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WEIGHT MODULES AND
GLUING OF SHEAVES ON THE FLAG VARIETY

PABLO BOIXEDA ALVAREZ AND CALDER MORTON-FERGUSON

ABSTRACT. We study a natural enlargement of the BGG Category O for a
semisimple Lie algebra: the category of weight modules with trivial central
character and finite-dimensional weight spaces supported on the root lattice.
We give a geometric realization of this category as unipotently monodromic
sheaves on the flag variety satisfying a singular support condition. We then ex-
plain that a derived version D of this category is Koszul dual to the Kazhdan—
Laumon Category O, a different enlargement of the BGG Category O obtained
from a gluing construction for sheaves on the flag variety. This characterizes
D as the category of algebras over a natural monad on a direct sum of copies
of the derived Category (0. These results give new interpretations of clas-
sical algebraic constructions of weight modules over semisimple Lie algebras
due to Fernando and Mathieu. We also conjecture that our results fit natu-
rally into a proposed Koszul duality relating the small quantum group and the
semi-infinite flag variety to the geometry of affine Springer fibers.

1. INTRODUCTION

The BGG Category O for a semisimple Lie algebra g is one of the central objects
of study in Lie theory, and its rich structure has been continually studied from
algebraic and geometric perspectives over the past 50 years since its definition
in [BGG76]. The principal goal of the present paper is to compare two natural
enlargements of Category O which arise from gluing together a collection of copies
of O indexed by the Weyl group W.

The idea to compare these two abelian categories arose from the observation
that they have the same number of simple objects. Although upon first reflection
it is tempting to conjecture an equivalence between these categories, in the present
paper, we will explain that instead, these categories are Koszul dual to one another.
To make this claim precise, we will establish a Koszul duality equivalence between
derived versions of these categories.

We expect the approach in the present paper to have interesting applications and
connection to other work. Most directly, we will explain that our results allow for a
geometric interpretation of some of the classical constructions for weight modules,
studied purely algebraically in [Fer90] and [Mat00], and we expect that further re-
sults in this direction, including a geometric reframing of the classification theorems
in loc. cit., may follow from this approach. Further, we will explain the relationship
between the Koszul duality illustrated in the present paper and the Koszul duality
proposed in [BBAMY] between modules over the small quantum group (alterna-
tively, perverse sheaves on the semi-infinite flag variety) and microlocal sheaves on
certain affine Springer fibers.
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1.1. Two categories. We now introduce these two categories. The first, which
we call the category of finite weight modules, proceeds from the following basic
procedure. In Definition 2.1, we will recall that the principal block Qg of Category O
is defined by a semisimplicity condition on the action of the Cartan subalgebra b as
well as a local finiteness condition on the nilpotent radical n of a Borel subalgebra b
which contains h. (The precise definition which we will use is that in Definition 2.2.)
This definition therefore involves a choice of one of the W-many Borel subalgebras
containing fh, which we label as b" for w € W. We let Of, for w € W, be the
resulting W-many versions of Category O. We can then consider the smallest
extension-closed subcategory containing all of these versions at once.

Definition 1.1. The category Ay of finite weight modules is the Serre subcategory
of g—mod generated under extensions by

U Oy C g—mod.
weW

The name we give Ay in this definition is justified by the following result, which
we prove in Corollary 2.7, which gives an even more natural description of Ay in
terms of some basic axioms similar to those used in the definition of Category O
but now independent of any choice of Borel.

Proposition 1.2. The category Ay is the full subcategory of modules M € g—mod
satisfying the following conditions.

(1) M is a finitely-generated U(g)-module.
(2) The center Z(g) C U(g) acts trivially on M.
(8) M has a decomposition

M:EBMA

AEQ

on which § acts locally finitely with generalized eigenvalue X\ on M.
(4) Each weight space My is finite-dimensional.

The second category to be considered, which we compare with A4 in the present
paper, is the Kazhdan—Laumon Category O. In 1988, Kazhdan and Laumon intro-
duced a formalism for gluing a collection of abelian categories equipped with func-
tors called gluing functors. Their main example involved gluing W-many copies
of the category of perverse sheaves on the basic affine space G/U associated to
a semisimple algebraic group G along gluing functors called symplectic Fourier
transforms. In [MF25], this gluing construction was studied after restricting to the
subcategory Pervp(G/U) C Perv(G/U), which (as we explain in Section 4) can
be viewed as a geometric model for Oy. It it explained in loc. cit. (and was es-
tablished even earlier, in [Pol01]) that after restricting to this category, the gluing
endofunctors of Pervp(G/U) which appear in Kazhdan-Laumon’s constructed are
given by convolution with certain standard and costandard sheaves (these convo-
lutions are well-studied and are sometimes referred to as intertwining functors in
the literature). For the sake of the introduction only, we denote the corresponding
endofunctors of Oy by I, for w € W they are explained more in Section 5. The
result is the following category.
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Definition 1.3. The Kazhdan—Laumon category O, which we call KLy is the
category of tuples (Ay)wew for A, € Op equipped with morphisms

I,(Ay) = Ayw
for each y € W satisfying the compatibilies in Definition 5.2.

The starting point for why one might expect a meaningful comparison between
these categories is a purely combinatorial observation. In the case g = sly, the
category Oy (which depends on the choice of a Borel subalgebra containing h which
here we call b) has two simple objects: L®, (the Verma module with highest weight
—2, which can be written as IndfC_») and Lo (the trivial representation). One can
show that there are three simple objects in Ajy:

b_
Lb—23 LOa L2 )

where Lg’ = Indﬁ_Cg for b_ the opposite Borel subalgebra. By comparison, it is
explained in [MF25] that when g = sly case there are three simple objects in KLe,
given as tuples by

(Lo,O), (Lb—ZaLE2)7 (OvLO)'

A similar count for A; when g = sl3 yields 19 simple objects; similarly, 19 simple
objects for KLy are enumerated explicitly in [MF25, Figure 1]. This observation
was first made informally by Ben Webster.

Observation 1.4 (Webster, 2023). The number of simple objects in Ay is equal
to the number of simple objects in KLo when g = sl3.

The present paper shows that this is not a coincidence, and the number of simple
objects in these two categories is equal in any type. It was shown in [MF25] that
the number of simple objects in KL is

S IW/Pw),

weWw
where for any element w € W, P(w) is the standard parabolic subgroup of W
generated by all simple reflections s with £(sw) > ¢(w). We show in Corollary 2.8
with a straightforward combinatorial proof that the same is true of Ay; this fact
will also follow from the main result which we now explain.

In Ogp, one often considers tilting objects; this definition can be adapted to
provide a notion of tilting objects in KLp as well. In [BGS96] (see also [BY13]), the
Koszul duality functor K, an idempotent autoequivalence of Db(Ogr), is introduced
(where Of" is a technical variant of Oy consisting of objects of Oy equipped with a
grading); this functor (following the normalizations in [BY13]) interchanges simple
objects and tilting objects. In this paper we will explain examples where it is
natural to give an explicit matching between the simple objects of Ay and tilting
objects of KLy, whereas attempting to directly give a bijection between the simple
objects of these categories is much less natural.

This suggests that A and KLo are Koszul dual rather than equivalent as abelian
categories, and a precise formulation and proof of this fact comprises the main
result of the present paper. Since Koszul duality takes place on the level of derived
categories, we introduce in the present paper an appropriate derived version of Ay
which we call D¢ in addition to a category KLJ where the gluing functors on
D®(Oy) are twisted by K, and then prove the following main result.
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Theorem 1.5. There is an equivalence of dg categories
D8 = KLY

between the derived version D& C D(g—mod) of the category Ay of finite weight
modules, and the Koszul dual Kazhdan-Laumon category Oy denoted KL .

Although thus far, we have spoken of Ay purely algebraically as a subcategory of
g—mod, many of the objects, categories, and functors we consider can be richly un-
derstood geometrically via the Beilinson—Bernstein localization equivalence. This
equivalence, between D-modules on the flag variety G/B and the category g—mod,
of g-modules with trivial central character, will be used throughout the paper to
geometrically recast some of the main algebraic objects introduced thus far. The
geometric version of Ay will be the category of T-monodromic perverse sheaves
on G/B with unipotent monodromy and an interesting singular support condition.
The derived version of this category D™ is equivalent to D*® under the local-
ization equivalence, and we will obtain the following geometric version of Theorem
1.5.

Theorem 1.6. There is an equivalence of dg categories
peeom = KLY,

where DE™ s a certain completion of the category of unipotently T-monodromic
sheaves on G /B with singular support lying in

7 =JTy,(G/B),

w,z

where forw,z € W, Y2 is the z-translate of the Schubert variety Y,, = BwB C G/B
under left multiplication, so Y, = zBwB.

This geometric result allows us to study all of the objects considered up to this
point using geometric tools. The category D#°™ can then be understood in two
different ways: firstly, as the image under the localization functor of the category
D8 which arises naturally from finite weight modules as described. Secondly,
we note that D#°™ and the Koszul duality perspective explored above can be
understood in terms of microlocal sheaves on affine Springer fibers as follows.

1.2. Connection to microlocal sheaves on affine Springer fibers. We now
explain a connection with the geometry of affine Springer fibers and the work in
[BBAMY]. In light of the Koszul duality to be described in [BBAMY], the equiv-
alence in Theorem 1.6 should be understood as the Koszul dual of a functor from
KLp to the semi-infinite flag variety constructed in [MF25]. This is part of the orig-
inal motivation of the present work, but is not directly necessary for our results, so
we will leave out most of the details.

Denote by F¢ the affine flag variety of G and write P_ = ker(G[t~!] — G). This
group acts on F¢ such that there is an open inclusion j : G/B — P_\F¢. For
a regular semisimple s € g we can construct a character on P_ using the group
homomorphism P_ — g and pairing with s under the Killing form; we denote this
character by ¢ : P_ — Gy.

In [BBAMY], the shifted Hamiltonian reduction P_\\\yF¢ =: M, is con-
structed and a conical Lagrangian homeomorphic to the affine Springer fiber F/;,
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is identified. The category D(p_ ) (F¥) is then considered and a microlocalization
functor

D(pi’w) (]:E) — /JSh(Mw)

is defined. In particular we can consider the singular support of an object in
Dp_4)(F¥) as a Lagrangian in M,,. We denote by YSw the full subcategory of
Dp_ 4)(F¥) of objects whose singular support is contained in the Lagrangian F/;,
and further denote by D, the full subcategory of objects whose singular support
has finitely many components in F/;s.

Denote by u, the small quantum group of the Langlands dual group G¥. We can
consider the us-modules with a compatible grading by the character lattice and we

will denote the category of these by {lq—mod. Denote by ﬁq—modo the principal
block of this category.
The main result in [BBAMY] is the following,.

