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INTRODUCTION

0.1. Towards the FLE. The present work lies in within the general paradigm of quantum geometric
Langlands theory. In the same way as the usual (i.e., non-quantum) geometric Langlands theory,
arguably, originates from the geometric Satake equivalence, the quantum geometric Langlands theory
originates from the FLE, the fundamental local equivalence. In this subsection we will review what the
FLE says.

0.1.1. The original FLE is a statement within the theory of D-modules, so it takes place over an
algebraically closed field k of characteristic zero. Let G be a reductive group and let G be its Langlands
dual, both considered as groups over k. Let A denote the coweight lattice of G, and let A be the dual
lattice, which is by definition the coweight lattice of G.
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We fix a level for GG, which is by definition, a Weyl group-invariant symmetric bilinear form
K:ARA—k,
We will assume that resulting (symmetric) bilinear form

(0.1) tRt—k
k

is non-degenerate, where t := k ® A is the Lie algebra of the Cartan subgroup 7" C G. The non-
degeneracy of the pairing (0.1)) mfans that the resulting map

tot =t
is an isomorphism. Consider the inverse map

=t
which we can interpret as a (symmetric) bilinear form
(0.2) {% t—k,
or a symmetric bilinear form o

E:ARAN— k.
We will refer to i as the level dual dual to .
0.1.2. We turn (@) and (0:2) into Ad-invariant symmetric bilinear forms
(= )r:g®@g—kand (—,—)s: §®F—Fk,

respectively, where the correspondence

SymBilin(g, k)¢ < SymBilin(t, k)"

is given by
—, —)Kil
(=) = (=)l 4 50
where (—, —)ki is the Killing form, and similarly for §.
0.1.3. The form (—,—), gives rise to a Kac-Moody extension

0—k—8.—9(t) —0

and to the category of twisted D-modules D-mod, (Gr¢) on the affine Grassmannian Grg = G((t))/G[t]
of G.

We consider two categories associated with the above data:
(0.3) KL, (G) := §x-mod®"! and Whit,(G) := D-mod, (Grg)V )X,

Here the superscript G[t] stands for G[t]-equivariance, i.e., KL.(G) is modules over the Harish-
Chandra pair (g«, G[t]). The superscript N((t)), x stands for equivariance for N((t)) against the non-
degenerate character x (see Sect. for the detailed definition).

We consider the similar categories for the Langlands dual group

KL« (G) and Whit(G).

0.1.4. We are now ready to state the FLE. It says that we have a canonical equivalence

(0.4) White(G) ~ KLz (G).

Symmetrically, we are also supposed to have an equivalence

Whits (G) ~ KLk (G).

The equivalence ([04)) is still conjectural, and the present work may be regarded as a step towards
its proof.
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0.1.5. The categories appearing on the two sides of ([0.3) are not mere (DG) categories, but they carry
extra structure. Namely, the pair k((¢)) D k[t] that appears in the definition of both sides should be
thought of as attached to a point x on a curve X, where t is a local parameter at x.

Each of the categories appearing in (03] has a structure of factorization category, i.e., it can be
more generally attached to a finite collection of points z C X, i.e., a point of the Ran space of X (see

Sect. [L1)),

(0.5) z ~ Cq,
and we have a system of isomorphisms
(0'6) e&ﬂ—'zz =~ ezl ® 622:

whenever z; and z2 are disjoint.

The additional structure involved in ([@4) is that it is supposed to be an equivalence of factorization
categories.

0.2. Quantum groups perspective. There is a third (and eventually there will be also a fourth)
player in the equivalence ([4]). This third player is the category

Rep, (G),

which is the category of representations of the “big” (i.e., Lusztig’s quantum group). We will now
explain how it fits into the picture.

0.2.1. The category Repq(é) is of algebraic nature and can be defined over an arbitrary field of
coefficients e (say, also assumed algebraically closed and of characterstic zero). The structure that

Rep,(G) possesses is that if a braided monoidal category.

Here the quantum parameter ¢ is a quadratic form on A (which is the weight lattice for G) with
values in e*.

0.2.2. Assume now that e = C = k. Take the curve X to be A' and z = 0 € A'. In this case, for
a given DG category €, a braided monoidal structure on it (under appropriate finiteness conditions),

via Riemann-Hilbert correspondence gives rise to a factorization category (see Sect. [[LLH] above) with

0.2.3. Now, the equivalence established in the series of papers [KL| can be formulated as saying that

the factorization category corresponding by the above procedure to Rep,(G) identifies with KLz (G)
for the quantum parameter

q = exp(2migx),
where q. is the quadratic form A — k such that the associated bilinear form is k, i.e.,

gu(N) = @

In particular, we have an equivalence as plain DG categories

(0.7) KLz (G) =~ Rep, (G).

Remark 0.2.4. Note that the equivalence ([01) does not involve Langlands duality: on both sides we
are dealing with the same reductive group, in this case G.
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0.2.5. Thus, combining, for e = C = k we are supposed to have the equivalences

(0.8) Whit, (G) ~ KLz (G) ~ Rep, (G).
What we prove in this work is a result that goes a long way towards the composite equivalence
(0.9) Whit (G) ~ Rep, (G).

The precise statement of what we actually prove will be explained in the rest of this Introduction.
Here let us note the following two of its features:

e The right-hand side of our equivalence will not be Repq(é), but rather tiy(;)-mod, the category
of modules over the small quantum group.

e Our equivalence will be geometric (or motivic) in nature in that it will not be tied to the
situation of e = C = k and neither will it rely on Riemann-Hilbert. Rather, it applies over any
ground field and for an arbitrary sheaf theory (see Sect. [I.8.5)).

Let us also add that the equivalence ([0.9) had been conjectured by J. Lurie and the first-named
author around 2007; it stands at the origin of the FLE.

0.2.6. One could of course try to prove the FLE ([0.4]) by combining the Kazhdan-Lusztig equivalence
(00) with the (yet to be established) equivalence ([@9). But this is not how we plan to proceed about
proving the FLE. Nor do quantum groups appear in the statement of the main theorem of the present
work, Theorem

So in a sense, the equivalences with the category of modules over the quantum group is just an add-on
to the FLE. Yet, it is a very useful add-on: quantum groups are “much more finite-dimensional”, than
the other objects involved, so perceiving things from the perspective of quantum groups is convenient
in that it really explains “what is going on”. We will resort to this perspective on multiple occasions
in this Introduction (notably, in Sect. [I.6]) as a guiding principle to some of the key constructions.

0.3. Let’s prove the FLE: the Jacquet functor. We will now outline a strategy towards the proof
of the FLE. This strategy will not quite work (rather one needs to do more work in order to make it
work, and this will be done in a future publication). Yet, this strategy will explain the context for what
we will do in the main body of the text.

0.3.1. The inherent difficulty in establishing the equivalence (0.4) is that it involves Langlands duality:
each side is a category extracted from the geometry of the corresponding reductive group (i.e., G and
G, respectively), while the relationship between these two groups is purely combinatorial (duality on
the root data).

So, a reasonable idea to prove (4] would be to describe both sides in combinatorial terms, i.e., in
terms that only involve the root data and the parameter x, with the hope that the resulting descriptions
will match up.

The process of expressing a category associated with the group G in terms that involve just the root
data is something quite familiar in representation theory: if Cq is a category attached to G and Cr is
a similar category attached to the Cartan subgroup 7', one seeks to construct a Jacquet functor

J:Cq — GT,
and express Cg as objects of Cr equipped with some additional structure.

For example, this is essentially how one proves the geometric Satake equivalence: one constructs the
corresponding Jacquet functor

Perv(Gre)®M — Perv(Gry) "M ~ Rep(T)

by pull-push along the diagram
Grg —— Grg

l

GI‘T .
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0.3.2. Let us try to do the same for the two sides of the FLE. First, we notice that for G = T', the
two categories, i.e.,

(0.10) Whit, (T) ~ D-mod,,(CGrr) and KLz (T)
are indeed equivalent as factorization categories in a more or less tautological way.
We now have to figure out what functors to use
IVHE Whit, (G) — Whit, (T') and 35 : KL (G) — KLx(T),

so that we will have a chance to express the G-categories in terms of the corresponding 7T-categories.

0.3.3. Here the quantum group perspective will be instrumental. The functor
JQuant . Rep, (G) — Rep, (T)

that we want to use, to be denoted J ”Q“a"

, is given by
M s C(UF(N), M),
where U;““S(N) is the positive (i.e., “upper triangular”) part of the big (i.e., Lusztig’s) quantum group.
The next step is to construct the functors
3N Whit, (G) — Whit, (T) and 3% : KLz (G) — KL (T)

that under the equivalences (0.8) are supposed to correspond to J ”Q“a"t

0.3.4. The functor
I KLR(G) = KLk (T)

is a version of the functor of semi-infinite cohomology with respect to 1((t)). More precisely, it is literally
that when & is positive or irrational and a certain non-trivial modification when & is negative rational.

The precise construction of JE- will be given in a subsequent publication, which will deal with the

“Kazhdan-Lusztig vs factorlzatlon modules” counterpart of our main theorem (the latter deals with
“Whittaker vs factorization modules” equivalence).
0.3.5. Let us describe the sought-for functor
VP Whit, (G) — Whit, (7).
We will first make a naive attempt. Namely, let
JWB . Whit, (G) — Whit, (T))
be the functor defined by !-pull and *-push along the diagram

Grp- — Grg

(0.11) l
Grr.

This is a meaningful functor, but it does not produce what we need. Namely, one can show that

with respect to the equivalence ([@9)), the functor JWhit corresponds to the functor

32U Rep, (G) — Rep, (T), M — C(UPX(N), M),

where UP¥(N) is the De Concini-Kac version of U,(N) (we note that when « is irrational, i.e., when
q takes values in non-roots of unity, the two versions do coincide).
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0.3.6. To obtain the desired functor J\V"* we proceed as follows, Note that
Whit (T') ~ D-mod, (Grr),

and as a plain DG category, it is equivalent to the category of A-graded vector spaces. For a given
X € A, let us describe the A-component (JVPi*)* of FVhit,

Going back to JYWh*, its A-component (JWVP*? is given by

F s C'(Gra, T @ (15 (Ws—n)),
where
NT((t) - t* =8 3 Gre.
Now, (JWVP9 is given by
T s C'(Cre, T ® (i )i(ws—n)).
So, the difference between (J)"™*)* and (JY"*)* is that we take (i} )1(wg—.») instead of (iy )« (wg—.»)-

Remark 0.3.7. Let us remark that the functor that appears in the main body of this work is yet a

different one, to be denoted Ji¥ ™. Its A\-component (J\¥ ") is given by

T C'(GrG7?(§!§ ICM T,
where ICM 37 is a certain twisted D-module defined in Sect. 131
Under the equivalence ([09), the functor JIVBit corresponds to the functor
(0.12) J2 Rep, (G) — Repy(T), M+ C (ug(N), M),
where uq(N) is the positive part of the small quantum group.

0.3.8. Having described the functor JYV1, let us address the question of whether we can use it in
order to express the category Whit,.(G) in terms of Whit, (7). To do so, we will again resort to the
quantum group picture.

The functor J!Q“ant has an additional structure: it is lax braided monoidal. As such, it sends the

(monoidal) unit object e € Rep,(G) to the object that we will denote
Lus 77
Q" € Repq(T)7
which has a structure of Ez-algebra. Moreover, the functor J!Q“a"t can be upgraded to a functor

(0.13) (3™ Rep, (G) — Q¢™-modg, (Rep, (7).

Similarly, the functors J)"™* and JF" have factorization structures. By applying to the unit, we

obtain factorization algebras

(014) QXVhit,LUS and Q’I%(L,Lus

in Whit,(T) and KLx(T), respectively, and the upgrades

(0.15) (GBIl Whit, (G) — QISR _FactMod(Whits (T))wne
and

(0.16) ()" - KL (G) — QE"" -FactMod (KL (T)) a1,

respectively, where the subscript untl stands for “unital modules”.

One expects the functors ([0.I5) and (0I6]) to be equivalences if and only if (OI3) is. However,
(@13) is not an equivalence, for the reasons explained in Sect. [0.3.10] below.
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0.3.9. In a different world, if the functors (0.15]) and (0.I6]) were equivalences, one would complete the
proof of ([@4) by proving that under the factorization algebras (014 correspond to one another under
the equivalence
Whit, (T') ~ KLz (T)
of (@.I0).
However, not all is lost in the real world either. In a subsequent publication, we will introduce a

device that allows to express the LHS of (0I5) in terms of the RHS (and similarly, for (0I6])) and
thereby prove the FLE.

In the case of (0.I6]), the same device should be able to give a different proof of the Kazhdan-Lusztig
equivalence (0.7).

0.3.10. As was mentioned above, the functor (I.I3) is not an equivalence. Rather, we have an equiv-
alence

(0.17) Repi™(G) ~ Q;"**-mods, (Rep, (1)),

mxd(7) is a category of modules over the “mixed” quantum group, introduced in [Gag].

where Repy

The original functor ([@I3)) is the composition of (@IT) with the restriction functor

(0.18) Repi™(G) — Rep, (G).
Remark 0.3.11. Recall following [Ga8| that the mixed version Rep;m‘d(é) has Lustig’s algebra Uy"*(N)
for the positive part and the De Concini-Kac algebra U(? K (]\7 ~) for the negative part. However, even

when ¢ takes in non-roots of unity, the functor (0I8]) is not an equivalence (and not even fully faithful
unless we restrict to abelian categories).

Namely, in the non-root of unity case, the category Rep, (@) consists of modules that are locally

mxd

finite for the action of the entire quantum group, whereas Rep;,

we only impose local finiteness for the positive part.

(G) is the quantum category O, i.e.,

0.3.12. As we just saw, although the functor (0I3]) is not an equivalence, it is the composition of a
(rather explicit) forgetful functor with an equivalence from another meaningful representation-theoretic
category. We have a similar situation for the functors (0.15) and (QI6).

Namely, the functor (0.I6) is the composition of the forgetful functor

KLx(G) = §,-mod®1 — §_-mod’,

and a functor

§.-mod’ — QK _FactMod (KLx (T))untl,

which is conjectured to be an equivalence. In the above formula I C G[t] is the Iwahori subgroup. The
latter conjectural equivalence is essentially equivalent to the main conjecture of [Ga8], see Conjecture
9.2.2 in loc.cit.

Similarly, the functor (0I5 is the composition of the pullback functor
Whit, (@) := D-mod,.(CGrg)™ X — D-mod,. (Flg)~ )X
and a functor
D-mod, (Flg) V)X 5 QWhitLus _pactMod(Whit s (T') )unt1,

which is conjectured to be an equivalence. In the above formula Flg = G((¢))/I is the affine flag
space. The latter conjectural equivalence should be provable by methods close to those developed in
the present work.

0.4. The present work: the “small” FLE. Having explained the idea of the proof of the FLE via
Jacquet functors, we will now modify the source categories, and explain what it is that we actually
prove in this work.
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0.4.1. Just as above, we will first place ourselves in the context of quantum groups. From now on we
will assume that ¢ takes values in the group of roots of unity.

In this case, following Lusztig, to the datum of (G, ¢q) one attaches another reductive group H, see
Sect. [23.5] for the detailed definition. Here we will just say that weight lattice of H, denoted Ay is a
sublattice of A and consists of the kernel of the symmetric bilinear form b associated to ¢

b(A1, A2) = q(M1 4+ A2) — q(A1) — q(A2),
where we use the additive notation for the abelian group e*.

In addition, following Lusztig, we have the quantum Frobenius map, which we will interpret as a
monoidal functor

(0.19) Frob; : Rep(H) — Rep,(G).
We will use Frobj to regard Rep(H) as a monoidal category acting on Repq(Gv)7
V, M — Frob; (V) @ M.
Given this data, we can consider the graded Hecke category of Repq(é) with respect to Rep(H),
Hecke(Repq(G)) :=Rep(Tu) ® Rep, (@).
Rep(H)

See Sect. [[0.3] for the discussion of the formalism of the formation of Hecke categories.

~Quant

Recall the functor J,; of ([@I2). It has the following structure: it intertwines the actions of
Rep(H) on Repq(é) and of Rep(Tw) on Repq(T) via the restriction functor Rep(H) — Rep(ThH),
where Ty is the Cartan subgroup of H, and the latter action is given by the quantum Frobenius for 7'

This formally implies that J2"*"* gives rise to a functor

(0.20) (3Quentyiecke ; Hecke(Rep, (7)) — Rep, (1),

and further to a functor

(0.21) (grrantytecke.ent ; Hecke(Rep, (G) — Q5™*"-mods, (Rep, (T)),

~Quant

where Qf]ma“ is the Ep-algebra in Rep, (T) obtained by applying 3,3 to the unit.

A key observation is that the functor (0.2I)) is an equivalence (up to renormalization, which we will
ignore in this Introduction). We will explain the mechanism of why this equivalence takes place in a
short while (see Sect. [I.Z.6] below).

0.4.2. We will can perform the same procedure for Whit and KL. In the case of the latter, metaplectic

geometric Satake (see Sect.[2.4]) defines an action of Rep(H) on KLz (G). This action matches the action
of Rep(H) on Rep,(G) via the Kazhdan-Lusztig equivalence.

Furthermore, one can define a functor

IR KL (G) = KLk (T)

with properties mirroring those of Jg“ant. In particular, we obtain:
(0.22) (Fisk)Hecke.enh . Hocke(KLg (G)) — QE-s _FactMod (KLg (1)) unti-

If we use the Kazhdan-Lusztig equivalence ([07), it would follow formally that the functor ([022) is
an equivalence.

Alternatively, we expect it to be possible to prove that ([@22)) is an equivalence directly. Juxtaposing
this with the equivalence (0.2I]), with some extra work, this would provide an alternative construction
of the Kazhdan-Lusztig equivalence (0.7).
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0.4.3. We now come to the key point of the present work. Using metaplectic geometric Satake we
define an action of the same category Rep(H) also on Whit.(G). Hence, we can form the category

Hecke(Whit, (G)).
Furthermore, in Part V of this work, we construct a functor
(0.23) IWHE L Whit, (G) — Whit, (T),

and we show that it also intertwines the Rep(H) and Rep (T )-actions. From here we obtain the functor

(FWVhityHeeke . Hotko(Whit, (G)) — Whits (),
and further a functor
(0.24) (gyyhityHecke,enh He::ke(WhitK(G)) — Qu/ritsmall_pa et Mod (Whity (T') ) unt1.-

0.4.4. The main result of this work, Theorem [[9:2.5] says that the functor ([0.24)) is an equivalence.
Furthermore, another of our key results, Theorem [I8.4.2] essentially says that under the equivalence

Whit, (T) ~ KLz (T,

i KL, 11
Q){Nhlt,small and Q,‘% sma.

the factorization algebras correspond to one another.

Hence, taking into account the equivalence ([(0.22)), we obtain that our Theorem [9.2.5] combined
with Theorem [18.4.2] imply the following equivalence

(0.25) Hecke(Whit,.(G)) ~ Hecke(KLx (&)

We refer to the equivalence ([(.28) as the “small FLE”, for reasons that will be explained in Sect.
right below.

We remark that, on the one hand, ([@25) is a consequence of (04). On the other hand, it should
not be a far stretch to get the original (04) from (0.25]), which we plan to do in the future.

0.4.5. Here is what we do not prove: the two sides in Theorem [[9.2.5] are naturally factorization
categories, and one wants the equivalence to preserve this structure.

However, in main body of the text we do not give the definition of factorization categories, so we
do not formulate this extension of Theorem [9.2.51 That said, such an extension (in our particular
situation) is rather straightforward:

In general, if a functor between factorization categories is an equivalence at a point, this does not
at all guarantee that it is an equivalence as factorization categories. What makes it possible to prove

this in our situation is the fact that we can control how our functor (i.e., (Jyyit)Hecke.enh)

with Verdier duality, see Theorem [I8.2.9

commutes

0.4.6. Let us now explain the origin of the terminology “small”.
A basic fact established in [Ar(G] is that we have an equivalence of categories
(0.26) Hecke(Rep, (()) = t14(G)-mod,
where the RHS is the (graded version of the) category of representations of the small quantum group.
With respect to this equivalence, the functor (J2"***)fe?e of ([@20) is simply the functor
Ug(G)-mod — Rep,(T), M — C (ug(N), M).

Now, the resulting functor

(0.27) (guentyHeckeenh i (G)-mod — Q5™*"-mods, (Rep, (1))

is indeed an equivalence for the following reason:
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The category 1y (G)-mod is (the relative with respect to Rep, (T)) Drinfeld center of the monoidal

category ug(N)-mod(Rep,(T')), see Sect. 27.2) for what this means. Then the equivalence [@.21) is a
combination of the following two statements (see Sect. 29.3] for details):

e A Koszul duality equivalence (up to renormalization) between uq(N)-mod(Repq (T)) and
Qs mod;

e A general fact that for an Es-algebra A, the Drinefeld center of the monoidal category A-mod
identifies with A-modg, .

Remark 0.4.7. At the heart of the equivalence (Z7) was the fact that 14(G) is the Drinfeld double

of ug(N) relative to Rep, (7). This boils down to the fact that us(N ™) is the component-wise dual of

uq(N)'
A similar fact is responsible for the equivalence ([0I7). There we have that U(?K(Nf) is the
component-wise due of Uy (N).

0.5. What do we actually prove? As was explained above, the goal of this work is to prove the
equivalence

(0.28) (FryhityHecke.enh . Hocke(Whit, (G)) — Q"5 _FactMod(Whity (7)) unt

of ([@24]). However, at a glance, our Theorem [[9.2.5] looks a little different. We will now explain the
precise statement of what we actually prove.

0.5.1. Perhaps, the main difference is that we actually work in greater generality than the one explained
above. Namely, the story of FLE inherently lives in the world of D-modules (in particular, it was tied
to the assumption that our ground field k and the field of coefficients e are the same); this is needed in

order for categories such as KL, (G) to make sense.

However, the assertion that (0.28)) is an equivalence is entirely geometric. I.e., it can be formulated
within any sheaf theory from the list in Sect. [.8.8] For example, we can work with /-adic sheaves
over an arbitrary ground field & (so in this case e = @e) This is the context in which we prove our
Theorem

0.5.2. That said, we need to explain what replaces the role of the parameter k.

In the context of a general sheaf theory, we can no longer talk about twistings (those only make
sense for D-modules). However, we can talk about gerbes with respect to to the multiplicative group
e™ of the field e of coefficients. The assumption that x was rational gets replaced by the assumption
that we take gerbes with respect to the group e”***s of torsion elements in e*, i.e., the group of roots
of unity.

Now, instead of the datum of &, our input is a geometric metaplectic data 6% which is a factorization
gerbe on the factorization version of the affine Grassmannian. We refer the reader to [GLys|, where
this theory is developed.

Returning to the context of D-modules, one shows that a datum of k gives rise to a geometric
metaplectic data for the sheaf theory of D-modules.

0.5.3. The second point of difference between (0.28) and the statement of Theorem [I9.2.7] involves
the fact that the former talks about factorization modules for a factorization algebra on Grr, and the
latter talks about a factorization algebra on the configuration space instead.

However, this difference is immaterial (we chose the configuration space formulation because of its
finite-dimensional nature and the proximity to the language of [BES]). Indeed, as explained in Sect.[5.5]
factorization algebras on Grr satisfying a certain support condition (specifically, if they are supported
on the connected components of Grr corresponding to elements of (A"*® —0) C A) can be equivalently
though of as factorization algebras on the configuration space.

The factorization algebra on Grr that we deal with is the augmentation ideal in QY Pitsmall

factorization modules for it are the same as unital factorization modules QW hit:small

SO
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0.5.4. The final point of difference is that in order for the equivalence to hold, we need to apply a
certain renormalization procedure to the category of factorization modules

Qflma“ -FactMod ~» szall -FactMod™™ .
Specifically, we will have enlarge the class of objects that we declare as compact, see Sect. [[9.11

This renormalization procedure follows the pattern of how one obtains IndCoh from QCoh: it does
not affect the heart (of the naturally defined t-structure); we have a functor

Qflma“ -FactMod™™" — Qflma“ -FactMod
which is t-exact and induces an equivalence on the eventually coconnective parts. So the two categories

differ only at the cohomological —oc.

0.5.5. In Part IX of this work we prove that in the Betti situation (i.e., for the ground field being C
and for the sheaf theory being constructible sheaves in classical topology with e-coefficients for any e),
we have a canonical equivalence

(0.29) U (G)-mod"™ ™ ~ Q! _FactMod
and

(0.30) 1y(G)-mod™™ ~ Q2! _FactMod™",
where

Uy(@)-mod”*™ ™ and 1, (G)-mod™
are two renormalizations of the (usual version of the) category iy (G)-mod.

The equivalence (0.29) had been previously established in (and was the subject of) the book [BES].
The proof we give is just a remake in a modern language, where the key new tool we use is Lurie’s
equivalence between Eq algebras and factorization algebras. The proof is an expansion of the contents
of Sect. above.

0.5.6. Thus, for £k = C = e, and using Riemann-Hilbert correspondence, we obtain the equivalences
(0.31) Hecke(Whit,(G)) = Q2™ FactMod™ =~ fi,(¢)-mod™".
The composite equivalence
(0.32) Hecke(Whit,,(G)) = tty(()-mod™"
is a “small” version of the equivalence (0.9]).

It is the equivalence (0.32)) that is responsible for the title of this work.

0.6. How do we prove it? Modulo technical nuances that have to do with renormalization, our main
result says that a functor denoted

(0.33) et - Hecke(Whity(G)) — Q5! -FactMod,
which is the configuration space version of the functor ([0.28]), is an equivalence.

Let us explain the main ideas involved in the proof.
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0.6.1. Consider the following general paradigm: let
d:C = Co
be a functor between (unital) factorization categories. It induces a functor
" @) — Q-ModFact(Ca)untl,
and we wish to know when the latter is an equivalence.

Such an equivalence is not something we can generally expect. For example, it does hold for ® being
the functor
ﬁgua"t : ﬁq(é)-mod — Repq(T)7
but it fails for ® being the functor

J!Q“ant : Rep, (G)-mod — Rep, (1.

So we will need to prove something very particular about the functor ®5%® in order to know that

it is an equivalence.

0.6.2.  Our proof of the equivalence ([@.33) follows a rather standard pattern in representation theory.
(the challenge is, rather, to show that this pattern is realized in our situation):

We will define a family of objects in either category that we will call “standard”, indexed by the
elements of A

ju > MU, € Hecke(Whity(G)) and M., € Q™! FactMod™ .

These objects will be compact and “almost” generate Hecke(Whitq(G)) (resp., Q™! -FactMod™").
Define the co-standard objects M** (in either context) by

(0.34) f}'fom(j\/[“/vlymu,*) _ eif p :.M
0 otherwise.

A standard argument shows that in order to prove that the functor ®He® is an equivalence, it is

sufficient to prove that it sends
! N Jk Sk
(035) M%hit = Méonf and MuWhit = Méonf’

So the essence of the proof is in defining the corresponding families of objects (on each side) and

proving (035).

0.6.3. Our guiding principle is again the comparison with the quantum group, in this case, with the
category Uiy (@)-mod.
Namely, we want that the objects M*"' correspond under the equivalences ([O3T) to the baby Verma
modules
Mgllxant € ".J'Q(é)_m()dv
i.e., the induced modules
e R

where e denotes the one-dimensional module over the quantum Borel with character u.

Given this, the corresponding objects Méfmf and M . are easy to guess: they are given by !- and
*_ extensions, respectively, from the corresponding strata on the configuration space.
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0.6.4. The situation with M@‘\’,’hit and Migr,, is more interesting. If we were dealing with

White(G) rather than with Hecke(White(G)), we would have a natural collection of standard
objects, denoted W‘,Av’flit, indexed by dominant elements of AP°*. However, the sought-for objects

Mt € Hecke(Whit,(G)) are not obtained from the objects Wiy, by applying the (obvious) functor

ind_. s Whit,(G) — Hecke(Whit, (G)).

ecke

Indeed, drawing on the equivalence with quantum groups (i.e., ([@9)), the objects WVAV'}!lit correspond
to the Weyl modules over the big quantum group, denoted W(giam, and the latter do not restrict to
the baby Verma modules over the small quantum group.

However, there exists an explicit colimit procedure that allows to express the dual baby Verma
module M., in terms of the dual Weyl modules Ws‘f;nt and modules pulled back by the quantum

Frobenius ([0I9). This procedure fits into the Drinfeld-Pliicker paradigm, explained in Sect. 23l (How
exactly it can be applied to the quantum groups situation is explained in [Ga8, Sect. 10.3].)

By essentially mimicking the procedure by which one expresses Mg":&nt via the Ws‘f‘ant’& or rigorously
speaking applying the Drinfeld-Pliicker formalism in the situation of Whit,(G) (see Sect.25]), we define

the sought-for objects M/y,, in terms of the corresponding objects WVAV’;:M.

0.6.5. The next task is to show that these objects satisfy
(0.36) Dt M) = M-

This is equivalent to showing that the Ifiber (@R (Miyyi,)) -z of PRec® (Migrs,) at a point u' -z
of the configuration space satisfies:

c.c e * e if ,Uz/ = u
(0-37) (q)gacé( (M%hit))u’-z = .
0 otherwise.

This is a non-tautological calculation because it does not reduce to just a calculation of the coho-

mology of some sheaf: indeed we are dealing with the object Mg}, of He.cke(Whitq(G)) and not with
just a sheaf, which would be an object of Whit,(G).

Of course, in order to perform this calculation we need to know something about the functor ®pecke,

This functor is obtained via the Hecke property from the functor
Dace : Whity(G)) — Q5™ “FactMod,

and when we take the !-fiber at u’ - x the corresponding functor is

F > O (Grae, FRICE T737),
already mentioned in Remark [IL3.71

In the above formula, 1C} 7 s the metaplectic semi-infinite IC sheaf on the N((t)) orbit

S* = N(t) - t* C Gre.a.

A significant part of this work (namely, the entire Part IV) is devoted to the construction of this
semi-infinite IC sheaf and the discussion of its properties (we should say that this Part closely follows
[GaT], where a non-twisted situation is considered).

On the one hand, we define the semi-infinite IC by the procedure of Goresky-MacPherson extension
/oo _
inside the semi-infinite category on the Ram wversion of the affine Grassmannian, and ICh T g
obtained as !-restriction to the fiber over z € Ran,.
I
x

On the other hand, it turns out to be possible to describe IC explicitly, and it turns out that
this description can also be phrased in terms of the Drinfeld-Pliicker formalism (see Sect. IE{D
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This is what makes the calculation (0.37) feasible: the Drinfeld-Pliicker nature of both Mig;,, and
ICh 27 50 to say cancel each other out. See Sect. for how exactly this happens.

0.6.6. We are now left with the following task: we need to define the family of objects M&’,’hit, so that
they satisfy (034 and the following property holds:

(0.38) Dt M) = M-

To construct the objects M{‘,\}!hit we once again resort to the equivalence with the quantum group
situation.

We know that contragredient duality defines an equivalence
(Rep, (G))™ = Rep,—1(G)*,
which induces a similar equivalence for the small quantum group
(g (G)-mod®)*® — 1,1 (G)-mod®.

The latter has the property that it sends M~*  to MY

Quant Quant*

Hence, it is naturally to try to define a duality
(0.39) (Whit, (G))” — Whit,—1(G)°,
which would then give rise to a duality
(0.40) (Hecke(Whity(G))®)°” — Hecke(Whit -1 (G))¢,
and we will define M%!hit as the image of M/y},, under the latter functor.

0.6.7. We define the desired duality functor ([0:39)) in Sect.[72] but this is far from automatic.

The difficulty is that the category Whit,(G) is defined by imposing invariance with respect to a
group ind-scheme, while the dual category would naturally be coinvariants. So we need to show that the
categories of invariants and coinvariants are equivalent to one another. This turns out to be a general
phenomenon in the Whittaker situation, as is shown in the striking paper [Ras2]. For completeness
we supply a proof of this equivalence in our situation using global methods, see Theorem [[.1.8] and its
proof in Sect. [.41

Thus, we obtain the duality functor in (0.40) with desired properties, and one can prove ([0.34) by
essentially mimicking the quantum group situation.

0.6.8. Finally, we need to prove ([0.38). At the first glance, this may appear as super hard: we need to
prove an analog of (0.37) for the objects M{‘,\}!hit, but for *fibers instead of the !-fibers, and we do not
really know how to do that: our theory is well-adjusted to computing !-pullbacks and *-direct images,
but not *-pullbacks and !-direct images.

What saves the game is that we can show that the functor ®gac (and then ®EeE®), composed with

the forgetful functor from Qf]mau -FactMod to just sheaves on the configuration space, intertwines the
duality ([039) on ®ract with Verdier duality. This is the assertion of our Theorem [I8:2.9] (and its Hecke
extension Theorem 22.TH]).

The above results about commutation of the (various versions of the) functor ® with Verdier duality
point to yet another layer in this work:

In order to prove this commutation, we give a global interpretation of both the Whittaker category
(in Sects[T3HT4) and of the functor ® (in Part VII). In other words, we realize Whitq(G) as sheaves on
(ind)-algebraic stacks (rather than general prestacks). Eventually this leads to the desired commutation
with Verdier duality because we show that the morphisms between algebraic stacks involved in the
construction are proper.
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0.7. Organization of the text. This work consists of nine Parts and an Appendix. We will now
outline the contents of each Part, in order to help the reader navigating this rather lengthy text.

0.7.1. Part I is preliminaries. It can be skipped on the first pass and returned to when necessary.

In Sect. [[lwe recall the definitions of the affine Grassmannian, the loop groups, etc., along with their
factorizable versions.

In Sect. Bl we summarise, following [GLys], the basic tenets of the geometric metaplectic theory. In
particular, we explain what a geometric metaplectic datum is (the “q” parameter), the construction
of the metaplectic dual H (the recipient of Lusztig’s quantum Frobenius), and some relevant facts
regarding the metaplectic version of the geometric Satake functor.

In Sect. Bl we discuss the formalism of factorization algebras and modules over them. In particular,
we give (one of the possible) definitions of these objects in the context of co-categories.

In Sect. @ we discuss some basics of the geometry of the configuration space (of divisors on X colored
by elements of A"®® — (). In particular, we explain how this configuration space relates to the Ran
version of the affine Grassmannian Grr ran of 7.

In Sect. Bl we talk about about factorization algebras and modules over them on the configuration
space. In particular, we explain that if a factorization algebra is perverse, then the corresponding
category of its modules has a t-structure and is a highest weight category.

0.7.2. Part I is devoted to the study of the metaplectic Whittaker category of the affine Grassmannian.
The material here is largely parallel to one in [Ga9], where the non-twisted situation is considered.

In Sect. [6] we define the metaplectic Whittaker category Whity »(G) as (N((t)), x)-invariants in the
category of (metaplectically twisted) sheaves on the affine Grassmannian, and study its basic properties,
such as the t-structure, standard and costandard objects, etc.

In Sect. [[l we give a dual definition of the Whittaker category, denoted Whitg »(G)co, equal to
(N((t)), x)-coinvariants rather than invariants. We state a (non-trivial) theorem to the effect that some
(non-tautological) functor

Ps-Id : Whity »(G)eo — Whit, 2 (G)

is an equivalence. This gives rise to a duality identification
(0.41) Whitg,o(G)" ~ Whit, -1 ,(G).
We also introduce a global version of the Whittaker category, denoted Whitg g101(G) (using a projective

—Ldp . . . . . .
curve X and the stack (Buny )ec.z, which is version of Drinfeld’s compactification), and we state a
theorem that says that the global version is actually equivalent to the local ones, i.e., Whitg (G)
and Whitg,»(G)co. In particular, the duality identification corresponds to the usual Verdier duality on

(Bun‘]\); )oo-z-
In Sect. [§ we prove the local-to-global equivalence for the metaplectic Whittaker category
Whitg glob(G) — Whitg - (G).

In the process of doing so, we introduce the Ran version of the Whittaker category Whitg ran(G),
and a factorization algebra object

VaCWhit,Ran € Whitq,Raﬂ (G)
We also define a functor, crucially used in the sequel:
(0.42) sprdg,,, : Whitg,.(G) — Whitg ran, (G),

which, so to say, inserts Vacwhit,ran On points of X other than the marked point z. The functor (0.:42)
can be further upgraded to a functor

Whitg, - (G) — Vacwhit,Ran -FactMod(Whitg ran, (G)).
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0.7.3. In Part IIT we study the Hecke action of Rep(H) on Whitg .(G).

In Sect. [ we define this Hecke action and prove two crucial results. One says that this action is
t-exact (in the t-structure on Whitg, . (G) introduced in Sect. [6). The other says that we start with an
irreducible object Wiyt € (Whitg,.(G))¥ corresponding to the orbit S¥~ C Grg for A a restricted
coweight (see Sect. for what this means), for any irreducible V7 € Rep(H), the result of the
convolution

W\?\;I!;t * VW
is the irreducible object Wt 1™ € (Whity,. (G))%.

This is a direct counterpart of Steinberg’s theorem in the context of quantum groups: for an irre-
ducible object Wé'lznt € (Rep, (G))?, the tensor product

Wyiam ® Froby (V)

equals W(Sj;m'* for X restricted and any +.

In Sect. [I0] we discuss the general formalism of the formation of the category of Hecke eigen-objects

L]
Hecke(C) for a category C equipped with an action of Rep(H). In particular, we introduce the notion
of such an action being accessible (with respect to a given t-structure on C) and show that in this case

L]
the resulting t-structure on Hecke(C) is Artinian.

In Sect. [l we apply the formalism of Sect. [0l to C = Whitg (G). The resulting category
Hecke(Whitg,(G)) is the LHS in our main theorem. We discuss some basic properties of this cat-
egory. In particular, we describe the irreducible objects of (Hecke(Whit,,.(G)))°.

0.7.4. In Part IV we are concerned with the construction and properties of the metaplectic semi-infinite
IC sheaf, denoted IC 2,

gq,Ran"

In Sect. [I2] we discuss the metaplectic semi-infinite category Slg ran(G), which is a full subcategory
inside Shvge (Gra,Ran), obtained by imposing the equivariance condition with respect to the loop group
of N. We restrict our attention to the “non-negative part” of SI, ran(G), denoted SI; Ran(G)SC. We
define a stratification of STy ran(G)=° indexed by elements of A"°8. We also introduce a full subcategory

Slg,Ran(G) G © Slg.ran (G)="

untl
that consists of unital objects. We show that for every A € A"®® the corresponding subcategory
SIq,Ran(G)an“ C SIq,Ran (CTY):A

is equivalent to the category of (gerbe-twisted) sheaves on the corresponding connected component
Conf* of the configuration space.

In Sect. [[3] we introduce a t-structure on Slg,ran (G)SO and define IC 2., as the minimal extension

gq,Ran

of the dualizing sheaf on S&,, C Grg,Ran. We describe the !-restriction of ICfRan to

Grg,z = {r} X GrgRran-
Ran

o
2

We also discuss the factorization structure on IC which makes it into a factorization algebra on

gq,Ran?

Grg,ran. Finally, we discuss the relationship between ICfRam and the (gerbe-twisted) IC sheaf on

3
Drinfeld’s compactification Bun'y .

o
2

In Sect. [[4] we establish the (crucial for the sequel) Hecke property of IC ¢.Ran-
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0.7.5. In Part V we define (various forms of) the Jacquet functor that maps Whitq,.(G) to the core-
sponding category for T

In Sect. we first consider the functor
3!*,Ran : SthG (GrG,Ran) — ShVST(GrT,Ra11)7

defined using the diagram
GrB*,Ran ? GrG,Ran

!

GrT,RaIu

oo
and using IC 2} as a kernel.
q—!,Ran

We precompose this functor with the functor sprdy,, —of ([@42) and obtain a functor
Jtxsprd : Whity - (G) = Shvgr (Grr Ran, )-

We define the factorization algebra Q};Vhit’*

functor Ji« spra to a functor

Jti Fact © Whitg,2(G) — Q)" -FactMod (Shvgr (Grr,Ran, ) -

on GrT,Ran as 3!*,Ran(vaCWhit,Ran)7 and we upgrade the

In Sect. we establish the Hecke property of the functor Ji« ract and extend it to the functor

JiiFaes « Hecke(Whitg,» (G)) — Q) " -FactMod (Shvgr (Grr,Ran, ) -
0.7.6. In Part VI we interpret the functor chﬁﬁt via the factorization space.

In Sect.[ITwe define a particular (in fact, the most basic) factorization algebra Q5! in Shvga (Conf)
(here G is a factorization gerbe on Conf constructed from the geometric metaplectic data SG). Namely,
Qf]“‘a117 viewed as a sheaf, is perverse, and is the Goresky-MacPherson extension of its restriction to

o
the open locus Conf C Conf that consists of multiplicity-free divisors, where, in its turn, QZ”‘a11|Co I8
on

the sign local system (the latter makes sense since the gerbe G has the property that it is canonically
trivial when restricted to Conf).

In Sect. I8 we use the diagrams

(GrT,Ran)ncg —_— GrT,Ran

|

Conf

and
((GrT,Ranz )ncg)oo-:v I— GrT,RanI

!

Confoo.s
to transfer our constructions from (gerbe-twisted) sheaves on Grr,ran (resp., Grr,ran,) to those on
Conf (resp., Confeo.z).

We prove the theorem that the factorization algebra on Conf, corresponding under this procedure to
OB Shvgr (Grr,ran), identifies with the factorization algebra Q™" € Shvga (Conf) introduced
above.

.
In particular, the functor Jﬂcﬁﬁit gives rise to a functor

PHe%e . Focke(Whity - (G)) — Q2™ -FactMod .
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Let ®H°*¢ be the functor
Hecke(Whitg,+(G)) — Shvga (Confeo.z),

obtained from ®He%® by forgetting the factorization QZ”‘all—module structure. Let ® be the pre-

L]
@Hcckc

composition of with the tautological functor

indH < Whitg,»(G) — Hecke(Whitg, . (G)).
We state a key result, Theorem [I82.9] which says that the functor ® commutes with Verdier

duality. We use this fact to show that the functor ®Heke ig t-exact and sends irreducible objects in
(Hecke(Whitg,.(G))) to irreducible objects in (5™ -FactMod)®.

In Sect. [[9 we define the renormalized version szma“ -FactMod™" of the category Qf]mau -FactMod
see Sect. [0.5.4] above), and we state our main result, Theorem [I9.2.5] which says that the resultin
Y g
functor

q)Hcckc,rcn . He.cke(Whltq,z (G)) N szall —Fa,CtMOdrcn

Fact

is an equivalence. In the same section we outline the strategy of the proof of Theorem [19.2.5] which
was already mentioned in Sect. above.

0.7.7. In Part VII we establish the commutation of ® with Verdier duality, i.e., Theorem [I8.2.9]

In Sect. 20 we give a global interpretation of the functor @, in which the geometric object known as
the Zastava space plays a prominent role.

In Sect. 2Tlwe prove Theorem [I8.2.9] (or rather, its more precise version, which is local on the Zastava
space). The key idea is a certain ULA property of the global metaplectic IC sheaf on Bung-.

In Sect. we prove a Hecke extension of Theorem [I8.2.9] which says that the functor ®fecke
commutes with Verdier duality.

0.7.8. Part VIII is devoted to the realization of the outline of the proof of Theorem [19.2.5]indicated at

the end of Sect.[I9 I.e., we need to construct the standard and costandard objects in Hecke(Whitg . (G))
and prove their properties.

In Sect. 23] we discuss the general framework of the Drinfeld-Pliicker formalism (this formalism was
suggested by S. Raskin). We show that the restriction of the metaplectic semin-infinite IC sheaf to the
fiber over x € Ran, can be constructed via this formalism.

In Sect. 2] we make a (necessary) digression and discuss the construction of the (dual) baby Verma
object in the category of Iwahori-equivariant sheaves on the affine Grassmannian. We remark that this
object has appeared prominently in the papers [ABBGM]|, [FG2], [FG3], [Ga8].

In Sect. we construct the sought-for objects M4, (using the (dual) baby Verma object in
Shvga (Grg)' constructed in Sect. 24). We then construct the objects M@‘\’,’hit by applying duality.
Finally, we verify the orthogonality property (0.34]).

In Sect. 26 we prove ([35). This is where everything comes together in this work. The isomorphism
(@38) uses the full force of the Drinfeld-Pliicker formalism. The isomorphism (0.38)) is proved using

the commutation of the functor ®"°**° with Verdier duality.
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0.7.9. Part IX is logically disjoint from this rest of this work. Here we prove that in the Betti context
we have a canonical equivalence

Uy (G)-modP*Pren ~ Q! _FactMod
of ([@29).

In Sect. 27 we introduce the category iy (G)-mod from the perspective of higher algebra (i.c., with
using explicit formulas as little as possible).

In Sect. 28 we introduce the two renormalizations of 1y ((;)-mod, denoted
11,(G)™"-mod and 1ty (G)-mod®*PY ™",

The former is compactly generated by the irreducible objects in (L.tq (@)-mod)”, and the latter by
the baby Verma modules (hence the notation).

In Sect. 29 we prove the equivalence ([0.29]). The proof consists of three steps: (i) Koszul duality; (ii)
interpretation of the category of Ez-modules over an Eq-algebra as the Drinfeld center of the monoidal
category of left modules; (iii) equivalence between Ez-modules over an Eq-algebra and factorization
modules over the corresponding factorization algebra.

0.7.10. In the Appendix we introduce a device that we call the Kirillov model that allows to talk about
Whittaker categories when the Artin-Schreier sheaf does not exist, for example in the Betti setting (i.e.,
constructible sheaves in the classical topology for schemes over C).

0.8. Conventions.

0.8.1. Algebraic geometry. We will work over an algebraically closed field k (of arbitrary characteristic).
Our algebro-geometric objects will be schemes, and more generally pre-stacks over k, i.e., (accessible)
functors

(Sch*™)°P —s Groupoids .

Most of our prestacks will be locally of finite type, which means that they are left-Kan-extended
from the full subcategory

(Sch?tﬁ)‘)p - (Schaﬁ)o",
consisting of affine schemes of finite type. See, e.g., [Ga9, Sect. 0.5.1] for details.

For the purposes of this work, we will not need derived alegebraic geometry. Also, for our purposes
it is sufficient to consider classical (and not higher) groupoids.

We denote pt := Spec(k).

We let X be a smooth connected curve over k with a marked point € X. In some places we will
need X to be complete; we will explicitly say so when this is the case. We let w denote the canonical
line bundle on X.

0.8.2. Reductive groups. We let G be a reductive group over k, with a chosen Borel and Cartan sub-
groups

TCBCAG.

We let A denote the cocharacter lattice of 7. We let AT C A be the sub-monoid of dominant
coweights. Let I denote the set of vertices of the Dynkin diagram of G. For each i € I we let a; € A
denote the corresponding coroot. We let AP C A be the submonoid equal to the positive integral span
of the elements «;.
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0.8.3. DG categories. We let e be an algebraically closed field of characteristic 0, which will serve as
our field of coefficients. Our object of study is various e-linear DG categories. We refer the reader to
[GR1l Chapter 1, Sect. 10] for a detailed exposition of the theory of DG categories.

Unless specified otherwise, our DG categories will be assumed cocomplete (i.e., closed under infinite
direct sums). By default, we will only consider functors between DG categories that commute with
infinite direct sums (we call such functors continuous).

We let Vect denote the DG category of chain complexes of vector spaces.

For c¢i1,c2 € C, we denote by
FHome(c1, c2) € Vect

their “internal Hom”, i.e.,
Homc(c1,c2) = Ho(ﬂ{omc(cl,cz)).

0.8.4. If Cis a DG category equipped with a t-structure, we let (C)<° (resp., (C)2 ) denote the
full subcategory consisting of connective (resp., coconnective) objects. We let (C)° = (C)=°n (C)2°
denote the heart of the t-structure.

0.8.5. Recall that if C is a (complete) DG category, one can talk about the (non-cocomplete) category
of its compact objects, denoted C°. Vice versa, starting with a non-cocomplete category Cp, one can
form its ind-completion, denoted IndCompl(Cy), which is universal among non-cocomplete categories
receiving an exact functor from Co.

Recall that a DG category is said to be compactly generated if the tautological functor
IndCompl(C®) — C
is an equivalence.

For Cy as above, we always have Cy C IndCompl(Cy)¢; moreover, every object in IndCompl(Cy)°
is a retract of one in Cg.

0.8.6. Limits of DG categories. One important think about DG categories is that they form an oco-
category. So one needs the full force of higher category theory when forming limits and colimits of DG
categories.

Here is one paradigm that appears often in representation theory. Let
J — DGCat, j+— C;

be a functor, where J is some index category. Suppose that for every arrow (j1 — j2) € J, the
corresponding functor C;; — C;, admits a continuous right adjoint. By passing to the right adjoints
we obtain another functor

J? — DGCat.

Then for every jo € J, the tautological functor
insj, : C;, — colim C;
jeJ
admits a continuous right adjoint. Furthermore, the resulting functor
colim C; — colim Cj,
jeJ jerIop

formed by these right adjoints, is an equivalence.
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0.8.7.  The oo-category DGCat of DG categories carries a symmetric monoidal structure, Lurie’s tensor
product
C1,Co— C1 ®Ca.
Hence, one can talk about dualizable DG categories. It is known that compactly generated categories
are dualizable. Moreover, for Cy as in Sect. [0.8.5] we have

IndCompl(Co)" ~ IndCompl((Co)°?).
In particular, if C is compactly generated, we have a canonical equivalence
(CC)OP ~ (C\/)c.
0.8.8. Sheaf theories. By a sheaf theory we will mean a right-lax symmetric monoidal functor

(0.43) (Schi)°P — DGCat, S+ Shv(S), (S1 5 Sa) > (Shv(S2) L5 Shv(Sh)),

(0.44) Shv(S1) ® Shv(S2) — Shv(S1 ® Sa).

Rather than axiomatizing the situation, we will list the examples of sheaf theories that we have in
mind:

e For k being of characteristic zero we can take Shv(S) = D-mod(S). In this case the field e of
coefficients equals k. We refer to this example as the D-module context.

e For k as above, we can take Shv(S) to be the ind-completion of the full subcategory of D-mod(\S)
consisting of holonomic (resp., regular holonomic) D-modules. We refer to this example as
holonomic (resp., regular holonomic) context.

e For k being C, we can take Shv(S) to be the ind-completion of the category of e-constructible
sheaves in the classical topology, for any e. We refer to this example as the Betti context.

e For any k, we can take Shv(S) to be the ind-completion of the category of constructible Q,-adic
sheaves on S. In this case the field e of coefficients is Q,. We refer to this example as the
L-adic context.

Note that in all of the above examples, the functor ([0:44)) is fully faithful, and in the first example,
it is actually an equivalence.

We will refer to the last three examples as the constructible context.

0.8.9. Sheaves on prestacks. Given a sheaf theory, we apply a procedure of right Kan extension to
extend it to a functor

(0.45) Shv : (PreStks )" — DGCat .

Explicitly, for a prestack Y
Shv(Y) = lim Shv(S),
S—Y

where the limit is taken over the category (opposite to that) of affine schemes of finite type mapping
to Y. Note that the above limit is formed within DGCat, so it is a higher categorical procedure. In
particular, are using the fact that ([043) is a functor of co-categories.

0.8.10. Functors defined on sheaves. The functor (45 has in fact more functoriality: it actually
extends to a functor out of the category of correspondences on prestacks, where we allow to take direct
images along ind-schematic maps, see [GRIL Chapter 5, Sect. 2] and [GR2, Chapter 3, Sect. 5].

In the constructible context, for any ind-schematic morphism f : Y1 — Ya, the functor f' has a left
adjoint, denoted fi. In the context of D-modules, this left adjoint is only partially defined.

Similarly, for a map of schemes f : Y1 — Y2, the functor f. : Shv(Y1) — Shv(Y2) has a partially
defined left adjoint f*, which is always defined in the constructible context.

Finally, Verdier duality for a ind-scheme Y is an equivalence

DV (Shv(Y)¢)°P — Shv(Y)€,
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uniquely characterized by the requirement that

i !
Hom (DY (F,), F2) = C (Y, F1 @ Fa),
where C'(Y, —) is the functor of cochains, i.e., direct image along Y — pt.

0.8.11. Gerbes. Let Y be a prestack and let G be a gerbe on it with respect to the group e**°™s of
torsion elements in e* of orders prime to char(p), see [GLys| Sect. 1.3].

The data of a gerbe G allows to twist the category Shv(Y) and obtain a new category Shvg(Y), see
[GLys|, Sect. 1.7.4]. Moreover, the functor (0.45]) extends to a functor

(PreStk + Grb)°? — DGCat,
where the source category consists now of pairs
(Y € PreStkig, § € Grb(Y)),

and where the morphisms (Y1,51) — (Y2, G2) are maps of prestacks f : Y1 — Y2 equipped with an
identification of the gerbes f*(92) ~ G1.
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Part I: Background and preliminaries

In order not to interrupt the flow of exposition in the main body of this work, in this Part we have
collected several pieces of mathematical background that we will use.

These include the definitions of the main geometric objects (such as the affine Grassmannian and its
various relatives), main tenets of the geometric metaplectic theory; factorization algebras and modules,
and some discussion of configuration spaces (a.k.a. colored divisors).

1. THE GEOMETRIC OBJECTS

In this section we will recall the definition of the key geometric objects that we will work with in
this paper: the affine Grassmannian, the loop group, the Hecke stack, etc.

An important feature of these objects is that they have a factorizable nature; we will take this
perspective when introducing them.

1.1. The Ran space. The Ran space is a gadget that allows us to talk about factorization. In this
subsection we recall its definition and key structures.

1.1.1. Recall that the Ran space Ran of X assigns to a test scheme S the set of finite non-empty
subsets J C Maps(S, X).

For an element ¢ € J we will denote by I'; C S x X the graph of the corresponding map. Let I'y
denote the (set-theoretic) union of I'; over i € J.

1.1.2. A basic structure that exists on the Ran space is the structure of commutative semi-group: for
a finite set J we have the map

(1.1) Ran” — Ran, (J; C Maps(S,X), j € J) — (_LEJJJJ- C Maps(S, X)).
J

1.1.3. For a finite set J, let
(RanJ)disj C Ran’
be the open subfunctor corresonding to the following condition: we allow those J-subsets
J; C Maps(S,X),jeJ

such that for every j1 # jo

Iy ﬂth = 0.

J1
An important feature is that the map

(1.2) (Ran”)qisj — Ran,

induced by (LJ)), is étale.

1.1.4. By a factorization space over Ran we will mean a prestack Zran — Ran equipped with a system
of identifications (factorization isomorphisms)

(13) ZRan X (Ran‘])disj ~ Zl{an X (RanJ)disj,

Ran Ran/
for every finite set J, that are compatible in a natural sense (see [GLys| Sect. 2.2.1] or Sect. BI2]
below).

1.2. Examples of factorization spaces. Having introduced the Ran space, we will now move one
step closer to the definition of the geometric objects we will be working with.

These objects are obtained by forming loop spaces, which have to do with mapping the multi-disc
parameterized by points of Ran to a given target.
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1.2.1. Let J C Hom(S, X) be as in Sect. [LT.Il We let @g the formal scheme equal to the completion
of S x X along I'y.

Let Dy denote the affine scheme obtained from @g (i-e., the universal recipient of a map from Dj
among affine schemes, see [GLys|, Sect. 7.1.2]).

Note that I'; is naturally a closed subset of Dj. Denote
Dj = Dj — Fj.
It is easy to see that Dy is also affine.

1.2.2. Note that for
(95,4 € J) € (Ran")aigj, T :=UJ;
J

we have
Dy ~ [ 'Djj .
J
From here,
(1.4) Dy ~ uDjj and Dy ~ |_|'ng.
J J

1.2.3. For a prestack Y, define the prestack
£Y(Y)Ran — Ran
by assigning to J as above the space of maps
Dy — Y.
When Y is affine scheme, maps as above are the same as maps
Dy —Y,
by the universal property of Dj.

1.2.4. Define
£(Y)rRan — Ran
by assigning to J the space of maps Dy — Y.

These spaces have natural factorization structures due to the identifications (L4]).

1.2.5. The above definitions have a variant when instead of an affine scheme Y, we have an affine
morphism Yx — X. In this case we will be looking at maps

Dj — Yx and Dg — Yx,
respectively, over X.

The assignments
Vx ~ £5(X)Ran and Yx ~» £(Yx)Ran
are functorial in Yx.
In particular, we obtain that a section X — Yx of Yx — X gives rise to a map of factorization

spaces
Ran — £+ (X)Ran .

1.3. The affine Grassmannian and other animals. We will now specialize to the case when the
target space Y is an algebraic group G, and thus define the actual geometric objects of interest.

1.3.1. Note that, by functoriality, when the target space is G, the prestacks £7(G)ran and £(G)ran
acquire a structure of group-spaces over Ran.
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1.3.2. Consider the quotient £7(G)ran\Ran (understood in the étale sense). It attaches to J the
datum of a G-bundle on Dj. It is easy to see, however, that restriction defines an equivalence from
G-bundles on Dy to those on Dj.

Note that we can think of £1(G)\Ran also as £7(G\ pt).
In particular, from Sect. we obtain that a G-bundle on X defines a map of factorization spaces
Ran — £* (G)ran \Ran.

1.3.3.  The (Ran version of the) affine Grassmannian Grg, ran can be defined as the étale sheafification
of the quotient

£(@)Ran /LT (G)ran.
Equivalently,
Grg,rRan — Ran
assigns to J as above the data of pairs (Pg, a), where:
e P% is a G-bundle P¢ on Dy (equivalently, on @g);

o
e « is a trivialization of the restriction to Pg to Dj.

1.3.4. A theorem of Beauville and Laszlo says that the affine Grassmannian can be defined using the
curve X instead of the disc. Namely, we can take pairs (Pg, ), where:

e Pg is a G-bundle P€ on S x X;
e (v is a trivialization of the restriction to Pg to S x X — I'g.

Restriction defines a map from the data above to that in Sect.[[L3.3] The Beauville-Laszlo theorem
says that this map is a bijection.

1.3.5. Set
Heckelngan = £7(G)Ran\Cre Ran;

where the quotient is understood in the étale sense.

The functor of points of Heckelé’fRan consists of triples (Pg, Pa, ), where:

e P is a G-bundle P€ on Dy;
e P is a G-bundle P€ on Dy;

e « is an isomorphism ?'C;|joj

) :‘Pg|%j.

— =
1.3.6. In what follows we will denote by hg, hg the two maps
Heckelc(;’fRan = £7(G)ran\Ran

equal to
Heckelcc;’fRan = £7(G)ran\Gre,ran — £7(G)ran\Ran

Heckelé’fRan = £+ (G)Ran\GI’G,Ran ~ £+ (G)Ran\g(G)Ran/£+ (G)Ran —
— £7(G)Ran \&(G)Ran/L(G)Ran =~ £ (G)ran\Ran,

respectively.

— —
In other words, the map h g remembers the data of P and the map hg remembers the data of Pg.

1.3.7. The prestack Heckelé’fr{an carries an involution (swapping the roles of P¢ and P ) denoted inv®,

— —
which interchanges hg and hg.
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1.4. Twist by the canonical bundle. In this subsection we will take G to be reductive, with a
chosen Borel subgroup B and a Cartan subgroup 7' C B.

In this subsection we will introduce twisted versions of Gra, £(G), etc., that have to do with the
canonical line bundle on X.

The necessity for such a twist can be explained succinctly as follows: it makes the additive character
on the loop group £(N) canonical.
1.4.1. For what follows we will choose a square root w®Z of the canonical line bundle w on X. Let
w” denote the T-bundle on X induced from w®2 by means of the homomorphism

20:Gp, — T.

We will denote by the same character w” the induced B-bundle and G-bundle via
T— B —G.

1.4.2. By Sect.[[.3.2] the datum of w” defines a map of factorization spaces
Ran — £+(T)Ran\Ran7
ie., a et (T')ran-torsor over Ran, denoted wﬁam compatible with factorization.

