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ABSTRACT. We prove a system of relations in the Grothendieck ring of the category O
of representations of the Borel subalgebra of an untwisted quantum affine algebra U,(g)
introduced in [HJ]. This system was discovered, under the name QQv—sys‘cem7 in [MRV1,
MRV?2], where it was shown that solutions of this system can be attached to certain Lg-
affine opers, introduced in [FF5], where “g is the Langlands dual affine Kac-Moody algebra
of g. Together with the results of [BLZ3, BHK] which enable one to associate quantum
9-KdV Hamiltonians to representations from the category O, this provides strong evidence
for the conjecture of [FF5] linking the spectra of quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians and *g-
affine opers. As a bonus, we obtain a direct and uniform proof of the Bethe Ansatz
equations for a large class of quantum integrable models associated to arbitrary untwisted
quantum affine algebras, under a mild genericity condition. We also conjecture analogues
of these results for the twisted quantum affine algebras and elucidate the notion of opers
for twisted affine algebras, making a connection to twisted opers introduced in [FG].
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1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this paper is two-fold. First, it is to elucidate the link, proposed in
[FF5], between (i) the spectra of the quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians acting on highest weight
representations of W-algebras, and (ii) affine opers — differential operators in one variable
associated to g, the affine Kac-Moody algebra that is Langlands dual to g. And second,
it is to prove a system of relations in the Grothendieck ring Ko(O) of the category O of
representations of the Borel subalgebra of the quantum affine algebra U,(g), introduced in
[HJ]. These relations generalize the “quantum Wronskian relation” in the case of g = sl
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2 EDWARD FRENKEL AND DAVID HERNANDEZ

described in [BLZ3]. As far as we know, for general affine algebras g these relations, viewed
as relations in Ky(O), are new. Among other things, these relations enable one to quickly
derive the Bethe Ansatz equations in a uniform fashion and under minimal assumptions.

Remarkably, these relations were discovered on the other side of the above KdV-oper
correspondence — namely, in the domain of affine opers — in the striking recent papers
[MRV1, MRV2] by Masoero, Raimondo, and Valeri, which provided a catalyst for the present
work. Following [MRV1, MRV2], we call these relations the Q@—system.l According to
[MRV1, MRV2], solutions of the Q@—system can be attached to affine “g-opers of special
kind — precisely the simplest “g-affine opers proposed in [FF5] to describe the spectra
of the quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians. Now let’s look on the KdV side: following the
construction of Bazhanov, e.a. [BLZ2, BLZ3, BHK], one can attach non-local quantum
g-KdV Hamiltonians to elements of Ky(O). Therefore, our results (in the present paper)
imply that the spectra of these Hamiltonians should also yield solutions of this Q@—system.
Thus, we obtain strong evidence for the conjecture of [FF5] linking the spectra of these
Hamiltonians to “g-opers:

spectra of quantum Lﬁ—afﬁne
g-KdV Hamiltonians opers

. e

solutions of
the QQ-system

We now explain the interrelations between these topics in more detail.

In the case of g = f:\[g the link between the spectra of the quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians
and ordinary differential operators (the precursors of affine opers of [FF5]) was discovered
and investigated in [DT1, BLZ4, BLZ5]. It was further generalized and studied in the case
of § = sl3 in [BHK], and § = sl, in [DDT1, DMST].

Motivated by those works, Feigin and one of the authors of the present paper interpreted
in [FF5] the quantum g-KdV integrable system as a generalization of the Gaudin model, in
which a simple Lie algebra g is replaced by the affine Kac—Moody algebra g. It is known
[FFR, F1, FFT] that the spectra of the Hamiltonians of the Gaudin model associated to g
can be encoded by differential operators known as “g-opers, where “g is the Langlands dual
Lie algebra of g. (This follows from an isomorphism between the center of the completed
enveloping algebra of g at the critical level and the algebra of functions on “g-opers on
the formal disc [FF3, F2].) Therefore, by analogy with the simple Lie algebra case, it
was conjectured in [FF5] that the spectra of the quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians should be
encoded by what was called in [FF5] the affine opers associated to the Langlands dual affine
algebra g, or “g-affine opers (“g-opers for short). Moreover, it was shown in [FF5] that this

IThis Q@-system should not be confused with the @-system satisfied by (ordinary) characters of Kirillov—
Reshetikhin modules, see [H1] and references therein.
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proposal is consistent with the results obtained in the papers cited above for g = EsA[T =13
In the present paper we give more details on the structure of the relevant “g-opers in the
case that g is a twisted affine algebra, making a connection to the twisted opers introduced
in [FG] (Section 8.6).

Already in the pioneering works [DT1, BLZ4, DT2, DDT1, BHK] various systems of
functional equations were constructed for g = ;[T with the property that its solution could
be attached to an rth order differential operator of a special kind. From the perspective
of [FF5], those differential operators are the same as sl,-affine opers corresponding to the
highest weight vectors for » > 2, and to all eigenvectors for » = 2. On the other hand, the
eigenvalues of certain non-local quantum ;[T—KdV Hamiltonians were shown toAsatisfy the
same relations; namely, for sly, in [BLZ4, BLZ5]; for sl3, in [BHK]; and for sl,, in [Ko].
Therefore, in the case of g = 5[ these relations provided a hnk between the spectra of
quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians and “g-affine opers (because 5[T = 5[ ).

Unfortunately, these systems were either analogues of the Baxter’s T'Q-relation — and so
they involved the classes of finite-dimensional representations of U,(g), with the number of
terms in the relation growing as the dimensions of those representations — or Wronskian-
type relations with the number of terms growing as r!. Analogues of such systems were
unknown for a general affine algebra g, and this impeded further progress in understanding
the link between the spectra of quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians and g-affine opers, beyond
the case of sA[T. _

That’s why an elegant and uniform Q@Q-system proposed for an arbitrary untwisted affine
Kac-Moody algebra g in the papers [MRV1, MRV2] is such an important development.
However, the Q@—system was constructed in [MRV1, MRV2] only on the affine oper side
of the KdV-oper correspondence. In fact, it was shown in [MRV1, MRV2] that solutions
of the Q@—System can be attached to the simplest “g-affine opers of the kind proposed in
[FF5] (those are in fact the Fg-affine opers that are supposed to encode the eigenvalues
of the quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians on a highest weight vector of a representation of the
Wh-algebra). We note that some partial results in this direction were obtained earlier in [S].

If the solutions of this Q@—system could also be constructed using the methods of
[MRV1, MRV?2] for more general “g-affine opers from [FF5] and the present paper (which
are supposed to encode other eigenvalues of the g-KdV Hamiltonians on representations of
'W-algebras), this would open the possibility of using this QQ-system to establish the link
between the spectra of the quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians and “g-affine opers proposed in
[FF5] (analogously to the link established in [BLZ5] in the case of sly).

However, in order to do that, we first need to understand the meaning of the Q@—system
on the side of the quantum KdV Hamiltonians. In other words, we need to answer the
following question: Can a solution of the Q@—system from [MRV1, MRV2] be attached to
each joint eigenvector of the quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians?

In this paper we show that in fact the QQ-system of [MRV1, MRV2] is a universal
system of relations in the (commutative) Grothendieck ring Ky(O) of the category O of
representations of the Borel subalgebra of the quantum affine algebra Uy (g) introduced by
Jimbo and one of the authors in [HJ]. Since one can attach non-local quantum g-KdV
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Hamiltonians to elements of K((0O) using the construction of [BLZ2, BLZ3, BHK]| (modulo
some convergence issues discussed in Section 7.2 below), this gives us a way to attach a
solution of the Q@—system to each joint eigenvector of the quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians
in a representation of the corresponding W-algebra.

An interesting aspect of the Q@—system is that it involves two sets of variables, denoted in
[MRV1, MRV2| by Q; and QVZ, where 4 runs over the set of simple roots of g. The challenge
is then to find the Correspondlng two sets of representations of U,(g) from the category O
whose classes satisfy the QQ—system.

We find these representations in the present paper. Namely, the ﬁrst set of representa-

tions, corresponding to the @);, are the representations denoted by L Z ., and called prefun-

damental in [FH]. They were first constructed for g = sly in [BLZ2, BLZ3], for g = sls
n [BHK], and for g = Slpyr with i = 1 in [Ko]. For general g, these representations were
introduced and studied in [HJ], and they were further investigated in [FH].

The representations of the second set, corresponding to the @i, have not been previously
studied for general affine algebras, as far as we know. We denote these representations by

Xiq in Section 3. If L:ra in some sense corresponds to the ith fundamental weight w; of

g, then X, corresponds to the weight w; — ;. We prove that together, @Q; = [L;’ra] and
@i = [X; | satisfy the Q@—system of [MRV1, MRV2], up to some scalar multiples (which
are inessential normalization constants from the point of view of the eigenvalues of the
quantum KdV Hamiltonians).

Thus, we prove that the Q@ system of [MRV1, MRV2| appears naturally in representation
theory of the Borel subalgebra of the quantum affine algebra Uy (g) for an arbltrary untwisted
affine Kac-Moody algebra g. Furthermore, we conjecture an analogous QQ -system in the
Grothendieck ring K((O) for an arbitrary twisted affine Kac-Moody algebra g (Conjecture
3.3), as well as an analogue of the result of [MRV1, MRV2] that solutions of this system
can be attached to g-opers (Conjecture 8.1).

It follows from out results that the Q@—system arises whenever there is an action of the
Grothendieck ring Ky(O) on a vector space, as the relation between the joint eigenvalues
of the commuting operators corresponding to the classes of the representations L;,ra and
Xiaq in Ko(O). For instance, let V' be the tensor product a finite number of irreducible
finite-dimensional representation of Uy(g). The well-known transfer-matrix construction
yields an action of Ky(O) on V (see [FH]). Therefore we obtain that the joint eigenvalues
of the transfer-matrices corresponding to L;’ra and X;, satisfy the Q@—system. There is
also a similar relation in the dual category O, in which the role of L;ra is played by its
dual representation denoted by R+ in [FH]. Furthermore, in [FH] it was proved that every
eigenvalue of the transfer-matrix of R+ on such a V is equal, up to a common scalar factor
that depends only on V' and i, to a polynomlal in the spectral parameter (this was originally
conjectured in [FR]). These polynomlals are the generalizations of the celebrated Baxter’s
polynomials (see [FH| for more details and references).

As an immediate consequence of this Q@—system, one can derive a system of equations
on the roots of these polynomials, which are nothing but the Bethe Ansatz equations for
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the quantum integrable systems associated to U,(g). Previously, for a general g these
equations were essentially guessed from the relations between these eigenvalues and the
eigenvalues of the transfer-matrices corresponding to finite-dimensional representations of
U,(8), as explained in [FR, FH]J; these relations are generalizations of Baxter’s T'Q-relation
(see, e.g., [FH]). This argument, which goes back to Reshetikhin’s analytic Bethe Ansatz
method [R1, R2, R3] (see also [BR, KS1]), gives strong evidence for the Bethe Ansatz
equations, but short of a proof. On the other hand, the Q@—sys‘cem gives us a direct proof
(albeit under a genericity assumption) of the Bethe Ansatz equations for the roots of the
generalized Baxter polynomials arising from every joint eigenvector of the transfer-matrices
on V. This is explained in Section 5 below, following [MRV1, MRV2].

The non-local quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians give us another example of an action of the
Grothendieck ring Ky(O) via the construction of [BLZ2, BLZ3, BHK] — in this case, on
representations of the corresponding W-algebra (modulo the convergence issues discussed
in Section 7.2). Thus, for each common eigenvector of the quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians
we also obtain a solution of the above Q@-system. In this case, the @Q; and @i, viewed
as functions of the spectral parameter, are expected to be entire functions on the complex
plane with a particular asymptotic behavior at infinity [BLZ2, BLZ3, BLZ4, BLZ5, BHK].
The corresponding Bethe Ansatz equations are then the equations on the positions of the
zeros of the functions @Q;. In the case of g = E/s\[r these equations are equivalent to the ones
that have been previously considered in the literature.

In a similar way, solutions of the Q@—system can be attached to joint eigenvalues of
the non-local quantum Hamiltonians of the “shift of argument” affine Gaudin model intro-
duced in [FF4, Section 3]. The zeros of the corresponding functions @; satisfy the same
Bethe Ansatz equations, but these functions have analytic properties different from the an-
alytic properties of the functions ); corresponding to the joint eigenvalues of the non-local
quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians.

We also want to note that Baxter’s ()-operators @); arise in other important quantum
integrable models, such as the ones studied in [NPS] that appear in the 2-deformations of
the five-dimensional supersymmetric quiver gauge theories. It is natural to expect that the
construction of these Q-operators can be extended to the entire Grothendieck ring K¢(0O).
Then the operators sz can be constructed in those models as well, so that together with
the Baxter’s operators ); they satisfy the QQ-system. The corresponding Bethe Ansatz
equations may then be derived from the QQ-system.

As we mentioned above, according to [MRV1, MRV2], a solution of the Q@—system can
be obtained from special “g-affine opers; namely, the ones that correspond to highest weight
vectors of the representations of the W-algebra (they are automatically eigenvectors of the
quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians because the Virasoro operator Ly is one of these Hamiltoni-
ans). Thus, the QQ-system links a “g-affine oper of this kind and the joint eigenvalues of
the g-KdV Hamiltonians on the highest weight vector. (This generalizes the earlier results
for sl, [DT1, BLZ4, DT2, DDT1, BHK, BLZ5]).

Davide Masoero and Andrea Raimondo informed us that they expect that their construc-
tion can be generalized to the more general “g-affine opers from [FF5] (see also Section 8
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below) that were conjectured to correspond to other eigenvectors of the quantum g-KdV
Hamiltonians. If this is indeed the case, then the Q@—systern will provide a link between
the ©g-affine opers and eigenvalues of the quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians (similarly to the
case of sly in [BLZ5]).

Finally, we note that an analogue of the Q@—system also exists for the quantum gl;
toroidal algebra. We present it in Section 3.5. We also note that for quantum affine alge-
bras another system of relations in Ky(0O) was established in [HL2]. It arises naturally from
a cluster algebra structure introduced in [HL2], as the first step of the Fomin—Zelevinsky
mutation relations. We call it the QQ*-system and discuss it in Section 3.4. This system
gives rise to the same Bethe Ansatz equations as the QQ-system (see Section 5). Further-
more, a system analogous to the QQ*-system has been recently defined in [FJMM] for the
quantum gl toroidal algebra. The corresponding Bethe Ansatz equations were also proved
in [FJMM] (unconditionally). We show in Section 5 that the same Bethe Ansatz equations
also follow from the Q@—system of Section 3.5 (under a genericity assumption).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present the necessary definitions and
results concerning quantum affine algebras and the category 0. In Section 3 we introduce
the irreducible representations X; , and state the Q@Q-system (Theorem 3.2). We describe

2 the examples of the Q@—system for g = sly and sl3, connecting the Q@—system in these
cases to relations found in earlier works [BLZ3, BHK]. We also conjecture an analogue of
the Q@—system for twisted affine algebras (Section 3.3), state the QQ*-system for quantum
affine algebras (Section 3.4) and an analogue of the Q@—System for the quantum gly toroidal
algebra (Section 3.5). In Section 4 we prove the Q@—system for untwisted affine algebras
using the theory of g-characters. We then derive the Bethe Ansatz equations from the
QQ-system in Section 5 and discuss applications of the Bethe Ansatz equations in various
situations.

