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BI-ORBITAL SHEAVES AND AFFINE HECKE ALGEBRAS AT ROOTS OF UNITY

WILLE LIU

Abstract. Continuing the study of perverse sheaves on the nilpotent cone of a Z/m-graded Lie algebra
initiated by Lusztig–Yun, we study in this work the parabolic induction and introduce the notion of
supercuspidal sheaves on the nilpotent cone. One of our main results shows that simple perverse sheaves
with nilpotent singular support (called bi-orbital sheaves) are produced by parabolic induction from
supercuspidal sheaves. As application, we provide a proof for a theorem announced by I. Grojnowski on
the parametrisation of simple modules of affine Hecke algebras at roots of unity via Deligne–Langlands–

Lusztig parameters with nilpotent singular support.

Introduction

Sheaf theory on graded Lie algebras. Let G be a connected reductive complex algebraic group and g

its Lie algebra. Let m ∈ Z>0 and let θ : µm → Aut(G) be a group homomorphism, where µm ⊂ C× is the
subgroup of m-th roots of unity. Then θ gives rise to a Z/m-grading on g, written g =

⊕
n∈Z/m gn with

gn = {X ∈ g | θ(ω)X = ωnX ∀ω ∈ µm}. Let G0 = (Gθ)◦ be the neutral component of the subgroup of
θ-fixed points. Fix an integer d ∈ Z\{0} and denote d = d mod m ∈ Z/m. The adjoint action of G on g

restricts to an action of G0 on gd. The G0-equivariant derived category of sheaves on the nilpotent cone
gnild = gd ∩ gnil with bounded constructible cohomology, denoted by Db

G0
(gnild ) is the object of our study.

The invariant theory of the adjoint G0-action on gd has been first studied by Vinberg [35]. This theory,
known as Vinberg’s θ-groups, reveals a rich connection with complex reflection groups. More recently,
Vinberg’s theory has drawn considerable attention for its connection with the representation theory of
p-adic groups, see [28, 6] and references therein. In view of the success of the Springer theory and the
theory of character sheaves of Lusztig, it is natural to expect that the sheaf theory on gd plays a role
in the representation theory of p-adic groups. Some observations in this sense have been made in [32,
introduction].

In [24], Lusztig and Yun discovered a uniform way to produce all the simple G0-equivariant perverse
sheaves on gnild , which generate Db

G0
(gnild ) as thick subcategory. They remarked that in contrast to the

Z-graded case studied in [22], the parabolic induction is not enough to produce all G0-equivariant simple
perverse sheaves on gnild . Instead, they introduced the notion of spiral induction and spiral restriction,
which turn out to be the right notion of induction and restriction of sheaves on Z/m-graded Lie algebras
as they produce all G0-equivariant simple perverse sheaves on gnild and share many of the features of
parabolic induction and restriction on Z-graded Lie algebras.

According to [24], there is a decomposition of triangulated category

Db
G0

(
gnild

)
=

⊕

ξ∈T

Db
G0

(
gnild

)
ξ
.

Let T be the set of systems (L, l∗,C ), called Lusztig–Yun (LY)-cuspidal support, where L is a pseudo-Levi
subgroup of (G, σ), where σ is the outer type of θ, l∗ is a Z-grading on the Lie algebra l = LieL such that
ln ⊆ gn for all n ∈ N, and C is a cuspidal local system on the open L0-orbit in ld in the sense of [22],
where L0 is the connected subgroup of G with Lie algebra l0. The set above T is the set of G0-conjugacy
classes in T. The sum of the spiral induction of the intersection complex IC(C ) with coefficients in C
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along various spirals forms an (ind-)complex I
LY in the equivariant category Db

G0
(gnild ). The subcategory

Db
G0

(gnild )ξ, called the ξ-block, is the thick subcategory generated by I
LY. The simplest example is the

principal block : it is the block associated with ξ0 = (T, t∗, δ0), where T is a maximal torus of G0 and δ0
is the skyscraper sheaf supported on 0 with fibre C.