Using the (adjoint) action of £ (T)ran on the objects introduced in Sect.[[3] we obtain their twisted
versions, to be denoted

£+ (G)ﬁi;ru £(G)§:n7 GruC):Ran .

1.4.3. Note that we can identify £7(GQ)sn, (resp., £(G)4n.) with £5(G“ )ran (resp., £(G“”)Rran),
where G*” is the group-scheme over X obtained by twisting G by means of w”.
1.4.4. The twisted version Gr‘é’jr{an of the affine Grassmannian can be explicitly described as follows:
it assigns to J the set of pairs (Pg, ), where:

e P% is a G-bundle P¢ on Dy (equivalently, on @g);

o
e « is an identification of the restriction to Pg to Dy with that of w”.

Remark 1.4.5. Note that the adjoint action of £7(G)ran on Heckelc?fRan is canonically trivialized.
Hence, the twist

(HeckeSan)”"

identifies canonically with the non-twisted version Heckelé’fRaI,.

Remark 1.4.6. Note that in the case when G = T, the operation of tensoring a given T-torsor with the
T-torsor w”, gives rise to an identification

wP
GrT,Ran ~ GrT,Ran«

However, we will avoid using it, as it is incompatible with gerbes considered in the next section, see
Remark 2.1.5]

1.4.7. Since N C B C @ are normalized by T, we can form the twisted forms of the corresponding
loop groups

and

Note, however, that since the adjoint action of T" on itself is trivial, we have

N (T = £ (T)ran and £(T)5an = £(T)Ran-
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1.4.8. Consider the special case when G = PGLs, in which case N ~ G,, and the adjoint action of
T = Gy, is given by dilations. We have:
£(N)fan = £(Ga)fan = L(TOH(w))Ran,
where Tot(w) as the total space of w, viewed as a group-scheme over X.
Note that have a canonically defined homomorphism
£(Ga)Ran — Ga x Ran,
given by taking the residue.
1.5. Marked point version. Factorization structures in this paper will appear as a device to introduce

representation-theoretic categories of interest. However, the actual representation theory will occur at
(or around) a given point = of the curve X.

In this subsection we will introduce versions of the factorization spaces considered above but with
the marked point x.

This will eventually allow us to talk about factorization modules (at x) for a given factorization
algebra.

1.5.1. The marked point version of the Ran space, denoted Ran, is defined as follows.

For a test scheme S, the space Maps(S,Ran;) is the set of finite subsets J C Maps(S, X) with a
distinguished element i,, which corresponds to the constant map

(1.5) S — pt = X.

We have the natural forgetful map
Ran, — Ran

as well as a map
Ran — Rang,
obtained by adding the element .

The semi-group Ran acts on Ran, by the operation of union of finite sets, i.e., for a finite set J we
have a map

(1.6) Ran’ x Ran, — Ran,

1.5.2. For a finite set J, let
(Ran‘] x Rang)aisj C Ran”’ x Ran,
be equal to the preimage of
(Ran‘lu*)disj C Ran’"*

under the forgetful map

*

Ran”’ x Ran, — Ran’ x Ran = Ran’"*.

The map
(1.7) (Ran‘] x Rang)disj — Rang,
induced by (L6), is étale.
1.5.3. Let Zran be a factorization space over Ran. By a factorization module space with respect to

ZRran We will mean a prestack
ZRanm — Ra«nau

equipped with a system of identifications (factorization isomorphisms)

(1'8) ZRaﬂm X (RanJ X Ranz)disj & (ZRaﬂm X ZI‘J{an) X (Ran(] X Ranz)disjy
Rang Rang x Ran’/

that are compatible in the natural sense.

In what follows we will denote by Z, the fiber of Zran, over {z} € Ran,.
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1.5.4. An example. Let Zran be a factorization space over Ran. We can produce from it a factorization
module space by setting

ZRan, = Rang R>< ZRan-
an

1.5.5. In this way, from the factorization spaces discussed in Sect. [[.L3] we obtain their marked point
versions, denoted

£+ (G)Raﬂx ) S(G)Ranx ) GrG,Ranx .
along with their twists
£+ (C;’)Ll%zmI ’ £(G)§ZnI ) GI"L«C)Y"‘,)RanI )

etc.

Remark 1.5.6. We should point out that there are many more examples of factorization module spaces
that do mot arise by the construction of Sect. [[5.41

For example, if we take the factorization space Grg ran, We can create a factorization module space
Flg,ran, by assigning to J the set of triples (Pg, a, 8), where (Pg, ) are as in the definition of Gre ran, ,
and (3 is the datum of reduction of the restriction of Pg at S x = to B.

1.5.7. Let £T (G)Ran, -« denote the following factorizatiom module space with respect to £(G)ran.
It assigns to J the datum of a map
(Dg—Sxz)—G.
Note that the fiber £+ (@)z,00.2 Of et (G)Ran,,c-x Over x € Ran, identifies with £(G),.
Note also that restriction to
Dz — (Dg — S x x)
(where %z is the pictured disc corresponding to the constant map (L)) defines a map
(1.9) @) rcor = L(G)a.

The inclusion
o

('Dj -5 x 13) — Dj
defines a closed embedding
£+ (G)Ranx,oo-z — S(G)Ranz .
1.5.8. Consider the double quotient
(1.10) EHANLT(G) 002 /LT (G).

On the other hand, we can view it as a closed sunfunctor in Heckelé’fr{anm, and as such, as a groupoid
acting on £ (G)ran, \Ran,.
On the other hand, the map (L3) gives rise to the following commutative diagram in which both

squares are Cartesian:

£+(G)Ranz\Ranx # £+(G)Ran1,oo-x L) £+(G)Raﬂz\Ra‘nx

! ! !

“— —
h

£H@)\pt  ——  Heckelt?, —1—  £H(G).\pt,
where the maps £ (G)ran, \Ran, — £7(G).\ pt are given by restricting bundles along
@x — Dj.

So we can view (LI0) as incarnating the lift of the action of Hecke3", on £%(G).\pt to that on
£ (@)Rran, \Ran,.
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1.6. Technical detour: unital structures. The discussion of unitality for factorization structures
will be largely suppressed in this work. However, for technical purposes that have to do with the
construction of the semi-infinite IC sheaf, we will need to include a brief discussion.

The idea of “unitality” in the context of spaces over Ran is to account for the following additional
structure: we can talk not only about equality of two finite subsets of Hom(S, X), but also about
containment of one subset in another.

1.6.1. Let
(Ran x Ran)~ C Ran x Ran

be the following subfunctor:
A point (J,7) € Hom(S, Ran) belongs to (Ran x Ran)< if I'y is set-theoretically contained in T'y/.

Remark 1.6.2. Note that the substack (Ran x Ran)“ as defined above is larger than the substack
denoted by the same symbol in [Ga7l 4.1.1]. However, this is largely immaterial for our purposes:
the above inclusion induces an equivalence on categories of sheaves as it is surjective in the topology
generated by finite surjective maps.

1.6.3. Note that the diagonal map Agran : Ran — Ran x Ran factors through (Ran x Ran)c.
Let Ysman and ¢nig be the two maps
(Ran x Ran)© — Ran
that remember J and J’, respectively.
The following is established in [Ga7, Lemma 4.1.2]:

Lemma 1.6.4.
(a) For any prestack Y — Ran, pullback with respect to the base-changed map

id‘é X Psmall * 9 X (Ral’l X Ran)c — y
Ran,psmall

induces an equivalence on categories of étale gerbes.

(b) For any gerbe G on 'Y, the functor of I-pullback along idy Xpsman induces a fully faithful functor
Shvg(Y) = Shvg(Y ~ x  (Ran x Ran)“).

Ran,®small

1.6.5. Let Zran be a prestack over Ran. By a unital structure on Zran we will mean a map

. c
©Pbig : ZRan X (Ran x Ran)~) — Zran,
Ran,¢small

which makes the following diagram commute

Phi
ZRan X (Ran x Ran)<) —%=% ZRan
Ran,osmall

! !

(Ran x Ran)“ — , Ran.

We also require that iz be associative in a natural sense, and that the composite

Zran T2 Zpa  x (Ran x Ran)) 2% Zpan

Ran,¢small

be the identity map.
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1.6.6. From Lemma [[.6.4(a) we obtain:
Corollary 1.6.7. For a gerbe § on Grg Rran we have a canonical isomorphism

<P§1g(9) =~ <P:ma11(9)7
uniquely characterized by the requirement that the composite
9 =~ A%F{an o @glg(g) = A;{an o Sozmall(g) =~ 9
is the identity map.

1.6.8. If Zran has a factorization structure over Ran, then Zran X (Ran x Ra,n)c7 viewed as
Ran,@smal

mapping to Ran via
ZRan X (Ran x Ran)© — (Ran x Ran)“ 2% Ran
Ran,@small

also has a natural factorization structure.

This, we can talk about a unital structure being compatible with factorization.

1.6.9. Note that Grg,ran (or its variant Gr‘é’?Ran) provides an example of a factorization space with a
unital structure. Indeed the map iz is defined as follows:

Let us interpret the affine Grassmannian as in Sect.[[.3.4] Then ppig sends (3,9, Pg, a) to (7, Pg, o),
where o/ is the restriction of o along

(SXxX —Tg) = (SxX—Tyq).

2. GEOMETRIC METAPLECTIC DATA

The object of study of this work is metaplectically twisted sheaves on geometries attached to the
loop group £(G). In this section we explain what data goes into defining such a twist.

We will also discuss the phenomenon of metaplectic Langlands duality.

2.1. Definition of the geometric metaplectic data. In this subsection we recall, following [GLys],
the definition of geometric metaplectic data.

X,tors

2.1.1. Given a factorization space over Ran, it makes sense to talk about e -gerbes over it com-

patible with factorization (see [GLys| Sect. 2.2.4] or Sect. BI3] below).

By a geometric metaplectic data for G over X we will mean a factorization gerbe over Grg,ran- In
what follows we will denote such a gerbe by G°.

2.1.2. Consider now the group-objects
£7(G)ran = £(G)Ran.
We can talk about multiplicative factorization gerbes on £(G)ran (resp., et (G)ran), i.e., factoriza-
tion gerbes compatible with the group structure. According to [GLys, Proposition 7.3.5], the map
from the space of

—Multiplicative factorization gerbes on £(G)Rran equipped with a trivialization of the restriction to
et (G)Ran (as a multiplicative factorization gerbe)

to the space of
—Factorization gerbes on Grg,Ran,
given by descent along £(G)ran — Gra,Ran, iS an equivalence.

Thus, given a geometric metaplectic data, we obtain a multiplicative factorization gerbe on £(G)ran,
also denoted G, equipped with a trivialization of its restriction to £+ (G)ran-

By construction, the gerbe SG on Grg,Rran is twisted-equivariant with respect to the action of
£(G)ran on Grg,ran against the multiplicative gerbe G% on £(G)Rran-
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2.1.3. Since the gerbe SG on Grg Ran 18 £+(G)Ran—equivariant, it descends to a factorization gerbe on
Heckelcc;’fRan that we will denote by G& &-ratio,

Note that the involution on Heckelc‘;’fRan from Sect. 3.7 turns G& G ratio ¢q (SG'G'ratio)fl.

2.1.4. Recall the twisted version of Gr‘é’jr{an of Grg,ran from Sect. [[44] We have a projection
Gr‘é’jr{an — Heckelé’fRaI, .

Pulling back §%%*#° with respect to this projection gives rise to a factorization gerbe on Gré’jRan.
We will denote it by the same character €.

Remark 2.1.5. There should be no danger of confusing G% on Grg,ran and G% on Gr“é‘jRam as they live
on different spaces. See, however, Remark [1.4.0]

2.1.6. Assume for a moment that G = T is a torus. Here is explicit description of the fibers of the
gerbe §7 on Gr‘q‘if)r{an:

For a point z € X and the point t* € Gr%im the fiber G7|,» identifies with

Q1
(2.1) Sh ® (wa 2)"2),
where:
° S;F,z is the fiber of the gerbe ST on Grr,, at the point = Grr,o;
1

o wS? is the fiber of W®Z ar z € X;

e b:AxA— eX(—1) is the symmetric bilinear form associated to G, see Sect. Z2.2] below.

1
In other words, the passage Grr,o ~~ Gr‘%f; results in the additional factor isomorphic to (w? 2 )b(’\’2”).

2.1.7. The gerbe ¢ on Gré’jRan can be also seen as obtained from the gerbe G¢ on Grg,ran by
applying the twisting construction using the £ (T)ran-action by means of the £ (T)ran-torsor wh, ,
see Sect. [[L4.2]

This twisting construction produces also a multiplicative factorization gerbe (still denoted SG) on
wP

£(@)%0 .., equipped with the trivialization of its restriction to £ (G)4n,.

The gerbe §¢ on Gr‘é’jr{an is twisted-equivariant with respect to the action of S(G)ﬁ’;n on Gré’jRan
against the multiplicative gerbe G on S(G)‘f{;n.
2.1.8. Assume for a moment that X is complete. I this case we can consider the algebraic stack Bung

classifying G-bundles on X.

Consider the projection

GI'G,Ran — Bul’lG .

According to [GLys| Sect. 2.3.5], any gerbe on Grg,ran uniquely descends to a gerbe on Bung. We
will denote by the same character G¢ the resulting gerbe on Bung.

Remark 2.1.9. Note that we also have a map
Gr‘é;’jRij — Bung .

The pullback of G along this map differs from the gerbe we denoted G on Gr“é‘jRan by tensoring
by G wr.

2.2. The case of tori. In this subsection we will take G = T to be a torus. We will analyze some
explicit combinatorial and geometric objects attached to a geometric metaplectic data for 7.
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2.2.1. According to [GLys, Sect. 4.2], to a geometric metaplectic data G7 for T one attaches a
quadratic form q on A with values in e**™(—1).

According to [GLys|, Sect. 4.2.10], the space of geometric metaplectic data for which ¢ is trivial is
canonically isomorphic to the space of gerbes on X with respect to the group

HOIIl(A, ex,torS) ~ j—v(e)tors7

where T is the Langlands dual torus of T, thought of as an algebraic group over e.

2.2.2. Let
b:iA®A — e (—1)

denote the symmetric bilinear form associated with q.

Let A* C A denote the kernel of b. Let
T =T
be an isogenous torus whose lattice of coweights equals A*. Let Ty denote the Langlands dual torus of

T*, thought of as an algebraic group over e.

2.2.3. The restriction of ¢ to A* is a linear map
A = 1 C et (—1).

We can view it as an element of order 2, denoted ¢, in Tx.

2.2.4. Let ST’j be the geometric metaplectic data for T* obtained from G% by pulling back along
GrTﬁ,Ran — GrT,Ran.

Note that since T% is commutative, the factorization space GrIp4 Ran carries a group structure over
Ran. Hence, we can talk about (factorization) gerbes on Grri r,, equipped with a multiplicative
structure.

The following is established in [GLys| Proposition 4.3.2 and Sect. 4.5]:
Proposition 2.2.5.
(a) The factorization gerbe STu on GIps pan carries a uniquely defined multiplicative structure.

(b) To STji one can canonically attach a geometric metaplectic data 93” for T* with a vanishing qua-

dratic form, such that STji and SOT’j are isomorphic as multiplicative structure (without the factorization
structure).

Remark 2.2.6. The discrepancy between the factorization structures on 9Tﬁ and S(T)Fn is controlled by
the element e of Sect. [Z23] see [GLys| Sects. 4.5 and 4.6].

2.2.7. Let T and 9(7;ji be as in Proposition 22251 According to Sect. Z2.1] to 90T’j we can canonically
attach a Ty (e)tors-gerbe on X, denoted Gy, .

2.3. The metaplectic dual datum. Let G& be a geometric metaplectic data. Following [GLys|, Sect.
6.3], we will now attach to it a metaplectic Langlands dual datum, which is triple (H, Gu, €), as explained
below.
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2.3.1. Consider the diagram
GI’B,Ran —_— GrG,Ran

!

GrT,Ran«
It is easy to see that any (factorization) gerbe on Grp ran comes as pullback from a uniquely defined
(factorization) gerbe on Grr ran. Thus, restricting SG to Grp,rRan, We obtain a geometric metaplectic
data G7 for T.

Remark 2.3.2. Our convention here is different from one in [GLys| Sect. 5] by a certain sign gerbe,
which will be irrelevant for the purposes of this work.

2.3.3. Consider the resulting quadratic form g on A, see Sect.[2.22.1]1 One shows that ¢ is Weyl group
invariant and restricted (see [GLys| Sect. 3.2.2] or Sect. BZ1.1] for what this means).

Let Tr be the torus associated to G7, see Sect. 2222l The first ingredient in the triple (H, Gz, €),
namely H, is a reductive group over the field of coefficients e with maximal torus 7. We will now
specify its root datum.

As was just mentioned, the weight lattice of H equals A*; we will sometimes denote it also by Ax.
In particular, we have an inclusion

AHCA,

which is a rational isomorphism.

The set of roots (resp., positive roots, simple roots) of H is in bijection with those of G. For a
coroot a of G let go € e*(—1) denote the element g(a). Let £o denote the order of ga.

Definition 2.3.4. We will say that a geometric metaplectic datum is non-degenerate of £, # 1 for all
a.

If « is a simple root «a; for i € I we will simply write ¢; instead of go,. By W-invariance, the above
non-degeneracy condition is equivalent to the non-triviality of all ¢;.

2.3.5. Set .
ozH:EQ-aeAandézH:eg 6@@]\.
o Z
According to [GLys| Sect. 6.1], we have:
an € Ag and an € Ag,

and the quadruple
(A, Au, {an}, {an})

forms a root datum of a reductive group. This is the sought-for group H.

2.3.6. The second component in the triple (H, Sz, ,€) is Gz, . This is a gerbe on X with respect to
Zu (€)™, where Zy is the center of H:

One shows (see [GLys| Sect. 6.2]) that the T4 (e)'***>-gerbe Gr,, of Sect. B27 is induced from a
canonically defined Zg (e)tors—gerbe Gz, along the inclusion Zg — Thy.

2.3.7. In the rest of this paper we will choose a trivialization of the fiber Gz, . of Gz, at the chosen
point x € X. This choice is made in order to unburden the notation.

tors

The trivialization of §z,, » induces a trivialization of the Tx (e)**"*-gerbe Gy .« := Gy |a-

2.3.8. The last component in the triple (H, Gz, ,€) is the element € € Ty from Sect.[22:3] One shows
that this element actually belongs to Zg C TH.

That said, the above element ¢ will not play any role in the present work.
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2.4. Metaplectic geometric Satake. Recall that the (usual) geometric Satake, in its weak form, is
a monoidal functor

Rep(G) — Sph,(G) := Shv(GrG71)2+(G)z.

In this subsection we will recall, following [GLys| Sect. 9], its metaplectic counterpart.
2.4.1. We fix a point x € X. We define the metaplectic spherical category, denoted Sphq)x(G) to be
+
Shvga (Grg,m)s (@
We regard it as equipped with a monoidal structure, given by convolution.

2.4.2. The category Shvge ((;‘[1rc;7z)£+(c)m carries the (perverse) t-structure, and the convolution func-
tor

Sph, . (G) @ Sph, . (G) = Sph, ,(G)

is t-exact.

2.4.3. Let Rep(H) be the DG category of representations of H, defined, e.g., as the category of
quasi-coherent sheaves on the algebraic stack (over e) BH.

According to [GLys| Sect. 9.2], there exists a canonically defined monoidal functor
Satg,c : Rep(H) — Sph, ,(G)
(here we are using the trivialization of the gerbe Gz, ., see Sect. 237).

In what follows we will discuss some of properties of the functor Satq ¢ that we will use in the future.

2.4.4. Let us first take G = T to be a torus. Consider the corresponding torus T%. Since the £ (T%),-
action on Gry; ,, is trivial, we obtain a canonically defined functor

(2.2) Shv(Grys ) — Shv(Gryy ) @)=,

The functor Satq,r is the composition

Rep(Tw) ~ Shv(Gry: ) Shv(GrTﬁ’z)}:Hﬂ)z ~
+(pt +
~ Shvgps (Grrs ,)* % = Shvgr (Grr)® (P =i Sph, (T,
where:
e The equivalence Shv(Germ71)’3””[“)m =~ Shv g (G‘:rTm’z)’ﬁ(Thz is given by the trivialization of
9TH,ac§
e The functor Shngn(GrTu’z)’:HTm)m — Shvgr (GrT,x)£+(T)w is given by direct image along
LT \Grps , = £7(T)2\Grr,a.
2.4.5. Let now G be general.

Due to the trivialization of 97, ., the gerbe G% is trivialized when restricted to the orbits

87 = &(N), -t" C Grg., =€ AL

Hence, for F € Shvge (Grg) it makes sense to consider
I'(S7,F|sv) € Vect.

The compatibility of metaplectic geometric Satake with Jacquet functors (see [GLys| Sect. 9.4.3])
implies:

(2.3) (87, Satq,c(V))[=(7,20)] ~ (Rest, (V))(7), V € Rep(H),

where () means weight component 7.
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2.4.6. The trivialization of 9G|S'y in particular implies that the fiber of ¢ at t” is trivialized. Hence,
the object
ICq)ag € Sph, ,(G)
is well-defined.
It follows from (2.3)) that we have a canonical identification
(2.4) Satq,c(V") ~1C, &,
where V7 is the irreducible representation H of highest weight v with a trivialized highest weight line.

In particular, the functor Satq ¢ is t-exact.

Remark 2.4.7. The functor Satq ¢ is not an equivalence, but it does induce an equivalence of monoidal
abelian categories

(Rep(H))” — (Sph, (@)
Remark 2.4.8. Note that the isomorphisms ([23]) and ([2Z4) give rise to canonical trvializations of the
lowest weight lines in each V7:
e = (5™ 1C, e )[(7,20)] = V7 (wo (7).
This system of trivializations corresponds to a canonically defined representative
wo € Normpy (Tw)

of the longest element of the Weyl group wo € Wg. The element wq is characterized by the property
that it makes the diagrams

e —— V(7

ol o

e —— V(wo(v))
commute.

2.5. Metaplectic geometric Satake and Verdier duality. One of the crucial steps in the proof
of our main theorem depends on a Verdier duality manipulation. In order to do this we will need to
study how metaplectic geometric Satake interacts with Verdier duality, and this is the subject of the
present subsection.

2.5.1.  We note that inversion on £(G), (or, which is equivalent, the involution on Heckelé’fr{an from
Sect. [[L37), defines an equivalence

inv” : Sph, ,(G) — Sph,—1 ,(G),
which reverses the monoidal structures.
Consider the Verdier duality functor
DY (Sph, , (G))°P — Sph,—1 ,(G)".

¢tz
It follows from the definitions that the composite
DYerdi o inv® : (Sph, ,(G)9)°" — Sph, ,(G)°
is the functor of monoidal dualization on Sph, . (G)°.

Remark 2.5.2. Note that the functor DV 4 o inv® sends IC, oz t0 IC | —_wy(v). Combined with
q,Grey q—1,Grg 0

24)), this implies a canonical identification
(2.5) (V)" ~ ymwol),

In particular, (23] implies that each V' has a canonically trivialized lowest weight line. However, it is
easy to see that this is the same trivialization as the one specified in Remark [2.4.8]
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2.5.3. It follows from the constructions that if (H, Gz, €) is the metaplectic dual datum for 69, then
the one corresponding to (§¢)~" is given by (H, (Sz,) "', €).

In particular, a trivialization of the gerbe Gz, . (see Sect. 237 induces a trivialization of the
corresponding gerbe arising from G7*.
In particular, we obtain a geometric Satake functor
Sat,-1 ¢ : Rep(H) — Sph (G).

q 1tz

2.5.4. We normalize the Cartan involution 7 on a reductive group H with chosen Cartan and Borel

subgroups Ty C By so that it acts as inversion on Ty and swaps By and Bj;. We have a commutative
diagram

Ty — H
(2.6) = =
Ty — f[7
where, according to the above conventions, 777 is inversion on T}.

We will denote by the same symbol 7 the corresponding involution on Rep(H). We have the
corresponding commutative diagram

Rep(H) 7, Rep(Ty)
(2.7) THl lTTH
Rep(H) RL’IFH) Rep(TH).
Note that we have a canonical identification
(2.8) (V) =~ (V)"

Indeed, both representations are irreducible and have trivialized lowest weight lines.

2.5.5. Combining (2.8) with (24]), we obtain that the following diagram of monoidal functors canon-
ically commutes

(Saty,c)°P
—

(Rep(H)%)*" (Sphy . (G)°)°P
(2.9) ,,_HoDlinl lDVerdier
Sa
Rep(H)* =% (Sph,-1 . (G)",
where D" is the (usual) dualization functor

(Rep(H)“)*" — Rep(H)".

Juxtaposing (29) with Sect. [Z5.1] we obtain the following commutative diagram of monoidal func-
tors:

(2.10) Tﬂl linvc
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3. FACTORIZATION ALGEBRAS AND MODULES

Our main theorem compares the twisted Whittaker category on the affine Grassmannian with the
category of factorization modules over a cartain factorization algebra.

In this section we will recall the definition of these objects in the context of factorization spaces over
the Ran space.

3.1. Factorization algebras. In this subsection we will recall the definition of factorization algebras
(on factorization spaces over the Ran space).

3.1.1. Let Zran — Ran be a factorization space over Ran, and let G be a factorization gerbe on Zran.
By a factorization algebra in Shvg(Zran) we will mean an object A € Shvg(Zran) equipped with a
homotopy compatible system of isomorphisms

%
‘A|ZRan X (Ran')gjsj — A |Z‘]
Ran

Ran X J(RanJ)disj )
an

where the two spaces are identified by ([L3]).

The expression “homotopy compatible” can be formalized is several different (but equivalent) ways.
Below we discuss one of the possibilities (which is very close to one from [Rasll Sect. Sect. 6]). We
start with spelling out the details in the definition of the notion of factorization space.

3.1.2. First, consider the assignment
(3.1) J ~ (Ran”)aig;
as a functor

Set™™™ — PreStk,

where fSet® is the category of finite non-empty sets and surjective maps.

The operation of disjoint union makes fSet*"™ into a symmetric monoidal category. The functor
(BI) has a natural op-lax symmetric monoidal structure, which means that we have the natural maps

(RanJlqu)disj — (RanJl)disj X (Ra,nh)disj7
etc.
A factorization space over Ran is an op-lax symmetric monoidal functor
(3.2) fSet®™ — PreStk, J+— Zj,

equipped with a natural transformation to the functor (81J), such that the following two requirements
hold:

e The map
Zy — (Ran‘l)disj X Zu
Ran

induced by the map I — %, is an isomorphism.
e The map
Z; — (Ran”)ais; X ) (Z.)7,
Ran-
induced by the op-lax symmetric monoidal structure, is an isomorphism

The relation of this definition to the naive one in Sect. [[.1.4]is that
Zy = ZRan, 41 = (Ran‘])disj X , (ZRan)J-

Ran-
3.1.3. Replacing the symmetric monoidal category PreStk by that of PreStk + Grb consisting pairs
(Y,9), where Y is a prestack and § is a gerbe on Y, we obtain the notion of factorization gerbe over a
factorization space.
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3.14. Let
(33) I— (Z],S[)
be a factorization gerbe on a factorization space.

Composing with the (lax symmetric monoidal) functor

(3.4) Shy : (PreStk + Grb)® — co-Cat, (Y,9) — Shvg(¥), (Yo 5 Y1) — f',
we obtain a lax symmetric monoidal functor
(3.5) (fSet™™)°? — oo-Cat, I+ Shvg,(Z1).
We can view (B3] as a Cartesian fibration
(3.6) Shvg (Zigepauri ) — fSet™

where Shvg(Zigesuri) is equipped with a symmetric monoidal structure and (B.6]) is a symmetric
monoidal functor.

A factorization algebra in Shvg(Zran) is by definition a symmetric monoidal section of ([B.6]), which
is Cartesian as a section of co-categories (i.e., sends arrows in fSet®"™ to arrows in Shvg(Zg.surj) that
are Cartesian with respect to (3.6])).

Remark 3.1.5. Above we gave a definition of factorization algebras in Shvg(Zran), where (Zran, §) has
a factorization structure. However, for many purposes it is convenient to give a more general definition—
that of factorization algebra inside a general factorization category. The latter will not appear explicitly
in this work.

3.1.6. Example. Take Zran = Ran, with its tautological structure of factorization space. Then
wWRan € Shv(Ran)

acquires a structure of factorization algebra.

3.2. Functoriality of factorization algebras. In this subsection we will study functoriality proper-
ties of factorization algebras with respect to maps of factorization spaces.

3.2.1. Let f: Z4an — ZEan be a map of factorization spaces. Let G2 be a factorization gerbe on Z2,,,
and let G' be its pullback to Z&.,, equipped with its natural factorization structure.

It is clear that the pullback functor

I Shvge (Zhan) — Shvgr (Zhan)

induces a functor on the corresponding categories of factorization algebras
I FactAlg(Shvge (ZRan)) — FactAlg(Shvgi (Zhan))-
3.2.2. A basic example of this situation is when Zg,, = Zran is an arbitrary factorization space and
Z%.. = Ran. Taking the factorization algebra wran € Shv(Ran), we obtain that
WZRan € ShV(ZRan)

has a natural structure of factorization algebra.
3.2.3. Let f : Zk,, — Z&., be as before, but let us assume that f is ind-schematic. Then the
pushforward functor

fe : Shvgr (Zian) — Shvgz (Zhan)
induces a functor on the corresponding categories of factorization algebras

f« : FactAlg(Shvgi (Zhan)) — FactAlg(Shvgs (Zfan))-
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3.2.4. Let Z&,, = Zran is an arbitrary factorization space and Zg,, = Ran. Let
unit : Ran = Zgran
be a section of the tautological projection; assume that it is schematic as a morphism of prestacks.

We obtain that
units(wran) € Shv(Zran)

has a natural structure of factorization algebra.

3.3. Factorization modules. We now come to a definition crucial for this work: that of factorization
module over a given factorization algebra.

3.3.1. Let Zran be a facorization space over Ran, and let Zran, — Ran, be a factorization module
space. Let G be a factorization gerbe on Zran. Assume being given a gerbe § over Zgran,, equipped
with a factorization structure with respect to the gerbe G on Zran-

Let A be a factorization algebra in Shvg(Zran). By a factorization module module in Shvg(Zran,, )
with respect to A we will mean an object F € Shvg(Zran,) equipped with a homotopy compatible
system of isomorphisms

~ RJ
ﬂzRanm x (Ran’ xRang)gisj — (?gﬂ )|(Ranz><Z15{an) X ((Ran xRang)gisj)?
Rang Ran” x Rang

where two spaces are identified by (L8).

Below we give one of the possible formulations of the expression “homotopy coherence” in this
context.

3.3.2. Let fSet™ be the category of pointed finite sets and surjective maps. We will view it as a
module category over the monoidal category fSet®™ under the operation of disjoint union.

We consider the functor

(3.7) fSets"™ — PreStk, J+— (Rany)aisj := (Ran”)ais; X Rang,

Ran
where the map (RanJ)disj — Ran corresponds to the element * € J.
When we regard PreStk as a module category over itself, the functor (3717) has a structure of op-lax

compatibility with actions, with respect to the op-lax monoidal functor (8)) and the above module
structure on fSets"™ over fSet®"™.

3.3.3. Given Zran, thought of as a functor ([B2)), a factorization module space over Zran is a functor
fSet"™ — PreStk, J 277

equipped with a functor of op-lax compatibility with actions, and a natural transformation to (371,
such that the following requirements hold:
e The map
Zy — (Ran )ais; X Z.,

ang
induced by J — %, is an isomorphism.
e The map

ZJ — (Rani)disj X (Z;Ii* X Z*)7
RanJ —* xRang

induced by the structure of op-lax compatibility with actions, is an isomorphism.

The relation of this definition to the naive one is that
Zy = ZRaunm .

3.3.4. Given a factorization gerbe on Zran, we define a factorization structure on a gerbe on Zran,,
following the recipe of Sect. B.1.31
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3.3.5. Given a factorization algebra A € Shvg(ZRran), we define the notion of factorization module for
it in Shvg(ZRran, ), along the lines of Sect. B14t

Namely, composing with the functor [34)), from Zran, we create a functor
(fSet™)°P — co-Cat, J > Shvge (Z1),
which we turn into Cartesian fibration

(3.8) Shvg(Z

surj
fsetiurj) — fSet, ™,

so that the category Shvg(Zy  suri)

functor ([B.8) is compatible with the actions with respect to the (symmetric) monoidal functor (3.6).

is equipped with a monoidal action of Shvg(Zgesuri), and the

When we view A as a (symmetric) monoidal section of (B:6), a factorization module for A in
Shvg(Zran, ) is a Cartesian section of (3.8]), compatible with the actions.

3.3.6. We denote the category of factorization A-modules in Shvg(ZRran, ) by A -FactMod(Shvg(Zran, )),
or simply A-FactMod when no confusion is likely to occur. We let oblvgact denote the forgetful
functor

A-FactMod — Shvg(Zran,, )-

Remark 3.3.7. Let X' := X — z, and let Ran’ denote the Ran space of X. Note that in the definition
of a factorization module space for a given factorization space Zran, only

ZRan/ = Ran, X ZRan
Ran

plays a role. Indeed, for J € fSet™ and J' € fSet™"™, we have

J'uJ 1J’ J'uJ
(Ranj ~")aisj = Ran x (Rani ~7)aisj-
Ran/’

The same remark applies to factorization gerbes and factorization algebras.
3.3.8. The first (non-zero) example of a factorization module is the so-called vacuum module: take

ZRanz = Rang X ZRan

Ran

and let F € Shvg(ZRran, ) be the pulllback of A itself under the forgetful map
ZRan, — Ran.

This incarnates the principle that “a commutative algebra is naturally a left module over itself”.

3.3.9. Modules for the unit. We will now describe a particular (albeit tautological) example of con-
struction of factorization modules. This construction will play an important role in the sequel, as it
can generate other constructions using functoriality (see Sect. 34 below).

Let Z be an arbitary prestack with a gerbe G on it. We can regard
Ran, x Z,

equipped with its tautological projection to Ran, as a factorization module space with respect to the
factorization space equal to Ran itself.

The pullback G|ran, x5 has a natural factorization structure with respect to the (necessarily) trivial
factorization gerbe on Ran.

Then the pullback functor
Shvg(Z) — Shvg(Rang X Z)

naturally lifts to a functor
Shvg(Z) — wran -FactMod(Shvg(Ran, x Z)),
where we regard wran as a factorization algebra in Shv(Ran), see Sect. 3.2.2]



44 D. GAITSGORY AND S. LYSENKO

3.3.10. Here is an example of a situation where we can describe the category of factorization modules
explicitly.

Let Zran be a factorization space over Ran’ (see Remark B.3.7), equipped with a factorization gerbe
G’. Let Z5 be an arbitrary prestack with a gerbe G,.

We define Zran, as follows: for an affine test scheme S and * € J C Hom(S, X), denote J' :=J — x,
and set

S x Zl'{anm = (S X ZRan’) X L.
Rang J/,Ran

We have the projections
Ly — ZRanI — ZRan’7

and we define the gerbe § on Zgan, as the tensor product of the pullbacks of G, and &', respectively.
The gerbe § acquires a natural structure of factorization with respect to G’ (see Remark B.3.7).

Let A’ be a factorization algebra in Shvg/ (Zga. ). By unwinding the definitions, we obtain that the
functor of restriction along Z; — Zran, defines an equivalence

A’ -FactMod(Shvg/ (Zran, )) — Shvg, (Z:)

is an equivalence.

3.4. Functoriality properties of factorization modules. We will now study the functoriality of
the category of factorization modules under the change of factorization (module) space.

3.4.1. Let

22, —1 Zha
(3.9) gl

Zfan

be a correspondence between factorization spaces, where the morphism g is ind-schematic. Let G' and
G2 be factorization gerbes on Z! and Z?, respectively, equipped with an isomorphism 91|Z1,2 ~ 92|Z1,2
as factorization gerbes.

Then according to Sects. B2l and B.2:3] given a factorization algebra A' € Shvgi (Zkay), the object
A% = gu o f1(A") € Shvgz (ZEan)
acquires a structure of factorization algebra in Shvgz(Zﬁan).
Let now
Ztn, —— Zhan,
(3.10) gl
ZRan,

be a diagram of factorization module spaces for the factorization spaces appearing in (3:9). We obtain
that the functor

(3.11) g« o f': Shvgi (Zhan,) = Shvge (Zian, )

gives rise to a functor

(3.12) g o f': A" -FactMod(Shvgi (Zhan, )) — A” -FactMod (Shvgz (Zian, ))-

3.4.2. The functors g, o f' inherit the usual properties of functors defined by correspondences. For

example, if g is ind-proper, then g' is the right adjoint of g. =: g. Similarly, if f is étale, then f' =: f*
is the left adjoint of f..
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3.4.3. In addition, the fact that the map (7)) is étale has the following consequences:

Suppose that f is étale and g is proper, and suppose that F € A2 -FactMod(Shvge (Z?{anm)) is such
that the (partially defined) left adjoint

fiog" :Shvga(Zian,) — Shvgi (Zhan,)
of BI1) is defined on oblvpact (F).
Then the (partially defined) left adjoint fi o g* of (B12) is defined on F, and we have

oblvract 0 (fiog") ~ (fiog”™) o oblvpact.

4. CONFIGURATION SPACES

In the previous section we discussed factorization spaces and factorization algebras (and modules
over them). However, factorization spaces over Ran are prestacks that are not even ind-schemes (such
as Ran itself), and sheaves on them may be unwieldy.

In this section we will introduce another paradigm for factorization: the underlying geometry will
be the (pointed) configuration space, which has the advantage of being a scheme (resp., ind-scheme).

We will see also that the affine Grassmannian for Grr has a closed subfunctor essentially isomorphic
to Conf. This will allow us to transfer the information between the two contexts.

4.1. Configuration space as the spaces of colored divisors. In this subsection we introduce the
configuration space.

4.1.1. Let Conf be the scheme that classifies the data of (A"® — 0)-valued divisors on X, i.e., expres-
sions of the form

(4.1) D:%)\k~xk,

where:
e The index k runs over some finite set;
e The points xx € X are pairwise distinct;
o All )\ are in A™®® — 0.

4.1.2.  We have:
Conf = |_| Coan7

AEANeE 0
where where X is the total degree (i.e., for a point (&J)) its total degree is % Ak).
Each Conf? is isomorphic to X, where for
A=2Xn; - (—ai), a; are the simple coroots, n; € 720
K3
we have
x*=]]x".

Remark 4.1.3. Note that if G is semi-simple and simply connected, then Conf can also be interpreted
as the moduli space of non-zero homomorphisms from the monoid A™ to the scheme of effective divisors

DivT(X) ~ u x™,

n>0
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4.1.4. Let
Conf C Conf
be the open subscheme corresponding to the condition that in (&1I]) every \x is a negative simple coroot.
We have
Conf = |_| Confk7
AEAnes
where each Conf? is isomorphic to the open subscheme
Xt c x?,
obtained by removing the diagonal divisor.
4.1.5. The scheme Conf has a natural structure of commutative semigroup: for a finite non-empty set
I we have the map
(4.2) Conf” — Conf,
given by the addition of operation on (A"°® — 0)-valued divisors.
4.1.6. We will denote by
(Coan)disj C Conf’

the open subscheme given by the following condition:

The corresponding configurations X A} - 2§ must have disjoint support, i.e., 2} # x}:, for all k, k' for
every pair of indices i # 4’.

Note that the map (@2, restricted to (Conf!)ass, is étale.
4.2. Configurations with a marked point. In this subsection we introduce a version of Conf, where

at a marked point x, we allow the value of our divisor to be any element of A. The resulting space
Conf ., will no longer be a scheme, but it will be an ind-scheme.

4.2.1. Fixapoint x € X. Let Confs., denote the ind-scheme classifying the data of A-colored divisors
on X of the form
(4.3) DI)\x-$+%)\k-$k7
where:
e The index k runs over some finite set;

e The points xx € X are pair-wise distinct as well as distinct from x;

e )\ € A"8 — (0 and )\, is an arbitrary element of A.

4.2.2.  One can explicitly write down Conf.., as follows. It equals the colimit

(4.4) Confo.. = colim Conf<,.z,
s
pEA

where Conf<,., is the space of those configurations (@3] for which A; < u in the standard order
relation (i.e., u — Ay € AP).

Each Conf<,.. is a scheme. Explicitly, it is the disjoint union

Conf<,.» = |_| (Confe,r)?,
AEptAnes

where X is the total degree (i.e., for a point ([£3) its total degree is Ay + %)\k)

For every fixed A\, we have

(4.5) (Confe,p) ~ X H,
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In terms of the identifications ([@3H), the transition maps
XA*ul N XA*uz
in forming the colimit ([@4]) are given by adding the divisor (u1 — u2) - .

4.2.3. Note that Conf can be also thought of as a closed subscheme of Confs.,,. Namely, it identifies
with Conf, <o, with the connected component
(Conf, <0)” ~ pt

removed.

4.2.4. The indscheme Confs ., has a natural structure of module over Conf.
For a finite set I, we denote by
(Coan x Confos.z)aisj C Conf! x Confeo.s
the open ind-subscheme given by the following condition:

The corresponding two configurations ¥ A - zi and A, -z + > pj - y; must have disjoint support, i.e.,
xl # i, for all k, k' every pair of indices i # i’ and y; # i # « for all 4,74, k.

Note that the action map
(4.6) (Coan X Confoc.z)aisj — Confoc.x

is étale.

4.3. Sheaves on configuration spaces. In this subsection we introduce factorization gerbes and the
corresponding categories of sheaves on configuration spaces.

4.3.1. Note that for a gerbe G on Conf, one can talk about a factorization structure on it. This
means a system of isomorphisms

A A\KT
S |(Conf1)disj ~ (9 ) |(Conf1)disj
for every finite set I that are compatible in the evident sense.

Given a factorization gerbe §* on Conf, one can talk about a factorization structure on a gerbe G*
on Confs... By definition, this means a compatible system of isomorphisms

A AT A
(47) S |(Conf1 x Confoo.x)disj ~ (9 ) XS |(Conf1 X Confoo.z)aisj
4.3.2. For the duration of this section we fix such a pair of factorization gerbes A* on Conf and
Confeo.ze.
We will consider the corresponding categories of sheaves
Shvga (Conf) and Shvga (Confec.z).
4.3.3. Being a category of sheaves on a scheme (resp., ind-scheme), the category Shvga (Conf) (resp.,
Shvga (Confeo.z)) is compactly generated.
For any ind-scheme (ind-algebraic stack) Y with a gerbe G on it, let
Shvg(4)'°° C Shvg(Y)
denote the full subcategory consisting of objects F that satisfy the following;:
e The support of F is a scheme (resp., algebraic stack), to be denoted Y';
e The restriction of F to every quasi-compact open subscheme (resp., substack) Y C Y’ belongs

to Shvg(Y).
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It is clear that
Shvg(Y)® C Shvg(Y)'e.

Another feature of this subcategory is that we have a well-defined Verdier duality equivalence

DVcrdicr . (Sth (y)locﬁ)op N Sthfl (y)locc.

Consider the corresponding full subcategory
Shvga (Conf)'*“® € Shvga (Conf).

Note that it consists objects that are compact when restricted to every connected component Conf? of
Conf. Similarly, consider the full subcategory

Shvga (Confoc.z)' ¢ C Shvga (Confeo.s).

Verdier duality defines equivalences
DY YT : (Shvga (Conf)'*“)P — Shvgay-1 (Conf)'o*
and

DV (Shvga (Confoe.2)'*) — Shv ga)—1(Confee.s)'**.

4.4. Translation action on colored divisors. In this subsection we introduce a piece of structure,
crucial for the rest of the paper: on action of a sublattice on Conf., by adding divisors supported at
the point x.

4.4.1. Let A' C A be a sublattice. We will consider A’ as a discrete scheme acting on Confeo.. by
adding the corresponding divisor at x:
v, D~ Tr"(D):=D +~-z.
We will make the following assumption: the gerbe GA on Confeo.r is equivariant with respect to

this action, in a way compatible with the factorization structure with respect to the given gerbe G* on
Conf.

This means that we are given a compatible system of identifications
(4.8) T (6%) ~ g*
that make the following diagrams commute:

g
Tr'y(gA)|(Coan x Confoo.a)disj — (gA) ! X Tr'y(SA”(Coan x Confoo.z)disj

l !

A AT A
S |(Coan x Confoo.z)disj (9 ) XS |(Coan X Conf

co-x)disj’

where the top horizontal isomorphism is induced by (&7 via the commutative diagram

(Coan x Confos.z)disj d x T (Coan x Confoo.z)disj
l l
Conf oo LAY) Confeo.ss -

4.4.2. The maps (L8] induce functors
Tr” : Shvga (Confec.z) = Shvga (Confoc ).

We will regard this collection of functors as an action of the (symmetric) monoidal category Rep(Tx)
on Shng(Confoo.z), where Ty is the torus whose lattice of characters is A",

By definition, for v € A, the object e” € Rep(T%) acts as Tr”.
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4.5. Isogenies. In this subsection we will study the behavior of the category Shvga (Confe..) under
the change of the lattice A by an isogenous one. This will be handy in the future, as it will be convenient
for us to replace the given group G by another one in the same isogeny class.

4.5.1. Let is be given a short exact sequence of lattices
(4.9) 0—A—A—Ag—0.
We let A" C A be the image of A" under the above map.

Denote by (/J(;_n/foo.:c the corresponding configuration space with a marked point. The map A — A
defines a closed embedding

(4.10) 7: Confoo. — (/]—o\rTfoo.m.
4.5.2. Let 97\ be a gerbe on (/J()\n/foo.z equipped with a factorization structure with respect to the given
factorization gerbe §* on Conf.
Let us assume being given an identification
97\|Confoo.z ~ g*

as gerbes on Conf.., equipped with a factorization structure with respect to the factorization gerbe
9A on Conf.

Then the map 4 of [@I0) gives rise to a functor
(4.11) i : Shvga (Confoc.q) — Shv gz (Confoe.o).
4.5.3. Let us now be in the situation of Sect. [£4] for A and 7\7 and assume that that we have a
commutative diagram
AP ——— A
(4.12) T T

AP —— A
We obtain an action of Rep(Tw) on Shvga (Confec.z) and an action of Rep(T;) on Shv x (6(;_1(1/fo<,.gc)7
which are intertwined by the functor ¢. of (@II]) and the restriction functor
Rep(Tu) — Rep(T5).
In particular, we obtain a functor

(4.13) Rep(Tz) &  Shvga(Confee.s) — Shvz (Confeo.s).
Rep(TH) 7

4.5.4. Assume now that (12) is a push-out diagram.

The following results easily from the definitions:
Lemma 4.5.5. Under the above assumptions, the functor I3) is an equivalence.

4.5.6. Note that the assumption in Sect. [£5.4] implies that we have a short exact sequence of lattices
(4.14) 0— A" 5 AF 5 Ag— 0.
A choice of a splitting of (@14 defines an equivalence
Rep(TH) ® Rep(To) ~ Rep(T'7),
as Rep(T'H)-module categories, where Tp is a torus with weight lattice Ao.
Combining with Lemma .55 we obtain:
Corollary 4.5.7. A choice of a splitting of ([AI4)) defines an equivalence

Shvga (Confo.s) ® Rep(To) — Shv gz (Confo.s).
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4.6. Configuration space via the affine Grassmannian. Consider the Ran Grassmannian Gr%}Ran
of T'. We will now describe certain closed subfunctors

wP neg wP non-pos wP
(GrT,Ran) C (GrT,Ran) C GrT,Ran'

It will turn out that the prestack (Gr%fRan)ncg is essentially equivalent to the configuration space
Conf.

4.6.1. Consider the simply connected cover G of (the derived group of) G. Let Ty denote the Cartan
group of Gsc. Note that the map

(415) Gr’LIUT:C,Ran — Gr’hld“fJRan
is a closed embedding.

For the definition of (Gr%fRan)mg and (Gr%fRan)non'p %% we stipulate that the equal equals the images
of

wP neg wP non-pos wP
(Gr7ye,Ran)"° C (GI'T Ran) C GI7.. Ran

along ([@IH), so for the definition of (Gr‘q"«:oRan)“eg and (Gr‘q"«ijan)"O"'pos we will assume that G = Gsc.

4.6.2. An S-point (J, Pr,a) of Gr%fRan belongs to (Gr%fRan)“O“'pos if the following condition hold:

o Regularity: for every dominant weight A € A", the meromorphic map of line bundles on S x X
(resp., D)

A(Pr) = A(PT),
induced by «, is regular.
An S-point (J, Pr, ) as above (Gr‘q"«:oRan)"eg if moreover the following holds:

e Non-redundancy: for every point s € S and every element j € J there exists at least one
X € AT, for which the above map of line bundles has a zero at the point of X corresponding

tos— S5 X.

Note that (Gr%fjpwm)“Cg and (Gr%ijan)“"“'pos have a natural structure of factorization spaces over
Ran.
4.6.3. Evaluation on fundamental weights defines a map of prestacks
(4.16) (Gréran)™® — Conf
(see Remark [L.1.3]).
The following is obtained as [Gadl Lemma 8.1.4]:

Lemma 4.6.4. The map ([@I6) induces an isomorphism of the sheafifications in the topology generated
by finite surjective maps.

4.6.5. As a corollary, we obtain that the map (£I6]) induces an isomorphisms on spaces of gerbes. In
particular, we obtain that for a geometric metaplectic data for T', the factorization gerbe 9T|(Gr“7’,pR

an)ncg

on (Gr%fRan)mg is the pullback of a uniquely defined factorization gerbe, deboted G* on Conf.
Furthermore, Lemma [£.6.4] implies that pullback defines an equivalence

(4.17) Shvga (Conf) — Shver ((Grf ran) %)
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4.6.6. We define the closed subfunctors

QG wP neg G wP non-pos QG wP

( rT,Ranx)oo-:v C( rT,Ranx)oo-z C 1:‘T,Ranz
as follows:

A point (J,Pr,a) of Gr‘%f)r{anm belongs to (Gr;fRanm)gg.gx if there exists another T-bundle P/, on
S x X and an isomorphism Pr|sx(x—z) = Prlsx(x—z), such that the resulting point (J,P7,a’) of
Gr%fRanz belongs to

P P
Rany X (Grygran)"® C Rany X Gr7 ran.
Ran Ran

Replacing (Gr%fﬁan)"eg by (Gr‘%:or{an)“o“'pos we obtain the definition of (Gr‘;fRanm)i.‘g."f"S.

4.6.7. As in ([{I06) we have a canonically defined map
(4.18) (Gr4 Ran, )28, — Conf .,
and a counterpart of Lemma [£.6.4] holds.
Hence, stating with a geometric metaplectic data for 7', we obtain that the corresponding gerbe

T
5 e, 225

viewed as a equipped with a factorization structure with respect to 9T|(Gr%{pR yneg, 1S the pullback of

a uniquely defined gerbe G* on Confe., equipped with a factorization structure with respect to the
facorization gerbe G* on Conf.

Furthermore, pullback with respect to (£I8)) defines an equivalence

(4.19) Shvga (Confec.z) — Shvgr (G gan, )25,).

5. FACTORIZATION ALGEBRAS ANF MODULES ON CONFIGURATION SPACES

In this section we will finally define factorization algebras and modules over them on the configuration
spaces.

We will see that they model a certain subcategory of factorization algebras (resp., modules over
them) on Grr.

5.1. Factorization algebras on configuration spaces. In this subsection we define the notion of
factorization algebra on Conf.

5.1.1. Let G* be a factorization gerbe on Conf. A factorization algebra in Shvga (Conf) is an object
A € Shvga (Conf) equipped with a homotopy-compatible system of identifications

®I
(5.1) Al(ontlyaiy; = (A7 |(Contl) gy
for finite non-empty sets I.

Below we explain one of the possible ways to formalize the phrase “homotopy-coherent” in this
context. We will follow the the same idea as in Sects. [3.1.23.1.4]
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5.1.2. The assignment
I+ (Conf") iy
has a structure of op-lax symmetric monoidal functor

fSet"™ — Sch.

A factorization gerbe on Conf is a lift of the above functor to a functor with values in the symmetric
monoidal category

Sch + Grb.
Composing with ([34]), we obtain that the assignment
I+ Shv gaymr ((Cont”) i)
has a structure of lax monoidal functor

(fSet™)°P — co-Cat .

We interpret this functor as a Cartesian fibration

(5.2) Shvg ((§4)5S™) 5 fSet™
of symmetric monoidal categories.

A factorization algebra in Shvga (Conf) is a symmetric monoidal Cartesian section of (£.2]).

5.1.3. Proceeding as in Sect. B3] given a factorization algebra A € Shvga (Conf), we define the cate-
gories of factorization modules with respect to it in Shvga (Confec..). We denote this category

A -FactMod(Shvga (Confes.z)),
or simply A -FactMod if no confusion is likely to occur.
We have a tautological conservative forgetful functor

oblvpaet @ A-FactMod — Shvga (Confoc.z).

5.2. Change of lattice and isogenies. In this subsection we will remark that the material of Sects.
[£4 and carries over to categories of factorization modules.

5.2.1. Let us be in the situation of Sect. A4l As in Sect.[B41] it follows that the action of Rep(Tw)
on Shvga (Confe.z) gives rise to one on A-FactMod.

For v € A*, we will denote by the same symbol Tr” the corresponding translation endo-functor of
A -FactMod.

5.2.2. Let us now be in the situation of Sect. As in Sect. 341l it follows that the functor 4. of
Sect. [£17] induces a functor

ix : A-FactMod(Shvga (Confee.z)) — A-FactMod(ShvSK(é(?n/foo.x))
that intertwines the actions of Rep(TxH) and Rep(T), respectively.
In particular, we obtain a functor

(5.3) Rep(Tg) N (§(§T ).A-FactMod(ShvSA (Confoc.z)) — A-FactMod(Shv 45 (6_0\/nfoox))
ep(Ty

We claim:

Proposition 5.2.3. Under the assumption of Sect. the functor (B3) is an equivalence.
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Proof. Tt follows as in Sect. [3.4.1] that the functor Sect. [£13] and its right adjoint induce an adjoint
pair of functors
Rep(T) ®  A-FactMod(Shvga(Confec.z)) = A-FactMod(Shv gz ((E(?n/foox))
Rep(TH)
We wish to show that, under the assumption of Sect. [£.5.4] these functors are mutually inverse.
I.e., we need to show that the unit and the counit of this adjunction are isomorphisms. For the

latter, it is sufficient to show that the natural transformations become isomorphisms after applying the
(conservative) forgeful functors

oblvpat : Rep(Tz) ®  A-FactMod(Shvga (Confeo.z)) = Rep(Tz) ®  Shvga(Confeo.z)

Rep(T4) Rep(T4)
and
oblvgct : A-FactMod(Shv gz (6—0\/Ilfoox)) — Shvgz ((/Jgﬂfoo.m)7
respectively.

Now fact that the resulting natural transformations are isomorphisms follows from Lemma [£.5.5]
d

Corollary 5.2.4. A choice of a splitting of [AI4)) defines an equivalence
A-FactMod(Shvga (Confes.-)) @ Rep(To) — A -FactMod(Shv 5 (6—0\/Ilfoox))

5.3. Structure of the category of factorization modules on the configuration space. In this
subsection we fix a factorization algebra A € Shvga (Conf).

5.3.1. For p € A we let A-FactMod<, be the category of factorization A-modules in the category
Shvga (Conf<,..), or which is the same, the preimage of

Shvga (Conf<,.z) C Shvga (Confe o)

under the functor oblvgact.

Let ¢, denote the closed embedding

Conf<,.. = Conf.
As in Sect. the adjoint pair
(tp)r - Shvga (Conf<y.z) = Shvga (Confeo.) : (1)’
induces a pair of adjoint functors
(1)1 - A-FactMod<, = A-FactMod : (1,,)'

both of which commute with the forgetful functor oblvgact.

Since the unit of the adjunction
Id— (Lu)! o (tu)r

is an isomorphism on ShVSA (Conf < u-w)v the conservativity of oblvr.c; implies that it is also an isomor-
phism on A -FactMod<,,.

Hence, the functor
(5.4) (tp)r : A-FactMod<, — A-FactMod
is fully faithful.
We will often identify A -FactMod<,, with its essential image in A -FactMod. We have
A-FactMod<,,, C A-FactMod<,, for u1 < po.
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5.3.2. The presentation ([{4) implies that the functors (1) define an equivalence
cﬁm Shvga (Conf<,.p) = Shvga (Confeo.z),
HEA
(see Sect. for the general paradigm).
In particular, the map
(5.5) colim (2,,)1 0 (1) — Id
—

pEA

is an isomorphism on Shvga (Confos.z). By the conservativity of oblvgacs, we obtain that (BH) is an
isomorphism also in A-FactMod. Hence, we obtain that the functors (54]) also define an equivalence

colim A-FactMod<,, — A -FactMod .
—
HEA

5.3.3. Let
Conf—,.. C Conf<,.,

be the open subscheme consisting of points ([@3]) for which A\, = p. Note that the above open embedding,
to be denoted by j,, is affine.

We can consider the corresponding category A -FactMod=,, along with the pair of adjoint functors
(5.6) (gu)" : A-FactMod<, = A-FactMod=,, : (u),
commuting with the forgetful functor oblvgac: and with (7.)« being fully faithful.

Note also that the essential image of (j.)« is the right orthogonal to the full subcategory of
A-FactMod<,, generated by A-FactMod<, for p' < p.

5.3.4.  We have the following assertion:
Lemma 5.3.5. The functor of stalk at the (unique) point
w-z € (Conf—,.z)" C Conf—, .o
defines a t-exact equivalence from A-FactMod—, to the category Vectgﬁ_z (i.e., the category of vector
spaces twisted by the fiber of the gerbe GA at the point wex).
Proof. Follows, as in Sect. B:33I0] from the fact that the map ([@0]) defines an isomorphism from
(Conf x Confes.q) gy N Conf x{p - 2}
to Conf—,... O

5.3.6. Assume now that A € Shvga(Conf) is holonomic if our theory is that of D-modules (the
condition is vacuous for other choices of sheaf theory).

Then Lemma implies that the functor
(9u)1 : Shvga (Conf=y.o) — Shvga (Conf< ),
left adjoint to (j,)' = (3.), is well-defined on the essential image on the functor oblvgacs.

Hence, as in Sect. B43] we obtain that the functor (j,)' = (5,)" in (50) also admits a left adjoint,
to be denoted (y,)1, which commutes with the forgetful functor oblvpact.

The existence of (7,): and its commutation with oblvgae: implies that the functor (¢y)r =: ()« of
(E4) admits also a left adjoint, to be denoted (¢,)*, which also commutes with oblvact.

A

5.3.7.  Choose a trivialization of the gerbe G,;.,,

thereby identifying A -FactMod—,, with Vect.

Let M7 ¢ (resp., M¥. ;) denote the object of A-FactMod equal to (¢,)« 0 (7:)« (resp., (tx)10 (3u)1)
applied to
e € Vect ~ A-FactMod—,, .

We will call ME” . (resp., Mg’;nf) the co-standard (resp., standard) object.
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5.3.8. Note that the objects Mé’c!mf form a set of compact generators of the category A-FactMod.
Indeed, the functor Hom 4 -FactMod (Mé’;nf, —) identifies with the functor

A -FactMod L—L> A -FactMod<,, i) A-FactMod—,, ~ Vectgﬁ_z =~ Vect .
Note that above functor identifies with
(5.7) A -FactMod ©blVract Shvga (Confeo.z) — Vectgﬁ_x ~ Vect,
where the middle arrow is the functor of !-fiber at u -z € Confeo.5.

In particular, we obtain:

eif u/ = p

(5.8) Hom 4 -FactMod (Mé(;;,fv Mégnf) = :
0 otherwise.