After that, we shift our focus to the KdV system. In Section 6 we recall the definition
of the classical KdV system and the corresponding spaces of opers for both twisted and
untwisted affine algebras. Then we discuss the quantization of the KdV Hamiltonians in
Section 7. We explain the construction of [BLZ1, BLZ2, BLZ3, BHK] assigning non-local
quantum KdV Hamiltonians to elements of Ky(O). In Section 7.4 we state Conjecture 7.2
that the quantum g- and “g-KdV Hamiltonians commute with each other. If true, this
should yield a somewhat surprising correspondence between solutions of the Q@Q-systems
(as well as other equations stemming from Ky(O) such as the QQ*-system) for U,(g) and
U;(Yg), where ¢ = e™8 and § = em/8?,

In Section 8 we discuss and give more details on the conjecture of [FF5] linking the
spectra of quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians and g-opers of a certain kind, elucidating a
number of points, including a more precise interpretation of the “g-opers in the non-simply
laced case. We also discuss the results of [MRV1, MRV2] associating a solution of the

2Vladimir Bazhanov drew out attention to a system of relations in the case of sl,,+1 which were introduced
in [BFLMS, Equation (1.3)]. Moreover, a referee gave us an explicit comparison between this system and
the QQ-system, see Remark 3.4 below for more details.
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Q@—system (for U,(g)) to the simplest Lg-opers of this kind and conjecture a generalization
of these results to the case of twisted affine algebras g (Section 8.7). Finally, we discuss
a conjectural duality between g- and “g-affine opers (Section 8.8) and comment on the
appearance of opers associated to two Langlands dual Lie algebras in the classical and the
quantum pictures, which still largely remains a mystery (Section 8.9).
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2. BACKGROUND ON QUANTUM AFFINE ALGEBRAS

In this section we collect some definitions and results on quantum affine algebras and
their representations. We refer the reader to [CP| for a canonical introduction, and to
[CH, L] for more recent surveys on this topic. We also discuss representations of the Borel
subalgebra of a quantum affine algebra, see [HJ, FH] for more details.

2.1. Quantum affine algebras and Borel algebras. Let C' = (C} j)o<i j<n be an inde-
composable Cartan matrix of untwisted affine type. We denote by g the Kac—Moody Lie
algebra associated with C. Set I = {1,...,n}, and denote by g the finite-dimensional sim-
ple Lie algebra associated with the Cartan matrix (C; ;)i jer. Let {a;}ier, {a) Yier, {witier,
{w} }ier, and b be the simple roots, the simple coroots, the fundamental weights, the fun-
damental coweights, and the Cartan subalgebra of g, respectively. We set Q = ®;c1Z«;,
Q" = ®ic1Z>oi, P = ®iciZw;. Let D = diag(dy...,d,) be the unique diagonal matrix
such that B = DC' is symmetric and d;’s are relatively prime positive integers. We will also
use Py = P ® Q with its partial ordering defined by w < w’ if and only if o' —w € Q*. We
denote by (, ): Q X @ — Z the invariant symmetric bilinear form such that (a;, «;) = 2d;.
We use the numbering of the Dynkin diagram as in [Ka]. Let ag,--- ,a, stand for the Kac
labels ([Ka], pp.55-56). We have ap = 1 and we set ap = —(a11 + agaa + - - - + apay,). We
set

i~ gif C;; <O.

Throughout this paper, we fix a non-zero complex number ¢ which is not a root of unity.
We set ¢; = ¢%. We also set h € C such that ¢ = e”, so that ¢" is well-defined for any
r € Q. We will use the standard symbols for g-integers

2 — o [s] [s].!
z

ml, = ———, [ml:!= H[J]z»

z—z1 7



8 EDWARD FRENKEL AND DAVID HERNANDEZ

The quantum loop algebra U,(g) is the C-algebra defined by generators e;, f;, kiﬂ
(0 < i < n) and the following relations for 0 < i,j < n.
kik; = kjki,  KOORS .. kon =1, kieik =g s, kifiky = q g,
ki — k!
lei, f5] = dij——7,
qi — q;
1-C; 5 1-Cy
T 1 Cii—r r . . 1 Cii—r r . .
Tee =0 (i #), TR =0 (i #).
r=0 r=0
Here we have set x = al/[rlg! (z; = e;, fi). The algebra U,(g) has a Hopf algebra

structure such that
A<€i):€i®1+/€i®6i, A(fi):fi®ki_1+1®fi, A(k?i>=k?i®ki,

where ¢ =0,--- ,n.
The algebra U 4(9) can also be presented in terms of the Drinfeld generators [Dr, Be]

a;, (iel,reZ), ¢, (€lm>0), k' (icl).

We will use the generating series (i € I):

Z ¢z +m? = k;tlexp <:l:(ql - q'i_l) Z hi,:ﬁ:mzim> .

m>0 m>0

We also set ¢Zim—0form<0,iel.

The algebra U,(g) has a Z-grading defined by deg(e;) = deg(f;) = deg(kF') =0fori e I
and deg(eg) = —deg(fo) = 1. It satisfies deg(mfm) = deg(¢fm) =m fori €I, m € Z. For
a € C*, there is a corresponding automorphism

7o : Uyg(8) — Uy(9)
such that an element g of degree m € Z satisfies 7,(g) = a™g.

Definition 2.1. The Borel algebra Uy (b) is the subalgebra of U,(g) generated by e; and k;tl
with 0 <1< n.

This is a Hopf subalgebra of U,(g). The algebra U,(b) contains the Drinfeld generators
+1
xz—'t—m7 i,r? k
Uqg(b). ,
Denote t C U,(b) the subalgebra generated by {k'}icr. Set t< = (C*)", and endow it
with a group structure by pointwise multiplication. We define a group morphism ~ : Py —

, qﬁ where ¢ € I, m > 0 and r > 0. When g = sly, these elements generate

t* by setting w;(j) = qfi’j . We shall use the standard partial ordering on t*:

(2.1) w<w if ww' ™! is a product of {@; ' }ier.
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2.2. Category O for representations of Borel algebras. For a U,(b)-module V' and
w € t*, we set

(2.2) Vo={veV |kv=wlv (Viel)},
and call it the weight space of weight w. For any i € I, r € Z we have qﬁfT(Vw) C V, and
zE (V) C V. —+1. We say that V' is Cartan-diagonalizable if V' = @ V...

@7
wetX

Definition 2.2. A series ¥ = (U, ,,)ic1,m>0 of complex numbers such that V; o # 0 for all
i € I is called an £-weight.

We denote by t,° the set of (-weights. Identifying (¥; ., )m>0 with its generating series we
shall write

W = (V;(2))ier, VYi(z) = Z\szzm
m>0
Since each ¥;(z) is an invertible formal power series, tgx has a natural group structure. We
\
have a surjective morphism of groups w : P, — Py given by ¥;(0) = q;ﬂ(‘I’)(ai )

Definition 2.3. A Uy(b)-module V is said to be of highest (-weight ¥ € t, if there isv € V.
such that V = Uy(b)v and the following hold:

ev=0 (iel), iV =Vimv (i€l, m>0).
The (-weight ¥ € t, is uniquely determined by V. It is called the highest -weight of V.
The vector v is said to be a highest /-weight vector of V.

Proposition 2.4. For any ¥ € t, there exists a simple highest (-weight module L(¥®) of
highest £-weight W. This module is unique up to isomorphism.

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

Definition 2.5. [HJ| Fori € I and a € C*, let
(1-za)*' (j=1),
1 G#1).
We call L:a (resp. L;,) a positive (resp. negative) prefundamental representation in the
category O.

Definition 2.6. [HJ] For w € t*, let
[w] = L(¥,) where (¥,)i(z)=w(i) (ie€l).

(2.3) L, =L(¥;,) where (¥;,);(2) = {

Note that the representation |w] is 1-dimensional with a trivial action of ey, - -- , e,. For
A € P, we will simply use the notation [\] for the representation [)].

For a € C*, the subalgebra U,(b) is stable under 7,. Denote its restriction to U,(b) by
the same letter. Then the pullbacks of the U,(b)-modules Lfb by 7, is Lfab.

For A € t*, we set D(A) = {w € t* | w < A}. The following category O is introduced in
[HJ].
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Definition 2.7. A U,(b)-module V is said to be in category O if:
i) V is Cartan-diagonalizable,
ii) for all w € * we have dim(V,,) < oo,
ii1) there exist a finite number of elements A1, --- , As € £ such that the weights of V are

n =1U D(\;).

j 75

The category O is a monoidal category.
Let v be the subgroup of t; consisting of ¥ such that W;(z) is rational for any i € I.

Theorem 2.8. [HJ] Let ¥ € t;. The simple module L(¥®) is in category O if and only if
¥ecr.

Let € be the additive group of maps ¢ : Pp — Z whose support

supp(c) = {w € Py, c(w) # 0}

is contained in a finite union of sets of the form D(u). For w € Py, we define [w] = 4§, € €.
For V in the category O we define the character of V' to be an element of &

(2.4) X(V) = dim(V,)[w].

wetx

As for the category O of a classical Kac-Moody algebra, the multiplicity of a simple
module in a module of our category O is well-defined (see [Ka, Section 9.6]) and we have
the corresponding Grothendieck ring Ky(O) (see also [HL2, Section 3.2]). Its elements are
the formal sums

X= Y AglL(®)]
Wer
where the A\gy € Z are set so that ) g, wePy Ay |dim((L(®))w)[w] is in €.
We naturally identify € with the Grothendieck ring of the category of representations of

O with constant (-weights, the simple objects of which are the [w], w € Py. Thus as in [Ka,
Section 9.7] we will regard elements of £ as formal sums

c= Z c(w)[w].

w€Supp(c)

The multiplication is given by [w][w'] = [w + w'] and € is regarded as a subring of Ky(O).
The character defines a ring morphism y : Ko(O) — € which is not injective.

2.3. Monomials and finite-dimensional representations. Following [FR], consider the
ring of Laurent polynomials Y = Z[Yiil]ig’aecx in the indeterminates {Y; 4 }icr ecx. Let

M be the group of monomials of Y. For example, for i € I,a € C*, define A; , € M to be

—1
Vg Yiar( TT Yie  TI Yier Yo I Yier?YiaYiee) -
{7ellCyi=—1} {jellCyi=—2} {j€l|Cj,i=-3}
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icraccx Y ; . we consider its ‘evaluation on ¢ (z)’. By definition

it is an element m(¢(z)) € ¢ given by

For a monomial m =[]

1—aqi_1,z

_ —d (=),
m@) = [ (el where (Yia(6())) ={ ¥ T=agz V="
i€l,aeCx ! 1 (j #1).
This defines an injective group morphism M — t. We identify a monomial m € M with its
image in tv. Note that w(Y; ) = w;.

Let € be the category of (type 1) finite-dimensional representations of Ug(g).

A monomial M € M is said to be dominant if M € Z[Y; o;c1 accx- Then L(M) is finite-
dimensional. Moreover, the action of U,(b) can be uniquely extended to an action of the
full quantum affine algebra U,(g), and any simple object in the category € is of this form.
By [CP] and [FH, Remark 3.11], for L(¥) a finite-dimensional module in the category O,
there is M as above and w € t* such that

L(P) ~ L(M) ® [w].
Note that if ¥ is a monomial in the variables
1~/vi,a = [_Wi]Yé,aa

then L(¥) is finite-dimensional. We will also use in the following notation:

T ~1
Ai,a = ‘Ili,aq;z lIli,aq% H \I’] aq ] ag; H lII], ] ag; = [_ai}Ai,a'
Joiri>1 Jriry=1
For i € I, a € C* and k > 0, we have the Kirillov—Reshetikhin (KR) module
(2.5) Wi = L0iaYiage Y, p00)

(4)

The representations lea = L(Y;,) are called fundamental representations. The simple
tensor product of a KR-module by a one-dimensional representation |w], w € P, will also

be called a KR-module.

2.4. Example. The prefundamental representations have a relatively simple structure in
comparison to the general simple representations in the category O.

As an example, let us consider the case g = By and the representation L;l. From [HJ] we
know the action of a large number of generators of the Borel algebra on this representation.
For r > 0, ¢fr, qb;LJH, xfr, 37;,7»7 Ty, Tgppq act by 0 on this representation; k;l%tl is the
operator —Id; the root operators E_,, _a,4(r+1)8) F—201—as+(r+1)5 act by 0.

As this representation LI 1 is constructed in [HJ] as a limit of finite-dimensional Kirillov-
Reshetikhin modules whose structure is well-known (see [H1, H3] and references therein),

it has a basis
L2+’ 1= @ Cor
TeT
of weight vectors parametrized by the semi-infinite tableaux T' = (T} ;)i=1,2,j>0 with coeffi-
cients in the ordered set
1<2<0=<1<2
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satisfying T ; < Tj jy1, (Tiy, Tije1) # (0,0) and (Th; < T or (Th5,Ta;) = (0,0)). It is
required in addition that T; ; = ¢ for j is large enough.
The weight of vy is

wr = — Z OJ(TL]‘) + B(TQ,]’)

=0
where «(1,2,0,1) = (0,1, a1 + a2, a1 + 2a3) and £(2,0,1,2) = (0, ag, 2as, 22 + a1). In
particular, we have the explicit character formula

X2 =x(L3,) =) _[wrl.
TeT
3. THE Q@-SYSTEM

In this section we prove the QQ-system of relations in Ko(O) (Theorem 3.2). This is one
of the main results of this paper.

3.1. Statement. Let g be an arbitrary simple Lie algebra. We start by introducing the
following representations.

Definition 3.1. Fori € I and a € C*, we define the representation

Xi,a = L(‘Ili,a)
where
T —1
Vo= \I’i,a H W ag; H ‘Ilj}alIlj,aq? H lIlj,aqfl‘I’]}aqulj,aq:“
JlCs j=-1 J1Cs j==2 JCs,;==3

Note that if we think of ¥, , as an analogue of the fundamental weight w;, then {Ivlm is
an analogue of the weight w; — ;.

Remark 3.1. (i) If g is simply-laced, then
X a = L H ‘I,] aq
g

(ii) The f-weight ¥; , may be written as an infinite product
‘I’i,a - Y; anY Y

% aq3 % aq

where E ,a as in Section 2.3 is the analogue of a fundamental weight. Similarly, one may
write \Il i, @s an infinite product involving the A ia as in Section 2.3 which is the analogue

of asnnple root. Indeed,
AT Y, A Yap AL Lo Y

3
iaq? a4y " iaq} i,aq? i,aq]

-1 -1 -1
= || U, ox 11U Il U, ox W
“ 59745 " jag g 7,045 4; J,aq7% qi

K>1 \j~ir;>1 Jjr~i,ri=1
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_ -1 . — .
- ‘I'z‘,a H ‘I'j,angfrj ‘Ilj,aqfq.*””” T ‘I’jvangrr% H ‘I’J,aqi - ‘Ilwz-
Jrvi,ri>1 7 Jrviri=1
So ¥; , may be indeed be viewed as an analogue of the difference w; — «;. O

We define the ) and @ variables as follows:

gt 0, . = el s
(3.6) Qia = [L;,] and Qia = [Xi,aq¢_2]xi [ 2 } ’
where
(3.7) Xi = X(L;,ra) €&

does not depend on a and is seen as an element of K(0O).
Now we state the Q@Q-system which is one of the main results of this paper.

Theorem 3.2. For any i € I, a € C* we have the following Q@—system:

Q Q;

(38) 5] Quag Qraas = [~ 5] Quaas @i =

H Qj,a H Qj,aq—l Qj,aq H Qj,aq*QQj,an,an

JlCij=—1 J1Ci j=—2 J|Cs,;=—3

Remark 3.2. (i) This QQ-system matches [MRV2, Formula (5.4)], with E replaced by a
and Q replaced by ¢ 2.