Fix an LY-cuspidal support ξ ∈ T on gd. From a Springer-theoretic point of view, the conjecture of
[26] proven in [14] states that the simple perverse sheaves in the ξ-block are in bijective correspondence
with simple modules of a certain block of the category of integrable modules of a certain degenerate
double affine Hecke algebras (dDAHA, a.k.a. trigonometric Cherednik algebras) H, depending on ξ. The
completed extension algebra H = Hom•

G0

(
I
LY, ILY

)∧
realises a localised version of H, called spectral

completion (§A.2), which controls a block of the category of integrable modules O(H). The theory
of extension algebras studied in Chriss–Ginzburg [4] and further developed by Kato [11] allows one to
analyse the structure of the block of the category of H-modules via the geometry of gnild and the complex
I
LY. In particular, the simple H-modules are in bijective correspondence with simple constituents of ILY

and the dimension of a simple module is equal to the multiplicity of the corresponding simple factor of
I
LY. Moreover, there is a so-called standard module for each simple module of H, defined in terms of the
!-fibre of ILY at a nilpotent G0-orbit in gnild .

Deligne–Langlands correspondence at roots of unity. Let K denote the affine Hecke algebra in
the sense of [17]. In the case where the parameter of K are of infinite order, Kazhdan–Lusztig [12]
established the famous Deligne–Langlands correspondence for affine Hecke algebras: simple K-modules
are parametrised by certain G-conjugacy classes of triplets (s, z, χ) consisting of semisimple element s ∈ G,
nilpotent element z ∈ g and an irreducible representation χ of the component group of the simultaneous
stabiliser ZG(s, z) (Deligne–Langlands–Lusztig parameters), based on Ginzburg’s realisation of K via the
equivariant K-homology on the Steinberg variety over g and equivariant localisation. The proof can be
formulated in terms of equivariant perverse sheaves on a subspace of g, see [4, 20]. This theorem can
fail when the parameter of K is a root of unity. In this case, Grojnowski has announced a theorem [8,
Theorem 1] describing subset of the data (s, z, χ) which parametrise finite-dimensional K-modules. This
subset is defined in terms of a nilpotency condition on the singular support of a perverse sheaf attached
to the datum (s, z, χ). The proof of it seems to be unavailable to this day.

The set of data (s, z, χ) with a fixed s of finite-order can be viewed as simple local systems on G0-orbits
of a graded Lie algebra g∗, where the grading θ is given by the adjoint action of s. Let I

KL ∈ Db
G0

(gd)

denote the sum of parabolic induction of the constant sheaf along various θ-stable Borel subalgebras.
The semisimple complex I

KL is a special case (when ξ = ξ0) of parabolic induction from a supercuspidal
support. The completed extension algebra K = Hom•

G0
(IKL, IKL)∧ is isomorphic to a localised version

of K (with parameters at roots of unity) which accounts for a block of finite-dimensional K-modules.
Again, the theory of extension algebras implies that the simple K-modules are in bijective correspondence
with simple constituents of IKL.

The question of the relation between I
LY and I

KL arises naturally in this context. On one hand, IKL lies
in the ξ-block Db

G0
(gnild )ξ, which is generated by I

LY; on the other hand, IKL may not generate Db
G0

(gnild )ξ
as thick subcategory in general. Grojnowski’s statement [8, Theorem 1] can be reformulated in terms
of Lusztig–Yun’s theory as follows: the simple constituents of IKL are precisely the bi-orbital sheaves in
the ξ0-block. One of the objectives of the present article is to prove the following generalisation of [8,
Theorem 1]: bi-orbital sheaves are simple constituents of parabolic induction of bi-orbital supercuspidal
sheaves. The case where ξ = ξ0 recovers [8, Theorem 1].

Our approach is based on the representation theory of dDAHA. The Yoneda product provides a
(K,H)-bimodule structure on the Ext-space Hom•

G0
(ILY, IKL)∧. We define a functor

V = Hom•
G0

(ILY, IKL)∧⊗H −: H -Mod→ K -Mod .
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It is identified with the algebraic Knizhnik–Zamolodchikov functor introduced in [15]. The characteri-
sation of the kernel of V (Theorem A.4.1) and the algebraic characterisation of orbital and anti-orbital
sheaves (Proposition 6.4.1) are the key ingredients of the proof.

Main results. The first half of this article is dedicated to the study of parabolic induction and super-
cuspidal sheaves in the Z/m-graded setting. We introduce in §2.6 the Z/m-graded version of parabolic
induction and restriction. Let Π denote the set of pairs (C,L ) consisting of a nilpotent G0-orbit C ⊆ gnild

and an irreducible G0-equivariant local system L on C, defined up to isomorphism. The notion of a su-
percuspidal pair is introduced in §5.1: a pair (O,S ) ∈ Π is supercuspidal if it is annihilated by parabolic
restriction along every proper parabolic subalgebra.