Note also that the objects M. ¢ co-generate A -FactMod.
5.3.9. Let us be in the situation of Sect. It is clear that for v € Aﬁ, we have
e (M) ~ METT and Te” (MES) ~ METT".
5.3.10. Assume now that A, viewed as an object of Shvga (Conf), belongs to Shvga (Conf)"¢“.

Let
A-FactMod" ¢ c Shvga (Confoo.z)
be the full subcategory consisting of objects whose image under oblvga.c: belongs to the subcategory
Shvga (Confoo.z)loc‘C C Shvga (Confes.z).
Evidently, the objects MY . and M/* . belong to A-FactMod'**-<.

5.4. The t-structure on factorization modules. We retain the assumptions of Sect. 5.3.61 Let
assume, in addition, that A, when viewed as an object of Shvga (Conf), belongs to (Shvga (Conf))?.

We will show that in this case, the category A-FactMod has a well-behaved t-structure and the
abelian category (A -Fa,ctl\/lod)QQ is a highest weight category.

5.4.1. We define a t-structure on the category A -FactMod by declaring an object F to be coconnective
if
Homu -ractMod (Mégrxf [k],7) =0
for all p € A and k > 0.
By factorization and the assumption on A, we obtain that this condition is equivalent to
0blvract (F) € (Shvga (Confoo.z))zo.

We claim:

Proposition 5.4.2.

(a) The functor oblvgact is t-ezact.

b) The objects MY’ . ME* . belong to (A-FactMod)®.
Conf Conf

Proof. The fact that the functor oblvpacs is left t-exact has been noted above. Since (A —FactMod)SO
is generated under colimits by the objects Mé’;nﬁ in order to show that oblvract is right t-exact, it
suffices to show that oblvgact (Mé’;nf) € (Shvga (Confoo.x))zo. However, this follows from the fact that
the open embedding 3, is affine.

Thus point (a) of the proposition has been proved. In order to prove point (b), since the functor
oblvract is conservative, it suffices to show that

OblVEac (M 1), 0blViac (M) € (Shvga (Confao.s))”.
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This fact for oblvact (Mé;nf) € (Shvga (Confoo.z))o has been noted above. The corresponding fact

for oblvEact (Mé:nf) also follows from the fact that the open embedding 7, is affine.
O

5.4.3. By [Lur, Theorem 1.3.3.2], we have a canonically defined t-exact functor
(5.9) Dt ((A—FactMod)O) — A-FactMod .
We claim:
Proposition 5.4.4. The functor (59) is an equivalence onto the eventually coconnective part.
Before we give a proof, let us note the following;:
The functor (59) induces a bijection
EXtéﬂ—FactMod)v(Mégrzﬁ Mé’:nf) — H' (fHOmﬂ—FactMod (Mé;;f7Mé§nf))
for 1 = 0,1 and and an injection

2 u' ! s 2 w',! Ly
EXt(A-FactMod)W (MGonts MGons) = H™ (FHoma ractmod (MG onss MGont) ) -

In particular, it follows from (5.8) that

2 w'! RN
EXt(A ~FactMod)® (MGgngs Mcont) = 0.

Hence, we obtain that (A —FactMod)U has a structure of highest weight category.

Proof of Proposition[54.4 It is enough to show that the functor (544) is fully faithful. Since the
objects M. . (resp., M/" ) generate (resp., co-generate) A -FactMod, it is sufficient to show that the
map

. /1 ; /0
i u! py % i wt oy
EXt(A -FactMod)® (MConf7 MConf) - H (S{Omﬂ -FactMod (MConf7 MConf))
is an isomorphism for all 4.

However, this follows from (58] and the fact that in a highest weight category

i ;. Sk _ .
EXt(A—FactMod)v(Méonﬁ MEons) =0, for i > 1.

5.4.5. Consider the canonical map
! Sk
Méonf - Méonf'
Let M'", denote its image, viewed as an object in (A-FactMod)®.
We obtain that the objects Mé;;f are the irreducibles in the abelian category (A-FactMod)".
5.4.6. Let us be in the situation of Sect. It is clear that for v € Aﬁ, we have
I REY
T (M) = MESE™

5.5. Comparison with the affine Grassmannian. Recall the setting of Sect. In this subsection
we will use it to compare factorization algebras in Shvgr (Gr‘q"«:oRan) and those in Shv §*(Conf), as well
as modules over them.

5.5.1.  First off, the equivalence ([@I7)) implies that pullback along (I8 defines an equivalence
FactAlg(Shvga (Conf)) ~ FactAlg(Shvgr ((Gr?faphan)mg)), Acont — Acryp -
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5.5.2. Let Ag:; be a factorization algebra in Shvgr (Gr%}Ran), and let Acont be the corresponding
factorization algebra in Shvga (Conf).

We obtain that pullback with respect to ([@IJ]) defines an equivalence
(5.10) Acont -FactMod(Shvga (Confos.s)) = Acry -FactMod (Shvgr (G ran, )22%))-
Remark 5.5.3. Let A be a factorization algebra in Shng(Gr%JRan) supported on (Gr%fRan)mg (resp.,
(G an) " ).

It follows automatically from factorization, that any object in Ag:, -FactMod(ShvST(Gr%fRanz)) is
supported on (Gr‘%f)r{anm)gg.gx (resp., (Gr#f’Ranm)gg.‘;P"s).
5.5.4. Hecke action. Let A* be as in Sect. Recall that we have an action of Rep(TH) on
Shvgr (Gr‘q"«f}Ranz). It is easy to see that this action preserves the subcategory

Shvgr ((Gri}f}r{anm Jootz)) C Shvgr (Gr"lu"fjl'{anm )-

Let Agr, be a factorization algebra in Shvgr (Gr?fRan) supported on (Gr?fRan)mg. By Sect. B4T]

the above action gives rise to an action of Rep(Tx) on Ag:r, —FactMod(Shng((Gr?fRanz)ggi)).

It follows from the constructions that the equivalence (510) intertwines this action and the action
of Rep(Tx) on Acont -FactMod(Shvga (Confes ) from Sect. B.2T1
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Part II: The metaplectic Whittaker category of the affine Grassmannian

The goal of this work is to establish an equivalence of two categories: the (Hecke version of the)
metaplectic Whittaker category of the affine Grassmannian and a certain category of factorization
modules. In this Part we initiate the study of the former of these categories.

6. THE METAPLECTIC WHITTAKER CATEGORY

In this section we introduce the metaplectic Whittaker category of the affine Grassmannian, and
study its basic properties.

6.1. Definition of the metaplectic Whittaker category. In this subsection we introduce the meta-
plectic Whittaker category of the affine Grassmannian, denoted Whitq,»(G). The definition involves
infinite-dimensional algebro-geometric objects, and we will rewrite it as a limit of categories of finite-
dimensional nature.

6.1.1. We start with a geometric metaplectic data for the group G, i.e., a factorization gerbe G¢ on
the affine Grassmannian Grg,rRan-

We consider the twisted version Gr‘é’:Ram see Sect. [LZ4] and its fiber Gr“éfz over {z} € Ran. We
denote by the same symbol §¢ the resulting gerbe on Gréﬁx.

The indscheme Gr“éfz is acted on by the w”-twist of the loop group at x, denoted £(G);’p. This is
the group of automorphisms of the G-bundle w” on the formal punctured disc around .

Recall (see Sect. ZI7) that £(G)%” carries a canonically defined multiplicative gerbe (also denoted

SG)7 so that the gerbe G on Gr‘é’:z is twisted-equivariant against the gerbe G on S(G)zp with respect
to the above action.

6.1.2. Consider now the subgroup £(N)¥” c £(G)%°. Due to the fact that £(N)2" is ind-pro-

unipotent, any gerbe over £(N);’p is trivial (and the trivialization is uniquely fixed by its value at

the origin). In particular, any multiplicative gerbe on £(N):p admits a canonical trivialization com-

patible with the multiplicative structure.

wP

Thus, the gerbe ¢ on Gr‘é’:z is equivariant with respect to £(N)g .

6.1.3. Note that the group
Ldp Wp Ldp
L(N)z /IE(N)z , &(N)z

identifies with (£(G,)2)?, where £(G,)¥ is the group indscheme of meromorphic differentials on the
formal punctured disc around x, and I is the set of vertices of the Dynkin diagram of G.

The residue map defines a homomorphism £(Gg)s — Gq, see Sect.[L4.8] Let xn denote the pullback
of the Artin-Schreier sheaf x under the map

SN)E" = SN /1SS, &N)ZT] = (2(Ga):) — (Ga)" =5 G
We define Whit,,..(G) to be the category of (£(N)%”, xn)-equivariant objects in Shvga (Gr‘g,fI)7 ie.,

()’
Whit . (G) = (Shvgc((;rg;)) >
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6.1.4. Let us rewrite this definition in more detail. In particular, we will see that the forgetful functor
(6.1) Whitg,(G) = Shvge (Gré,)
is fully faithful.

First, let us write S(N);’p as a union of its group subschemes Ny, k = 1,2,.... By definition, we
have

)£<N):;”,XN

Ny,
(6.2) (Shvgc(Gr‘gjx) ) S

. wP
~ h}gn (Shvgc (Gré ,)

)

where the limit is taken with respect to the forgetful functors

Ni,xn

N/,
(Shvgc(erg’;)) SN (Shvgc((;rg’;)) . K>k
For the fully faithfulness of (6.1)) it would suffice to see that each of the forgetful functors

(6.3) (Shvgc(ergf’ ,))
is fully faithful, and so the limit (6:2) amounts to the intersection of the corresponding nested family

. p O\ NVesxn
of the subcategories (Shvgc (Gréx)) .

Nisx
SR Shvge (Gre,)

Thus, from now on we fix a particular index k.

6.1.5. Next, we write Gr“éfz as a union of an increasing family of its closed subschemes

P
Gré , ~ U Y;.
J
With no restriction of generality, we can assume that all Y; are Ny-invariant. We have

(6.4) Shvgc(Gréljx) ~ lim Shvge (Y;),
J

where the limit is taken with respect to the !-restriction functors

Shvga (Y;) — Shvga(Y;), 4 > j.
Thus, from ([64]) we obtain

(6.5) (Shvgc (Grg’;))

Ni,
BN lim (Shvge (Yj))NbXN .
3

Thus, for the fully faithfulness of ([63]), it would suffice to show that each of the functors
(6.6) (Shvge (Y;)) VN = Shvge (Y;)
is fully faithful.

Thus, from now on, the index j will also be fixed.

6.1.6. The group indscheme Nj can be written as a limit of finite-dimensional unipotent groups Ny,
=1,2,.... With no restriction of generality, we can assume that the action of Ni on Yj factors through
Ny, for every .

By definition, we have
(Shvga (15)) V< = (Shvga (V) VoY
for any such I, where we notice that the forgetful functors
(Shvge (Y5)) ™Y 5 (Shvge (V) V0 N | 1/ >
are equivalences, because
ker(Nkyl/ — Nk’l)
are unipotent. Since the groups Ny ; are themselves unipotent, the forgetful functors

(6.7) (Shvga (Y5)) ™1™V 5 Shvge ()
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are fully faithful, and hence so is (G.6]).

6.1.7. We note that the forgetful functors (1) admit right adjoints, denoted AvYEIXY  Denote the
resulting forgetful functor to ([@.6) by Avl* XN,
These right adjoints make each of the diagrams

Ny,
Av*kXN

Shvge (Y;) (Shvga (¥;)) Ve~
VXN
Shvga (V) s (Shvge (Y1) N
with j° > j commutative, e.g., because the corresponding diagram of left adjoints
Shvga (V) +—— (Shvge(Y;)) M FXY
Shvge (V) «——— (Shvge (Y;)) ™

is commutative (here the vertical arrows are given by direct image with respect to the closed embedding

Thus, the above right adjoints combine to a right adjoint, also denoted AvysXN to ©3).

6.1.8. Using the fully faithful embedding (63]), we can view AvYEXN a5 an endo-functor of
Shvga (Gre,).

Being a composition of a right adjoint followed by a left adjoint, it has a natural structure of a
comonad; moreover the co-multiplication map

N, N, N,
AV* k>XN — AV* k'XN OAV* k'XN
is an isomorphism.
The subcategory

Ni,xn
e Shvga (Gr‘épz)

(Shvgc (Gr“épz))
consists of those objects &, for which the counit map
(6.8) AvYeXN () 5 F
is an isomorphism. The subcategory

(6.9) Whitg.(G) C Shvge (Gré )

consists of those objects F, for which the maps (8] are isomorphisms for all k.

6.1.9. The inclusion ([G9) admits a discontinuous right adjoint given by

N, XN

P

e(N)«”, .

AvENE XN iy Av,
k

6.2. Structure of the metaplectic Whittaker category. In this subsection we will study the basic
structural properties of Whit,, . (G), namely, its stratification indexed by the elements of A*, and the
corresponding standard and costandard objects.
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6.2.1. In addition to right adjoint given by Avi*X¥ | the functor B.1) admits a partially defined left
adjoint, denoted AV!N’“XN7 given by !l-averaging. This partially defined adjoint is always defined in the
context of ¢-adic sheaves. In the context of D-modules, it is defined on holonomic objects.

If § € Shvge (Gr‘épz) is an object on which all Ale’“XN are defined, then the partially left adjoint
to the inclusion (69) is defined on F and is given by

" wP
AV'L(N)m XN (F) := colim AV.N’“'XN (3.
! k '

6.2.2. Pick a uniformizer ¢ at z and for A € A let t* denote the corresponding point of Gr‘gjx. Choose
a trivialization of the fiber of ¢ at t*. Let 02 ar denote the resulting point of Shvge (Gr‘é’jx).

Denote )
WA= Ay E 2N (50 = (A, 25)] € Whit,o(G).

By construction, the objects W*** are compact in Whitg,- (G). We will shortly see that these objects
generate Whity »(G) (and they vanish unless A is dominant).

6.2.3. For A € A, let S* be the corresponding S(N);’p—orbit on Gr‘gjx, ie.,

(6.10) S*=g(N)2" -t eH (@) et (@),
and let S* denote its closure. Denote by ix the closed embedding
S Gr‘é’fz7

and by iy the locally closed embedding
S* — Gr‘é;.

6.2.4. Recall the context of Sect. In particular, if Y is a prestack equipped with a gerbe § and
written as
/ Fo,a
Y=limY,, (a—a)—Ys — Y
so that
Shvg(Y) ~ lim Shvg(Ya),

where the transition functors are f. ./, and if the functors (fs o)1 are well-defined, then we also have

’
ol

Shvg(Y) ~ colim Shvg(Ya),
where the transition functors are now (fq, /)1
6.2.5. We have
Gr“c’;ic ~ colim 57,
NEA
where A is regarded as a poset with the standard order relation.
Thus, we obtain
wP . A
Shvge (Gre ;) ~ llél}\ Shvga (S™)
with respect to the pullback functors, and also
wP . A\
Shvge (Gre ;) ~ C(A)'IEI/I\H Shvge (57),
with respect to the pushforward functors.

For each pair of indices A < )\, we have the following commutative diagrams

Shvge (3”) +—— (Shvge (gk’))s(zv);” XN

! !

Shvga(5) +—— (Shvga (1))
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(where the left vertical arrows are given by pullback) and

Shvge (8Y) ¢——— (Shvge (SY))SM:" xn

I I

Shvga(SY) «—— (Shvga (§*))SE
(where the left vertical arrows are given by pushforward).

From here we obtain the presentations
Whit,.0(G) = lim (Shvga (S)) 5" x|
with respect to pullbacks, and
Whitg . (G) ~ C(A)leijl\n (Shvgc(gk))g(m;p’x”,
with respect to pushforwards.
Moreover, since each of the pushforward functors
(Shvge (54)) SN XN (Shyge (T))2VE" xn
is fully faithful, so are the resulting pushforward functors
() ¢ (Shvge (BM)*ME" XN Whit, . (G).

We denote the essential image of the latter functor by Whitq,.(G)<x. By construction, an object of
Whity, . (G) belongs to Whitg . (G)<y if it is supported on S*. We have:

A <)\ = Whitg,s (G)<x C Whitg,.(G)<nr,

and
W' e Whitg,. (G)<x.
6.2.6. Let jx denote the open embedding
S§* s 5N
The adjoint pair
(6.11) ()" : Shvga (8*) = Shvga (87) 1 ()«
gives rise to an adjunction
(6.12) (JA)* : Whitq,z(G)SA =
— a wP n wP
= (Shvge (S1)) "M% XN = (Shvge (S)) 5% XN = Whity . (G)=x : (a)=

such that make both circuits in the diagram

ok

J
Whit o (G)<x =—————> Whity..(G)x

l (X))« l
— 3 N
Shvge (5") =—————= Shvga(S")
(X))«
commute.
In particular, since the co-unit of the adjunction
o) —1d

is an isomorphism for ([G.I1J), it is such also for ([GI2)). In particular, we obtain that the functor

(j>\)* : Whitq@(G):A — Whitq’z(G)SA
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is fully faithful.
The essential image of Whity »(G)=x in Whit, »(G)<x is the right orthogonal of the full subcategory
Whitq,x(G)<A C Whitq,x(G)gA
generated by the essential images of Whitg, . (G) <y with X < .
6.2.7. Set
T (N2’ xn - :
W™= Av, (6:x,cr)[— (A, 2p)] € Whitg,2(G)=x.
Clearly,
W o (D)1 (W) = (12)x 0 (1)1 (W),
where (i) (resp., (ja)1) denotes the (partially defined) left adjoint of iy (resp., j)).
We denote by
W™* € Whitg,(G)<a
the object (iA)*(ﬁ/A).
Almost by definition, we have:
/ if A=)\
6.13 Mapsy W Ny = ¢!
( ) P Whltq’z(G)( ) 0 otherwise.

6.2.8. We claim:

Proposition 6.2.9.
(a) The category Whitg . (G)=x is zero unless A is dominant.

(b) For A dominant, the category Whitq . (G)=x is non-canonically equivalent to Vect, with the generator
given by W?.
From here we easily obtain:

Corollary 6.2.10.
(a) The objects W and W with A dominant generate Whity . (G).

(b) The canonical map WM — W™ is an isomorphism for any A that is minimal in At with respect
to the standard order relation (in particular, for A =0).

(¢) The category Whity,»(G)<x is zero unless X is dominant.
Proof of Proposition [6.2.9. Consider the functor
(6.14) Whitg, - (G)=x — Vect,
equal to the composition of the forgetful functor

Whitg,o(G)=x — Shvga (S™),
followed by the functor of taking the !-fiber at ¢*.

z

ol NP
We claim that the functor ([EI4) is conservative. Indeed, if for some F € (Shvge (S*)) Ve X
fiber at t* is zero, then the restriction of F to the Nj-orbit of t* is zero for all k. However,

SA :L];JNkﬂfA,

its

and hence J = 0.
The functor (614) admits a left adjoint that sends the generator e € Vect to

o wP
AV!L(N)I XN CRRE coLim AViNkvXN (Oer.cr)-

We claim that the resulting monad on Vect is the identity if A\ is dominant and zero otherwise.
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Indeed, note that AV!N’C’XN (0¢x,Gr) identifies with x|y, +» if xv, restricted to Stabn, (1), is trivial,

and zero otherwise. Hence, its I-fiber at t* of Av,"**N (04x Gr) is e if xn restricted to Stabn, (tY) is
trivial, and zero otherwise. Now, the dominance condition on A is equivalent to the fact that xn
restricted to Stabg yywr (t*) is trivial.

O

6.3. The t-structure. In this subsection we will show how to endow Whit, »(G) with a t-structure.
We note, however, that this t-structure “has nothing to do” with the t-structure on the ambient category
Shvge (Gre,).
6.3.1. We introduce a t-structure on Whit, ,(G) by declaring that an object F is coconnective if
Homwnit, , (c) (W], F) =0
for all A and k > 0.
In Sect. [T 43 we will prove:

Proposition 6.3.2.
(a) The subcategories Whitg, . (G)<x C Whitg,.(G) are compatible with the t-structure.

(b) The objects W' and W belong to the heart of the t-structure and are of finite length.

Remark 6.3.3. It follows formally from Proposition [£:3.2(b) (see Proposition [(.44) that the functor
DT (Whitg,.(G)) — Whitg . (G)

is an equivalence onto the eventually connective part.

6.3.4. Let W™ denote the image of the canonical map W' — W*,

Corollary 6.3.5.
(a) The irreducibles in (Whity . (G))¥ are the objects W',

e objects "* are compact in 1tq,z and they generate 1tg,z .
b) The objects W™ Whitg . (G) and th Whity . (G

Proof of Corrollary[6.3.3. Let L be an object in (Whity »(G))Y. By the definition of the t-structure,
it admits a non-zero map W' — L for some A € AT. If L is irreducible, then the above map is
surjective. In particular, I € Whit, . (G)<x, and (ja)* o (ix)'(L) admits a non-zero map to jx(W™".
Hence, L admits a non-zero map to W>*. It follows from Corrollary that L equals W',

Vice versa, let L be an irreducile submodule of W>**. By the above, it is of the form W for
some ). In particular, we obtain a non-zero map

WA L Lo W o M
which by Corrollary [.2.10] implies that \' = .

To prove that W>** are compact in Whit, . (G) we argue by induction on A € A" with respect to
the standard order relation. The base of the induction is provided by Corrollary [6.2T0(b).

Suppose the statement is true for X’ < X. It is enough to show that ker(W™' — W) is com-
pact. We note, however, that the above object belongs to Whitg,.(G)<x and is of finite length (by

Proposition [6:32[b)), and thus is a finite extension of objects W™ for A < A. This implies the
assertion.
O

Corollary 6.3.6. The objects W™ are compact in Whit, (G).

Proof. Follows by combining Proposition [£.3.2[(b) and Corrollary [E.3.5(b). O
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Remark 6.3.7. Note that objects lying in the image of the forgetful functor
Whitg,. (G) = Shvge (Gré,)

is infinitely connective, i.e., it sends all objects of Whit, »(G) to objects of ShvSG(Ger;) that have
zero cohomologies with respect to the natural t-structure on that category.

To show this, it suffices to show that the generators of Whity »(G), i.e., the objects WM map to

infinitely connective objects in. This follows from the fact that Ale’“XN (04x gr) lives in cohomological

degrees < — dim(Ny, - t*).
6.3.8. A digression: properties of t-structures. We shall say that a t-structure on a compactly generated
category C is compactly generated if:

e (€)=Y is generated under colimits by C¢ N (C)=°.

We shall say that a t-structure on a compactly generated category C is coherent if, moreover,

e Compact objects in C are cohomologically bounded;
e The subcategory C¢ C C is preserved by the truncation functors.

We shall say that a t-structure is Noetherian if, in addition:

e The subcategory C°N (C) C (C)Y is stable under subquotients (in particular is abelian).

Finally, we will that a t-structure is Artinian if, moreover:
e Each object of C°N (C)¥ C (C)* has finite length.

It is easy to see that a t-structure on C is Artinian if and only if irreducible objects in (C)U are
compact and they generate C.

6.3.9. With the above definitions, we obtain that Corrollary [6.3.5] implies the following:

Corollary 6.3.10. The t-structure on Whitq,.(G) is Artinian.

7. THE DUAL AND THE GLOBAL DEFINITIONS OF THE METAPLECTIC WHITTAKER CATEGORY
The goal of this section is two-fold: we will show that the metaplectic Whittaker category is essen-

tially self-dual (as a DG category), and that one can define it alternatively using global geometry.

Both these facts will be used in the proof of the main theorem, which compares Whit,,»(G) with a
certain category of factorization modules.

7.1. The definition as coinvariants. In the previous section we defined Whit, . (G) as the category
of (£(N)®”, xn)-invariant objects in ShVSG(GrE’:z). We will now introduce another category, denoted
Whitg 2 (G)co, by taking £(N)2"-coinvariant objects in Shvga (Gr‘é’jx).

7.1.1.  We define Whitg,+(G)co to be the quotient DG category of Shvga (Gr‘épz) by the full subcategory
generated by objects

Fib(Avs XN (F) 5 F), VT € Shvge (Grer ), Vk.

Le., for a test DG category C, the datum of a functor Whitg . (G)co — C is equivalent to the datum
of a functor Shvga (Gré’jz) — C that maps all morphisms (G.8)) to isomorphisms.
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7.1.2.  We can give a similar definition for every fixed subgroup Ni; denote the resulting category of
coinvariants by

(Shvge (Grén) )

NigxnN

Note that since the co-monad Avi*™*¥ ig idempotent, the averaging functor

Ny,
AyNEXN Shv9c(Gr“é’jx) N (Shvgc (Grg’jx)) kXN

defines a functor

(7.1) (Shvgc (Grg;))

— (Shvge (Grg;))N’“XN .

NigxnN

Proposition 7.1.3. The functor (1) is an equivalence.
Proof. This is a formal assertion, valid for any idempotent co-monad acting on a DG category. g
7.1.4. Consider now the colmit DG category

Ny,
co}eim (Shvgc (Gr‘épz)) S

)

where for k < k' the transition functor

(Shvee (Gr“é;))Nk’XN — (Shvge (Gr‘é’jx))N’“"XN

is given by AvDE XN, (Compare this with the limit in (6:2]), which was taken with respect to the
transition functors being the forgetful functors.)

From Proposition [7.1.3] we obtain that we have a canonical equivalence

N xn

(7.2) colim (Shvgc(Gr‘gjx)) ~ Whitg.o(G)eo.
7.1.5.  For a pair of indices k < k', let ¢, denote the *-fiber of the dualizing sheaf on N/ /Ny at the
origin (ignoring the Galois action, this is just e[2 dim (N /Ng)]).
In addition to the tautological natural transformation
Aviv"/’XN — AvExN
We have a natural transformation
(7.3) AVVEXN g @ AvaR N
With no restriction of generality we can assume that our set of indices has a smallest element k = 0
such that No = £+ (N)%”. Consider the functor
Shvge (Gré',) — Shvge (Gré,)
defined as
(7.4) colim fo  ® AvYeXN
where the transition maps are given by (Z.3) and the isomorphisms
Lok 0 Ly 2 Lo gor -

Ni,x

It is clear that the image of (T4) belongs to (Shvgc (Gr“épz)) Y for every k. Moreover, it maps

all the morphisms of the form (6.8) to isomorphisms. Hence, (Z4) gives rise to a functor

(7.5) Ps-Id : Whity 2 (G)co — Whit, (Gré )
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7.1.6. For A € A, let W™ € Whitg,»(G)eo denote the image of 5,x ¢, [(A, 2p)] € Shvgc(Gréljx) under
the projection

Shvge (Gre),) = Whity 2 (G)eo-
It follows from the definitions that for A dominant
(7.6) Ps-Id(W2y") ~ W,
(the shift by twice (), 2p) appears since this integer equals dim(£™" (N)“’p/StabE(N)wp (t™))).
Also, as in the proof of Proposition [6.2.9] it is easy to see that if ) is non-dominant, then WX* = 0.

7.1.7. In Sect.[.Z.6] we will prove:
Theorem 7.1.8. The functor ([L3) is an equivalence.
Corollary 7.1.9. The category Whitg,o(G)co s compactly generated.

7.2. Duality for the Whittaker category. In this subsection we will show that the metaplectic
Whittaker category is (essentially) self-dual as a DG category. This is not tautological, as the definition
of Whit, . (G) involved taking invariants with respect to a group ind-scheme, and this operation is in
general not self-dual.

7.2.1. Being compactly generated, the category Whitg,-(G)co is dualizable. We will now construct a
canonical equivalenc

(7.7) (Whitg,z(G)eo)” = Whit,—1 ,(G),
where ¢! indicates that we are taking the inverse geometric metaplectic data.
7.2.2. In order to construct (Z7), we need to identify the categories Whit,-1 ,(G) and
Funct(Whitg,» (G)co, Vect),
where the latter is, by definition, the full subcategory of
Funct(Shvga (Gré’; ), Vect)
that consists of those functors that map all morphisms (6.8]) to isomorphisms.
Verdier duality defines an equivalence
(Shvga (Gre,))" =~ Shv gay-1(Gré,),
i.e., an equivalence
(7.8) Funct(Shvge (Grér, ), Vect) = Shv(ga) -1 (Gre ).

Under this equivalence, precomposition with AvYE XN on the left-hand side of ([T3) goes over to the
functor AvY*"X¥ on the right-hand side. Thus defines the sought-for equivalence (Z.7).

7.2.3. Combining with the equivalence (Z.H]), we thus obtain an equivalence
(7.9) (Whitg,(G))" ~ Whit,—1 ,(G).
In particular, we obtain an equivalence
(7.10) ((Whitg,»(G))°)*” — (Whit,-1 ,(G))*
that we denote by DVerdier,

We note that by construction, the equivalences (Z9) and (I0Q) are involutive.

1Up to replacing the Artin-Schreier sheaf by its inverse.
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7.2.4. We claim:
Proposition 7.2.5. DVerdier (it ~ i,
By the involutivity of DVe™¥" we then obtain:
Corollary 7.2.6. We have Dverdier(Wk’*) ~ W™ and Dverdier(WA'!*) ~ WA,

Corollary 7.2.7. A compact object F € Whitg . (G) is connective with respect to the t-structure if and
only if DV (F) € Whit,—1 ,(G) is coconnective.

Proof of Proposition[7.2.5 Taking into account (Z6), we need to show that the functor Whit, . (G) —
Vect, given by

(7.11) F— MapsWhitqym(G)(WA’!, F),
identifies with the functor

(7.12) T (W™, T),

where (—, —) denotes the canonical pairing

Whity,. (G) © Whit,—1 o, (G) — Vect.

The functor (CI2) is by definition
F = (T, 00 (A 20)),
where (—, —) now denotes the canonical pairing
Shvga (Gre',) ® Shv gay-1(Gré,) — Vect.

However, again by definition, (F,6;x q,) is given by taking the !-fiber of J at t*. Now, by the
definition of W™, the expression in (ZII) is also given by taking the !-fiber of F at t*, shifted by

[(X, 26)].
g

7.3. The global definition. In this subsection we will explore a different way to define the metaplectic
Whittaker category, where instead of the affine Grassmannian we will use a “global” algebro-geometric
object. The advantage of this approach is that it provides a finite-dimensional model for Whit, . (G).

7.3.1. In this subsection we take X to be complete. Let (Bun‘]\);p)oo.z be the version of Drinfeld’s

compactification introduced in [Ga9, Sect. 4.1]. Namely, (Bunjw\;p)oo.z classifies the data of a G-bundle
Pe on X and that of injective maps of coherent sheaves

(7.13) K (w33 5 V3 (co-m), Ae AT

(here VA denotes the Weyl module of highest weight 5\)7 such that the maps o satisfy the Pliicker
relations, i.e., they define a reduction of Pg to B at the generic point of X.

Remark 7.3.2. When the derived group of G is not simply connected, in addition to the Pliicker relations
one imposes another closed condition, restricting the possible defect of the maps (Z13)), see [Schl Sect.
7). However, for the purposes of defining the global Whittaker category, the difference is material, as
the objects satisfying the Whittaker condition will be automatically supported on the closed substack
in question.



THE “SMALL” FLE 69

7.3.3. For A € A, let

P [ p—

(Buny )<rz <= (Buny )oo-
be the closed substack where we require that for every A e AT, the corresponding map (ZI3) has a
pole of order < (A, A).

We denote by
—wP j>\ =w”
(Buny )=x.z & (Buny )<i
the open substack, where we require that for for every A € A*, the corresponding map ([C13]) has a
pole of order equal (A, A}, and is non-vanishing at other points of X.

Set

i)\ = i)\ Oj)\.

——w” . —wF .
We note that the strata Buny —x., with A\’ < X do not cover all of (Bunxf )<x.z. Namely, they miss
all the points for which the maps (I3]) have zeroes on X — x.

P
Note that the stack Bunx,zo.x identifies with

Bun% :=Bung x {w’}.
Bunp

7.3.4.  According to Sect. ZI8] the geometric metaplectic data G descends to a gerbe, also denoted

9G7 on Bung. We will denote by the same symbol SG the gerbe on (Bunxp)o@.x equal to the ratio of
the pullback of G¢ along the forgetful map

(m‘;(,p)oo., — Bung
and the fiber of P¢ at the point w” € Bung.
Note that wit this definition, the restriction of G to the locally closed substack
Bunjw\;p s (m;’f)oo_z
is canonically trivialized.
7.3.5. Inside ShVSG((mKrp)w.x) one singles out a full subcategory, denoted Whitg gion (G), by impos-
ing the condition of equivariance with respect to a certain unipotent groupoid. We refer the reader to

[Ga9l Sects. 4.4-4.7], where this equivariance condition is written out in detail. We note that in Remark
8251 below we will give another (but of course equivalent) way to characterize this subcategory.

The embedding
Whity glob (G) < Shvge (Buny o)

—LIJP . . .
is compatible with the (perverse) t-structure on Shvge ((Buny )eo-z), and admits a continuous right
adjoint, denoted Avi\rgl"b'XN, see [Ga9, Corollary 4.7.4].

7.3.6. Replacing (Bun‘]\);p)oo.z by (Bun‘]\);p)sk.x or (Bun‘]\);p):,\.x, one has the similarly defined full sub-
categories

Whity gion (G)<x C Shvge (Buny )<xz) and Whitg gob(G)=x C Shvge (Buniy )=x.z).

The adjunctions

(ix): : Shvge (Buny )<ra) = Shvge (Buny Jeos) : Ia

and

- WP WP .
3 Shvge ((Buny )<a.w) 2 Shvge ((Buny )=x.z) : (jr)«
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give rise to commutative diagrams

()
Whitg,gion (G) < D —— Whitg giob (G)=x

| l

- () —
Shvga (Buny )<xz) ==————= Shvga (Bunx )ocs)

iy
and
X
Whitq,glob(G)SA N Whitq)glob(G):A
l l
wP J; wP
Shvge ((Buny )<x.z) (—<—)> Shvge ((Buny )=x.z)-
)=

Furthermore, the diagrams

()
Whitg,gion (G) <x =———>= Whitg giob(G)=x

5
AVNglob’XN T TAVNglob’XN
. .
R () — P
Shvge ((Buny )<i-z) = Shvge ((Buny )eo-z)
i\

and

Whitq)glob (G) <A Whitq,glob (G):A

N X
A glob> NT
JIX

—vi j—y
Shvge ((Buny )<a-z) <_—>(. ) = Shvge (Buny )=x.z)-
3x)«

N, X
TAV* glob' XN

commute as well.

The partially defined functor

(1)1 : Shvge (Buny )=x.z) — Shvge (Buny )<xz),

left adjoint to jy is defined on Whitg giob (G)=x, and makes the diagram

Whitq’glob (G):/\ L%) Whitq,glob(G)S/\

! !

Shvga ((Bun“&p):k.z) SICLYEN Shvga ((Bun“&p)gk.z)

commute.
Finally, we have:

Lemma 7.3.7.
(a) The category Whitg gion(G)=x is zero unless X is dominant.
(b) For A dominant, the category Whitg g0 (G)=x is non-canonically equivalent to Vect; its generator

is locally constant (as an object of Shvgc((Bun‘]\);p):A.x));

(c) Every object of Whitg gion(G)<x, whose restriction to (Buny )=x.» vanishes, is supported on
P

— ) —_
(Bunx Jerz = U Bun%)g,\/.m.
AT
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P
Corollary 7.3.8. For every A\ € AT there ewists a quasi-compact open substack U C (Buny )<i.z,
such that every object of Whitg g10n(G)<x is a clean extension of its restriction to U.

7.3.9. For A dominant, pick a generator of Whitg gon(G)=x that is perverse on (mxp):k.m and
let ngb € Whitg gion(G) (resp., WQ;{D € Whitg g0 (G)) be obtained by applying to it the functor
(i) = (in)ro (Ia)r (resp., (ix)« := (ix)1 o (Ja)«)-

Let also WQ;::; be the Goresky-MacPherson extension of the above object in Whitg gion (G)=x. The

objects WQ;{: are the irreducibles in (ngb)o.

It follows from Lemma [T3.7] that the objects ngb generate Whitg giob(G). Since the open embed-
ding (jx)« is affine (see [EGV] Sect. Prop. 3.3.1]), we have

W%, Wi, € (Whity gion(G))

They are of finite length and compact as objects of Shvga ((Bun‘;\),p)oo.z) by Corrollary [[.3.7]
Furthermore, an object F € Whitg g1ob(G) is coconnective if and only if
Al
Homwhit, 40 (c) (Waon (K], F) = 0
for all A € AT and k > 0.

7.3.10. It follows from Corrollary [37 that Verdier duality for ShvSG((Bunujifp)oo.gc)loc'C (see
Sect. [£33)) defines an equivalenceE

(7.14) (Whitg,gion (G))" = Whity—1 4105 (G).
Denote the resulting equivalence
(7.15) ((Whitg,gon(G)))*" = (Whitg—1 4161, (G))°
by DVerdier
We have

Verdier A,! ~ A, Verdier Ak Al
D (ngob) ~ Waop and D (ngob) ~W

glob*

7.4. The local vs global equivalence. In this subsection we will state a theorem to the effect that
the global Whittaker category Whitg g1on(G) is equivalent to the local Whittaker category Whitg - (G)
defined earlier.

7.4.1. We have a natural projection
S——YS
Mg Gr‘é’:z — (Buny )oc-a-

—wP
Note that, according to our conventions, the gerbe on (Buny )ec.- that we denoted 6% pulls back
to the gerbe ¢ on Gr“éfz. Consider the corresponding pullback functor

T ShvSG((Bunxfp)w.x) — Shvge (Gr“épz)
According to [Ga9, Theorem 5.1.4(a)], the functor 7}, sends Whit, gion(G) to
Whit, . (@) C Shvge (Gre ).

In Sect. B3] we will prove:

Theorem 7.4.2. The resulting functor
7o Whitg gion (G) — Whit, - (G)
is an equivalence. Moreover, after applying the cohomological shift by
dy = dim(Bun¥’ ) = (g — 1)(d — (2,2p)), d = dim(n),

it is t-exzact and sends standards (resp., costandards) to standards (resp., costandards).

2Up to replacing the Artin-Schreier sheaf by its inverse.



72 D. GAITSGORY AND S. LYSENKO

7.4.3. Some remarks are in order.

First off, it is easy to see from the definitions that 7', shifted cohomologically by dg sends Wg“lg;)

to WH™*. Since the latter objects generate Whitg,,(G), in order to prove that 7, is an equivalence, it
suffices to show that it is fully faithful. The proof of fully faithfulness will be given in Sect. [R.:3.11

Second, we have a tautological map
! ! !
(7.16) wh — wz(Wg’iob)[dg]
If we assume that =) is fully faithful, we obtain that the map ([CI6) induces an isomorphism on

maps into any W='*. Since the latter objects co-generate Whitg, . (G), we obtain that (ZI6) is an
isomorphism.

Since the t-structures on both Whit, . (G) and Wg‘;g{) are characterized in terms of the objects W'

and Wg‘;gw respectively, we obtain that the functor
L (d]

is t-exact.

This implies the assertion of Proposition
7.4.4. Since the morphism 7, is ind-schematic, we have a well-defined functor

(m2) : Shvge (Gré ) — Shvge (Buniy oo-s)-
Consider the composite
AVIEPN (), Shvge (Gré ) — Whity gion (G).

It is not difficult to show (see [Ga9l Lemma 5.3.3]) that the above functor factors through a functor
(7.17) Whitg,z(G)co — Whitg giob (G);
moreover, the latter is the functor dual to

Ty : Whit, -1 400 (G) — Whit,—1 ,(G)
in terms of the identifications
Whitg giob(G)" = Whit,—1_40,(G) and Whitg,-(G)" =~ Whit,—1 ., (G).

By a slight abuse of notation, we will denote the functor appearing in (ZI7)) by the same character

~ .
Av, =" N o(7,).. From Theorem [[Z2] we obtain:

Corollary 7.4.5. The functor ({17) is an equivalence of categories.

7.4.6. Consider now the composite functor

N, »X
Ay glob XN

(7.18) Whitg 2 (G)co Whity. gion (G) —2 Whitg..(G).

It follows from the construction (see Corollary 5.4.5]) that the functor (7I8) identifies with
the functor

o(mg )«

Ps-1d @/,
where Ps-Id is as in ([Z5)), where £, is line equal to the !-fiber of the constant sheaf on Bun]w\;p (at any
k-point).
Thus, we obtain that Theorem (combined with Corrollary [[Z5]) implies Theorem [Z.1.8]
Remark 7.4.7. Tt follows by unwinding the constructions that the equivalence of Theorem inter-

twines the duality equivalences

(Whitg,gion(G))" = Whit,—1 g0
of (TI4) and

(Whitg,-(G))" =~ Whit,—1 ,(G)
of (), up to tensoring by £,.
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8. THE RAN VERSION AND PROOF OF THEOREM [7.4.2]

This section is ostensibly devoted to the proof of Theorem [[L4.2] However, in the process, we will
introduce another player—the Ran version of the Whittaker category.

It will play a crucial role in the sequel as it will provide one of the ingredients for the construction

of the factorization enhancement of the Jacquet functor.

8.1. The Ran version of the semi-infinite orbit. In this subsection we will state a general fully-

P
faithfulness result that allows to compare categories of sheaves on (Bun?(; )oo-z and (various versions
of) the affine Grassmannian.

8.1.1. Consider the Ran Grassmannian Gr‘é’:Ran and its version Gr“c’;f)RanI7 see Sect. [L.5.5l We let

(g(lgianm)w-x C GTLéI,JRanz
be the closed subfunctor given by the following condition:
A point (J, Pg, a) belongs to (Skan, )eo-a if for every dominant weight A, the composite meromorphic
map
(8.1) (@2)*2) V5, -5 V(00 x)
is reqular on X — x, where:

e P denotes the G-bundle induced from the T-bundle w?;
e The map (w%)(A’Zp> — V(})IG corresponds to the highest weight vector in V*.

Note that we have a Cartesian square

Gruéi):v —_— (g%anz)oo-x

! !

pt — Ran,,

where pt — Ran, corresponds to the point {z}.

8.1.2. Let us denote by mRan, the natural forgetful map

wP

(goRanm)OO‘iv - (BHDN )001

Note the composite
wP

Grgiv - (g(l)%anx)oo-ac ﬂmw (BunN )ooac

is the map that we have earlier denoted by .

8.1.3. Note that the pullback of the gerbe SG on (Bun‘]\);p)oo.z identifies with the gerbe SG on
(goRanz)oo.z. Hence, we have a well-defined functor

(8:2) Than, + Shvge (BUN )oc-r) = Shvge (Shan, )oo-s):
We claim:
Theorem 8.1.4. The functor 82) is fully faithful.

We omit the proof of this theorem as it repeats verbatim the proof of [Ga7, Theorem 3.4.4].

8.2. The Ran version of the metaplectic Whittaker category. In this subsection we will intro-
duce another key player-the Ran version of the Whittaker category. It will play a technical role in the
proof of Theorem [[.4.2] and also a central role in the construction of the functor in the main theorem.
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8.2.1. Recall the group ind-schemes over Ran denoted
E(N)Ran € £(C)fan,
see Sects. [LZ3NTAT Note that as in the case of £(N)%” we have a canonically defined homomorphism
S(N)“p’;n — A'. We denote by the same character xn the pullback of the Artin-Schreier sheaf x to
E(N)gan-
As in the case of £(N)‘;;p7 the restriction of the multiplicative gerbe G¢ along
£(N)fan = L(G)fian

admits a unique trivialization, normalized by the requirement that it is the tautological one on the unit
section.

P

8.2.2. Let S(N)ﬁ:nx denote the pullback of S(N)ﬁ:n along the map Ran, — Ran. Note that £(N)gan,
acts on Gr“c’;jRanI7 preserving (EORanz)oo.x. Hence, it makes sense to talk about the categories

(N, X
Whity Ran, (G) i= (Shvge (Gréman,)) 0

and ,
Whity, ran, (G) 5% = (Shvge ((Shan, Jeoa)) (" Hans XN

the latter being a full subcategory of the former consisting of objects that are supported on
(S%anz)oo-x - Gr‘éi)Ranz'

8.2.3.  One shows (see [Ga9, Corollary 6.2.2]):
Proposition 8.2.4. The pullback functor 7r!Ranz sends
Whity gob(G) C Shvge (Buny )eo-z)

to
Whitg,Ran, ()50 C Shvge ((Skan, Joo-z)-

Remark 8.2.5. One can show (see [Ga9, Theorem 5.1.4(b)]) that

Whitq’Ranz (G);ooz e SthG ((EORanw )001)

I |

Whitgion(G)  —— Shvge (Buny )oc-s)
is a pullback diagram, i.e., full subcategory Whitg giob(G) C ShvSG((mxp)w.x) consists exactly of
those objects that satisfy the Whittaker equivariance condition when pulled back to (EORanm)oo.z.
8.2.6. Note now that there is a tautological map
unit : Ran, x Gr“c’;ic — Gr‘é;'?pwmz7

whose image belongs to (g(r){anz)oo-zi namely, a G-bundle trivialized away from x can be thought of as
trivialized away from a finite set of points containing {x}.

We have the following crucial result, whose proof repeats verbatim the proof of [Ga9l Theorem
6.2.5).
Theorem 8.2.7. The functor
unit' : Shvge ((Skan, Joo-w) — Shvge (Ran, x Gre’,)
defines an equivalence from Whitq ran, (G);ooz to

e(Nz”,
(Shvgc (Ran, x Gr“épz)) =

We note that in the statement of Theorem [B27 the target category is a version of Whitg »(G),
Wp

where instead of Gré’jz we take Rang x Gr‘&’;’jz, with £(N),” acting trivially on Rang.
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8.2.8. In what follows we will denote the functor

)s:(N):",xN )£<N):p,xN

Whit..(G) = (ShvSG(Gr“C’; 2) o (ShvSG(Ranx x Grgl,)

= engh = o
= (Shvge ((S%an, Jooa)) * R XNy Shve o (Shan, Joow) <> Shvge (GTE Ran. )
by sprdg,, , where in the above formula, the second arrow is !-pullback along the projection
Ran, x Gr‘é’jx — Gré’jx,
and the third arrow is the equivalence inverse to one in Theorem [R.2.71

Remark 8.2.9. The functor sprdg,, —encodes the unital structure on Whitg . (G), viewed as a factor-
ization category.

8.3. Proof of Theorem [7.4.2] In this subsection we will combine Theorems [8.1.4] and B.2.7] to prove
Theorem [7.4.2]

8.3.1. According to Sect. [[.4.3] it suffices to show that the functor
()" : Whitggion (G) — Whitg,. (G)
is fully faithful. We factor the above functor as a composite

i an unit’ E(N):pyX
Whit g10b(G) 223 Whity ran, (G)=0, 2% (ShvSG(Ranx x Grel ,)) N

— Whitg,» (G),
where the last arrow is restriction along
{z} x Gré’jx — Ran, x Gr‘é;.

8.3.2. According to Theorem [B.I.4] the first arrow is fully faithful and, according to Theorem [B2.7]
the second arrow is an equivalence. Hence, the functor of pullback along 7mran, © unit is fully faithful
when restricted to Whitg giob(G).

8.3.3. Note, however, that the map mRran, © unit factors as
P
Ran, X Gr‘é’:z — Gr‘é’:z EN (Bunxf Yoo a-

Hence, 75, restricted to Whit, g1on(G) is a retract of a fully faithful functor, and therefore is itself

fully faithful.
O[Theorem [T.4.2]

8.4. The non-marked case. For future reference, we will discuss variants of the constructions in
Sects. BIHR.2] without the marked point x.

8.4.1. We define the closed subfunctor
g(lgiaun C GrG,Ran
as follows:

A point (J,Pg, a) belongs to g%an if for every dominant weight A, the corresponding meromorphic
map

(8.3) R A N
is regular on all of X (we retain the notations used in ([83])).
8.4.2. We define the categories
Whity ran(G) := Shvge (Gra gan ) S Hen X

and )
Whity ran (G)=° := Shvge (Span) SV Ran XN
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8.4.3. We have the tautological section
unit : Ran — g%am
and a counterpart of Theorem [R.2.7] says that the functor
unit' : Shvge (g(r){an) — Shv(Ran)

induces an equivalence from

(8.4) Whitg, ran(G)=" C Shvge (Skan)
to Shv(Ran).
8.4.4. We let

VaCWhit,Ran S Whitq,Ran(G)SO

denote the object equal to the image of wran € Shv(Ran) under the equivalence inverse to the above

equivalence
Whitg ran(G)=° — Whit, ran (G)=°.

Sometimes, by a slight abuse of notation, we will regard Vacwhit,Ran as an object just of Shvge (g%an)
or Shvge (Gré’jRan).

Note that the restriction

VaCWhit,ac = VaCWhit,Ran |Grépz S Whltq@(G)
identifies with the object
WO,* ~ WO,!* ~ WO,!.

8.4.5. The following results from the equivalences (84]) and Theorem B2
Theorem 8.4.6.

(a) The object Vacwnit,ran has a structure of factorization algebra in Shvga (Gr‘é’jr{an), uniquely char-
acterized by the requirement that the induced factorization algebra structure on

unit!(VaCWhit,Ran) € Shv(Ran)
corresponds to the tautological one on wran (see Sect. M) with respect to the identification
unit' (Vacwhit,Ran) = WRan-
(b) The functor
sprdg,,, : Whitg,.(G) — Shvge (Gré’jRanz)
lifts to a functor
sprdpye : Whity o (G) = Vacwnie,ran -FactMod (Shvge (Gré gan, ),
uniquely characterized by the requirement that the composite functor
unit' o sprdp,., : Whitg 2 (G) = Wran -FactMod(Shvge (Rang x Gré’jx))
identifies with the composite
Whit, . (G) < Shvge (Grér,)) = wran -FactMod(Shvge (Ran, x Gré',)),
where the second arrow is the functor of Sect. [3.3.9.
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Part ITI: Hecke action and Hecke eigen-objects

The main theorem of this paper describes not the category Whitg,.(G) itself, but rather its de-
equivariantization with respect to the Hecke action. In this Part we will introduce and study the

resulting category, denoted He.cke(VVhitq’:c (@)).

9. HECKE ACTION ON THE METAPLECTIC WHITTAKER CATEGORY

In this section we study the Hecke action of the category of representations of the group H (see

Sect. 2:3.5) on Whitg . (G). This is a structure needed to define He.cke(Whitqyz(G)).

9.1. Definition of the Hecke action on the Whittaker category. In this subsection we define
the Hecke action of Rep(H) on Whitg . (G).

9.1.1. Note that
+
Sph, (G) := (Shvge (Gra.))™ 9=
identifies canonically with

st e)e”
(Shvgc (Gr“épz)) .

Therefore, we obtain a (right) action of Sph (G) on Shvge (Gr‘épx) by convolutions (on the right),
which preserves the action of £(G)“” on ShVSG(GrE};’;) by left translations.

Convention: For the duration of this section, in order to unburden the notation, we will omit the
superscript w? and the subscript x, so Gr‘é; will be denoted simply by Grg.

9.1.2. The action of Sph,(G) on Shvga (Grg) commutes with the functors AvYEXN | Thus, we obtain
that the action of Sph,(G) on Shvge (Grg) preserves the full subcategory
Whit, (G) C Shvge (Grg).
Thus, we obtain a monoidal right action of Sph,(G) on Whit,(G).

9.1.3. Combining with metaplectic geometric Satake (see Sect. [Z3.7]), we obtain a monoidal action of
Rep(H) on Whitq(G). We refer to it as the Hecke action, and will denote it by

F,V > FxSatg.a(V).

9.2. Hecke action and duality. In this subsection we will study the interaction of the Hecke action
and self-duality of Whit,(G).

9.2.1.  Since the action of Sph, (G) on on Shvge (Grg) commutes with the functors AvYXN | we obtain

a canonically defined action of Sph,(G) also on the category Whity(G)co.

9.2.2. By construction, the functor
Ps-Id : Whit, (G)eo — Whit,(G)
intertwines the actions of Sph,(G) on both sides.

In particular, we obtain that Whit,(G)co is a Rep(H )-module category, and the functor Ps-Id is a
map of such.
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9.2.3. Since the convolution action of Sph, (G) on Shvga(Grg) is given by a proper pushforward, we
have a commutative diagram of actions

(Sph, (G)9)* @ ((White(G))%)*" ——— ((Whit(G))*)™
DVerdier®DVerdierl J(]D)Vcrdicr
Sph,-1(G)° ® (Whity—1 0(G))° ——— (Whit,—1 .,(G))°,

where the equivalence
DY ((Whit (G))%)°P & (Whit, 1 o (G))°
is that induced by (T1).

9.2.4. Combining with Sect. 25 we obtain a commutative diagram of actions
(Rep(H)%)°" @ ((White(G))*)* ——— ((White(G)))*
(9‘1) (THODlin)®DVerdierJ' l
Rep(H)® ® (Whit,—1(G))® ——— (Whit,—1(G))".
where we remind that 77 denoted the Cartan involution on H , see Sect. [2.5.4] In the above diagram,
we denoted by
DV s ((Whitg (G))) =~ (Whit,—1(G))°
the identification of (ZI0)).

9.3. Hecke action and the t-structure. In this subsection we will study how the Hecke action
interacts with the t-structure on Whit,(G), which was introduced in Sect. [6.3]

9.3.1. We claim:

Proposition 9.3.2. ForV € Rep(H)O, the corresponding Hecke functor
(9.2) F = FxSatg,a(V)

s t-exact.

Before we prove this proposition, having future needs in mind, we will perform a certain elementary
but crucial calculation.

9.3.3. Stalks of the convolution, 1-st approximation. In this subsection we will give an explicit expres-
sion for the cohomology of the I-fiber at t* of W™ % Satq,c(V) for V € Rep(H).

First off, we note that the fiber in question vanishes unless y € A" (by Proposition [£.2.9(a)), so
henceforth we will assume that p is dominant.

Consider the ind-subscheme
S = ¢(N) -t C Grg.

Let xX be the character sheaf on £(N) obtained from xn by pullback with respect to the auto-
morphism Ad,x. Since p was assumed dominant, x3 descends to a well-defined object of Shv(S*™*),
which we denote by the same character 7.

Since £(N) is ind-pro-unipotent, the restriction of G to £(N) is canonically trivialized, and the
restriction of §¢ to S#~* admits a unique (up to a non-canonical isomorphism) £(N)-equivariant
trivialization. Due to this trivialization, we can regard Satq,c(V)|g.— as an object of the non-twisted
category Shv(S*?).

By unwinding the definitions, we obtain:

(9.3) (W x Satg, (V) = H(S" ™, Satg,c(V)]su-r @ XN)[(A, 20)]-
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9.3.4. Stalks of the convolution, 2nd approzimation. We now claim that the expression in (@3)) lives in
the cohomological degrees > —(u,2p). Le., we claim that

(94) H(S"2, Satq,6(V)]su-r ® X)
lives in cohomological degrees > (X — i, 2p).
We stratify S#~* by the intersections S*~* N Gr% with v € AT. So, it sufficient to show that each
(9.5) H(S*~ 1 G, Saty,6 (V) [surnany, ©X3)
lives in cohomological degrees > (A — u, 2p).

By perversity, Satqyc(V)|Gr6 lives in non-negative perverse cohomological degrees, and it is lisse due

to £1(G)-equivariance. Hence, it is the Verdier dual of an object that lives in the usual cohomological
degrees < —(v,2p) (we recall that (v,2p) = dim(Grg)).

Therefore, Satq’G(V)lsp,—/\ﬁGré is the Verdier dual of an object that lives in the usual cohomological
degrees < —(v,2p).

Now the required cohomological estimate follows from the fact that
dim(S* AN Gre) < (w4 p— M, p).
9.3.5. Proof of Proposition It suffices to consider the case when V is finite-dimensional. Note
that both the left and right adjoints of the functor (@.2)) identify with
F — F % Satq,c(V"),
where V* is the dual representation of V. So, it suffices to show that (@.2)) is left t-exact.

By the definition of the t-structure on Whit,(G), its subcategory of connective objects is generated
under colimits by the objects W*"'. Taking into account (G.I3), we obtain that the subcategory of
coconnective objects in Whity(G) is co-generated under limits by the objects W™,

Thus, it suffices to show that for every A and p, the object
fJ—ComWhitq(G)(W“’!, W % Satq,c(V)) € Vect

lives in cohomological degrees > 0. In other words, we have to show that that the !-fiber at t* of
W™**xSat, ¢ (V) lives in the cohomological degrees > — (i, 2p). However, the latter has been established
in Sect.

O[Proposition [0.3.2]

9.4. Restricted coweights. In this subsection we will make the analysis of the action of Rep(H) on
Whit,(G) even more explicit.

Namely, we will show that for certain coweights A (called restricted), the image of the corresponding
WA under — x Satq,c (V) for V € Irrep(H) stays irreducible.

This is a counterpart of Steinberg’s theorem in the context of quantum groups.

9.4.1. We shall say that a coweight u € A1 is restricted if for every vertex i of the Dynkin diagram
we have

(1, 3) < ord(gs),
where ¢; is as in Sect. 2.3.31

First, we note:

Lemma 9.4.2. Assume that the derived group of H is simply connected. Then any element A € AT
can be written as p+~ with p € AV restricted and v € (A*)7.
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9.4.3. We are now ready to state the main result of this section:

Theorem 9.4.4. Suppose that pn € AT is restricted. Then for an irreducible VY € Rep(G) with highest
weight v € (AT, we have
W™ % Satg,c (V) ~ WHH™,

This theorem was proved in [Lys, Sect. 7]. We include the proof for completeness.
9.4.5. Proof of Theorem [J.Z.7) Step 0. Tt is easy to see that W*'* x Satq,c(V?) is supported on S
and

WH™ % Saty ¢ (V)| gutr ~ W gugn .

In particular, we have the maps
(9.6) WHEY 5 W™k Saty ¢(V7) and WH'™ x Saty o (V) — WHT,
whose composition (is a non-zero scalar multiple of) the canonical map WH"! — WH+7*,

Thus, we have to show that the maps in ([@.€)) are surjective and injective, respectively. We will show
the former, as the latter would follow by duality (see Sect. [0.2]).

The surjectivity of the map WHTT!H — WHH « Satq,a(V7) is equivalent to the assertion that there
are no NON-Zero maps

WH™ % Saty a(VY) = WM X #£ u+1.
Using the t-exactness of the convolution, it suffices to show that if there exists a nonzero Hom
WH % Saty g (V) — W™,
then A = pu+ 1.

9.4.6. Proof of Theorem Step 1. By adjunction, we have to show that if there exists a nonzero
Hom
WH 5 Wh* x Satg.q(V7),

then A — u = —wo(y).

L.e., we have to show that if the expression

(W™ x Satq,c (V7))

has cohomology in degree —{(u,2p), then u — A = wo(7).

By Sect. [0.3.4] we need to analyze when
(9.7) HO 722 (5472 0 Grg, Satg,a (V) su-rnarg, ® XN)

is non-zero (we note that the strata with v # « do not contribute to this cohomology as Satq,c(V"”)|aw
will sit in strictly positive perverse cohomological degrees).

Note also that the condition that u — A = wo(vy) implies that wo(y) is the smallest element of A, for
which the intersection S#~* N Gr, is non-empty, and in the latter case it consists of one point.

9.4.7. Stalks of the convolution, bottom cohomology. Note that for v € A, the gerbe 9G|Grz; admits a
unique (up to a non-canonical isomorphism) £ (G)-equivariant trivialization.

Thus, we obtain that over the intersection

S*A N Gry,,

the gerbe G admits two different trivializations. Hence, their ratio is given by a local system that we
temporarily denote by ¥,.

Thus, the expression in (@.7) is non-zero if and only if the local system

A
XN ® ¥4

on S*~* N Gry, is trivial on some irreducible component of of (the top) dimension (i — A + 7, ).
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9.4.8. Proof of Theorem[9.4.4), Step 2: Reduction to an intersection of semi-infinite orbits. Let S0
denote the £(N ™ )-orbit of £“°). It is known (see, e.g., [BFGM] Sect. 6]) that the inclusions

S ANGE « S TA N eH(NT) ) o g g
induce bijections on the sets of irreducible components of (the top) dimension (u — X + v, p).