(ii) In this simply-laced case, the Q@—system specializes to the following:
o ~ o -
[?Z] Qi,aqlei,aq - [_?l} Qi,ani,aq*l = HQj,a-

jevi
This matches [MRV1, Formula (4.6)].
(ili) An analogous system may be written for the category O* dual to the category
O, which was defined in [HJ, Section 3.6]. It suffices to set Q;, = [RZG] and Qi, =

[le’aqi_Q](X;)_l (%] and to replace [+%] by [¥%]. Here R:a and X; , are defined by
(R;fa)* ~ LZG, (X7o)" = Xiqand x; = X(R;fa). Indeed the same proof as for formula (3.8)
gives us a relation in the category O of the opposite Borel as considered in [FH, Section
3.5] with the representations L;fa, X o replaced by the simple representations in O with the
same highest f-weight. Then it suffices to twist by the involutive automorphism & as in

[FH]. O
3.2. First examples. Let g = slo. We have the following relation in K¢(0O):
LAIL;] - (el L, ) = X

where as above
x = x(LE) =) _[-ra] € Ko(0).

r>0
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does not depend on a. By setting

Qu = [LE] and Qu = [L, .Ix " [~ 5]

we get the Q@—relation:
9] Que s [2] Queli+ =1

which is essentially the “quantum Wronskian relation” [BLZ5, Formula (9)] (see also [BLZ2,
BLZ3)).

Let g = sl3. We consider 6 families of representations as in [BHK]: the prefundamental
representations LT , LT | LT L2_7 , and the new representations

l,a’ “2,a> 1,0
Xia=L(¥ Ws40) , Xog=L(¥5 W1 49).
Let

X1 = X(Lia) = Z [_TQQ - Sal] = and X2 = X(L;,a) — Z [_7'041 —_ 8@2].
0<r<s 0<r<s

Remark 3.3. The representations X , and Xs , have the same character in this case (this
is not true for general g):

X(X1a) = X(X2a) = Y (14 Min(A, p)[-Aar — pas],
A,p>0

which is the character of the Verma module of sl3 of highest weight 0. However, the
representations X1 4, X2, are not evaluation modules of this Verma module as the action

-~

of Uy(b) can not be extended to the full quantum affine algebra. O

We view x1, x2 as elements of Ky(O). Now we can define the @ and @ variables:

~ _ (a3}
Ql,a = [Lia] 5 Ql,a = [Xl,aq—Q]Xl ! [_?} )

~ _ (%)
Q2,a = [L;a] 5 QZ,a = [XZ,aq—Q]XQ ! [_?} .

Then get the QQ-system in Frac(Ko(O)) as in [BHK, Formulas (5.4), (5.5)]:

aq ~ aq ~
[7:| Ql,aq*lQl,aq - [_?:| Ql,anl,aqfl = Q2,a-

a9 ~ a9 ~
[7:| Q2,aq*1Q2,aq - [_?:| Q2,an2,aq*1 = Ql,a-

Let g = By. We have given in section 2.4 an explicit formula for x2 and a description of
the representation L; .- The corresponding QQ-relation is

a9 ~ a9 ~
%) Qo Boea [~ %] QuasBanr = Qo @r

where the @); 4 are classes of prefundamental representations and @2@ = [X Q,Gqu]xg ! [—%] .
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Remark 3.4. Vladimir Bazhanov drew out attention to a system of relations in the case of
sl,41 which were introduced in [BFLMS, Equation (1.3)] in the context of finite-dimensional
representations of the corresponding Yangians, which is equivalent to ours (for example, the
analogues of the prefundamental representations for the Yangians of sl, 41 are described in
[BFLMS] and called there “partonic” representations). Moreover, an explicit comparison
between this system and the QQ-system was kindly given to us by the referee which we
now present (it is worth mentioning that in this case it coincides with the Hirota equations,
according to [BFLMS]). This is not immediately clear as the system of [BFLMS] involves a
seemingly different set of variables Qj, ... j, with ji,---,j; € {1,---,n}. Let us pick what
can be called a path in the Hasse diagram

P:0c{u}c{u,w}c--Cc{u, - ,wm}=4{1,2,--- ,n}.
Then [BFLMS, Equation (1.3)] with I = () and a = ¢1, b = ¢ is the type A QQ-system

with ¢ = 1 after the identification of Qq, Qa, Q1 with Qs Quios Quyo\fun) (up to a
multiplication by a weight). More generaly, if we consider a second path

‘j) 0 C {Zl} = {Ll,bg} \ {Ll} C {Zl,LNQ} = {Ll,bg,bg} \ {LQ} c---C {1, ce ,n},
then [BFLMS, Equation (1.3)] with I= {t1,-- ,1io1} and a = 15, b = 1341 is the QQ-system
at 7 after the identification of Q;, Q; with Q,, .. .;, Qg .. z; (up to a multiplication by a
weight).

3.3. Q@—system for the twisted quantum affine algebras. There is also a Q@—system
for the twisted quantum affine algebras. To explain this, we use the notation of [H4, Section
2.4] (except that the Lie algebra denoted by g in [H4] will now be denoted by ¢, and I
will be denoted by I'). Let o be an automorphism of the Dynkin diagram of a simply-laced
simple finite-dimensional Lie algebra g’; that is, a bijection o : I’ — I’ of the set I’ of nodes
of the Dynkin diagram of g such that Cy(; ;) = Ci; for any i,j € I', where C is the
Cartan matrix of g’. Let r be the order of 0. Consider the twisted case, so that r € {2,3}
(in fact, g must be of type A, (n > 2), D,, (n > 4), or Eg). Let I, denote the set of orbits
of o and for i € I’ we denote by i € I, the orbit of 1.

Using the Cartan generators of g’, we obtain an automorphism of g’ of the same order,
which we also denote by 0. The Lie algebra g’ decomposes into a direct sum of eigenspaces

of o:
V=P o
i€Z/r.
where g’6 is the simple Lie algebra corresponding to the quotient of the Dynkin diagram of

g’ by the action of the automorphism. The twisted affine Kac-Moody algebra g is defined
as the universal central extension of the twisted loop algebra

Log= @ g,ﬁ ® 2"
neL
Note that its constant part is the simple Lie algebra 9’6, the o-invariants of g’. The nodes
of the Dynkin diagram of 9’6 are naturally parametrized by I,.

There is a quantum affine algebra U,(g) attached to the twisted affine algebra g, whose
finite-dimensional representations were studied by several authors, see [H4] and references
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therein. This algebra has a Borel subalgebra, and one can define the corresponding category
O in the same way as in [HJ] (see Section 2.2). Though this category has not been studied in
the twisted case, it is natural to conjecture that it contains analogues of the representations
L;”a and X, , defined in [HJ] and the present paper, respectively, in the untwisted case.
More precisely, for each i € I, let us choose a representative i € I’ in such a way that
that
(C@j, Ci,a(j)7 e 7Ci,0M*1(j)> 7& (0, v ,0) = Ci’j = —1.

We fix such a choice and identify ¢ and ¢ using this choice. Hence C; ; is well-defined for any
1,7 € I,. Then we expect that in the category O in the twisted case there are representations
L;fa and X, for all i € I, and a € C*.

Now let us define @); , and Qvi,a by formulas (3.6), and for each i € I, set ¢; = ¢% where
r if Oi,a(i) = 2,
di=q1if Cj,4) =0,

Conjecture 3.3. The variables Q; 4, @i,a,i € I,,a € C* satisfy the following Q@—system:

(o7} ~ Q;
10, 5]

2 2
iji,dj:r Qj,a) (iji,dj;ﬁr and b,b"=a Qj,b) Zf d; =,
(3.9) = 9 ULjms = Qj,ar) [Lji a4 Qm) if di =1,
Qi,—a X (HN Qja ifd; =1/2,

where the products run on the j € 15, j ~ i means C;; < 0 as above and o; is a simple root
of g°.

We note that we have obtained the system (3.9) by a kind of “folding” of the Q@—system
for the simply-laced Lie algebra g’ (analogously to how the T-system in the twisted case
was written in [KS2] and established in [H4] by “folding” the T-system in the untwisted
case).

We expect that the proof of this conjecture can be obtained along the same lines as our
proof in Section 4 of the Q@Q-system in the case of untwisted quantum affine algebras. This
will be discussed in another paper.

3.4. QQ*-system. Another system of relations in Ky(O) was established in [HL2, Section
6.1.3]. It arises naturally in the context of cluster algebras, as the first step of the Fomin—
Zelevinsky mutation relations. Namely, for i € I and a € C* we have

Qi,aQ;a = H Qjﬂq*djcj,i + [_ai] H ijaqdjcj,i
J,C5,:70 J,C5,i#0
where

Q;ia = [L(‘I’;al H ‘Ilj,aq*djcj,i )} ) Qi,a = [LzJ,ra]
3,C;5,i#0
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This is the relation [HL2, Equation 6.14]. Note that Q) , is the mutated cluster variable
obtained from @;, in a certain subring of Ky(O), which was introduced and proved to be
a cluster algebra in [HL2].

To distinguish them from the relations of the Q@—system, we call these relations the
QQ*-system.

An analogous system of relations was also established in [HL2, Example 7.8] in terms
of the negative prefundamental representations. Taking the duals in those relations, we
get the QQ*-system in the Grothendieck ring of the dual category O*, with the variables
Qia = [Rj’a,l], Ta= L(\Il;;,l Hj,CjﬂéO \I]jva_lqdjcj’i) and with [—a;] replaced by [a;].

3.5. Q@—system for the quantum gl; toroidal algebra. An analogue of the Q@—system
holds for the quantum gl; toroidal algebra € as well. The quantum parameters of £ are
q1, G2, q3 satisfying (q1g3)~! = q2 = ¢* and we use the notations of [FJMM] except that
we replace their spectral parameter z by 27! for consistency. For a € C* we introduce the
representation L, of highest (-weight (1 — az)~!(1 — ¢y 'az)(1 — g3 'az). L} denotes the
prefundamental representation of highest (-weight (1 — az).

If we set as above Q, = [L}] and Q, = [(Xag-2][—5Ix", where x = x(Lg), then we
obtain the following Q@—system:

(310) [%]Qaq—léaq - [_%]Qaq@aqfl = Qaq_qulQaq_lqgl’

where [£5] is the class of the one-dimensional representation corresponding to 3.

The proof is analogous to the proof of the Q@—System presented in the next section.
One needs to use the theory of g-characters of the category O of the quantum gl toroidal
algebra, which has recently been developed in [FJMM] in parallel with the theory for the
quantum affine algebras [FR, HJ, FH].

Note that the QQ*-system for quantum affine algebras discussed in Section 3.4 also has
an analogue for the gl; quantum toroidal algebra. This is the system of relations obtained
in [FJMM, Formula (4.24)].

Remark 3.5. We were informed by Michio Jimbo that the above QQ-system for the quan-
tum gly toroidal algebra was known to the authors of [FJMM]. O

4. PROOF OF THE Q@—SYSTEM

In this section we prove the Q@—system (3.8) stated in Theorem 3.2. One of the crucial
tools used in the proof is the theory of ¢g-characters.

4.1. g-characters. For a U,(b)-module V' and ¥ € t}, the linear subspace
(4.11) Vo ={veV|3p>0,Yiel,¥m>0,(¢f, - Vim)'v=0}
is called the f-weight space of V' of £-weight W.

Theorem 4.1. [HJ] For V in category O, Vi # 0 implies ¥ € .
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Given a map ¢ : vt — Z, consider its support

supp(c) = {¥ €t | (W) £ 0},
Let &, be the additive group of maps ¢ : t — Z such that w(supp(c)) is contained in a finite
union of sets of the form D(u), and such that for every w € Py, the set supp(c) Nw ! ({w})
is finite. The map w is naturally extended to a surjective homomorphism w : £, — €.

For ¥ € t, we define [¥] = dg_ € &,.

Let V' be a Uy(b)-module in category O. We define [FR, HJ] the g-character of V as

(4.12) Xg(V) = _ dim(Va)[¥] € &,.

Example 4.2. For w € t*, the q-character of the 1-dimensional representation |[w| is just
its (-highest weight x4(|w]) = [w]. That is why the use of the same notation [w] will not lead
to confusion.

Note that we have x(V) = w(x4(V)) for V a representation in the category O.
By [FR, Theorem 3] and [HJ, Proposition 3.12], we have the following.

Proposition 4.3. The g-character morphism
Xq : Rep(Ug(b)) = Eo, [V] = xq(V),
1 an injective ring morphism.
It is proved in [FR] that a finite-dimensional U, (g)-module V satisfies V = @, .y Vin(s(2))-

In particular, x4(V) can be viewed as an element of Y. It is proved in [FR, FM] that if
moreover V = L(m) is simple, then
Xq(L(m)) € m(1+ Z[Ai_,;]iel,ae(cx )-
Theorem 4.4. (i) For any a € C*, i € I we have
Xa(Li) = [Wial x(Li) = [Wia] x(Li,)-

(ii) For any a € C*, i € I we have
Ya(Lia) € [9id] (L+ ATLZIAT jer pecs).

Remark 4.1. (i) The statement (i) is proved in [HJ, FH].

(ii) The statement (ii) is proved in [HJ]: indeed it is established there that [¥; o] xq(L; )
is a certain limit of g-characters of KR modules as a formal power series in the Aj_’;. It is
of the form written in the Theorem by [H1, Lemma 4.4].

(iii) As a consequence the x; € € defined in formula (3.7) is equal to

xi = x(L,) = x(Li,) = [\Il;ﬂ Xq(L{,)-

Example 4.5. In the case § = sly, we have:

_ 1 1. _
X =100 = 20 -2l xa(Era) = | = | S ATATS 2 Ay e

r>0 r>0
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Example 4.6. In the case of g = By (see section 2.4), we have:

Xa(L3,) = [(1 = za)] ) [wr],

TeT
_ 1 _
Wtz = | = | Z TTAT By
TeT j>0

Where Aj(l, 2, 0, T) = (1, Al’aq—4j+2, Alyaq—4j+2 A27aq—4j+4, Al,aq—4~7+2 A27aq—4j+4A27aq—4j+2) and
Bj(2a 0,1, 2) = (17 A2,aq*4j ’ A2,aq*4j A2,aq*4j*2’ A2,aq*4j A2,aq*4j*2A1,aq*4j)'

Theorem 4.7. [FH| Any tensor product of positive (resp. negative) prefundamental repre-
sentations L:a (resp. L;,) is simple.