Theorem 1.7. The category Dy is Koszul dual to the category of perfect complexes
m {tq—mod@.

Note that we have an open embedding j : G/B — P_\F{. It follows that we have
an open embedding 7*(G/B) — My. Denote by A =, Ty (G/B) C T*(G/B).
In [Lus19] a locally closed subvariety of F¢; is identified with A and it is compatible
with the diagram

A‘—}]'—gts

| |

T*(G/B) —— My,

Further, there is an action of W on H,(F¥) and we can extend the identification
in [Lus19] with an identification of a locally closed Z = UJ,, . Ty (G/B) < Flys.
We can then check the following statement.

Claim 1.8. The image of the functor j, : D#*°™ — D(p_ ) (F¥) lies in ﬁd,.

This can be thought of as a categorical interpretation of the geometric embedding
in [Lusl9] together with the group action of W on the categories involved. We
can then state a conjecture relating Theorem 1.6 to the results in [MF25], which
motivated our consideration of the category D&°°™.

Conjecture 1.9. The functor j : D&*°™ — ﬁw is Koszul dual to the functor
KLp — L.Lq—mod() constructed in [MF25, §7].

1.3. Overview of the paper. We begin in Section 2 by introducing A; and its
derived version D8, We will show that this category is natural to consider as it
can be defined simply in two different ways: as the extension-closure of all of the
W -many versions of Op, or by the axioms in Proposition 1.2. Key to our subsequent
arguments will be the introduction in this section of “restriction functors” from A
to Op which are adjoint to the natural inclusions of W-conjugates of Oy into Ay.
We then explain geometric analogs of these categories and functors in Section
3. We explain geometric versions of D8 and Ay in terms of constructible and
perverse sheaves on G/B, and we explain that the restriction functors established
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in the preceding section have natural interpretations in terms of pushforward and
pullback along the projection G/B — U\G/B.

In Section 4, we recall the Beilinson—Bernstein localization equivalence and prove
the equivalences between the algebraic and geometric objects considered thus far.
We then explain how to build gluing functors (in the sense of the Kazhdan-Laumon
construction), which are endofunctors of the derived version of Oy built by compos-
ing the inclusion and restriction functors introduced in the previous two sections.
We explain that the gluing functors can be interpreted algebraically as Zuckerman
functors or geometrically in terms of convolution with standard and costandard
objects. The central computation of this section establishes this geometric inter-
pretation which is crucial to the comparison of our categories with the Kazhdan—
Laumon Category Op, which is defined in [MF25] in terms of these standard and
costandard convolutions.

In Section 5 we recall the definition of this category KLon. We explain Koszul
duality in the context of KL and define the Koszul dual category KL%. In Section
6, we then combine all of the above to show that D& D&®°m and KL} are all
equivalent as dg categories. We explain that KL is the category of algebras over
a certain monad, and thus the main tool in this section is the Barr—Beck—Lurie
theorem, which we apply to an adjoint pair of functors built from the inclusion and
restriction functors introduced in Sections 2 and 3. We also examine the interaction
of t-structures with the derived equivalence we establish.

In Section 7 we provide some examples of objects in D8, Dgeo™  and KL,
explaining details and consequences of the main equivalence in some explicit cases.
These examples lead us to the construction in Section 8, where we explain how
to use the perspectives in the present paper to geometrically realize the coherent
families of weight modules studied by Fernando and Mathieu in [Fer90], [Mat00].
We hope that this will be a first step in recasting their important classification of
weight modules with finite-dimensional weight spaces in the context of algebraic
geometry.

1.4. Acknowledgments. We would like to thank Ben Gammage, Matt Hogan-
camp, Michael McBreen, Raphael Rouquier, and Ben Webster for useful discus-
sions and for sharing many insights which were very helpful at various stages of the
project.

2. THE CATEGORY OF FINITE WEIGHT MODULES

2.1. Preliminaries. Let G be a reductive algebraic group over C with Lie algebra
g. We fix a maximal torus T C G with corresponding subalegbra hh C g, and a
Borel subgroup B C G containing 7' with corresponding subalgebra b. Let U be
the unipotent radical of B and n its Lie subalgebra, the nilpotent radical of b.

We let W = Ng(T)/T be the Weyl group. We let S C W denote the set of
simple reflections in W. We choose once and for all a set of lifts w € Ng(T') which
satisfy the Weyl group relations. We let A be the weight lattice and Q C A the root
sublattice generated by the positive roots R C R, where R is the corresponding
root system. Let II be the set of simple roots.

2.2. The BGG Category O and a generalization.
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2.2.1. The BGG Category O. The main starting point for the objects studied in the
present paper is the principal block Op of the Bernstein-Gel’'fand-Gel’fand Category
O, defined in [BGGT6] as follows.

Definition 2.1. Let Oy C g—mod be the full subcategory of modules M satisfying
the following conditions.

(1) M is a finitely-generated U(g)-module.

(2) The center Z(g) C U(g) acts locally nilpotently on M.

(3) M is h-semisimple, that is, M is a weight module

M:@M,\.

AEQ
(4) M is locally n-finite.

We note that if one assumes h-semisimplicity (with arbitrary weights) along
with the other three axioms, it follows from the basic structure theory of Oy that
all nonzero weight spaces lie in Q C A, and so we choose to emphasize this in the
definition.

A common technical variant of Oy which is more directly amenable to the geo-
metric context we will soon introduce relaxes the semisimplicity condition on the
action of b, instead requiring that any element of h acts on a weight space by a
Jordan block with eigenvalue determined by the weight, while requiring that Z(g)
acts trivially rather than locally nilpotently.

Definition 2.2. Let Oy C g—mod be the full subcategory of modules M satisfying
the following conditions.
(1) M is a finitely-generated U(g)-module.
(2) The center Z(g) C U(g) acts trivially on M.
(3) M has a decomposition
V=@

A€Q
such that b acts locally finitely on each M) with generalized eigenvalue \.
(4) M is locally n-finite.
We also write Oy for the subcategory of modules satisfying all of the above condi-
tions except the first (finite generation) condition.

2.2.2. Finite weight modules. We now introduce a larger subcategory of g—mod
which consists of all weight modules with a trivial action of Z(g) along with finite-
dimensional weight spaces.

Definition 2.3. Let Ay C g—mod be the full subcategory of modules M satisfying
the following conditions.
(1) M is a finitely-generated U(g)-module.
(2) The center Z(g) C U(g) acts trivially on M.
(3) M has a decomposition
M = EB M,y

AEQ

such that h acts locally finitely on each M, with generalized eigenvalue \.
(4) Each weight space M) is finite-dimensional.
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We let g—mod, denote the larger subcategory of U(g)-modules on which the center
Z(g) acts trivially. We call A the category of finite weight modules in g—mod.

2.2.3. The categories Of . For any w € W, we can define a Borel subalgebra b" =
wbw™! containing b, and {b*},ew is the complete set of Borel subalgebras of g
containing h. We write n = wnw~! which is the nilpotent radical of b®.

Definition 2.4. For any w € W, let Oy C g—mod be the full subcategory of
modules M satisfying the conditions of Definition 2.2 but with the role of n replaced
by n".

By the PBW theorem, n"-local finiteness of a finitely generated module M
implies that all weight spaces are finite-dimensional, a fact which we record in
the following proposition.

Proposition 2.5. For any w € W, there is a fully faithful exact inclusion functor
tw 2 OF = Ay

2.2.4. Simple objects in Ay. We now prove the following classification result, which
follows from combining the classification of weight modules in [Fer90] and [Mat00]
with the trivial central character hypothesis.

Proposition 2.6. For any simple object L € Ay, there exists some w € W such
that L € OF .

Proof. By the definition of Ay, L is a simple weight module with finite-dimensional
weight spaces. Such modules are classified in [Fer90] and [Mat00] as follows. In
[Fer90], it is shown that for any such simple module, there exists a unique parabolic
subalgebra p C g with unipotent radical u and Levi subalgebra [ such that L" is
irreducible and L is the unique irreducible quotient of Indy(L*). If | = g is the
only Levi for which this can occur, L is called cuspidal. In the above setup, we can
always choose a parabolic such that L* is cuspidal. We will show that with the
additional assumptions that L has trivial central character and all nonzero weight
spaces Ly have A € ), we must have [ = b, so that L is the quotient of a module
induced from a Borel subalgebra as above. Such an induced module is by definition
a Verma module in Of for some w € W, whose unique irreducible quotient also
lies in OF, which will then complete the proof of the proposition.

We note that for any p as above, L" as a module over U([) must have central
character x; € b*/(Wry,-) corresponding to the orbit of some element whose con-
taining (W, -)-orbit corresponds to the trivial central character; in particular, it
corresponds to the orbit of some element of the root lattice @@y for the Levi subalge-
bra [. It remains then to show that there can be no cuspidal module over any Levi
subalgebra [ 2 h with central character corresponding to an element of Q) which is
supported on weights lying in Q.

Suppose for contradiction that such a cuspidal module L’ over U(I) existed. By
[Mat00], there exists some integer d > 0 such that for all A\, dimL) < d. By
Proposition 4.8 of loc. cit., there exists a unique semisimple coherent extension (c.f.
Section 4 of loc. cit.) M of L’ of degree d. In particular, this means M[0] = L’ (we
use the notation of loc. cit., where M[\] denotes the submodule of M consisting
of the direct sum of weight spaces M, for 4 = A mod Q). By Proposition 6.2(ii)
of loc. cit., there is some infinite-dimensional admissible highest weight module
(with respect to any Borel subgroup b of our choice) L(A) C N[A mod @Q]. By
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Proposition 4.8(iii) of loc. cit., it must again have central character in Q. We know
by the structure theory of Oy that any such highest weight module has A in the
(W, -)-orbit of 0, which in particular lies in the root lattice ;. This means A =0
mod @y, and so L()) is actually a composition factor of M[0]. This is impossible,
since M[0] 2 L' is cuspidal. O

Thus Proposition 2.6 is what gives the equivalence between the two definitions
of Ay provided in the introduction.

Corollary 2.7. Ay is the full subcategory of g—mod generated under extensions
by objects in OF , w € W.

One can then enumerate the number of simple objects in Ay as follows.

Corollary 2.8. The number of simple objects in Ay is

S W/ P(w)|

wew
where for any element w € W, P(w) is the standard parabolic subgroup of W
generated by all simple reflections s with €(sw) > £(w).

Proof. By Proposition 2.6, the set of isomorphism classes of simple objects in A
is the orbit under the W-action (where y € W acts on a module by conjugating
the g-action by y) of the set of isomorphism classes of simple objects in Op. For
w € W, we write L,, € Qg for the simple object with highest weight w - (—2p).
One can then check that the stabilizer of L,, under this W-action on isomorphism
classes of simple objects in Ay is exactly P(w), and so the result follows from the
orbit-stabilizer theorem. a

2.3. Singular support, algebraically.

2.3.1. The associated variety of a g-module. We now recall the definition of the
associated variety associated to any g-module M. We first note that U(g), equipped
with the PBW filtration, has associated graded gr U(g) = Sym(g) = Clg*].