The restriction of & to 70 also acquires a non-canonical trivialization. Hence, the discrepancy
between the two trivializations over S#~* NS~ %0 ig given by a local system that we also temporarily
denote by ¥,. Its further restriction to

SEAAET(NT) o)
identifies (non-canonically) with the restriction of the local system on S*~* N Gr/, that we had earlier
denoted by ¥,.
Thus, it suffices to show that if p is restricted and p — A # wo(7y), then the resulting local system
X;\V ® ¥,
on S#7* N ST w0 is non-trivial on every irreducible component of (the top) dimension (1 — A+, p).
Translating by ¢*, we obtain that the required statement follows from the next result, proved in
|[Lys} Sect. 6]:
Theorem 9.4.9. For a restricted dominant coweight p and any v # u, the local system
X(I)V ® ¥,
on S* N ST is non-trivial on every irreducible component of (the top) dimension (u — v, p).

O[Theorem 0.4.4]

9.5. Proof of Theorem [9.4.91 For the sake of completeness, we will now reproduce a sketch of the
proof of Theorem [9.4.9]

We note that, in addition to the proof of Theorem [0.4.4] we will use Theorem [9.4.9] one more time,
for the analysis of the Hecke action on Shv(Grg)?, where T is the Twahori subgroup of £+ (G).

9.5.1. Consider the action of the torus T C £7(T) on Grg. Since it stabilizes the points t* and nor-
malizes £(N), it acts on each S* and S™”. By |[GLys| Sect. 7.4.2], the £(IV)-equivariant trivialization
of 9G|5n is T-twisted equivariant against the Kummer local system on 7" corresponding to the character

b(p,—): A —e"(—1).
Similarly, the £(N ™ )-equivariant trivialization of 9G|S—,u is T-twisted equivariant against the Kum-
mer local system on T corresponding to the character
b(v,—): A —e"(=1).
Hence, the local system ¥, on S* NS is T-twisted equivariant against the Kummer local system
on T corresponding to the character
blp—v,—): A —e"(—1).
9.5.2. Note now that the local system x% on S* is the pullback of the Artin-Schreier sheaf along a
map S* — G, that is G,,-equivariant, where G,, acts on S* via the cocharacter p.

In particular, the push-forward of ¥, along the resulting map S* N S™" — G, is twisted Gyy,-
equivariant against the Kummer local system on G,, corresponding to

b(p — v, p) € e"(—1).

In particular, we obtain that the local system x% ® ¥, can be trivial on a given irreducible component
of S# NS~ of (the top) dimension (i — v, ) only if both x% and ¥, are trivial on that component.

In particular, this can only happen if p — v € AR
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9.5.3. We now recall that the union of sets of irreducible components of S* NS~° over A € A has a
structure of crystal.

For a vertex 7 of the Dynkin diagram, let ¢; be the corresponding function (measuring the power of
the lowering operator needed to kill the given element). On the one hand, it is shown in [Lys| Sect. 6]

On the one hand, it is shown in [Lys, Prop. 6.1.7] that if K is an irreducible component on which
®, is trivial, we have
¢i(K) € 27° - ord(q:).

Remark 9.5.4. In fact, it follows from [Lys| Sect. 6] that the set of such irreducible components also
has a structure of crystal, where instead of e; and f; operators we take their ord(g;)-powers.
9.5.5.  On the other hand, it is known (see [FGV] Sect. 7.3]) that under the bijection

SFNSTY sV NS
given by the action of ¢, the set of irreducible components of S* N S™" on which x% is trivial
corresponds to the subset of irreducible components K of S#~% N S~° for which

Oi(K) < au(p), Vi

9.5.6. Combining, we obtain that for an irreducible component of S* N .S™", denoted K, on which
both ¥, and x% are trivial, we have:

¢i(K) € Z7° - ord(g:) and ¢:(K) < di(p) < ord(q:),
where the latter inequality is due to the fact that u is restricted.
Hence, we obtain that ¢;(K) = 0 for all 4, which forces y — v = 0.

O[Theorem [0.2.9]

10. HECKE EIGEN-OBJECTS

In this section we will study the general paradigm of forming Hecke categories: given a category C
with an action of Rep(H), we will define a new category Hecke(C) and study its properties.
10.1. Tensor products over Rep(H): a reminder. Recall that if C and D are DG categories that
are right and left modules, respectively, over a monoidal DG category A, we can form the tensor
product

C®D,
A

which is another DG category.

In this subsection we discuss some general features of this operation, when A is the category Rep(H)

of representations of an algebraic group H.

10.1.1. Let H be an algebraic group, and C and D categories with an action of the monoidal category
Rep(H).
Consider the tensor product

(10.1) C ® D.
Rep(H)

By definition, the category (I0.]) comes equipped with a functor

Puiv : CRD—-C ® D,
Rep(H)

universal among functors
P:C®D - E

equipped with functorial isomorphisms

d(cxV,d) ¥ ®(c,V+d), ceC,deD,V e Rep(H),
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compatible with associativity in the sense that for V1, V2 € Rep(H), the diagrams

AV QVy

B(ex (Vi @ Va),d) —2225 @(c, (Vi ® Va) +d)

Nl lw

O((cx Vi) x Va,d) D(c, Vix (Vaxd))

avzl Tavl
DlexVi,Vaxd) —o D(cxVi,Vaxd)
should commute, along with a homotopy-coherent system of compatibilties for multi-fold tensor prod-

ucts.

10.1.2. According to [GRIl Chapterl, Proposition 9.4.8], the functor ®univ admits a (continuous)
conservative right adjoint, denoted

\Iluniv :C & D—C ® D
Rep(H)

that realizes C ® D as the category consisting of objects e € C ® D, equipped with a system of
Rep(H)
isomorphisms

(1d+V) @ Id)(e) ¥ (1d@(V *1d))(e), V € Rep(H)
compatible with associativity in the sense that for V1, V2 € Rep(H), the diagrams

Bvi®@Vs
—_—

(Idx(Vi ® V2)) @ Id)(e) (Id®@((Vi ® V2) x1d))(e)
(Id*V3) ® Id) o ((Id+V3) ® Id)(e) (Id®(Vi *1d)) o (Id ®(Va *1d))(e)

BVIJ T»’J’VQ

~

(Id*V2) ®1d) o Id®(V1 xId))(e) —— (Id®(Vi x1d)) o ((Id*V2) ® Id) (e)
should commute, along with a homotopy-coherent system of compatibilties for multi-fold tensor prod-

ucts.

10.1.3. Thus, we obtain that C® D and C ® D are related by a pair of (continuous) adjoint
Rep(H)

functors

(102) Piv: CD=C ® D:Uuiv
Rep(H)

with the right adjoint being conservative.

Hence, by the Barr-Beck-Lurie theorem, the category C ® D identifies with the category
Rep(H)

Reg(H)-mod(C ® D),
where Reg(H) is the monad on C ® D, given by the action of the associative algebra object
Reg(H) € Rep(H) ® Rep(H),

the “regular representation” of H.

10.1.4. Assume now that C and D are compactly generated. In this case C ® D is also compactly
Rep(H)
generated, with the set of compact generators provided by

¢univ(c & d), cE CC7 d € D°.
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10.1.5. Consider CY and D" equipped with the natural Rep(H )-actions, and consider the correspond-
ing functors

(10.3) Ouniv :DVRCY2DY @ CY: Wy
Rep(H)

It follows from [GRIl, Prop. 9.4.8] that we have a canonical identification

DY ® C'~(C ® D)’
Rep(H) Rep (H)

so that the functors in (I03)) identify with the duals of those in ([I0.2]).
In particular, if we denote by = — x" the corresponding equivalences

(C)* = (CY)°, (D)* = (D) and (C_® D))”~(D’ ©® C),
Rep(H) Rep(H)

we have
(¢univ(c 24 d))v x~ (I)univ (Cv ® dv)

Remark 10.1.6. The above discussion applies to Rep(H) replaced by any rigid symmetric monoidal
category A. The role of the regular representation is played by the image of the unit object under the
functor

A—-5ARA,
right adjoint adjoint to the tensor product functor A ® A — A.

10.1.7. Assume now that C and D are each equipped with a t-structure, such that the connective
subcategories are generated by compact objects.

Assume also that the action functors
C®Rep(H) - C, Rep(H)®D — D
are t-exact.

Then C ® D also acquires a t-structure, with both functors
Rep(H)

(I)univ:C®D<iC ® D:qjuniv
Rep(H)

being t-exact.
10.2. The paradigm of Hecke eigen-objects: a reminder. In this section we introduce a key

definition: that of the category of Hecke eigen-objects arising from a category equipped with an action
of Rep(H).

10.2.1.  We apply the discussion in Sect. [0l to the case when D = Vect with the action of Rep(H)
on D given by the forgetful functor
Res” : Rep(H) — Vect,
i.e., the functor that sends a representation V' to its underlying vector space V.
We will refer to the resulting category

C ® Vect
Rep(H)

as the category of Hecke eigen-objects in C, and denote it also by Hecke(C).
10.2.2. By definition, the functor
Duniv : C — Hecke(C)

is universal among functors ¢ : D — E equipped with a system of isomorphisms

o

P(cxV) ¥ V@®(c), V eRep(H), ceC,

compatible with tensor products of representations.
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10.2.3.  The monad on C, corresponding to the pair of adjoint functors
C = Hecke(C)
is given by the action of
(Id ® Res™ ) (Reg(H)) € Rep(H),
i.e., we think of Reg(H) as a representation of one copy of H, rather than H x H.
In what follows we will use the notation
indpecke := Puniv and oblvhecke := Vuniv.
10.2.4. By Sect. we can think of Hecke(C) as the category of objects ¢ € C, equipped with a
a system of isomorphisms
(10.4) cxVEvee,
compatible with tensor products of representations.
The latter interpretation is the source of the name “Hecke eigen-objects”.

10.2.5. The category

Hecke(C) =C ® Vect
Rep(H)

has a natural structure of category acted on by H.

Explicitly, when we think of objects Hecke(C) as in ([I0.4)), the action action of a point h € H on
such an object is given by modifying the isomorphisms Sy via the action of h on V.

10.2.6. For a category C equipped with an action of H, let C” denote the corresponding category of
H-equivariant objects. By [Gabl Theorem 2.2.2], the category CH is equipped with a natural action of
Rep(H), and the assignments

C — Hecke(C) and C — (C)"
define mutually inverse equivalences between the (0o, 2)-categories
Rep(H)-mod and H-mod.

In particular, the category C can be recovered from Hecke(C) as the category of H-equivariant

objects, i.e.,
C ~ (Hecke(C))".

The latter point of view allows us to think of Hecke(C) as a “de-equivariantization” of C.

10.2.7. In particular, we can think of the functor

induecke : C — Hecke(C)

as
Res” : (Hecke(C))" — Hecke(C),
and of
oblvyecke : Hecke(C) — C
as

colnd” : Hecke(C) — (Hecke(C))™.
Here, for a category C acted on by H, we denote by
Res” : C¥ = C : colnd”

the corresponding adjoint pair of functors.
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10.2.8. Ezample. Let H be a torus with the weight lattice A. Then the datum of a category equipped
with an action of Rep(H) is the same as that of a category equipped with an action of Ag.

Let A be a Ag-graded algebra. Then the we can take as C the category A-mod of Apg-graded
A-modules. The action of A on A-mod is given by shifting the grading.

The corresponding category Hecke(C) can be identified with the category A-mod. The action of
H on A defines an H-action on A-mod, and the corresponding equivariant category A-modf can be

identified with A—mod.

The functor indgece ~ Res” is the forgetful functor

A-mod — A-mod,
and oblvieae =~ colnd¥ is its right adjoint, given by averaging along Ag.

10.3. Graded Hecke eigen-objects. From now on, until the end of this section, we let H be a
reductive group and Ty C H be its Cartan subgroup.

In this subsection we will discuss a version of the construction of Sect. [I0.2] where instead of the
“absolute” de-equivariantization, we perform a partial one, relative to Tx.

10.3.1.  We will apply the framework of Sect.[I0d]to the case when D = Rep(7T's), where Ty is a torus
mapping to H. We denote the corresponding category

C ® Rep(Tw)
Rep(H)

by Hecke(C).
We denote the resulting pair of adjoint functors by

ind . :C®Rep(Tu) = Hecke(C) : oblv

ecke Hecke
The corresponding monad on C ® Rep(Tx) identifies with the action of
(Id ® Rest,, ) (Reg(H)) € Rep(H) ® Rep(Tx).

10.3.2. By construction, Hecke(C) is acted on by Rep(TH). If we take its Hecke category with respect

to T, we recover Hecke(C). In particular, we obtain that we can recover Hecke(C) as
Hecke(C) ~ (Hecke(C))"™.
In particular, we have a pair of adjoint functors
Res™™ : Hecke(C) = Hecke(C) : colnd™™ .
The composite

0b1Viecke © Res™ : Hocke(C) — C

is the forgetful functor
oblv 4

3 T
Hecke(C) —%° C @ Rep(Tw) ““2% " C.
10.3.3. By definition, the functor indH * is a universal recipient among functors

d:C— E,

where E is a Rep(Tw)-module category, equipped with a system of identifications
B(c V) ™ &(c) xRestt, (V),

compatible with the with tensor products of representations.
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10.3.4. By Sect. I0L2 we can think of Hecke(C) as the category of objects ¢ € Rep(Tw) @ C,
equipped with a a system of isomorphisms

(10.5) ExV X Resth (V)@ &

(where Rep(Tw) acts on Rep(Tr) ® C via the 1st factor), compatible with tensor products of repre-
sentations.

For this reason we will refer to Hecke(C) as graded (with respect to lattice of weights of Tx) Hecke
eigen-objets of C.

10.4. The relative Hecke category. For future use we will introduce yet another variant of the
Hecke category.

10.4.1. Let C be acted by Rep(H) (on the right) and by Rep(T#) (on the left) so that these two
actions commute. In other words, we have an action of Rep(H) ® Rep(Tx) on C.

We introduce the category Hecke,e1(C) as

Hecke,1 (C) := C ® Rep(Tw),
Rep(H)®Rep(TH)

where the functors
Rep(H) — Rep(TH) < Rep(Tw)

are restriction and identity, respectively.

10.4.2. By Sect. [I0.1.2] we can think of Hecke,e1(C) as the category of objects ¢ € C, equipped with
a system of isomorphisms

(10.6) cx Vo~ Reng (V) xc,

compatible with tensor products of representations.

10.4.3. We will denote by ind . the functor

Hecke o]

cl&Wcg Rep(Tw) Tuntr @ ® Rep(Tw) =: Heckerel (C),
Rep(H)®Rep(TH)

and by

oblv .  :Hecke(C) — C.

Hecke ]

its right adjoint.

When we think of Hecke,e1(C) as objects ¢ € C equipped with a system of isomorphisms (I0.6)), the

functor oblv . remembers the data of c.
Hecke, o]

10.5. Duality for the Hecke category. In this short subsection we will study how the formation of
the Hecke category interacts with duality on categories acted on by Rep(H).
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10.5.1. Let C be again a compactly generated category, acted on by Rep(H). Let us consider CV as
acted on by Rep(H) by the formula

'« V =(cxm™(V*)Y, ceC"V €Rep(H),
where 7 is the Cartan involution on H, see Sect. 5.4
According to Sect. we have a canonical identification
Hecke(C)" ~ Hecke(C"),
so that the diagram
(Ce)°r indyecke (Hecke(C)?)°P

! !

(C\/)c indgecke Hecke(Cv)C
commutes.

10.5.2. Similarly, we define a duality
Hecke(C)" ~ Hecke(CY)

by making the following diagram commute:

ind

((C ® Rep(Ti))°)*® — 1k, (Hecke(C)<)°P

l l

ind o

(CY @ Rep(T)® —H,  Hecke(CV)S,
where the left vertical arrow sends
(c®V)—c' @r V™).
10.6. Irreducible objects in the Hecke category. In this subsection we will assume that C is
equipped with a t-structure satisfying the assumption of Sect. T0. 1.7
Note that in this case, according to Sect. [[0.I.7] the category Hecke(C) acquires a t-structure, in

which both functors induecke and oblviecke are t-exact.

Our goal in this subsection is to give an explicit description of the irreducible objects in Hecke(C).
We will be able to do so under an additional assumption on the action of Rep(H) on C, namely, when
this action is accessible.

10.6.1. We shall say that an irreducible ¢ € C¥ is restricted for the Hecke action if for every V €
Irrep(H), the object ¢+ V € C? is irreducible.

For example, Theorem .44 says that if A € A is restricted, then the object W™ € Whit, . (G) is
a restricted irreducible.
10.6.2. We are going to prove:
Proposition 10.6.3. Let ¢ € C¥ be restricted. Then indyecke (c) € Hecke(C)o 1s irreducible.
Proof. Let ¢’ € Hecke(C)¥ be equipped with a non-zero map ¢’ — indpeac(c); let us show that this
map is a surjection.

We have a surjection
indgecke © OblVHeake(c') — €,
so we can assume that ¢’ is of the form induecke (c1) for some c; € Cc. Hence, the map in question
comes from a map in C

(10.7) ¢1 — 0blvhecke © indHecke (€) =
Velrrep(H)

(cxV)®V".
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Let V € Irrep(H) be such that the component ¢i — (¢ * V) ® V* of the map (I0.7) is non-zero.
Replacing ¢; by the preimage of (¢ x V) ® V* under (I0.7), and using the assumption on ¢, we can
assume that ¢, is isomorphic to ¢ x V' and (I0.7)) corresponds to an element £ € V*.

Hence, the original map ¢’ — indgecke(c) identifies with

indecke (¢ + V) = V © indiecke(€) 25 indpecke (),
and hence is manifestly a surjection.
O
10.6.4. We shall say that the action of Rep(H) on C is accessible if every irreducible object of C¥ is
of the form ¢+ V for ¢ € CY restricted and V € Irrep(H).
For example, Lemma [3.4.2] says that if the derived group of H is simply-connected, then the action
of Rep(H) on Whitg,»(G) is accessible.

10.6.5. From Proposition 10.6.3] we obtain:

Corollary 10.6.6. Assume that the t-structure on C is Artinian and that the action of Rep(H) is
accessible. Then:

(a) Every irreducible object of Hecke(C)Y is of the form indmecke(c) for a restricted ¢ € C¥.

(b) If for two such objects we have indpecke(€1) ~ induecke (C2), then c1 >~ ca x V' for a I-dimensional
representation V of H.

Proof. Let ¢’ be an irreducible object of Hecke(C)U. There exists an object ¢; € C¥ equipped with
a non-zero map indgecke(C1) — c¢’. By Artinianness, we can assume that c; is irreducible. Write
c1 ~ c* V for c restricted.

Thus, we obtain a non-zero map
indpecke (¢ * V) = V ® indgecke(€) — <,
from which we deduce the existence of a non-zero map
indgecke(c) — .

However, by Proposition [0.6.3] indgecke(c) is irreducible, and hence indpecke(c) =~ ¢’. This proves
point (a).

For point (b), let us be given a non-zero map

induecke (€1) — indecke (€2)

for c1, c2 as in Proposition [[0.6.3] Then we obtain a non-zero map in C

c — &) (c2x V)@ V™.
Velrrep(H)

Hence, we obtain a non-zero map
c1 — Cco*xV
for some irreducible V. By the assumption on cg, the latter map is an isomorphism.
Symmetrically, we have: ca2 ~ ¢1 * W for some W € Irrep(H). Hence,
ca~ex(VoW).
From here we obtain that V and W are 1-dimensional.

O

Corollary 10.6.7. Assume that the t-structure on C is Artinian and that the action of Rep(H) is
accessible. Then the t-structure on Hecke(C)Y is Artinian.
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Proof. 1t suffices to show that for an irreducible ¢; € CO, the object indpecke(c1) € Hecke(C)v has
finite length.

Write ¢; = ¢+ V for ¢ as in Proposition [[0.6.31 Then
indHcckc(Cl) = K ® indHcckc (C)7

and the assertion follows.
O

10.7. Irreducible objects in the graded version. In this subsection we retain the assumptions
of Sect. [[0.6] We will will adapt the results of loc.cit. to describe irreducibles in the graded Hecke

category Hecke(C).
10.7.1. First off note that if H is a torus, any irreducible object in C is restricted for this action:
indeed the irreducible objects of Rep(H) are 1-dimensional and act by invertible functors.

In particular, an action of Rep(H) is automatically accessible.

10.7.2. Let us be in the context of Sect.[I0.3l Applying Proposition [[0.6.3] and Corollaries [0.6.7] and
[10.6.6] to the torus Tx, we obtain:

Corollary 10.7.3.
(a) The forgetful functor
Res™™ : He.cke(C)O — Hecke(C)"
sends irreducibles to irreducibles.
(b) Bvery irreducible of Hecke(C)" is of the form Res™ (c) for some irreducible ¢ € He.cke(C)O.

(¢) If for two irreducibles c1,c2 € Hecke(C)Y, we have Res™ (c1) =~ Res™™ (c2), then c1 and c2 differ
by a translation by an element of Ap.

Combining with Proposition [[0.6.3] and Corollaries [[0.6.7] and [I0.6.6] we obtain:
Corollary 10.7.4.

(a) For every restricted irreducible ¢ € C° and every v € Am, the object indH * (c®e”) € Hecke(C)”
15 irreducible.

(b) Suppose that the t-structure on C is Artinian and that the action of Rep(H) on C is accessible.
Then:

(i) The t-structure on Hecke(C)® is Artinian;

(ii) Bvery irreducible object of Hecke(C)® is of the form indH . (c®e") for some ¢ € C¥ as in
Proposition[10.6.3 and v € Ag.

(iii) Two trreducible objects ind o (c1®e) and indH . (c2®e?) are isomorphic if and only if y1—y2

ecke
extends to a character (to be denoted v) of H, and c2 ~ c1 x€”, where & denotes the corresponding
one-dimensional representation of H.

11. THE CATEGORY OF HECKE EIGEN-OBJECTS IN THE WHITTAKER CATEGORY

In this section we will finally define and study the main character of this paper, the category of
graded Hecke eigensheaves in the metaplectic Whittaker category.

11.1. Definition. In this subsection we introduce the category of graded Hecke eigensheaves in the
metaplectic Whittaker category,
Hecke(Whity.. (G)),
taken with respect to the Rep(H) action on Whitg . (G), which was defined in Sect.
We will also consider the non-graded version Hecke(Whitg,»(G)).
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11.1.1. By Sect. [I0.1.3] we have a pair of adjoint functors

imdH e Whitg,-(G) @ Rep(TH) = Hecke(Whitg,»(G)) : oblvH e

The corresponding monad on Whitg,.(G) is given by the action of the object
Satq,c ® Res¥H (Reg(@)) € Sph, ,(G) ® Rep(Tw).

In particular, the category Hecke(Whitq »(G)) is compactly generated by the essential image of
(Whitg,»(G) @ Rep(TH))¢ under the functor ind_«

Hecke

11.1.2. By Sect. we can rewrite Hecke(Whit, . (G)) as the category consisting of
F € Whity, - (G) ® Rep(TH),
equipped with a system of identifications
FxSatga(V) % Rest (V) ® 7,

(where Rep(TH) acts on Whitg, 2 (G) ® Rep(Tr) via the 2nd factor), compatible with tensor products
of representations.

11.1.3. Taking into account Sect.[0.2.4] the recipe of Sect. defines an identification
(11.1) Hecke(Whitg . (G))" ~ Hecke(Whit,—1 ,(G)),

i.e., an equivalence

(11.2) DV (Hecke(Whit . (G)))°)°P ~ (Hecke(Whit, 1 ,(G)))",

which makes the following diagram commute

(ind o )°P °
((Whity o (G) ® Rep(T))*)™ ——=— ((Hecke(Whity +(G)))")*”
DVerdier®(TTH ODlin)JI lDVerdier
ind o

(Whit,—1 ,(G) ® Rep(Tw))®  —= (He'cke(Whitq,l,x(G)))C.

11.2. Behavior with respect to isogenies. As a convenient technical tool, we will study the behavior

of the categores Hecke(Whit, . (G)) and Hecke(Whit, »(G)) under isogenies G — G.

11.2.1. Let us be given a short exact sequence of reductive groups
15G—G— To — 1,

where Tj is a torus. Consider the corresponding short exact sequence of tori
0T —T—To—0

and lattices
05A—>A— Ao — 0.

Let us be given a geometric metaplectic data G for CNJ, whose restriction to G gives §¢. We obtain
a map of lattices
AF = A
and a map of reductive groups

H — H.
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11.2.2. We will say that the isogeny is strictly compatible with the geometric metaplectic data if the
diagram

AN — &

[

A ——5 A
is a push-out square, cf. Sect. [£.5.4]

In particular, in this case we obtain a short exact sequence of lattices
(11.3) 0—AF 5 AF 5 Ay — 0,
and an isogeny of metaplectic duals

15Ty —» H— H—1.

11.2.3. Note that the image of the resulting map
Gr‘é’:z — Grgjz

is a union of some connected components.

In particular, direct image defines a fully faithful functor
(11.4) Shvge (Gré,) — Shv,e (Gre ),
and in particular a fully faithful monoidal functor

Sph, ,(G) — Sph, . (G).
We have a commutative diagram
Rep(H) —— Rep(f[)

Satq’Gl lsatq’é

Sph, ,(G) —— Sph, ,(G).
11.2.4. Consider the resulting functor
(11.5) Hecke(Shvge (Gré,)) — Hecke(Shv,ya (Gre,)),

where Hecke on the left-hand (resp., right-hand) side is taken with respect to action of Rep(H) (resp.,

Rep(H)).
We have a commutative diagram
Shvga (Gre,) —= Shv, s (Gre”)
indgecke l lindHcckc

Hecke(Shvga (Gr‘épz)) @B, Hecke(Shv ;¢ (Gr‘épz)).

We claim:

Proposition 11.2.5.

(a) The functor (IR is fully faithful.
(b) If the isogeny is stricttly compatible with the geometric metaplectic data (see Sect. [[1.2.3), then
([@IIX) is an equivalence.
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Proof. To prove point (a), it suffices to show that for Fo,F1 € Shvge (Gr‘é’jx), the map
MapSHCCkC(ShVSG (Gr‘é‘?m)) (indHeCke (§0)7 indHECke (9:1)) -
— Mapchckc(Shv ~(Gre? ) (indHecke (?0), indyecke (5['1))
SG G,z

is an isomorphism, where in the left-hand side indpecke denotes the functor

Shvga (Gré’;) — Hecke(Shvge (Gré’jx)),
and in the right-hand side, it denotes the functor

Shve (Gry,) — Hecke(Shv,g (Grg,)).

By adjunction, this is equivalent to showing that the map

)
Velrrep(H)

MapsShVSG (el (?o ® F1 * Satg,a(V) ® K) —

Velrrep(H)

1\/IatpsShV0é (Gre? ) (3"0, ® F1 * Satg,c(V) ® Z)

is an isomorphism.

The required isomorphism follows from the fact that for F supported on Gr“éfz C Gr“épz and V €
Irrep(I?l)7 the object F x Satq,a(V) € ShvS@ (Gr‘gm) is still supported on Gr‘é’:z if and only if

V € Irrep(H) C Irrep(H).

For point (b) we note that the condition in Sect. IT.2:2limplies that for every 0 # F1 € Shvgg; (Gr‘épz)

there exists V € Irrep(H) so that F1 « Sat, ¢ (V) is non-zero when restricted to Gr“é‘jx C Gr“é;.

To prove that ([ILH) is an equivalence, it suffices to show that for every F’ € Hecke(Shv (Gr‘gjz))

there exists F € Hecke(Shvge (Gr‘é’jx)) equipped with a non-zero map
indpeere (F) — .
Choose V € Irrep(H) so that oblvecce(F) * Satq,c(V) is non-zero when restricted to Gré’jx. Let ¥
be the resulting object of Shvge (Gr‘gjz). By construction, we have a non-zero map
T % Satg,c (V") = oblvaeme(F),

and hence a non-zero map
Z* ® indHecke (EF) — 35/7
as desired.

From Proposition we obtain:
Corollary 11.2.6. Assume that the isogeny is strictly compatible with the geometric metaplectic data.
Then:
(a) The functors (IT4) and Rep(Tw) — Rep(T) induce an equivalence of Rep(Twx)-module categories:

Rep(T;) ® Hecke(Shvge(Gré,)) — Hecke(Shvyg (Gre)),
Rep(TH) i ’

where Hecke on the left-hand (resp., right-hand) side is taken with respect to Rep(H) and Rep(TH)

(resp., Rep(H) and Rep(T'z)).
(b) A choice of a splitting of (IL3) defines an equivalence

Rep(Th) ® He.cke(ShVSG (Gré’jx)) ~ He.cke(Shng; (er@px)).
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11.2.7. Imposing the Whittaker condition, from ([1.4]), we obtain a fully faithful functor
(11.6) Whitg o (G) — Whit(Gr,).
From Proposition and Corrollary we obtain:

Corollary 11.2.8. Assume that the isogeny is strictly compatible with the geometric metaplectic data.
Then:
(a) The functor
Hecke(Whit, . (G)) — Hecke(Whit,(Grg ,))
is an equivalence.
(b) The functor

Rep(T;) ©  Hecke(Whitg,.(G)) — Hecke(Whit,(Gre’ )
Rep(Tq) ’
is an equivalence.

(¢) A choice of a splitting of (IL3) defines an equivalence

Rep(Ty) ® Hecke(Whity . (G)) ~ Hecke(Whit,(Gr,))
is an equivalence.
11.3. The t-structure and the description of irreducibles. In this subsection we will study the

behavior of the t-structure on the category Hecke(Whitq(G)). In particular, we will obtain an explicit
description of irreducibles.

11.3.1.  According to Sect. I0.I.7] and Proposition @:3.2] the category Hecke(Whit,(G)) acquires a
t-structure in which both functors

indH o : Whity »(G) ® Rep(TH) = He.cke(VVhitq’:c (G)) : oblv_.

ecke Hecke

are t-exact.

11.3.2.  We claim:

Proposition 11.3.3.

(a) The t-structure on He.cke(Whitq,m (G)) is Artinian.

(b) There is a natural bijection between irreducibles of He.cke(Whitq,m (@)Y and elements of A.

In the course of the proof of Proposition [[1.3.3] we will give an explicit description of the irreducibles

of He.cke(Whitq@(G))@, which will also be useful later.

11.3.4. Proof of Proposition[I1.3.3, first case. Let us first assume that the pair (G, §) is such that the
derived group of H is simply connected. In this case, by Lemma [0.4.2] and Theorem [9.4.9] the action
of Rep(H) on Whitg,»(G) is accessible.

Hence the assertion of the proposition follows from Corrollary I0.7.4lb).

11.3.5. Proof of Proposition [11.3.3, reduction step. Suppose now that we are given an isogeny
G—G

strictly compatible with the geometric metaplectic data. From Corrollary [T.2:8(b,c), we obtain that
the assertion of Proposition I1.3.3] for (é, SG) implies that for (G, SG).

Hence, in order to prove Proposition [1.3.3] it suffices to show the following:
Proposition 11.3.6. Given (G,3%), there exists a pair (57 96) and an isogeny G — é, strictly
compatible with the geometric metaplectic data, such the derived group of H is simply connected.

The proof of Proposition [[1.3.6] is given in Sect. [[1.4] below.

O[Proposition IT.3.3]
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11.3.7. For A € A, let My}, denote the corresponding irreducible in Hecke(Whity,.(G)). By con-
struction, for v € A¥, we have:

PWES A REY
My @ € = M,
where ® stands for the action of Rep(Tx) on Hecke(Whitg »(G)). Moreover, for A restricted, we have

Al . A,k
Myny ==ind o (W),
Hecke

We claim:

Corollary 11.3.8. For A € AT, the object indH o (W**) € (Hecke(Whitg,.(G))) receives a non-

ecke
zero map from the irreducible M‘A,\}!};t, and the Jordan-Holder constituents of the quotient are of the

form M{\,\;}l; for X' <.

Proof. Tt is enough to prove the assertion for ind « (W™') instead of ind « (W™*). Again, we

can assume that the derived group of H is simply—cglcniected. Write A = X1 + v with A1 restricted and
v € A%, Then

ind, . (W) = Ml @ Rest, (V7),

and the assertion follows. g
11.3.9. Recall the duality functor
DV (Hecke(Whity o (G))°)°P — Hecke(Whit,—1 ,(G))°.
By Corrollary and the construction of the irreducibles M‘A,\}!};t, we have
Dvcrdicr(Mé\’/fit) = Mé\/’};t
From here and Proposition [[T.3.3] we obtain:

Corollary 11.3.10. An object § € Hecke(Whit, .(G))¢ is connective/coconnective if and only if
DVerdier (F) is coconnective/connective

11.4. Proof of Proposition [11.3.6l The proof of Proposition [[1.3.6] will amount to a manipulation
with lattices and root data.

11.4.1. We first choose an isogeny
15Ty > H—»H—>1
so that the derived group of H is simply-connected. Let A* denote the weight lattice of H.
We define the lattice A to be the push-out
AU A
Al
By construction, the map
A A

is a rational equivalence.
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11.4.2.  We now construct a root datum for which A is the coweight lattice. For a coroot a of G, we
let @ € A be the image of o under the natural embedding A — A.

The corresponding root & is constructed as follows:
& =Lo - am,
where &g is the corresponding coroot of H , and £, is as in Sect. [2.3.3]
A priori, & is defined as an element of
A c./t\’j%szx%Q.

However, it is easy to see that it in fact belongs to A.
It follows from Sect.[2.3.5] that the elements
{G el acA}

indeed form a root system so that

A=A
is an isogeny.
11.4.3. Let G be the corresponding reductive group over k. By construction, we have a short exact

sequence .
1->G—>G—Tyo—1,

where Tp is the torus dual to Tp.
11.4.4. It remains to show that, on a Zariski neighborhood of the point z € X, there exists a geo-

metric metaplectic data §¢ for G such that the map G — G is strictly compatible with the geometric
metaplectic data.

Note, however, that by [GLys| Sect. 3.3], on affine curves, geometric metaplectic data are classified
by their associated quadratic forms. Hence, it remains to show that the quadratic form ¢ on A can be
extended to an element _

Zf € Quad(A7 eX (_1))¥Zstr
(see [GLys| Sect. 3.2.2] or Sect. ZT.I1] for the notation), in such a way that kernel of the associated
symmetric bilinear form b equals A* C A.
11.4.5. Note that the restriction of the quadratic form ¢ to A* is such that the associated symmetric
bilinear form vanishes. Hence ¢* := q|as 1s a linear map
A +1 Ce”.
We extend the above map in an arbitrary way to a map
?fa c AP 41
We define a quadratic form g on A by the formula
FA+X) =g\ +F (N, AeA, Mell
It is easy to see that ¢, constructed above, indeed belongs to
Quad(A, e (—1)) 1k € Quad(A, e (1)),

as required.
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Part I'V: The metaplectic semi-infinite IC sheaf

Having studied the Whittaker category on the affine Grassmannian and its de-equivariantization,
i.e., the Hecke category, we move on to the next step: we want to relate it to the right-hand side of our
main theorem, which is the category of factorization modules over some factorization algebra on (an
object closely related to) the affine Grassmannian for the Cartan subgroup 7'

The passage between Grg to Grr can justifiably be called a Jacquet functor as it involves taking
cohomology along £(N)-orbits. However, there is a caveat: this is not just cohomology, but rather it

==}
2

is taken against a non-trivial kernel, The kernel is metaplectic semi-infinite IC sheaf, denoted IC %, ,

is the object of study in this Part.

12. THE METAPLECTIC SEMI-INFINITE CATEGORY OF THE AFFINE GRASSMANNIAN

The metaplectic semi-infinite IC sheaf is constructed by the usual procedure of intermediate exten-
sion inside a certain DG category equipped with a t-structure.

The goal of the present section is to introduce this DG category: this is the (unital version of) the
metaplectic semi-infinite category on Grg,ran, denoted SIq,Ran(G)i?ﬂ.

12.1. The semi-infinite category. In this subsection we will define the metaplectic semi-infinite
category, first at a fixed point € X, denoted Sl »(G), and then its Ran version, denoted SI; ran(G).

12.1.1. 'We define the metaplectic semi-infinite category of the affine Grassmannian, denoted Sl . (G)
as the full subcategory in Shvga (Gr“épz) that consists of S(N);’p-equivariant objects, i.e.,

2(N)2”
SI,..(G) = (Shvgg(cr‘gf z)) .

The difference between Whit,, »(G) and Sl, »(G) is that instead of the non-degenerate character we
use the trivial one.

12.1.2. Much of the discussion pertaining to the definition of Whit, »(G) applies to Slg+(G). In
particular, we have the full subcategories

SIq,z(G):u C SLLI(G)SM C Slye (G)
and the corresponding adjoint functors.
However, instead of Proposition [6.29] we have the following assertion (with the same proof):

Lemma 12.1.3. The category Slg,«(G)=u is (non-canonically) equivalent to Vect for any p € A, via
the functor of !-fiber at the point t* € Gré’jz. For p =0 this equivalence is canonical.

Remark 12.1.4. We note, however, that although the standard objects (i.e., the !-extensions of the gen-
erators of each SI; ,(G)=,) are compact, the corresponding co-standard objects (i.e., the *-extensions)
are no longer such. This contrasts with the case of Whitg,.(G), see Corrollary [6.3.0]

12.1.5. Let SIg ran(G) be the Ran space version of the semi-infinite category, i.e.,

S(NEL,
SI, Ran(G) = (Shvgc(ergfm,,)) fan

12.1.6. Let ?ORan C Gr‘é;’jRij be the corresponding closed subfunctor, see Sect. B4TIl We let
Slg Ran (G)= C Slg ran(G)
be the full subcategory that consists of objects supported on EORan_

12.2. Stratifications. In this subsection we introduce a stratification of g%an by locally closed sub-
functors, according to the order of degeneracy of the Drinfeld structure. This stratification will give
rise to a stratification of the category SI; ran(G)=°.
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12.2.1.  Recall the space of colored divisors denoted Conf, see Sect. 1.1l Let Gr‘gfcc,nf be the prestack
over Conf that classifies triples (D, Pq, a), where

e D= %),uk -z is a point of Conf;
e P is a G-bundle;

e « is an identification of Pe with w” away from {z}.

In a similar way we define the group (ind)-schemes
£ (G)ont C L(G)Eanr and 5 (N)ons C LIN)Eons
over Conf.
—Conf

12.2.2.  Let Sconr be the closed subfunctor of Grg’chnf consisting of points (D, Pg,a) as above, for
which for every A € A*, the composite map

L ) v v
(12.1) @) PN — (X ) - @) = Vi, = Vi

which is a priori defined on X — {z1}, extends to a regular map on all of X.

Let

Conf JConf wConf
SConf — SConf

be the open subfunctor, where we require the composite map (I2.1)) to have no zeroes on X.

_ —Conf
Let p©°f (resp., p°°™) denote the projection SSo%f — Conf (resp., Saont — Conf).

12.2.3.  We can also think of

Conf wP
Scont C GIé, cont

as follows:
The embedding T' — G gives rise to a map Gr%?ccnf — Gr‘é’jccnf. In addition, the projection
Gr;f)conf — Conf
has a canonical section. Composing, we obtain a section

P
Conf — Gré cont-

Then SE is the orbit of the group S(N)‘éznf acting on the above section.

12.2.4. Let
(Conf xRan)“ C Ran x Conf

be the ind-closed subfunctor corresponding to the following condition:

An S-point of
(J C Hom(S, X); D € Hom(S, Conf))

belongs to (Conf xRan)© if and only if the support of the divisor D is set-theoretically contained in
the union of the graphs of the maps i : S — X,i € J (cf. [Ga7l, Sect. 1.3.2]).

Note that we have a canonical identification

(12.2) Gr“C’;‘jRan x (Conf xRan)< ~ Gr“éfcc,nf x (Conf xRan)“.
R

an Conf

Let prg,, denote the projection (Conf xRan)< — Conf.
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12.2.5. Denote
?g:ﬁf := (Conf xRan)< x ?222?
£

Con

Denote by pgggf the projection

?E;’ﬁf — (Conf xRan)“.

. . . . —=Conf .
Note that the identification (I22]) realizes S rC{ZE as a closed subfunctor in

(Conf xRan)“ x g%an'
Ran

Let 152" denote the composite map
—Conf =0 =0
Skon < (Conf xRan)~ X Sgan — Sran-

Ran
Note that the map i5°™ is proper.
12.2.6. Denote
Sgonf .= (Conf xRan)S x S&onf.
Conf

Denote by pS2nf the projection

SEont _, (Conf xRan)C.
sConf

Denote by jran the open embedding

Conf —Conf
SRan — SRan .

12.2.7. For A € A"®® — 0, denote
(Conf* xRan)< := (Conf xRan)< x Conf*.

Conf

Let prp,, denote the restriction of the map prg,, to (Conf* xRan)<. Denote also

—\ A —Conf
Shan 1= (Conf* xRan)“ X Shon
(Conf xRan)<
and
A A f
San := (Conf* xRan)< X Sgent,

(Conf xRan)<
Denote by jr., the resulting map
A —=A
SRan - SRan
and by ip., the corresponding map

—=A —Conf iRay —=0
SRan — SRan : SRan .

Denote
A I Y
1Ran ‘= lRan © JRan-

Denote by 7., (1esp., Phan) the restriction of Py, (resp., pran) to g?{an (resp., Span)-

12.2.8. We extend the above definitions to formally include the case of A = 0, in which case we set
Conf’ = pt.
We let
JRan 0
Slqnan R<_) SRan

be the open subfunctor, where we require that the map (83]) have no zeroes.

We have:
<0 . .0 «0 . 0 C
iRan = 1d, 1Ran = JRan = jrRan, (Conf~ xRan)- = Ran,

PRan (TeSp., Pay) is the map S, — Ran (resp., g?{an — Ran), and pry,, is the projection Ran — pt.
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12.2.9. The following results easily from the definitions:

Lemma 12.2.10. The map

A . aX a0
1Ran * SRan — SRan

is a locally closed embedding. Every field-valued point ofgg{an belongs to the image of exactly one such
map.
12.3. Stratification of the category. The strata Sa,, of g%an give rise to a recollement pattern on
SIq,Ran(G).
12.3.1.  Let SI; Ran(G)=? denote the full subcategory of Shvgc(ggan) given by the condition of equiv-
ariance with respect to the pullback of £(N)%.. to (Conf* xRan)<.

Let SI; Ran(G)™> be the corresponding full subcategory of Shvga (SRan)-

12.3.2. The maps ip,, and jr., define pairs of mutually adjoint functors
Gﬁan)l = G)l'\{an)* : SLLRBU(C:)SA = SIq’Ran(G)SO : (i)l'\{an)!;
(Ran)” = (JRan)’ ¢ STg.ran(G) =" 2 SIyran(G) ™ ¢ (JRan)+-
12.3.3. In addition, as in [Ga7, Corollary 1.4.5], one shows that the partially defined left adjoint
(iﬁan)* Of
(i)l'\{an)* = (iﬁan)* o (jﬁan)*
is defined on .
SIq’Ran(G)SO C ShVSG (SRan)v
giving rise to an adjoint pair
(iﬁan)* : SIq,RaD(G)SO = SIq,Ran (G)Sk : (i?{an)*'
12.3.4. Also, the partially defined left adjoint (ifan)i of (iRan)' is defined on
SIgran(G) ™ C Shvga (SRan),
giving rise to an adjoint pair

(ifan )t © Sy Ran(G)™ 2 SI; Ran(G)=" : (iRan) -

12.4. Description of the category on a stratum. In this subsection we will describe explicitly the
category Sy ran(G)™>. It will turn out to be equivalent to the category of (gerbe-twisted) sheaves on
(Conf* xRan)C.

12.4.1. We first observe:

Proposition 12.4.2. The pullback of the gerbe G¢ along the map

(12.3) SET 5 Shan = Gré Ran
identifies canonically with the pullback of the gerbe G* on Conf of Sect. [£-6-3 along the map
(12.4) Sionf PRay (Conf xRan)S 2% Conf .

The proof will be essentially a diagram chase, modulo the additional structure on the gerbe G¢
specified in Sect. [L.6.0l

Proof. By construction, the map ([I23) factors as

Conf wP wP
SRan — GrB,Ran — GrG,Ran-

By definition, the correspondence between G and G7 is such that their pullbacks to Gr‘j;Ran along
the maps
P P P
Gré,Ran — Gr%,l’{an — Gr’hld“,Ran
are identified, see Sect. [2.3.11
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Hence, it suffices to show that pullback of G7 along
(12.5) SSSEf — Gr%ﬁRan — Gr%t’Ran
identifies with the pullback of G* along the map =a).
In order to do so, we can replace SS2*f by
(Grfpan)™™® X Shan',
(see Sect. [4.6.1] for the notation), which identifies with

Conf wP neg wP
SConf X (GrT,Ran) X GrT,(Ran xRan)C s
Conf GrUTJ'pR
,Ran

where the map Gr‘;fj(Raanan)C — Gr%'Ran 15 @omall, see Sect. [LEJ for the notation.

With respect to this identification, the composition

=D

wP neg Conf Conf
(GrT,Ran) X SRan - SRan > Conf
Conf
identifies with

Conf wP neg wP wP neg
SCont CX c (GrT,Ran) >§ GrT,(Raanan)C — (GrTyRan) — Conf .
on Gre

Hence, the pullback of §* along this map identifies with the pullback of §7 along the map

Conf wP neg wP wP Psmall wP
SConf X (GrT,Ran) X GrT,(Raanan)C ? GrT,(Raanan)C GrT,Ran-
Conf Gr%”R
,Ran

The composition
wP neg Conf Conf IZ3HD wP
(GrT,Ran) X SRan — SRan ? GrT,Ran
Conf
identifies with

Conf wP neg wP wP “Pbii wP
SConf X (GrT,Ran) X GrT,(Raanan)C ? GrT,(Raanan)C GrT,Ran-
Conf Gr%pR
,Ran

Hence, the required isomorphism follows from Corrollary [[.6.7]

12.4.3. From Proposition [[2.4.2] we obtain that we have a canonically defined pullback functor
Phan Shvga ((Conf xRan)<) — Shvgc(Sgs,ﬁf),
and for every individual A € A"°8, a functor
(Phan) : Shvga ((Conf* xRan)<) — Shvge (SRan),
As in Lemma [IZ.T.3] (see also [GaT, Lemma 1.4.8], we have:
Lemma 12.4.4. For every A € A™8, functor (pRa.)' induces an equivalence
Shvga ((Conf* xRan)<) — STy ran(G) ™.

12.5. The unital subcategory. As we just saw in Lemma[[2:44] the category Slg ran (G):A is equiv-
alent to that of (gerbe-twisted) sheaves on (Conf* xRan)<. This category is too large for our needs:
it contains the “junk” directions that have to do with Ran, and we would like to cut those down.

A device to do so is the unitality structure.
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12.5.1.  Let us recall the setting of Sect. Note that according to Lemmal[l.6.4] the pullback functor
Psmall - SthG (GrG,Ran) — ShVSG(GrgI,J(RanXRan)C)
is fully faithful.

We define the category Shvge (Grg,Ran)untl to consist of objects F € Shvge (Gr‘éfr{an) equipped with
an isomorphism

<P!sma11(3t) = @Lig(g)
and an identification of the composite map
F =~ ARan! © Poman(F) = Aran! 0 Ghig(F) = F
with the identity map on .
Note that due to the fully faithfulness result quoted above, the forgetful functor
Shvge (Gré’jﬁan)un“ — Shvge (Gré’jﬁan)
is fully faithful.
12.5.2.  Define
Sy Ran(G)untt == Slg.Ran (G) N Shvge (GrE Ran)untt C Shvge (Gra.Ran).-

12.5.3. Along with Gr‘gjmanxr{an)c, we can consider the prestacks

—0 —Conf Conf
S(Raanan)C ) S(RanXRan)C ) S(Ranx Ran)C >

etc.

Proceeding as above, we define the full subcategories
=0 =0
ShVSG (S(RanXRan)C )untl C ShVSG (S(RanXRan)C )7

—=A —=A
ShVSG (S(Ranx Ran)C )untl - Shng (S(Ranx Ran)C )
and
A A
ShVSG (S(RanXRan)C )Uﬂtl C ShVSG (S(RanXRan)C )7

as well as
STg.Ran (@) 5 C STo,Ran(G)=7,

STg,Ran(G) S0, C SIyRan(G) =7,
SIq,Ran (G)THA“ C SIq,Ran(G):)\.

It is clear that the functors (ixay)', (JRan)' (and hence also (ifa,)') as well as (igan)«, (JRan)= (and
hence also (i}, )«) preserve the corresponding unital subcategories.

In addition, as in [GaT7, Proposition 4.2.2], we have:
Proposition 12.5.4. The functors (i, )1 and (i..)” also preserve the unital subcategories.

12.5.5. By a similar token we define the full subcategory
Shvga ((Conf xRan)<)uny C Shvga ((Conf xRan)<).

It follows from Lemma [[2.4.4] that the functor (p?{an)! induces an equivalence
(12.6) Shvga ((Conf* xRan)<)une — STy ran(G)ami-
12.5.6. The following is proved in [GaTl Proposition 4.2.7]:

Proposition 12.5.7. Pullback with respect to
Prpa, © (Conf* xRan)< — Conf*

defines an equivalencce
Shvga (Conf*) — Shvga ((Conf* xRan)<)yns.
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12.5.8. Combining, we obtain the following explicit description of the category Sl ran(G)im:

Corollary 12.5.9. For every A € A5, pullback with respect to pry,, oPhan defines an equivalence
Shvga (Conf*) — STy Ran(G)am1-
12.5.10. Exzample. For A = 0 the above corollary says that the functor
€ wsg'

defines an equivalence
Vect — SIq,Ran(G);?tl.

13. THE METAPLECTIC SEMI-INFINITE IC SHEAF
In this section we finally construct the main object of study in this Part: the metaplectic semi-infinite

1C sheaf IC 2,

q,Ran"

13.1. The t-structure on the semi-infinite category. In this subsection we will introduce a t-

structure on SI; Ran (G)i?t17 and as a result we will define the metaplectic semi-infinite IC sheaf ICfRan.

13.1.1. We define a t-structure on the category Shng((Conf’\ xRan)©)uny1 via the equivalence of
Proposition [2.5.7
(PrRan) Shvga (Conf*) 3 ShvSA((Conf’\ xRan)<) unil,

i.e., we transfer the (perverse) t-structure from Shvga (Conf*).

13.1.2.  'We define a t-structure on Sly ran (G)fl?ﬂ via the equivalence of (IZ8), up to a cohomological
shift by (X, 2p).

Namely, we declare on object of SI; ran(G) 51 to be connective/coconnective if and only if its image
in Shvga ((Conf* xRan))une, shifted cohomologically by [(), 25)], is connective/coconnective.

We apply a similar procedure to define a t-structure on S, ran(G)IS, via its identification with

Vect.

13.1.3. We define a structure on SIq,Ran(G)‘i?t] by declaring an object to be coconnective if and only

ap e . . . . . =
if its image under (ix,y,)' is coconnective in SI, ran(G)oa for every .

13.1.4. By construction, the functors

(iRan)t © STg Ran (G)antt = Slo ran (G) 5
are right t-exact, and the functors

(iRan)+ : STq ran (G)amtt = Sy ran (G) i
are left t-exact. From here, we obtain that the functors

(iRan) " Slg.Ran (G) 5 = Slo.ran (G)amu
are right t-exact.

Moreover, as in [Ga7l Lemma 2.1.8], we have:

Lemma 13.1.5. An object T € Sy ran(G)=0, is connective if and only if (iRan)*(F) € Slgran(G)mm1

unt
is connective for every A.
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13.1.6. We let
IC 2,

q,Ran

€ (SIyRan(G)=2 )Y C SI, Ran(G)=0

untl untl

be the object equal to the image of the resulting map
H((jran)i(wsg ) = H"((ran)+(wsy

Ran

)

where H° refers to the t-structure on SIq,Ran(G)i?tl introduced in Sect. [I3.1.3] above.
Remark 13.1.7. For the purposes of this paper we will largely forget the unitality property of IC 2,

and regard it simply as an object of Sl ran(G)=°.

q,Ran>

We emphasize, however, that we needed the unitality device in order to have a well-behaved t-
structure.

13.1.8. For future use we record:
Fi

Lemma 13.1.9. The !-restriction of 1C to SRan is zero unless A € AP,

q,Ran
The proof will be given in Sect. [[4.1.5]

13.1.10. In the rest of this section we will discuss various properties of IC g, .:
—We will explicitly describe its restriction to

P
w
GI‘G,,C C Grg,Ran;

—We will endow it with a factorization structure;
—We will describe its relationship with the global metaplectic semi-infinite IC sheaf.
13.2. Description of the fiber. The definition of ICZRan might appear as very abstract, and the
result object may seem hardly calculable. This turns out to be not so.

In this subsection we will describe explicitly its restriction to Gr‘é; - Gré’jRan, i.e., the fiber of
Gr“é’jRan over the point {z} € Ran.
13.2.1. For an element v € A* consider the corresponding point

e S C Gy,

The trivialization of the gerbe G, » in Sect. [Z37] gives rise to trivialization of 9G|m. Hence, d¢v,Gr

makes sense as an object of ShvS(Gr“éfz).

13.2.2.  Assume now that + is dominant. Let V7 denote the corresponding irreducible object in Rep(H)
(see our conventions in Sect. Z4H]). It follows from (Z4) that the !-fiber of Sate,c (V") at ¢ identifies
canonically with e[— (v, 2p)].

Hence, we obtain a canonically defined map
(13.1) 8ev,ar[— (7, 29)] — Satq,a (V7).
By adjunction, we obtain a map

(13.2) d1,Gr = 04— ar * Satq,a (V7)[(v, 26)].

13.2.3.  We consider (A¥)™ as a poset with respect to the order relation that
Yo=Y & Y2 —71 € (Au)+.

Note that this is a different order relation than the standard one denoted <. Note also that, taken
with respect to <, the set (A")* is filtered.
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13.2.4. For 2 = v with y2 — 41 = v € (A*)* we define the map
8= e * Satq,a (V) [(11,20)] = 04—z ¢, * Sate,a(V7?)[(12,27)]

to be the composite

(13.3) 8,1 % Sabo,a (V7)) (71, 28)] = 6,1, * 01,0 % Sty (V)[(11,20)] 5
= 04— qr*0—~ ar¥Sate,c (V7)xSatq,c(V™)[(v2,26)] = 8, ,ar*Saty,c (V7)xSatq,c (V") [(v2,20)] —
= 042 g * Satq,c (V") [(v2,2p)]
where the last arrow is induced by the Pliicker map
ViVt 5 V2,
normalized so that it is the idenitity map on the (trivialized) highest weight lines.
13.2.5. Asin [Ga6l Sect. 2.3], one shows that the assingment
0 aed 6t*7,Gr * Satq,G(V'y)K% 2)]
together with the above transition maps define a functor of co-categories
(AT, <) = Shvge (Gre,).
Define:

(13.4) 'IC?; = colim &, g * Satg,a(V)[(7,2p)] € Shvge (Gr‘é’jx).
YE((AH)F,2) ’

As in [Ga6l Proposition 2.3.7], one shows:
Proposition 13.2.6.
(a) The object ’ICq%; belongs to Slg - (G).
(b) The object ’IC?Z is supported on S’ C Gre’,.
(c) There is a canonical identification (jo)!(’ICi) ~ wgo.
13.2.7. A metaplectic analog of the isomorphism of [Ga7l, Corollary 2.7.7] reads:
Theorem 13.2.8. There exists a canonical isomorphism between

oo oo
102, = 1C 20, |arr
G,z

g,Ran
and 'IC 7.
13.2.9. In what follows we will need the following property of ICE:

Proposition 13.2.10. The !-restriction of IC?ilc to a stratum S> with X # 0 is of the form
wgr[=(A,29)] ® Kq

where Ky is an object of ShvSIAx (pt) that lives in cohomological degrees > 2.

Proof. Consider the restriction of IC g, to the stratum
A
X X SRaln
Conf*

where X — Conf> is the diagonal map = +— \ - z.
This restriction is the pullback of an object
Kx a[=(A 2p)] € Shvga (X)),
and K, » is the !-fiber of Kx x at z. A priori, Kx,x lives in cohomological degrees > 0.

Now, the expression of IC2, given by ([[3.4) implies that K, » would be (non-canonically) the same
for another choice of a curve X and a point x on it. So for the purposes of proving the cohomological
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estimate, we can assume that X = A! with a choice of geometric metaplectic datum which is translation-
invariant with the same quadratic form gq.

Since the assignment X ~» Kx x respects automorphisms of the situation, we obtain that Kx \ is
translation-invariant, and in particular lisse. This implies that the !-fiber Kx x at x lives in degrees
> 1, as required.

O

13.3. Factorization. We will now specify a key structure possessed by ICfRan: that of factorization

algebra. This structure will be used to define a factorization structure on the Jacquet functor

Whity - (G) — Shvgr (Grr).

13.3.1. Parallel to the factorization structure on Gr“é‘jRan (see Sect.[I.3.3]), we also have a factorization

_0 J—
on Span and Sgran:

—0 —0
(13.5) Skran % (Ran”)aisj = (Sran)” x  (Ran”)ai.
Ran Ran”/
(13.6) Span X (Ran”)ais; ~ (Shan)” % (Ran”)ai;.
Ran Ran”/

13.3.2. The following assertion is an extension of [Ga7l Sect. 4.6]:

Theorem 13.3.3. The object IC?REm € Shvge (?ORan) has a structure of factorization algebra (see

Sect. [311)), uniquely characterized by the requirement that the induced structure of factorization algebra

on 1C 2, |S% € Shvga (SRan) corresponds to the tautological one on wsg (see Sect. [32.2) with
respect to the identification

oo
2. ~
ICq,Ran |Sgan — ngan

Remark 13.3.4. In fact, a slightly stronger assertion is true: for an individual finite set J, there exists
factorization isomorphism

0

~ (IC2

s
¢,Ran (Bhan)? X (Ran?)gis;’
Ran

(13.7) 1C7,

2
g,Ran |§0RanR§n(RanJ)diSj
is uniquely characterized by the requirement that the induced isomorphism

2 2 B
ICq,Ran |S%anRX (Ran")disj = (Icq,Ran) |(S10Kan)‘, X (Ran")disj
an

Ran-
corresponds to the tautological one under on

)
2 ~
ICq’Ran |S%an - wslokan ’

Remark 13.3.5. It is in the proof of Theorem [[3:33] that the unitality property/structure on ICZRan
plays the most essential role, see [GaT7, Sect. 4.6]: one shows that both sides in (I3.7) are Goresky-

MacPherson extensions of their respective restrictions to S2.. X (Ran")disj for the appropriately
Ran

defined t-structure.

Remark 13.3.6. The unitality structure is also helpful to combat difficulties of homotopy-theoretic
nature: it allows us to consider all the objects involved in (I37) as living inside appropriately defined
abelian categories; hence the homotopy coherence of factorization isomorphisms is automatic.

13.4. Comparison with the global metaplectic IC sheaf. In this subsection we will show how to
express ICq Ran in terms of finite-dimensional algebraic geometry (specifically, in terms of gerbe-twisted

[——Y S
sheaves on Buny ).

This description will be subsequently used in order to establish one of the key properties of the
Jacquet functor, namely, its commutation with Verdier duality.
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13.4.1. Consider the algebraic stack mﬁf. As in the case of
Whity gob(G) C Shvge (Buniy ),

one singles out a full subcategory denoted

(13.8) ST, g106(G) = C Shvge (Buny ),

by imposing equivariance with respect to a certain unipotent groupoid, see [Ga9, Sects. 4.4-4.7]. The

P
subcategory ([I3.8)) is compatible with the (perverse) t-structure on Shvge (Buny ).