Theorem A (=Theorem 5.1.2). The following conditions for the pair (O,S ) ∈ Π are equivalent:

(i) (O,S ) is a supercuspidal pair;
(ii) the orbit O is distinguished and the local system S is clean (§4.2);
(iii) (O,S ) is the primitive pair (§4.2) attached to an LY cuspidal support ξ = (L, l∗,C ) and

(ZG)
θ/ZL is finite.

A supercuspidal support on gd, introduced in §5.2 is a triplet (M,O,S ), where M ⊆ G is a θ-stable
Levi factor of a θ-stable Levi subgroup and (O,S ) is a supercuspidal pair on md. Theorem A provides a
canonical supercuspidal support attached to each LY cuspidal support, which reduces the classification
of supercuspidal sheaves to that of cuspidal local systems on a reductive group due to Lusztig [21].

Given a θ-stable parabolic subgroup Q ⊆ G let Ind
gd

qd
denote the parabolic induction along q.

Theorem B (=Theorem 5.2.3). If ζ = (M,O,S ) is a supercuspidal support attached to an LY cuspidal
support ξ ∈ T, then for every pair (C,L ) ∈ Π whose intersection complex IC(L ) lies in the ξ-block,
there exists a Z/m-graded parabolic subgroup Q ⊆ G which contains M as Levi factor such that the local
system L is a direct summand of the cohomology of the complex j!C Ind

gd
qd

IC(S ), where jC : C →֒ gnild is
the inclusion of nilpotent orbit.

In other word, even if in the Z/m-setting the parabolic induction from supercuspidal sheaves cannot
produce all simple perverse sheaves on the nilpotent cone as simple constituents, the cohomology of
“Springer fibres” with coefficients in S for various supercuspidal support still contains all local systems
on nilpotent orbits as direct summands.

The second half of this article is dedicated to the proof of the aforementioned generalisation of [8,
Theorem 1]. A simple G0-equivariant complex on gd is called bi-orbital if its singular support lies in
gnild × gnil−d ⊆ T ∗gd. The last main result is the following:

Theorem C (=Theorem 6.1.2). Let F be a G0-equivariant simple perverse sheaf on gnild . Then, F is
bi-orbital if and only if there exist a supercuspidal support (M,O,S ) and a θ-stable parabolic subgroup
Q ⊆ G with Levi factor M such that IC(S ) is bi-orbital and F is a direct summand of the perverse
cohomology of Ind

gd
qd IC(S ).

This theorem provides an approach to a question of G. Lusztig [16, 0.6(a)]: describe explicitly bi-orbital
simple perverse sheaves on gd.

We derive two consequences from Theorem C. We show in §7.1 that bi-orbital cuspidal sheaves are
necessarily supercuspidal and we prove [8, Theorem 1] in §7.2.

Related works. Perverse sheaves on Z/2-graded Lie algebras have been extensively studied from the
perspective of character sheaves on symmetric spaces. The reader is referred to [30] for an overview.

Apart from the works of Lusztig–Yun, there are recent works by Grinberg, Vilonen and Xue [7, 34,
33] about construction of cuspidal character sheaves on Z/m-graded Lie algebras. These works can be
thought of as orthogonal to the results of the present article.
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Hennecart’s result [9] about the characterisation of Lusztig’s sheaf via singular support can be viewed
as analogue of [8, Theorem 1] for affine and loop quivers.
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Convention

In the present article, all algebraic varieties are defined over a fixed algebraically field k of characteristic
0 or of prime characteristic larger than the Coxeter number of algebraic groups that are in question.

Given a (possibly non-unital) ring A, we let A -Mod denote the category of left A-modules satisfying
AM = M , A -mod the full subcategory of finitely presented modules, A -modfl the full subcategory of
modules of finite length and A -proj the full subcategory of finitely generated projective modules.

Given a linear algebraic group G, let G◦ denote the neutral component of G and ZG the centre of G.
The Lie algebra of G is denoted with the fraktur small case g and the adjoint representation is denoted by
Ad : G→ Aut(G), g 7→ Adg. We will also write Gad = Ad(G) for the adjoint group. Let H•

G = H•
G(pt,C)

denote the equivariant cohomology ring of the point.