Definition 2.9. Let M be a finitely generated U(g)-module. A good filtration on
M is an ascending filtration of C-vector spaces
0=M°cM'c---cM
such that:
(1) Ui(g) - M7 C M for all i,5 > 0, where U'(g) is the part of the PBW
filtration on U(g) consisting of elements with degree at most i,
(2) U; M' =M,
(3) The associated graded module gr M = @, M*/M*~! is finitely generated
as a module over gr U(g) = Sym(g).

Definition 2.10. Let M be a finitely generated U(g)-module equipped with a
good filtration (M*);>o. The associated variety AV(M) C g* is defined as the
support of the associated graded module gr M considered as a finitely generated
Sym(g) = C[g*]-module. That is,

AV(M) = Suppcyy- (gr M) C g*.

The associated variety is independent of the choice of good filtration.
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Definition 2.11. Let I, C C[g*] = gr U(g) be the ideal generated by all positive
degree elements of the subalgebra U(g)7 of weight-zero elements. Then let Z, C g*
be the vanishing set, so Z, = V(1).

For any g-module M, we say that M has singular support in Z if AV(M) C Z,.

Proposition 2.12. For a module M € g—mod, the action of U(g)™ on M is locally
finite if and only if M has singular support in Z. If M is finite-length, then this
occurs if and only if M has finite-dimensional weight spaces.

Proof. Suppose that the action of U(g)” on M is locally finite. If (M?);>¢ is a
good filtration for M, this means that for any m € M and positive degree element
a € U(g)T, there exists some n for which a¥ € M™ for all £ > 0. Since a has
positive degree this means the action of the image of a™ in C[g*] on ™ € gr M*®
is zero. Since gr M* is finitely-generated, taking the maximum of the n obtained
in this way over a generating set implies that some power of a lies in Ann(gr M*).
This means the radical of Ann(gr M*®) contains I, and so gr M* is supported in
V(I;); the converse follows similarly.

Now note that if M is a cyclic module, clearly local finiteness of the U(g)” action
is equivalent to the finite-dimensionality of all weight spaces, since U(g)” manifestly
preserves weight spaces. If M is finite-length, then applying this to a Jordan-Hd&lder
filtration for M gives the final claim in the proposition. O

We now give an alternative natural description of the subvariety Z .

Lemma 2.13. The variety Z can be described as a union of nilpotent subalgebras;
we have

(1) z= |J 4y c g

weW

After identifying g* = g under the Killing form, we have

(2) Zy = U n” Cg.
weW

Proof. We will show each containment for the second formulation. First, suppose
that © € wnw~! for some w € W. Without loss of generality (and by choosing
an alternative set of positive roots by conjugating the original set by w), we can
simply assume that x € n. We note that I, is spanned by monomials which are
products of h, for some « € I, eg for some § € R and f, for some v € RT such
that the sum of the 8 which appear minus the sum of the v which appear is zero.
Since = € n, terms with an h, will all vanish. All other terms contain at least one
nonzero f., for v € RT, and therefore vanish on n. This implies that x € Z .

On the other hand, suppose x € Z,. Suppose that there is no w € W such that
wzw~! € n. This means the set of 3 € R such that fz(z) # 0 is not contained in
any subset of R which serves as a subset of positive roots (otherwise, such a subset
would be a W-conjugate of RT, and we would have wzw~! € n for some w). This
means there exists some {8;}; C R such that fg,(x) # 0 for every 3; in the subset,
such that there exists some nontrivial Z>o-linear relation between the 3;. Writing

Z cifBi + Z d;B; =0,
J

2
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by separating the positive roots 8; from the negative roots 3;, we then consider the

monomial
Cq dj
H €8, H fﬁj ’
i J

which lies in I, since the linear relation above confirms that it has weight zero. On
the other hand, its value on z is not zero by construction, contradicting the fact
that z € Z. O

2.4. Functors and derived categories. In this section, we define a collection
of functors relating the abelian categories A; and Oy, as well as certain derived
analogues.

Definition 2.14. Let Dglg be the full dg subcategory of the bounded derived
category DP(g—mody) generated by the essential image of the natural functor
Db(Ay) — D®(g—mody).

Definition 2.15. For any w € W, let 6,, : g—mody — g—mod, denote the exact
equivalence of categories obtained by conjugating the g-action by w € Ng(T'). We
continue to use the notation 6,, to refer to the corresponding automorphism of Dglg

when the context is clear.

2.4.1. Ascending and descending chains in Og. The following technical lemma is
required to properly define the remaining functors.

Lemma 2.16. Suppose M € g—mody admits an ascending chain of submodules
{M;}i>0 whose union is M, with each M; € Oo. Then M € Oy. Further, if
M € g—mody admits a descending chain of submodules {N;};>0 such that each
quotient M/N; € Oy, then M € Oy.

Proof. Suppose M admits an ascending chain of submodules as in the lemma. Then
for any m € M, we can choose some k such that m € M. Since My € (’50, let A
be the weight of m in My; then we know U(n) - m and U(h) are finite-dimensional,
where b acts with eigenvalues determined by the character .

Suppose M admits a descending chain of submodules {N;};>o such that each
quotient M/Nj lies in Op. Let m € M, then there is some A € Q such that p;(m)
is of weight A in each M/N; where p : M — M/N; is the quotient map. Since
elements of Oy have nonzero weight spaces supported in Z<oR™, there exists some
d such that any element a of U(n) with PBW degree at least d has p;(a-m) =0
for all ¢ > 0. This means a - m = 0 for any such a, proving that n acts locally
nilpotently on M. Finally, one sees that the U(g)-submodule of M generated by m
is a finitely-generated submodule on which n acts locally nilpotently and Z(g) acts
trivially.

One then argues that such a module lies in Oy by induction on dimU(n) - m,
which we just showed is finite-dimensional. Indeed, by local nilpotency of the n-
action, one can find a vector v; € U(g) - m annihilated by U(n); since the center
acts trivially, one can then see that v, is a weight vector, i.e. a vector on which b
acts by scalars. It follows that U(g) - v is the quotient of a Verma module with
trivial central character, and therefore lies in Og. If U(g) - vy € U(g) - m, one
continues by applying the same reasoning to the image of m in the quotient module
(U(g) -m)/(U(g) - v4). Since dimU(n) - m C M is finite-dimensional, this process
must terminate. (]
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Of course, the result in Lemma 2.16 holds just as well for @6” for any w € W.

2.4.2. Inclusion and its adjoints. Recall that in Proposition 2.5, we defined for any
w € W a fully faithful and exact inclusion functor ¢, : Of — Ay, which we also
can consider as a functor ¢, : (7)8’ — g—mody. Recall that if 6, is the functor
defined in Definition 2.15, it restricts to an isomorphism 6,, : Oy @6".

Definition 2.17. For any w € W, we define
Jut : Og — g—mody

by jw! = tw0by,. Since thisis a fqlly faithful exact functor, we use the same notation
for the derived functor j,1 : D(Op) — D(g—mody).

Definition 2.18. For any w € W, we let °ij : g—mody — Op and gt g—mody —
Oy be the left- and right-exact functors defined respectively as follows. For any
M € g—mody, let M,, be the largest submodule of M contained in (56” , and let
M™ be the largest quotient of M contained in @6" These modules are well-defined
by Lemma 2.16. We then let

ojl!UM = Gw_le € @0,
o]Z)M =0, 1M" € @0.

Let j.,j% : D(g—modg) — D(Op) be their right- and left-derived functors respec-
tively. For the rest of the paper, we use the same notation to denote the restriction

of these derived functors to Dglg.

Proposition 2.19. For any w € W, there are adjoint pairs of functors
Gty %)y (Pl Jun)

between (50 and g—mody, and
(Gutsdw)s (s Ju)-

between D(Oy) and DYE.

Proof. Suppose that M € Oy and N € g—modg where f : j,M — N is a morphism
in g—mody. Since n and h act locally finitely on M, they must also act locally
finitely on the image of M under f. Similarly, the weight space decomposition of
M implies a weight space decomposition on the image of f. This implies that the
image of f is a submodule of N lying in @y, which by definition is a submodule of
°j! N, thereby inducing a map M — °j!, N. Composing with the natural inclusion
° jfﬂN — N gives the other direction. A similar argument proves the proposition
for the adjunction (°j7, ju:1)-

By the adjunction theorem in [Qui67], this implies the stated adjunctions of
derived functors. O

2.4.3. Ezample of an object in Ay not lying in any OF .

Example 2.20. In the case g = slo where W = {e, s}, we now give a basic example
of a module lying in Ay which does not lie in Oy or OF. In this figure, each dot
with an even integer label denotes a weight space of dimension one with a given
weight, while arrows denote isomorphisms of vector spaces given by the action of
the usual elements e and f in sly
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If M denotes this module, then it is easy to check that
jeM = A(0) *jeM = A(=2).

3. SHEAVES ON THE FLAG VARIETY

3.1. Preliminaries. Considering G/B as a complex variety, we let D(G/B) de-
note the weakly constructible derived category of sheaves on G/B, considered as a
dg category. We can consider the constructible derived category D(G/B), where
stalks and costalks are required to be finite-dimensional, as a full dg subcategory
D¢(G/B) C D(G/B). We write D*(G/B) for the subcategory of D*(G/B) consist-
ing of objects with finitely many nonzero cohomology objects.

We note that D®(G/B) is equipped with the perverse t-structure whose heart
we denote by Perv(G/B). We also consider the U-equivariant weakly constructible
derived category Dy (G/B) which consists of elements of D(G/B) stratified with
respect to the Bruhat stratification {BwB},ew on G/B. Similarly, we write
Pervy (G/B) for the heart of Df;(G/B), which is the full abelian subcategory of
Perv(G/B) consisting of objects constructible with respect to the Bruhat strat-
ification. We also use the identification Dy (G/B) = D(U\G/B) to the weakly
constructible derived category on the stack U\G/B.

We let Pervy(G/B) be the category of T-equivariant perverse sheaves on G/B
with respect to the left multiplication action of T. We say that an object in
Perv(G/B) is unipotently T-monodromic if it is a finite extension of objects ly-
ing in the subcategory Pervr(G/B).

3.2. U-equivariant sheaves on the flag variety and generalizations. We
recall in Section 4 that Pervy (G/B) is a geometric model for Op. We now explain
two technical variants of Pervy (G/B) which give rise to monoidal actions on its
right and left respectively.