4.2. Examples. Let us explain the examples from Section 3.2 in terms of g-characters.
For g = sly, the relations follow directly from the g-character explicit formulas given in
Example 4.5.
For g = sl3, we can prove the following explicit g-character formula (see the general result
in Proposition 4.8):

Xa(X1.a) = [P0 Wa0g]x2 > (AraAr a2 Ay gg20-1) "
r>0

and an analog formula for x4(X2,).
For g = B5, we can prove the following explicit ¢g-character formula:

Xa(X2.a) = (W50 ®1aT1 o2lx2 > (Azadg g2+ Ay gy20-1) .
r>0

This gives some insights on the structure of the representation Xz ,: it has a basis of the

{-weight vectors
X2,a = @ (CUT,T
TeT,r>0
where vr, has {-weight
[‘I’2_7L11‘Il17a‘1117aq2] [—(A)T] (AQ,aA27aq*2 tt A27aq—2(r71) )71.
4.3. A g-character formula. Our Theorem 3.2 is a consequence of the following

Proposition 4.8. For any i € I, a € C*, we have

- o
(4.13) Xa(Xia) = [Tialxia [ [ ;7
J#i
where
Xi,a = Z(Ai’“Ai,aq;2 s Ai,aq,_z(r_l))_l € &y.

r>0
Remark 4.2. This explicit g-character formula implies

XXia) =xi [[x;
ji
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By using the automorphism 7, it suffices to prove the formula for a = 1.
For m € Z we denote by [m] its integer part.
For N <0 < M let us set

N(NvM) i~ —1
v, =W, ‘I’Lq—QN H ‘Ilj,q
JlCs,=—1

ri+2r; [l+(M7ri)/(2'rj)]

H lIl 1+M/4]lII] q6+4[(M 2)/4]
J1Ci5=—2

1 1
H ‘I’j g5 +6l(M+1)/6] ‘I’J qTH6l(M—1) /6] ‘I’J gS+6[(M—=3) /6]

JlCij==3
= (YiﬂllYﬂl Y 2N ) H Yiqritra Yyqrivons oY) rivarsi@a—rp/@rylar;

JIC; j=—1

H (Y 2Y] ag® " Y}’q4[1w/4]+2)(Y}-,q4Y}’qs e Y;»’q4+4[(M—2)/4])

H (Y, 2Y48 Y, eyl J(Y g1 Y oo - - Yj7q4+6[(1\4—1)/6]) .
JICij==3
(YjgoYjqr2 - 'Yj,qf"[”(M*S)/f’])) '

As \TI(N’M)

7

~ ~ (N,M), .
is expressed as a product of variables Yj;, the representation L(\IIE )) is

~ (M
finite-dimensional (see Section 2.3). We will also consider the /-weight lIIE ) obtained from
= (N,M)
W,

7

by removing the factors depending on N, that is

= (M)  =(N,M)
LR TR AW
As discussed in Section 4.1, we have

(L@ e @M

As moreover it follows from Theorem 4.4 that

Xq(‘I’;;%)N) € [‘I’qulzN]ZHA;;T]]jELTeZa

]Z[A;;r]jEI,TEZ'

we get
~ (M) ~ (M) _
Xo(L(®: ) € (% 1Z[[A] g et ez

Following [HL1], let us consider the truncated g-characters

N(NvM)
xg M(L(,

7

) € & and ;M (L(E) € &
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which are the sum (with multiplicity) of the ¢-weights m occurring in Xq(L(‘AI}EN’M))) (resp.

Yo (L(F™MY))) such that

' ~ (N,M)

m(¥; )7t € Z[Aigrlicrr<m-
Lemma 4.9. We have:

= (N,M) = (N,M) _
ML) =1 ] Y (A e A )
0<r<—N+1 i
5 (M) & (M)
X ML) = [ T
Remark 4.3. The first formula proves a particular case of [HL2, Conjecture 7.15]. O

N.M), . .
Proof. For the first formula, note that L(\IJE )) is a subquotient of

~ (N,0 ~ (0,M
L") o Le#"),
where we set o N NO
G0 )
= (N,0), . =(0,M), . .
Here L(®,; ") is a KR-module and L(¥, = ) is a tensor product of KR-modules which

is also simple (we can argue as in [H1, Proposition 5.3]). Then it is proved in [H1, Lemma

4.4] that {IVIEO’M) is the only ¢-weight in Xq(L((IVIZ(»O’M))) which may occur in X;M(L((IVIEO’M)));
that is,

~ (0,M) ~ (0,M)
Xg ML) = [y,

~ (N.M
Consequently the /-weights occurring in X;M (L(\Il( ))) are of the form

2

= (N,M)

¥ ¥

)

where (\ngo’M))—lsz is an ¢-weight occurring in Xq(L(\TIEN’O))). As L(lIlZ(N’O)) is a KR mod-

ules, it is proved in [H1, Section 4] that its g-character can be computed by using the
algorithm introduced in [FM, Section 5.5]. We also have precise information on the mono-
mials occurring in ts g-character in [H1, Lemma 5.5]. In particular, we have the following:
suppose that W is not of the form

(Ai1A, o2 -Ai ql_z(r_n)_l for some 0 <r < —N +1,

that is it is not in the set denoted by B’ in [H1, Lemma 5.5]. Then there is an ¢-weight ¥’

= (N,M)

occurring in X;M(L(\Ili )) whose weight is of the form —ra;—a; for some 0 <r < —N+1

and some j ~ i (in [H1, Lemma 5.5] this is stated with j # 4, but the Frenkel-Mukhin
algorithm mentioned above gives immediately that necessarily j ~ 7). Let r minimal with
this property. There is a € Z such that

\AI}(N7M)(A171A1 q,_2 .. Az

7

—1 4—1
72(7‘71)) Aj7qo¢

1g

~ (N,M . .
occurs as an (-weight in Xq(L(\IfZ(- ))) But such an (-weight satisfies exactly the hy-

pothesis of [H2, Theorem 5.1] which gives sufficient conditions so that a monomial do not
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occur in the g-character of a simple module (here the ¢ in [H2, Theorem 5.1] is j, m is
N,M
( )(Ai,lAi 2 AZ, q.f2(7»71)) 1A 1a and M is mA;j e up to a constant ¢-weight multi-

Np
ple). Hence we get a contradiction.

For the second formula, it follows from [HJ, Theorem 6.1] generalized in [HL2, Theorem
7.6] that we can take the limit N — —oo, that is [@EN’M)]AX;M(L({IVIEN’M)
= (M), _ = (M)

[T ML,

7 2

)) converges to

)) as a formal power series in the Aj_,;. O

Consider the partial ordering < is defined on &, so that xy =< x’ if the coefficients of x are
lower than those of y’.

Lemma 4.10. We have xq(Xi1) = [Wialxin [T x; -

Proof. X; 1 is a subquotient of

@™

(2

= (M)

)@ L(W; 1 (T, )7,

)~1) is a simple tensor product of positive prefundamental

By Theorem 4.7, L(‘ili71(\il(M)

(2
representations and

XL (B 1)) = (@5 (@) T o .
J#i
This implies
B, P (Xa) < 12 g (L8 ) (L (2]) 1)
= 1" (@) Ty .

J#i
This is true for any M > 0. For each f-weight W in the left term, there is M such that no
A ;T with » > M occurs as a factor in W. So this £-weight W occurs only in the product
Wlth the truncated g-character

= (M), _ = (M) ~Cij —Cij
(T ) 1]Xq<M(L(‘I’z' ))HXJ' N :Xi,IHXj 7.

JF J#i

To conclude, we prove
Lemma 4.11. We have x4(X;1) = [\ili,l)(i,l] Hj# X;Ci’j.
Proof. Consider the representation
Xi1 ® L(\i’;ll\lll_ll)

It admits L(¥; !) as a simple constituent. By Theorem 4.7, L(lIlz 1 \Ill 1) is a tensor product
of negative prefundamental representations. Let ¥’ be an f-weight occurring in

Xia = iixg(L(®; ).
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Hence by (ii) in Theorem 4.4, ¥ is a product M\fIvlzil1 where M is an ¢-weight of x4(X;1).
We get N

Xq(Xi1) = [Wi1]xin-
Note that for ¥' an f-weight in x;1, the product \Pi,llili,l\Il’ is a monomial in the ¥;,.
So by Theorem 4.7 and (i) in Theorem 4.4, L(\I'm\fIvli,l\Il’) is a simple tensor products of
positive prefundamental representations and

Xa(L(Wi1 @3, W) = (@199 ]y [ [ x;
J#i

Cij

Hence these simple modules are simple constituents of
[Xi1 ® L),
that is ~ C,
(%5 1]xixa (Xi1) = Xa(Xi)Xa (L) = xia [T ®anlxa [[
J#i
which implies the result. g

4.4. Completion of the proof of Theorem 3.2. We can now complete the proof of
Theorem 3.2.
Note that C; ; < —1 implies r; = 1. It suffices to prove that

I % I %a 1% [T ¥ 2%ia®ap Xiaq; !
JlCs5=—1 JlCi j==2 JlCij==3
= [ az]‘I’z,aqqz‘I’wqi—:s H ‘I’j,aq;2 H Y;aq-3 a0
JlCi=—1 JlCij==2

X H V-4 00-2¥ja Xi,ag;?

JICs,5==3
+ I v I % ¥ I % 2®ia¥0e |
JlCi,j=-1 J1Ci, j==2 JICs5==3
that is
qu;l =1+] az]‘I’Z,aqi‘I’i’aqi—in,aqf

—1 —1 -1

@14) x| J] w2, I ¥a¥aes I %%
JCs,5=—1 J1Ci,j=-2 JlCs,;==3

-1 .

Note that Ai7aq;1 [_O‘i]‘Pi,aqi‘I’z‘,aq;S is equal to

—-1 -1
H lIlj,aq"“i‘rj ‘I’j,aqfr"'i H lI’J',aqr‘”"Q\Ilj,aq%%'
JlCyi=—1 JICj,i==2
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<{ T e N
JlC;,:=-3

This is exactly the last factor in Equation (4.14):

if r; = 1, then C; ; = —1 and both factors are equal to v \Ilj ag

ifr; =2and r; =1, then C; ; = -2, Cj; = —1 and both factors are equal to \Il] aq\Il _3.

if rj =r; =2, then C; ; = C;; = —1 and both factors are equal to \Il \Il] aq-

ifr; = 3and r; = 1, then C; ; = —3, Cj; = —1 and both factors are equal to Wj7;q2 W, 0q—4-
We get the desired result because

Xiagt = =1+ A_ 1Xi,aq;3

5. BETHE ANSATZ

We now derive the Bethe Ansatz equations from the Q@—system (3.8), following [MRV1,
MRV2]. We focus of the case of untwisted affine algebras, but one can obtain the Bethe
Ansatz equations for the twisted affine algebras from the Q@—system (3.9) in a similar way.

Suppose that we have an action of the commutative algebra Ky(O) on a vector space
V, and let v be one of its joint eigenvectors. Then we obtain an algebra homomorphism
from Ky(O) to C. Let us denote the values of the elements Q;, and @ZU of Ko(O) under

this homomorphism by Q;(u) and Q,(u), respectively. Depending on the space V', these
functions will have different analytic properties.
In addition, under any homomorphism from Ky(O) to C, we have
=3
2
for some v; € C*, for all i € I. (Note that what we denoted by v; in [FH] corresponds to v?
here; however, that v; was a formal variable in [FH], whereas here it is a non-zero complex

+1
)

B

number.)
The relations in (3.2) then give rise to algebraic relations between these functions:
(5.15) v Qi(ug; ) Qi(ug:) — v; ' Qi(ug) Qi(ug; )

= II @ I[I Qi(u")Q;(ug) [T Qiwua?Q;wQ;(ug)
JlCs 5==1 JlCi j==2 J1Ci,j==3
Now suppose that w is a zero of Q;(u) that is not a zero of Qz(u) and that the terms in
formula (5.15) have no poles when u = wg*! (we will refer to this as a genericity condition).
Substituting u = wa?tl into (5.15) and taking the ratio of the resulting equations, we obtain:

(5.16) o2 T Sl ). ),

_B
jel qu ”)

where (B;;) is the symmetrized Cartan matrix, B;j = (o4, ;). These are the Bethe Ansatz
equations.
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Thus, under the genericity condition, the zeros of Q;(u) must satisfy the Bethe Ansatz
equations (5.16).

In Section 5.6 of [FH] (see also Section 6 of [FR]) we obtained these equations in the case
that V is the tensor product of irreducible finite-dimensional representations of Uy(g) and
the action of Ky(O) on V is obtained using the standard transfer-matrix construction.

If we switch to the dual category O*, so that @);, becomes [R:u], as explained in Remark
3.2,(iii), then the corresponding Bethe Ansatz equation (5.16) is equivalent to formula (5.8)
of [FH] (note that an overall minus sign is missing in that formula). This case is special
in that for a given V, any eigenvalue of the transfer-matrix of RZa on V has the form
Qi(u) = fi(u)Qi(u), where f;j(u) is a universal factor that depends only on V and ¢, and
Qi(u) is a polynomial (this is an analogue of the Baxter polynomial). Thus, the analytic
behavior of Q;(u) has a very special form in this case.

Though we did not prove it in [FH], we do expect that the eigenvalues of the transfer-
matrix of L;fu have the same general form as those of the transfer-matrix of R;"u If this
is indeed the case, then equations (5.8) of [FH] may also be viewed as the equations on
the zeros of the generalized Baxter polynomials occurring in the eigenvalues of the transfer-
matrix of LZ‘U on V.

However, the derivation of the Bethe Ansatz equations presented in [FH] (following the
analytic Bethe Ansatz method [R1, R2, R3, BR, KS1]) is much less direct than the derivation
presented in this section. Indeed, the argument of [FH] started with the formula expressing
the eigenvalues of the transfer-matrix of a finite-dimensional representation W of Uy (g) in
terms of the eigenvalues of the transfer-matrices of R;{’u (or L;’Fu), see Theorem 5.11 of [FH]
(these are the analogues of Baxter’s TQ-relation). If we make a specific assumption about
how poles get canceled in this formula (namely, that the cancellation happens between the
terms in the formula corresponding to the monomials M and M A; ;qi from the g-character),
then we obtain the above Bethe Ansatz equations (5.16), see Section 5.8 of [FH] for details.
In contrast, in our present argument we immediately get the Bethe Ansatz equations under
a mild genericity condition.

The non-local quantum KdV Hamiltonians give us (conjecturally, see Section 7.2 below)
another way to construct an action of Ky(0O), as explained in Section 7. In this case, V'
is a graded component in a representation of a W-algebra associated to g; for example, a
Fock representation. Under the same genericity condition, the zeros of the corresponding
eigenvalues Q;(u) satisfy Bethe Ansatz equations (5.16) (with specific values of v;). Note
that for sly this was shown in [BLZ5] using the quantum Wronskian relation, to which the
Q@—system reduces in the case of sly (see Section 3.2). In this case, the function Qi (u) is
expected to be an entire function of u, see [BLZ4, BLZ5].

We close this section with two remarks. First, the Bethe Ansatz equations (5.16) can
be derived, in a similar fashion, from the Q@Q*-system of [HL2] (see Section 3.4), under an
assumption that is similar to the above genericity condition.

Second, for the quantum gl; toroidal algebra, a system of relations in Ky(O) was estab-
lished in [FIMM]. It could be viewed as an analogue of the QQ*-system of [HL2] (for the
analogue of the QQ-system, see Section 3.5 above). In [FIMM], Bethe Ansatz equations
were derived from that system in a similar fashion. However, the authors of [FJMM] went
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a step further: they proved that the analogue of the above genericity assumption is in fact
not necessary. This gives us hope that the genericity assumption can be dropped in the
affine case as well, for both the QQ*-system and the Q@—system.

Finally, we can derive the Bethe Ansatz equations of [FJMM] from the Q@—system for the
quantum gl; toroidal algebra from Section 3.5, under the genericity assumption. Namely,
if w is a zero of Q(z) which is not a zero of Q(z), then we get the following Bethe Ansatz
equation:

Qwa)Qwe)Qwes) + [a]Q(wa ) Q(wa; ) Q(was ') = 0.
It coincides with the Bethe Ansatz equation obtained in a different way in [FJMM].

6. CLASSICAL KDV SYSTEM

In the rest of this paper, we discuss the affine opers that should encode the eigenvalues
of the quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians according to the conjecture of [FF5]. We start by
recalling the definition of the classical KdV systems and opers.