Given a quasi-projective algebraic variety X over C equipped with a linearisable action of an alge-
braic group G, let Db

G(X) denote the Bernstein–Lunts [1] G-equivariant derived category of C-sheaves
on X with bounded constructible cohomology. For M ,N ∈ Db

G(X), we denote Homn
G(M ,N ) =

HomDb
G(X)(M ,N [n]) and Hom•

G(M ,N ) =
⊕

n∈ZHom
n
G(M ,N ), viewed as finitely generated graded

H•
G-module. We will also denote Hom•+n

G (M ,N ) = Hom•
G(M ,N [n]) for n ∈ Z. In addition, we will

write RHomG(M ,N ) for the derived Hom-space, viewed as object of the derived category of H•
G-dg-

modules. Given M ∈ Db
G(X), we write H•

G(X,M ) = Hom•
G(C,M ) for the equivariant cohomology with

coefficients in M .

We will denote by PervG(X) the category of G-equivariant perverse sheaves on X . We normalise the
perverse t-structure on Db

G(X) in such a way that the forgetful functor Db
G(X) → Db(X) is perverse

t-exact. We will denote by p
H k the k-th cohomology with respect to this perverse t-structure and

p
H • =

⊕
n∈Z

p
H n.

We let X∗(G) denote the set of cocharacters of G. We adopt the notion of fractional cocharacters
introduced in [24]:

X∗(G)Q = (X∗(G)× Z>0)/{(λ, a) ∼ (µ, b) | qλ = bµ}.

We will denote write λ/a = (λ, a). Given a rational representation G → GL(V ) and r = p/q ∈ Q

with p, q ∈ Z and q 6= 0, we will write λ/a
rV for the r-weight space of λ/a, defined as λ/a

rV =
{v ∈ V | λ(tq)v = tapv, ∀t ∈ C×}.

1. Reminder on Z/m-graded Lie algebras

We review in this section basic notions and results related to Z/m-graded Lie algebras developed in
[24, 26].

1.1. Semisimple automorphisms. In this article, G will denote a connected reductive algebraic group
unless otherwise stated. Let Out(G) = Aut(G)/Gad be the group of outer automorphisms of G. An
outer type of G of order e ≥ 1 is an injective group homomorphism σ : µe →֒ Out(G). Fix an outer type
σ of G of order e. Let µ∗

e ⊆ µe denote the subset of primitive elements and Autσ(G) the pre-image of
σ(µ∗

e
) under the quotient map Aut(G)→ Out(G). We shall recollect some results about the structure of

the pair (G, σ).
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A pinning E = (B, T, a) for G is a triplet consisting of a Borel subgroup B ⊆ G, a maximal torus
T ⊆ B and a morphism of algebraic groups a : [B,B] → Ga satisfying a condition of non-degeneracy;
let AutE(G) ⊆ Aut(G) denote the subgroup of automorphisms fixing the datum E. The set of all
pinnings of G forms a principal homogeneous Gad-space and every pinning E yields a decomposition
Aut(G) = Gad ⋊ AutE(G) and thus a canonical isomorphism AutE(G) ∼= Out(G), under which σ is
identified with a monomorphism σE : µe → AutE(G); the latter yields Autσ(G) = Gad ⋊ σE(µ

∗
e
).

Proposition 1.1.1. Given G as above and a pinning E = (B, T, a), every semisimple element of Autσ(G)
is G-conjugate to an element of the subset

Sad × σE(µ
∗
e
), where Sad = S/(S ∩ ZG) and S = (T σE )◦.

Proof. The proof of [26, 2.2.2] goes through for arbitrary connected reductive groups, see also [27, 3.2]. �

Consequently, given any semisimple element τ of Autσ(G), there exists a pinning E = (B, T, a) such
that τ ∈ Sad × σE(µ

∗
e
).

The following is also proven in [26, 2.2.2]:

Proposition 1.1.2. Given a semisimple automorphism τ ∈ Aut(G) whose image in Out(G) lies in
σ(µ∗

e
), the subgroup M = (Gτ )◦ is reductive. Moreover, if E = (B, T, a) is a pinning of G such that

τ ∈ Sad × σE(µ
∗
e
), then S is a maximal torus of M . �

Definition 1.1.3. A subgroup M of G of the form described in Proposition 1.1.2 is called a pseudo-Levi
subgroup of (G, σ); the Lie algebra of M is called a pseudo-Levi subalgebra of (g, σ).

Remark 1.1.4. Given a pseudo-Levi subgroup M of (G, σ), we can always choose a finite-order automor-
phism τ ∈ Sad × σE(µ

∗
e) such that M = (Gτ )◦.

1.2. Cyclic gradings on reductive groups. Assume now that we are given a connected reductive
group G, a positive integer m ≥ 1 and a group homomorphism

θ : µm → Aut(G).