3.2.1. Equivariant and monodromic categories. We also consider the B-equivariant
derived category Dp(G/B), which unlike in the case of Dy (G/B), is not the derived
category of Pervp(G/B). It admits a monoidal structure

— % —:Dp(G/B) x Dp(G/B) — Dy(G/B)

by convolution.

In [BY13], it is explained that there exists a different monoidal category Koszul
dual to Dp(G/B) which acts on Dy (G/B) on the left; this is the category of
free-monodromic sheaves D(B™_G .~ B). Although defined in loc. cit. for (-adic
sheaves on a variety over a field of positive characteristic, such a category can be
defined (and was used and studied in [DT25]) with base field and coefficient field
C; this is the version of the category we use in the present paper. There is a
convolution product

—%x—:D(B“_G,”B)x D(B.G,” B) = D(B“_G ,” B)

which again equips D(B .G - B) with the structure of a monoidal category.
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For any w € W, let j,, : C/*) = BwB C G/B be the inclusion. In Pervg(G/B),
there are standard and costandard objects
Ay = juCle(w)]
Vi = Ju=Cl(w)]
Following [DT25], letting £,, be the universal unipotently monodromic local system

on C!™) x T = BwU C G/U; we let j,, denote this inclusion. We can then define
analogues of the above objects which now lie in D(B*\ G -" B) by

Ay = JutLow [¢(w)]
@w = jw*['w [E(w)]

We note that A, (resp. A.) is the monoidal unit for convolution in Dp(G/B) (resp.
D(B G, B)).

3.2.2. Singular support and a new category. In Section 4 we recall the Riemann—
Hilbert correspondence by which one can identify Perv(G/B) with regular holo-
nomic D-modules on G/B. By this equivalence there is therefore a well-defined no-
tion of singular support for any object of Perv(G/B), which is a subset of T*(G/B).

Definition 3.1. Given w € W, recall the Schubert cell UwB = BwB C G/B and
its closure, the Schubert variety Y,, = BwB C G/B. For any z € W, we write Y2
for the z-translate of Y, under multiplication by £, so that Y, = zBwB. We now
let

Z =J1y.(G/B)
Definition 3.2. Let By C Perv(G/B) be the the subcategory of unipotently T-

monodromic perverse sheaves F with singular support in Z.

Proposition 3.3. There is a natural exact and faithful inclusion functor
Pervy (G/B) — By.
Proof. Any F € Pervy(G/B) has singular support in
U 7v,(G/B) c 2,
weWw
and is unipotently T-monodromic; it can therefore be considered as an object in
By. O

Definition 3.4. For any w € W, let P¥ = Pervy«(G/B), where U = wUw ! It
is equivalent to Pervyw (G/B) under the functor oy« = o) _,, where o, is the left
multiplication map G/B — G/B by w.

3.3. Derived setup and adjoint functors.

Definition 3.5. Let D*™ C DY(G/B) be the full dg subcategory generated by
the image of the natural functor D*(By) — D*(G/B).

Definition 3.6. For any w € W, we define 7%, : Dy(G/B) — D(G/B) to be the
composition of the isomorphism o7, : Dy(G/B) — Dyw(G/B) with the natural
inclusion into D(G/B) (i.e. the forgetful functor for U*-equivariance on the left).
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Definition 3.7. For any w € W, we define 7}, 7, : D(G/B) — Dy(G/B) to
be the composition of the natural shriek and star pushforward functors for the
projection morphism (which can be thought of as U%-averaging) m : D(G/B) —
D(U"\G/B) = Dyw«(G/B) with the isomorphism ¢% : Dyw(G/B) — Dy(G/B).

Since one can think of 7% as the pullback 7* under this same projection morphism
7w : D(G/B) — D(U\G/B), we obtain the following result from the usual six-
functor formalism.

Proposition 3.8. For any w € W, there are adjunctions
(™M 7))y (T, ™)

between Dy (G/B) and D(G/B).

4. EQUIVALENCES VIA THE LOCALIZATION THEOREM

4.1. Beilinson—Bernstein localization. In [BB81], Beilinson and Bernstein in-
troduced the localization functor, an equivalence of categories

I' : D—mod(G/B) — g—mody.

Further, the Riemann-Hilbert correspondence tells us that Perv(G/B) is equivalent
to the full subcategory of regular holonomic D-modules on G/B.

4.1.1. Localization and derived versions for Oy. Considering the category of U-
equivariant D-modules, which are then already guaranteed to be regular holonomic,
one often considers a restriction of the localization functor

T : Pervy (G/B) — Oo.
We will also use its derived version
I': Dy(G/B) = D(Oy),
which follows from the observation in [BGS96] that Dy (G/B) is naturally isomor-
phic to the derived category of Pervy (G/B).
4.1.2. Localization for Bj.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that F € Perv(G/B) has singular support lying in Z. Then
the associated variety of the corresponding module T'(F) € g—modg lies in Z.

Proof. Let p : T*(G/B) — g* be the moment map; it is a general fact about
the Beilinson—Bernstein localization functor that if F has singular support in some
7' C T*(G/B), then the associated variety of I'(F) is contained in p(Z’).
The result in the lemma will then follow from the fact that

pHZy) = 2.
By Lemma 2.13, we have
(3) p Nz = |

weW

By the definition of Z, it is then clear that this follows from the well-known fact
that

(4) ptmy = {J 1,(6/B),

weWw
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in other words, the preimage of n under the moment map is exactly the union of
the conormal varieties to all Schubert varieties. O

Corollary 4.2. For any F € By, the associated module T'(F) obtained under
Beilinson-Bernstein localization lies in Ay.

Proof. Suppose F € By. Since F is unipotently monodromic for the T-action of
G/ B on the left, we know that I'(F) has a locally finite action of h with eigenvalues
determined by weights lying in the root lattice Q). This is clear by Beilinson—
Bernstein localization for T-equivariant sheaves, and this condition is stable under
finite extensions. Further, by Lemma 4.1 and Proposition 2.12, I'(F) has finite-
dimensional weight spaces. This ensures that I'(F) € Ay as desired. (]

Corollary 4.2 implies the following equivalence, which we will continue to denote
by T.

Corollary 4.3. The Beilinson—Bernstein localization functor induces an equiva-
lence of dg categories

. ygeom ~, yalg
I DEO™ =~ pils.

4.2. Algebraic and geometric interpretations of functors. We now explain
how the functors we have introduced are intertwined by the localization equivalence
I". To start, one obtains the following equivalences directly from the definitions.

Lemma 4.4. For any w € W, the diagrams

pgeom L, pale Dy (G/B) —— D(Oy)
lcw* le iﬂ:ﬁ, J{jw!

Dgoom I alg geom I alg
geom L, pa pgeem I, pa

commute.
By uniqueness of left and right adjoints, one then obtains the following corollary.

Corollary 4.5. For any w € W, the diagrams

Dgeom I D(a).lg Dgeom r D(a).lg
= i3 [ |5
Dy(G/B) —— D(Oy) Dy(G/B) —— D(Oy)

commute.

4.3. Gluing functors.

4.3.1. Definition of gluing functors.
Definition 4.6. For any w € W, let
®,, : Dy(G/B) = Dy (G/B) Yy : Dy(G/B) = Dy(G/B)

*

b, =n'n; v, =m’n}.
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Definition 4.7. For any w € W, let
Fy : D(Og) = D(Op) Gw : D(Oy) = D(Op)
Fu = Juje Gu = jhjer
We write °F,, and °G,, for the abelian versions considered as endofunctors of Q.
The following is then implied by Lemma 4.4 and Corollary 4.5.
Corollary 4.8. The diagrams

Dy(G/B) —— D(Oy) Dy(G/B) —— D(Oy)
l@w le l\l/w le
Dy(G/B) —— D(0y) Dy(G/B) —— D(0y)

commute.

4.3.2. Algebraic interpretation. We now explain an algebraic interpretation of the
gluing functors F,,, G, in terms of Zuckerman functors. These functors were
defined in [Zuc77], and an explanation more amenable to the setup of the present
paper can also be found in [MS07, Section 1].

Definition 4.9. Given a simple reflection s € S, let g° denote the corresponding
minimal parabolic subalgebra of g which contains h@n. We denote by *Oy C Oy the
corresponding parabolic subcategory, which consists of all locally g®-finite objects
in Oo.

Definition 4.10. For any simple reflection s € S, let
Zs: Oy — Oy,
Z; : OO — OO

be the functors which take a module M € O; to the maximal quotient of M
contained in *Qp, and the maximal submodule of M contained in *Qy respectively.

One can then check the following from the definitions.

Proposition 4.11. For any s € S,
Zs = oj;kje! = OGS7
Z; = oj}gjel = OFS'

Both variants of Zuckerman functors satisfy braid relations in W, see [Zuc77]
or [MS07], and thus by Proposition 4.11, these relations also hold for our functors
°F, and °G,.

Remark 4.12. The main purpose of this section is to show that our dg functors
F, and G,, are “derived versions” of a pair of easy-to-describe and well-studied
functors which show up ubiquitously in the literature on Category Oy. However,
one must be careful about the precise technicalities used to construct these “derived
versions.” This is because if one naively considers the derived functors of Z5 and Z/,
they differ significantly from our Fs and Gy; the strange behavior of these derived
functors in nonzero cohomological degrees is described in [MS07, Theorem 2 and
Remark 1.2]. On the algebraic side of the localization equivalence, this is because j*
and 7' are defined as derived functors from the larger source category g—mod O Oy,
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and on the geometric side this discrepancy can be explained by the fact that the
B-equivariant derived category and the derived category of B-equivariant sheaves
do not coincide.

4.3.3. Geometric interpretation. We now explain a key observation which will be
crucial to our main theorem; this gives a geometric interpretation of the gluing
functors ®,, and ¥,, in terms of a familiar convolution action by standard and
costandard objects (these convolutions are sometimes called intertwining functors),
albeit with a cohomological shift.

Proposition 4.13. There are natural isomorphisms of functors
o (=) = (Vo [-L(w)]) * -
Wy (=) = (A [f(w)]) * —

Proof. We follow the notation of [BY13] and write D(G -” B) for the category
of unipotently T-monodromic sheaves on G/U for the right T-action, and write
m:D(G,” B)— DWU\G - B) = D(B*~ G ,-” B) for the U-averaging functor.
Since both 7 and A,[1]% —, considered as endofunctors of D(B ™ G -* B), com-
mute with the monoidal action of the category D(B_G - B) by right-convolution,
it suffices to prove the proposition in the case where F is the monoidal identity
b€ D(B .G " B). One can then convolve on the right with an arbitrary ob-
ject of Dy(G/B) to obtain the stated natural isomorphisms of endofunctors of
Dy (G/B). A A
In other words, since 7y(0 (7'0)) = 7)(c7(5))[2], we need to show that
6 (o (0)[2) = A1)

Let je : T < G/U and let j, : UsB — G/U be the natural inclusions. Recall
that £ is the universal unipotently monodromic local system on T'= B/U C G/U
while £, is the universal unipotently monodromic local system on UsB/U C G/U
obtained by considering UsB/U as a T-torsor over UsB/B C G/B. To show (5),
we must then show

(6) m(og (Jer£))[2) = jsrLs[2].
Letting T be the image of T C G/U under o, and j7= its inclusion into G/U, we

then have a Cartesian diagram

T —=— T
e

G/U 2= G/U.