6.1. Drinfeld—Sokolov reduction and opers. The phase space of the classical g-KdV
system is obtained from a certain space of first order differential operators by Hamiltonian
reduction, which is called the Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction [DS]. We will first discuss the
case of an untwisted affine algebra g, by which we mean the universal central extension of
the formal loop algebra g((¢)):

0—Cl—g—g(t) —0

(we are slightly abusing notation here, because in our discussion of the quantum affine
algebras g stands for the Laurent polynomial version). The commutation relations read:
[1,A(t)] = 0 and

[A(2), B(t)] = [A(#), B(t)] — Resi=o r0(A(2), dB(t)),

where kg is the invariant inner product on g normalized in the standard way, so that the
square length of the maximal root is equal to 2.
Consider the space of differential operators

(6.17) O+ A),  A(t) € g((#),

The inner product
(A(t), B(t)) = Resio ro(A(t), B(1))dt
enables us to identify g((¢)) with its dual space. It is known (see, e.g., [FB], Ch. 16.4) that
under this identification, the space of differential operators (6.17) may be identified with a
hyperplane in the dual space to g that consists of all linear functionals on g taking value
1 on the central element 1. The standard Kirillov-Kostant Poisson structure on the dual
space to g restricts to a Poisson structure on the hyperplane. So do the coadjoint actions
of the group G((t)) and its Lie algebra g((¢)), and when written in terms of the operators
(6.17), they become the gauge actions of G((¢)) and g((t)), respectively.
Fix the Cartan decomposition

g:n-l-@b@n—?
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where ny and n_ are the upper and lower nilpotent subalgebras of g, respectively, and b is
the Cartan subalgebra. The above inner product on g((t)) identifies the dual space to ny ((¢))
with n_((¢)). Let f;,i = 1,...,n, be generators of n_ corresponding to negative simple roots
of g. Consider the Hamiltonian reduction of the space of the operators (6.17) with respect
to the gauge (that is, coadjoint, hence Poisson) action of the Lie algebra ny((t)) and its
character (that is, a one-point coadjoint orbit in n_((¢))) corresponding to the element

(6.18) P =3 fi € noCn (1) =ny (V)"
=1

This is the Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction [DS].
The reduced phase space of the Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction is therefore the quotient of
the space M(g) of operators of the form

(6.19) O +pa+v(t),  v(t)ebi(t),
where by = h @ ny is the Borel subalgebra of g, under the gauge action of the loop group
N ((t). N
According to [DS], the action of N, ((t)) on M(g) is free. The resulting quotient space
M(g) = M(g)/N+ ()
is called the space of g-opers on the punctured disc D* = Spec C((t)) (for a general curve, the

space of g-opers has also been defined by Beilinson and Drinfeld [BD1, BD2]). The Poisson
algebra of local functionals on M(g) is known as the classical W-algebra. We denote it by

W(g).
For example, for g = sl we have

p—l:f1:<(1) 8>7

and so M(sly) is the quotient of the space of operators of the form

at+<a(1t) _I»C(LZ)) a(t), b(t) € C((1),

by the upper triangular gauge transformations depending on t. It is easy to see that each
gauge equivalence class contains a unique operator of the form

o+ (1 °9) wwec.

and hence we may identify M(slz) with the space of such operators, or, equivalently, with
the space of second order differential operators

97 —u(t),  w(t) € C(1).

Likewise, the space M(sl,) may be identified with the space of nth order differential
operators
O — v ()0 2+ ...+ (=) v ()0 — (=1) w1 (2).
In a similar way, for Lie algebras of types B and C' one can identify g-opers with self-
adjoint and anti-self adjoint scalar differential operators, and for type D, pseudo-differential
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operators of a special kind [DS]. However, there is no such uniform identification for a
general Lie algebra g. The best we can do in general is to choose special representatives
in the N, ((t))-gauge equivalence classes on the space of operators of the form (6.19) in the
following way.

Recall the element p_; € n_ given by formula (6.18). There exists a unique element of
n4 of the form

n
P = E cie;, ¢ €C,
=1

where e;,7 = 1,...,n, are generators of ni, such that p;,p_;, and p, = [p,p_;]| form
an sly triple. The element %ﬁo € b then defines the principal grading on g such that
degp; = 1,degp_; = —1. Let

V;:an = @ Vcan,i

icE
be the space of ad p;-invariants in n, decompeosed according to the principal grading. Here
E={di,...,d,}
is the set of exponents of g. Then p; spans Vean,1. Choose a linear generator p; of Vean g, (if
the multiplicity of d; is greater than one, which happens only in the case g = Déz), d; = 2n,

then we choose linearly independent vectors in Vcan,dj). The following result is due to
Drinfeld and Sokolov [DS] (see also [BD1, BD2]).

Lemma 6.1. The gauge action of N+ ((t)) on the space JVE(g) is free, and each gauge equiv-
alence class contains a unique operator of the form Oy +p_y + v(t), where v(t) € Vean((t)),

so that we can write
n

(6.20) v(t) =) vi(t)- P, vi(t) € C(1).
j=1
Thus, each point of the reduced phase space M(g) of the Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction is
canonically represented by an operator d; +p_; + v(t), where v(¢) is of the form (6.20).

6.2. Spectral parameter. Now we insert the “spectral parameter” z into our operators.
This means that we go from g to g((27!)), and from g((t)) to g(271))((¢)). Let

fo=eoz €g(="), where epEny Cyg

is a non-zero element in the one-dimensional weight subspace of the nilpotent subalgebra
ny of g corresponding to the maximal root (this is a highest weight vector in the adjoint
representation of g). For instance, if g = sl,., we can take as ey the matrix with 1 in the
upper right corner and 0 in all other places.

Note that f;,i = 0,...,n, are the generators of the lower nilpotent subalgebra n_ of
g((z~1)), which consists of all elements of g[z] whose value at z = 0 is in n_ C g. Therefore,

n
p1=>_fi
i=0

may be viewed as a “principal nilpotent element” of n_.
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Now we shift the operators (6.17) by fo = epz. We then obtain the following operators:
(6.21) O+ At) +egz,  A(t) € g((1)),

Since fyp = egz is stable under the action of N, ((t)), this shift does not change the gauge
action of N ((t)). Therefore, we can identify the reduced phase space M(g) of the Drinfeld—

Sokolov reduction with the quotient of the space M(g) of operators of the form
(6.22) ditpatvlt), vt eby (1),

by the gauge action of the loop group N, ((¢)).
According to Lemma 6.1, each gauge equivalence class contains a unique operator of the
form

(6.23) O +pa+tv(t),  v(t)€ Vean(t)

We will denote this quotient by M(g). It is isomorphic to the space M(g), but its elements
are differential operators with “spectral parameter” z that we need to construct the g-KdV
Hamiltonians. R

For example, M(sly) is the quotient of the space of operators of the form

a(t) b(t) + z
O + < 1 —a() ) a(t),b(t) € C((1)),
by the upper triangular gauge transformations depending on ¢ (but not on z). Each gauge
equivalence class contains a unique operator of the form

o+ (1 "0F) e,

and hence we may identify M(E/a\[g) with the space of such operators, or, equivalently, with
the space of second order differential operators with spectral parameter

92 —v(t)—z () € C(1).

Likewise, the space M(E/:\[r) may be identified with the space of nth order differential
operators with spectral parameter

A — (N2 4+ 4 (—1) oo (D) — (—1) w1 (£) — (—1) 2.

The reason why inserting the spectral parameter is important is that after we do that
we can define the g-KdV Hamiltonians. These are Poisson commuting functions (more
properly, functionals) on the reduced phase space M(g) = M(g). There are two types of
g-KdV Hamiltonians: local and non-local, and they are both constructed using the formal
monodromy matrix of the operators (6.19) specialized to different representations of g.
Because our operators now depend on z, the monodromy matrix depends on z as well, and
this enables us to take the coefficients of its expansion.

More precisely, let My (z) € G be the monodromy matrix of the operator (6.21) special-
ized to an irreducible representation V' of g (see Section 3.2 of [FF5] for the precise defini-
tion). For any g-invariant function ¢ on V' the corresponding function flg,(z) = ¢o(My(z))

on M(g) is invariant under the gauge action of N ((t)) and hence gives rise to a well-defined
function H,(z) on the quotient M(g).
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The asymptotic expansion of H(z) at z = oo yields the local g-KdV Hamiltonians, which
generate the g-KdV hierarchy of commuting Hamiltonian flows on the Poisson manifold
M(g) (see [DS]). These Hamiltonians have the form

(6.24) H, - /Ps(vj(t),v;(t), L)dt,  s—=di+Nh, NeZ,,

where d; € E is an exponent of g and h is the Coxeter number. The integrand P is a

differential polynomial of degree s 4 1, where we set deg v](-m) =d; +m+1.

On the other hand, the z-expansion of H,(z) at z = 0 yields Poisson commuting non-local
g-KdV Hamiltonians.

Poisson commutativity of these Hamiltonians is easily proved from the commutativity of
the functions H,(z2) (see, for example, [RS1, RSF, RS2]).

6.3. Miura transformation. A convenient way to compute the higher order terms in

the z-expansion of ¢(My(z)) is to realize the variables of the KdV hierarchy in terms of

the variables of the modified KAV (mKdV) hierarchy. This provides a kind of “free field

realization,” also known as the Miura transformation, for the commuting Hamiltonians.
Consider the space M(g) of operators of the form

(6.25) O +p—1+u(t), u(t) € h((t)).
The natural map M(g) — M(§) given by the composition of the inclusion M(g) — M(3)

and the projection M(g) — M(g) is called the Miura transformation (see [DS]). It is a
Poisson map with respect to the Heisenberg—Poisson structure on M(g) and the Drinfeld—
Sokolov Poisson structure on M(g). Therefore it gives rise to an embedding of the classical
W-algebra W(g) into the Heisenberg—Poisson algebra of functions on M(g).

Because the operator (6.25) has such a simple structure, it is easier to compute the
monodromy matrix My (z), and hence the functions ¢(My (z)), for it rather than for the
operators of the form (6.22). The coefficients of the asymptotic expansion of the function
©(My(z)) are the local Hamiltonians of the modified KdV (or mKdV) hierarchy associated
to g. They are connected to the above g-KdV Hamiltonians by the Miura transformation.
On the other hand, the coefficients in the z-expansion of ¢(My(z)) are the non-local g-
mKdV Hamiltonians.

For example, in the case when g = sls the operator (6.25) has the form

O + <“(1t) _;(t)> .

The coefficients in the z-expansion of the trace of the monodromy of this operator are
written down explicitly in [BLZ1]. They are given by multiple integrals of exp(£2¢(t)),
where ¢(t) is the anti-derivative of u(t), that is, u(t) = ¢'(¢) (these are classical screening
operators, see [FF4]).

Similar formulas may be obtained for other affine Kac-Moody algebras.

6.4. Twisted affine algebras. Finally, we consider the case of a twisted affine Kac—-Moody
algebra g. We recall that it is constructed from a finite-dimensional simple Lie algebra g’
whose Dynkin diagram has an automorphism of order » = 2 or 3. Using the Cartan
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generators of g’, we obtain an automorphism of g’ of the same order denoted by o. The Lie
algebra g’ decomposes into a direct sum of eigenspaces of o:

=P o

i€Z/r7

where 9/6 is the simple Lie algebra corresponding to the quotient of the Dynkin diagram of
g’ by the action of the automorphism. The twisted affine Kac-Moody algebra g is defined
as the universal central extension of the twisted loop algebra £,g, which is the completion

of the Lie algebra
Do

neL
in g/((=~).

Let f;,i =1,...,n, be the generators of the lower nilpotent subalgebra of 9/6’ and fy =
g, %2, where eg, is a non-zero generator of the one-dimensional highest weight subspace of
the gg-module gy (this is the twisted affine algebra analogue of the element epz). We denote
its weight (from the point of view of the Cartan subalgebra of g)) by 6. The element

n
po1= Z i
=0

is then the “principal nilpotent element” of the twisted affine Kac-Moody algebra g. There-
fore the analogues of the operators (6.22) are the operators of the form

(6.26) O +p_1+v(t), v(t) € by (1),
where bg | = b/, Ngj is the Borel subalgebra of gj;. We denote the space of operators (6.26)
by M(g). -

Next, we take the quotient of the space M(g) by the gauge action of the loop group
N5, (t)), where Ng , is the unipotent Lie group corresponding to the Lie algebra ng , =
n! N g

Since fo is invariant under the action of N , ((¢)), we can remove fy from (6.26) (in the

same way as in the untwisted case); that is, we can replace p_; by the elementp_; = > 7", f;
of 9/6' The resulting space consists of the operators of the form

(6.27) Bi+Poy+v(t),  v(t) € b, (1)

and hence coincides with the space JT/E(g’ﬁ) that we considered in Section 6.1 when we dis-

cussed the untwisted case. Therefore the quotient of J\~/[(/gf) by the gauge action of Nj , ((t))
is nothing but the reduced space M(g’ﬁ) arising in the Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction of the
untwisted affine algebra 5’5 which is the central extension of the loop algebra g’a((z_l)).
The reduced phase space is therefore the same as the one which we get in the case of the
untwisted affine algebra g';, and so the corresponding Poisson algebra is nothing but the
classical W-algebra W(gy).

However, we now insert the spectral parameter differently, by shifting our operators by
ep, = (rather than epz). Then, using Lemma 6.1, we can realize the space M(g’ﬁ) as the space
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of differential operators of the form
(6.28) O +D_1+ep,z+ v(t), v(t) € Vean((2)).

That is to say, we “insert” the element fy = eg,2 € g’Tz of the twisted loop algebra L,g’

rather than the element epz € ggz of the untwisted loop algebra g5(271) (see formula
(6.23)).

We then construct the invariants of the monodromy matrices for these operators in the
same way as in the untwisted case. Note, however, that these monodromy matrices are dif-
ferent from the monodromy matrices for the operators (6.23) corresponding to the untwisted
affine algebra 9/6’ even though both may be viewed as functionals on the same reduced phase
space M(g’a). The expansions of the invariants of the monodromy matrices at z = co and
z = 0 give rise to the local and non-local classical Hamiltonians, respectively, for the KdV
system corresponding to the twisted affine algebra g we started with. These Hamiltonians
are different from the those defined for the operators (6.23) corresponding to the untwisted

affine algebra g%, even though in both cases they are functionals on the same reduced phase
space M(gp)-

7. QuANTUM KDV SYSTEM

7.1. Local Hamiltonians. KdV Hamiltonians can be quantized. First, let’s consider the
problem of quantization of the classical local g-KdV Hamiltonians. They are Poisson com-
muting elements of the classical W-algebra W(g); namely, the Poisson algebra of local
functionals on the space M(g) discussed in the previous section. It has been shown in [FF4]
that W(g) can be quantized; that is, there exists a one-parameter associative algebra Ws(g)
whose limit as 8 — 0 is a commutative algebra with a natural Poisson structure that is iso-
morphic to W(g). For example, Wg(sly) is a completed enveloping algebra of the Virasoro
algebra.

More precisely, in [FF4] it was shown that Wg(g) may be defined as a subalgebra in a
Heisenberg algebra. Here by “Heisenberg algebra” we mean a completion of the universal
enveloping algebra of the Heisenberg Lie subalgebra b of g (central extension of the formal
loop algebra h((¢))) in which the central element is identified with the identity. The W-
algebra Ws(g) is defined for generic 8 (i.e., such that 4% is not a rational number) as
the intersection of the kernels of the so-called screening operators, which depend on S,
associated to the simple roots of g (see [FF4, Section 4.6] or [FB, Section 15.4.11]). The
resulting algebra is then extended to all complex values of 8. This implies, in particular,
that each Fock representation 7, of E (where € b* is the highest weight) is naturally a
module over Wg(g). In fact, Ws(g) is first defined as a vertex subalgebra of the Heisenberg
vertex algebra 7, and then as an associative algebra corresponding to this vertex algebra
(see [FF4] and [FB, Chapter 15]).