Then, θ defines a Z/m-grading on the Lie algebra g = LieG:

g =
⊕

i∈Z/m

gi, gi =
{
x ∈ g | θ(ω)x = ωi, ∀ω ∈ µm

}
.

Let Gθ be the fixed-point subgroup. After [31, 8.1], it is known that Gθ is connected whenever G is
semisimple and simply connected; however, Gθ may be disconnected in general. We define G0 = (Gθ)◦

to be its neutral component.

Let e ∈ Z>0 be the order of the image of θ(µm) in the quotient Out(G) = Aut(G)/Gad, so that
the composite of θ with the quotient factorises through m/e : µm → µe and induces a monomorphism
σ : µe →֒ Out(G).

Proposition 1.2.1. There exists a pinning E = (B, T, a) for G satisfying the following property: set
S = (T σE )◦ and Sad = S/(ZG ∩ S) ⊆ Gad; then there exists a homomorphism θin : µm → Sad such that

θ(ω) = θin(ω)σE(ω
m/e) for every ω ∈ µm.

Proof. Choose a primitive m-th root of unity ω ∈ µ∗
m and apply Proposition 1.1.1 to the automorphism

θ(ω) ∈ Autσ(G). �
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1.3. Graded sl2-triplets. Let d ∈ Z/m. The Jacobson–Morosov theorem in the Z/m-graded setting is
proven in [24, 2.3]: given every e ∈ gnild , we can complete e into a triplet φ = (e, h, f) with h ∈ g0 and
f ∈ g−d, satisfying the standard sl2-relations [h, e] = 2e, [h, f ] = −2f and [e, f ] = h; moreover, such an
sl2-triplet gives rise to a cocharacter ι ∈ X∗(G0) which satisfies dι(1) = h.

Let C×
q = C× be a one-dimensional torus. We let C×

q act trivially on G and by weight −2 on the
Lie algebra g. Let O = AdG0 e ⊆ gnild . It follows that C×

q e = Adι(C×) e ⊂ O, so that O is stable under
the action of C×

q . Moreover, the natural inclusion G0 ⊂ G0 ×C×
q induces an isomorphism of component

groups of stabilisers of e:

(1) π0(ZG0(e))
∼= π0(ZG0×C

×
q
(e)).

1.4. Spirals and splittings. Let λ ∈ X∗

(
G0

)
Q

be a fractional cocharacter and ǫ ∈ {1,−1} a sign. We

associate to them Z-graded Lie algebras ǫpλ∗ =
⊕

n∈Z
ǫpλn, l

λ
∗ =

⊕
n∈Z l

λ
n and ǫuλ∗ =

⊕
n∈Z

ǫuλn by setting1

ǫpλn = ǫλ
≥ǫngn =

{
λ

≥ngn ǫ = 1
λ

≤ngn ǫ = −1
, lλn = λ

ngn,
ǫuλn = ǫλ

>ǫngn.

Let r ∈ Z>0 be such that λ0 = rλ ∈ X∗(G0). Pick any primitive (rm)-th root of unity ω ∈ µ∗
rm

and consider τ = θ(ωr)Ad−1
λ0(ω) ∈ Aut(G). Then, the connected fixed-point subgroup Lλ := (Gτ )◦ is a

pseudo-Levi subgroup of (G, σ) in the sense of §1.2 and it can be shown as in [24, 2.6(a)] that LieLλ = lλ∗ .
Let Lλ

0 := ZLλ(λ) be the centraliser of λ, so that Lλ
0 ⊆ G0 and LieLλ

0 = lλ0 hold. We set ǫUλ
0 = exp(ǫuλ0 )

and ǫPλ
0 = Lλ

0
ǫUλ

0 .

Definition 1.4.1. The Z-graded Lie algebra ǫpλ∗ is called the (ǫ-)spiral attached to λ. The datum lλ∗ is
called a splitting factor of ǫpλ∗ and ǫuλ∗ is called the nil-radical of ǫpλ∗ .

Let Pǫ denote the set of ǫ-spirals and let G denote the set of splitting factors of spirals. A subscript
G will sometimes be added to indicate the dependence on G when other groups with a Z/m-grading are
involved. It is clear that every spiral p∗ ∈ Pǫ determines the datum (P0, p∗, U0, u∗) and every splitting
factor l∗ ∈ G determines the datum (L,L0, l, l∗) as above.