By the proper base change theorem, one then has
(05 (Jer L)) = Mojer L
=mja L,

where by abuse of notation £ is now considered as a local system on 77:. We then
note that (7o jZ= )L = joLs.

By Verdier duality one then gets the dual result for ,, yielding the second
equation in the proposition. ([l
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By Proposition 4.13 and Corollary 4.8, we obtain the following.

Corollary 4.14. If s;, ...s;, is a reduced word for w € W, there are are natural
isomorphisms of functors

s, o-~-o<I)Sik = o,,
Uy, o--~o\Ilsik =,
Fs,, o~--oFSik =~ By,
Gs, 0 0Gs, =Gy

Proposition 4.15. For any s € S, there are natural transformations
v : @00, — 1Id,
viiId — Wgo Uy
such that the natural transformations ;0 Ps0dP, — &, given by vso0 Py and Pzov,

coincide. Similarly, the natural transformations U5 — U,0W 00U, given by Vo
and v, o U concide.

Proof. For any s € S, there are distinguished triangles

5 T, v, U

A, T, 5

and therefore we have the shifted maps

Vs[—=1] =9,
‘>

5. — A1),

>

giving rise to natural transformations
ns : P — 1d,
ne:1d — Wy,
We then let v, : &5 0 &, — Id be defined by vs = 0, 0 (Psns), v, = (In,) onl. The

given associativity constraints are then implied automatically by the associativity
constraints for the convolution product. O

The same result then also holds in the algebraic setting for the functors Fs and
Gs.

5. THE KAZHDAN-LAUMON GLUING CONSTRUCTION

In this section, we recall the Kazhdan—Laumon gluing construction from [KL88]
and its application in [MF25] to the setting of Category O. We explain a natural
way to define a category which is Koszul dual to the one studied in loc. cit., setting
up a comparison with the categories introduced and considered in the previous
sections.

5.1. Overview of the Kazhdan—Laumon construction.
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5.1.1. Gluing of abelian categories. In the preceding sections, we constructed two
sets of data (belonging to the algebraic and the geometric setup respectively) of
the following form.

Definition 5.1. A left W-gluing data for abelian categories is:

(1) A tuple of abelian categories (Cy)wew (in all cases we will consider, each
Cw will be identical),
(2) A collection of right-exact functors such that for every w,

Fuw:Cy = Cuy

for every y € W.
(3) For any w,w’ € W, a natural transformation

Vyw' - Fw ] Fw/ — Fww/

which is an isomorphism when ¢(w) + ¢(w') = ¢(ww’), and which satisfy
the associativity condition that for any triple x,y, 2z € W, the equation

Vw,yz © (Fuly,z) = Vwy,z © (Vw,yF2).

A right W -gluing data can just as easily be defined with left-exact functors. In
setup of the abelian version of the gluing functors considered in the present paper,
the existence of natural transformations satisfying the properties of (3) follows by
Corollary 4.14 and Proposition 4.15.

Given a left (or right) W-gluing data, one can define the glued category with
respect to this data as follows.

Definition 5.2. Given a left W-gluing data

{(Cw)wEWa (Fw)wEW7 (Vw7w’)w,w’EW}7
the glued category associated to this data is the category of tuples of objects
(Aw)wew with A, € C, equipped with morphisms . : FyAw — Ayw In Cyy
for every y,w € W such that the following diagram

F.F Ay Z2% FLA,

| [oese

FzyAw azy,w> Azyw
commutes for any triple z,y,w € W.

The original and central example of Kazhdan—Laumon gluing which appeared
in Kazhdan and Laumon’s initial paper [KL88], in which this gluing procedure is
defined, proceeds as follows. They consider sheaves on the basic affine space G/U,
but over the algebraic closure of a finite field Fy. As a result, they work with ¢-adic
sheaves for £ coprime to g and have access to standard artifacts of this setting such
as Artin—Schreier sheaves and Tate twists. In particular, we denote by () the “half
Tate twist” corresponding to some chosen square root of ¢.

In this context they construct for every s € S an endomorphism of the con-
structible derived category

FTS : Db(G/Ua@l) — Db(G/Uv@é)a

called a symplectic Fourier transform. These functors have abelian versions which

they consider as endomorphisms of Perv(G/U, Q,). The bulk of [KL88] is devoted
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to showing that they satisfy braid relations and assemble to the data of a left
W-gluing on D*(G/U,Q,).

5.1.2. Kazhdan—Laumon Category Og. A simplification of this original example,
which will be crucial to compare to the setting of the present paper, was explored
in [MF25]. Following the same philosophy that Category O is a fruitful place to
start when studying the category of g-modules, one can consider the Kazhdan—
Laumon gluing construction restricted to the subcategory

Perv(B\G/B,Q,) C Perv(G/U,Q,).

The result is the Kazhdan—Laumon category O, which we denote by KLp. The
first key observation in the study of this category is as follows.

Lemma 5.3. There is a natural isomorphism
Y 1
FTslprmaypg,) =~ * Vs(a),

where (1) denotes the half Tate twist on (-adic sheaves and Vs = j5.C[1](3) for
jo:BsB < G/B.

One can then simplify the definition of the Kazhdan—-Laumon category O without
relying on the full definition of the symplectic Fourier transforms detailed in [KL88],
whose complexities are studied further in [Pol01], [MF24].

Definition 5.4. The Kazhdan—Laumon category O, which we denote by KLp, is
the W-glued category of tuples (Ay)wew for A, € Perv(B\G/B) equipped with
gluing functors

(Vuo (U52) * —Jwew-

Although the definition in [MF25] and Lemma 5.3 are given in terms of the right
convolution action by V(1), we prefer to define and work with the left action in
the setting of the present paper (so as to more directly compare it with the other
categories we consider), hence the chosen convention in Definition 5.4, which makes
no difference due to the inherent symmetry of Perv(B\G/B).

5.2. Derived gluing and monads. Although abelian categories appear in the
original definitions of [KL88], this same definitions have been made in the setting
of derived and dg categories in [Pol01, Section 3.4] and [MF23, Section 4].

Further, the perspective of [BBP02] gives a cleaner way to define W-glued cat-
egories. Given left W-gluing data as in Definition 5.1 (or even the analogous glu-
ing data on a tuple of dg categories), it is explained in loc. cit. how the functors
(Fw)wew give rise to the data of a single functor

F: @ Cw — @ Cuw,
weW weW

while similarly the natural transformations (v, 4)w, yew give rise to a single natural
transformation F o F — F. By the construction of F there is then additionally a
transformation Id — F which equips F with the structure of a monad. We then get
the following result.

Proposition 5.5. Any left W -gluing data can be described as a monad on @y ecw Cy
given by

F((Aw)wEW) = (@yGWFyAy—lw)wEW
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Similarly, any right W-gluing data can be described as a comonad on ®qewCy
given by
G((Aw)wew) = (EByEWGyAy*Iw)weW-

These observation are true in both the abelian and derived setting.
5.3. Koszul duality.

5.3.1. Koszul duality between B\G/B and U\G/U. Although in this paper we work
with the free monodromic category D(B ™~ G -* B) with complex coefficients and
base field, it was originally defined in [BY13] in the context of ¢-adic sheaves with
base field F,; in this subsection, we work ¢-adically and consider this category,
denoting it by ﬁ(B .G B,Qy) to avoid ambiguity. Similarly, we work also with
the bi-equivariant derived category D(B\G/B, Q).
One of the main contributions of [BY13] is the following result.
Theorem 5.6 ([BY13]). There exists a Koszul duality functor
K: D"(B\G/B,Q) — D"(B\ .G, B,Qy)

satisfying the following properties:

(1) K is an equivalence.

(2) If (%) denotes the half Tate twist introduced in Section 5.1.1, then for any

F € D*(B\G/B,Qu),

(8) For any w € W,

One can then check that for any derived W-gluing data on D*(B\G/B,Qy),
applying the equivalence K gives rise to a derived W-gluing data on the category
D*(B_G " B,Qy). We then observe that for any s € S,

K(Vs(3)) = Vs(=5)[-1].

This means that the category bb(B .G " B,Q) can be equipped with a gluing
data such that for each s € S, the corresponding gluing functor is given by

F s V(=) [-1] % F.
For simplicity, we note that we can just as easily apply this gluing construction,

with the very same gluing functors, to the category D% (G/B,Q,), since this cate-
gory also admits an action on the left by the objects above under convolution. We
call this the mized Koszul dual Kazhdan—Laumon category O.

5.3.2. The Koszul dual Kazhdan—Laumon category O. Returning now to the setup
over C, we can then use the mixed setting as motivation to naturally define a
complex version of the preceding construction.

Definition 5.7. The Koszul dual Kazhdan—Laumon category O, which we denote
by KLy, is the Kazhdan-Laumon category built from @,cw Dy (G/B) and the

gluing functors V., [—f(w)] * —.
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In other words, the gluing data (®,,),ew constructed in Definition 4.6 is exactly
the gluing data comprising the functors in the definition of KL\(/Q.

6. THE MAIN EQUIVALENCE

In this section, we make some technical modifications to the dg categories D&
and D8°™ so that we may apply the Barr—Beck—Lurie theorem, the main tool which
we will use to show the equivalence between these categories and KL.

6.1. Functors and cocompletions.

Definition 6.1. Define the functors

j': D(g—modo) — E@V D(Ov), 7' (M) = (ji, M)wew,
i G?V D(0) — ;?g—modox 3((Aw)wew) = Buwew jur (Aw),
a: MGB Dy(G/B) — D(G/B), A(Fu)wew) = Buwew s (Fu),
B: ZX/B) - Eljv Dy(G/B), B(F) = (m Fuew-

We use °j' to denote the abelian version of j' considered as a functor from Ay to
Op. The adjunctions in Proposition 2.19 imply that there are adjunctions

(j!aj!)’ (Oé,ﬁ).

Definition 6.2. Let D& and D&°™ be the cocompletions of Di® and DE™ in
the categories D(g—mody) and D(G/B) respectively.

Proposition 4.3 implies that the localization functor I' : D(G/B) — D(g—mody)
induces an equivalence D&°™ — D8 whcih we continue to refer to as I'.

Proposition 6.3. D2 is the internal cocompletion of the full dg subcategory of
D(g—mody) generated by the image of j.