We will give an explicit description of this subcategory below, see Sect. [[3.4.4

13.4.2. For A € A"°8 let

—4 <A Eg]ob wP
(Buny )=" < Buny

be the closed substack corresponding to the locus where the generalized B structure has total defect
at least —A. Let

A
— WP J P
(Bunjw\; )7A y (Bun‘]\); )SA

denote the open substack, where we the generalized B structure has total defect exactly A\. Denote
DY A PN
1glob = lglob O.]glob‘
In particular, for A = 0, we have iglob =id, and
— WP P —wP
(Buny )SO = Buny and (Buny )=° = Bun‘j{;p,

and the map jglob = iglob is the open embedding

p Jdglob wP
Buny < Buny .

For A € A"*® — 0 we have a canonical isomorphism

— WP = A
(Buny )™" ~Bung x Conf”,
Bunp

where

(13.9) AJ®" : Conf — Bunr, S ak > 0 (S - an).

13.4.3.  We have the corresponding full subcategories
STyg1ob (G) = C Shvge ((Buny )=*)

and
=\ =—w’ =\
SIg,g106(G)™" C Shvge ((Buny )™7),

and the corresponding pairs of adjoint functors

(jglob)! : Slg,g1ob (G):A = SIq,glob(G)S/\ : (jglob)'7
(o)™ = (Gatob)" * SIgg10b(G)=* 2 Sy g10b(G) ™ & (Jalob);
|

5. A 5
(i210b)t = (igion)» © Slggton (G)=" 2 STy 1o (G)=" ¢ (ig1on)",

(id1ob) "+ SIg,g10b (G) =2 2 STy 106 (G) =+ (pion) <
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13.4.4. The full subcategory Sl g0 (G)=° C Shvge (Bunjw\;p) is characterized as follows:

An object J € Shvge (Bun‘}(;p) belongs to SIg,g1on (G)=? if and only if each (i},p,) () (or, equivalently
(iglob)*(?)) belongs to the corresponding full subcategory

=\ =w’ =\
SIg,g106(G)™" C Shvge ((Buny )™7).

In its turn, pullback along
(Bun‘}(zp):’\ — Conf*

is fully faithful, and its essential image is exactly ST, glon(G)™>.

13.4.5. Consider the map
TRan ¢ Shan — BUIN -
Note that it follows from Theorem [R.I.4] that the pullback functor
Than | Shvga (m‘;’f) — Shvge (?%an)
is fully faithful.
The following is a metaplectic analog of [Ga7l Corollary 3.5.7 and Theorem 4.3.2]:
Theorem 13.4.6. The functor
Than Shvga (m‘;@p) — Shvge (g(r){an)
induces an equivalence between
ST, 4106 (G)=° C Shvge (Buny )
and
SIq,Ran(G)untl C Shvgc(SRan)
Moreover, after applying the cohomological shift by

dy := dim(Bun%’) = (g — 1)(d — (2p,2p)), d = dim(n),
it 1is t-exact.

13.4.7. Let IC?;lob € (Shvge (Bunxp))o be the IC-extension (in the category of G%-twisted sheaves)
of the constant perverse sheaf on Bun‘j{,p. From Theorem [13.4.6] we obtain:

0
2

Corollary 13.4.8. We have a unique isomorphism (WRan)!(IC:oglob)[dg] ~IC; extending the tau-

Ran

tological identification over S%,,.

14. TORUS EQUIVARIANCE AND THE HECKE PROPERTY OF THE SEMI-INFINITE IC SHEAF

The goal of thls section is two-fold. First, We will introduce a twisting construction, which will
allow us to put IC

102,

q,Ran?

4 Ran OD twisted versions of 5 Ran- Second, we will study the Hecke eigen-property of

which is a crucial ingredient for the Hecke enhancement of the Jacquet functor.

o0
2

14.1. Adding T-equivariance. In this subsection we will show that IC , has a natural structure

of equivariance with respect to the group £ (T)ran.
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14.1.1. The constructions in Sect. all have a variant when we replace the condition of equivariance
with respect to S(N)ﬁ’;n by the structure of equivariance with respect to S(N)ﬁ’;n - 2H(T)Ran-

Thus, we obtain a full subcategory
wP
(SquRaIl(G))£+(T)R,an .= Shvge (Grngan)E(N)Ra“.EJr(T)R'an C Shvge (Grucf;‘jRan)>3+(T)Ran7
along with its variant
a — n wP a — a
(STy.ran(G)=0) ST (DRan i Shyg (Sha) SV Fen S Diran © Ghy g (San ) TRan
as well as
— wP —
(SIqYRaIl(G)SA)£+(T)R,an .= Shvge (S%an)E(N)R,an'£+(T)Ran C Shvge (S?{an)£+(T)Ran
and ,
— + w + +
(SIq,Ran(G)_A)S (T)Ran _— Shvga (S?{an)g(N)R,an'E (T)Ran Shvge (Sﬁan)ﬂ (T)Ran
14.1.2.  For future use we note:

Lemma 14.1.3. The category (SIq,Ran(G):)\)E+(T)Ran is zero unless A € AF.

Proof. The proof follows by analyzing the stabilizers:

By factorization, we may consider the case of a single point x € X, i.e., we have to show that the
category (Slg,» (G):A)EHT)” is zero unless A € A%,

Consider the (unique) T-fixed point t* € S* C Gr‘é;. Restriction defines an equivalence

SIg.e(G)=x — Shvge ({t"}),
and hence an equivalence
(Slga(G)=r) M7 = Shvge ({11 T D

The £ (T)z-equivariance structure on the gerbe 9G|{tx} corresponds to a character sheaf on £1(T).,

and we have to show that this character sheaf is non-trivial if A ¢ A*.

Now, by [GLys| Sect. 7.4], the above character sheaf is described as follows: it is the pullback along
£1(T), — T of the character sheaf on T arising by Kummer theory from the map
b\, =) : A —e(—1).
The triviality of the latter means that A € A¥.

14.1.4. We also have the corresponding unital variants:

(SIQ,Ran(G)SO )£+(T)R'an (- (SIq,Ran(G)SO)‘Q+(T)R,MJ7

untl

(SIq,Ran(G)SA )£+(T)Ran C (Slq,Ran(G)Sk)EJr(T)Ran,

untl

Lo —a ot
(SIq,Ran(G);r:\tl)L (Dran ~ (Slq,Ran(G)f)‘)L (T)Ran
Note that the corresponding variant of Corrollary [I2.5.9] says that pullback with respect to
pr?{an op?{an defines an equivalence

SthA (COnf/\)E+(T)Conf’\ N (SIq,Ran (G)jr:\“)2+(T)Ran 7

where £7(T)goner acts trivially on its base Conf*, but the equivariance structure for the gerbe G* is
non-trivial.

In particular, the recipe of Sect. [[31] defines a t-structure on (SIq,Ran(G)i?tl)s+(T)Ra“ so that the
forgetful functor

(STy.ran (G50 MRan ST, ran(G)ZY

untl untl

is t-exact, and its restriction to the hearts is fully faithful.
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= <o )s:*(T)Ran
untl .

14.1.5. Thus, we obtain that IC naturally upgrades to an object of (Slg,ran(G)

q,Ran

In particular, we note that the assertion of Lemma [[3.1.9] follows from Lemma 413l
14.1.6. Note that the colimit (I3 is naturally an object of

+ wf ot
(STye (G))* M= .= Shyge (Gre )M <7 (M,
Thus, by Theorem [[3:2:8] we obtain that (I34]) gives a description of

o0 o0
2 . 2
ICQ»I T ICq,Ran |Grr‘g;pI

as an object of (SIq’x(G))QﬂT)z‘

14.1.7. Consider the category Shvgc(g(r){an)sﬂT)Ra“. Thinking of it as
Shvge (£ (T)Ran\Shan);

we can talk about factorization algebras in Shvga (E?{an)’:*”)mn.

The next result is be proved along with Theorem [13.3.3}
B

Theorem 14.1.8. There exists a factorization structure on 1C thought of as an object of

g,Ran
(SIyRan (G)=0 )£+(T)Ra", uniquely characterized by the requirement that it gives rise to the factorization

untl
structure on 1C 2, thought of as an object of SIq,Ran(G)i?ﬂ, specified by Theorem [13.3.3

q,Ran’

14.2. Hecke action on the semi-infinite category. In thissubsection we will explore a key structure
possessed by ICfRan, namely, that it is a Hecke eigensheaf.
14.2.1. Let us perform the base change for all the objects involved with respect to the forgetful map

Ran, — Ran.

Consider the resulting category
+ wP ot
(STa,ran, (G))* 1o = Shvge (GrE pay, ) e (Ditane,
and the object
IC2

+
¢.Ran, € (SIg,Ran, (G))£ (T)Ranm7

equal to the !-pullback of ICERan along the map Gr“G"jRanz — Gr‘gjr{an.

Note that (SIg,Ran, (G))EHT)Ranm is acted on naturally on the right by
SthG (Grgijanx )£+ (G)Ranx )
and on the left by

Shvgr (Grypan, ) Pane

14.2.2. Recall the groupoid Heckelé’fx acting on £7(G)Rran, \Ran,, see Sect.[[[5.81 Consider the result-
ing monoidal functor

wP
(14.1) Sph, , (G) i= Shvge (Gre,)* D% S Shvge (Gré pan, ) (@mens,

Composing with the geometric Satake functor

Satq,c : Rep(H) — Sph, ,(G)

we obtain that (SIgRan, (G))SﬂT)Ranw is acted on by Rep(H) (on the right).
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14.2.3. Similarly, we obtain a monoidal functor
(14.2) Sph,., (T) := Shvgr (Gri,) " D 5 Shvgr (G an, ) TRens

In what follows we will replace the usual geometric Satake functor for T°
Satq,r : Rep(Tw) — Sph, (T,
by its variant that takes into account a cohomological shift:
Satq 7 : Rep(Tu) — Sph, . (T),
where

Sat,, r(e*) = Sat(e™)[— (), 2p)].

Composing, with (I£2]), we obtain that (Sl ran, (G))SHT)R“I is acted on by Rep(T'x) (on the left),
in a way commuting with the above Rep(H )-action.

14.2.4. Thus, we find ourselves in the paradigm of Sect. [0.4] and it makes sense to consider the
corresponding category

Heckerer ((SIy. ran, (G)) (TRens )

We have the following result, which is a metaplectic version of [Ga7, Theorem 5.1.8]:

o=}
2

Theorem 14.2.5. The object IC € (SIg,ran, (G))SHT)R“I naturally lifts to object of the category

¢,Rang
Heekerer ((SIy ran, (G))S rans ),
14.2.6. Restricting to the fiber over € Ran,, we obtain that the object
IC2, € (SI,.(G))% (M=
lifts to an object of He.ckeml((SIq,x (G))E+(T)z),

Remark 14.2.7. In Sect. 23.5] we will show how this structure follows from the identification of IC?;

with 'ICE via the Drinfeld-Pliicker formalism.

14.3. Hecke structure and factorization. For what follows we will need to complement Theo-
rem [[4.2.5] by the following statement.

14.3.1. The factorization isomorphisms ([3.7)) (viewed as taking place in the £ (T')-equivariant cate-
gory) give rise to factorization isomorphisms

o0
2 _
(14‘3) ICq,Ranz |S%an x (Ran/ xRang)disj
T Rang
oo oo
=S} ®J =S}
2 2
= ((Icq,Ran) X ICq,Ranz)|((§%an)J ><§%anx) X (Ran’ xRang)qjs;j

Ran x Rang

Le, ICfRanm is naturally an object of the category
(14.4) Ichan FactMod (Shvga (Gré gan, )& TBena).

14.3.2.  Recall now (see Sect.[3.4.T) that the actions of Sph, ,(G) and Sph, ,(T') on
ShVSA (GI‘gﬁRanz )E+(T)RanI

give rise to ones on (I4.4]).

Composing with the metaplectic geometric Satake functors for G and T, we obtain that ([I44])
acquires a structure of module category over Rep(H) ® Rep(TH).
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14.3.3. The following comes along with the construction of the Hecke structure on IC?Ranw:

Theorem 14.3.4. The relative Hecke structure on IC?Ranz giwen by Theorem [14.2.0] is compatible in

the natural sense with the factorization isomorphisms (I31) and @Z3). Le.,
IC 2%, €IC

q,Rang

wP ot
q%Ran _FaCtMOd(ShVSA (GrG,Ranm )/L (Mrans )

lifts to an object of

-FactMod(Shvga (Gr‘é’jr{anm )s+(T)Ranz )) .

gq,Ran

Hecke,o! (Ic%

14.4. A T-twisting construction. In this subsection we will perform a twisting construction that

will allow us to consider variants of IC% on spaces that are fibered over a base with typical fiber

q,Ran
being g%an. This construction will be used in the definition of the Jacquet functor, and also for the
local-to-global comparison.

14.4.1. Let Y be a prestack equipped with a map to £1(T)ran\Ran. We let
yGrg
denote the fiber product

x (s*(T)Ran\Grgf’ Ran) .
e+ (T)Ran \Ran

We will use a similar notation for 9307 etc.
14.4.2. Pulling back with respect to the forgetful map
yGre" = Gr&ran,
from §¢, we obtain a gerbe on 5Gr‘ép, which we denote by HSG.

Further, pulling back IC;Ran7 we obtain an object
yIC; € Shv ga (y5").
In the sequel we will need the following two particular cases of this construction.

14.4.3. Take
13 = Gr’hld“fJRan:
equipped with its tautological map to £1(T)ran\Ran,
(37 fPG7 a) — (37 fPG)-

Note that we have a canonical identification
(14.5) gGr‘ép ~ Gr‘q"«:oRan R>< Gr“éfRan.
an

The multiplicativity property of the gerbe &% 28° (see Sect. ZI3) implies that the resulting gerbe
4% on yGre goes over under the identification (IZX) to the gerbe on Gr%fRan X Gr‘&’;’jRan equal to
Ran

9G,T,ratio . (ST)71 X SG
Thus, we obtain that

yIC? S Shvygc (y?o)
can be thought of as an object, to be denoted

Grp 1C

o0
2

P P
+Ran € Shvga,,ratio (GI'T Ran RX Grg‘,Ran)-
an

From we obtain:
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0
2

Corollary 14.4.4. The object gr 1C has a natural structure of factorization algebra in

q,Ran
ShVSG,T,ratio (GrT,Ran X GrG,Ran)‘
Ran
14.4.5. Let us now take

Y = Bunr xRan,

equipped with its natural map to £ (T)ran\Ran. Consider the corresponding object

o0
2

-
o —0
— 2
BU"TICq,Ran +— Bungp XRanICq S ShvBunT xRanSG (BunT XRanS )
—0 —=0 .
Note that the prestack BunySRan ‘= Bunp xRanS  admits a natural map
_O —_
TRan * Bunp SRan — Bung,
so that we have a Cartesian square

—=0 —=0
SRan ? Bungp SRan

e | [
Buny —— Buup
l s
pt w—p> Bunr .
14.4.6. Let 9T a0 denote the gerbe on Bunp equal to
% R
where G is the pullback of the same-named gerbe on Bung (see Sect. [[34]) along the map
p: Bung — Bung
and G7 is the pullback of the same-named gerbe on Bunr (see Sect. [[:3.4]) along the map

q: Bung — Bunr.

Note that we have a canonical identification of gerbes on BunTg(r){an
(146) Bunp ><Ran9G x~ (WRan)*(SG’T’ratio)-

gG,T,ratio

14.4.7. Note also that we have a canonical trivialization of the restriction of along

Jglob ——
Bunpg g‘l—>b Bunpg.
This trivialization is compatible with the trivializations of the restriction of both sides of (48] to

0 —=0
Bunp SRan C Bunp SRan .

We let BunTICfglob denote the IC extension (in the category of GG Thratio_wisted sheaves on Bunpg)
of the constant perverse sheaf on Bung (the latter makes sense due to the above trivialization of

9G,T,ratio|BunB )
The following is a metaplectic analog of [Ga7, Theorem 6.3.2]:
Theorem 14.4.8. There is a unique isomorphism
(tRan)' (Bunp IC 200 )[dg + dim(Bunt) + deg] ~ puny IC 2,0,

extending the tautological identification over Bung 89 an, where the value of deg equals (N, 2p) over the
connected component Buny of Bunr.
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Remark 14.4.9. We normalize the bijection

mo(Bunr) ~ A
so that the map Grr , — Bunr sends

Gra\:z — Bun§\~7

where Gr?p'x is the connected component of Grr, that contains the point .

14.5. Hecke property in the twisted context. In this subsection we will show how the Hecke
%

property of IC g .. translates to a Hecke property of its twisted version yICZ constructed in Sect.[I4.4)
This is a necessary ingredient for establishing the Hecke property of the Jacquet functor.

14.5.1. Let us base change the discussion in Sect.[I4.4] along the map Ran, — Ran. ILe., let us assume
having a prestack Y, equipped with a map

Y = £7(T)Rran, \Ran,.

Consider the corresponding prestack

yGrg =Y x5 ()R, \Gran, ) -
LH(T)r ang \Rang

14.5.2. Recall again the groupoid Hecke(sS, acting on £"(G)ran, \Ran,, see Sect. [C58

By construction, this action lifts to one on gGr“C’;p. Hence, we obtain a monoidal action of Sph, . (G)
on Shv ga (y arel).

Composing with the geometric Satake functor Satqc, we obtain an action of Rep(H) on
Shv,go (yGrg').

14.5.3. Consider now the action of the groupoid Hecke’, acting on £'(T)Ran, \Ran,. Assume that
we are given a lift of this action to one on Y.

I.e., we assume being given a prestack yHeckelq‘{Cz equipped with maps

— —
hr 1 ht
Y <— yHeckers, — Y
and a map
loc loc

yHecker, — Hecker,

that make both square in the diagram

“— —

h h
Y +—ZL— yHeckepS, —X— Y

l l l

£ (T)Rran, \Ran, PRLY HeckelS, _hT ot (T)ran, \Rang,
Cartesian.

14.5.4. Under the above circumstances, the above action of Heckelﬁcx on Y can be further lifted to an

action on gGr‘&’;p (given by leaving the G-bundle P¢ intact).

In other words, we have a prestack yGre? Heckelﬁcz equipped with maps

P P
yGre y Gre? Heckelﬁcz — yGr&

and a map
loc loc
yCre? Hecker, — yHecker
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that make both squares in the diagram

<~ —
P h h P
yGry «—LX— S Heckelq‘?fz —T 5 4Gr¥

! ! !

<~ —

h h
Yy Ty Heckelf«’fz —r 5y

Cartesian.

14.5.5.  From here we obtain that the monoidal category Sph, ,(T") acts on the left Shv,ga (y Gre’).
Moreover, this action commutes with the right action of Sph, ,(G).

Composing with the geometric Satake functor Sat;,, we obtain an action of Rep(Tx) on
Shv, ga (y Gr¥”), which commutes with the Rep(H)-action defined above.

14.5.6. Thus, we obtain that SthSG(g Gr‘ép) can be viewed as a category equipped with an action of

Rep(H) ® Rep(TH), and we find ourselves in the context of Sect. 041
From Theorem we obtain:

Corollary 14.5.7. The object
J1C2

2
q,Rang

€ Shv o (yGrg)

lifts to object of Heckere (Shv ga (yGre))).

YJ

14.6. Hecke action over Grr. We will now consider an example of the situation described in Sect.[14.5]
(another example will be described in Sect.[I47] below). The construction in this subsection has a direct
import on the Hecke property of the Jacquet functor considered in the next Part.

14.6.1. Let us be in the context of Sect.[I[4.4.3] but with a marked point z. I.e., we take
P
y = Gr%,Ranzv
together with its natural map to £+(T)Ranw \Ran;.

The action of Heckelﬁcz on £ (T)Ran, \Ran, naturally lifts to a right action on Gr‘q"«:oRanz. Using the

inversion involution, we obtain a left action of Heckelq‘{cx on GI% Ran,- Hence, we find ourselves in the

context of Sect. [I4.5.3]

14.6.2. Recall the identification (IZI):

Ldp Ldp L«)p
yGrg =~ GrT,Ranz R>< GrG,RanI'

an g

This identification intertwines the left action of Heckelc‘;’?z on gGr‘ép of Sect. [4.5.2] and the natural

C
,

. . P P .
right action of Heckel2®, on Gr$: Ran, X GT& Ran, Vvia the second factor.
’ Ran ’

In addition, the above identification intertwines the left action of Heckelf«’fz on 9GrZ~p of Sect. I4.5.4]
and the natural right action of Heckelﬁcz on Gr%fRanz R>< Gr“éfRanz via the first factor, precomposed with
an
the inversion involution on Heckelq‘?fz (note that inversion turns a left action into a right action).
Hence, we can view Shvge,r,ratio (Gr%fRanz R>< Gré’jRanx) as a module over Rep(H) ® Rep(TH),
an g

where we precompose the action of Rep(Tx) with the Cartan involution 7TH  see Sect. Z5.41
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14.6.3. From Corrollary [4.5.7] combined with Sect. 2.5.5] we obtain:

Corollary 14.6.4. The object

o0
==} WP wP
GrTICq%Ranz S ShvSG,T,ratiO(GrT’Ranm RX GrG,Ranw)
ang

lifts to an object of

o P P
Heckerel (Shvga, 7 ratio (GI'7 Ran, R>< Gré Ran,))-
ang

14.6.5. We will now need to complement of statement of Corrollary [4.6.4] to take into account the
factorization structure.
B

By Corrollary TZ.4.4] we can regard g 1C as a factorization algebra in the category

q,Ran

p P
SthG,T,ratio (Grl’:‘[d“yl‘{an RX Gr‘é’r{an)
an

and GrTIC?Ranw as an object of
(14.7) GTTIC?Ran -FactMod <SthG,T,ratio (Gr%fRanz X Grquvijanx )> .
’ ) Rang

As in Sect. we can regard (I47) as a module category over Rep(H) ® Rep(TH). From
Theorem [[4.3.4] we obtain:

Corollary 14.6.6. The relative Hecke structure on GrTICfRanI giwen by Corrollary [11.6.4) is compat-
i

tble with the factorization structure in a natural sense. I.e., grp1C naturally lifts to an object of

the category

q,Rang

o
2

q,Ran

Hecke,el (GYTIC -FactMod(Shvga, 7 ratio (Gr#f}{anw X Gr‘écjr{anw))> .

- Rang,
14.7. Global Hecke property. In this subsection we will consider another example of the paradigm
of Sect. [14.5] which contains a global aspect, incarnated by the stack Bunr of T-bundles on a complete
curve X.

The material in this subsection is needed for the local-to-global comparison for the (Hecke version
of the) Jacquet functor, which is, in turn, used to establish the commutation of the (Hecke version of
the) local Jacquet functor with Verdier duality.

14.7.1. Consider the ind-algebraic stack (Bunp)ec.z. By construction, it is equipped with a pair of
maps
pt /€7 (G)s < (Bunp)eo.e — pt /£ (T)s.

loc

The action on HeckeRS, on pt /£ (T), naturally lifts to a (left) action on (Bunp)sc.: we modify
the T-bundle, while leaving the G-bundle intact.

loc

Similarly, the right action of Hecke%, on pt /€7 (G), naturally lifts to an action on (Bunpg)ec.z: we
modify the G-bundle, while leaving the T-bundle intact.

Thus, the category Shvge,r.ratio ((Bung)eo.z) acquires a left action of Sph, ,(T) and a commuting
right action of Sph, . (G).

Remark 14.7.2. Concretely, the action of Sph, ,(G) on Shvga. 1 ratie ((Bung)eo.z) is given by the formula

— - ! =
F,8a+— (ha)« ((hc)!(ff") ®SG|(B )., Heckel2e ) , F € Shvga rratio (Bung)ec.z), 8¢ € Sph, ,(G)
unpgloo-x i
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for the maps in the following diagram

—

ST hg 1 ha B
(Bung)eo.z +—— (mB)meeckeé’fx ——— (Bung)ec-s

| | |

—

pt /& (G)a S Heckel2", —"G s bt /8T (G)..
Similarly, the action of Sph, ,(T) on Shvge, T ratio (Bung)ec.z) is given by the formula
— — ! = 5
F, 87— (hr)« ((hT)!(f) ®ST|(B_ ) Heckelg® > , Fe ShVSG,T,mcio((BunB)oo.m)7 St € Sphq’x(T)
unp)ooc-xz T

for the maps in the following diagram

—

oy h 1 hop oy
(Bung)ec.e +—— (mB)m'IHeckeﬁi ——— (Bung)eo-s

! ! !

— —

pt /& (T), 22— Heckek, BT bt /8T (D).

14.7.3. Applying geometric Satake, we obtain an action of Rep(H ) and a commuting action of Rep(T'x)
on Shvge,r,ratio (BUNB) ooz )-

Warning: Here, unlike the local version, we use the usual geometric Satake functor Satq,r (and not the
cohomologically shifted version SathT, see Sect. [4.2.3)).

The following is a metaplectic version of [BG, Theorem 3.1.4]:
z

Theorem 14.7.4. The object Bun, IC
Heckerel (Shvga, 7 ratio (Bung)ec.«))-

celob € Shvge Toratio (Bung)oc.z) naturally lifts to an object of

Remark 14.7.5. In [BG], the Hecke property of ICmB was established with respect to objects V &

Rep(QG) that lie in the abelian category (Rep(G))Y. This is, however, sufficient because Rep(G) is the
derived category if its heart. The same remark applies in the metaplectic case.

14.7.6. Let us return to the setting of Sect.[I4.5] with
Y := Bunr xRan,.
Consider the resulting prestack
Ldp Ldp
BunTGrG,Ranm ‘= Bungr XRanzGrG .
and the corresponding closed sub-prestack

—0 P
(BunTSRanm)OO-CD C BunTGré,Ranmy
see Sect. BTl
Note that the actions of the groupoids Heckelﬁcx and Heckelé’fx preserve this sub-prestack. In par-
ticular, we can consider ShvBunT Xn,anS((BunTg(r){anm)oo-w) as equipped with a right action of Sph, . (G)

and a commuting left action of Sph, (7).

In particular, we obtain that Shvy,, . XRanS((Bunng{anz)oo-x) is a module over Rep(H) ® Rep(TH).
It follows from Corrollary [4.5.7] that the resulting object

oo
==} —=0
2

BU"TICq,Ranz € ShvBunT xRan I ((BU"TSREHI )oox)

naturally lifts to an object of

° =0
Heckerel (ShVBunT «Ran 9 ((BUDTSRE-LDI )ooz))
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14.7.7. Note that the projection

_O [
TRan, - (BunTSRanz)oo-;v — (BunB)oo-:v

. . . —0 S
intertwines the actions of Heckelf{cz and Heckelcc;’fz on (BunpSRan, )oo-z and (Bung)eo.q.

Hence, the pullback functor

(TRans)  Shvge.r.ratio (Bunp)eo) = Shvg,. o6 (BungSRan, )oo-s)

gives rise to a functor
Heckerel (Shvge. 1 ratio (BUNp)so-x)) — Heckerel (ShVp - siun 5 (BungSan, )oo-x)-

14.7.8. The following is a metaplectic version of [Ga7, Theorem 6.3.5]:

Theorem 14.7.9. The isomorphism
=

(TrRanm )! (BunT Icq,glob)[dg + dim(BunT) + deg] = BunTIC

o0
2

q,Rang

of Theorem [14.4.8 lifts to an isomorphism of objects in Heckerel(ShvBunT xRanS((BunTg%anz)oom))-

14.8. Local vs global Hecke property. In this subsection we will study the compatibility of the
constructions in Sects. [[4.6] and [[4.7] respectively.

14.8.1. Recall the closed subfunctor

—=0 wP wP wP
S C r Grg ~Gr x Gr .
GrUIJ‘,Ran GrUIJ‘,Ran G T,Ran Ran G,Ran

We have a Cartesian square
=0 =0
Gr#?RanS - BunTSRan

| !

B
Gry ran — DBunr.
. . =0 = .
Composing with the map TRan : BunpSRan — Bung, we obtain a map

_0 [
MGryp * GY“T’pRanS — Bung

so that the diagram
=0

TGrp JE—
aer. S —2L, Bunp
T,Ran

(14.8) l lq

P
Gry Ran — Bunr
commutes.

Note that the pullback of the gerbe G& 7Tt along TGarp goes over to the restriction of the gerbe
denoted G&Tratio on Gr%fRan R>< Gr‘é’:Ran.
an

Unwinding the constructions, from Theorem [I4.4.8] we obtain:

Corollary 14.8.2. There exists canonical isomorphism in Shvge, T ratio (Gr#pR go)

o0 o0
2 2

(TrGrT)!(BunTICq,glob)[dg + dim(BunT) + deg] = Gl"TIC

q,Ran>

where the value of deg equals (\,2p) over the connected component Bun) of Bung.
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14.8.3. Consider now the closed subfunctor

—0 wP wP wP
GrwP (S )oox C GrwP GI‘G ~ GrT,Ranm X GrG,Ranm'
T,Rang T,Rang Rang

Similarly, to the above, we have a map

_O —_
TGrp Gr[;’{)Ranz(S Joo.z — (Bung)eo-z,

compatible with the gerbes, and with the actions of the groupoids Heckelé’fx and Heckelf[?fx.

In particular, the functor of pullback

(S

(ﬂ'GrT)! : ShVSG,T,ratio((BunB)oo.x) — ShVSG,T,ratio (Gr%pn
\Rang

gives rise to a functor

Heckere1(Shvgea, 7 ratio (Buns)eo.z)) — Heckerel (Shvga, 7 ratio (Gr%f)R,anx(S

From Theorem [IZ4.7.9] we obtain:
Corollary 14.8.4. The isomorphism

o0
2

(TFGTT)! (BU"Tlczfglob)[dg + dim(BunT) + deg] = Grp ICq,Ranz
of Corrollary [I7.8.2 lifts to an isomorphism of objects of

HeCkerel(ShVSG,T,ratio(Gr#PR (?0)00.1-).
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Part V: The Jacquet functor

In this Part we begin the process of relating the two categories involved in our main theorem: the
Hecke category of Whitg,-(G) and a certain category of factorization modules. The relationship will be
realized by a functor from the former to the latter, the main ingredient of which is (one of the versions

of) the Jacquet functor
Whitg . (G) = Shvgr (Gr'y ran, )-

15. CONSTRUCTION OF THE JACQUET FUNCTOR

The goal of this section is to construct the Jacquet functor

Jte Fact : Whity 2 (G) = Q3" _FactMod(Shvgr (G ran, ),

i . . . . . P
Q;Nh't!*—mod is a certain factorization algebra in Shvgr (Gry Ry ), and

Q};Vhit!* -FactMOd(ShVST (Grfld“f)RanI ))

where

denotes the category of factorization modules over it in ShvST(Gr%fRanx).

In the next section, we will upgrade the functor Ji« ract to a functor

ke Hecke(Whitg »(G)) — Q3" _FactMod(Shvgr (Gr% an, ))-

15.1. The bare version of the Jacquet functor. The definition of the functor Ji« ract Will proceed

in stages. In this subsection we will define the functor
Jivsprd : Whity 2 (G) = Shvgr (G ran, ),
which we should think of as the composition of Ji« ract and the forgetful functor
QB _PactMod(Shvgr (G ran, ) = Shvgr (Gré Ran, )-
15.1.1. Recall the object

o0
2

3 P
GrwP 1C S ShVSG,T,ratio (Gr%,Ran X GI'LE; Ran)'
T Ran ’

g,Ran
We will consider its counterpart denoted

>
2

> wP wP
Gr%p Icqfl,Ran S ShVSG,T,ratio (GrT,Ran R>;n GrG,Ran)7

in which we replace N ~ N~ and GG s (SG)fl.
15.1.2. We define the most basic version of the Jacquet functor
J!*,Ran : ShVSG (Gr‘éi)r{an) - ShVST (Gr‘;"fjl'{an)

as
o _ ! |
2

i (07) (G 1021 an ©(00)' (9),

where pr and pg are the projections

Wp Wp Ldp Wp
(151) GrT,Ran — GrT,Ran RX GrG,Ran — GrG,Rarn
an

respectively.

Note that the functor (pr). makes sense since the tensor product

belongs to the category
SthT(GI'%?Ran X Grg‘?Ram)'
Ran

In other words, the functor Ji. is defined using the correspondence (I51]) with kernel Gre? IC

o _
PR

q— 1 Rang"
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Remark 15.1.3. Let us explain the origin of the name “Jacquet functor”. Suppose that instead of

IC?REm we use
(Rran)+(wsy_) € Sy Ran (G Mran
along with its variants.
Denote the resulting functor
Shvge (Gre Ran) — Shvgr (Grf ran)
by J«,Ran-
Then it is easy to see that J« ran is given by

! -pullback * -pushforward
) ) =

Shvgo (Gre ran Shvge (G gan Shvgr (Gr¥ ran)-

15.1.4.  Along with Ji«,Ran, We will consider its variants

J!*,Ranm : ShVSG(GrLé?Ranm) — ShVST (Gr‘;"?l'{anz)
and
Jts,z : Shvga (Gr‘é’jx) — Shvgr (Gr‘%f;)7
defined using the objects
% —

s P > P P
ol Ran, x Gré Ran,) and G’ Icqul,x € Shvga 1 ratio (Gry , XGré ),

ang

P
Gr#p 1C S SthG,T,ratio (Gr%Ranz R

o
P

respectively, obtained as pullbacks of Gra? IC *Ran-

15.1.5. Recall now the functor
sprdg,,, : Whitg,.(G) — Shvge (Gr‘é’jr{anz),
see Sect. B2.8]
We define the functor
Jtvsprd : Whity o (G) = Shvgr (G gan, )
as the composite
J1x,Rang © SprdRamm .

Whit,
q

15.2. The factorization algebra . In this subsection we define a factorization algebra

ity wP
Q;Nh b € ShVST(GrT,Ran)-
It will be essentially equivalent to the factorization algebra on Conf used to define the category of
factorization modules that appears in the right-hand side in our main theorem.
15.2.1. Recall that the object
wP
VaCWhit,Ran S ShVQG(GrG,Ran)-

Recall that, according to Theorem [B4.6(a), Vacwhit,ran has a structure of factorization algebra in
Shvge (G Ran)

Recall also that, according to Corrollary I4.4.4] c;rTIC;’1 Ra

. P P
in Shv (g, 7.ratio)—1 (GI7 Ran R>< Gré Ran)-
an

_ has a structure of factorization algebra

Hence, by Sect. [3.2.1] we obtain that
|

Grp IC; 71?Ran ®(pG)‘ (Va’cwhit,r{an)

. . . . P P
acquires a natural structure of factorization algebra in Shvgr (Gr? gan R>< Gré ran)-
an
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15.2.2.  Set
%77

) !
QM = (pr)+(Gr, IC ®(pc)' (Vacwhit,ran))-

By Sect. 323 we obtain that Q;Nhit’* acquires a natural structure of factorization algebra in
Shvgr (Gr§ ran)-

g—1,Ran

Remark 15.2.3. In Sect. I84] we will a very explicit description of Q) .

15.3. Adding the factorization structure. In this subsection we will upgrade Ji« spra to a functor
Jte Fact : Whity o (G) = QWP _FactMod(Shvgr (Gré ran, ))-

15.3.1.  Recall that Theorem B4.6{(b) says that the functor sprdg,, canonically lifts to a functor

(15.2) sprdp, . : Whitg »(G) = Vacwhit,Ran -FactMod(Shvge (Gre Ran, ))-
Consider GrTIC;%i’lTRanz as an object of
GrTICqT*’ljRan -FactMod <ShV9T (Gr‘iifjr{anw R>< Gré’jﬁanm)> .

Using Sect. [3.4.]] we obtain that the functor

oo !
T GTTIqufyl’Ran ®plG ° Sprdl’{anx (3:)
upgrades to a functor

(15.3)  Whit, .(G) —

®(pG)!(VaCWhit,Ran))‘FaCtMOd <ShV(SG,T,ratio)—1(Gr?ﬂf’r{anw RX Gr‘éﬁr{anz)) .

-
ER

— (GYT I1C

q—1,Ran

15.3.2. Composing ([I53) with the functor (pr)« (see Sect. 34T, we obtain that the functor Ji. spra
upgrades to the sought-for functor

Jte Fact : Whity 2 (G) = Q4 "= _FactMod(Shvgr (G ran, ))-

16. HECKE ENHANCEMENT OF THE JACQUET FUNCTOR

The goal of this section is to perform the key construction of this paper, namely, to extend the
functor

Jte,Fact : Whitg,o(G) = QUM _FactMod(Shvgr (Gré ran, )
constructed in the previous section to a functor

gHecke . Hecke(Whitg »(G)) — Q3" _FactMod(Shvgr (G% an, ))-

16.1. Extension of the bare version of the functor. In this subsection, as a warm-up, we will
extend the functor

Jreseprd : Whity o (G) = Shvgr (G ran, )
to a functor
A+ Whit+(G) — Shvgr (G han, ).

16.1.1. By Sect.[I0.3:3] the construction of the sought-for functor Sgliicgfd is equivalent to the following:
Theorem-Construction 16.1.2. The functor

Jtspra : Whitg . (G) = Shver (Grf ran, )
intertwines the Rep(H)-action on Whit, »(G) and the Rep(Tw)-action on Shvgr (Gr‘i’fr{anz).

The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proof of this theorem.
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16.1.3. First, we note that the functor
sprdg,,, : Whity . (G) — Shvge (Grg,ran, )
intertwines the actions of Sph, ,(G) on Whity »(G) and Shvge (Gre,ran,, )-
Hence, Theorem follows from the next more general result:
Theorem-Construction 16.1.4. The functor
Jix,Rang : Shvge (Gra Ran, ) — SthT(Gr‘;"f)Ranw)
intertwines the Rep(H)-action on Shvge (Grg,Ran,) and the Rep(Tw)-action on ShvST(Gr%ijanz).

We will see that the proof of Theorem [[6.1.4] amounts to no more than diagram chase once we know

Corrollary [14.6.41
16.1.5. The proof of Theorem [I6.1.4] will fit into the following general paradigm:

Let C be a category equipped with an action of Rep(H), and let D be a category equipped with an
action of Rep(H) ® Rep(Tw). Let E be a category, equipped with an action of Rep(TwH).

Let us be given a functor

V:CeD—E,
equipped with a factorization
(16.1) CeD—-C ® D-LE.
Rep(H)

Note that C ® D is acted on by Rep(Tx). Assume that U intertwines this action and the given
Rep(H)
one on E.

Let d € D be an object equipped with a structure of object of Heckerei(D). By unwinding the
definitions, in this case we obtain that the functor

O =U3:C—E, c—¥Y(cxd)
intertwines the Rep(H)-action on C and the Rep(T )-action on E.
16.1.6. We apply the above paradigm as follows. We take
C := Shvge (Grg,Rran, ), E = Shng(Gr%f’R‘mz)7
and
D := Shv o 7 ratio) 1 (G Ran, X Gré Ran, )-

We will now supply the above categories with the required pieces of structure. First off, the functor
U is the functor

(162 5.5 ). (576 (06 (9)).

16.1.7. The action of Rep(H) on Shvge (Grg,Ran, ) (resp., the action of Rep(Tx) on Shvgr (Gr%ijanz))
is given by composing the Sph, ,(G)-action on Shvge (Grg,ran,) (resp., the action of Sph, (1) on
Shvgr (Gr‘i’«f}{anz)) and the geometric Satake functor Satq,c (resp., Saty, r).

The action of Rep(TH) on ShV(SG’,T,ratio)fl(Grad“f)Ranz R>< Gr“éfRanz) is also given by Saty, 7.

Now, the action of Rep(H) on Shv g,z .ratio)—1 (Gr‘q"«:oRanm R>< Gr“éfRanz) is given by composing

Satg,c : Rep(H) — Sph, ,(G)
with the inversion anti-homomorphism

inv® : Sph, ,(G) — Sph,-1 ,(G),
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see Sect.[Z.5.Tl Note that by Sect.2.5.5] the latter is the same as the action of Sph 1 ,(G), precomposed
with the Cartan involution 7% on Rep(H).

The factorization ([I6.1) follows from the formula
! .. !
(pr)« <?r ® (pc)!(?*‘SG)> ~ (pr)« ((? *1nvG(SG)) ® ?) , 8¢ € Sph, . (G).

The fact that the resulting functor U is compatible with the actions of Rep(Tx) follows from the
formula

) (#5060 @) = (or). (5 7) ) wr. 51 € Soh (1),

16.1.8. Finally, we take
% —

o > wP w?
d:= GrTICq*I,Ran S ShV(SG’,T,ratio)fl (GrT,Ranx RX GrG,Ranx)'

ang

The structure on d of an object of Heckeel (D) is provided by Corrollary [4.6.4}

The Cartan involution on Ty (appearing in Corrollary [4.6.4]), the Cartan involution on H (involved
in the action of Rep(H) on D, see above), and the swap of B and B~ (involved in the passage

c;rTICq7 s c;rTICq7 ) cancel each other out.

—
—1 Ran —1 Ran

16.2. Hecke structure on the factorizble version. In this subsection we will upgrade the con-
struction of the previous subsection to obtain the functor

Jiiegke, - Hecke(Whitg,. (G)) — Q0 "= _FactMod(Shvgr (Gr¥ gan, ))-

16.2.1. By Sect. BZI the category € M -FactMod (Shvgr (Gr‘iifjr{anm)) carries a (right) monoidal
action of Sph, . (7T"), and hence an action of Rep(Tx).

By Sect. [M.3.3] the construction of the sought-for functor J.Iief:l;ect is equivalent to the following;:
Theorem-Construction 16.2.2. The functor
Jta Fact : Whitg,o(G) = Qu M _FactMod(Shvgr (Gré ran, )
intertwines the Rep(H)-action on Whitg »(G) and the Rep(Tw)-action on
thit’* -FactMod(Shvgr (Gr#f}r{anw ).

The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proof of this theorem.

16.2.3. First, by Sect. B4l the category Vacwhit,Ran -FactMod(Shvge (Grg,Ran, )) carries a (right)
monoidal action of Sph, ,(G). From the construction of the functor

sprdp,e : Whitg,«(G) = Vacwuit,Ran -FactMod(Shvge (Gra,Ran,, )
in Theorem BZ6|(b), we obtain that it intertwines the actions of Sph, ,(G) on the two sides.
Hence, Theorem follows from the next more general result:
Theorem-Construction 16.2.4. The functor
(16.3) Vacwhit, Ran -FactMod (Shvge (Gra,ran, ) — Q5 " -FactMod (Shvgr (Gr§ ran, )

induced by Ji« Ran, intertwines the Rep(H)-action on Vacwhit,Ran -FactMod(Shvge (Gra,Ran, )) and the
Rep(T#)-action on Qg **'* -FactMod (Shvgr (G ran, ))-
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16.2.5. We will prove Theorem [16.2.4] by applying the paradigm of Sect. [6.1.5]

We take
C = Vacwnwit,Ran -FactMod(Shvge (Grg,Rran, ),

E = Q};Vhit!* -FactMod (Shvgr (Grr Ran, )),
% _ !

q*’l,Ran ®(pG)!(VaCWhit,Ran)> 'FaCtMOd(ShV(SG,T,ratio)—1 (Gr%fRanI R;} GruCJ:Ranz))‘

x

D= <GrTIC
We take ¥ to be the functor, induced by the functor (IG.2]).

16.2.6. Now the proof of Theorem [I6.2.4] follows verbatim that of Theorem [I6.1.4] using Corrol-
lary [14.6.6] as an additional input.
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Part VI: Interpretation via configuration spaces

In the previous Part, we constructed the functor

Jiiegke, - Hecke(Whitg,. (G)) — Q5 "= _FactMod(Shvgr (Gr¥ gan, ))-

This functor is almost an equivalence: we will need to apply a certain renormalization procedure to
the right-hand side in order to turn it into one. However, in order to make sense of this renormalization
procedure, we will need to interpret the above category of factorization modules in terms of the config-
uration space, following the procedure of Sect. The passage Grr ~» Conf will have the additional
advantage of placing us in the context of finite-dimensional algebraic geometry, thereby making the
category of factorization modules more accessible to calculations (see Sect. [5.3)).

Once we have reinterpreted the Jacquet functor as taking place in the category of factorization
modules over the configuration space, we will be able to state our main theorem.

17. FACTORIZATION ALGEBRA Qg™

In this section we put ourselves in the context of Sect.[5. Il We will describe a particular factorization
algebra, denoted Qflma“, in Shvga (Conf) that exists under some additional conditions on the geometric
metaplectic data gT.

The right-hand side in our main theorem will be the (renormalized version of the) category of

factorization modules over szall.

17.1. Additional requirements on the geometric metaplectic data. In this subsection we start
with a geometric metaplectic data G7 for the torus T and describe the additional condition that allows
to define the factorization algebra Qflma“.

17.1.1. Recall (see Sect.[A.6.5) that the geometric metaplectic data G7 for T gives rise to a factorization
gerbe, denoted G*, on Conf.
We will require the following;:
For every vertez i of the Dynkin diagram, the gerbe G* evaluated on
Conf @ = X% ~ X
is trivialized.
17.1.2. Note that the datum of trivialization as above uniquely extends to a trivialization of the
restriction of G*

anf C Conf,

in a way compatible with the factorization structure on G*.

17.1.3. Let us show that if the geometric metaplectic data GT for T arises from a a geometric meta-
plectic data G, then the above condition is automatically satisfied.

First, we note that by [GLys, Sect. 5.1], this question reduces to the case of G = SLy. Next, by
|GLysl Proposition 3.1.9 and Theorem 3.2.6] every factorization gerbe on Grsyr, is canonically of the
form

(detsr,)®, a€e”(—1).

The resulting gerbe on X = X~ % equals £* (see [GLys| Sect. 1.4.2] for the notation), where £ is
the line bundle on X that sends x € X to the line

[N

rel. det.(w@% (), w®%) ® rel. det.(w®7% (—z),w®”

).
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17.1.4. We claim that £ is canonically trivial. Indeed:

and

as required.

17.2. Construction of sza“ as a sheaf. In this subsection we will define the (gerbe-twisted) perverse

sheaf underlying the factorization algebra szall.

17.2.1. As our initial datum, for each vertex of the Dynkin diagram i, let us choose an e-line denoted
fi,fact'

In Sect. I845] we will see the geometric meaning of these lines (they appear as geometric Gauss
sums).

17.2.2. Since Conf is a scheme locally of finite type, we have a well-defined full subcategory of twisted
perverse sheaves
Pervga (Conf) C Shvga (Conf).

We are going to define an object

Q™ € Pervga (Conf).

o
We first define its restriction to Conf,

o 11 o
Q""" € Pervga (Conf).

17.2.3. By Sect. the gerbe GA is trivialized over C(;nf, SO
(17.1) Shvga (Conf) ~ Shv(Conf)

and
Perng(anf) ~ Perv(anf).

So, we can regard the sought-for twisted perverse sheaf Qf]ma“ as an object of Perv(Conf).

17.2.4. Recall that
o A o

o
Conf= U Conf ~ U X7,
A€Anes AeAneg

where )% * is obtained from
X =T[X" if A=Sn; - (—ai)

by removing the diagonal divisor.
For a fixed A and each ¢ we consider the n;-th anti-symmetric power of the constant sheaf (fi’fa“)x

on X, as a local system on

XM = X() _ Diag.

Denote it by (fi'faCt)g?i)’Sig". Note that up to a trivialization of f*f°t this is just the sign local

system on X (") — Diag.
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17.2.5. Consider the perverse sheaf

(Ff) 80 ;] € Perv(X ™).

We set
Q™! ¢ Perv(Conf) = Perv(X™)
to be the external product

CICEmE ) IF

XX

17.2.6. Finally, we define Qf]ma“ to be the Goresky-MacPherson extension of Qflma“ in the category of
twsited perverse sheaves Pervga (Conf).

17.3. Factorization structure on QZ”‘all. In this subsection we endow szma“ with a structure of
factorization algebra.

17.3.1. 'We have to construct a system of isomorphisms
small N
(172) Qtszma |(Conf‘])disj = (sza ) |(C°"f‘])disj )

satisfying a homotopy coherent system of compatibilities.

17.3.2. Note that both sides of (L2 are perverse sheaves that are Goresky-MacPherson extensions
of their respective restrictions to

(Conf)Z; = (Conf)” N (Conf”)aiy C Conf” .
This is due to the fact that the addition map
Conf” — Conf

is étale when restricted to (Conf”)as;.

17.3.3. Hence, instead of ({I7.2), it suffices to construct the corresponding isomorphisms

(173) Q(szmall| ; ~ (szall)IZlJ|

o - o J .
(Conf )gjsj (Conf )gjsj

However, the latter results directly from the construction.

18. JACQUET FUNCTOR TO THE CONFIGURATION SPACE

In this section we will perform one of the main constructions in this paper: we will use the functor

Jhogke, - Whitg,. (G) — Q™ _FactMod(Shvgr (Gré ran, )
constructed earlier into a functor to produce a functor
Pt : Whit g, (G) — Q5™ -FactMod(Shvga (Confac.z)).
18.1. Support of the Jacquet functor. As a warm-up for what follows, we will show that the

support of objects in the image of the functor Ji« spra is contained in the non-positive part of Gr%fRanz,
see Sect.
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18.1.1. We will presently prove:

Proposition 18.1.2.
(a) The support of the object
QP € Shygr (G pan)
is contained in (Gr‘q‘ifjr{an)“"“'pos.
(b) The unit map
(18.1) unity (Wran) — Q) M
gives rise to an isomorphism
- Ly Whit,
WRan — unit (Qg ).
18.1.3. Proof of Proposition[I81.2(a). By factorization, the assertion of point (a) of the proposition is
equivalent to the following: the support of the object
~ wP
‘-’!*vx(va'CWhit,x) S ShVST (GrT,x)
is contained in the union of the connected components of Gr‘i’«; corresponding to the elements of A"°8.

To prove this, it suffices to show that if
({tk} x supp(WO’*)) Nsupp(er, IC 25 ) # 0,
then A € A"°8.

The intersection

> _
2

()~ ({£*}) Nsupplrp ICT 1)
equals gf'k, viewed as a subset of Gr‘&’;’jz. This is while
supp(W"™*) = 5’ Gréﬁz.
Now, the assertion follows from the fact that
TS £0 = A e A

o
P

18.1.4. Proof of Proposition [I8.1.2(b). To prove point (b) we note that the restriction of GrpIC,
to

-1

{1} x Gré’jm C Gr#f; X Gr@’jx

identifies with IC?,’;I. Hence, we need to show that the map

x _ !
e = H(Grgl, IC 1, aW™),
induced by (I8, is an isomorphism.
)= S while 5 NS = {1}. Hence,

o0
2

We recall that supp(IC

q*l,ac
17}, W ~ 8,
and the assertion follows.
18.1.5. As an immediate corollary of Proposition we obtain:
Corollary 18.1.6. The support of the objects in the essential image of the functor
Jressprd : Whitg o (G) = Shvgr (G ran, )
non-pos

. . . P
is contained in (GI7 gan, )oo-x

L]
Thus, we can consider the functors Ji« ract and J.Iief:l;ect as taking values in

QM mod -FactMod (Shng ((Gr%m)gg,f;;pos)) .
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18.2. Jacquet functor as mapping to configuration spaces. In this subsection we will finally
construct the functors

Ppace : Whitg, (G) — Q5™ -FactMod(Shvga (Confos.s))
and

BH*® ; Hecke(Whit - (G)) — ™" “FactMod (Shvga (Confac.))

18.2.1. Recall the factorization subspace

Ldp ne Wp non-pos
(182) (GrT,Ran) & — (GrT,Ran) v )
see Sect.
Let

QI € Shvgr ((Grfiran) ")

denote the factorization algebra obtained from thit’* by applying the functor of !-pullback with
respect to (IB2)), (see Sect. F2.T]).
18.2.2. Consider the closed embedding
Ldp ne, Ldp non-pos
(183) (GrT,Ranz)oo-gac — (GrT,Ranm)oo-acp )
see Sect. [4.6.0]
~Hc::kc Hc::kc

Let J1x Fact,red (T€SP., J1i Fact,red) e the functor obtained from Ji« ract (resp., Ji,Faet) by composing
with the functor

(18.4) Q3™ FactMod(Shvgr (G ran) 20 P%)) — Qo it _FactMod(Shvgr ((Grfiran) %)),
given by l-pullback along [I83) (see Sect. B.4T]).

Remark 18.2.3. Although we will not use this in the present work, one can show that the functor (I84])
is almost an equivalence. Namely, inside

Q;Nhit’* -FactMod(Shvgr ((Grgfmn)g‘g,f;p‘“))

one singles out a full subcategory (one that contains the essential image of the functors Ji« ract and

fj,fief?l;it) that consists of unital factorization modules, to be denoted

ity wP non-pos
QM _FactMod (Shvgr ((Gr ran ) aers®®) Juntl-
Now, the functor (I84]) defines an equivalence from this subcategory to

Qt\ZNhit!* _FaCtMOd(ShVST ((Gr’hld“fJRan)rolg-nac_pos))untl - thﬁ!* _FaCtMOd(ShVST ((Gr’hld“f)Ran)Iolg-gx))'

This is due to the fact that the objects thit’* and QZY::;’*, both viewed as factorization algebras in
Shvgr (Gr‘iifjr{an), are related by the mutually inverse procedures of “adding the unit” and “passage to

the augmentation ideal”.
18.2.4. 'We now apply the equivalence of Sect. 5.1l Let
Qe € Shvga (Conf)

onf

be the factorization algebra that corresponds to

QI € Shvgr ((Grfiran)"*®)

under the above equivalence.

Consider the resulting equivalence of (510)

(18.5) QI _FactMod(Shvgr (Grfrran) 20 )) =~ Q) ety -FactMod(Shvga (Conf s ).
Let

J1x Fact,Cont : Whitg »(G) — szé‘:)tl'l; -FactMod
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and

I Faet,Cont 1 Hecke(Whity o (G)) — Q) ¢ -FactMod

denote the functors obtained from Ji« Fact,rea and Jﬂfﬁﬁityredy respectively, by composing with the equiv-

alence (I83).

18.2.5. We will denote by
/ ysmall
Qq

the factorization algebra in Shvga (Conf) obtained from QWb

2.Cont Dy applying the cohomological shift

[(\,2p)] on the connected component Conf* of Conf.
The functor
(18.6) Shvga (Confos.z) = Shvga (Confeo.z),

given by cohomological shift [(u,2p)] on the connected component Confh,., of Confe., defines an
equivalence '
QZVC};:)Z’; -FactMod — 'Q¢™*! -FactMod .
18.2.6. Let
Pract : Whitg . (G) — Q5™ “FactMod
and

. °
Prese® : Hecke(Whitg . (G)) — Q5™ “FactMod
be the functors obtained from Ji« Fact,Cont and Jﬁff?l;ityconf, respectively, by composing with (I8.0).

18.2.7. Let
® : Whity o (G) — Shvga (Confe ) and &7 : Hecke(Whity o (G)) — Shvga (Confoe.)

denote the functors obtained from ®rac; and ®ESEe  respectively, by composing with the forgetful

functor .
oblvrac : Q) cors -FactMod — Shvga (Confeo.).

18.2.8. Recall the subcategory
Shvga (Conf o) C Shvga (Confeo.s),
see Sect. [4.3.3] Recall also the Verdier duality equivalence
pVerdier . (Shvga (Confo(,.gc)loc'c)Op — ShV(SA)—l(Confoo.x)loc'c7
see Sect. [4.3.31
A key technical assertion, which we will prove in Sect. is the following:

Theorem 18.2.9. The functor ® sends compact objects in Whitq,+(G) to Shvga (Confes.s)'°, and

the diagram
DVcrdicr

(Whit, (G)°)°P Whit, -1 (G)°

o) |e

Verdier
(Shvga (Conf e.4)'°%¢)P 2y Shvga)—1(Confes.2)'*,

commutes, where the upper horizontal arrow is the equivalence (LI0Q).
Remark 18.2.10. A curious aspect of Theorem [I8:2.9]is that we will use global methods to prove it. In

fact, it is this theorem that was the reason to introduce the global version of the Whittaker category,
Whitq’glob(G).

18.3. Explicit description of the functor ®. We will now make a pause and describe explicitly the
functor ® and the sheaf 'Q5™!.
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18.3.1. Recall the context of Sect.[I4.4l Take
g = (Gr%:oRan)neg‘
The corresponding twist yGrg” of Gr“G’?Ran identifies with

wP wP neg wP wP neg
GrG,Ran X (GrT,Ran) =~ GrG,Conf X (GrT,Ran) .
Ran Conf

Since the map
‘éGruC)v'p =~ GI‘L‘CJ:COnf X (Gr%‘,oRan)neg — GruC);Conf
Conf
is a base-change of the map (Gr%fRan)ncg — Conf, it induces an equivalence between spaces of gerbes
and gerbe-twisted sheaves.

Let G& Tt he the gerbe on Gré’jccnf whose pullback to 9Grép gives yG©. Let G* be the pullback
of the same-named gerbe along Gr‘é’jccnf — Conf. Note that

9G,T,ratio ~ 9G ® (SA)717

where §¢ is the gerbe on Gré’jccnf whose further pullback to gGrép is the pullback of the same-named
gerbe on Gr‘é’jr{an along

wP wP w? ne w?
(187) yGl"G ZGrcyRan X (GrT,Ran) g—)GrG’Ran.

Ran

18.3.2. Consider the object
o P
yIqu,l S Shv(ygc)fl(gGr“é )
Let -
Icqai,Conf
be the object that corresponds to it under the equivalence

P
S ShV(SG,T,ratio)— 1 (GraCOnf)

ShV(SG,T,ratio)fl(Grgﬁconf) — Shv(, gy-1 (yGrg").
18.3.3. Let
wP
Vacwhit,Cont € Shvga (Gré, cont)
be the object that corresponds under the equivalence
Shvga (Gr“éfct,nf) — Shvga (y Gr‘ép)
to the pullback of Vacwhit,ran along [I871).
18.3.4. Note that the tensor product

(18.8) Vacwhit,cont @ 1C 2}

q—1,Conf
is naturally an object of
Shvga (Gr& cont)-
Unwinding the constructions, we obtain that
' € Shvga (Conf)
is the direct image of (I88]) along the projection
Gr“C’fCOnf — Conf,

cohomologically shifted by [(\,25)] on the connected component Conf* of Conf.

18.3.5. Let us now modify the above discussion by taking
g = (Gr%:oRanx)gs-gz'

. . . . P
Consider the corresponding version of the affine Grassmannian Grg cone so that

co-x?
G wP G wP neg G wP G wP neg
I'G,Confoe,w o X ( rT,Ranz)oo-ac — rG,Ranm RX ( rT,Ranz)oo-ac-

onfoo. an g
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18.3.6. Applying the same procedure as above, we obtain an object

oo
2

P
ICq S Sl’lV(SG,T,rmio)—l(Grl?uc);’comvm'I)7

=1 Confeo.z
and a functor
. wP
sprdcons.,, @ Whitg,. (G) = Shvga (Gré confas .o )-

18.3.7. For F € Whit, (G), the tensor product

> _
2

!
(189) SprdConfoo.g; (?) ® Icqfl,Confoo.g;
is naturally an object of Shng(Gréleonfoo.m).

Then for F as above the object
®(F) € Shvga(Confeo.z)

is the direct image of (I83]) along the projection
GruCJJ?Confoo.z — Confoo-acv
cohomologically shifted by [(\,25)] on the connected component Conf?,., of Confeo.z.

18.4. Identification of factorization algebras. We now come to the first crucial computational
results of this paper (which makes everything work).

18.4.1. Recall the factorization algebra Qflma“ introduced in Sect.[I7 We claim:
Theorem 18.4.2. There exists a canonical isomorphism of factorization algebras
lemall ~ szall
for the choice of the lines f™" specified in Sect. [I87.5
The assertion of Theorem naturally splits into two parts:
Proposition 18.4.3. For the choice of the lines f* specified in Sect. 1843 we have a canonical

isomorphism of factorization algebras in Shvga (Conf)
/ ysmall ~ (Osmall
2 |c§nf =~ |c§nf’
Theorem 18.4.4. The object '™ € Shvga (Conf) is a perverse sheaf, which is the Goresky-
MacPherson extension of its restriction to Conf.