In the limit 8 — 0 we obtain an embedding of W(g) (viewed as a Heiseberg—Poisson
algebra) into the Heisenberg—Poisson algebra of functions on the space M(g) discussed in
the previous section. This embedding is induced by the Miura transformation M(g) — M(g)
discussed in the previous section. Thus, the embedding of the quantum W-algebra Wg(g)
into the Heisenberg algebra may be viewed as a quantization of the Miura transformation.
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Alternatively, the quantum W-algebra Wgs(g) may be defined via the quantum Drinfeld-
Sokolov reduction, see [FF2, FF3] and [FB, Chapter 15] (the equivalence between the two
constructions of Wg(g) is discussed in [FB, Chapter 15.4]).

Now, by a quantization of local g-KdV Hamiltonians we understand a commutative

subalgebra of W3 (g) whose limit as 8 — 0 is the Poisson commutative subalgebra of W(g)
generated by the classical local KAV Hamilnonians (6.24). (If g is a twisted affine algebra,
then by g we mean here the Lie algebra g’ﬁ, as in the previous section.) The existence of this
quantization is a non-trivial statement, which has been proved in [FF4]. Local quantum g-
KdV Hamiltonians are elements H s of this commutative subalgebra which are quantizations
of the H, given by formula (6.24) in the sense that Hy tends to Hy when 8 — 0, if we rescale
the generators of Wg(g) in the appropriate way (see [FF4] for details).
R If we apply the quantum Miura transformation to the local quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians
H,, we obtain the corresponding local quantum g-mKdV Hamiltonians. Those may also be
viewed as quantum integrals of motion of the affine Toda field theory associated to g. The
latter is equivalent to saying that they commute with the screening operators associated to
the simple roots of g (see [FF4] for details).

The commutative algebra of local quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians acts on any module over
Wg(g) on which the eigenvalues of the Virasoro operator Lg are “bounded from below” (that
is, the set of these eigenvalues is the union of the sets of the form v + Z,v € C). We will
refer to such modules as highest weight modules. In particular, we can consider their action
on the Fock representations m,, u € h*.

After passing to the periodic coordinate ¢ such that z = €’?, we obtain a commuting
algebra of quantum Hamiltonians which includes the Virasoro operator Lg. Thus, all local
quantum Hamiltonians are homogeneous of degree 0 with respect to the grading defined by
Lo, and so they preserve the homogeneous components of highest weight modules. In the
case of Fock representations 7, these components are finite-dimensional. It is natural to
ask what are the spectra of the local quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians on these components.
This problem naturally arises in the study of deformations of conformal field theories with
W-algebra symmetry [Z, EY, KM, FF4]. However, it proved to be elusive for general 3,
because we do not have much structure on the commutative algebra generated by the local
quantum KdV Hamiltonians.

7.2. Non-local Hamiltonians. A breakthrough in the study of the quantum KdV system
was made by Bazhanov, Lukyanov, and Zamolodchikov in a series of papers starting with
[BLZ1], in which a procedure for quantization of the non-local classical KAV Hamiltonians
was developed. We recall from the previous section that those can be obtained from the
traces of the monodromy matrix of the first order differential operators (6.25) (taken in the
Miura form) with spectral parameter z, expanded as a power series near z = 0.

The quantum non-local g-KdV Hamiltonians were introduced in [BLZ1] in the case of
§ = sly and in [BHK] in the case of g = sls. As noted in [BHK], the latter construction
generalizes in a straightforward way to other affine algebras g.

These non-local Hamiltonians are defined as elements of the completed Heisenberg al-
gebra acting on the Fock representations 7, for u € h*. More precisely, according to the
construction of [BLZ1, BHK], for each finite-dimensional representation V' of U,(g), one
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defines a generating series of commuting non-local Hamiltonians 7y, by the formula

(7.29) Ty(2) =Y Tynz" = Try) (e L).
n>0

Here £ is the operator obtained from the reduced universal R-matrix of Uy (g), which is an
element of a completion of the tensor product U(ny) ® Uy(n_), by mapping the first factor
to End V (z) and the second factor to End @, using the screening operators corresponding
to the simple roots of g (they satisfy the Serre relations of U,(n_)), and

P-h= znjpjhj.
j=1

Here {h;} is a basis in h and {P7} is the dual basis in h with respect to the inner product on
b obtained by restricting the normalized invariant inner product xo on g (see Section 6.1).
The elements h; are defined so that K; = ¢ are the standard Drinfeld-Jimbo generators
of Uy(g) C Uy(g), where
— mif?
g=ce
The h;’s act on V. On the other hand, the elements PJ are elements of the constant Cartan
subalgebra f in the Heisenberg algebra E They act on the Fock representation 7, according
to the formula P7 — pu(P7)Id.

Note that this Ty (z) may be viewed as a quantum analogue of the monodromy matrix
My (z), see Section 6.2.

The claim of [BLZ1, BHK] is that the formal power series Ty (z) commute with each
other:

[Tv(2), Tw (w)] = 0

for any finite-dimensional representations V' and W of Uy(g). They also commute with
the local quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians. Technically, this is proved in [BLZ1, BHK] for
g = slo and sl3, but the proof generalizes to other simple Lie algebras. Alternatively, these
statements can be proved [FFS] using the methods of [FF4] (see Sects. 3.3 and 5.3 of [FF5]
for an outline).

Furthermore, it follows from the construction that

Tvew(2) =Tv(2) + Tw(2),  Tvew(z) =Tv(2)Tw(2).

Thus, we obtain an action of the commutative algebra Ky(C), where C is the category of
finite-dimensional representations of U, (g) (see Section 2.3), by endomorphisms of the Fock
representation , for any u € b*.

All of the non-local Hamiltonians Ty, are homogeneous endomorphisms of 7, of degree
0 with respect to the grading by the Virasoro operator Ly (which is in fact the simplest
local quantum KdV Hamiltonian). Therefore we obtain an action of Ky(C) on each finite-
dimensional graded component of 7,. This action of non-local quantum g-KdV Hamilto-
nians commutes with the action of the local quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians, and so these
Hamiltonians have common eigenvectors. Furthermore, according to [BLZ1, BHK, BLZ5],
the eigenvalues of the local Hamiltonians can be recovered from the eigenvalues of the non-
local ones as coefficients of their asymptotic expansions. Therefore it makes sense to replace



SPECTRA OF QUANTUM KDV HAMILTONIANS, LANGLANDS DUALITY, AND AFFINE OPERS 35

the question of describing the spectra of the local g-KdV Hamiltonians with the question
of describing the joint eigenvalues of the non-local Hamiltonians. We now have a lot of
additional structure because, by construction, these Hamiltonians correspond to elements
of the algebra Ky(C) and therefore they must satisfy the relations in this algebra, such as
the T-system satisfied by the classes of the KR modules (see [H1, IIKNS] and references
therein).

Bazhanov, Lukyanov, and Zamolodchikov then made an additional step of generalizing
this construction to infinite-dimensional representations of U, (b4). Indeed, formula (7.29)
only requires V' to be a representation of U, (E.’.), and hence we can take as V' a representation
from the category O (see Section 2.2). For instance, we can take V = L;ra. Then, in the case
g = sly, if we denote Ty (z) by Q(z), we obtain the Baxter relation linking Q(z) and Ty (z),
where W is the two-dimensional fundamental representation. In fact, it is in this context
that the representations an were discovered in [BLZ2, BLZ3] and [BHK] for g = sly and
sl3 (in [Ko] this construction was generalized to the case of sl;.).

However, if V' is infinite-dimensional, then we need to address the convergence of the
trace over V. A priori, it is not clear that the trace over V, and hence Ty (z) given by
formula (7.29), is well-defined. One way to approach this question is to use the term emibh
in formula (7.29), which acts on m, as exp(mi}_; u(P9)hj). If we denote e™#P7) by v,
we can express the trace as a power series in the u;. Then the trace will make sense as a
formal power series in the uj,j = 1,...,n. This is similar to the approach taken in [FH].
However, in applications to quantum field theories (such as conformal field theories and their
deformations), one needs to consider the u; as specific numbers. Then the convergence of
the trace could become problematic. Nevertheless, it is natural to conjecture that the series
will converge for generic values of u; — that is, for generic 1 € h*. We formulate this as the
following

Conjecture 7.1. For generic u € b*, there is an action of the commutative algebra Ky(O)

on the Fock representation m, of § which commutes with the local quantum g-KdV Hamil-
tonians (including the operator Ly ).

7.3. Connection to the Q@-system. Conjecture 7.1 means that for any relation in
Ky (0), the joint eigenvalues of the corresponding non-local g-KdV Hamiltonians will sat-
isfy this relation for any joint eigenvector in m, for generic ;. € h*. In particular, each
joint eigenvector of the non-local g o KdV Hamiltonians should give rise to a solution of the
QQ system (5.15) with ¢ = e™” and the corresponding Bethe Ansatz equations (5.16)
(provided that the genericity assumption of Section 5 holds).

In the case g = slo, the Q@—system reduces to the quantum Wronskian relation of [BLZ2,
BLZ3, BLZ5], and in the case g = sl the Q@—system reduces to relations considered in
[BHK] (see Section 3.2 for more details). However, for general simple Lie algebras the
Q@—system has not previously been considered as a relation on the spectra of the non-local
g-KdV Hamiltonians. Using the Q@—sys‘cem in the study of non-local g-KdV Hamiltonians
has the important advantage that we can use the results of [MRV1, MRV2], where it was
shown that solutions of the same Q@—system naturally arises from the “g-opers that were
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proposed in [FF5] as the parameters for the spectra of the non-local g-KdV Hamiltonians.
We will discuss these affine opers in detail in the next section.

7.4. Langlands duality of the spectra of quantum KdV Hamiltonians. We recall
the Langlands duality of quantum W-algebras established in [FF3] (see [FF4, Section 4.8.1]
or [FB, Section 15.4.15] for an exposition):

Ws(g) ~ Wy("g),
where g is the Langlands dual Lie algebra to g and
(7.30) B=—("1""/8,

7 being the maximal number of edges connecting the vertices of the Dynkin diagram of g
(so 7 =1 for simply-laced g; # = 2 for g of types By, Cy, and Fy; and 7 = 3 for g = Ga).
The proof follows from the fact that for generic 8 the kernels of the screening operators
corresponding to simple roots of g and parameter 3 are equal to the kernels of the screening
operators corresponding to the simple roots of g and parameter . This implies the above
isomorphism for all 3.

Since the local quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians are defined as elements in the intersection of
the kernels of the screening operators corresponding to the simple roots of g and parameter
08, by using the same argument, we identify for generic S the commutative algebra of local
quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians and the commutative algebra of local quantum g-KdV
Hamiltonians (see the end of [FF4, Section 4.8.1]).

Furthermore, recall from Section 7.2 that the non-local quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians are
defined [BLZ5, BHK] using the the screening operators corresponding to the simple roots
of g and parameter 3. Since the latter essentially commute with the screening operators
corresponding to the simple roots of “g and parameter 3, it is natural to expect that the
non-local quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians commute with the non-local quantum g-KdV
Hamiltonians (we use the normalized inner product on b to identify b* with (“h)* = b, so
that the g- and “g-KdV Hamiltonians act on the same Fock representations). This has been
stated in [BLZ2] in the case g = sl (see formula (2.26)). We formulate this as a conjecture
in general. (Note that since the local quantum g- and “g-KdV Hamiltonians coincide, they
automatically commute with the non-local quantum g- and “g-KdV Hamiltonians.)

Conjecture 7.2. The action of the non-local quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians on a Fock
representation ., € b*, commutes with the action of the non-local quantum Lg-KdV
Hamiltonians.

This implies that using joint eigenvectors of the non-local quantum g- and Lg-KdV Hamil-
tonians in m,, u € h*, we obtain a surprising correspondence between solutions of the QQ-
systems (as well as other equations stemming from Ky(O) such as the QQ*-system of [HL2],
see Section 3.4) for U,(g) and Uy(Lg), where
(7.31) q= 6”52, qg= emiB? — gmir/B?,

This correspondence (or duality) deserves further study.
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8. SPECTRA OF THE QUANTUM KDV HAMILTONIANS

In [FF5], it was conjectured that the spectra of the quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians can
be parametrized by g-affine opers of special kind. This conjecture was motivated by the
results of [BLZ5] in the case of ;[2 and an analogy between the quantum g-KdV system and
the Gaudin model associated to a simple Lie algebra g, in which case the joint eigenvalues
of the commuting Hamiltonians are known to be parametrized by “g-opers. We refer the
reader to [FF5] (especially, Sections 4.4, 5.4, and 5.5) for the explanation of this analogy.

The general definition of a g-affine oper was given in Section 4.1 of [FF5], inspired by the
work of Drinfeld and Sokolov [DS] and Beilinson and Drinfeld [BD1, BD2]. Here we review
the g-opers that are related to the joint eigenvalues of the g-KdV Hamiltonians according
to the conjecture of [FF5].

8.1. The case of ;[2. The sjlg—opers that appear here are gauge equivalence classes of the
first order differential operators on P!, equipped with a coordinate z, with values in the Lie
algebra Cd x sl3((\)), where d = A\d,, of the form

0. + (“(f> b(_zi(tf) T gd, ke,

(where a(z) and b(z) are rational functions in z) under the action of the group Nj-valued
rational functions in z, where N, is the upper unipotent subgroup of SLs.
Each gauge equivalence class contains a unique operator of the form

0 wv(z)+ A k

and the operators relevant to the spectra of the quantum KdV Hamiltonians are the ones
with

m m

(8.33) v(z)—r(:;l)Jri I—Z* +Z (z — w;)? Zwijz—wj

j=1

such that the coefficients v; in the expansion of v(z) in z — w; satisfy the equations
1 kN> & .

(834) 1 <w]> — wfj’()j’o +vj1 = 0, j=1...,m.

As explained in Section 4.4 of [FF5], this is the condition that the solutions of the differential

equation corresponding to the operator (8.32) have no monodromy around the singular

points w;.
k

As in [FF5], applying gauge transformation by z*4, we can eliminate the term —d from

z

(8.32) obtaining the operator

(8.35) 0. + ((1) v() ar Azk) :



38 EDWARD FRENKEL AND DAVID HERNANDEZ

which is equivalent to the following second order differential operator with spectral param-
eter:

1 "k r(r+1) 2 AN |
8.36 P2 —-=11- —_ ] - — —_ — — — 2R
( ) oz ij 22 e~ (z — w;)? ijz—wj i
Jj=1 j=1 j=1

Again, the equations (8.34) are equivalent to the condition that this operator has no mon-
odromy around wj,j = 1,...,m, and therefore no monodromy on P!, except around the
points 0 and oo, for all values of A. This operator also has regular singularity at z = 0 and
the mildest possible irregular singularity at z = oo (indeed, the restriction of (8.36) to the
punctured disc at the point z = oo has the form 82 — ¥(s), where ¥(s) = 1/s + ... with
respect to the local coordinate s = 271 at o).

According to the proposal of [FF5], for generic r and k the differential operators (8.36)
should encode the common eigenvalues of the quantum KdV Hamiltonians on the irreducible
highest weight module over the Virasoro algebra with the central charge

6(k + 1)?
k42
and highest weight (with respect to the operator Lg)
(2r +1)2 — (k+1)?
4(k +2)
This “numerology” is explained as follows: the Virasoro algebra can be obtained by the

Drinfeld—-Sokolov reduction (with respect to n_((t))) from the affine Kac-Moody algebra of
level k has central charge ci (see [FF1]). Further, the Drinfeld-Sokolov reduction of the

irreducible slp-module with highest weight A = 2r (“spin” r) and level k is the irreducible
module over the Virasoro algebra with the highest weight A, ;, (provided that k — X & Z.);

sec [FF1]. The number m of poles of the sly-oper on P\{0,00} should be equal to the

Lo-degree of the corresponding eigenvector. By that we mean that it should occur in the

subspace in the irreducible module with highest weight A, ; on which Lg acts by of A, . +m.
Note that in general, some of the poles w; may coalesce, see Section 5.5 of [FF5].