Equivalently, D&°™ is the cocompletion of the full dg subcategory of D(G/B)
generated by the image of «.

Proof. The localization equivalence D&°™ — D& and the equivalence of functors
given in Lemma 4.4 and Corollary 4.5, it is enough to prove the statement for D&
alone. By Proposition 2.6, any object of A; is an extension of objects lying in
the image of ji, so D3 is the full dg subcategory of D(g—mody) generated by the
image of j;. Thus the result follows from taking cocompletions in D(g—mody). O

6.2. Verifying the Barr—Beck—Lurie conditions.
6.2.1. A right adjoint for j'.
Definition 6.4. Let

Rv : DU(G/B) — DU(G/B)
Ra : Dy(G/B) — Dy (G/B)
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be the inverse equivalences defined for any element M € D(O,) by

Ry (M) = Ay, * M[0(w)]

RA(M) = Vi, x M[—£(wp)].
Definition 6.5. For any w € W, let v, : D(Og) — D&°™ be the functor defined
by
Ve = T o © RA-

wow
Proposition 6.6. For any w € W, there is an adjunction (7%, v,) of functors
DE™ = Dy (G/B).
This implies there is an adjunction (8,7) of functors

D = B Dy(G/B).
weW
Proof. We first show the adjunction between Dy (G/B) and the essential image D’
of w7 in D&°™. We claim that if G belongs to this image, then there is a canonical
isomorphism

(7) /G = Ry om"™"G,

which will immediately imply the result by the adjunction (m"°", v, ) along with
the fact that R§1 >~ RA. To show (7) on D', it is enough to show it for any element
of the form 7 (F) for F € Dy(G/B). In fact, since 7, (F) = ;75 (F) and

Yy ye
w ¥~ WY

oy =
wow
W;"Owa;‘ & oy

for any y € W, it suffices to prove that there is a canonical isomorphism
nlm, F = Rym"*'ni F
for any w € W. We know by Proposition 4.13 that
T (F) & Vo Fl—L(w)),
m T (F) = Ay * Fl(wwo)],
so the result follows from the canonical isomorphism
@w[—ﬁ(w)] = ﬁwo [—€(wo)] * Awow[g(ww())]’

Now we claim that this adjunction further extends to the cocompletion of D’
in D(g—modyp), which by Proposition 6.3 is D#*°™  thereby giving an adjunction
between Dg°™ and Dy (G/B). Let I : D' — D&°™ be the inclusion. Then the
preceding computation implies that there is an I-relative adjunction between SI
and v = I o y|ps in the sense of [Ulm68]. Since I is dense and since D™ admits
colimits, (8 is clearly the pointwise left extension of So I along I, so § is left adjoint
to 7, e.g. by [Ark22, Proposition 5.4.7]. O

Passing to the algebraic side under localization, we get the following corollary.

Corollary 6.7. The functor j' has a right adjoint which we call j,. In particular,
j' is both continuous and cocontinuous as a dg functor

jl : Dalg — EBwGWD(@O)-
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6.3. Conservativity of j'.
Lemma 6.8. Suppose that M € A;. Then °5*M # 0 and °j'M # 0.

Proof. Since M has finite length, it admits some simple submodule L and a simple
quotient L’. By Proposition 2.6, there exists some w € W for which L is a sub-
module of °j!, M (and some w € W such that L’ is a quotient of °j* M), which in
particular means that @,ew 55 (M) # 0, Suwew i, (M) # 0. O

It is then a general fact (which follows by left or right exactness respectively)
that the derived functors must too be conservative.

Corollary 6.9. The functors j* and j' are conservative on Dglg.
We now prove conservativity of j' (resp. 3) on all of D (resp. D&%°™).

Corollary 6.10. The functor j' : D& — @,cw D(Oy) is conservative. Equiva-
lently, the functor B : D&°™ — @,ew D(Op) is conservative.

Proof. By definition, D2 is the cocompletion of D¢ D(g—mody). The obvi-

ous functor Dglg — D8 is colimit-preserving, and therefore by the adjoint functor

theorem has a right adjoint functor p. The functor p is conservative by the corre-
spondence between conservativity of right adjoints and generation under colimits
by the corresponding left adjoint which is explained in [Yan21].

We note that (j')| puiop : D& — Bwew D(Op) is the composition of conservative
functors and is therefore conservative; further, by adjunction we see that

() lpge 00 = 5"

6.4. The equivalence.

6.4.1. Statement of the main theorem. We recall that if T : D — D is a dg monad
on some dg category D, we denote by DT the category of dg algebras over T.

Proposition 6.11. There are canonical equivalences of categories

Tale
Dalg o (@ D(@)))

wew
TEeom
Dpreom o (@ DU(G/B)> ,
weWw
where
T = 5
Teeom _ ﬁa

Proof. There is an adjunction (ji,5'). The composition T# = j'j, defines a monad

on @,cw D(O¥). We then have that j' factors through a functor j' : D —
(Buew D(O™))™" | the category of algebras over the monad T#l&.

Since j' is a left adjoint by Corollary 6.7, it preserves colimits. So by the Barr—
BeckLurie theorem, to show that j' is an equivalence, it is enough to show that j'
is conservative, which is shown in Corollary 6.10. (I
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Theorem 6.12. There is a canonical equivalence of categories
peeom = KLY,

Proof. Since ®,, = mx¥, by Proposition 5.5 the category KL is exactly the category
of algebras over the monad T8%°™ so the result follows from Proposition 6.11. O

6.5. t-structures under the equivalence. Theorems 1.5 and 6.12 give us an
equivalence between D8 (or D&°°™) and the category of W-tuples of objects of
D(Og) equipped with morphisms satisfying certain gluing compatibilities. The
category D8 has a natural ¢-structure given by the restriction of the tautological
t-structure on D(g—mody); we use 7<; and T>; to denote its truncation functors
and YD?# to denote its heart.

We can then ask whether there is a characterization of the corresponding t¢-
structure on KLy, under the equivalence in Theorem 1.5.

Definition 6.13. Let ;KLY be the image of D™ (or equivalently D§*™) under
the equivalence in Theorem 1.5 (or Theorem 6.12).

Since D' admits a bounded ¢-structure which is inherited from the tautological
t-structure on D’(g—mody), which also agrees with the bounded ¢-structure on
D™ inherited from the perverse t-structure on D*(G/B), passing this through
the main equivalences ensures that ;KLY admits a bounded ¢-structure which we
denote by (F"KL$, 7°KLY).

Proposition 6.14. The bounded t-structure on fKL(vg obtained abstractly from the

obvious t-structures on D% or DE*°™ under the equivalences in Theorem 1.5 and
Theorem 6.12 can be described explicitly as follows:

(8) 7KLY = {(Auw)wew € ;KLY | Ay € DG°(G/B) for allw € W},
(9) KLY = {(Aw)wew € fKLS | Ay, * A, € D5)(G/B) for allw e W}.

Proof. First, we will show that under the equivalence in Theorem 6.12, the image of
the connective and coconnective parts of the ¢-structure on D§°”™ inherited from the
perverse t-structure on D(G/B) lies in the sets described above. Indeed, suppose
F € D&*°m N D2(G/B). Then by left t-exactness of ., we have that

w0 F = D5"(G/B)

for any w € W, proving the first containment. If instead F € D&°™ N D<°(G/B),
then by the proof of Proposition 6.6, for any w € W we have

my F = Ry om ™" F.
Since F € D=Y(G/B), and m"°" is right t-exact, we have 7" F € D=°(G/B), so
Ay # T F = 7% Fl—l(wy)] € D5)/(G/B).

To show the other containment, note that in the above we have shown that if
(Aw)wew € fKL{ is in the image of an object F € D™, then lying in the set
on the right-hand side of (8) (resp. (9)) is equivalent to knowing that 7%F €
DZ%(G/B) for all w (resp. m*F € D5°(G/B) for all w). Suppose this holds, then
it remains to show that F € D=°(G/B) (resp. F € D<°(G/B)).
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If instead F ¢ DEO(G/B), then because F € D?(G/B), there exists some mini-
mal k € Zo such that P H*(F) # 0. For any w € W, there are then distinguished
triangles

PHFF) — Flk —— rop 1 FIE] — 2

T (PHRF) —— 10 (F)[K] —— 72 (rops1 F)[K], —

and the corresponding long-exact sequence gives that
0 —— PHO(aW(PHFF)) —— PHF (W (F)) — ...

is exact. By Lemma 6.8 and Corollary 4.5, there must be some w € W such that
PHO (7@ (PH*F)) # 0 and therefore ? H* (7% (F)) # 0, contradicting the assumption
that 7*F € D=9(G/B) for all w € W. Applying the same argument to m° gives
the same result to show that F € D=<(G/B) if one first assumes that (7%F) lies
in the right-hand side of (9). O

Theorem 6.15. The natural t-structure

(§Ongeom’ ZODgeom)

on D&™ inherited from the perverse t-structure on D(G/B) gives rise to a well-
defined t-structure

(VKLY *9KLY)
on KLY under the equivalence in Theorem 1.5. Further, its coconnective part has
a particularly direct description, as

(10)  Z°KLY = {(Aw)wew € KLS | A, € DF°(G/B) for allw € W},.

Proof. Suppose that F € =0pgeom = pecom 0 D20(G/B). Then F 2 colim(F;)
for F; € D™, Since 7>¢ is a left adjoint, it commutes with colimits, and so

=~ colim(7>0F;). This means Z9D8%™ is exactly the subset of D™ generated
under colimits by Z9D5°™. By Proposition 6.14, this is exactly the subset of D™
generated under colimits by the right-hand side of (8), which clearly coincides with
the right-hand side of (10) for the same reason; this completes the proof. (]

Remark 6.16. We note that Proposition 6.14 cannot be naively generalized to
give a direct description of <KL, as

SOKLY = {(Aw)wew € KLY | Ay, * Ay € DS0)(G/B) for all w e W}

For one, the proof of Theorem 6.15 cannot be dualized as D&°°™ is defined in terms
of colimits rather than limits. Further, we now explain that even in the case of SLs,
the dual result is actually false.

Indeed, consider the object (T%,0), and note that

(11) A xT, =T, € D5°(G/B),

which would imply that (7%, 0) € S KLY if such a description were true. However,
we also clearly have (T,0) € Z°KL,, which would be a contradiction.

This also serves as a proof that (7T}, 0) is an example of an object in KL, which
does not lie in the image of D3'® or DE*®™ under our main equivalence.
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7. EXPLICIT OBJECTS

Although we used abstract machinery to establish the equivalences in Theorems
1.5 and 6.12, in some cases it is possible to explicitly identify the images of objects
under these equivalences. In this section, we work out some of these images explic-
itly in the case of g = sls. We begin explaining an important class of objects for
general g and later in the section we specialize to the rank 1 case. This will serve
as an explicit slo-blueprint for the important class of examples we study in Section
8.