We will prove Proposition [[8.4.3] in the rest of this subsection. The proof of Theorem [I8.4.4] will be
given in Sect. 187}

18.4.5. Recall that Kummer theory attaches to an element ¢ € e*(—1) a character sheaf on Gm; to
be denoted .. When ¢ # 0, the extension of U, along G,, — A' is clean; by a slight abuse of notation
we will denote it by the same character W..

Recall also that a geometric metaplectic datum defines for each vertex of the Dynkin diagram
an element ¢; € e*(—1). Recall also that we impose a non-degeneracy condition on the geomtetric
metaplectic datum, which says that all ¢; are non-trivial, see Definition 2.3.41

Finally, recall that for our definition of the Whittaker category, we chose an Artin-Schreier character
sheaf x on G,.

We let ff2<* be the line (a “Gauss sum”)
H' (A, Wq, @X).
Note this cohomology is a geomtric Gauss sum, in particular, H° = H? = 0.

By factorization, in order to prove Proposition [[R.4.3] it suffices to perform the calculation on each
individual Conf~% ~ X. To simplify the notation, we will perform the calculation at a fixed point
rzeX.
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18.4.6. For A € A, consider the action of the element t* € £(T), on Gr‘é;, It induces a functor
wP e (T), o et Ty,
ShV(gG)—l(GrI‘G,gc)’L (D _y Shv(gc),1®9§m (GrG,x)L (T) .

Note that t* * IC;’I; identifies with the restriction of IC?{COM to the fiber over the point
A-x € Conf.

Set
A2,
¢l
Note that the restriction of the gerbe (§9)"'® G4, to S™* C Gr“’pz is canonically trivialized, and
Az G,
in terms of this trivialization, we have

IC =t +1CT ] [(\,2)] € Shv(ge) 166y (GIEL).

, T

A+ S =
gtz

IC ls—r = wg-a[(A,25)].

18.4.7. Thus, we have to show that

7O‘i+%77

|
(18.10) H(Grgl,, WO @10 72 7) ~ T(A', Uy, @ ).
| ggee

Note that the tensor product W°* ® IqufJ; 2’
ization of the restriction of §* to the point —cv - © € Conf, given by Sect. I7.1.3l

is an untwisted sheaf on Gré’jx due to the trivial-

18.4.8. First, by Corrollary B.2ZT0(b), the object W9* is the *-extension of its restriction to S°.

The object IC;,afj;Tﬁ is supported on S~ “*. Note now that the residue map defines an isomor-
phism
(18.11) SON ST 5 AL

We will show that we have a canonical isomorphism

(18.12) (WO @1CZ; . gong i = U, @ X
taking place in Shv(A').
18.4.9. Note that the open subset
(18.13) S°Ns T s’ ns T
corresponds to
At —0C A,
while {0} C A corresponds to
(18.14) $°ns P cs'nsg
We claim that the object
(WO’* é Ict?ifconf)'s()m?***ai

is the *-extension of its own restriction along the open embedding (I8I3). Il.e., we claim that its
I-restriction along (I8T4) vanishes. However, this follows from Lemma [[31.9]and the assumption that
qi is non-trivial.

Hence, it suffices to establish an isomorphism

! s _
(1815) (WO)* ® Icquyl’confﬂsoﬁsf**o‘i = \I’Qi ® X

taking place in Shv(A' — 0).
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18.4.10. Recall that the gerbe 9G| go is trivialized, and in terms of this trivialization, the object
WO’*|SU corresponds to wgo tensored by the pullback of x. Hence, in terms of this trivialization,

0,*
W g0ng——ai = X @ w1 _o.

Recall also that the gerbe (G%)™' @ G%|g-.—a, is also canonically trivialized, and in terms of this

L . —a 2 — . . e s .
trivialization, ICq,f o |g— —a; corresponds to wg—,—a,; [—2]. Hence, in terms of this trivialization,
oo
3,
IC 21 cont g0 oy €41

Conf~%i Conf~%i
Hence, in order to establish (I8TI%]), we need to show that the resulting trivialization of
G Gy—1 T T
S |S°mS*v*0‘i ® ((9 ) ®9 )|s°ms*v*0‘i ~§ |SUrwS*v*°‘i

differs from the trialization of §”|g—,—a, of Sect. I7.1.3] by the local system equal to the pullback of
W, along the residue map
§°NST T — Al —o.

This is a calculation performed in the next subsection.
18.5. Calculation of the discrepancy.

18.5.1. As in Sect. 713 the calculation reduces to the case of G = SLs, in which case the gerbe G
is canonically of the form det$;, for a € e*(—1).

The corresponding quadratic form g takes the value a on the (unique) coroot o, i.e., ¢i = a.

The line bundle detsr, admits a canonical trivialization when restricted to S° and also, by
Sect. I7.1.4] to S™'~“i. We need to show that the discrepancy of these two trivializations, viewed as a
function,

S°NST TN = G

equals the residue map.

18.5.2. A point of S° N ST 7% is a rank 2-bundle M on X that fits into a diagram

w®2 (z)

[
M —_— w®7%
|

w®*%(—x)

where the row and the column are exact sequences. Such an M is uniquely determined by the choice
of a line

S
[N

1
0Cwy? @w®7%(—x)z

that projects isomorphically to both factors

1
(18.16) WO (—z)g € — we .
The resulting isomorphism
1
(18.17) WO (—a)y — w2

can be regarded as a non-zero element of w®2 (z)z, where w®2 (x)x =~ A' by the residue map. It is easy
to see that the thus constructed map S° NS~ "% — A — 0 is the residue map of (IB31D).
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18.5.3. The two embeddings

w3 () ® w® 3 (—2) <« w®2 @ w3 (—z) = W @wd s
induce the identifications
(18.18)  rel. det(w@% Gao.)@*%(—:c),w(g’é Pw®2) ~
~ rel. det(w®%(x) ® w®7%( x),w®% ow? ) ® w®% o~ w?é,
(where the last isomorphism comes from Sect. [7.1.4]) and
(18.19)  rel. det(w@% Puw® 2 (—x),w@’% @ w®7%) ~
~ rel. det(w@’% @w®7%,w®% @w®7%) ®w§% ~ wf?%.

However, by the construction of the isomorphism in Sect. [[7.1.4] it follows that the above two
isomorphisms

-

1
rel. det(w@% @w®7§(—x)7w®% @w@’*%) ~ Wy

coincide.

18.5.4. The fiber of detsr, at M is given by
det. rel. (M, w®: @uw® 3 ).
We have a canonical short exact sequence
0— w®? @w®7%(—x) S M=LRwd 50,

where the line £ ® w® ™! is regarded as a skyscraper sheaf at 2. Hence, the fiber of detsr, at M can be
further identified with

1 1 1 1
det.rel.(w®2 B w® 2(—2),w®2 FW® 2)RLRWE T,
and its two trivializations are given by

1 1 1 _1 _ «in (IZI0)
det.rel.(w®é@w® 5(—x),w®é®w® é)(X)E(X)wfcz’ Lo

i _1
= dEt'rEL(W@% @W®7%(—x)7w®% @w‘g’*%) ®w®’%(—x)x Qwdt s we? Quy 2o~k
and
det. rel. (0% B w®  (—2),w®t 0w H proudt T ED
1 1 .
~ det.rel. (0%} © w® F (—2), 0%} B WP 3) @ W @w®t TED (B2 g B 5 A,
respectively.

Hence, the discrepancy between the two is given by (I8IT), as required.

18.6. Properties of the functor ® and its variants. By Theorem [I18.4.2] we can consider ®Pract

and ®Hecke a5 taking values in the category Qfl’ma“ -FactMod. In this subsection we will study some
basic properties of this functor.
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18.6.1. Recall (see Sect. [5.4) that sense Q5™ is perverse, the category Q5™!'-FactMod has a t-
structure for which the functor oblvpact is t-exact. Recall also the irreducible objects

My € (™! _FactMod)” .
Here is the key result, proved in Sect. 8.7 below:
Theorem 18.6.2. Let A € AT be restricted. Then
S(WH'™) = oblv(Mp%).
The above theorem has a slew of consequences pertaining to the properties of the functors ®, ®Pract
and @E;;cé‘c
Corollary 18.6.3. Let A € A" be restricted. Then
By (W) = MM
Proof. Follows from the fact that if "Mp; € Q5! -FactMod is such that
oblv('My) ~ oblv(MyY),
then "M% o~ Mpkr. O
Corollary 18.6.4. For any u € A,
D (i) = ML

Proof. As in Sect. [[1.3.5] and using Sect. 5.2.2] we can reduce the assertion of the proposition to the
case when H is such that its derived group is simply-connected. In this case we can write yu = X + 7,
where A € AT is restricted and v € A*. We have:

° . * . * .
Hecke JTNES Hecke Al 0% Hecke A,
q)Fact (MWhit) =~ (I)Fact (MWhit) ®e ) & (I)Fact (MWhit)) * 5757 &

. (M\AA}‘]:“)) * Oy q)FaCt(Mi;\}!lrit) * Oy M)\’!* * Oy Mu’!*

Fact Fact*
ecke

O

.
Hecke /+
~ & Fact (1 ndH

Corollary 18.6.5.

(a) The functor ®Heke s t-exact.
(b) The functor ®ract is t-exact.
(c) The functor ® is t-exact.

Proof. Point (a) is immediate from Corrollary I8.6.4] using the fact that the t-structure on the category
Hecke(Whitg, (G)) is Artinian (the latter by Proposition [T.33)a)).

Point (b) follows from point (a) since

.
Hecke _ »
Pract ~ Prper oind o
Hecke

where ind « is also t-exact.
Hecke

Point (c) is logically equivalent to point (b).
g

Remark 18.6.6. We will give an alternative proof of Corrollary I86.5)(c) in Sect. I8 in the course of
the proof of Theorem [18.6.2]

18.7. Computation of stalks and proofs of Theorems [18.4.4] and [I8.6.2] In this subsection we
will assume Theorem [I8.2.9] and deduce from it Theorems [[8.4.4] and [18.6.2]
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18.7.1. 1In order to prove Theorem [I8.4.4] using the Verdier autoduality statement established in
Theorem [IR82.9] and factorization, it suffices to show the following:

For A € A" with A # —q;, the -fiber of ®(WP°) at the point X - € Conf lives in cohomological
degrees > 2.

We will now derive a general expression for the !-fiber, denoted
O(F)ra € Shvge (pt) =: Vectge
of ®(F) at Az € Confoo.p for A € A and F € Whit,(G). By factorization, this would give an answer
to the !-fiber of ®(F) at any other point of Confec.z.

We will show that for any F € (Whit,(G))?, the object ®(F).. lives in cohomological degrees > 0.
Taking into account Theorem [I8:2.9] and Corrollary [[.2.6] this will imply that the functor ® is t-exact
(see Remark [I8.6.6] above).

Furthermore, we will show that for p restricted, @(W“’!*)A.z lives in cohomological degrees > 1 for

A # p. Using Theorem [I8.2.9] and Corrollary [[.2.6] this will imply Theorem

18.7.2. Recall the notation
A+ ,— wP
ICq71’2x € ShV(gGrl@gQ.m (GrG,Ran)7
see Sect. [I8.4.0]

Unwinding the definitions, we obtain:
! o
(18.20) B(F)re = T(Grey, FRIC, 7)€ Vectgo
18.7.3.  We now claim:

. ! S
Proposition 18.7.4. For F € (Whit,(G))?, the cohomologies HZ(Gr‘é;,S"(@ 102:236' ) satisfy:
(a) H* =0 fori < 0.
(b) H® identifies with H°(S™*, F|g- [N, 20)]).
(c) H' injects into H' (S, F|g— . [(\, 20)]).

Proof. Note that the support of IC:ZLFI’7 |g—. I8 ?7’/\, which is the union of S~ for X' € X + AP,

3

Using the Cousin decomposition, it suffices to show that for any A" € A + (AP°® — 0), the cohomologies

PUIE

. ’ !
Hl(si)\ 79:|5—,>J ® Icq—l’z |sf,>\’)
vanish in degrees < 1+ ()\,2p) and that the cohomolgies

i _ ! A2
(18.21) H(S™M Flg-a @ 1C, 177 [5o0)
vanish in degrees < (A, 2p).
Note that by Proposition [[3.2.10], the restriction IC::%;’f |g—.»s is isomorphic to

weo a[(N,29)] ® Ky xr,

where K, »/ is an object of the category Shvgﬁ @sA_ (pt) that lives in cohomological degrees > 1.
x —\

T

Hence, it suffices to show that the cohomologies
H(S™ ,F|g )€ Shvgs (pt)
vanish in degrees < (X, 2p).

Applying the Cousin decomposition with respect to the orbits S*, it suffices to show that the
cohomologies
HZ(S“ n Siy)\ 7§'|Sumsf,>\’)

vanish in degrees < (X, 2p).
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By the definition of the t-structure on Whitq(G), the restriction F|gx is isomorphic to
XN ®@ wsr[—(p,20)] ® K,
where Kj, is object of the category ShVSﬁ.I (pt) that lives in cohomological degrees > 0.
The discrepancy of the identifications
Sue =G |suns—n = Gxra
is given by a local system in Shvﬁﬁl_z®(9ﬁ,z)*1 (S*n Sf”\/). Hence, up to tensoring by lisse sheaves,
the restriction JF|g, g— a identifies with
Wopns—A' [_<N7 2ﬁ>] ® K;“
and hence lives in perverse cohomological degrees
> (u,2p) —dim(S* N Sf'y).
Hence, its cohomologies live in degrees
> (1,2p) — dim(S* N S~) — dim(S* N S~*) =
= (1.2p) — 2dim($" N S™) = (,25) — (u— X, 2) = (X', 2p),
as required.

The cohomologies (I82I)) are analyzed similarly.
O

18.7.5. We are now ready to prove the cohomological estimates stated in Sect. [R7.1l The fact
that for any F € (Whit,(G))?, the object ®(F)x., lives in cohomological degrees > 0 follows from

Proposition I874a).
Let us take F = W' with w restricted. Applying Proposition I87.4|b), we need to show that
H(S* N S™ XN suns—a @ Uq @ wsuns—a[(A—1,20)]) =0if A # p
where ¥, is the local system on S* NS~ from Sect. However, this is the statement of Theo-
rem
18.7.6. Finally, let us take ¥ = W°. Applying Proposition I874(c), for the proof of Theorem M8.4.4]
it remains to show that the sup-bottom cohomology
H'Y(S°N ST, xn]s0ns-a © ¥q @ wgons—a[(X, 20)])
vanishes.

This vanishing was established in [Lys|, Theorem 1.1.5] under the (mild) assumption that the order
of each ¢; is large enough. In a subsequent publication we will give a proof in the general case (assuming

a # 1).
19. STATEMENT OF THE MAIN THEOREM

In this section we will finally formulate our main theorem, which compares Hecke(Whitg,»(G)) with
a certain modification of the category Qflma“ -FactMod.

19.1. Renormalization of szma“ -FactMod. In this subsection we will introduce a renormalized ver-
sion of Qflma“ -FactMod, denoted Qflma“ -FactMod™". It is this modified version that will end up being
equivalent to Hecke(Whitg,»(G)).

The nature of this modification is that we declare a larger class of objects as compact; it mimics the
procedure that produces IndCoh from QCoh, see [Ga3l Sect. 1].
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19.1.1. We define sza“ -FactMod™" to be the ind-completion of the non-cocomplete full subcategory
of Q™! _FactMod that consists of objects that are finite extensions of (shifts of) the objects Mé;:f

Ind-extension of the tautological inclusion defines a functor
(19.1) un-ren : 5™ “FactMod™” — Q™! -FactMod .

Remark 19.1.2. Note that the functor un-ren is not fully faithful, even though it is such when restricted
to the full subcategory of compact objects.

19.1.3. Recall that the category Qflma“ -FactMod is compactly generated by the objects Mé’;nf for
© € A. We will need the following result:

Proposition 19.1.4. The objects MY, . and M . have finite length.
The proof will be given in Sect. [9.3.3]
Remark 19.1.5. When k = C, an alternative proof of Proposition [[9.1.4] will be given in Sect.

19.1.6. By Proposition [[0.1.4}, the category of compact objects in Q5™ -FactMod can be thought as
a full subcategory in the category of compact objects in Qf]mau -FactMod™".

Therefore, the procedure of ind-extension defines a fully faithful functor
ren : szan -FactMod — Qflma“ -FactMod"™",
which is easily seen to be the left adjoint of the functor un-ren of (I3.1]).
19.1.7. Asin [Ga3l Sect. 1.2] we have:

Proposition 19.1.8. The category Qf]mau -FactMod™" has a t-structure, uniquely characterized by the
property that an object is connective if and only if its image under the functor un-ren is connective.
Moreover, the functor un-ren has the following properties with respect to this t-structure:

(a) It is t-exact;
(b) It induces an equivalence
(Qflma“ -Factl\/[odmn)zn — (Qflma“ -Factl\/[od)zn
for any n;
(c) It induces an equivalence of the hearts.
Corollary 19.1.9. The kernel of the functor un-ren consists of infinitely coconnective objects, i.e.,
ﬂ (Qflma“ —FactModmn)an.
Remark 19.1.10. Note that there are two possible meaning for the notation Mé’;nf and M% . and

Mé;:f On the one hand, we can view them as objects of the original category szma“ -FactMod.

On the other hand, we can view them (using Proposition [[9.1.4] for Méfmf and Mé’o*nf) as (compact)
objects in szma“ -FactMod™".

We will not distinguish the two usages notationally, but will explicitly mention which one we mean
if a confusion is likely to occur.

We note that the func'tor un-ren sends Mé’inf (resp., ME ., Mg;;f), viewed as an object of
Q! _FactMod™™, to ME, . (vesp., M ., ME",), viewed as an object of Q5™ -FactMod.

The functor ren sends M%. ., viewed as an object of Q5™ -FactMod, to M¥. ., viewed as an object
1
of Q7™ -FactMod™™".

Hov:rever7 the functor ren does not send Mg . (resp., Mé;:fL viewed as an object of Qflma“ -Fa,cltl\/lod7
to M{. ., viewed as an object of Q5™ -FactMod™". This is due to the fact that M/ . and M., are
not compact in Qf]ma“ -FactMod. In fact, the images of these objects under ren do not lie in the heart
of sza“ -FactMod™".
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19.1.11. Recall (see Sect.[63.8]) what it means for a t-structure on a DG category to be Artinian.

We obtain that the t-structure on Qf]ma“ -FactMod™" is Artinian. This is the main point of difference
between Qflma“ -FactMod and Qflma“ -FactMod™".

Remark 19.1.12. Since introducing the configuration space may seem a bit artificial, let us remark
that one define the renormalization szma“ -FactMod™" purely in terms of the factorization algebra

Q7" € Shvgr (Gré gan)-

Namely, recall (see Remark [[8:2.3]) that the category sza“ -FactMod is equivalent to

QWb _FactMod (Shvgr (G ran) a2 *) ) unti-

We introduce the t-structure on this category by declaring an object co-connective if its !-restriction

to {#} C Ran,, viewed as an object of
P
Shvgr (Gre. ),

is coconnective with respect to the following t-structure:

For p1 € A, on the connected component of Gr‘%f; ~ A, we shift the standard t-structure by [—(u, 2p)].

Having defined the t-structure, we can define the sought-for renormalization:

The renormalized category is the ind-completion of objects that are finite extensions of (shifts of)
irreducible objects in

. v
(Q;Nh't!* -FactMod(Shvgr ((Gr%f’Ran);‘g_"z'P"S))un“) .
19.2.. Statement of the theorem. In this subsection we define a renormalized version of the functor
decke which will allow us to state our main result, Theorem [3.2.5]
19.2.1. Note that Corrollary I8.6.4] implies that the restriction of the functor ®Hecke to

Hecke(Whit, - (G))° C Whit, . (G)

takes values in
(@™ FactMod™™) Q™" -FactMod .

Hence, ind-extension defines a functor

DRk Hecke(Whit g, (G)) — Q" -FactMod™"

Fact
so that
H .k He::ke
e, ren
un-ren oo "~ Ppac.
[ ]
. Heck . L
19.2.2. By construction, the functor ®.°%*" preserves compactness. This is the main difference
) Fact
L] L]
Heck
between ®,°5 " and ®pese.

19.2.3. By construction, we have:

H .k s ° NEY BEY
(19.2) Ppget - (Minie) = My
as objects of Qflma“ -FactMod™".
Since the t-structure on Hecke(Whitg . (G)) is Artinian, we obtain that the functor ®pccko ™ is
t-exact.

19.2.4. The main result of this work is the following:

Theorem 19.2.5. The functor ®LET™ is an equivalence.

19.3. Outline of the proof. In this subsection we outline the main steps involved in the proof of
Theorem [19.2.5]
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19.3.1. First, by Propositions [[1.3.6land [1.2.5] we can assume that the derived group of H is simply-
connected.

19.3.2. We will introduce objects

e~ Mg, Mig,i € Hecke(Whity (G))
with the following properties:
e (i)

Hom (.u,’! Ve )—{ eifp'=p

Hecke(Whitg (G)) VW Rit? " Whit 0 otherwise.

e (ii) The unique (up to a scalar) map J;/[“’! — J\./[“’* factors through the irreducible object J:/E{‘,\}!};t,
and the fiber (resp., cofiber) of the map from N to it (resp., from it to J\./[{,‘\}Eit) has a finite
filtration with subquotients being irreducibles J\./E{,“;l::‘t with u' < p.

o (iii)

BRE () 2= D and S (V7,) = Mt
as objects of Qf]mau -FactMod.

Let us show how having a collection of objects with the above properties implies Theorem [19.2.5]

19.3.3. First, property (ii) above implies that the objects M*"' and M** are compact.

Let us note that this, combined with property (iii) and ([I9.2]), implies the assertion of Proposi-
tion [9.T.41

19.3.4. Next we note that the isomorphisms of property (iii) above imply that we also have

e ° ° . .
Hecke,ren ! w,! Hecke,ren Loy Loy
Pract (Mnie) ~ Mone and Prece ™™ (Migpie) ~ MCong

as objects of Qflma“ -FactMod™", see Remark [19.1.10

L]
Hecke,ren

Proof of Theorem [[3.23. In view of (I3.2)), it only remains to show that the functor ®n o, is fully
faithful. Since the objects M*'* compactly generate the category Hecke(Whit,(G)), it suffices to show

L]
that the functor @;I:;ke're" induces an isomorphism

® 7 ® ® ® ° .
YN TR Hecke,ren JTMN] Hecke,ren s *
Ho (Miwhits Mignie) = }Comﬂzma“—FactModm“(q)Fact (Miwhit), Pract (Miwhic))

m e
Hecke(Whitg (G))

for all u, u' € A.
However, by a standard argument with the 5-lemma, it follows from (ii) above that it is sufficient

L]
Hocke,ren . .
to show that the functor @ """ induces an isomorphism

e . e ° , e °
YN Ly * Hecke,ren pn' ! Hecke,ren sk
Hom (M Miwnie) = gfomﬂzmall-FactModren (Pract (Miyhie)> Pract (Mhie))

Hocke(Whity (G))
for all p, u' € A.

The latter is equivalent to showing that the functor ®E® induces an isomorphism

® ° ° o ° o
p'! Loy Hecke pn' ! Hecke Js
Hom (Mwhie> Mignie) = %Omﬂzmall FactMod (PFact (Mivhit)s Prace (Mwhie))

Hecke(Whitg (G))

for all u, u’ € A.
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In view of properties (i) and (iii), and (58], both sides vanish for u # p’. So, it remains to consider
the case of u = y’. We have to show that the resulting map

® .

. , .
! I i %
e~ Hom (MWhiU MWhit) — }Comﬂzmall_pactl\{odren (MFacw MFact) ~e

Hocke(Whity (G))
is non-zero.
We argue by contradiction. If this map where zero, by property (ii) and the t-exactness of ®hccre ™"

this would imply that SR (ML ) = 0, which would contradict (3.2).
g
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Part VII: Zastava spaces and global interpretation of the Jacquet functor

The goal of this part is to prove Theorem [I8.2.9] and its Hecke extension, Theorem 221,51 A salient
feature of the proof is that it uses global methods, i.e., we will be working with a complete curve X.

20. ZASTAVA SPACES
In this section we will rewrite the Jacquet functor ® in terms of the global version of the Whittaker
category, Whity,(G). The link between the local geometry (which involves £(IN)-orbits on Grg) and

the global one (which involves (Bunujifp)oo.x) is provided by the Zastava spaces.

20.1. Zastava spaces: local definition. In this subsection we will interpret the spaces involved in
the construction of the functor ® as Zastava spaces.

20.1.1. The (completed) Zastava space, denoted Z is defined to be

—,Conf
SConf N SConf )

where the intersection is taking place in Gr“G’VCOnf.

Let voone denote the projection Z — Conf. The properness of the affine Grassmannian implies that
the map vcont is ind-proper. However, we will soon see that Z is actually a scheme, so that the map
Vcont 18 actually a proper map of schemes.

20.1.2. Let Z C Z be the open subfunctor equal to

< —,Conf
SConf n SConf

Let Z C Z be the open subfunctor equal to

—,Conf
SConf N SConf

Finally, let
2 =2ZN % C 2.
20.1.3. We introduce the polar version of the Zastava spaces as follows:
Zoo-a000 = (SContas. o Joow O (Scimbms " Jooras
where the intersection is taking place in Gréyccnfoo.m.

Let voont., ., denote the projection Zoo.z’oo.z — Confso.z. The properness of the affine Grassmannian
implies that the map vcons is ind-proper.

co-x

20.1.4. We introduce the closed subspace Zooow C Zoo.z 0.z 1O be

~ —,Confeo.z
Z’OOCE = (SConfoo m)oo;vm(SCon?:om )
Remark 20.1.5. Note that the space Zoo.z was used in the definition of the functor ®, see Sect. I8.3.71
Indeed, the support of objects of the form
1

SprdConfoo.I (EF) ® ICqT*iTConfoo *

is contained in Zoo.z-

20.2. Global interpretation of the Zastava spaces. In this subsection we let the curve X be
complete. We will reinterpret the various versions of the Zastava space in terms of moduli spaces of
bundles on X.
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20.2.1. Consider the algebraic stacks
—wf I —
Buny — Bung ¢— Bung-.
Consider the open substack

— P - — P N
(Buny X Bung-)®*" CBuny X Bung-
Bung Bung

corresponding to the condition that the (generic) N-reduction and the (generic) B~ -reduction of a
given G-bundles are transversal at the generic point of X.
The maps
7t Sdonr — Buny
and
Toont © Scint | — Bullp-

(see Sect. [I4.8T)) define a map

J— [——Y —_
Z — Buny X Bung-,
Bung

and it is easy to see that its image lands in (Buny x Bunpg- ).
Bung

We claim:

Proposition 20.2.2. The map

Z — (Buny x DBung-)®"
Bung

is an isomorphism. Under this identification, the subspaces

20|

2CZD
correspond to

P —— - P -
(Buny X Bung-)®" C (Buny X Bung-)®" D> (Buny X Bung-)s",
Bung Bung Bung

respectively.

Proof. Proceeding as in [Schl Sect. 7], we can assume that the derived group of G is simply-connected.
In this case, we will explicitly construct an inverse map.

An S-point of (Bun}ifp x Bung-)®" consists of a G-bundle P¢, equipped with a Pliicker data for

Bung

N and B~
(?G7 {HA7 A € A+}7 {’%7)\7 A € A+})7
where:
o (Pg, {/{X, A€ At}) is as in the definition of (Bun‘]\);p)oo.z, i.e., this is a data of a G-bundle on
X, equipped with a generalized reduction (a.k.a. Drinfeld structure) to pr;

° {/»f’X, e ]\*} is a generalized reduction of Pg to B, i.e., these are maps
V3., — A(Pr)

for some T-bundle Pr on X that satisfy the Plucker relations (here V> denotes the dual Weyl
module with highest weight \);

e The above generalized reductions of Pg to N “” and B~ are mutually transversal away from a
closed subset S x X that is finite over S.
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The transversality condition means that the composite maps
(20.1) W)X Sy VR, - A(Pr), A e AT
are isomorphisms away from a closed subset S x X that is finite over S.

The assumption that the derived group of G is simply connected implies (see Remark [L13]) that
the system of maps (201 is equivalent to a datum of an S-point D of Conf.

By construction, over the open subset

SxX—-DcCSxX,
the maps x> and the maps k> are bundle maps, hence the (generalized) N-reduction and the (gen-
eralized) B~ -reduction of Pg|sxx are genuine and mutually transversal. Hence, over this open subset
these two reductions uniquely determine a trivialization of Pq.

Le., we obtain an S-point of Gr‘ngOnf that projects to the S-point of Conf, given by D. By

construction, the above S-point of Gr“éfctmf actually belongs to the subfunctor Z, as desired.
O

As an immediate corollary of Proposition 20.2.2] we obtain:
Corollary 20.2.3. The prestack Z is a scheme.

Proof. Indeed, by construction, Z is an ind-scheme, but Proposition B0.2.2] implies that it is also an

algebraic stack.
d

20.2.4. We will also need a variant of the above picture with pole points. Consider the maps

o _ __
(Buny )eo.s — Bung £— (Bung-)ec.s.
We consider the corresponding open subfunctors
WP - gen P
<(BunN Yooz X (Buan)oo.z) C (Buny )ooz X (Bung-)ec-x
Bung Bung
and

gen
P - P -
(Buny )oo.z X Bung- C (Buny )ec.w X DBung-.
Bung Bung

We have the naturally defined maps

_ - _ gen
(202) Z'oo-ac,oo-ac — <(Buan)OO'JC X (BunB*)Oo'x>
Bung
and
_ —wp . gen
(20.3) Zoo-w — <(BunN Joorw X Bun37> .
Bung

As in Proposition 20.2.2] one shows:
Proposition 20.2.5. The maps 20.2) and @203) are isomorphisms.

20.2.6. Let SG denote the gerbe on 2 (resp., Zoo.z, Zoo-z,oo-z) obtained by restriction from the same-
named gerbe on Gré’jccnf. Let 9A denote the gerbe on Z (resp., Zoo% Zw.x,o@.m) obtained as a pullback
from the same-named gerbe on Conf (resp., Confs.z). Denote

9G,T,ratio — 9G ® (9T)71'

We obtain that under the identification of Proposition BO.Z2] (resp., @0.2) and @0.3)), §¢ corre-

sponds to the pullback of the same-named gerbe on Buny (resp., (Buny )oo-z), and G&Toratio

sponds to the pullback of the same-named gerbe on Bung- (resp., (Bung- )oo.a).

corre-
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20.3. Global interpretation of the functor ®. In this subsection we will use Proposition 20.2.5] to
give a global interpretation of the functor ®.

20.3.1. Consider the Cartesian square

’

— WP - 5 -
Buny x Bung- —— Bung-

Bung
- l lﬁ,
wP P
Buny —— Bung.

By a slight abuse of notation let us denote by the same symbols ‘p~ and 'p the resulting maps
—w” 5 5 P w5
Buny +— 2 — Bung-
arising from the identification of Proposition [20.2.2]

We will use a similar notation also for the spaces Zx,.x,oo.x and Zeo.x.

20.3.2. Define the functor
(I)glob : Whitqyglob(G) — ShVSA(COHfOO.x)

to be the composition

] oo
—8('P) (BunyIC

2] )[dim(Bung)]
q—1 . glob
Y

(20.4)  Whity g1on(G) < Shvge (Buny )e-s) 2t Shvge (Too-s)

— Shvga (Zoox) 220" Shvga (Confas ).
20.3.3. Recall the equivalence
7« Whity gion (G) — Whit, (G).

We claim:

Proposition 20.3.4. The functor
® o [dg) : Whitg gion(G) — Shvga (Confec.z)

identifies canonically with ®giop.

This proposition follows by applying vcont, from the following more precise result:

Proposition 20.3.5. The composite functor

!
-8('P)' (BungIC 2

qi}glob)[dim(BunG )]

(20.5)  Whity g1ob(G) — Shvge (Buny Jeos) =t Shvge (Zoows)

— Shvga (Zoo )

identifies canonically with the composition of . [dg] and the functor

! > _ —
(20.6) F = sprdcont,, ., (F) @IC 21 o [deg],  Whitg,o(G) — Shvga (Zoox).
Proof. First, we note that by Corrollary (or, rather, its version with N replaced by N7), the
object

IC%’7 i |§Oo.m[deg +d4] € Shv(gc)ﬂ@g/\(zoo.z)

q—1,Confqp.

identifies with
! 5 .
(B) (Bung IC2 ) dim(Bunc)).
Hence, it remains to show that the composition

sPrdConfoc,z

Whity giob(G) —% Whity(G) <25 Shvge (Seonte ., )oos) 25" Shvg e (Zoos )
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identifies with the functor

Whity giob(G) — Shvge (BUny Joos) 2t Shvge (Too-a).

In fact, we claim that the functor

! sprdconf .. —
Whit gion(G) —2 Whity(G) <25 Shvge (Seonto . )eo-)

identifies canonically with

Whit gion(G) < Shvge (Buny Jeos) 225" Shvge ((Stont., )oos)-

For this, it suffices to show that the composition

) sprdRan, —
Whitg glon (G) —2 Whity(G) " —3"" Shvge ((Shan, )ee)

identifies canonically with

1
TRang

Whity,giob(G) < Shvge (Buny Joewr) 2% Shvge (Setontpa, Joo-s):
The latter follows from Theorem [B.2.7] by composing both sides with the functor

unit' : ShVSG((goconfRanz )oo-z) = Shvga (Ran, X Gr“éfz).

Indeed, both sides are given by the forgetful functor Whitg gion(G) — Shvge ((Bun‘]\);p)oo.z), followed
by pullback along

P P —wP
Ran, x Gré,, — Gré , LN (Buny )oo-a-

O

20.3.6. Let us observe that Proposition 20.3.4] immediately implies the first assertion Theorem [I8.2.9]
namely that the functor ® sends compact objects in Whitg.(G) to locally compact ones in
Shvga (Confeo.z):

Indeed, over each connected component Confl,., of Confe.., all the functors in the composition

[204) preserve compactness.

20.4. A sharpened version of Theorem [18.2.9l In this subsection we will formulate a sharpened
version of Theorem [I8.2.9] and deduce from it the original statement.

20.4.1. Let
Shvga (Zoo-z)' ¢ C Shvga (Zoo-x)-

be the subcategory of Sect. L33} it consists of objects whose restriction to the preimage of every
individual Conf),., C Confs., is compact.

Since Zoo.z is an ind-scheme, we have a well-defined Verdier duality functor

(20.7) DV (Shvga (Zoon) €)% = Shv gay—1 (Zoows)'°.

We are going to prove the following result:

Theorem 20.4.2. The following diagram of functors commutes

pVerdier

(Whit, (G)°)°P Whit, 1 (G)°

| |
Verdier
(Shvga (Zoo2)' )P 2y Shvgay-1(Zoos)'

commutes.

Note that combined with the properness of the map vcont, , the assertion of Theorem [20.4.2] implies
that of Theorem [I8.2.0]
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20.4.3. Note that statement of Theorem 20.4.2]is local (i.e., does not appeal to a global curve X).
However, we will use global methods to prove it. Namely, we will use the interpretation of the functor

@0.8) as (20.5) in order to prove it.
Note that, according to Remark [TZ7) the functor 7} [d,] intertwines the duality (ZI0) with the
Verdier duality functor
(Whitq’glob(G)c)Op — Whitq—lglob(G)C
induced by Verdier duality
DY (Shyge (Buny Joo-s)'°%)°" — Shv g —1 (Buny Joc-a) .
Thus, using Proposition B0.3.5] we obtain that Theorem is equivalent to the following one:

Theorem 20.4.4. The following diagram of functors commutes

pVerdier

(Whitg g10b(G))°P Whit,—1 g1, (G)°

s | |
ID)Vcrdicr

(Shvga (Zoo2)' )P 2y Shvgay-1(Zoos) '

commautes.
We will prove Theorem 20.4.4lin the next section, using the notion of ULA (universal local acyclicity).

20.4.5. For future reference we record the following corollary of Theorem [20.4.4] (which, given Propo-
sition 20.3.4] is equivalent to Theorem [I8:2.9]):

Corollary 20.4.6. The diagram

pVerdier

(Whitq,glob(G)C)Op — Vv'hitqfl,glob(c;’)c

églobl lq)glob

Verdier
(Shvga (Confse.2)'°¢)°P 2 Shv ga)—1 (Confoc.s ).

21. PROOF OF THE LOCAL VERDIER DUALITY THEOREM

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 20.4.4]1 The main ingredient in the proof is a certain
local acyclicity (a.k.a. ULA) property of
Bu“TICqT*’ljglob S ShV(SG,T,ratio)fl (Buan)
with respect to the projection
P :Bung- — Bung.

21.1. Construction of the natural transformation. In this subsection we will describe a framework
that leads to the construction of a natural transformation in Theorem [20.4.4]

21.1.1. Let us be given a Cartesian diagram of algebraic stacks

Y1 x Yo L>‘z§2

Y
el
Yy, —L oy,

where Y is smooth of dimension d. Note that for F; € Shvsi(‘éi)loc'C there exists a canonically defined
map in Shvg, gg, (Y1 X Y2)

(21.1) (F)" (@) & () (F2)[=d] = (F) (1) @ () (F2)ld],
see [BGl Sect. 5.1].
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In particular, we obtain that there exists a natural transformation
i rp—\! !/, Ip—! erdier !/! erdier
(21.2) DY ((F7) () @ () (F2)ld]) = (F7) (DY (F1)) @ () (DY (F2)) [d].
21.1.2.  We apply the above paradigm to

— P . 5 N
(Bunx )oe.z X Bung. —— Bung-

Bung
(21.3) 'Tl lﬁ,
(Bunxp)o@.x LN Bung,

where we take 1 = F € Whitg g0 (G) and Fp = BunTICE'

2
g~ 1 glob’

We compose the two functors in ([Z1.2]) with restriction along the open embedding

) -
Zoo-w < (Buny )oo.w X Bung-.
Bung

We will prove the following more precise version of Theorem 20.4.2]

Theorem 21.1.3. The natural transformation
i J——\! ! ’—\! £77 .
@14) DY (57 (0) & (9 (oun 10 ) dim(Bunc)] ) -

. ! ==
— (p7) (@Y (3) @ (P) (Bunr IC,Z 1 ) [dim(Bung))],
arising from 2L2) is an isomorphism in Shv ga.r ratioy—1 (Zoo-w) for any T € Whity giob(G)°.
21.2. Proof of Theorem [21.1.3] Step 1.

21.2.1. With no restriction of generality, we can assume that F € Whitg gon(G) is perverse and
irreducible. Hence it is of the form Wg‘;g{; for some yu € A1, see Sect. 3.9l

Then F is the Goresky-MacPherson extension of its restriction to the locally closed substack
] — . —
(Buny )=p.z. Let Z—,.. be the corresponding locally closed substack of Zec.s.

The key step in the proof of Theorem 2T.1.3]is the following:

*) The object

(21.5) (PP ® () (Bung ICT ) )[dim(Bung)] € Shvga (Zoo-s)

2
q—1,glob
is perverse and is isomorphic to the Goresky-MacPherson extension of its restriction to Z—.z.

In the rest of this subsection we will show how (*) implies the assertion of Theorem RT.1.31

21.2.2. By (*), we know that both sides in (2I.4)) are the Goresky-MacPherson extensions of their re-
spective restrictions to Z—,... Hence, it is enough to show that the corresponding map in Shvga (Z=,.z)
is an isomorphism. Thus we can replace the diagram (21.3]) by

— P . 5 .
(Bunx )=px X Bung- —— Bung-

Bung
,Efl lﬁ,
wP P
(Buny )=p.a ——— Bung,

p
Since F| (Bame’) is lisse and (Buny )=,z is smooth, the statement about the isomorphism is
N )=p-w

equivalent to one when ¥ is replaced by the constant/dualizing sheaf.
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Thus, we have to show that the map

[ Verdier ((/5)!(]3“” Icg'ljglob)[dim(Bunc) - dg,“]) -

. (,5,)!(Dvcrdicr(BunTIC£’7 ))[dim(Bung) — dg, ]

2
q~1,glob

Ju— )
is an isomorphism, where dg,, = dim((Bunx )=p.z).

21.2.3. By (the metaplectic analog of) [Ga6l Proposition 3.6.5], the object

/—\! B .
() (Bunr 1€ 1) [dim(Bunc) — dy ]
is perverse and is isomorphic to the Goresky-MacPherson extension of its restriction to

Z—pz ' =Z=px X Bung-.
BunB,

Hence, it is enough to show that the map

(21.6) DVerdier ((/P)!(BunTIC(?;Tglob |Bun,_ )[dim(Bung) — dg,u]) -

N (/P7 )! (DVcrdicr(BunT 1C 2

5
q~1.glo

p [Bun,, ) [dim(Bung) — dy,,.]

is an isomorphism in Shvga (Z=p.«).

o0
2

Note now that the object BunTICq,1 £lob [Bun, -
Now the desired assertion follows from the next result:

is the constant sheaf (up to a cohomological shift).

Lemma 21.2.4. In the setting of Sect. [Z1 1.1, assume that Y1, Y2 and Y are equidimensional and
smooth, and let

Y Yy x Yo
Y

be a smooth open substack of dimension dim(Y1) + dim(Y2) — dim(Y). Then for F1 and Fo lisse, the
restriction of the map RZL2) to Y’ is an isomorphism.

21.3. Proof of Theorem [21.1.3] Step 2. In this subsection we will show how a ULA property of
the global IC3 implies statement (*) used in the previous subsection.

21.3.1. Let us be in the situation of Sect.RT.T.1l Let Y1 C Y1 be a locally closed substack. Assume that
F1 € Shvg, (Y1) is perverse and is isomorphic to the Goresky-MacPherson extension of its restriction

o
to Yi.

Recall the notion of ULA object for F € Shvg(Y’) relative to a morphism Y — Y, see [BG] Sect.
5.1]. A key observation that we will use in the proof of Theorem PT.13]is the following:

Lemma 21.3.2. Assume that F2 € Pervg,(Y2) is ULA with respect to f~. Then the object
()@ @ (N'(F2)d
is perverse and is isomorphic to the Goresky-MacPherson extension of its restriction to Y1 X Ya.
Y

The proof of property (*) will consist of reducing to the situation in which we can apply
Lemma 21.3.2]
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21.3.3.  We now proceed with the proof of (*). For v € A, denote

2w i=Zoow x  Conf% .

Confeo. g
Let ¥ denote the restriction of ZL3) t0 Zuo.o-

For an element v’ € A"°®, consider the factorization isomorphism
=’ =V ! —v 4 !
@ xTlw) X (Conf" x Conft)  =ZLL  x  (Conf” x Confl.)
Conf¥" x Conf¥_ . disj conf”oot:” disj

and consider the open substack of the LHS equal to
(21.7) (ZVI X Zoo.z) X (Conf”, X Confgo.x)
Conf¥’ x Confy_ disj
We will consider the following two maps from @ZL1) to Zoo.z. One, denoted fY /, is the projection
on the second factor

o _ o — —
(21.8) 2" xZ%.) x (COnf”' x Conf‘f.o.x) S xT . T .
Conf¥’ x Conf¥_ disj
and the other, denoted f5 l, the composite
o — ’
(21.9) (2" xT%..) x (conf” x Confgo.z) <
Conf?’ x Conf¥_ . disj
— p—
S @ T x (COnf”' x Conf‘f.o.x) o~
Conf¥’ x Conf¥_ disj
_l// v ’ —
~ ZOOZ X (Conf” X Confgo.z) — Z.Zo.tcy.
Confuaé-tcu disj

Both these maps are smooth.
21.3.4. Fix an element A € AP*. We will consider an open substack in ([ZL.7), to be denoted ZF‘"‘“’”,’SA,
that consists of points satisfying the following conditions:

(i) We require that for the point of Zeo., (obtained by either @L) or L)), the generalized B~ -
reduction has total order of degeneracy is < .

(ii) We require that —' — v — X be “deep enough” in the dominant chamber, in the sense that
(= —v =X a&)>d
for some fixed integer d (specified in Theorem 2T.3.7] below).

v <A

It is easy to see that the union of all X’s and v’ of the images of ZF2°% under the maps f{’ " cover
=V

oo-xT

21.3.5. Hence, in order to prove (*), it suffices to show that for all v/, the object

(21.10) (1) (F) | gractr <x s
shifted cohomologically by [(v/,2p)] = [— dim(Z."/)]7 is perverse and is isomorphic to the Goresky-
MacPherson extension of its restriction to
<A <A b~
G . R S A
FEgeaan
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21.3.6. Note now that the locally closed substack glact, v, <A - gFact.v' <A 456 equals

=p-z
’
Fact,v’, <A SV v
25T = X Zpw -
, =
P

Now, by repeating the argument of Sect. 3.9], one shows that there exists an isomorphism
) (@) = @ (1)),
where € is lisse sheaf, pulled back from the 2"/ factor, and placed in perverse cohomological degree
—(v',27).
Hence, in order to prove the desired property of (ZL.I0), it suffices to establish the same property of
(5 (T zructr <

Now, the required assertion follows from Lemma [2I.3:21 and the following result of [Camp]:

Theorem 21.3.7. There exists an integer d that only depends on the genus of X with the following

PSS and p € A, satisfying (u — X\, &) > d, the restriction of BunTICfgi;b to
the open locus of Bung- consisting of generalized B™ -reductions of total order of degeneracy < \ and

degree v is ULA with respect to the projection

property: for any A € A

P :Bung- — Bung.

22. HECKE ENHANCEMENT OF THE VERDIER DUALITY THEOREM

Recall the functor
PHecke — oblvpae o PHECke | Hecke(Whitg,.(G)) — Shvga (Confo.c).

For the proof of the main theorem (more precisely, for property (iii) for M&fhit in Sect. [332), we

will need an extension of Theorem [IR.2.9 for the functor ®7*¢  This is the subject of the present
section.

More precisely, we will state and prove Theorem 22.1.5] which will be used in the proof of Corrol-
lary 26.1.51

22.1. Hecke enhancement and duality. In this subsection we will state Theorem 22.1.5] which

expresses the commutation property of the functor <I>He.°ke with Verdier duality.
22.1.1. Note that Theorem supplies a system of functorial isomorphisms
(22.1) O(F % Satg,¢(V)) ~ Satq,T(Reng(V)) *®(F), F e Whity(G), V € Rep(H),
compatible with tensor products of objects V' € Rep(H).
In addition, Theorem [IR.2.9] establishes functorial isomorphisms
DVerdier (§(F % Saty.(V))) ~ @ (DVerdier(st* satq,G(V))) ~® (DVerdier(:f) % DVerdief(satq,G(V))) ~
~® (Dvﬂdief(st) X satq,l,G(TH(v*)))
and
pVerdier (Satq,T(Resﬁ, (V) % @(5)) ~ DV (Sat, 1 (Resk, (V))) « DV (&(5)) ~
~ DV (Saty 7 (Rest,, (V) x @DV (F)) ~ Sat, 1 (77 (Rest, (V7)) x @DV (F)).

where we assume that both F and V' are compact.
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22.1.2. Thus, on the one hand, applying DV¥°" to both sides of ([@ZI), we obtain a system of
functorial isomorphisms

(22.2) o (]D)V“di“(fr") * Satq,l,G(TH(v*))) ~ Sat, -1 (77 (Resk (V7)) B(DVdr (F)),
compatible with tensor products of objects V € Rep(H).
On the other hand, applying Theorem to the functor
® : Whit, -1 (G) — Shv(gay-1 (Confoo.z),
we obtain a system of identifications
(22.3) ® (DVerdier(:f) % Satqqu(TH(V*))) ~ Sat, 1 7 (Resth (77(V7))) » DV (7)),
compatible with tensor products of objects V' € Rep(H).

We claim:

Theorem 22.1.3. The identifications 222)) and [223)) are compatible via the canonical isomorphism

T H H H
7 " o Resy, ~ Resp, or".

These identifications satisfy a homotopy-coherent system of comptatibilities for tensor products of the
objects V € Rep(H)°.

22.1.4. As a formal consequence of Theorem 22.1.3] we obtain:

Theorem 22.1.5. We have a commutative diagram

pVerdier

(Hecke(Whity (G))¢)°P Hecke(Whit, 1 (G))

° 3
@HCCkCl l(PHCCkC

Verdier
(Shvga (Confog.z )" ¢)°P AN ShV(gA)fl(COnfoo-x)loc'c7

where the upper horizontal arrow is the equivalence (I1.2).

22.1.6. The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proof of Theorem 22.1.3] As the isomorphism
of Theorem [IR2.9] was proved by global methods, we will have to resort to global methods to prove
Theorem 2213l Thus, for the rest of this section the curve X will be complete.

22.2. Hecke structure on the functor ®g,. Recall the functor
Dylob : Whitq,glob(G) — ShVSA(COIlfOO.m)7
see Sect. 20.3.21 As a first step towards the proof of Theorem 22.1.3] we will replace it by a statement
that involves ®gio1 instead of ®.
—Wp . .
22.2.1. The Hecke action on (Buny )cc.» makes Whit, g10(G) into a category acted on by Sph, ,(G)
on the right (see Remark [472). In particular, we obtain a Rep(H) on Whitg g10n(G) via Satg,c.
We claim that an analog of Theorem [16.1.2] holds in this situation:

Theorem-Construction 22.2.2. The functor @gon intertwines the Rep(H)-action on Whitg »(G)
and the Rep(Tw)-action on Shvgs (Confeo.z) given by translation functors (see Sect. [{.4.3).

Proof. We employ the paradigm of Sect. We take C := Whitg gion(G), E := Shvga (Confeo.z)
and
D := Shv(gc, .ratioy-1 ((Bung-)oo-z)-
We take the functor
Whitg g1ob(G) ® Shv g, ratioy -1 ((Bung-)oo-z) = Shvga (Confes.z)
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to be

(22.4 5,9 (vent)» ((57)/(9) & (90 dim(Bunc)] ).
where "p~ and 'p denote the two projections
(Bunxp)o@.x L Zoo.x,oo.x LN (Bung-)oo-a-

The Hecke actions for G and T on (Bung- )oo.. make Shv g, 7 ratioy—1((Bung-)ec.z) into a module
category for Rep(H) ® Rep(TH) (see Remark [T4.7.2]).

We take d € He.cke(D) to be the object
Bunp 1C =

gl ,glob € ShV(SG,T,ratio)fl ((BHDB)OOZ)

of Theorem [T4.7.4]

One shows that the required compatibilities hold as in the local case. This gives the functor ®gion

the required structure.
d
22.2.3. Recall now that according to Proposition 20.3.4] we have a canonical isomorphism
(Pglob ~do 7le [dg]
Since the functor
75 [dg] - Whity gion (G) — Whit, (G)

commutes with Hecke actions, the structure on of commutation with the action of Rep(H) on &,
provided by Theorem [16.1.2] induces one on Pgiop.

However, if follows from the constructions that this structure on ®gio, equals one constructed in

Sect. 22.2.1] above.

22.2.4. Since mh[d,] is an equivalence that commutes with duality, we obtain that Theorem B21.3] is
equivalent to the corresponding statement for ®gion:

Theorem 22.2.5. The following diagram commutes for F € Whitg ¢10b(G)® and V' € Rep(H)°.

DVcrdicr ((I)glob (9: * Satq,G(V))) Thin. DVcrdicr (Satq,T(Reng (V)) * (I)glob(g:))
Dyion (DY (F x Satg,a(V))) DY (Satq,r (Resth, (V) % DY (Bgion ()
J' lCor, 2074
o, (DY H7(F) % DVU (Saty (V) DY (Sate,r (Rest, (V))) * Raton (DY ()
l Sat,—1 7 (777 (Restl, (V*))) * Pgion (DY (F))
Dyon (DY (F) x Sat,—1 (7 (V")) R Sat, 1 r(Rest, (77(V"))) % gion (DY ().

The commutation identifications satisfy a homotopy-coherent system of comptatibilities for tensor prod-
ucts of the objects V € Rep(H)®.

The rest of this section is devoted to Theorem 22.2.5]

22.3. A framework for commutation of Hecke structure with duality. In this subsection we
will describe a general categorical framework for the proof of Theorem [22.2.5]
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22.3.1. Let us be in the paradigm of Sect. [I6.1.5] Assume that all categories involved are compactly
generated.

Let us consider C¥ and DV equipped with actions of Rep(H) given on compact objects by the
formula
'« V= (cxm(V)), Vid' = (#F (V) xd)Y,
and let us equip DY with an action of Rep(7#) by the formula
dY«W = (dr7(WH)Y.
22.3.2.  Assume that the functor ¥ : C® D — E preserves compactness, and let T denote the resulting

functor
C'@DY - EY, Y(c'®dY):=(¥(cxd)".

Identifying

C' @ D'~(C ® D), ¢"®@d —(cad,
Rep(H) Rep(H)

we obtain that the functor T is also equipped with a factorization

c'oD'5C' © DY-LE
Rep(H)

for some canonically defined functor T.

Let now d be an object of Heckere1(D). (We are not assuming that d is compact in Hecke,el (D),
and a fortiori not in D.)

22.3.3. Recall that to any object f in a compactly generated category F one can attach its dual
f¥ € FV, characterized uniquely by the property that

Homgv (f),£") = Homw(f, f1), i € F.
Explicitly, if f = co}cim fi, then
Voo i £V
£/~ 11]1;11 f, .
Let ¥ : F — E be a continuous functor that preserves compactness. Consider the corresponding
functor
T:FY = EY, T({):= (Y)Y, fcF°
Then we have a natural map
(22.5) T(FY) — W(f)".

This map is an isomorphism if ¥ also commutes with limits.

22.3.4. Let d be the corresponding object of DV. Note that for any finite-dimensional V € Rep(H)
(resp., W € Rep(TH)), the canonical maps

Vxd” = (r7 (V) xd)” and d¥ » W = (d» 77H (W*))

coming from (223)) are isomorphisms (indeed, the functors V x — and — x W admit left adjoints and
hence commute with limits).

Thus, we obtain that the object d¥ € D" is a system of isomorphisms
VxdY ~d" x 7 (Resy, (17 (V))).
We identify
Tr (ReSQI{H (TH(V))) ~ Resng (V).

This identification defines a lift of d¥ to an object of He.ckerel(Dv).
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22.3.5. Consider the resulting functors
PUyq:C—>Eand Tqv:CY -5 EY.
From (223), for a compact ¢ € C we obtain a naturally defined map
(22.6) Tav(c”) = (Ta(c)".
Assume that these maps are isomorphisms.
22.3.6. By Sect. we have the isomorphisms
Ta(cx V) =~ Resty, (V) * Tq(c),
from which by duality we obtain the isomorphisms
(22.7) (Ug(c* V)Y ~ 778 (Res?H (V) x (Talc))”.
We also have the isomorphisms

(22.8) Tav(c' *xV) ~ Res?H (V)% Tqv(cY).

Unwinding the constructions, we obtain that the following diagrams are commutative:

(Talex V)Y B2y 2T (Resth (V) # (Pa(c))

ez | | ezm
(22.9) Tav((cxV)Y) 771 (Rest,, (V*)) x Tav (c")
NT TN

Tav (e’ * 77 (V")) “BLs Rest (77 (V) % Tav(c¥),

where lower right vertical arrow comes from the identification

Ty H H H
7 % o Resy, ~ Resp,, oT

Moreover, the commutation identifications satisfy a homotopy-coherent system of comptatibilities for
tensor products of the objects V' € Rep(H)°.

22.4. Proof of Theorem [22.2.5] In this subsection we will prove Theorem 22.2.5] by showing that it
fits into the paradigm of Sect.[22.3] above.

22.4.1. We take C to be the category Whitg,glob(G), and E to be Shvga (Confe.o).

Recall that in Sect. 22.2.T] the category D was taken to be Shv ga 7 ratio)—1 ((Bung- )oc.2). However,
here we will have to somewhat modify this choice.

22.4.2. Note that the algebraic stack Bung- is disconnected, and its individual connected components
are not quasi-compact. So, the question of compact generation of Shv ga,r.ratioy-1(Bung-) may be
non-trivial. We will skirt this problem as follows:

Consider the full (but non-cocomplete) subcategory of Shv ga.r.ratio)-1((Bunpg- )oc.) generated by

T-Hecke translates of the direct summands of BunTICqT,1 (these direct summands correspond to

,glob
the different connected components of Bung-). We let D (to be henceforth denoted Dg) be the
ind-completion of this category. By construction, we have a tautological functor

D, — ShV(gG,T,ratio)—l ((Buan )oox)

Note that compact objects of Dy map to locally compact objects of Shv ge.zratio)—1((Bung-)ec.z)-
In particular, Verdier duality on Shv(ga.z.ratio)—1((Bung-)ec.z) is well-defined for these objects.
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This allows to identify D, with the category D,-1 so that we have a commutative diagram

op

(DZ)OP —_— ((ShV(SG,T,ratio)fl ((me )oo.x))loc'c)

l !

c ST loc.c
qul _— (ShVSG,T,ratio((BunB—)oo.x)) .

22.4.3. We take the functor ¥ to be the composite of
Whitg gioh(G) ® Dg — Whitg g1oh(G) ® Shv(ga r.ratio)—1 ((Bung-)oo-z)
with the functor ([224]). Let us denote this functor by ¥,.
By Theorem 2T.1.3] the resulting functor
T : Whit,—1 40p(G) ® DY — Shvga (Confec.)

from Sect. 22.3.2]identifies with ¥ 1, i.e., with

Whit -1 10 (G) ® D -1 ~ Whit -1 4,1, (G) ® Shvge,7,ratio (Bung-)eo-z) —

@ ShV(SA)—l (Confeo.zr)-

22.4.4. Consider the functor

U, =W : Whitgeon(G) © Dy — Shvga(Confeo.s).
Rep(H) )

We claim that the resulting functor

Y : Whit, 1 505(G) ® D, 1 — Shvga(Confeo.s)
Rep(H)

from Sect. 22.3.2] identifies with Clllq—l.

This statement amounts to the fact that for F € Whitg g6 (G)°, F' € Dy and V € Rep(H)®, the
isomorphisms

U (FxV,F) = U (F, VT
and
q/q71 (]D)Vcrdicr(gg) * TH(V*), ]D)Vcrdicr(ggl)) ~ q/q71 (]D\/crdicr(gg)7 TH(V*) * DVcrdicr(Hjl))
make the following diagram is commutative (in a way compatible with tensor products of objects V):

DVcrdicr(\I,q(g:* ‘/7 9:/)) ]DVcrdicr(\Ilq(g:7 V % 9:/))

l |

U (DVcrdicr(gj) * TH (V*), DVcrdicr(Hjl)) \Ijq*I (DVcrdicr (EF), TH(V*) * DVcrdicr (EFI))

q

This follows from the fact that the natural transformations (2I.2) involved in the construction of
the isomophism

TV,
commute with proper pushforwards.

Similarly, the data of commutation with the action of Rep(Tx) on the functor T that arises from
one on ¥, agrees with the corresponding data on ¥ 1.
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22.4.5. We take the object d € He.ckerel (Dy) (to be henceforth denoted dg) to be

Bunp IC k3

2
g—1,glob *

Note that although dg, viewed as an object of Dy, is not compact (indeed, it is spread over all
connected components on Bunp- ), that its image in Shv ge.7.ratioy—1 ((Bung- )eo.z) is locally compact.

The corresponding object d:{ S qu identifies with d -1, i.e.,

o=}
2

BunTIC

q,glob *

Recall now that according to Sect. 22.3.4] the Hecke structure on d, gives rise to one on d; € D/;
i.e., it lifts to an object of Heckeml(qu). We have the following key assertion:

Theorem 22.4.6. Under the identifications D, =~ D,-1 and dy ~ d -1, the structure on dy of object
of Heckeml(qu) coincides with the structure on d,—1 of object of Heckere1(D,~1).

22.4.7. Assuming for a moment Theorem 22.4.6] we complete the proof of the desired global version
of Theorem 22.1.3] by invoking the system of commutative diagrams (22.9]).