(8.37) =1

(8.38) Apg =

8.2. Change of variables. The advantage of formula (8.36) is that it is clearly linked, via
a gauge transformation, to an affine oper (8.33). However, the disadvantage of (8.36) is
that the spectral parameter \ appears not by itself but multiplied with z*. To fix that, we
make a change of variables z — x, where

x2a+2
(2 + 2)2

z =

and
_ k+1

k2
(we assume that k& # —2). We note that this « is related to the parameter 5 discussed in
Section 7 by the formula

(8.39) at1= 512.
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Recall (see, e.g., [FB], Ch. 8.2) that the general transformation formula for a second
order operator (also known as a projective connection) of the form

9% —w(z): QY2 5 Q32

(we need to consider our second order operators as acting from Q12 t0 Q3/2 to ensure that
their property of having the principal symbol 1 and subprincipal symbol 0 is coordinate-
independent) under the change of variables z = ¢(x) is

(5.40) o(2) o v(p(@)) (¢)” — o)
where
_¢" 3 (Y

is the Schwarzian derivative of (.
Applying the change of variables z — x to the operator (8.36), we obtain the operator

00+1) d? &

2 2 2042 }

(8.42) o5 — 5 ¢4 2@ j;log(m TS —2)+ E,

where 5 )
(+1) =4(a+1)%r(r+1)+a®+ 20+ 1= Hat DA g+ — 7

so that we have
(20 +1)? — 4a?

16(a+1) 7

Ark=Aa) =
and
zj = (20 + 2)w;,
E = —(20+2)atT \.

The operator (8.42) has the spectral parameter E (which is obtained by rescaling \) without
any additional factors, so that (8.42) looks like a typical Schrédinger operator with a spectral
parameter (the price to pay for this is that this operator is multivalued with respect to the
coordinate ).

As shown in [FF5], the operators (8.42) coincide with the Schrédinger operators in [BLZ5]
(formula (1))3 parametrizing the spectra of the quantum KdV Hamiltonians on the irre-
ducible module over the Virasoro algebra with highest weight A(«,¢) and central charge

042

a+1

Moreover, as explained above, our condition (8.34) means that the operator (8.42) has no
monodromy around the points z; for all £. This condition is equivalent to the algebraic
equations given by formula (3) in [BLZ5].

cla)=c,=1-6

3Note that what we denote by £ here coincides with £ of [BLZ5] but was denoted by £ in [FF5], whereas
what we denote by r here was denoted by ¢ in [FF5].
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In particular, the oper associated to the highest weight vector (corresponding to m = 0)
is given by the formula

(041
ag _ ( _g ) _ $2a + E,
T
or in the matrix form ,
- z¥_F
1 _—

x
We note that for generic £ and k the above irreducible module over the Virasoro algebra is
isomorphic to the Verma module and the Fock representation 7, with p = (20+1)(a+1)/4.

8.3. The case of ;[T. Next, we consider the case of g = 5A[T. In this case the Langlands
dual Lie algebra g is also sl,.. We consider sl,-opers on P! which are the gauge equivalence
classes of differential operators with values in Cd x sl,((\)), where d = AJy, of the form

* ok P .

1 % * ... * .
0, + 0 1 * .. * +2d

T : z

0 0 1 *

(where each * stands for a rational function on P!) under the action of the group of N,-
valued rational functions on P! where N, is the upper unipotent subgroup of SL,.
Each gauge equivalence class contains a unique operator of the form

0 vi(z) wo(z) -+ wve—1(2)+ A

1 0 0o - 0 L
(8.43) o.+ | 0 1 0 - 0 +-d

0 0 1 0

After the gauge transformation by z*9, we can eliminate the last term at the cost of multi-
plying A by z*:

0 vi(2) va(2) - we_1(2)+ 28X

1 0 0o - 0
(8.44) 9.+ 0 1 0 - 0

0 0 1 0

The last operator is equivalent to the rth order scalar differential operator with spectral
parameter:

(8.45) O — 01 (2) 2 4 4 (=D 0p2(2)0, — (=1 v,_1(2) — (=1)"2F\,

acting from Q~~1/2 to Q+1)/2 This determines the transformation properties of these
operators under the changes of coordinate z; in particular, this ensures that the property
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that their principal symbol is 1 and the subprincipal symbol is 0 is preserved by the changes
of coordinate.

As conjectured in [FF5], the operators (8.45) that are relevant to the spectra of the
quantum sl,-KdV Hamiltonians are those in which the functions v;(2) is a rational function
in z with poles at z = 0,00, and finitely many other points w;,j = 1,...,m. They satisfy
the following properties:

(1) At z = oo, the operator (8.45) has the mildest possible irregular singularity; namely, we
have

~ Ci

v,;(s)wsiﬂ—l—..., r=1,...,r—2;

(="

57«,1(S)N s + ...,

where v;(s) are the coefficients of the operator obtained from (8.45) by the change of vari-
ables z — s = 2. By rescaling the coordinate z we can make the leading coefficient of

Ur—1(s) to be equal to any non-zero number; we choose that number to be (—1)".

(2) At z =0, the operator (8.45) has regular singularity, that is

¢i(v)
’UZ(Z) ~ po] + ...,
where the coefficients ¢;(v) are determined by the highest weight v of the sl,-module L.
Namely, representing v as (v1,...,v,), where v; € C and >_._; v; = 0, we find the ¢;(v)’s
from the following formula:

(8.46) a + Tzf(—l)icziffl) gr-i-1 = (az - ﬂ) . (az - ﬁ) :
=1

z z

(3) At the points wj, the operator (8.45) has regular singularity,
(z —w;)™!
where § = (1,0...,0,—1) is the maximal root of sl,., which is the highest weight of its adjoint

representation. In addition, we require that the operator (8.45) has trivial monodromy
around the point w; for each j =1,...,m, and all .

vi(z) ~ + ...,

The proposal of [FF5] is that the rth order differential operators of this kind should
correspond to the common eigenvalues of the quantum ;[,,—KdV Hamiltonians on the sub-
space of Lg-degree m in the generic irreducible module over the W-algebra obtained by the
quantum Drinfeld—Sokolov reduction (with respect to n_((t))) of the irreducible sl,-module
L, ;. of generic highest weight v € h* and level k. The central charge of this module is

(k:+7“—1)2
k+r

Note that for generic v and k this irreducible module over the W-algebra is isomorphic to
the Verma module and the Fock representation 7, with appropriate p € bh*.

cp=r—1—r(r?—1)
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In order to obtain a stand-alone spectral parameter, we apply the change of variables
z — x, where

:Ura—i-r
="
(ra+r)r
and
k+r—1
a=—-——.
k+r
The dependence of the central charge on « is
2
o
=c=r—1—r(r?-1 .
clay=cp=r r(r )a 1

It is easy to see that under this change of variables the irregular term z~"*! in the last
summand v,_; of our differential operator becomes the term z"®, and the term Az gives
rise to the new spectral parameter term —FE, where

E=—(ra —i—r)a%l)\,

which is independent of x (the sign is just a matter of normalization). The poles of the new
operator will be at the points z = 0,00 and z"**" = z;,j = 1,...,m, where

zj = (ra+r) wj.

In particular, the 5A[T—oper corresponding to the highest weight vector may be written in
the following way:

(8.47) Oz +DP_1 + g + (2" — E)ey,

r—1
where p_; = Z fi, the sum of the generators of the lower nilpotent subalgebra of s, (f;
i=1
is the matrix having 1 in the ith place below the diagonal, and 0 everywhere else), and ey
is a generator of the maximal root subspace (the matrix having 1 in the upper right corner
and 0 everywhere else).
If we re-write these opers as rth order differential operators, we obtain the differential
operators of [BHK, DDT1, DMST]. They correspond to the highest weight vectors of the
representations of W-algebras.

8.4. General simply-laced case. Let g be a simply-laced simple Lie algebra (that is,
of ADE type). Then “g = g and g = g. If g is of classical type (A or D), then we can
realize the corresponding affine opers as scalar (pseudo)differential operators, following [DS].
It is therefore possible to describe those of them that encode the spectra of the quantum
Hamiltonians of the g-KdV system in a way that is similar to the case of s, (see the Section
8.3). And in fact, in the special case that there are no singular points other than 0 and oo
(this is the case of the highest weight vector), after a change of variables one obtains the
(pseudo)differential operators proposed in [BHK, DDT1, DMST] (see [DDT2] for a survey).
We can generalize these operators by including extra singular points w; on P!, as in the

case of sl, (see above).
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However, in order to describe these affine opers for an arbitrary affine Kac—-Moody algebra
g (including the case of non-simply laced g dicussed below), we need to define g-affine opers
as gauge equivalence classes of first order g-valued differential operators (as in Section 4.1
of [FF5)).

Recall a basis {p, ..., D, } of the canonical slice Van C n4 C g, as introduced in Section
6.1 and Lemma 6.1. We will also use the elements p_; = Y | f; and fo = eg of g. These
are the same elements as those introduced in 6.4 except that now we use the variable A
instead of z (z is reserved for the spectral parameter of the KdV system and appears here
as the coordinate on P! on which the affine opers are defined), and we take the completion
in Laurent power series in A rather than in 2! (the reason for this is explained in Section
4.1 of [FF5]).

The g-opers (or equivalently, “g-opers) that parametrize the common eigenvalues of the
g-KdV Hamiltonians are Cd x g-valued differential operators of the form

\ L k
(8'48) 0, +p_1+ (Z_h +1 + )\)69 + Z 'Ui(Z) P + ;d’

i=1

where each v;(z) is a rational function on P! with poles at z = 0, co, and finitely many other
points w;, 7 =1,...,m.

Here we denote by hY the dual Cozeter number of g, which coincides with the Coxeter
number of g if g is simply-laced.

As before, applying the gauge transformation by 2*4 to the operator (8.48), we eliminate
the last term at the cost of multiplying A by 2*:

(8.49) 0: +P 1+ (7" + 2 Neg + > wil2) - B

=1

Recall that the quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians act on the irreducible module over the W-
algebra associated to g obtained by the quantum Drinfeld—Sokolov reduction (with respect
ton_((t)) [FF1, FF2| from the irreducible module L, j, over g with highest weight v and level
k (such a module is isomorphic to the Fock representation 7, with appropriate i € h*). The
proposal of [FF5] is that for generic v and k, the common eigenvalues of these Hamiltonians
are encoded by the g-opers (equivalently, “g-opers) (8.49) satisfying the following properties:

(1) At z = oo, the operator (8.49) has the mildest possible irregular singularity. The terms
v;(z) are regular:

_ G .
vi(S)NW"’----, i=1,...,¢,

where v;(s) are the coefficients of the operator obtained from (8.49) by the change of

variables z +— s = 2z~ 1.

(=) s ey,

(2) At z = 0, the operator (8.49) has regular singularity, that is

Ci(lj)

vi(z)wzdi+1—|—...,

But the term z~"'*le, creates an irregular singularity term
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where v € h* ~ b and the ¢;(v) are determined by the following rule: the element

n
_ 1 _
P11+ 21 (Cz'(l/) + 45i,1) D;
1=
is the unique element in the Kostant slice of regular elements of g,

p_1+v, veEb,

which is conjugate to p_; — v (see [F2], Section 9.1).

Here we use the identification of h* and h (so v € h* becomes an element of h C b)
provided by the restriction of the invariant inner product on g normalized so that the
square length of each root is equal to 2.

(3) At the points w;, the operator (8.49) has regular singularity, and for all : = 1,...,¢,
c;i (0
(z —wj)®+
where 6 is the maximal root of g. In addition, we require trivial monodromy around the
point w; for each j =1,...,m, and all A.

vi(z) ~

As before, the number m should correspond to the Lg-degree of the corresponding eigen-
vector.

8.5. Change of variables: general case. Next, we make a change of variables so as to
make the spectral parameter appear independently of the coordinate:

xhv (a+1)

8.50 -z
(8.50) T W+ )Y
where
k+hY—1
a=—-———
k+ hY
When we make this change, we find that p_, p;, and ey all get multiplied by
dz xhv(a-i-l)—l

dr — (BV(a+ 1))
In order to bring the operator to the oper form 0, +p_; + ..., we then need to apply a
gauge transformation by an element of the Cartan subgroup H.
Recall the weight p € h*, the half-sum of positive roots. We have

(p,a)) =1, i=1,...,n.

Here we view p as a coweight of b identified with h* as above, via a normalized invariant inner
product. Therefore, p gives rise to a homomorphism (one-parameter subgroup) C* — H,
the Cartan subgroup of the simply-connected Lie group G with the Lie algebra g. We will
denote this one-parameter subgroup by p. It acts as follows:

P(a) 'ﬁ—l :ailﬁ—h P(a) T)z :adiﬁzﬁ 1= 17"'7”7
and

vV_
h 1o

pla)-eg =a 9-
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Let us apply the gauge transformation by
pz)t (et
p(RY (o + 1)) =1
As the result we get back p_;, and the coefficient z¥\ey becomes —Eeg, where
E=—(hY(a+ 1)1,

which is a pure spectral parameter, independent of z (due to the identity khY(a + 1) +
RV (hY(a+1)—1) = 0). In addition, the term 2" *les becomes 2" (that was the reason
for including the coefficient (kY (a+ 1))~ in the coordinate change from z to z).
The singularities at z = w; become singularities at gh' (e+1)
2= (WY (a+1)" ;.
The oper (8.49) now takes the form

= zj, where

(8.51) 0:+P_y+ (@" = E)eg + > () - b,
=1

where
m1(@) = (e ~ 5lp. 7},

Ti(2) = vilp() ()5, i1,
and ¢(x) is the function on the right hand side of formula (8.50) (see [F2], Section 4.2.4).

In the case m = 0, the “g-oper corresponding to the highest weight vector may be written
in the form

(8.52) Op +D_1 + Yy (2" — E)ey,
x
where v € h* = Lp.

8.6. The non-simply laced case. Let us recall that to each affine Dynkin diagram we
can associate an affine Kac-Moody algebra. We are interested in its quotient by the central
element. In the untwisted case, this is the semi-direct product of d = AJy and the universal
central extension of g((\)), where g is a simple Lie algebra. In the twisted case, it is the
semi-direct product of d = AJ) and the universal central extension of the twisted loop
algebra L,g’, defined as in Section 6.4, except that the loop variable is now denoted by A
rather than z, and we take the completion in formal power series in A rather than in 2z~ 1.

Given an affine Kac-Moody algebra g associated to a Dynkin diagram f, we define its
Langlands dual as the affine Kac-Moody algebra g associated to the dual Dynkin diagram
LT which is obtained from T' by reversing all arrows. The dual of LAﬁ is of course g itself.

Note that if we remove the Oth nodes from the Dynkin diagrams I' and T, we obtain the
Dynkin diagrams of two simple Lie algebras that are Langlands dual to each other. These
are the degree zero Lie subalgebras of g and g with respect to the grading defined by d.
We denote them by g and “g.

