and Lg(wz 1wy 6), for example. By Theorems [B.1]
and [3.4] we have

L(w27q72) gg[t] V(2w2) %g[t} D(Z,le) and L(wg,lwz,qﬁ) gg[t} V(WQ) * V(WQ) %g[t} D(l,QUJg).
Using the results of [33] we have that Lq(w2 1ws 44) is a module corresponding to a skew Young
diagram and

Lq(w271w27q4) qu(g) ‘/;1(2(02) @D Vq(wl + ws).
Moreover, since D(2,2wa) =411 U(g[t]) (1,0, @ V1,w,) € D(1,w2) ® D(1,w2), by Lemma [L.4, we
cannot have L(wz 1wy 44) being isomorphic to a fusion product and nor a generalized Demazure
module, but rather a proper quotient of D(1,2ws).
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