22.5. Hecke structure on the global IC sheaf and Verdier duality. This rest of this section
is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2ZZ.6l In order to unburden the notation we will write IC 2

We will also switch from B~ back to B.

q,glob

oo
3 2
instead of Bunp Iquglob.

In this subsection we will explain what Theorem 22.4.6]l says in “down-to-earth” terms.

22.5.1. Let us write down what Theorem 22Z.4.6] says in concrete terms. According to Theorem [[4.7.4]
for V € Rep(H) we have canonical isomorphisms

IC2,, *Saty.c(V) = Satyr(Resh, (V) » 1C.2,

q,glob
and
IC2, o *Saty1 (V) = Sat,-1 7 (Resty, (V) » 1G24 o
The claim is that for V' € Rep(H)®, the following diagram commutes:
(22.10)
D\/erdier( Ictfglob . Satq,G (V)) [N DVerdier(Satqu(ReS%q (V)) * Ictfglob)
l DVerdier(Satqu (Res?H (V) = ]D)Verdier( Ictfglob))
pVerdier( IC2100) * DYerdier (Qat, o (V))) Satg—1 (77 (Resf,, (V*))) » Iczl,glob
ICgl,glob*SatqflyG(TH(V*)) E— Satqfl,T(Reng (TH(V*))) * Icgl,glob’

where the lower right vertical arrow is given by

Ty H H H
7 % o Resy, ~ Resp,, oT

Moreover, the data of commutation is compatible with tensor products of the objects V.
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22.5.2.  Some simplifying remarks are in order:
(i) As in Remark it is sufficient to establish the commutativity of the diagrams (22I0) for
V € (Rep(H))®.

(ii) For V in the abelian category, all the objects involved in ([2ZI0) lie in the heart of the perverse
t-structure on Shvge,r,ratio ((Bung)eo.z). Hence, once we check the commutation for individual objects
V', the higher compatibilities would follow.

22.6. Digression: gluing different components of Bung together. Note that ICEglob is not an
irreducible perverse sheaf for the simple reason that it is supported on all the different connected
components of Bung.

In this subsection we will introduce a geometric device that allows to “sew together” the various
components of Bung. More precisely, we will define a category such that, when regarded as an object

in it, ICfglob will be irreducible.

22.6.1. Fix another point = # y € X. Let
(BunB)oo-z,good at y C (BunB)oo-x

be the open sub-functor, where we require that our generalized B-reduction be non-degenerate at y.
Restriction to the formal disc around y defines a map

(BunB)oo-z,good at y — pt /£+(B)y

Consider the corresponding Hecke groupoid

—

—_ hp loc hp
(BunB)oo-z,good at y — (BunB)oo-z,good at yHECkeByy E— (BunB)oo-z,good at y

! ! !

pt /&£T(B), — Heckels", — pt /&H(B),,

where in this diagram both squares are Cartesian.
. — —
The pullbacks of the gerbe G724 with respect to hp and hp are naturally identified.

22.6.2. The natural projection

Heckelé’?y — Heckelﬂcy — A
defines a decomposition of Heckelfs?fy into connected components, indexed by the elements of A; denote
them by Heckelg,’zk. Denote

1 loc, A
Heckeg Cy’+ = U Heckeg,
’ AeAt ’

For A € AT let
loc,\,restr loc,A
HeckeByy C HeckeByy

be the subfunctor
LHN)\ET(N)y - 1) /€7 (N)y € EF (V) \(L(N)y - 1) /L7 (N),.
Then the map

‘})\,restr

4 B
Heckeﬁff’rem 5, pt /£+(B)y
is an isomorphism and the map

<;)\,restr

h
pt /L7 (B), €— Heckeg’cf’r“”

is a fibration into affine spaces of dimensions (), 2p).
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22.6.3. Consider the corresponding substacks

loc,\,restr loc
Heckeg', Heckeg,, .

(Bunp)ec.z,good at y - (Bunpg)es.z,good at y

The resulting map

. N " T_L))\,restr
oc,\,restr B o
(BU5) o oo at 4| 1OKCB Ly —  (Bunp)oosgood at y

is an isomorphism, and the map

‘gx,rcstr

Sy loc,\,restr
(Bung)co-z,go0d at y Hecke 29

(Bunp)oo.z,good at y B,y

is a fibration into affine spaces of dimensions (), 2p).

22.6.4. The (ind)-algebraic stack (Bung)ec.z,good at y Splits into connected components

B \A
(BunB)oo-:v,good at y» reAl

— —
A,restr A,restr
The above maps hj ,hy define a system of maps

m** ™ (Bunp))2 — (Bung).) e =M €AT

co-z,good at y co-z,good at y?
22.6.5. We can view the assignment
A (mB)éo-ac,good at y
as a functor from (the opposite of) A viewed as a poset
A= & A— A eA”
to the category of (ind)-algebraic stacks.

Consider the functor
(A, =) — DGCat
that sends
A = Shvga,.ravio (BUNB) X 2 good at )

and A1 < A2 to the functor (m*2*1)'[(A1 — A2, 2p)].

22.6.6. Define

(22.11) Shvga,7,ratio ((BUNB ) 0o.2,g00d at y)HCCkCT*y = (Alig)lop Shvga, T ratio ((BunB)éo.x,good at y)-
Informally, objects of this category are objects F € Shvga, 7 ratio (BUNB)oo-x,good at y) €quipped with
a homotopy-compatible system of identifications

(M2 ) (F) (A — As, 25)] ~ F2,

where
A
F* = Hj|(m3)>\

oco-x,good at y

22.6.7. By a slight abuse of notation let us continue to denote by Icfglob its restriction along the
open embedding

(BunB)oo-ac,good aty < (BunB)oo-;v-

It is clear that IC%

)Hccchyy .
g,glo

,, haturally lifts to an object of Shvge, 7 ratio ((BUNB)cs.z,g00d at y
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22.6.8. The key observation now is that for any 1,72 € A¥, we have

o
2

(22.12) Hom e"2xIC

Hecker (e'Yl *1C

,glob? el b) = .
180 980 0 otherwise.

ShVSG,T,ratio ((BUDB)oo-z,good at y)

ES { e if y1 =2 and

We emphasize that in the above formula, we are taking Hom(—, —), i.e., H*(Fom(—, —)).

Remark 22.6.9. The isomorphism (22.12]) takes place for Hom taken in the category ([2Z.I1]), but not
in Shvge, 7 ratio ((BUng)eo.z), because in the latter each connected component would contribute its own
factor of e. This was the reason for introducing the category (2ZIT).

22.6.10. We will use (22.12)) as follows:

First off, it follows from the definitions that the G- and T- Hecke actions at z lift naturally to actions

on the category [2ZIT).
Now, from (22712 and Theorem [[4.7.4] we obtain

(A) There exists a monoidal functor jRes?, : Rep(H)¥ — Rep(Tx)?, uniquely characterized by the
the system of isomorphisms

(22.13) IC.E, % Satya(V) = Saty r(,Resth, (V) * 1C .

q,glob?

V € Rep(H)?,
taking place in Shvge,7,ratio ((BUNB)oo-2,g00d at y)HeCkeT’y. Indeed, for W € Rep(Tx)” we have
Hom (W, qResqI{H (V)) =

= Hom q,glob?

yheckey (Saty,r (W) + 107, IO+ Satg.c (V).

ShVSG,T,ratio ((BunB)ootz,good at

(B) There exists an isomorphism between monoidal functors qRes¥H o~ Res?H.
22.7. Proof Theorem [22.4.6l In this subsection we will finally prove Theorem 22.4.0

22.7.1. It is easy to see that Verdier duality is well-defined on objects of ([2ZTI1]) that are locally
compact as objects of Shvga,r,ratio (BUNB)co-z,g00d at y)-

This implies that the objects appearing in the diagram (2ZI0) can be considered as objects in
(@2211). Hence, it is sufficient to establish the commutativity of the diagram ([22I0)) in this context.

22.7.2.  We prove the required equality as follows:
Applying Verdier duality to (22Z.13]), we obtain an isomorphism
qRes?H ~ -1 Resng
as monoidal functors Rep(H) — Rep(TH).
We need to show that the composite isomorphism
Res?H ~ qRes?H >~ -1 Resng ~ Res?H
is the identity map.

22.7.3. A priori, the above composite map is given by an element ¢ € Ty, and we need to see that
t = 1. For that it is sufficient to see that t acts as identity on the highest weight lines for each V' = V7.

However, the latter is easy to see from the constructions.
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Part VIII: Baby Verma objects

The goal of this Part is to carry out the program indicated in Sect. [9.3.2] i.e., to construct the

“(dual) baby Verma” objects M%!hit and M4y} .., and establish their properties.

The term “baby Verma” is due to the fact that under the equivalence with the category of modules

over the small quantum group, the objects M{‘,\}!hit (resp., Mixt;,) correspond to baby Verma (resp.,
dual baby Verma) mdoules, see Remark 27.4.2]

23. THE B-HECKE CATEGORY AND THE DRINFELD-PLUCKER FORMALISM

The construction of the objects Mgy, is based on the Drinfeld-Plicker formalismﬁ, which is the
subject of the present section.

23.1. The B-Hecke category. Recall the setting of Sects. [[0.2] and [[0.3] In this subsection we will
need to complement that discussion by introducing yet another version of the Hecke category, this time
relative to the Borel subgroup By C H.

23.1.1. Let C be a category acted on by Rep(H). We define the category B-Hecke(C) to be

C ® Rep(Bn),
Rep(H)

where By is the Borel subgroup of H, see Sect. [I0.11
Tautologically, we can rewrite
B-Hecke(C) ~ (Hecke(C))?#,
where we view Hecke(C) as acted on by H, see Sect.

In what follows we will assume that C is compactly generated, in which case B-Hecke(C) is also
compactly generated.

23.1.2. The pair of adjoint functors
Resgg : Rep(Bu) = Rep(Th) : coInd?II;’

gives rise to the (same named) functors

Res?H : B-Hecke(C) = Hecke(C) : colnd ¥ .

Bn
1 preserves compactness. However,

Being the left adjoint of a continuous functor, the functor Res H

we claim that more is true:

Lemma 23.1.3. If c € B-Hecke(C) is such that Res?}f (c) € Hecke(C) is compact, then c is compact.

Proof. This is a general phenomenon: for a category D acted on by an algebraic group H' (in out case

D = Hecke(C) and H' = By), if an object d € D" is such that the underlying object ResH/(d) €D
is compact, then d itself is compact.
a

3Both the name “Drinfeld-Pliicker” and the mathematical idea belong to S. Raskin.
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23.1.4. We now consider the functor
Reng : Rep(H) — Rep(Bg),

and its right and left adjoints, denoted coIndgH and IndgH7 respectively. The functor Reng induces
the (same named) functor:

Reng :C~C ® Rep(H)—->C ® Rep(Bn)~ B-Hecke(C)
Rep(H) Rep(H)

and its right and left adjoints
(23.1) colndg,,, Indj,, : B-Hecke(C) — C.

Being left adjoints of continuous functors, the functors Res? 5 and Ind® , breserve compactness.

23.1.5. Recall also that Serre duality for H/Bg implies that we have a canonical isomorphism
(23.2) colndj,, (—) =~ Indj,, (@k™ 7 )[~d],
(here d = dim(H/Bg)) as Rep(H)-linear functors Rep(Bx) — Rep(H).

This implies a similar relationship between the functors (231). In particular, we obtain that the
functor coIndgH also preserves compactness.

23.1.6. Let us consider C¥ as a category acted on by Rep(H) as in Sect.
Then we obtain a canonical identification

(23.3) B-Hecke(C)" ~ B~ -Hecke(C"),
or equivalently
(23.4) (B-Hecke(C))°? ~ B~ -Hecke(C")®, crc",
for which the diagram

((C® Rep(Bg))°)® —— (B-Hecke(C)“)P
(23.5) | C=

((CY ® Rep(Bg))°)°®® —— B~ -Hecke(C"Y)¢,
where the left vertical arrow is the tensor product of

(C)P = (CY)°, c—cY,
and the functor
(Rep(Bu)*)*" = Rep(Bg)®, V= 7(V7),
where we use 77 as an isomorphism By — Bj.
23.1.7. Note that from ([23.2)) we obtain
(23.6) (colndgs,, (c)) =~ coIndgg (¥ ®@e *H)[d], c & Rep(Bn)°".
Note also, that we have a canonical identification
(Res?}’j (€)Y ~ Resif:’ ("), c € Rep(Bn)°
where we use the identification
(Hecke(C)%)°® — Hecke(CY)°

as in Sect. (i.e., we combine the usual duality for Ty with TTH).

23.2. Behavior of the t-structure. In this subsection we will study the behavior of the t-structure
on B-Hecke(C).



THE “SMALL” FLE 165
23.2.1. Assume that C is equipped with a t-structure so that the action of Rep(H) on C is given by
t-exact functors. Then, according to Sect.[I0.1.7] the category B-Hecke(C) also acquires a t-structure.

By construction, the functors

Reng : C — B-Hecke(C) and Resi’;’ : B-Hecke(C) — He.cke(C)

are t-exact.

23.2.2. By adjunction, the functor IndgH : B-Hecke(C) — C is right t-exact, while the functor
colnd,, : B-Hecke(C) — C is left t-exact.

Note, however, that it follows from ([23.2]) that the right cohomological amplitude of colnd& , (resp.,
left cohomological amplitude of IndgH) is bounded by d.

23.2.3. In what follows we will assume that the t-structure on C is compactly generated (see Sect.[6.3.8]
for what this means). We are going to prove the following analog of Serre’s theorem on coherent sheaves
on the projective space.

Note that for ¢ € B-Hecke(C) and « we have a canonically defined map
(23.7) Resp,, (colndp, (c®e 7)) ®e” — c.
We have:

Proposition 23.2.4. Let ¢ be an object of B-Hecke(C)® N (B-Hecke(C))=®. Then for all v deep
enough in the dominant chamber (i.e., v € vo + A;} for some fized o) we have:

(a) The object colndf}, (c ® e™7) is connective.

(b) The cofiber of the map (Z3.0) belongs to (B-Hecke(C))<°.

Proof. We can find ¢’ € C°N (C)=" and V € Rep(Bx)¢ N (Rep(Br))=" together with a map
Reng (h®V=m0c—=c

whose cofiber belongs to (B -Hecke(C))<°. Let c2 denote the fiber of the above map.

It is easy to see that both points of the proposition hold for c;. From here we obtain that point (a)
for ¢z implies point (b) for c.

We will prove point (a) by descending induction. Namely, we claim that colndj,, (c ® e”7) belongs

to (B-Hecke(C))=' for  deep enough in the dominant chamber. The assertion for i > d follows from
Sect. [23.2.2] The induction step follows the fiber sequence

C2 —»Ci1 — C

and the fact that the assertion holds for c;.
O

23.2.5. Let us assume that the t-structure on C in Artinian and the action of Rep(H) is accessible
(see Sect. [I0.6.4] for what this means).

Recall (see Corrollary [[0.7.4]) that in this case the t-structure on Hecke(C) is also Artinian. From
here, combining with Lemma 23.1.3] we obtain:

Corollary 23.2.6. Under the above circumstances, the t-structure on B-Hecke(C) is Artinian.

23.3. Drinfeld-Pliicker formalism. In this subsection we will finally introduce the Drinfeld-Pliicker
formalism.
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23.3.1. Let now C be as in Sect.[I04] i.e., it is acted on by Rep(H) ® Rep(T#). Define

B -Hecke,1(C) := C ® Rep(BH),
Rep(H)®Rep(T)

where Rep(Tr) — Rep(Bg) is the functor of restriction along the projection By — TH.
We have the following diagram of categories

B
RCSTH )

B -Heckeyel (C) - H, Heckerel (C)

OblvrclJ/ loblvml

B
ResTH )

B-Hecke(C) ——+ Hecke(C),
where the vertical arrows are the functors

C & D—-C ® D,
Rep(H)®Rep(TH) Rep(H)

right adjoint to the projections

C ® D->cC ® D,
Rep(H) Rep(H)®Rep(Ti)

for D = Rep(Bg) and D = Rep(Ts).
Let oblvp_Hecke,, denote the forgetful functor

Rcs?H . oblvH .k
B-Heckeyel (C) iy o Heckerel (C) 2l @,
23.3.2. Consider the base affine space H/Ng for the group H. This is an affine scheme acted on by
H x Trg. We consider the algebra of regular functions Fun(H/Ng) on H/Ng as an algebra object inside
the monoidal category Rep(H) ® Rep(TH).
For C as in Sect. 23.3.1] define

DrPIl(C) := Fun(H/Ng)-mod(C) ~ C ® Fun(H/Ng)-mod(Rep(H) @ Rep(TH))
Rep(H)®Rep(TH)

23.3.3.  Explicitly, we can think about an object of DrP1(C) as follows: this is an object ¢ € C endowed
with a system of maps

(23.8) cx (V) e 7 xe, yeAL
that satisfy a homotopy-coherent system of compatibilities, starting from the commutative diagram

c*((V'Yl)*(X)(V’YZ)*) N C*(V'Yl+72)*

| l

(cx (V)*) % (V12)* e M2 4 e

(23.9) J lN

(e™Mxe)x (V7)) —— (e e ™M)*c
e M x(ck(V7?)) —— e x(e7? xc).
Remark 23.3.4. In the above commutative diagram, the upper horizontal arrow comes from the Pliicker
map
(23.10) (V) @ (V1) — (V7rH2)r
dual to the map
VW1+W2 S VM V2
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which induces the identity map on the trivialized highest weight lines.
Equivalently, by definition
V7 :=1Indj, (¢") and (V7)" =~ colndj,, (e 7),
and the map (2310]) is the canonical map
colndj,, (e™7) ® colndis,, (€7 7?) — colndj,, (¢ 77 72).
23.3.5. Let j denote the open embedding
H\(H/Nw)/Ti) = H\(H/Nz)/Ts.

The pair of adjoint functors

(23.11) " : QCoh(H\(H/Ng)/Tr) = QCoh(H\(H/Nu)/Tw) : j«
induces an adjoint pair

j": C ® QCoh(H\(H/Nu)/Tu) = C ® QCoh(H\(H/Nu)/Ta) : j«-
Rep(H)®Rep(TH ) Rep(H)®Rep(TH)

We identify
H\(H/Nu)/Tu ~ pt /Bu
and
QCoh(H\(]N),/Tia) = Fun (] Nor)-mod (Rep(H) @ Rep(Th)).

Hence, we obtain an adjunction
(23.12) j* : DrPI(C) = B-Heckerel(C) : js.

Since the co-unit of the adjunction

jojy > 1Id

is an isomorphism in ([2311]), the same is true for (2312). Le., the functor j. in (2312) is fully faithful.

23.3.6. The composite functor

oblvp Hecke
—

DrPI(C) 25 B-Heckera(C) e
can be explicitly described as follows (see [Gafl, Proposition 6.2.4]):
If we think of an object of DrP1(C) as in Sect.23.3.3] then the resulting object of C identifies with

(23.13) colime™” xc*x V7,
'yEAE

where we regard AE as a (filtered!) poset with respect to
T XY & 2 — =17 € AF,
and the transition maps are given by

e Mxex V" 5 e Muex (V) @VI@VM) ~ (e M xex (V))x (V@ V™) —

S (M xe T xe)xk (VI RV e M T wex VI,

23.4. The relative vs non-relative case. In this subsection we will discuss some variants of the
construction in Sect. 23.3]
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23.4.1. Let now Cg be a category equipped just with an action of Rep(H). Set
C := Rep(Tu) ® Co,
so that
B -Heckerel(Rep(TH) ® Co) ~ B-Hecke(Co).
Note that the functor
oblv g _Hecke,, : B-Heckerel(Rep(TH) ® Co) — Rep(TH) ® Co

identifies with the composite

oblv 4

Repl .
B -Hecke(Co) o Hecke(Co) —5%° Rep(Th) ® Co

23.4.2. Consider the adjunction
j* : DrP1(Rep(Tw) ® Co) = B-Hecke(Cp) : j«.

We can think of objects of DrP1(Rep(TH) ® Co) as follows. These are families of objects
{c" € C,y€ Au}

equipped with a system of maps
(23.14) (VY =T,y e A,
satisfying an appropriate system of compatibilities.

In terms of this description, the corresponding functor

0blvp _Hecke,y; ©J° : DrP1(Rep(TH) ® Co) — Rep(Th) ® Co
sends a system {c”} as above to an object
{¢"} € Rep(Tu) ® Co

with

(23.15) & ~colime " % V7,
weA;

23.4.3. The functor
jx : B-Hecke(Cy) — DrPl(Rep(TH) ® Co)
can be described as follows. It sends an object ¢ € B-Hecke(Co) to the system {c*} with

¢’ = colndj,, (c®e),

where the maps (2314]) are given by
colndj, (c ® &™) x (V)" = colndy,, (c ®e” @ Resp,, ((V'Y)*)) —
— colndj (c@e"®e”) = colndj, (c®e™ 7).
23.4.4. Note that by adjunction we obtain that for any
{c"} € DrPI(Rep(T#) ® Co)

and ¢ := j*({c"}) € B-Hecke(C), there exists a canonical map
(23.16) ¢’ — colndj, (c®e”).
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23.4.5. Recall the duality @33). For a compact object ¢ € B-Hecke(Co), consider its dual c” €
B~ -Hecke(Cy), and consider the corresponding object

j«(c”) € DrP1™ (Rep(Tx) ® Co).

From (23.6) we obtain that j.(c") is given by the system {c”} with
¢ := (colndj,, (c ® e T27))V[—d].
23.4.6. Let C be again a category acted on by Rep(H) ® Rep(Tx), and take Co := C, where we
disregard the Rep(Tm)-action. Consider the right adjoint of the action functor
C — Rep(Tw) ® Co.
This is a functor of Rep(7x)-module categories.
Hence, it induces functors

(23.17) DrP]l(C) — DrPl(Rep(TH) ® Co)

(23.18) B -Hecke,e1(C) — B-Hecke(Co)
that make the diagrams
DrP1(C) —— DrPIl(Rep(TH) ® Co)

| s

B-Heckee(C) ——— B -Hecke(Co)

and
DrP1(C) —— DrPIl(Rep(TH) ® Co)
-] I
B-Heckee1(C) ——— B-Hecke(Co)
commute.

Note that the functor (2318 is the same as the functor that we denoted oblv,e in Sect. 23311
The functor (2317) sends an object ¢ as in Sect. 23.3.3] to the system {c”} with
¢’ :=¢e" xc.
23.4.7. Applying ([2313]), we obtain that the functor
oblv . o Res?g ooblv,e 0" : DrP1(C) — Rep(Tu) ® C

Hecke

sends ¢ € DrP1(C) to the object {€”} € Rep(Tw) ® C with

(23.19) & ~colime "™ xex V7.
"/EAE
23.5. The semi-infinite IC sheaf via the Drinfeld-Pliicker formalism. We will now show that

the object 'ICZ, € Shvge (Grg) defined in Sect. can be obtained via the Drinfeld Pliucker formal-
ism.

We will change the notation slightly and denoted the object 'IC,2;, when viewed as equipped with
the relative Hecke structure (that latter thanks to Theorem [I4.25]) by

oo .

'Ibq?m € Heckere1(Shvga (Gra)).

From now on we will omit the superscript w” and the subscript z. So we will write Grg instead of
Grgjz, and £(N) instead of £(N)%”, etc.
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23.5.1.  Consider the category Shvgc (Grc)2+(T). We regard it as acted on from the right by Rep(H)
(via Satq,¢) and on the left by Rep(Tx) (via Sat; 7, see Sect. IZ2.3)).

We claim that the object 61,a: € Shvge (Grg)£+(T) naturally upgrades to an object

(61,Gr)DrP1’2+(T) c DrPl(ShVSG(GrG)2+(T)),

The corresponding maps (23.8)
—wo(m) 2 01ar xSat((V7)") = e 7 xdr.ar = 6y a:[(v, 20)]

C
q,Grg

are obtained from the maps (I3.1]) by adjunction.
The higher compatibilities for these maps are explained in [Ga6l Sect. 2.7].

Consider the resulting object
(61, r)lDrPl’£+(T)) € B-Heckerel (Shvge (Grc)EﬂT)).

23.5.2.
We claim:
Proposition 23.5.3. The object
- PLet . .
Res?}f 47 (01, r)D PLe (T))) c HeCkerel(ShVSG(GI'G)L (T))
C@

o=}
2

identifies canonically with '1C 2,
4@

Proof. The fact that
0blV B _Hecke,, (J'*((51,Gr)DrPl’2+(T))) ~'IC
as plain objects of Shvgc(GrG)SﬂT) follows from Sect.
The fact that the isomorphism respects the graded Hecke structure follows from the construction of
O

the latter on 'IC?,;, see [GaTl Theorem 5.1.8].

From now on we will denote
)PTPLETT)Y ¢ B Heckeye (Shvga (Gra)® (™),

23.5.4.
TCE =" ((Or,cn
so that the identification of Proposition 23.5.3] says that
Res?fl’ (/ié?;) ~ /ICi.

23.5.5. Recall now that ’IC?Z was actually an object of the full subcategory
(S, (G ™ = Shvgc(Grg)S(N)"ﬁ(T) c ShVSG(GI'G)S+(T),

Since the above embeddings are fully faithful, we obtain that 'f(vjfz automatically belongs to

B-Hecke,ar (Sl (G))* ™) € B -Hecker (Shvge (Gra) ™).

We will now show that when viewed as such, the object 'f(vjq?m can also be obtained by applying j*

to an object in DrPl((SIq@(G))SﬂT)).



THE “SMALL” FLE 171

23.5.6. Namely, consider the object
(i0):(wso) € (SI(G)* P,
We claim that it naturally upgrades to an object of
(G0)1(ws0))*"™" € DrPI(SIy (@) ),

so that the resulting object j*(((in):(wg0))™) € B-Heckeml((SIq,x(G))E+(T)) goes over under the
embedding

B-Heckeai((Sly,(G))* ™) <+ B-Heckero (Shvge (Gra)® ™)

- + —
t0 J*((61,60) P D) = 10

23.5.7. In order to construct the Drinfeld-Plicker structure on (ip):(wgo), we consider the (partially
defined) left adjoint Avf:(N) to the embedding

(STy2(G)* ™ < Shvge (Gra)® ™.

Note that for v € Aﬁ7 we have a canonical identification
AVEM (G e) 2 (1)1 (ws)-

Since Hecke convolutions (for G and for T') are given by proper pushforwards, level-wise application
of Av!ﬁ(N) induces a (partially defined) left adjoint to

DrPI((SI,.(G))* ™) < DrPI(Shvge (Gra)® ™)

and to
B-Hecker (S, (@) ™) <+ B-Hecke,a (Shvgo (Gra)® ™).

Moreover, these functors are intertwined by the corresponding functors j*, j., etc.
23.5.8.  Applying AV!E(N) to (61,Gr)DrP1'£+(T) we obtain the desired object ((io)i(wgo))P*F". Moreover,
(23.20) AV (81,60 D)) 2 (o) (ws0) ).

However, since j*((517Gr)DrPl’E+(T)) already belongs to B-Heckere1((Slg,» (G))E+(T)), we obtain that

the left-hand side in ([23:20]) identifies with j"(((51,c;r)]:)rpl’£+(T))7 as desired.

24. THE DUAL BABY VERMA OBJECT IN Shvge (Grg)”

L]
In order to construct the objects Mgy, we will need to make a detour and discuss the category of
Iwahori-equivariant sheaves on Grg. We will construct a particular “dual baby Verma” object

gtﬁ € B-Hecke(Shvge (CGra)"),
and study its properties.

Results of this section are of independent interest as the object ?E (and its descendents F 3 F %)
are quite ubiquitous in this branch of representation theory, see e.g., [ABBGM], [FG2|, [FG3], [Ga8].

~ o0

In the next section, we apply a simple manipulation to F,2 and produce from it the sought-for

L]
objects MigT,, -

24.1. The Iwahori-equivariant category. In this subsection we recollect some facts pertaining to
the behavior of the category of Iwahori-equivariant sheaves on Grg.
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24.1.1. Let I C £7(G) be the Iwahori subgroup. We consider the category
ShVSG (Grg)l.

In what follows we will use a slightly renormalized version of the category, namely the ind-completion
of (Shvge (Grg)')'°°. We denote it Shvga (Gre)" ™. The category Shvga (Grg)” carries a t-structure,
for which the tautological functor

(24.1) un-ren : Shvge (Grg)" ™ — Shvge (Gra)’
is t-exact.

The advantage of Shvga (Grg)™ is that the t-structure on it is Artinian (see Sect. 3.8 for what
this means).

24.1.2. The category Shvge (Grg)?™™ is acted on from the right by Sph, . (G) by convolutions.

Consider the affine flag space
Flg := £(G)/I.
Convolution on the left defines an action of the monoidal category Shvga (Flg)” on Shvge (Gre)! ™.
This action commutes with the above right action of Sph, ,(G).

To avoid notational confusion, henceforth, we will denote these two convolution functors by

* — and — *,
£+(G) I

respectively.
24.1.3. We claim that there exists a canonically defined monoidal functor
(24.2) Rep(Tw) — Shvge (Flg),

Namely, for an element v € A* = Ay C A consider the corresponding orbit

I-t"-1/ICFlg.

Our choice of trivialization of Gr, . defines an I-equivariant trivialization of the restriction

S r4v11- Let
oty Gy € Shvga (Flg)'

denote the corresponding standard (resp., costandard) objects.
Proposition 24.1.4. We have canonical isomorphisms

vt ’;J%* 2 01, F1 2 Jy ’;J'y,!-

Proof. First, we notice that the functor of convolution
Jrak = Shvge (Flg)' — Shvge (Flg)”
is the left adjoint of
G k= Shvge (Flg)" — Shvge (Flg)'.

Now the assertion follows from the fact that these functors are self-equivalences, hence “adjoint” is

the same as “inverse”.
O

24.1.5. The sought-for functor ([24.2]) is uniquely determined by the condition that it sends
e” s j,1 for v € Af;.
From Proposition BZT4l it follows that ([24.2]) sends
e 7 joy for v € A

For general v € Ag, let us denote by J, the image of e” under ([24.2]).
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24.1.6. Thus, we obtain that the category Shvga (Grg)"™" is acted on by Rep(H) ® Rep(Tx).

Remark 24.1.7. Note, however, that while the action of (Rep(H))" on Shvge(Grg)'™ is given by
t-exact functors, this is not the case for (Rep(Tx))%. So, while the categories
B-Hecke(Shvge (Grg)"™") and He.cke(Shvgc (Grg)"™™)

carry well-behaved t-structures, the relative versions

B-Hecke,a(Shvga (Gr)' ™) and Heckera (Shvge (Gra) ")
do not.

24.2. Construction of the dual baby Verma object. In this subsection we define the main player
in this section—the dual baby Verma object in Shvga (Gra)" .

24.2.1.  Consider the object d1,ar € Shvga (Grg)™™. We claim that it naturally upgrades to an object
(81,6r)°" € DrPI(Shvge (Grg)" ™).
The corresponding system of maps ([23.8)) is given by

(24.3) ICq’agwo(w) = Jeyx ‘; o1,Gr

obtained by adjunction from the maps

(24.4) Jyr % oner = 1C 5

the latter being maps corresponding to the open embeddings
I-£727(@)/L7(G) — £H(G) - ' £1(GQ) /&1 (G) = Gry,.

One easily checks that the maps (24.3]) satisfy the compatibility expressed by diagram (23.9]); namely
one checks the commutativity of the corresponding diagram for the maps (24.4]):

ot K Gzt % O1,Gr —— It ¥ 16, g

Nl lw

] 1% 01.G — jak01cr *x IC =

Jyi+r2, 7 ober JAts 7 obLGr (@) q,Grg;

1IC — — IC. &=n * IC 2.
q,Grg T2 616 oi(qy 9CG

The higher compatibilities hold automatically, as the objects involved in ([24.4]) belong to the heart
of the t-structure.

24.2.2. Let ?ﬁ denote the object of B-Heckerel(Shvga (Gra)" ™) equal to

j*((alyGr)DrPlyI)'

We will also consider several objects obtained from 5}3 by applying the various forgetful functors:

CFE = Resgg (C?E) € Heckerel(Shvge (GrG)I're");
F% = oblv,a(7.3) € B-Hecke(Shvga (Gre)"™™);

® oo

= Resp ! (F7) = oblv,a(7,%) € Hecke(Shvga (Gra)" ™).
Remark 24.2.3. We can also consider the object
FT = Res™ (gt%) ~Res"(F%) € Hecke(ShvSG(Grg)I're"),

But this object will not play a prominent role in this paper.
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24.2.4. Recall now (see Remark 24T.7) that the categories

B-Hecke(Shvge (Gra)'™") and Hecke(Shvge (Gra)"™™)
each carries a well-behaved t-structure, and the restriction functor Rep?}f t-exact.

We claim:

Proposition 24.2.5. The object F
(Hecke(Shvga (Gra)" ™))V [d]).

o
2

(resp., f}%) belongs to (B-Hecke(Shvga (Grg)'™))¥[d] (resp.,

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the assertion for % . Applying (2319), and using the fact that the poset
(Am, <) is filtered, it suffices to see that for a fixed 4" and cofinal set of v’s, the objects

j*%kw',* ’; Icq,ag
belong to (Shvga (Grg)'™))¥[d].

We claim that this happens as soon as —y 4+’ =: 7o is dominant regular. Indeed, convolution with
Sph, ,(G) is t-exact, so it suffices to see that the objects

J=0,% ‘; 517Gr

belong to (Shvge (Gra)'*))”[d] for 4o dominant regular. Indeed, in this case, the map
T-t7°.[)T - T1-t77-2Y@)/e7(G)
is a fibration into affine spaces of dimension d, while the inclusion
I-t77°.¢7(@)/&7(G) — Gre

is affine.

24.3. Relation to the semi-infinite IC sheaf. In this subsection we will see that the object

gt% € B-Hecke;ol(Shvga (Grg)l’m")

rel

introduced above, is closely related to the semi-infinite IC sheaf
0z

'IC72, € B-Heckee (Shvga (Grg)® (™).

A similar relationship will hold for their descendants, in particular for
F.2 € Hecke,oi(Shvge (Gra) ™) and 'IC,2, € Heckere (Shvga (Gra) ™).
24.3.1.  We recall (see, e.g., [Ga6l Proposition 5.2.2]) that the (partially defined) functor

AV - Shvge (Gra)® ™) = Shvga (Gra) M7 = g1, L (G) D).

restricted to
Shvge (Gra)! € Shvge (Grg)® ™
defines an equivalence
Shvge (Gra)’ — S, (G)S ).

The inverse equivalence is given by Avl, where I is the unipotent radical of I.

This equivalence is compatible with the right action of Rep(H) and with the left action of Rep(TxH).
Hence, it induces equivalences

AV DrPI(Shvge (Gra)') — DrPI(SI, . (G)* ™)

and
AVE™ . B Heckeye (Shvge (Gra)') — B-Hecke,e (DrPI(SI, - (G)* ™),

which intertwine the functors j* and j..
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24.3.2. By a slight abuse of notation, let us denote by the same symbol (1,G,)°""’ the image of

(what was previously denoted) (61,G:)°"""! under the functor

DrPI(Shvge (Grg)" " — DrP1(Shvge (Gra)”)

induced by the functor un-ren of (24.1]). We will use a similar convention for F 2 .
We claim:
Proposition 24.3.3. The functor AV!E(N) sends
(61,60)°""" € DrPI(Shvge (Gre)')

s

to
((10)1(ws0))°™" € DrPI(SI, . (G)* ™).

Proof. The proof follows from the fact that the objects j_-, . for v € A;} equipped with the maps
Icqyagwo(v) = Jeryx

can be obtained from the objects AV!S(N) (0¢v,ar)[(—7,2p)] equipped with the maps

AV Bran) x 10, wwom = AN (B 60 (-7, 20)]
by applying the functor Av?.

Corollary 24.3.4. The functor Avlg(N) sends
32 € B-Heckere(Shvge (Gra)') > 'IC42, € B -Heckeye (DrPI(SI, . (G)° ™)

rel
and
F 2 € Heckerel(Shvga (Gra)') > 102, € Heckere (DrPI(SIy . (G)° (™).

rel

24.4. A twist by wo. We will now perform a (rather elementary) manipulation with ?rzfa twist by

the longest element of the Weyl group. This way, we will define the object §57 that we are actually
after.

24.4.1. Consider the object
Jwo.x € Shv(G/B)” C Shvga (Flg)'.

Define _ _
F2M0 = jug,e kT 2 [—d] € B-Hecke(Shvga (Gra) ™ ");

FFN0 = gk TF [—d] € Hecke(Shvge (Gra) ™),

where d = dim(G/B).
24.4.2. Note that by Sect. 23.4] the object FY
functor j* to an object of

"0 can be thought of as obtained by applying the

DrPI(Rep(T#) @ Shvge (Gre) ™)
with components
(24.5) Juwg s % Syt % O1,Gx[—d).
Note that for v € A};, we have
ng,* 7; J*’Y;! =~ ng,* ’;.j*%* =~ jfwg(w),* ’;jwoy*'
Hence, the above object identifies with

(24.6) J—wo (3),% % 01,Gr,
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where we have used the fact that jug,« * 01,ar =~ 61,ca:[d].
1

24.4.3. We claim:

Proposition 24.4.4. The object T5 0 belongs to (B -Hecke(Shvga (Gra)'™™))Y; the same is true
for FF o,

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 24.2.5] it suffices to show that the objects

Jwo,x ¥ Joy i x01,ar %
XTI T o)

1C, 5 [—d]
belong to (Shvge (Grg)'*))¥ for v € AT, Using (24.8), we rewrite the above object as
J—wo (), a;(il,(;,r * Iquaé .
Since the functor — * 1C Merd is t-exact, it suffices to show that

£+ (G)

Gy % Orar € (Shvge (Grg) ™))

for v € AF;.
The latter follows from the fact that the projection
I - I/ IT1-t7-87(G)/eT (@)
is an isomorphism, while the inclusion
I-t7-27(@)/£7(G) — Grg

is affine.

24.4.5. Digression. Note that we have a canonical equivalence
Rep(Bir) — Rep(By)
as Rep(H )-module categories.

Indeed, choose of a representative w( of wo € Wgx. Then conjugation by wj defines the required
functor. Now, as two such choices differ by an element in By, the corresponding functors are canonically
identified.

Similarly, the action of wo defines a canonical self-equivalence of Rep(Tw) as a Rep(H)-module
category.

In particular, for C acted on by Rep(H ), we have canonical equivalences
B-Hecke(C) £ B~ -Hecke(C),
and
Hecke(C) “% Hecke(C),
that make the diagram
B-Hecke(C) —22— B~ -Hecke(C)

By B,
el | [re

He.cke(C) 0, He.cke(C)
commute.
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24.4.6. Define the objects

FT T = we(F2T ) € BT -Hecke(Shvga (Gra) ")
and
FE- = wo(f;"%’w“) € He.cke(Shvgc(GrG)I’m").
Note that we have
FF -~ Res?::’ (Fz7)

For completeness, define also
F%7 : ResPH(FZ7) ~ Res’™ (\’;"%7) € Hecke(Shvge (Grg)"re™).

24.4.7. By construction, the object F%~ is obtained by applying the functor j* to an object of
DrP1™ (Rep(Tx) ® Shvge (Grg)'™") that corresponds, in terms of Sect. Z3.42] to the system

T Juwox X Jwg (), % 01,Gx[—d]-
Note that for v € AE, the above object identifies with
(24.7) Ty * 01,Gr-

Hence, according to (23.19]), the object

By g2, — I,ren
Oblch'ckc oRes; " (F2°7) € Rep(Th) ® Shvge (Grg)
is given by
(24.8) 7, ~ COLim Tyt ’}ICq’agwo(’v)v

where the colimit runs over the set v € (—v' + Aj;) N AF.

24.5. Finiteness properties of F%~. In this subsection we will state a crucial finiteness property
of the object F%~ constructed above. It will instrumental in establishing the required properties of

the objects M4gT,,.

24.5.1. Recall, following ([@3.16), that according to Sect. B4AT], for v € AJ;, there exists a canonical
map

(24.9) Jys %01, — colnd?_(FT~ @ ).
I H
We are going to prove:

Theorem 24.5.2.
(a) The object 5~ € B~ -Hecke(Shvge (Grg)" ™) is compact.
(b) The maps @&9) (with v € Af;) are isomorphisms.

As a special case of point (b) of the theorem we obtain:

Corollary 24.5.3. The map d1,gr — coIndg, (FF7) is an isomorphism.
H

We can now amplify point (b) of Theorem 245.2] as follows:

Corollary 24.5.4. For any v € Ag we have

~oo
2

H
colnd B, F

T ® e"/) =~ ng,* ’; Juzo(w) 7}(61,Gr[_d]-
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Proof. By construction, for any v € Ay, we have

[
w[g

1
“
®
o
2

Jy * F
Hence,

~ 00
2

o 4y kg £ T T 2 FET @m0,

This implies the required assertion by applying coIndg;I to both sides and using Corrollary
d
Remark 24.5.5. Note that for v € A}, the object
Juwo,* x Jwg (=) ’;51»Gr[_d]
that appears in Corrollary identifies with
Juwo % Juwo (=7),! ’;61,Gr[_d]'
Note also that if 7 is regular, then the latter object identifies with
oo % 81l =dl,
where we note that
Gy 1 % O1,Gr € (Shvge (Grg) ™).

24.5.6. The rest of this section is essentially devoted to the proof of Theorem We will give
two proofs: the first one by mimicking certain arguments from the paper [ABBGM]. And the second
one, which actually explains “what is going on” via a metaplectic version of (some aspects of) the
Arkhipov-Bezrukavnikov theory.

24.6. First proof of Theorem [24.5.2]

24.6.1. In Sect. 247 we will prove:
Theorem 24.6.2. The action of Rep(H) on Shvge (Gra)'™ is accessible.

In the rest of this subsection we will show how Theorem 24.6.2] implies Theorem [24.5.2]

24.6.3. First, we have the following assertion, whose proof is a verbatim repetition of the proof of the
argument in [ABBGM], Proposition 3.2.6]:

Proposition 24.6.4. The map

(24.10) Rest (jiy.« *01.ar) = F7

H

el
arising by adjunction from 249), is surjective, as a map of objects in (B~ -Hecke(ShvSG(Grc)l're"))m,
for any v which is reqular.

24.6.5. Note that by Corrollary 23.2.6] from Proposition 24.6.4] we immediately obtain that FTis
compact. This is point (a) of Theorem 24.5.2]

To prove point (b), by the argument in Corrollary 24.5.4] it is enough to prove the assertion for
some v that is sufficiently dominant. Fix a dominant regular . We will show that the map (249]) is
an isomorphism for o + v for all 4 that are sufficiently dominant.
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24.6.6. Consider the map (24.10) for our ~o. By Propositions 23.24] and 246.4], for all v that are
sufficiently dominant, the map

Jrvo,* ’}' Icq,aé = (-770,* ";51,Gr) SJ:?G) Sa‘tq;G(V’Y) = COIIldB;{ (ReSBE (.770,* ";51,Gr) ® e'y) —

T RePRe) > coIndg;I (F

~ o0 ~ o0
2 2

— coIndg;I (F T et

is surjective.
However, it is easy to see that the latter map factors as
. . H 2= - +
Jvo % ’;Satq,G(Vw) = Jrotv.x coIndB;{ (7" ®e"™),

where:

e The first arrow is the map given by applying
j”/o»* ’I(jwoy* ?’ _[_d]

to the map (24.3);

e The second arrow is the map (24.9) for o + 7.
Thus, we obtain that the map

~o
2

(24.11) ooty = coIndg;I (Fz~ et

above is surjective, as a map of objects in (Shvgc(Grg)I’““)@. Hence, it remains to show that the
map (ZZII) is injective (as a map of objects in (Shvge (Grg)™™)?).

24.6.7. We will show that the map (Z43) is injective for any v € A};.
Note that the map
Iquﬁg — jy,*
identifies IC%aé with the socle of j, .. Hence, it is sufficient show that the composite

T ®e)

Yoo
2

. H

Iquaz; = e — coIndBI; F

is injective (equivalently, non-zero). Equivalently, we have to show that the map
H T ,—
(24.12) ResB;I (ICq’aé) —F2 T ®e"
is non-zero.
After passing from F%~ back to 5"%, the latter map fits into the following paradigm.

24.6.8. We start from an object ¢cPF' € DrP1(C) with the underlying object of C denoted by c.

Denote

¢ :=oblv,oj (") eC ® Rep(Bg).
Rep(H)

Then, according to (23.I6]), we have a canonical map
(24.13) Reng (c) = c.
The map [24.12) equals the composite
(24.14) Resp, (cx (V)") = ¢ @Resp, (V")) = ¢ @e .

We claim that this map is non-zero under the following circumstances:

(i) C is equipped with a t-structure such that (Rep(H))” acts by t-exact functors;
(i) e 7 x ¢ € (C)Y for v sufficiently dominant;

(iii) ¢ is compact

(iv) The maps (23.8) are non-zero.
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24.6.9. Indeed, the map ([24.14) comes by adjunction from the map
(24.15) Resp,, (c) = ¢ — ¢ ®@e? @ Resp,, (V7).

So it is sufficient to show that the latter map is non-zero. By (23.19)), and assumptions (i) and (ii)
on the object c,
oblv_. oRes?#(c') € (Rep(Tw) ® C)".
Hecke H
Hence, ¢’ € (B-Hecke(C))" and the second arrow in (@4.I5) is injective. Hence, it remains to show
that the first arrow in (24.15)), i.e., map (24.13]), is non-zero.
24.6.10. To prove the latter, it suffices to show that the induced map

o (c)~ Res?H (c) ~ Res?}’; oReng (c) — Resgg (c")

ind
Hecke

is non-zero, i.e., the map
—oblv . oResp?(c
e®c—oblv . oRespy (c')
is non-zero.
Applying ([2319)), this equivalent to the fact that the map

c —colime " xcxV?
WGAE

is non-zero in Rep(Tw) ® C.
Since ¢ is compact and (AE7 <) is filtered, it suffices to show that the individual maps
c—e Txcx V7

are non-zero. However, these maps are obtained by adjunction from the maps ([23.8]).

24.7. Proof of Theorem The proof will be an adaptation of the argument of [ABBGM]
Theorem 1.3.5].

24.7.1. Recall that I-orbits on Grg are in bijection with cosets WaH'eXt/W. Note that for an element
@ =w- X of Wt the orbit
I-w-£7(G)/e7(@)
carries an I-equivariant §-twisted sheaf if and only if A € A;}.
For v € A}, let
ICq,u~ € (Shvga (Grg)" ™))"
denote the corresponding irreducible object.

We claim:

Theorem 24.7.2. Let v € A;FI and w € W be a pair of elements such that

. 0, if w(os) € AP
<77a1> = { ) . . neg
ord(g:), if w(ay) € A™°8.

Then the object ICq,w.~ € (Shvga (Gre)' ™))" is restricted. In fact,

ICq,w ch) IC%G%’ =~ ICqw-(y4~/) -

This theorem implies Theorem 2462l in the same way as [ABBGM| Theorem 1.3.5(1)] implies
[ABBGM]| Theorem 1.3.5(2)] using the assumption that the derived group of H is simply-connected.

24.7.3.  To prove Theorem R4.7.2] we repeat the argument in [ABBGM] Sect. 2.1]. The only difference
is that instead of [FGV] Theorem 7.1.7] we use Theorem [2.4.9] applied to the weight A defined by the
formula
O ) = 0, if w(as) € AP

Y ord(g:) — 1, if w(ay) € A™°5.
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24.8. Metaplectic Arkhipov-Bezrukavnikov theory. In this section we will make preparations for
another proof of Theorem [24.5.2] by introducing a metaplectic analog of (some aspects of) the theory
developed in [AB].

24.8.1. Consider the following example of a category equipped with an action of Rep(H) ® Rep(Tw):
QCoh(H\(TT/Nu)/Tn).

The self-duality of QCoh(H\(H/Nx)/TH) as a module over Rep(H ) ® Rep(Tx ) implies that for any
Rep(H) ® Rep(Tw)-module category C, we have:

(24.16) DrP1(C) ~ Functrep(m)grep(ry) (QCoh(H\(H/Nu)/TH), C).

In particular, taking the identity functor on QCoh(H\(H/Nx)/TH), we obtain that the object
O\ a@7ng) € QCOh(H\(H/Nu)/Th)
admits a canonical lift to an object
(O 7wy ) € DrPQCoh(H\(H/Nu)/Tn)).
Under the equivalence (24.16]), for a functor
QCoh(H\(H/Nu)/Tu) — C

DrP

the corresponding object of DrP1(C) is the image of (O, 77xg) /1y ) " under this functor.

24.8.2. Next consider
Rep(Bir)  QCoh(H\(H/Nu)/T)
as a category equipped with an action of Rep(H) ® Rep(TH).
The self-duality of Rep(Bx) as a module over Rep(H) ® Rep(T) implies that for any C, we have:
(24.17) B -Hecke,c1(C) ~ Functrep(morep(ry) (Rep(Bx ), C).
In particular, the object e € Rep(Bp) admits a canonical lift to an object
ef Heckerel ¢ B_Hecke,e(Rep (B )),
which corresponds to the identity functor on Rep(Bg).

Under the equivalence (24I7T), for a functor Rep(Bm) — C, the corresponding object of
B -Hecke,1(C) is the image of eB-Heckerel ypder the above functor.

24.8.3. One can describe the object e “Hekerel explicitly. Namely, we identify
B -Heckeyel(Rep(Br)) ~ QCoh((H/Nyu)/ Ad(Br)),
and eB “Heckerel ig the image of the structure sheaf along the following composition of closed embeddings
pt /Bu — Tu/Ad(Bu) < (H/Nu)/ Ad(Bg).
In particular, the object
ePHecke . — oblv,q (P M) ¢ B-Hecke(Rep(Br))
with respect to the identification
B-Hecke(Rep(Br)) ~ QCoh(Buy\H/Bmu)
is the image of the structure sheaf along the map
i:pt/By ~ Bu\Bu/Bu < Bu\H/Bn.
From here it follows that given an object ¢ € B-Hecke,o1(C), the resulting functor Rep(Br) — C
sends

(24.18) e € Rep(Bp) ~ colndj , (oblv,e(c)).
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24.8.4. Under the identifications (24.16) and ([24.I7), the functor j* : DrPl(C) — B-Hecke;i(C)
corresponds to precomposition with

ji : QCoh(H\(H/Nu)/Tir) — QCoh(H\(H/Nu)/Tir).
24.8.5. Take C = Shvge (Grg)"™™ and
(81,6r)°" € DrPI(Shvge (Grg)" ™).
Consider the corresponding functor, denoted

(24.19) AB : QCoh(H\(H/Nm)/Tr) — Shvge (Gra)" .

By the above, we obtain that

B

a} ~ AB oj*(eB —Hcckcml)7

T

@, )

and hence
(24.20) F3 ~ ABoj.((i)«(e)).
24.8.6. The following is the metaplectic analog of the result of [AB| Theorem 3.1.4]:
Theorem 24.8.7. The functor AB of 2419) factors through the localization
i+ QCoh(H\(H/Nu)/Tu) — QCoh(H\(H/Nu)/Tu).

Remark 24.8.8. Another way to formulate Theorem 2487 is that the functor ([24.19]) sends ker(j*) to
Zero.

24.8.9. Theorem 24.877] can be proved by repeating verbatim the proof in [AB] of the usual (i.e., nin-
metaplectic) version. Alternatively, in the next subsection we will see that Theorem 24.8.7] is logically
equivalent to Theorem [24.5.2)]

24.9. Second proof of Theorem [24.5.21 We will now show that Theorems [24.8.7] and [24.5.2] tauto-
logically imply one another.

24.9.1. First, let us assume Theorem 24871

Let
(24.21) AB : Rep(Bp) ~ QCoh(H\(H/Ng)/Tw) — Shvge (Gre) ™"
denote the resulting functor. Note, however, that since j* o j, ~ Id, we have
(24.22) AB ~ ABoj..

24.9.2. Point (a) of Theorem 24.5.2is equivalent to the assertion that ¥ € B -Hecke(Shvge (Grg) ")
is compact.

The functor AB sends the generator of QCoh(H\(H/Nu)/TH), viewed as a Rep(H) ® Rep(Th)-
module category, i.e., OH\(W)/TH7 to a compact object of Shvga (Grg)'™™ ie., 81,Gr. Hence, AB
sends compacts to compacts.

The latter formally implies that the functor AB also sends compacts to compacts. Hence, AB admits
a continuous right adjoint, which automatically also respects the action of Rep(H) ® Rep(Tx). The
adjoint pair
AB : QCoh(H\(H/N#)/Tr) = Shvge (Grg) ™" : AB®
induces the (same-named) adjoint pair

B-Hecke(QCoh(H\(H/Nw)/Tt)) = B-Hecke(Shvga (Gra)"™ ™).

In particular, the functor

AB : B-Hecke(Rep(Bg)) — B-Hecke(Shvge (Grg)" ™)
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admits a continuous right adjoint, and hence sends compacts to compacts. In particular, the image of
(i)«(e) is compact. However,

24.22) —— (24.20) ~ o
2

ABo(i)u(e) "= ABoj.o(i)u(e) "= FT,

whence the latter is compact, as required.
24.9.3. Point (b) of Theorem 24.5.2]is equivalent to the assertion that the maps

)

=00
2

Jy % 61,Gr — colndp,, (F

that arise from (23.I6]) are isomorphisms.
To prove this, by applying the functor AB, it suffices to show that the corresponding maps
e — colndy,, ((i)«(e) ® ")
are isomorphisms in Rep(Bx). Note that
coIndgH : B-Hecke(Rep(Br)) — Rep(Br)
identifies with the direct image functor along
By\H/Bu — pt /Bu.

This makes the assertion obvious.

24.9.4. Vice versa, let us assume Theorem 245.2(b) and deduce Theorem BZ87l We need to show
that the natural transformation

(24.23) AB — ABoj, o},
induced by the unit of the adjunction Id — j« o j* is an isomorphism.

Since both functors respect the action of Rep(H) ® Rep(Tr), it suffices to show that the natural
transformation (24:23)) induces an isomorphism

AB(O i\ 17wz 1) = AB 0 Je 07 (O g iz g )-

However, it is easy to see that we have a commutative diagram

ABO g\ 7w /i) AB 0 i 0 (O i\ @7ngy 1)
Nl AB 0 ju (O (r1/N ) /i)
~J and ZLIS)
01,Gr — colndj,, (gt%)

Now, the bottom arrow is the above diagram is an isomorphism by Corrollary [24.5.3]

25. BABY VERMA OBJECTS IN THE WHITTAKER CATEGORY
In this section we will realize a part of the program indicated in Sect.[19.3.2t we will construct the

objects M= and M4 . and verify proprties (i) and (ii).

25.1. Construction of dual baby Verma objects in the Whittaker category. In this subsection

L]
we will construct the objects MigT,,.
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25.1.1. Consider the category
Shvge (Flg)“™MXN C Shyge (Flg),
defined in the same way as
Whity(G) = Shvge (Grg) V)X,
but with Grg replaced by Flg.
25.1.2. Note now that we have a well-defined convolution functor
(25.1) Shvge (Flg) ® Shvge (Grg)"™™ — Shvga (Grg), F1,F2 — F1 x T,
which respects the action of Sph, (G) on the right, and the convolution action of Shvge (£(G)) on the
left.
In particular, the above functor induces a functor
(25.2) Shvge (Flg) NN @ Shvge (Grg) ™™ — Shvge (Gra) N = Whit, (G),
which respects the action of Sph, ,(G) on the right.

We notice:

Lemma 25.1.3. The functor
—* d1,ar : Shvge (Flg) — Shvga (Gra)
identifies with direct image along Flg — Grg.
25.1.4. For A € AT, denote
Spy=&(N)-t*-I/I CFlg.

As in the case of the affine Grassmannian, the functor of taking the fiber at t* € Flg defines an
equivalence

(25.3) Shvge (Sp) SN 5 Vect .
Let
W™ € Shvge (Flg) *V)xw
be the *-extension of the image of e[—(\,2p)] € Vect under the equivalence (25.3)).

25.1.5. Denote _
T

Miese = W™ xFF 7 € BT -Hecke(White(G)).

Denote

P (Mynie) € Hecke(Whity(G)).

* A, x
Mt == Res o

25.1.6. We observe:

Lemma 25.1.7. For v € A}, we have an isomorphism

o Vo N
Mg ® €' 2 Migpip -

Proof. By the construction of & %, we have
Jﬂ,a;?% ~FT e
Hence,
jwo;* ’}' J’Y ’;jwo,! ’}'?7’7 =~ 3:7'7 ® ew()('Y)«

Hence, for v € AE, we obtain
Ty >;ff%’7 ~FT e,

From here we obtain that JT/E{\A’,ZH ® e identifies with

A, FE.-
Wi §y7,*§$2 .
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Finally, we notice that for v € A};, we have:

(25.4) W™ % e = W
which implies the assertion of the lemma.
O
Let now p be an arbitrary element of A. Write
(25.5) p=XA—7, XEAL
Define:

VU Y O -
Mighie = Mignie ®e
Note that Lemma [25.1.7] implies that this definition is independent of the choice of a presentation
of p as in Sect. 25.5]1 Moreover, for any p and v we have:

(25.6) MY o~ Mbr e,
Define:
v * B ° .
M = ResT:I’ (Miinse) € Hecke(Whitq(G)).
We also have: . .
+v,%k A Sk
Myl ™ = Mgy, ®e’
25.1.8. For completeness, define Define:

Mt = Res™™ (Mbpi,) € Hecke(Whit, (G)).
However, these objects will not be used in this paper.

25.2. Properties of dual baby Verma objects in the Whittaker category. In this subsection
we investigate some basic properties of the objects M&y} ., constructed in the previous subsection.

25.2.1. First, we claim:

Lemma 25.2.2. The object
o (M{Ghi) € Rep(Tw) © Whity(G)

oblv
Hecke

is given by

! ; pAy
* ——
v COLIHI w et(@) ICq,GrGwO(W) 5

where the colimit Tuns over the set v € (—p—~' + Af) N AL,

Proof. By (25.8), with no restriction of generality we can assume that =X € AT.

By ([24.8), the object
. A,
Oblch'c o (Miyhie)
is given by
/ . A%
A s co}ylm Wg * oy §Icq,a;wo<~>v

where the colimit runs over the set v € (=" + Aj;) N A%
Using (25.4), we have:

A, .
W [ RARR A ICq Growo

~ MY
Grg - WFl

* 0 *x IC ___, .
T 1,Gr e+(a) a,.Grg o)

Finally, we notice that by Lemma P5.1.3 for any X' € AT

>\/;* A/,*
Wg 761,Gr:W .

Corollary 25.2.3. The objects JT/E{‘,\’,;M belong to (B~ -Hecke(Whit, (G)))®.
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Proof. 1t is sufficient to show that

oblv . (M5.,) € Whity(G)

Hecke

belongs to (Whitq(G))” for A € AT,

Since the poset A}, is filtered, it suffices to show that each term in the colimit in Lemma B522]
belongs to (Whit,(G))®. Now the assertion follows from Proposition 3.2

g
Next, we claim:
Lemma 25.2.4. For A € A", we have
coIndI;;I (M) =~ W™
Proof. Follows immediately from Corrollary 24.5.3] using Lemma 25.1.31
d

25.2.5. For A € A" consider now the map
(25.7) Resj, (W) — My,

arising by adjunction from the isomorphism of Lemma 25.2.41

Proposition 25.2.6. For A € AT and v € Ag consider the map

Resg;{ (WM"Y @e ™ — MyhL™
If v is deep enough in the dominant chamber, this map has the following properties:
(a) It is surjective (in the abelian category (B~ -Hecke(Whit,(G)))Y).