7.1. Tilting objects in KLY. Recall that by [MF25], the simple objects of KL
are in bijection with pairs (w,zP(w)), where w € W and zP(w) is a coset in
W/P(w), where P(w) is defined in Corollary 2.8. Any such simple can be described
as a tuple with L,, in the entries lying in the coset zP(w) and 0 elsewhere, where
Ly, € Oy is the simple object with highest weight w - (—2p), or equivalently in the
geometric setup it is the simple perverse sheaf 1C,, corresponding to the stratum
BwB C G/B.

Following the Koszul duality philosophy of Section 5.3.1 applied to this classifi-
cation of simple objects, we then get the following result and definition.

Lemma 7.1. For any w € W and coset zP(w) € W/P(w), there exists an object
Tz € KL, such that for anyy € W,

Tw Yy € zP(w),

0 y¢&zP(w),

where T, is the indecomposable tilting object of O indexed by w € W (equivalently,

the unique indecomposable tilting perverse sheaf in Pervy (G/B) obtained by tilting
extension from the stratum UwB). We call these tilting objects in KLg.

(12) 7y (T5) = {

7.2. Geometric examples for sl,. For the rest of this section, we now specialize
to the case of g = sly, writing W = {e, s}. In this case G/B = P!, so we let

i : {0} — P!
oo 1 {00} = P!
P {0} o P,
3 P\ {o0} — P,
30 P\ {0, 00} — PL.

be the inclusion maps. We choose a Borel subgroup B and therefore a unipotent
radical U with conventions such that 0 is a U-orbit and oo is a U~ -orbit. Objects
in the images of the functors

i()hjlong
are therefore automatically U-equivariant whereas objects in the images of the
functors

lool, JU 5 Jx
are U~ -equivariant.

We note that objects in D&°°™ which lie in the image of 7} for some w € W are
easy to describe as elements of KLé because of the direct descriptions of the right
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and left adjoints to restrictions on KLo and therefore KL. From these descriptions
we see that, under the equivalence D8*°™ = KLé, we have

i0C ¢ (Ae, A[1]),
sz — (A[1], Ae),
SCMA) ¢ (Va, Ac1])

; <C[ J = (Ac[1], Vs).

We now consider extensions of a certain nontrivial local system on P!\ {0, c0}.
To do this, we make a more general definition for any torus 7.

Definition 7.2. Let £ be the “ind-universal local system” on T' corresponding to
the Clh]-module C(h)/C[h].

We also make a local version of this definition, letting LUP be the ind-unipotent
universal local system corresponding to the C[h]-module C((h))/C[[b]].

Remark 7.3. We note that in the literature, the “pro-universal local system” cor-
responding to the C[h]-module C[h] and its unipotent analog corresponding to C|[[h]]
are much more ubiquitous, and are simply referred to as the universal (unipotent)
local system. Since in the current setup we wish to work with colimits instead of
limits, the local systems in Definition 7.2 will be more natural from our point-of-
view.

We now consider the object
7 L[]

where £ is the universal local sytem on G,,, = P\ {0, 0o}, which is neither U- nor
U~ -equivariant. It also does not lie in the category Pervy (G/B), but we will see
that it does lie in (the perverse heart of) the completion D&°™. Further, one can
define an object Fy as j/° applied to the *-extension of L[1] along the inclusion
P\ {0, 0} to P!\ {oo}. Swapping the roles of 0 and oo in this construction gives
us an additional object F.

One can then check that under the equivalence D™ = KL, we have

GO L[] +— (Vs, V),
Fo «— (Ts,0),
Foo > (0,Ty),

where T, is the indecomposable tilting sheaf on P! obtained as the unique nontrivial
extension

0 A, T, A, 0.

This serves as a set of examples of nontrivial objects of KL whose tuple entries
are each perverse but which do not lie in the natural inclusion of any individual
w-conjugate of Pervy (G/B).

7.3. Algebraic examples for sl;. We now carry these geometric examples for-
ward to the algebraic setting and explain how to interpret them as elements of
Dale,

We remain in the case g = sly, so U(h) = C[h]. For any A € C, we can consider
the C[h]-module Hy = C((h — X))/C|[[h — A]], which is a completion of the space
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FIGURE 2. A schematic picture of the module M_,.

spanned as a C-vector space by vectors {v;};>o such that (h—A)v; = v;_q fori > 1
and (h — A)vg = 0.
We can then consider the following objects in g—modg:

(13) My = COIndZEg;OHo,
(14) M_5 = colndyy( &) H 5,
(15) M, = colndggggmg.

One can then compare these modules to the diagrams in Figures 1, 2, and 3,
which are drawn as follows. Dots above an integer i represent a vector of weight ¢ in
the representation M). Rightward arrows represent the action of e while leftward
arrows represent the action of f. For simplicity, nodes are placed in a vertical
hierarchy and arrows are drawn only “up to lower nodes.” For example, a rightward
facing arrow from nodes which represent vectors vy and vy of weight k& and k + 2
respectively indicates that e(v1) is a linear combination of ve along with vectors
corresponding to nodes above k + 2 which lie below the node corresponding to wvs.

Comparing the images of the algebraic and geometric restriction functors on
these modules with Section 7.2, we get the following.

Proposition 7.4. Under the equivalences

Dalg o pgeom oy KLé,
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—4 -2 0 2 4
FIGURE 3. A schematic picture of the module Ms.

we have

—
M_o — Fo —
My +— Foo —

8. COHERENT FAMILIES

We now introduce the notion of a coherent family, which is one of the key tools
used in [Fer90] and [Mat00] to give an algebraic classification of weight modules
with finite-dimensional weight spaces. We will give a natural geometric realization
of all coherent families with trivial central character, which are explicitly classified
in [Mat00].

Definition 8.1. A coherent family of degree d is a weight g-module M such that

e dim M) = d for any A € h*.
e For any u € U(g)T, the function A € h* ~ Tr(u|rq, ) is polynomial in \.

A coherent family is called irreducible if there exists some A € h* such that M
is irreducible. For any coherent family M and any parameter t € T*/Q, we let
M(t] € M denote the submodule @y M.

The following theorem follows from applying the classification in [Mat00, §8] to
the case of weight modules with trivial central character.

Theorem 8.2 ([Mat00]). There are exactly n distinct isomorphism classes of ir-
reducible semi-simple coherent families for U(sly+,)o. For g outside of Type A, no
coherent families for U(g)o exist.

Remark 8.3. In [Mat00], coherent families for U/(g) are classified, and it is shown
they only exist in Types A and C. To reduce Mathieu’s classification to Theorem
8.2, one checks that only n of the explicit coherent families described in Type A
have trivial central character, while none of the Type C families do.

To study coherent families with trivial central character, we can then focus solely
on the Type A case. Thus for the remainder of this subsection, suppose g = sl,,11;
it will be convenient to set G = PGL, 1.

Remark 8.4. Suppose M is one of the n irreducible semi-simple coherent families
for sl,41. A careful analysis of the classification in [Mat00, Lemma 8.3] for the
trivial central character y = 0 reveals the following description of M]0].



32 PABLO BOIXEDA ALVAREZ AND CALDER MORTON-FERGUSON

Recall from [KL79] that the two-sided Kazhdan—Lusztig cells for sl corre-
spond to partitions of n + 1 and left cells therein are parametrized by standard
Young tableaux with shape corresponding to the chosen partition. This means
there is a unique two-sided cell (the minimal one among cells containing more than
one element) containing n left cells ¢1,. .., ¢,. For example, when n = 3, three left
cells in a given two-sided cell are as pictured.

538283 583828381 5382838182
51838283 83582515283 538285182
85281838253 82818283 S18281

Mathieu’s results then tell us that irreducible semi-simple coherent families can
be labelled by the cells ¢1, ..., ¢, in such a way that the coherent family M(c;) has
the property that M(c;)[0] is an extension of the irreducible modules L(w - (—2p))
for w € ¢;, along with some number of copies of the trivial module L(0). These are
the families we will construct geometrically, guided by this fact about Kazhdan—
Lusztig cells.

8.1. A geometric construction of coherent families for sl, ;. For the pur-
poses of the following construction, we define an intermediate notion of a coherent
complex as follows. It mimics Mathieu’s definition of coherent family while allowing
for complexes not necessarily concentrated in degree zero, and will only be used as
a technical tool in what follows.

Definition 8.5. A coherent compler is a finite complex (M?);cz of weight modules
over U(g) such that for any u € U(g)T, the function

A ST (1) Tr(ulpgy)

I€Z

is polynomial in A, and such that the virtual dimension

> (=1)" dim M}

i€Z
is uniformly bounded in A.

Evidently, by this definition a coherent complex concentrated in degree 0 is
exactly a coherent family. We can thus consider coherent families themselves as a
certain class of coherent complexes. Given a collection of {F'}iep- /o C D*(G/B),
we say it assembles to a coherent complex (resp. coherent family) if the direct sum
over all ¢ € h*/Q of the corresponding U(g)-modules is a coherent complex (resp.
coherent family).

Given any t € T* = h*/Q, let L; be the corresponding irreducible local system
onT. Note that G = SL,; contains n maximal proper parabolic subgroups P™#*.
We can choose P"®* with corresponding Levi subgroup isomorphic to PGL,, so
that G/P* =2 P". For any 1 < i < n, we let p; : G/B — G/P™* be the natural
projection. For simplicity, we write

P = P,
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The variety G/P = P™ then inherits an action of G. Under this action, P" admits
an open T-orbit isomorphic to T itself.

Definition 8.6. Let G! be the x-extension of the local system L£; from the open
T-orbit on P™ to P itself, and let F{ = p%(G?).

We can then interpret F} algebraically as follows.

Definition 8.7. Let M;t] be the g-module corresponding to the perverse sheaf
F} under the Beilinson-Bernstein localization functor. Let

My = @ Mlt].

teT*

Proposition 8.8. The module M is a coherent family of degree 1 for sl 1.

Proof. We first work in the setting of D-modules to concretely identify the U (sl,,1)-
module corresponding to M, [t] for any fixed choice of ¢t. Note that the D-module
version of the construction of F} is as follows. The irreducible local system £; on
T = (C*)™ corresponds to the D-module

(16) Clzfl,... atat .. atn,

n

where we represent ¢t € T*/Q as a tuple t = (t1,...,t,) with ¢; € R/Z so that each
mia%i has eigenvalues t; + k for k € Z.

Pushing forward to P™ and recalling that D(P") is generated over Op: by the
elements xi%j for 0 < 4,57 < n, so we can restrict the D-module on T described
above to a module over this ring.