If g is the untwisted Kac-Moody algebra associated to a simply-laced simple Lie algebra
g, then g = §. This is the case we have just discussed. However, if § is the untwisted
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Kac-Moody algebra associated to a non-simply laced simple Lie algebra g, then g is a
twisted affine Kac-Moody algebra. In this case the Dynkin diagram of “g is the quotient of
the Dynkin diagram of a simply-laced Lie algebra g’ by an automorphism of order r¥ = 2 or
3, and ©g is the corresponding twisted affine algebra of type g’ ) (see Section 6.4). Note
that in this case g = g0, the o-invariant part of g/, where o is an outer automorphism of
g’ of order rV corresponding to the automorphism of the Dynkin diagram of g'.

Here we consider the case that g is non-simply laced, and so £g is a twisted affine Kac—
Moody algebra. The conjecture of [FF5] is that the joint eigenvalues of the quantum g-KdV
Hamiltonians are encoded by the “g-affine opers, and so the relevant finite-dimensional Lie
algebra is “'g. Hence we consider the basis {7y, ..., p, } of the canonical slice Va, of “g rather
than g (see Section 6.1 and Lemma 6.1). We will also use the elements p_; = Y ;" | f; and
fo of 1g. The latter is now equal to fy = eg,\, where eq, is a highest weight vector of the
Lg-module g/, the eigenspace of o with the eigenvalue e2mi/r (see Section 6.4).
It is natural to generalize formula (8.48) to this case as follows:

v k
(8.53) Do+ 71+ (7 4 Neg, + v(2) + ~d.

However, as D. Masoero and A. Raimondo pointed out to us, this formula requires a
further justification since the operator (8.53) does not, on the face of it, take values in Ly if
g is non-simply laced. Indeed, according to the definition of the twisted affine Kac—Moody
algebras (see Section 6.4), the A\%-part of an element of g should be in ‘g = gf), and the
Al-part should be in g}. But in formula (8.53), we have the A\-term 2~ +1
g1-

In order to make sense of formula (8.53) in the non-simply laced case, we recall the notion
of twisted opers introduced by B. Gross and one of the authors in [FG], Section 5.1.

The idea is to make the automorphism o act on both the Lie algebra g’ and the space on
which our differential operators are defined; that is, the projective line with the coordinate
z. We will view this P = P! as an rV-sheeted cover of another projective line P} with the
coordinate ¢ such that 2" = t. We define an automorphism & of P! x g’ by the formula

(2,9) = (272" 5(g)).

We then have a natural notion of a o-twisted connection on P}: namely, a G-invariant
(meromorphic) connection on the trivial G’-bundle on P! (it is automatically flat, since PL
is one-dimensional as a complex manifold, so the flatness condition is vacuous),

€g,, which is in

(8.54) V =d+ A(z)dz,

where A(z)dz is a g-invariant g’-valued one-form on P! (and d is the de Rham differential
on P).

Furthermore, in [FG] the notion of a twisted oper was introduced, as a g-invariant con-
nection (8.54) satisfying a natural generalization of the oper condition. Here’s an example
of a twisted oper constructed in [FG] (we use the notation of the present paper):

d
(8.55) A+ (py + ze0,)
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It is clear that the restriction of this operator to the formal disc around the point z = 0
can be viewed as an element of the dual space to the twisted affine Kac-Moody algebra g
(with respect to the coordinate z).

The difference between the twisted opers introduced in [FG], such as (8.55), and the
Lg-affine opers that we need here is that we have to incorporate the additional (formal)
variable \. We do that as follows.

Given g’ and 1§ as above, we define a Lg-affine oper on P} (where, as above, t = z1/™")
as an operator

(8.56) V =d+ A(z,\)dz, Az, )) € (¢ @ C(2)((N\) @ (d ® C(z))

(note that we denote the element of the affine algebra Ady by d to avoid any confusion with
the de Rham differential d), which are invariant under the action of the automorphism o:

(z,\, g) — (2672’”/’”, )\e*%i/rv,a(g)), geyg.

Thus, in our definition of “g-affine opers, the automorphism is given not only as o on g’
and the map A\ — )\e*%"/w, but also the map z — ze=2mi/rY acting on the coordinate z of
P, on which the oper is defined.

Now we interpret our operator (8.53) as a “g-affine oper in the sense of this definition. Let
us recall the element p € h* defined in Section 8.4. Since we have a canonical isomorphism
h* ~ Ih, we view p as an element of “h. Therefore, p gives rise to a homomorphism
C* — LH, the Cartan subgroup of the simply-connected Lie group “G with the Lie algebra

Lg, and we have

— —1— V_
pla) -p_y =a 119—17 p(a) - eq, = a” 1690.

Applying the gauge transformation by p(z) to the operator (8.53) (and multiplying it by dz
in order to make it into a connection operator of the form (8.56)), we obtain

y d d
(8.57) d+ (16_1 F (24 A Yeg + v(z)) 5 + kd 5

where V(z) = zp(z) - v(z) — p. Finally, we apply the gauge transformation by 21" 0 bring
it to the following form:

(8.58) d+ (P_1 + (2 + Neg, + V(2)) d—; + (k+h")d %
Note that the resulting shift of k by the dual Coxeter number A" is akin to the shift of v(z)
by —p; in a sense, it properly centers the weights around the affine version of p (note that
the shift of v(z) is here by —p, rather than p, because of our convention that the generator
fo is eg, A, rather than eg,A~! which leads to the multiplication of the weights by —1, so
that the “central” weight is p rather than the more traditional —p).

The connection (8.58) is o-invariant, and is indeed a “g-oper, provided that

(8.59) V(z) = v(ze 2™/

(in other words, ¥(z) really depends on t = 2"").

Note that formula (8.58) makes perfect sense for any affine Kac-Moody algebra “g and
can be taken as an alternative definition of the “g-opers in the simply-laced case (in this
case, of course, o is the identity, 7V = 1, t = z, and we set 0y = ).
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As before, we can eliminate the last term in (8.58) by applying the gauge transformation

by z(-+h")d Then we obtain
d

(8.60) d+ (17,1 + (24 AFT Ve, + V(z)) ?Z

By using an ©N-valued gauge transformation, we can bring ¥(z) to the form

‘
v(z) = > ui(2)p;-
i=1

Now we list the conditions that the “g-opers (8.60) should satisfy in order to encode
joint eigenvalues of the quantum KdV Hamiltonians. Note that these conditions are slightly
different from (and simpler than) the conditions listed in Section 8.4. This is in part because
in formula (8.60) we have the overall factor 1/z that creates a more convenient “gauge” for
our opers.
(0) ¥(z) should satisfy (8.59), and hence each v;(z) should satisfy the same invariance
property.
(1) At z = oo (if we set A = 0), the operator (8.49) should have the mildest possible irregular
singularity. The terms ;(z) are regular:

%i(S)N—Ei(V—i—p)—I-..., Z'Zl,...,f,

but the term eg,dz creates an irregular singularity term —s2eg,ds (here, as above, s = z71).
(2) At z = 0, the operator (8.49) should have regular singularity, that is

T(z) ~ T+ )+

for some v € h* = Lh, where (1) is determined by the following rule:
The element

)4
P+ Zéi(ﬂ)@
i=1
is the unique element in the Kostant slice of regular elements of g, which is conjugate to
_1 — i (see [F2], Section 9.1).

p
(3) The w;(z) are allowed to have regular singularities at m - ¥ points on C* C PL,

’U)§p> IWjCZFip/TVa jzlv"'vmv p:O71’TV717

(p).
JE

@i(z) ~ Ei(eo) + ...

In addition, the connections (8.58) and (8.60) should have trivial monodromy around each

so that we have the following expansions in z — w

of the points w](-p) for all A.

Thus, we see that the set of singular points (other than 0 and oo) forms a union of
families — orbits of the cyclic group Z,v naturally acting on PL; that’s because we need v(z)
to be invariant under the action of this group. As before, the number m should correspond
to the Lo-degree of the corresponding eigenvector of the g-KdV Hamiltonians.
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We can make a change of variables (8.50) so as to make the spectral parameter appear
independently of the coordinate. All calculations of Section 8.5 apply in the same way as
in the simply-laced case.

8.7. Q@-system from affine opers. Let g be an untwisted quantum affine algebra (simply-
laced or non-simply laced). In the papers [MRV1, MRV2] a solution of the Q@—system (5.15)
is assigned to the affine “g-oper (8.52) for generic v € h* (note that our a corresponds to M
in [MRV1, MRV2], and our ¢ corresponds to Q=2 in [MRV1, MRV2]). This construction
generalizes earlier results [DT1, BLZ4, DT2, DDT1, BHK, S].

More precisely, for an untwisted affine Kac-Moody algebra g, the authors of [MRV1,
MRV?2] define n evaluation representations V@ i =1,...,n, of the affine algebra g (which
is twisted if g is not simply-laced) and study the first order linear differential equations
obtained from the operator (8.52) specialized in the representations V(®). They show that
each of these equations has a unique (properly normalized) solution that goes to 0 most
rapidly as * — 4o00. Then they define Q; and Ql as the leading coefficients appearing
in the expansion of the above solutions near x = 0 (these functions may be viewed as
generalizations of the spectral determinants). Finally, they show that for generic v € bh*
these functions are entire functions of £ which satisfy the Q@—system (5.15) (with E instead
of u and particular values of v;,i = 1,...,n). They obtain this system from a system of
equations satisfied by the above solutions (which they call the ¥-system).

Now let us consider the case that g is a twisted affine algebra. In this case g is untwisted
(unless g = A(Qi), in which case g = Agl) as well). Note that this case was not considered
in [MRV1, MRV2|. However, it is natural to expect that using the construction of [MRV1,
MRV?2], one can attach to the Lg-affine oper (8.52) a solution of the QQ-system (3.9)
associated to g from Section 3.3. This leads us to the following conjecture.

Conjecture 8.1. Let g be a twisted affine algebra. Then to any “g-affine oper (8.52) with
generic v one can attach a solution of the Uy(g) QQ-system (3.9), with [:t%] mapping to
some vijEl € C* depending on a and v.

In this section, we have discussed the conjecture of [FF5] linking the eigenvectors (or,
equivalently, the spectra) of the g-KdV Hamiltonians to Lg-affine opers on P! with special
analytic behavior. Note that this conjecture was not based on a direct construction, but
rather on an analogy with the Gaudin model (the fact that the spectra of the g-Gaudin
model can be encoded by “g-opers on P! with special analytic behavior, see [FF5], especially
Sections 4.4, 5.4, and 5.5, for more details).

However, if the results of [MRV1, MRV2] (as well as Conjecture 8.1) could be generalized
to other “g-opers discussed in this section, given by formulas (8.49) and (8.60), that we
expect to correspond to the excited states in the highest weight representations of W-
algebra, then, as we discussed in the Introduction, this would indeed open the possibility
of establishing a direct link between the spectra of quantum g-KdV Hamiltonians and 'g-
opers.

In [FF5, Section 4], another quantum integrable system was discussed: the “shift of
argument” g-Gaudin model, and its spectrum was also conjectured to be encoded by Lg-
affine opers on P!. These opers differ from the “g-affine opers arising in the quantum g-KdV
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system in the way they behave near oo € P!'. Nevertheless, we expect that solutions of the
U,(9) Q@-system can be attached to these “g-affine opers as well. At the same time, the
joint eigenvalues of the quantum Hamiltonians of this g-Gaudin model should satisfy the
same Q@—system for the same reason as in the quantum KdV case. Therefore, we again
expect that Q@—system would provide a link between between these joint eigenvalues and
the “g-affine opers described in [FF5, Section 4].

8.8. Duality of affine opers. Let us recall that Conjecture 7.2 implies that there is a
correspondence between solutions of the QQ-systems (as well as other equations stemming

from Ko(O) such as the QQ*-system of [HL2], see Section 3.4) for U,(g) and U;Lg, where
q= 677@'52 g = eﬂ'if/ﬁQ.

)

If that is true, then this should also hold on the side of affine opers. This means that there
should be a correspondence (or duality) between the “g-opers of the form discussed in this
section with the parameter o, and g-opers of the same form but with the parameter ¢,

where
1

7(a+1)
(see formulas (7.30) and (8.39)). For § = sl,, this duality was discussed in [DDT1].

a+1=

8.9. Two appearances of opers. At first glance, it may appear that the conjecture of
[FF5] discussed in this section is not so surprising: after all, the phase space of the classical
KdV system is the space of opers. Why should we then be surprised that the spectra of the
quantum KdV Hamiltonians would be linked to opers as well? However, it is important to
realize that the two spaces of opers appearing here are quite different.

The phase space of the classical g-KdV system is the space of g-opers (not g-opers!) on a
circle, or a punctured disc (with coordinate t), see Section 6. We inserted a spectral param-
eter z into these g-opers in order to construct the Poisson commuting KdV Hamiltonians.

On the other hand, the spectra of the corresponding algebra of quantum g-KdV Hamilto-
nians are conjecturally encoded by “g-affine opers on the projective line P! with coordinate
z (it is the same z as the spectral parameter in the classical story). So opers appear again,
but these are affine opers, and they are associated to the Langlands dual affine algebra Lg.
Therefore, a priori they have nothing to do with the g-opers appearing in the definition of
the classical KdV system (other than the fact that a coordinate on the space on which the
Lg-affine opers “live” is the spectral parameter of the g-opers).

For instance, in the case of sls, the points of the phase space of the KdV system are
slp-opers with spectral parameter (see Section 6.2)

02 —v(t) — 2,

where t is a coordinate on a circle, or a punctured disc, and z is the spectral parameter.
The classical KAV Hamiltonians are constructed by expanding the monodromy matrix of
this operator, considered as function of z, near z = 0 (non-local) or z = co (local).

On the other hand, the £1A[2—0pers that encode the eigenvalues of the quantum KdV Hamil-
tonians have the form (see Section 8.1)

92 —wv(z) — \2F,
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where z is the spectral parameter of the classical KdV system, which is now viewed as a
coordinate on P!, and v(z) is a meromorphic function on this P! with poles at z = 0, 0o,
and finitely many other points (see formula (8.36)). There is another spectral parameter
A. When we make a change of variables z — x, we obtain the differential operators of the
form (8.42) with the spectral parameter E.

For non-simply laced g, the difference between the two spaces is even more drastic because
of the appearance of the Langlands dual affine algebra Lg.

As argued in [FF5], the “quantum KdV — affine opers” duality may be viewed as a gen-
eralization of the duality observed in the generalized Gaudin quantum integrable systems,
in which the spectra of the quantum Hamiltonians in a model associated to a simple Lie
algebra g turn out to be encoded by “g-opers [FFR, F1, FFT]. The latter is explained
by the isomorphism between the center of the completed enveloping algebra of g at the
critical level and the algebra of functions on “g-opers on the formal disc [FF3] (see [F2]
for an exposition). In other words, in order to understand the duality between spectra of
the generalized g-Gaudin systems and “g-opers, we need to use the affinization of the Lie
algebra g: The “master algebra” lurking behind the generalized Gaudin quantum integral
systems is the center of the completed enveloping algebra of g at the critical level, and the
fact that it is isomorphic to the algebra of functions on “g-opers on the formal disc gives rise
to identifications of the spectra of the g-Gaudin Hamiltonians with “g-opers of particular
kind.

Therefore it is natural to expect that in order to understand the “quantum KdV — affine
opers” duality we need to study the affinization of g; that is to say, a toroidal algebra of g,
but the big open problem here is to figure out what is the analogue of the “critical level”
of g and the corresponding center (see Section 7 of [FF5| for a discussion of this point). It
may well be that to do so, one needs to study the “gerbal representations” of the toroidal
algebra introduced in [FZ].

From this point of view, the “quantum KdV - affine opers” duality offers us glimpses
into the mysterious “critical level” structures arising in toroidal algebras.
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