(b) Its kernel admits a finite left resolution each of whose terms admits a filtration with subquotients of
the form

’

Resgf (WA/J”/’*) ®e "
H
for N € X — (AP —0), v € Af; and N ++' € AT.
Proof. Recall the functor
AB : Rep(Bp) — Shvga (Grg)' ™™

of ([24.2I). We will denote by the same character the resulting functor

QCoh(By\H/Br) — B-Hecke(Shvga (Grg)"™™).

Recall that

paie)
2

F2 ~ AB((i)«(e)).
We note now that for v € Ag deep enough in the dominant chamber, the object

(i)«(e) € QCoh(Bu\H/Br) ~ Rep(Bn) RQS?H) Rep(BH)

admits a finite left resolution whose initial term is
e®e
and each of the other terms admits a filtration with terms
't g ef“/, Y0 € NFE—0, ' 470 € AF;.
Applying to this resolution the functor AB term-wise, then convolving with ju,,«[—d] on the left
and with WFAI’* on the right, and finally applying the functor
wo : B-Hecke(Whit,(G)) — B~ -Hecke(Whitq(G)),

we obtain that JT/E{\,;E&’* admits a left resolution of the form specified in the proposition.
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25.3. Jordan-Holder series of dual baby Verma modules.

25.3.1. First, we claim:

Lemma 25.3.2. The objects JV[%;“ € B~ -Hecke(Whitq(G)) are compact.

Proof. 1t is enough to show that the object JV[{,‘JIL* € B~ -Hecke(Whit,(G)) is compact for some
~. By Proposition 25.2.6] we can choose ~ large enough so that M%Xt* admits a surjection from

Resp,, (W#*7*). Hence, J\%%’L* is compact as the t-structure on B~ -Hecke(Whit,(G)) is Artinian.
O

Corollary 25.3.3. The objects Miyy;, € B~ -Hecke(Whitq(G)) are compact.

25.3.4. Since the t-structure on He.cke(VVhitq(G))7 is Artinian, Corrollary implies that the
objects Migh;, € (He.cke(Whitq (G)))¥ have finite length.

We claim:

Proposition 25.3.5. There exists a non-zero map M@!}:t — Mg, such that the Jordan-Holder
constituents of the quotient are of the form

Mg, H € p— (A" -0).

Proof. We can replace the initial u by any u + v for v € Ag. Let v be as in Proposition [25.2.6]
Applying this proposition, we can assume that there exists a surjection

(25.8) Resf, (W"™) — Mg,

whose kernel admits a left resolution each of which terms admits a filtration with subquotients of the
form

’

(25.9) Rest, (W“Uﬂ/’*) e, pep—(AP®—-0), ~ €A}
Recall the (injective) map
(25.10) M, — Resti, (WH™)
see Corrollar . Composing, we obtain a map
y g
Mg, — ReS¥H (W) = Mighie-

We claim that this composite in non-zero. Indeed, if it were zero, the image of (25.10) would hit
the kernel of (25.8). However, the Jordan-Holder constituents of the latter are among those of (25.9]),
and by Corrollary [T.3.8] those are of the form

Miin,  # € p— (AP = 0).
Finally, the fact that the cokernel of the map Ms\}!};t — Migh;. has constituents of the form specified
in the proposition follows by applying Corrollary [[1.3.8] again.

O

25.4. The (actual) baby Verma objects in the Whittaker category. In this subsection we will
finally define the objects M, . € He.cke(Whitq(G)).
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25.4.1.  Recall the duality operation of ([23.4):
(B -Hecke(Whit,(G))°)°” — B-Hecke(Whit,—1(G))“.
Applying this functor to N
Mt € B~ -Hecke(Whitq (G))<,
and up to replacing ¢g~* by ¢, we obtain an object that we will denote
Mit € B-Hecke(Whit, (G))°.
25.4.2. Denote
MG, = ResB (N ) € Hecke(Whit,(G))°.
By [23.3), the object J\./[{,‘VIhlt is obtained from J\./ES\’,ZH by the duality functor
(25.11) (Hecke(Whity(G))°)° — Hecke(Whit, 1 (G))°.

25.4.3. One can deduce many of the properties of JV[{,‘V'hlt (resp., M%V‘hlt) from those of ﬁs\}zit (resp.,
Migti) by duality. We will need the following few:

Corollary 25.4.4. There erists a non-zero map M{‘,\}!hit — M{‘,\}!};t, such that the Jordan-Holder con-
stituents of the kernel are of the form

Mg, # € p— (A" —0).

Corollary 25.4.5. For every u € A one can find v € An sufficiently deep in the dominant chamber,
such that there exists a map

ﬁ[uwt;;{é! — Resp,, (WH Y @ e
with the the following properties:
(a) It is injective.
(b) Its cokernel admits a finite right resolution each of whose terms admits a filtration with subquotients
of the form

’

Resp,, WH " g e
for i/ € p— (AP —0), v € A}, and i/ ++' € AT.
Corollary 25.4.6. For A € A", we have

H o eh,! A

Indg,, (Mpn;,) ~ W
25.5. Orthogonality. In this subsection we will show that the M@lhi“ M‘A,\’,;it satisfy properties (i)
and (ii) from Sect.[19.3.2]

25.5.1. First, by combining Proposition 25.3.5] and Corrollary 25.4.4] we obtain that there exist maps

o] RE o
Mignie = Mnie = Mignie
whose kernel/cokernel have Jordan-Holder constituents of the form
o Lk os
Mg, # € p— (AP —0).
We now claim:

Theorem 25.5.2. We have:

S eifu =p
FHom MEGL M ) =
Hcckc(Whitq(G))( Whits Minie) 0 otherwise.

The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proof of this theorem.
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25.5.3. Reduction step 1. First, we claim that it is sufficient to consider the case when

W & i (AP ).
Indeed, p’ € p + (AP°® — 0), applying the duality functor ([25.11]), we obtain:

® s, ! o HI *
s ) )
(MWhit7 MWhit)7

Ho (Miwhies Ms\’/;it) ~ Hom

m e .
Hecke(Whitq (G)) Hecke(Whitq,l(G))

and now p & p' + (AP —0).
25.5.4. Reduction step 2. Let us choose v € A;} deep enough in the dominant chamber, so that M"W/:‘Z'
admits a resolution as in Corrollary Replacing
Py, ety
we obtain that it is sufficient to show that for A’ € AT and X' ¢ A + (AP°® — 0), we have:

eif N =\

0 otherwise.

FHom_
Hecke(Whitg (G))

(Rest, (W), At = {

25.5.5. Using Lemma [25.2.2] we rewrite

I . H AN A
O ctree(Whity (G)) (Resry, (W), Migie)
as
: ' A A,
ol om0 10
It is therefore sufficient to show that for A’ € At and X' ¢ A + (AP — 0), we have:
, eif ' =X

25.12 Homwni WAt WA o 1c =

( ) Wh t‘I(G)( et 9Srg o) 0 otherwise.

25.5.6.  We rewrite
P Ay, * ~ A Ay, *
fHomWhitq(G)(W W R E+*('G) Iquagwo(w)) ~ fJ{omWhitq(G) (W E*TG) IC%@Z;’ wATY )
Note that
W,\',l

IC, &
E*TG) a.Grg

2/
is supported on s JW, and that its restriction to $* 7 is the generator of Whit, (G)=»4~. This implies
@5.12):

Indeed, the case A’ = X is obvious. For A" # ), the condition that A" ¢ A + (AP°® — 0) implies that

T A =g,

26. CALCULATION OF STALKS
The goal of this section is to complete the program indicated in Sect. 19.3.2] by proving property

(iii) in loc.cit.

26.1. Statement of the result. In this subsection we will state precisely the calculation that we will
perform.
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26.1.1. Fix an element p € A. In order to simply the notation, we will trivialize the fiber of G* at the
point p -z € Confeo.... Note that this fiber identifies canonically with the fiber of G at t* € S(G);’p.

Due to this trivialization, we have a well-defined functor
(26.1) Shvga (Confee.z) — Vect,
given by taking the !-fiber at u - z. In particular, we a well-defined objects

N * small
ME e MED € Q™ -FactMod .

The trivialization of the fiber of §¢ at t* € S(G):p gives rise to an identification
Whit, (G)=y ~ Vect,
and hence to a pair of well-defined objects
W WH* € Whit, (G).

L]
. s *
We normalize M, so that

. H ,
coind ~ WH*,

LJ
— (N *
By (Mwnis

26.1.2. The main result of the present section is the following theorem:
Theorem 26.1.3. The functor
Ppect® : Hecke(Whit, (G)) — Q5™ -FactMod

L]
sends Miyr,, to MET . € Q™ _FactMod.

26.1.4. Before we proceed further, let us show how Theorem [26.1.3] completes the outline in
Sect. 19321 In fact, it remains to prove the following:

Corollary 26.1.5. The functor 2k sends M{,“}!hit to Méfmf € sza“ -FactMod.

Proof. Note that if an object F € QZ’“‘“H -FactMod is equipped with an isomorphism
0blVEace (F) =~ oblviac (M 1),
then this isomorphism lifts uniquely to an isomorphism
!
F o Méonf’
Hence, in order to prove the corollary, it suffices establish an isomorphism
Hc::kc ° ! ~ !
(262) N (MWhit) - OblvFaCt (MConf)'
We start with the isomorphism
Hc::kc y J* Sk
o (M{;Vhit) = OblvFaCt (Méonf)7

provided by Theorem 26.1.3] Now (26.2) follows by applying Theorem 22.1.5]
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26.1.6. The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 26.1.3] We will deduce it from the
following result

Theorem 26.1.7. The functor

L]
pHecke !-fiber at p-x
) LE T Vect

(26.3) Hecke(Whity(G)) *— Shvga (Confas s

identifies canonically with

R

Ho (Mg —)-

m e
Hecke(Whitg (G))
Let us see how Theorem 26.1.7] implies Theorem 26.1.3]

Proof of Theorem[26.1.3. The object M&> . € sza“ -FactMod is uniquely characterized by the prop-
erty that the underlying object

oblvics (MED ;) € Shvga (Confeo.z)
has !-fiber e at u - x and has a zero !-fiber at u - = for p’ # p.

Now the assertion follows from Theorem [25.5.2]
O

26.1.8. Thus, the rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [26.1.71 We should remark,
however, that the proof will essentially be a formal manipulation, given the relationship between 'TC,,
and J 2, explained in Sect. 24.3]

rel

26.2. Framework for the proof of Theorem [26.1.7 In this subsection we will explain a general
categorical framework in which Theorem [26.1.7] will be proved.

26.2.1. Let C and D be module categories over Rep(H), and let us be given a pairing

U:C ® D—E.
Rep(H)

We claim that the datum of ¥ gives rise to the datum of a pairing
¥ : Hecke(C) @ Hecke(D) — E.

Indeed, assume for simplicity that D is compactly generated. Then we can interpret T as a Rep(H)-
linear functor
C—»D'®E.

The latter gives rise to a functor
Hecke(C) — Hecke(DY) @ E.
Now, identifying
Hecke(D") ~ Hecke(D)"
as in Sect. we thus obtain a functor
Hecke(C) — Hecke(D)Y @ E,
hence the desired pairing \i/
26.2.2. Let us now be in the context of Sect.[I6.1.5 It is easy to see that the functor
Hecke(C) ® Heckerel(D) — E
constructed in loc. cit. identifies with
. ° 1d ®oblv, * ° &
Hecke(C) ® Heckerel(D)  — ™ Hecke(C) ® Hecke(D) — E.
26.3. Applying the framework: the left-hand side.
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26.3.1. Let ¥ denote the pairing
(26.4)  Whity(G) ® Shv gay 1 (CGre)® ™ S Shvge (Gra) ® Shvga)-1(Gre) —2%

— Shv(Grg) G167 Vet .

By construction, it factors via

U : Whit(G) ® Shv(ga)fl(Grc)gﬂT) — Vect,
Rep(H)

where Rep(H) acts on Shv(gc)fl(Grc)fﬁ(T) by

V,F—F e inv%(Saty,c)(V) ~ F e Sat, 1 (" (V).

26.3.2. Consider the corresponding functor
U : Hecke(Whit,(G)) ® Hecke(Shv go)-1 (GrG)£+(T)) — Vect .
Recall the object
CT ¢ Heckerel (Shvga (Grc)s+(T)),
and consider the corresponding object.
o= HeCkerel(ShV(gG)—l(GI’G)E+(T)).
Due to the trivialization in Sect. the translate
N tex i
makes sense as on object of Heckeyel(Shv ga)-1 (Grc)s+(T)).

Unwinding the definitions and using Sect. 26.2.1] above, we obtain that the functor (263)) identifies
with the functor

(26.5) U(—, oblvia (t* - TCF 7)) (1, 2]

26.3.3. Note that since objects of Whitq(G) are £+ (N)-equivariant, the pairing ¥ of ([264) is isomor-
phic to its precomposition with the endo-functor

+
ety d@Avy N

) N
White(G) ® Shvga)-1(Gre) Whit,(G) @ Shvgay-1 (Gra)® @,

Hence, the same is true for the functors W and U, Therefore, we can rewrite the functor in (26.3) as
(26.6) U (—, AvE ™ (oblv,a (t* - 'TCF 7)) (1, 25)].
26.4. Applying the framework: the right-hand side.

26.4.1. By Sect. the pairing
T : Whit,(G) ® Whit,—1 (G) — Vect

arising from (Z9)), gives rise to a pairing
T : Hecke(Whit,(G)) ® Hecke(Whit, 1 (G)) — Vect .
By definition, the functor

Hom (J;/[Q‘(,!hm —): He.cke(Whitq(G)) — Vect

Hocke(Whitg (G))
is given by
T(_v M{‘;\’/;it)?
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26.4.2. Unwinding the definitions of J:’[S\’,Iﬁt and of T we obtain:
Lemma 26.4.3. The pairings
White(G) ® Shv ga)-1(Gra)" ™" — Vect
given by
T, 5 = 0 (T, " T) [k, 26)]
and
F, 5" — Y(F, W™ §3"/)
are canonically isomorphic.
Corollary 26.4.4. For u € A, the pairings
Hecke(Whit, (G)) ® Hecke(Shv ga)—1 (Gra) ™) — Vect
given by
F,5 o W(E, - T (11, 25)]
and
5,5 o T(F, Wl +5)
are canonically isomorphic.

26.4.5. Thus, we obtain that the functor Hom (M4, —) can be identified with

Hocke(Whity (G))

(26.7) B(—, - FF ) [, 20)].

Using once again £1(N)-equivariance of objects of Whitq(G), we obtain that the latter expression
cab be rewritten as

(26.8) W(—, AvE @ FF ) (4, 26)).
26.5. Conclusion of proof of Theorem
26.5.1. Comparing (26.6) and (26.8]), we obtain that Theorem follows from the next assertion:
Proposition 26.5.2. For € A", there exists a canonical isomorphism in He.cke(ShVSG (Grg)):
AVEF (1 557y = AvET ™ (oblv,a (1 TG T 7)),
The rest of this subsection is devoted to the proof of Proposition
26.5.3. Recall (see Sect. 2437) that the functor AV!E(N) defines an equivalence

Shvge (Gre)' — Shvga (Grg)E(N)'EﬂT)‘

Note that we have a commutative diagram of functors

Shvge (Grg) S eH (M 00, Qhyge (Grg) NV )25 (M)
(26.9) Av!S(N)T TAV‘L‘(Nﬂ
Jwg,t%—[d]
ShvSG(GrG)I o ShVSG(Grc)I,

In particular, we obtain that the functor
(26.10) AV!S(Ni) : Shvgc(Grg)I — Shvge (GrG)E(Ni)'EJr(T)

is also an equivalence.
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26.5.4. It follows formally that the right adjoint of the functor (26.10) is given by Av!, where I is

the unipotent radical of I. Since 6I0) is an equivalence, we obtain that Av! defines an inverse
equivalence.

From the decomposition
I=17-1° 71",
Where o o o] [e] [e] o
I =INgN)=eYN), I =IngT), ' =INLN"),
it follows that when applied to objects of ShVSG(GrG)AS(N)'EHT)7 the natural transformation
sz — Avar(N)
is an isomorphism.
26.5.5. It follows from Proposition 24.3.3 and the commutative diagram (26.9) that
AviV N (FTT) ~ oblv,q ((ICE 7).
Hence, we obtain an isomorphism

o
P

(26.11) AVE ™ (0blv,q (ICT 7)) ~ F
as objects of Hecke(Shvge (Grea)).

We claim that this implies the isomorphism stated in Proposition
26.5.6. Indeed, since p is dominant, we have

£H(N) C Ady— (7 (V).
Hence, (26.11)) implies
+ o o
AV ST Ry (TCF 7)) ~ A (F5).
Translating both sides by t* we arrive at the isomorphism of Proposition

VAdt,M(N(N))
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Part IX: Relation to quantum groups

This Part is disjoint from the rest of this work. Here we will establish an equivalence between the
category QZ’“‘“H -FactMod™" and a (renormalized) version of the category of modules over the small
quantum group.

The contents of this Part can be thought of recasting the modern language the equivalence of
categories, which was the subject of the work [BEFS].

27. MODULES OVER THE SMALL QUANTUM GROUP

In this section we define the category of modules over the small quantum group, as a e-linear
category. It will be introduced as relative Drinfeld center of the category of modules over the positive
part, denoted uq (V).

27.1. The small quantum group: the positive part. In this subsection we will introduce the

positive part of the small quantum group, ug(N).
27.1.1. We start with a datum of a bilinear form
b/ . A®A N ex,tors

X ,tors

Let ¢ be the associated quadratic form A — e
q(a) # 1 for all coroots a.

. We will assume that q is non-degenerate, i.e.,

We will also assume that the quadratic form ¢ belongs to the subset
Quad(A, ™)L, € Quad(A,e™ ™),
introduced in [GLys| Sect. 3.2.2]. Namely, this is the subset consisting of W-invariant quadratic forms
that satisfy the additional condition that for any coroot o and any A € A, we have
(27.1) (o, A) = ()™,

27.1.2. Starting from this data, we will eventually define the category of modules over the Langlands
dual small quantum group, to be denoted 1y (G)-mod.

Remark 27.1.3. The dot e over u, is meant to emphasize that we will be dealing with the category of
A-graded modules.

Remark 27.1.4. The fact that our quantum group corresponds to the Langlands dual group manifests
itself in that its lattice of weights is the lattice A of coweights of G.

27.1.5. Consider the category Rep(T) ~ Vect®, where Vect? is the category of A-graded vector spaces.
For A € A we let
e € Vect® C Vect®

denote the vector space e placed in the graded component .

We consider Vect® as endowed with the standard monoidal structure. Now, the data of b defines a
new braiding on Vect®. Denote the resulting braided monoidal category Vectfz\.

27.1.6. Choose some 1-dimensional objects

b9 Voct® < Vect” .

7,quant
L.e., each e”

is non-canonically isomorphic to e*.
Let U, (N)™ be the free associative algebra in Vect™”” C Vect® on

i,quant A
@ e" I € Vect™ .
i

Le., to specify a map from Uy(N)™° to an associative algebra A in Vect® is equivalent to specifying
maps
ei,quant S A

free

Let e; denote the tautological map e">*** — U, (N)
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We endow U, (N)™°® with a Hopf algebra structure in Vectfl\pos by letting the comultiplication
Uq (N)free N Uq(N)free ® Uq (N)free
correspond to the maps

e; Qunit + unit RQe; ~ ~
€i,quant ‘ I ¢ Uq(N)free ® Uq (N)free'

27.1.7. Let Uy(N)* ™ denote the co-free graded co-associative co-algebra in Vect™" on the co-
generators €™ [ e, to specify a map from a co-associative co-algebra A in Vect®™ to U,(N)
is equivalent to specifying maps

co-free

i,quant

A—e

\7\co-free

Let e; denote the tautological map Ug(IN) — €, quant -
We endow Uy (N)®°® with a Hopf algebra structure in Vect} by letting the multiplication
U, (N)co—free QU (N)co—free S U (N)Co-free
q q q
correspond to the maps

)Co-free 62‘ ®aug + aug @e;

Uq (N)co—free ® Uq (N

€i,quant -

27.1.8. We define a map of Hopf algebras
(272) Uq(N)frcc N Uq (N)co—frcc
to correspond to the projections

Uq(N)frCC — €i,quant

onto the a; components.

27.1.9. We define uy(N ™) to be the image of the map [@7.2). The key fact that uses the non-degeneracy
assumption on ¢ is that ug(NT) is finite-dimensional.

Moreover, it can be explicitly described (as an algebra) as a quotient of Uy (N)™ by the quantum
Serre relations and the relations
(ei)ord(qz') -1
27.2. Digression: the notion of relative Drinfeld center. In this subsection we recollect the
general framework for defining the notion of relative Drinfeld center.

27.2.1. Recall that if A is a category, it makes sense to talk about an action of a monoidal category
O on A. The category of such pairs (O, A) itself forms a symmetric monoidal category under the
operation of Cartesian product.

Consider the category of associative algebra objects in the above category. If (O, A) is such an
algebra object, the forgetful functor (O, A) — A endows A with a structure of monoidal category, and
the forgetful functor (O, A) — O endows O with a structure of associative algebra in the category of
monoidal categories. In other words O acquires a structure of braided monoidal category. In this case
we shall say that O acts on A (sometimes, for emphasis, we shall say that O acts on A on the left).

Given A, there exists a universal braided monoidal category that acts on A in the above sense. It
is called the Drinfeld center of A, and is denoted Zp:(A).

The objects of Zp.(A) are z € A, equipped with a family of isomorphisms
R.a:z®@a~a®z,

compatible with tensor products of the a’s.
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27.2.2. Similar definitions apply for right actions of monoidal categories. In this way we obtain the
notion of right action of a braided monoidal category on a monoidal category.

Thus, we can talk about triples (O, A, O’), where A is a monoidal category, and O and Q' are
braided monoidal categories, acting compatibly on the left and right on A, respectively.

Given A equipped with an action of O’ on the right, there exists a universal braided monoidal
category O that acts on A (on the left) in a way compatible with the right action of O’. Tt is called
the relative (to O') Drinfeld center of A, and it is denoted Zp, o (A).

Objects of Zp,,0/(A) are z € A, equipped with a family of isomorphisms
R.a:z®a~a® z,
compatible with tensor products of the a’s, and compatible with the action of O’ in the sense that for
o’ € O’ the map
R, o : z@0 ~o ®z,
agrees with the one induced by the right action of O’ on A.
We have a natural forgetful functor

Zpr.o(A) = A.

Remark 27.2.3. Note that unless the braided monoidal structure on O’ is symmetric, there is no
naturally defined homomorphism from O’ to Zp, o/ (A).

27.2.4. Let O be a braided monoidal category, and let A be a Hopf algebra in O. In this case, the
category
A := A-mod

of A-modules in O acquires a natural monoidal structure, compatible with the forgetful monoidal
functor

oblv, : A-mod — O.

We also note that tensoring on the right defines a right action of O on A-mod. Thus, we can talk
about the braided monoidal category

ZDr,o(A—mod).
Note that the monoidal forgetful functor
(27.3) Zpr,0(A-mod) — A-mod — O

is mot compatible with the braided structures.

27.2.5. Suppose now that A is dualizable as an object of O. In this case, the forgetful functor
(27.4) Zpr,0(A-mod) — A-mod
admits both a left and right adjoints.
The composition of the left adjoint to (Z7.4]) with the forgetful functor (Z73) identifies with
M — oblva(M)® AY,
The composition of the right adjoint to ([Z74) with the forgetful functor (Z73)) identifies with
M — oblva(M) ® A.

27.3. The category of modules over the small quantum group. In this subsection we will finally
introduce the category i, (G)-mod of modules over the (Langlands dual) small quantum group.
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27.3.1.  'We apply the discussion in Sect. [27.2.4] to the braided monoidal category Vectfz\ and the Hopf
algebra ug(N*1) in Vect).

We introduce the (braided monoidal) category iy(G)-mod to be

ZDr,Vect{Z\ (uq (N+ )—mOd) .

We emphasize that in the above formula, and elsewhere, uy(NT)-mod denotes the category of
ug(NT)-modules in Vect).

27.3.2. Let oblv, (s denote the (conservative) forgetful functor
(27.5) 1,(@)-mod — ug(N+)-mod — Vectf1\7
i.e., the functor [Z73).
This functor admits a left adjoint, which we denote by
ind, (g : Vect(/; =1, (G)-mod.

The resulting monad oblv, (s ©ind, (g is t-exact with respect to the (obvious) t-structure on

Vectfl\. This implies that L.Lq(é)—mod acquires a t-structure, uniquely characterized by the requirement
that the forgetful functor oblv, (¢ is t-exact. Moreover, the functor ind, (g is also t-exact.

27.3.3. Denote
uQ(G)u = induq(G‘) (eu)v

where we remind that e* € Vect® is the vector space e placed in degree .

The objects u,(G)* form a set of compact generators of 1i,(G)-mod; they are projective as objects
of (liy(G)-mod)®.

From here we obtain that the canonically defined functor
DF((1y(G)-mod)”) — 114(G)-mod
extends to an equivalence
D((%4(G)-mod)?) ~ 11, (G)-mod.
27.4. Standard and costandard objects.

27.4.1. The forgetful functor

obleZEGNL) 1y (G)-mod — uy(N1)-mod
also admits a t-exact left adjoint, denoted indiqggl), see Sect. 27.2.5]
q

For € A, consider e as an object of ug(N1)-mod, where the action of ug(N ™) is trivial. Set

MH

ant (= ind"*(¢) (e").

“q(N+)

We call it the standard object of ﬁq(é)—mod of highest weight p. It belongs to the heart of the
t-structure.

Remark 27.4.2. The objects M . are sometimes called the “baby Verma modules”.

quan

27.4.3. Note that each uy(G)* has a finite filtration with subquotients M with A € AP,

quant
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27.4.4. Tt is well-known that (ii,((Y)-mod)® has a structure of highest weight category, in which Mg‘fant
are the standard objects. In particular, for every p there exists a co-standard object

ME* € (g (G)-mod)

quant

uniquely characterized by the requirement that

uant’ uant .
4 4 0 otherwise.

7 * if g
(27.6) Homae . (MU M ):{ enp=H

27.4.5. We let M*'* = denote the image of the canonical map

quant
!
Mg,’l'am — ME*

quant *

The objects Mg’!;nt are the irreducibles of (1, (G)-mod)®.

u

28. RENORMALIZATION FOR QUANTUM GROUPS

Recall (see Sect.[I9.])) that we modified the category of factorization modules in order to obtained
a category that eventually turned to be equivalent to Hecke(Whit, - (G)). In this section we will apply

. . . . * ~
a similar renormalization procedure to uq(G)-mod.

In fact, we will define two different renormalizations of L.lq (G)-mod: one will be equivalent to the
original category of factorization modules, and the other two its renormalized version.

28.1. The “obvious” renormalization. Along with ﬁq(é)-mod we will consider its renormalized
version 1, (G)-mod™®”, endowed with a pair of adjoint functors
ren : ity (G)-mod = 1iy(G)-mod™” : un-ren .

The material here is parallel to Sect. [[9.11

28.1.1.  The category iy (G)-mod™" is defined as the the ind-completion of the full (but not cocomplete)
subcategory of

ﬁq(é)—modﬁ“‘dim C ﬁq(é)—mod

. . . A
that consists of that go to compact objects in Vecty under the forgetful functor oblvuq(c) of 27.3).

Note that tiy(G)-mod™™ 4™ can also be characterized as consisting of finite extensions of (shifts of)
irreducible objects.

Ind-extension of the tautological embedding defines a functor
un-ren : 1ty (G)-mod™® — i, (G)-mod.
28.1.2.  Since the objects uq(G)* have finite length, we have
U1y(G)-mod® C 1ty (G)-mod ™4™,
Ind-extension of this embedding defines a fully faithful functor
ren : 1y (G)-mod — 1y (G)-mod™",

which is a left adjoint to un-ren.
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28.1.3.  We have the following assertion parallel to Proposition [9.1.8}

Proposition 28.1.4. The category ﬁq (G)-mod™™ has a t-structure, uniquely characterized by the prop-
erty that an object is connective if and only if its image under the functor un-ren is connective. More-
over, the functor un-ren has the following properties with respect to this t-structure:

(a) It is t-exact;
(b) It induces an equivalence
(g (G)-mod™™)=" — (i1 (G)-mod)="
for any n;
(c) It induces an equivalence of the hearts.

Corollary 28.1.5. The kernel of the functor un-ren consists of infinitely coconnective objects, i.e.,

() (ig(G)-mod™™)="".

n

Remark 28.1.6. We will use the notation M’ . M™* . and M*> . for the corresponding objects of

quant quant quant

either 1y(G)-mod or 1y(G)-mod™”, see Remark [0

28.1.7. It follows from the construction that the t-structure on tiy(G)-mod*™ is Artinian (see Sect.5.3.8]
for what this means).

28.2. A different renormalization. We will now introduce a different category, denoted
"'lq(C?)_Inodbaby—rcn7
which will be sandwiched between 1t,(G)-mod and 1, (G)-mod™".

28.2.1. Consider the category u,(N1)-mod.

We define its renormalized version, denoted ug(N*)-mod™®, by the same procedure as above. ILe.,
ug(NT)-mod™ is the ind-completion of the full (but not cocomplete) subcategory

(ug(N)-mod™ 4™ < u,(N+)-mod
consisting of objects that map to compact objects under the forgetful functor

uy(N)-mod — Vecté\ .

We have a pair of adjoint functors
ren : uy(NT)-mod = uy(NT)-mod™ : un-ren.
28.2.2. The subcategory ug(NT)-mod™ 4™ C u,(N*)-mod is preserved by the tensor product oper-
ation. Hence, it inherits a monoidal structure.

Ind-extending, we obtain that u, (]\Ver)-l“ﬂodrcn acquires a monoidal structure, which can be uniquely
characterized by the requirement that the functor un-ren be monoidal.

Furthermore, we have a right action of (the braided monoidal category) Vect} on ug(NT)-mod™®,
so that the functor un-ren is compatible with the actions.

28.2.3.  We define 1i,(G)-mod*™ ™" to be (the relative to Vect}) Drinfeld center of uq(N")-mod™",
ie.,

l.lq (é)‘mOdbaby_ren = ZDr,Vcct{; (ug(N")-mod™").
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28.2.4. Note now that the monoidal operation
Uy (NT)-mod™ @ 1y (NT)-mod™” — uy(N1)-mod™"
factors as
Uy (N T)-mod™ ® 1y (NT)-mod™” = ug(N1)-mod™ ® uy,(NT)-mod — 1y (NT)-mod™"
and also

g (NH)-mod™™ @ g (NT)-mod™™ — 1y (NT)-mod @ g (N )-mod™™ — ug(NT)-mod™".

From here, it is easy to see that ﬁq (G)-modP*PY™ is endowed by a pair of adjoint functors

ug(G)
ug(N+)

“q(é)

Ne S ren M b baby-ren
wa(N+) tUg(NT)-mod™ 2 uy(G)-mod”*™¥ 7" : oblv

ind
and also a pair of adjoint functors
ren’ : 11y(G)-mod = 1ty (G)-mod®*™ ™" : un-ren’

that make all the circuits in the diagram

g (N)-mod™® ———— 1,(G)-modPP¥y-ren

u (CJ)
blv 97
° vuq (N+ )
ren un-ren - ren’ un-ren’
ina"e()

uq(N+)

ug(NT)-mod 1, (G)-mod
oblv“q(c)
ug (NT)
commute.
28.2.5. The above commutative diagram implies in particular that the monad oblv:ZEGNL) o indzZE?ﬂ

acting on ug(N*1)-mod™ is t-exact. Since the forgetful functor

oblvzzgg)ﬂ g (G)-mod®™ ™™ 5 4y (N )-mod™™®

is conservative, we obtain that ﬁq (G)-modP*PY*" acquires a t-structure, uniquely characterized by the

uq(Q)

g () is t-exact.

condition that oblv
In particular, we obtain that the functor
un-ren’ : iy (G)-mod®*™ ™" — {i,(G)-mod
is t-exact.

28.2.6. Thus, we obtain that ﬁq(é)—modbaby're" can also be obtained as a renormalization of

1y(G)-mod.
Namely, L.tq(Gv)-1(1{10dbaby'rcn identifies with the ind-completion of the full subcategory
U1y(G)-mod®™ C 11, (G)-mod
that consists of objects that finite extensions of (shifts of) standard (i.e., baby Verma) objects.

The functor
un-ren’ : 1t (G)-mod"*™ "™ — 1, (G)-mod

is the ind-extension of the above tautological embedding.

The functor
ren’ : ﬁq (G)-mod — ﬁq(é)_modbaby-ren

is the ind-extension of the embedding

Uiy (G)-mod® C 1ty (G)-mod®*™,
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the latter due to the fact that each uy(G)* has a filtration by standards, see Sect. 2743
y [EGI] Sect. 23], the functor un-ren’ : ity (G)-mod®* " — 1, (G)-mod induces an equivalence
(114 (G)-mod"* ™7™ — (liy(G)-mod) ="
for any n, and thus also an equivalence of the hearts.
Remark 28.2.7. We will use the notation Mquan“ M e and ML
either Uy(G)-mod or 1y (G)-mod®**Y ™" see Remark TTLI0l

quant for the corresponding objects of
Remark 28.2.8. The definition of L.lq (G‘)—modbaby'rcn can also be rephrased as follows:
The monad oblv ‘ZEN)ﬂ mdll (N+)

g (NT)-mod® C ug(NT)-mod™ ™ c 1y (NT)-mod.

acting on uq(N+)-m0d preserves the subcategories

We have: . }
uq(G) ° induq(G)

ug(G)-mod® ~ (oblvuq(Nﬂ wa ()

)-mod (g (N )-mod®)
and @ @
M >, baby _, uq (G) . uq (G) e fin.dim
uq(G)-mod ~ (OblvuZ(N+) o 1nduZ(N+))—mod(uq(N )-mod ),
where the functor ren’ is induced by the embedding

ug(G) ° induq(é)

(oblv, %5+ g (NF)

)-mod(uy (NT)-mod®) —

uq(G)

s )-mod (uy (N T)-mod™™ 4™,

— (oblv "(N)ﬂ ind
28.3. Relationship between the two renormalizations.

28.3.1. Note now that the category of compact objects in L.lq (Gv)-modb‘"‘b"y'rcn can be thought of as a
subcategory of the category of compact objects in 1.1q (G)-mod™. Hence, we obtain a fully faithful
functor
ren” : Uy (G)-mod”*™ ™ — {,(G)-mod™
that admits a continuous right adjoint, denoted un-ren”.
The composition
Bo(G)-mod ™% 11, (()-mod®™™ e T & (()-mod™"
identifies with the functor ren, and the composition
1y (G)-mod™™ " (()-mod T MY § (7)o
identifies with the functor ren.

As in [AG] Corollary 4.4.3], we obtain that the functor un-ren” is t-exact.

28.3.2. Thus, we can think of 1i,((})-mod™ as a renormalization of i, (G)-mod>*Y ",

Namely, tt,(G)-mod™" is the ind-completion of the full subcategory of Uiy (G)-mod*¥™e" consisting

of objects that are finite extensions of (shifts of) the the objects M%; .~ ., where the latter are viewed as

objects in (uq(G)-modbaby ren)O'

quant

29. QUANTUM GROUPS VS FACTORIZATION MODULES EQUIVALENCE

In this section we will take the ground field to be C, the curve X to be A', and the sheaf theory to
be that of constructible sheaves in the classical topology. We will relate the category ﬁq(é)-mod (or
rather its renormalized version) to the category of factorizations modules over szma“.

29.1. Matching the parameters. In this subsection we will explain how to match the parameters
needed to define the quantum group with those needed to define sza“.
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29.1.1. Recall (see Sect. BPT.I.T) that in order to define the category of modules over the quantum
group, we started with a bilinear form

B :A®A— ™S,

such that the corresponding quadratic form belongs to Quad(A, e**™)IV .

Since the ground field is C, the Tate twist is canonically trivialized, so we can regard b’ as a map
(29.1) b :iA®@A — e (—1).

We claim that the datum of ([29.1]) gives rise to a geometric metaplectic datum for T that satisfies
the additional condition of Sect. ﬂmﬁ
29.1.2. First, we claim that a bilinear form (291 (without the extra condition on g) gives rise to a

geometric metaplectic datum §7 for T

Recall the description of factorization gerbes for tori, given in [GLys| Sect. 4.1.3]. Namely, to specify
a factorization gerbe 7, we need to specify for every finite set J and a map Ay : J — A a gerbe Sf‘,
on X7, along with the compatibilities of [GLys, Equations (4.3) and (4.4)].

For j, denote A; = A\j(j). For un unordered pair of elements j1 # j2, let Aj, ;, denote the corre-
sponding diagonal divisor in X”. We set

(26:2) S = <j§]wquj)> ®< ® O(—Ajl,jz)b(kjl’khv .

J1#j2/32

The isomorphisms of [GLys, Equations (4.4)] are automatic. In order to construct the isomorphisms
of [GLys|, Equations (4.3)], to simplify the notation we will consider the case J = {1,2}. Thus, we need
to construct an isomorphism of gerbes

(29.3) I ® wi(2) ® (O(_A)|A)b()‘j17/\j2) ~ iA1tA2)
29.1.3.  Let us note that for every element ¢ € e*(—1) we have a well-defined e*-torsor, denoted (—1)¢,
constructed as follows:

To ¢ we associate the corresponding Kummer sheaf . on G,,. We set (—1)¢ to be equal to the fiber
of U, at (—1) € G-

29.1.4. To define ([29.3)) let us first choose an ordering, namely (1,2) on {1,2}. This ordering identifies
the line bundle O(—A)|a with w.

We let ([29.3) be the tautological isomorphism coming from the identity
a(A1) - q(A2) - b(Aji, Aja) = (A1 + Az2),

tensored with the line

(_1)1)'01&2)'

Note that this is the only place in the construction where we use the data of a bilinear form b’, as
opposed to that of a quadratic form gq.

4The discussion in the rest of this subsection applies to a general sheaf theory of a general ground field.
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29.1.5. Let us now show that the isomorphism (29.3]) is canonically independent of the choice of the
ordering. Indeed, the swap of two factors multiplies the identification

O(-A)|a 2w
by (—1).
The required isomorphism follows now from
(_l)b(Al,Ag) ® (_l)b/(>\1,>\2) ~ (_1)b/(A2,A1).
Remark 29.1.6. The the map
Bilin(A,e* (—1)) — Quad(A,e” (—1))

is surjective, it follows that any geometric metaplectic data for 7' can be obtained as a tensor product
of one coming from a bilinear form b’ as above, with one with a vanishing quadratic form, i.e., one
coming from a 7'(e)***>-gerbe (see Sect. Z2.1]).

29.1.7. Let us now restore the condition that ¢ belong to Quad(A,e**™). Let us show that the
resulting factorization gerbe on Conf satisfies the condition from Sect. T7.1.1]

Indeed, according to formula (2J), we need construct a trivialization of the gerbe
Wi g (w®%)b(fam2p).

For this, it suffices to show that
Q(_O‘i)2 b(—ai,2p) = 1,
but this follows from condition @27.1]).

29.2. Statement of the result. In this subsection we will state the main theorem of this Part that
establishes an equivalence between the categories ti;(G)-mod*™" and Q™" -FactMod.

29.2.1. We start with a form b’ as in Sect. BI.L.Il Choose the lines €8 see Sect. BT.L6l Let fifact
be the dual lines.

To the data (b, {€"9"*"*}) be we associate the category i,(G)-mod, and its renormalized version
Uiy (G)-modPaby-ren,

To the data of b we associate a geometric metaplectic data GT for T (see Sect. BO.1.T]), and to the
data (§7, {f*"'}) we attach the category Q™" -FactMod, see Sect. [T}

29.2.2. The goal of this section is to prove the following:
Theorem 29.2.3. There exists a canonical equivalence

Q! _FactMod =~ Uy (G)-mod™*Py-ren,
which is t-exact and maps standards to standards.

We note that the assertion of Theorem 29.2.3at the level of the hearts of the corresponding categories
is the main result of the book [BFS], specifically Theorem 17.1 in Part III of loc. cit.

29.2.4. As a formal corollary of Theorem 29.2.3] we obtain:
Corollary 29.2.5. There exists a canonical equivalence
Q! _FactMod™™ =~ Uy (G)-mod™,
which is t-exact and maps standards to standards.
The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2O2H.
29.2.6. Note also that Theorem gives a proof of Proposition [[9.1.4] when k = C.

5The proof of Theorem P3.2.3] given below is the result of discussions between the first-named author and J. Lurie.
However, the responsibility for any shortcomings that may result from its publication lie with D.G.
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29.3. Koszul duality for Hopf algebras. In this section we will perform the first step in the proof
of Theorem it consists of passing from a Hopf algebra in Vect) (such as u,(NT)) to its Koszul
dual Eq-algebra.

29.3.1. Let A be a Hopf algebra in Vect{z\ such that its augmentation ideal is contained in Vect{z\posfo7
and each graded component is finite-dimensional.

Consider the category A-mod, and let A-mod™™ denote its renormalized version defined as in

Sect.
By the definition of A-mod™", the functor of trivial action
trivy : Vectf; — A-mod™",
admits a continious right adjoint.

This right adjoint is also conservative, because by the condition on A, the essential image of the
functor triva generates A-mod™® under colimits (indeed, the essential image of (Vect))®™ 4™ along
triva generates A-mod™ 4™ ynder finite colimits).

29.3.2. The monad

inva otriva
acting on Vectfl\ commutes with right multiplication. Hence, it is given by an associative algebra in
Vectf;7 to be denoted Inv4. The underlying object of Vectfl\ identifies with inv 4 o triva(e), i.e.,

A= Hom a-moda (triv a (eO)7 triva (eA)).

Tautologically, the functor inv 4 upgrades to a functor
(29.4) invy™ : A-mod™” — Inv4 -mod.
By the Barr-Beck-Lurie theorem, the above functor (29.4) is an equivalence.

29.3.3. Let now A be a Hopf algebra in Vectfz\. This structure is equivalent to giving A-mod (or
A-mod™") a structure of monoidal category, for which the forgetful functor

A-mod™™" — Vecté\

is monoidal, in a way compatible with the right action of the braided monoidal category Vectfl\ (see
Sect. 27.2.4)). The unit in A-mod™" is given by triva (k).

Hence, the equivalence of (29.4]) induces a monoidal structure on Invs-mod, for which the unit
object is
Inva € Inva -mod.

Such a structure is equivalent to a structure on Inv4 of Es-algebra in Vectfl\, so that (M)
29.3.4. Thus, we obtain an equivalence of the corresponding (relative to Vect{;) Drinfeld centers
(29.5) Zpyr Vet (A-mod™") — Zpyr Vet (Inv 4 -mod).
29.3.5. By [Eral, Proposition 4.36] we have:
ZDr’VCct{)\ (Inva -mod) ~ Inv4 -modg,,
where the latter denotes the category of Eso-modules over the Eq-algebra Inv4 in the braided monoidal
category Vectfz\.
29.3.6. To summarize, we obtain an equivalence
(29.6) Zpyr Vet (A-mod™") ~ Inv4 -modg, .

29.4. Factorization algebras vs Eqz-algebras. We will now perform a crucial step in the transition

between 1y (G)-mod™ and Qsmall_FactMod: we will relate (a certain kind of) Eo-algebras in Vect’ and
factorization algebras in Shvga (Conf).
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29.4.1. Recall that in this section the curve X is taken to be A’ (with € X being 0 € A").

According to [Lur], to a braided monoidal category O one can attach a factorization category over
the Ran space of A', denoted Fact(O).

Futhermore, if B is an Es-algebra in O, then to it there corresponds a factorization algebra Qg in
Fact(O), and we have an equivalence between the category of Eo-modules with respect to B in O and
factorization 2g-modules in Fact(O), i.e.,

(29.7) Qp -FactMod ~ B-modg, .
29.4.2.  We take O = Vect?. In this case Fact(O) identifies with Shvgr (Grr ran).

Let now B be a (non-unital) Es-algebra Vectfl\, which is contained in Vectf;negfo. Then Qp, viewed
as an object of Shvgr (Grr,Ran), is supported on (Grr,ran)™°®. Hence, by Sect. 55.1] we can think of
Qp as a GM-twisted factorization algebra on Conf.

Furthermore, according to (5I0]), we can think of factorization Q2p-modules on Grr ran as factor-
ization Q) p-modules on Confeo.z.

Hence, (29.7)) becomes an equivalence
(29.8) Qp -FactMod ~ B-modg,,
where Q5 -FactMod denotes the category of factorization 2z-modules in Shvga (Confeo.z).

Let us write how certain functors on one side of the equivalence ([29.8)) translate to the other side.

29.4.3. Since our curve X is A', the canonical line bundle w on X is trivialized. In addition, we have
a canonical generator for the diagonal divisor A C X x X. In particular, by formulas (29.2) and (21)),
the fiber of G* at any point -z € Conf., admits a canonical trivialization.

Remark 29.4.4. It is easy to see that the gerbe G% on all of Confeo.s (and on Conf) admits a canonical
trivialization. However, these trivializations are incompatible with factorization.

o
The above trivialization of SA on Conf is also incompatible with the trivialization of SA on Conf
of Sect. I7.1.21 The discrepancy of these two trivialization is given by a non-trivial local system on

Conf (X, A"°®). This is the braiding local system of [BES| Part III, Sect. 3.1]. As a result, the twisted

o o
perverse sheaf sza117 viewed as a plain perverse sheaf on Conf (via the above trivialization of gh

specific to A') is not just the sign local system, but has a monodromy that depends on gq.

29.4.5. First off, for p € A, the functor
B-modg, — Vect} — Vect! ~ Vect,

(where the second arrow is the projection on the py-component) corresponds in terms of the equivalence
[29:8) to the composite:

I-fiber at p-z 5\
— 97

Qp-FactMod Oblv—F?“ Shvga (Confeo.z) waz = Vect.

29.4.6. Consider now the functor 25 -FactMod — Vect equal to the composite:

e The forgetful functor Qp-FactMod — Shvga (Confec.z);
e The functor of !-restriction to the subspace of non-negative real configurations

Confﬂsz C Confo.z;
e The functor of *-fiber at -z € Confﬂsz.
o The identification 9/\|u-w ~ Vect.

The corresponding functor B-modg, — Vect is the composite

e®—
B-modg, — B-mod — Vect? — Vect! ~ Vect.
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29.5. Hopf algebras vs factorization algebras. In this subsection we will supply some explicit
information on the factorization algebra Qg corresponding via ([29.7)) to the augmentation ideal in
Inv 4, where A is a Hopf algebra as in Sect. 29.3.7]

29.5.1. Let B be the augmentation ideal in Inva. Composing (29.8) with ([29.6]), we obtain an equiv-
alence

(29.9) 2D Vect (A-mod"") ~ Qp -FactMod .

29.5.2. Let us see how the obvious forgetful functors on one side of the equivalence (29.9) look on the
other side.

The functor of !-fiber at the point p -z € Conf.. on Qp -FactMod (i.e., the composite described in
Sect. 29.4.3)) corresponds to the composite

Zyr,Vect) (A-mod™™) — A-mod™ "' Vect’ — Vect” ~ Vect,

where the first arrow in the forgetful functor and the third arrow is the projection onto the y-component.

Consider now the composite functor 25 -FactMod — Vect, described in Sect.[29.4.6] It corresponds
to the forgetful functor

Zr veeta (A-mod™™) — Vect — Vect” ~ Vect,
’ q
where the second arrow is the projection onto the u-component.
29.5.3.  We have the following additional two properties of the assignment A ~» Qp:

Proposition 29.5.4.
(a) For p € A", the vector space equal to the *-fiber at u-x of Qp identifies with the —p-component
of Inv 4v, where A is the component-wise linear dual of A, viewed as a Hopf algebra in Vectf;,l.

(b) For u € A™®, the vector space equal to the *-fiber at p-x of the I-restriction of Qp to Conf® C Conf
identifies with the vector space dual to the —pu-component of A.

29.5.5. We now claim:
Corollary 29.5.6.

(a) If A is concentrated in cohomological degrees > 0 (resp., < 0), with respect to the obvious t-structure
on Vectfl\, then Qp, viewed as an object of Shvga(Conf), is concentrated in perverse cohomological
degrees > 0 (resp., < 0).

(a’) If A is concentrated in cohomological degree 0, then Qg is perverse.

(b) If A1 and Az are both concentrated in cohomological degree 0 and A1 — As is a surjective (resp.,
injective) map of Hopf algebras, then the induced map Qp, — Qp, is injective (resp., surjective).
(c) Under the assumption of (&), the equivalence [29.9) is t-exact.

Proof. For a fixed A\ € A" consider the full subcategory of Shv(X™) that consists of complexes locally
constant along the diagonal stratification. Then the functor that sends an object to the *-fiber at p - x
of its !-restriction to X3 is conservative and t-exact (in the perverse t-structure).

This implies points (a) and (b) in view of Proposition 29.5.4lb). Point (a’) is a particular case of
().

For point (c) we consider the full subcategory of Shv(X™) that consists of complexes locally constant
along the stratification given by diagonals and incidence with . Then on this subcategory, the functor
that sends an object to the *-fiber at p - x of its l-restriction to Xﬁzo is t-exact (in the perverse

t-structure).
g

29.6. The case of quantum groups. We will now combine the contents of Sects. 29.329.5] and
complete the proof of Theorem [29.2.3]
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29.6.1. We apply the above discussion to the Hopf algebra A = uq(N+). First, we claim that the
resulting factorization algebra Conf Qp on Conf identifies with Qf]ma“.

Using Corrollary 29.5.6lb), it suffices to show that the (twisted) sheaf 94, on Conf corresponding
to A’ = Uy(N)"® (resp., A’ = Uy(N)®™°) is given by extension by * (resp., !) of Q™! along the
embedding
(29.10) Conf — Conf .

We will prove the assertion regarding U, (N)™°®; the one about U, (N)** follows similarly by applying
Proposition 29.5.4a).

29.6.2. We have to show that !-fibers of Qp for B = Inva with A = U,(N)¥° are zero on the
complement to (29.10). By factorization, this is equivalent to showing that !-fibers of Qp are zero at
points p - x for p not being a negative simple root.

By Sect. 29451 we need to show that inv4(e) lives only in degrees that are negative simple roots.
However, this follows from the fact that A is free as an associative algebra on the generators in degrees
equal to simple roots.

29.6.3. Thus, the equivalence (29.8) translates in our case to the equivalence

Q! _FactMod =~ Zr,Vecth (ug(NT)-mod™™),

where the right-hand side is by definition ity (G)-mod®*"",

This establishes the equivalence of categories claimed in Theorem[29.2.3] The t-exactness property of
the above equivalence follows from Corrollary 29.5.6lc). The fact that this equivalence maps standards
to standards follows from the construction.
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APPENDIX A. WHITTAKER VS KIRILLOV MODELS

In this Appendix we will explain a device that replaces the Whittaker model when the Artin-Schreier
sheaf does not exist, e.g., in the ¢-adic context when the ground field has characteristic zero, or in the
Betti context. This device is called the Kirillov model.

A.1. The context.

A.1.1. Let Y be an algebraic stack of finite type over the ground field k. Let first Y be equipped with
an action of G,. If k is of characteristic zero and we are working with D-modules over if k is of positive
characteristic and we are working with ¢-adic sheaves, we have a well-defined full subcategory

Whit(Y) C Shv(Y)

that consists of objects that are G,-invariant against a chosen Artin-Schreier sheaf x on G, (in the
context of D-modules, x is the exponential D-module).

Le., this is the category whose objects are those F € Shv(Y) for which there ezxists an isomorphism
act™(F) 2 x X F,
whose further *-pullback along
{0} xY 2% Gy x Y
is the identity map
F~idgoact™(F) =igo (xKF) ~F.
A.1.2. The subcategory Whit(Y) C Shv(Y) has some favorable properties:

(1) It is compatible with the t-structure (i.e., is preserved by the truncation functors);

(2) For amap f: Y1 — Yo, the functors f' and f. send the categories Whit(Y1) and Whit(Y2) to
one another. Furthermore, the partially defined left adjoints of these functors, i.e., the functors
fiand f* also send Whit(Y;) to Whit(Y;) on those objects on which they are defined,;

(3) Verdier duality (which is defined on Shv(Y)'*“® see Sect. E33) sends Whit(Y) to a similarly
defined character for the opposite choice of the Artin-Schreier sheaf.

A.1.3. Assume now that we are given an extension of the action of G, on Y to an action of the
semi-direct product

Gm X Gg.

In this case we will be able to define another category, denoted Kir.(Y). This category Kir.(Y)
will be defined in an arbitrary sheaf-theoretic context (in that it does not require the existence of the
Artin-Schreier sheaf).

In the context when Artin-Schreier is defined, we will have a canonical equivalence
Kir.(Y) ~ Whit(Y).
In addition, in the context of constructible sheaves or holonomic D-modules, we will be able to define
another category, denoted Kir(Y):, and we will have also an equivalence
Kir(Y) ~ Kir.(Y).

Furthermore, restricting to locally compact objects, the Verdier duality functor on Shv(Y)'°® in-
duces an equivalence

(Kir (Y)'°°%)°P — Kir. (Y)'°°°

Remark A.1.4. That said, the category Kir.(Y) (or Kiri(Y)) does not enjoy the favorable properties of
Whit(Y) mentioned in Sect. [A 1.2l

Most importantly, for a map f : Y1 — Yo, the functors f! and f. do send Kir. (Y1) and Kir.(Y2) to
one another, but the functors fi and f* do not. The situation with Kiri(Y) is the opposite.
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A.1.5. For the purposes of this work, we take the stacks Y to be the following ones:

Recall the subschemes Y; C Gr“éfz and the subgroups Ny C £(N):p of Sect. 6] so that the action
of Nji on Yj factors through some finite-dimensional quotient Ny ;.

Consider the action of G,, on £(N)%” obtained from the adjoint action of Tha C £F(T)), on £(N)"
and the cocharacter p: G, — Taqa-

With no restriction of generality, we can assume that the subgroup Ny is preserved by this action, as
well as the kernel of the projection to Ny ;. Finally, we can assume that the restriction of the canonical
homomorphism S(N);’p — Ga to Ny factors through Ni;. Let Nj; be the kernel of the resulting
homomorphism Nj; — G,.

Set
Y= N \Yj.

By construction, Y carries a residual action of G,. In addition, we note that the action of T' C ot (7)<
on Gré’; also factors through T,4q. So we obtain a well-defined action of G,, on Yj via p, and hence on
Y.

It is easy to, however, that the above G4- and G,,-actions on Y combine to an action of the semi-
direct product G,, X Gg.

A.2. Definition of the Kirillov model.
A.2.1. Consider the category Shv(Y)®™ and its full subcategory Shv(Y)®m*Ce  The forgetful functor
(A1) Shv(Y)®m*Ce —y Shy(Y)m

admits a right adjoint, denoted Av®e, which makes the following diagram commute:

vBa
Shv(y)Em 2" Shy(y)Em*Ca

l !

Shv(y) —,  Shv(y)Ee,

where the vertical arrows are the forgetful functors.

We let Kir.(Y) be the full subcategory of Shv(Y)®™ equal to the kernel of the functor AvSe.

A.2.2. Note that the embedding
Kir. (Y) < Shv(Y)*™
admits a left adjoint, given by
(A.2) F — coFib(AVE® (F) — 7).
A.2.3. Similarly, in the constructible situation, the functor (A1l admits a left adjoint, denoted Av,®,

which makes the following diagram commute:

Gq
Shy(Y)Er ——1s Shy(Y)Em*Ce

l !

Gq

Shv(Y) —2"%  Shv(Y)Se.

We let Kiri(Y) be the full subcategory of Shv(Y)®™ equal to the kernel of the functor Av,™.
A.2.4. Note that now the embedding
Kiri(Y) < Shv(y)®m
admits a right adjoint, given by
(A.3) F = Fib(F — Av)* (F)).
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A.2.5. Tt is clear that the Verdier duality functor

((smv() o)™ - (Sh(y)®m)'oe
sends
Kir!(g)loc.c — Klr:(%) N (Shv(g)@vm)loc.c C (Shv(y)Gm)loc.c
to
Kir. (4)'°%° := Kir. (Y) N (Shv(Y)™)'°¢ ¢ (Shv(Y)®m)loe

and vice versa.
A.3. The Whittaker vs Kirillov equivalence.

A.3.1. Let us be again in the situation when the Artin-Schreier sheaf is defined. Consider the functor
(A.4) Whit(Y) — Shv(Y)®™
equal to

Whit(¥) < Shv(¥) 255 Shv(Y)®",

where the first arrow is the forgetful functor.

It is easy to see that the image of (A4) belongs to Kiri(Y) C Shv(Y)®: this follows from the fact
that the diagram

Shv(y) " Shy(y)Sr

Aan l J{Avi’a

AvEm

Shv(Y)¢e —*— Shv(Y)°m
commutes.

Hence, we obtain a functor
(A.5) Whit(Y) — Kir.(Y)
We claim:

Proposition A.3.2.
(a) The functor (ALH) is an equivalence.

(b) The (partially defined) functor AvE®X left adjoint to the embedding Whit(Y) — Shv(Y) is defined
and maps isomorphically to AvS*X[2] on the essential image of the forgetful functor Shv(Y)®m —
Shv(Y).

(c) The resulting functor

AVFQ’X
Shv(Y)®™ — Shv(Y) —— Whit(Y)
factors as
Shv(¥)® B2 Kir, (Y) — Whit(y),
and the resulting functor Kir.(Y) — Whit(Y) is the inverse of (AZ).
Proof. The proof follows from the Fourier-Deligne transform picture: we interpret the *-convolution

action of Shv(G,,) on Shv(Y) as an action of the monoidal category Shv(A') with respect to the

pointwise @ tensor product.
g
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A.3.3. In the constructible situation we have a similarly defined equivalence
(A.6) Whit(Y) — Kir(Y)
using the dual functors, i.e.,

Whit(¥) < Shv(¥) 0 Shv(y)®".

The inverse functor makes the following diagram commutative

Shv(Y)®n —S25  Kin (Y)

I l

AvGa>x
Shv(Y) ——— Whit(Y).
A.4. The *-Kirillov vs !-Kirillov equivalence.

A.4.1. Let usfirst be in the constructible situation when the Artin-Schreier sheaf is defined. Combining
the equivalences ([(AH)) and (AL6)), we obtain an equivalence

(A.7) Kir, (Y) ~ Kir(Y).
Let us describe the corresponding functors
Kir.(Y) < Kiri(Y)
explicitly.

A.4.2. Note that for any § € Shv(G.)®™, we have the well-defined endo-functors of Shv(Y)¢™

FsGxFand F s G+ T
intertwined by the forgetful functor Shv(Y)®™ — Shv(Y) with the same-named endo-functors of Shv(Y).

A.4.3. By unwinding the definitions, we obtain that the resulting functor
Kir.(Y) — Kiri(Y)
fits into the commutative diagram

ShV(H)G’" g« (e)[3]x— ShV(g)Gm

w

Kir.(Y) — Kin(Y).
The functor
Kir. (Y) + Kiri(Y)

fits into the commutative diagram

Shy(y)Sm 2T ghyy)Em

I e
Kir.(Y) «— Kin(Y).
In the above formulas j denotes the open embedding
Ga — 0 = Gg,
and e € Shv(G, — 0) stands for the constant sheaf on G, — 0.
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A.4.4. Let us now be in the constructible situation, but where the Artin-Schreier sheaf is not necessar-
ily defined. Note that the endo-functors of Shv(Y)®™ given by j.(e)[3] *— and ji(e)[3] % — respectively,
define a pair of mutually adjoint functors
(A.8) Kir.(Y) = Kiri(Y)

We claim:

Proposition A.4.5. The functors ([(A8]) are mutually inverse equivalences.

Proof. By Lefschetz principle, we can reduce to the situation when k¥ = C and the sheaf theory is
that of constructible sheaves in the classical topology with coefficients in e = C. In the latter case, we
can apply Riemann-Hilbert and thus embed our situation into that of holonomic D-modules. Now the
assertion follows from Sect. [A.4.3] above.

d
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