Now note that performing the pullback along p; : G/B — G/P = P" is equiv-
alent to pulling this module back along the map from U(sl,41) — D(P!) which
sends

0
17 E;; i— H _——
(17) AR O0x; R 0z, 0Tkt

forany i #jwithl <i<jandany 1 <k <n-—1.

One can then see that we have just described a U(sl,1)-module with each
weight space having dimension 1. Since every element of sl,, 1 acts by a differential
operator as above, one can see that traces of elements of U(sl,, 1) on any weight
space must be polynomial in the parameter ¢. This means both conditions of
Definition 8.1 are verified, and thus M; is a coherent family. O

Lemma 8.9. Let wl’ be the longest element of (sa,...,s,). Then for any 2 < k <
n, the right descent set of the element

w(1)381 ... Sk71
contains all s; € S for j # k.

Proof. Note that the elements wég S1...8k_1 for 2 < k < n can be represented as
permutations, in one-line notation, as

(n (n=1) ... m—k+1) 1 (n—%k) ... 2),

which immediately gives the result. ([
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Definition 8.10. Let 2 < k < n. Then we define F} € D*(G/B) by

Sk-1?

where ICY | € Perv(P\G/B)

Sk

Lemma 8.11. The functor — xp Ici...
— *B ICsl...sk,l-

sn_, 18 a direct summand of the functor

Proof. We write
m? : B\G xp G/B — B\G/B,
mP . B\G xp G/B — B\G/B,
a:B\G XBG/B—)B\G XPG/B,
p:G/B— G/P,
with 71,79 the coordinate projections from B\G xp G/B and 71,72 those from
B\G xp G/B. Then for any F € D*(B\G/B) and G € D*(P\G/B),
(poF) #p G = mL (Tip.F @ T5G)
=a,m F @755
=mPa,(mi F @ a*75G)
— mB(r1F @ w50)
=F*p§G
since T3 0 a = my and m¥ o a = m?B.

In particular, this means — xp ((p1)ICs, . s,_,) = — *5 ICs, . s,_,. By the
decomposition theorem, we have

T ICs, s, = Ici"'sk—l ©E

for some object £ € Perv(P\G/B), guaranteeing the statement in the lemma. O

Corollary 8.12. For any 1 < k < n, the object .7:',2 18 a canonical direct summand

of
(18) gi * ICSl"'Sk—l’
where ICy, .5, _, € Perv(B\G/B).

By the way this canonical summand arises (in particular, that the direct sum
decomposition occurs exactly the same way independently of ¢), we then see that
to show .7:',2 assemble to a coherent complex, it is enough to show that the objects
Gt +1Cy, .5, , appearing in in Corollary 8.12 assembles to a complex family across
all t € h*/Q. This follows by induction using the following lemma.

Lemma 8.13. IfG* € D*(G/B) are objects which assemble to a coherent complex,
then for any s € S, the objects
G« 1C,

also do so.
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Proof. Let p : G/U — G/B be the projection, then note that G* xp IC, =
(p*G') *y 1Cs, where IC; is the corresponding object of Pervy(G/B). We note

that in D% (G/B), ICs can be represented as the complex of tilting objects given
by

.0 T, T, T, 0

with the T term sitting in degree zero. Since tilting sheaves are convolution-exact,
we can see that the complex Gt x5 IC, is then quasi-isomorphic to the total complex
of

(19) . 0 Gt Gt sy T, Gt 0

We then note that the ¢(g)-module corresponding to Gt xy T is exactly the mod-
ule obtained by applying the wall-crossing functor labelled by s to the module
corresponding to G'; this follows from [ABGO04], c.f. [Soe90]. We note that the
wall-crossing functor labeled by s is a composition of translation functors, each of
which itself is a composition of tensoring with a finite-dimensional module and then
projecting to the zero central character block.

We note that each of these functors preserves the notion of a coherent complex:
first, clearly tensoring with a finite-dimensional representation preserves the prop-
erty of being a coherent complex. The resulting complex will be a finite direct
sum of complexes with various central characters. Since then the projection to the
trivial central character summand can be written as a polynomial in the generators
of Z(g), this summand must also be a coherent complex.

Thus, since each term of (19) is a coherent complex, it is clear that the cor-
responding total complex is coherent. Since this complex is quasi-isomorphic to
G! x IC,, the statement in the lemma must hold. O

In the following, let u : T*(G/B) — g be the moment map whose image is the
nilpotent cone, i.e. the Springer resolution.

Lemma 8.14. Suppose e € (sly11)* is a nilpotent element belonging to the minimal
nonzero nilpotent orbit (this orbit consists of elements with Jordan type given by
the partition (2,m — 1)). Then the Springer fiber X, = u~'(e) C T*(G/B) has n
irreducible components XF, given by

(20) XF=v.nX.,

where for any 1 < k < n, pp : G/B — G/P™* is the projection, and Y}, is the
image in T*(G/B) of the correspondence

G/P x5 T*(G/B)

(21) / \

T*(G/Pmax) T*(G/B).

We can then let X} be the closure of ;1~!(Q) where O is the nilpotent orbit of
e.

Lemma 8.15. For any kE with 1 <k <mn and any t € h*/Q, the singular support
of F}. lies in the closure of X§ C T*(G/B).
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Proof. First, we claim that F, + lies in the image of pj; this implies that the singular
support of Fj, lies in Yj. To do so, note that by its definition as a convolution, it is
enough to check that ICf1 ...s,_, lies in the image of p;. Note that P;"** corresponds
to the parabolic subgroup (s1,...,Sk—1,Sk+1,---,5n), and so ICflmSk lying in the
image of pj; is exactly the statement in Lemma 8.9 that the right descent set of
wd’s1 ... s,_1 contains every simple reflection in this parabolic subgroup of W.
By Lemma 8.14, to show that it is contained in X, it remains only to show that
it is also contained in Xg. In [Mat00, Proposition 1.6] (c.f. [Fer90]), it is explained
that the associated variety of any coherent family lies inside the minimal nonzero
nilpotent orbit; this is exactly the statement that the singular support of ]},g lies in
Xo.- O

Sk—

For the following inductive argument, note that in the present case, we have

I1Cs, *--- % 1C = 1Cs, s

Sk—1 k—1"

Corollary 8.16. For any 1 < k < n, the object .7:',5 is the direct sum of a perverse
sheaf P}, with some number of cohomologically-shifted copies of the constant sheaf.

Proof. By induction, the description of }1}5 in Corollary 8.12 shows that it suffices
to show that if this statement holds for F, then it also holds for Ff * IC,,.
First note that

Fi #1Cs, = pl, peFil1], Ps : G/B — G/P,.

for P;, the minimal parabolic corresponding to the simple reflection sj. Since ps,
is smooth, it is enough to show that psk*f',i[l] is perverse (up to some constant
sheaf factors). To do so, we use the microlocalization functors discussed in [KS90,
§4.3]. We note that these functors are compatible with pushforward as detailed in
[KS90, 4.3.4]: if Z C G/B is a subvariety, and we consider the maps f» and f?
as in

G/Ps, xa/8 T*(G/B)

(22) fp/ XB

T(G/Ps,) T(G/B),

then piy, (z)(Psy+Fh) = £ B g (FL).

By Lemma 8.15, F}, has singular support in the closure of X C T*(G/B). Note
that we can write X} as the union of some conormals T (G/B); let Z be any such
Z; appearing in this union.

We now note that among the n components {X§}7 ,, X@ is the unique com-
ponent for which the map fF=» is generically one-to-one on (fZ)~*(X%). This is
because X£ is the image of a correspondence defined by pullback from the maximal
parabolic G/P"®*, and P** is the parabolic corresponding to

(815« -y Sk—1ySktly---»Sn)-

Thus this claim follows from the explicit linear-algebraic description of the com-
ponents X% in terms of flags given, for example, in [Spa82, §I1.5]. This per-
spective also shows that (fZ)~!(Z) can be thought of as an intersection of Z
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with G/Ps, xq/p T*(G/B) occuring in codimension 1 at the generic locus. To-
gether, these facts imply that for any Z as chosen above, ffs’“ fB*uZ(f',i)[l] =
Iip,, (z)(PsiyF[1]) is perverse.

Now note that if this were true for all choices of Z with T (G/B) lying in the
singular support of ]:'}é, this would show that psk*]:',i[l] is itself perverse. There re-
mains, though, the choice of Z = G/B, giving rise to the zero section of T*(G/B).
Thus, this argument shows not that psk*]}lﬁ[l] is perverse, but rather that its per-
verse cohomology in any degree other than 0 must have singular support on the
zero section of T*(G/B). The only objects with this singular support are constant
sheaves, and thus the claim that ps,c*f_,i[l} is perverse up to some constant sheaf
factors indeed holds, proving the corollary. (I

Since the objects ]},i already assemble to a coherent complex, this means that
after adding or removing some number of copies of the (unshifted) constant sheaf
from each P} (as was defined in Corollary 8.16), the resulting sheaves assemble to
a coherent family. To be more precise about how this new object F} is constructed
in terms of P}, we simply add or remove some number of constant sheaves from P},
so that the trace function in A of any element in (g)” on its corresponding weight
module is equal to that obtained from .7:'};

Definition 8.17. Let F}, be the unique coherent family of sheaves obtained from
P} by adding or removing, by direct sum, some number of copies of the constant
sheaf.

Let M[t] be the module corresponding to each F7,, so that

My = Diep- /o Milt]
is a coherent family.

Since Lemma 8.15 guarantees that the coherent families {Mj}7_; constructed
in Section 8.1 are distinct, we obtain the following. Note that for the classification
we consider coherent families only up to their Jordan-Hoélder filtration, as is done
in [Mat00].

Theorem 8.18. The collection {My}}_, of coherent families is the complete set
of isomorphism classes of the coherent families for sl,, 11 described in Theorem §8.2.

8.2. A universal description. Recall now the “ind-universal local system” L
introduced in Definition 7.2.

Definition 8.19. For any k£ with 1 < k£ < n, let ka be the coherent family
obtained exactly as Myt] is defined in Section 8.1, but with the role of the local
system L; replaced by the ind-universal local system L.

Since for any irreducible local system £, there is a natural inclusion £; < £,
we see that for any t € T*/Q, there is a natural inclusion

(23) My [t] = M,
and therefore a natural inclusion

Mk — Mk

We can then view ka as a natural universal analog of a coherent family which
contains as a submodule the irreducible coherent family constructed in Section 8.1.



38 PABLO BOIXEDA ALVAREZ AND CALDER MORTON-FERGUSON
For example, when g = sls, there is a unique semisimple coherent family M; we

let M be its universal analog described at present. Then in this case, M[0] is the
module pictured in Figure 1, while M[0] is the module pictured in Figure 4.

FIGURE 4. A schematic picture of the module MJ0].
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