It is shown in [24, 2.7(a)] that for every spiral p∗ ∈ Pǫ, the set of splitting factors of p∗ is a principal
homogeneous U0-space under the natural action u · l∗ = Adu l∗.

1.5. Spiral attached to a nilpotent element. Let d ∈ Z \ {0} and let z ∈ gnild be a nilpotent element.
According to §1.3, we can complete e into a graded sl2-triplet φ = (e, h, f) and it gives rise to λ ∈ X∗(G0).
It gives rise to a ǫ-spiral together with a splitting factor

p∗ = ǫp
(d/2)λ
∗ ∈ Pǫ, l∗ = l

(d/2)λ
∗ ∈ G

with ǫ = d/|d|. The spiral p∗ does not depend on the choice of φ.

The following results are proven in [24, 2.9]:

Lemma 1.5.1. The following statements hold:

(i) The orbit AdP0 e is open in pd.
(ii) ZL0(e) is a maximal reductive subgroup of ZG0(e). In particular, the inclusion ZL0(e) ⊆ ZG0(e)

induces an isomorphism π0(ZL0(e))
∼= π0

(
ZG0(e)

)
. �

1Our notation differs slightly from Lusztig–Yun [24]: our ǫpλ
∗

equals their ǫpǫλ
∗

, etc.
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1.6. θ-isotropic Levi subgroups.

Definition 1.6.1. A θ-stable Levi subgroup of G is called θ-isotropic if it is a Levi factor of a θ-stable
parabolic subgroup of G.

Proposition 1.6.2. Given a θ-stable parabolic subgroup Q of G, there exists a cocharacter λ ∈ X∗(G0)

such that the Lie algebra q = LieQ is given by q = λ
≥0g.

Proof. By Steinberg’s theorem [31, 7.5], Q admits a θ-stable Borel pair (B, T ), which is also a Borel pair
for G because Q is a parabolic subgroup. We may pick λ′ ∈ X∗(T ) such that q = λ′

≥0g. Then, since T

and Q are θ-stable, the cocharacter θ(ω) ◦ λ′ ∈ X∗(T ) for ω ∈ µm also satisfies q =
θ(ω)◦λ′

≥0 g. Therefore,

λ =
∑

ω∈µm

θ(ω) ◦ λ′ ∈ X∗(T )
θ ⊆ X∗(G0)

satisfies the requirement. �

Corollary 1.6.3. Every θ-stable parabolic subgroup of G admits a θ-stable Levi factor. �

Corollary 1.6.4. Every θ-isotropic Levi subgroup of G is of the form Gλ = ZG(λ) for some cocharacter
λ ∈ X∗(G0). Conversely, given a subtorus A ⊆ G0, the centraliser ZG(A) is a θ-isotropic Levi subgroup
of G. �

2. Sheaves on Z/m-graded Lie algebras

We review the spiral induction and restriction introduced in [24] and explain the relation between
spiral restriction and Braden’s theorem of hyperbolic restriction [2]. We then introduce the Z/m-graded
version of parabolic induction and restriction.

2.1. Setup. In this section, we fix a connected reductive algebraic group G, a map θ : µm → Aut(G)
with outer type σ : µe → Out(G), a pinning E = (B, T, a) for G provided by Proposition 1.2.1. In
addition, we fix d ∈ Z \ {0} and write d = d mod m ∈ Z/m.

We let Π denote the set of pairs (C,L ) where C ⊂ gnild is a nilpotent G0-orbit and L ∈ LocG0(C) is
an irreducible G0-equivariant local system on C, defined up to isomorphism. Given a G0-orbit C ⊆ gnild ,
irreducible local systems are equivalent to irreducible representations of the equivariant fundamental
group π

G0

1 (C, z) for any z ∈ C. The latter term is isomorphic to the component group π0(ZG0(z)) of the
stabiliser of z, which is a finite group. Moreover, the set of nilpotent orbits gnild /G0 is finite, so Π is a
finite set. Given a pair π = (C,L ), we shall write ICπ = IC(L ) for the intersection complex on gnild

with coefficients in L . From the theory of perverse sheaves, it is known that {ICπ}π∈Π forms a complete
list of representatives for the isomorphism classes of simple objects of PervG0(g

nil
d ). The isomorphism (1)

from §1.3 implies that every element of Π admits a unique (G0 × C×
q )-equivariant enhancement.

2.2. Spiral induction and restriction. Suppose we are given ǫ ∈ {±1}, an ǫ-spiral p∗ ∈ Pǫ and a
splitting factor l∗ ∈ G as in §1.4. They determine a datum (P0, p∗, L, L0, l, l∗). Fixing d ∈ Z \ {0}, we
have the following diagrams:

(2) ld
α
←− G0 ×

U0 pd
β
−→ G0 ×

P0 pd
γ
−→ gd, gd

i
←− pd

p
−→ ld.

The ǫ-spiral induction, restriction and corestriction are defined as2

Ind
gd

pd
= γ∗(β

∗)−1α∗[dim u0 + dim uη] : D
b
L0
(ld)→ Db

G0

(
gd
)

Res
gd

pd
= p!i

∗[dim uη − dim u0] : D
b
G0

(
gd
)
→ Db

L0
(ld)

res
gd

pd
= p∗i

![dim u0 − dim uη] : D
b
G0

(
gd
)
→ Db

L0
(ld).

2The cohomological shift is added to make the adjunctions cleaner.
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There are adjunctions Res
gd

pd
⊣ Ind

gd

pd
and Ind

gd

pd
⊣ res

gd

pd
. Moreover, when ǫ = d/|d|, the ǫ-spiral

induction produces complexes on the nilpotent cone:

Ind
gd

pd
: Db

L0
(ld)→ Db

G0

(
gnild

)
.

2.3. LY-cuspidal supports and decomposition. Let l∗ ∈ G be a splitting factor of spiral, O ⊆ ld an
L0-adjoint orbit and C an irreducible L0-equivariant local system on O. The pair (O,C ) on ld is called
cuspidal if it is of the form (Õ ∩ ld, C̃ |Õ∩ld

) for some cuspidal pair (Õ, C̃ ) on l in the sense of [21] and

satisfies Õ ∩ ld 6= ∅. The following properties of cuspidal pairs are proven in [22, 4.4]:

Proposition 2.3.1. Let (O,C ) be a cuspidal pair on ld. Then, the following statements hold:

(i) The orbit O is distinguished: for each z ∈ O, the group (ZL0(z)/ZL)
◦ is unipotent.

(ii) Given an sl2-triplet (e, h, f) with e ∈ O, h ∈ l0 and f ∈ l−d and the associated cocharacter
ι ∈ X∗(L0) characterised by dι(1) = h, we have

ln = ι
2n/dl, for n ∈ Z.

(iii) O coincides with the unique open L0-orbit
◦

ld ⊆ ld
(iv) The cuspidal pair (O,C ) is clean. Namely, the natural morphism jO!C → jO∗C is an isomor-

phism, where jO : O →֒ ld denotes the inclusion.

Definition 2.3.2. An LY-cuspidal support on gd is a datum (L, l∗,C ), where l∗ ∈ G, L is the pseudo-
Levi subgroup of (G, σ) whose Lie algebra is l∗ and C is a cuspidal local system on the open L0-orbit
◦

ld ⊆ ld.

An isomorphism of LY-cuspidal supports (L, l∗,C ) ∼= (L′, l′∗,C
′) is a pair (g, η) of element g ∈ G0 such

that gLg−1 = L′, Adg ln = l′n and an isomorphism η : Ad∗g C ′ ∼= C . Let T = TG denote the groupoid of
LY-cuspidal supports on gd and let T denote the set of isomorphism classes of its objects.

We define PervG0(g
nil
d )ξ to be the Serre subcategory of PervG0(g

nil
d ) generated by the constituents

of Ind
gd

pd
IC(C ) for various ǫ-spirals p∗ with ǫ = d/|d| which has l∗ ∈ G as splitting factor. We define

Db
G0

(gnild )ξ to be the full subcategory of Db
G0

(gnild ) of objects K such that p
H kK lies in PervG0(g

nil
d )ξ

for all k ∈ Z. We let Πξ ⊂ Π denote the subsets of pairs π such that ICπ ∈ PervG0(g
nil
d )ξ. These

subcategories and subset are called ξ-block.

The main result [24, 0.6] provides decompositions into blocks:

(3) Π =
⊔

ξ∈T

Πξ, PervG0

(
gnild

)
=

⊕

ξ∈T

PervG0

(
gnild

)
ξ
, Db

G0

(
gnild

)
=

⊕

ξ∈T

Db
G0

(
gnild

)
ξ
.

Note that even though the above decompositions have been proven under the assumption that G is
semisimple and simply connected, the proof works verbatim in our setting.

Remark 2.3.3. Similar decompositions exist for Z-graded reductive Lie algebras, see [22] and [24, §1].
Henceforth, given a connected reductive algebraic group L with a Z-grading l∗ on the Lie algebra l = LieL,
we will let ΠL, TL and ΠL,ξ denote the counterparts of Π, T and Πξ for (L, l∗) in the Z-graded setting.

2.4. Extension of pairs.

Lemma 2.4.1. Let (O,L ) ∈ Πξ for ξ ∈ T. Then jO!L and jO∗L lie in Db
G0

(
gnild

)
ξ
.

Proof. The decomposition of equivariant derived category yields a decomposition of complex

jO∗L
∼=

⊕

ξ′∈T

(jO∗L )ξ′ , (jO∗L )ξ′ ∈ Db
G0

(gnild )ξ′ .



BI-ORBITAL SHEAVES AND AFFINE HECKE ALGEBRAS AT ROOTS OF UNITY 9

Let ξ′ = (M ′,m′
∗,C

′) ∈ T be any LY-cuspidal support on gd such that ξ′ 6∼= ξ, we show that (jO∗C )ξ′ = 0.
Suppose that (jO∗L )ξ′ 6= 0. Let δ ∈ Z be the smallest integer such that p

H δ(jO∗L )ξ′ 6= 0. Let

F ∈ PervG0

(
gnild

)
ξ′

be a simple subobject of p
H δ(jO∗L )ξ′ 6= 0 so that

Hom
(
F , pτ≤δ(jO∗L )ξ′ [δ]

)
6= 0

holds. The distinguished triangle of perverse truncation

p
H

δ(jO∗L )ξ′ → (jO∗L )ξ′ →
pτ>δ(jO∗L )ξ′

[1]
−→

yields an injective map

Hom
(
F , pH δ(jO∗L )ξ′ [δ]

)
→ Hom

(
F , (jO∗L )ξ′ [δ]

)
= Hom(j∗OF ,L [δ]),

so the last term is non-zero, which contradicts the fact that ξ 6∼= ξ′ by [25, 13.8(a)]. Thus jO∗L =

(jO∗L )ξ ∈ Db
G0

(
gnild

)
ξ
. The statement about jO!L can be proven in a similar way. �

Lemma 2.4.2. Let Σ ⊆ gnild be a G0-stable locally closed subset and let j : Σ →֒ gnild be the inclusion.

Then the functors j∗j
∗, j!j∗, j∗j! and j!j

! preserve the subcategory Db
G0

(
gnild

)
ξ

for each ξ ∈ T.

Proof. This follows easily from Lemma 2.4.1 and [25, 13.8(a)] by dévissage. �

2.5. Hyperbolic restriction. Let ǫ ∈ {±1} and let (p∗, l∗, p
′
∗) be a triplet formed by an ǫ-spiral

p∗ a (−ǫ)-spiral p′∗ and a common splitting factor l∗ of p∗ and p′∗ such that p∗ ∩ p′∗ = l∗. Let
Db

G0
(gd)

C×
q -mon be the thick triangulated subcategory of Db

G0
(gd) generated by the image of the forgetful

functor Db
G0×C

×
q
(gd)→ Db

G0
(gd).

Proposition 2.5.1. There is an isomorphism of functors from Db
G0

(gd)
C×

q -mon to Db
L0
(ld):

Res
gd

pd
∼= res

gd

p′
d
[n],

where n = dim ud + dim u′d − dim u0 − dim u′0.

Proof. In the notation of §1.4, assume that p∗ = ǫpλ∗ and p′∗ = −ǫpλ∗ for λ ∈ X∗(G0)Q and let k ∈ Z>0

be such that kλ ∈ X∗(G0). Set ρ = (2kλ, d) : C× → G0 × C×
q , which yields a C× representation in gd.

Let C×
ρ = C× act via ρ on gd and let C± be the one-dimensional representation of C×

ρ with weight ±1.
Using [5, 1.4.7], we can identify pd as the ρ-attractor in gd and p′d as the ρ-repeller

pd = Hom(C+, gd)
C×

ρ , p′d = Hom(C−, gd)
C×

ρ .

Consider the diagram:
gd pd

p′d ld.

i

pi′

p′

The theorem of Braden [2] (see also [5]) applies to the action of ρ on gd and yields an isomorphism
p!i

∗ ∼= p′∗i
′!, whence the statement. �

By §1.3, every simple object of PervG0(g
nil
d ) has a unique (G0×C×

q )-equivariant structure. In particular,

they lie in Db
G0

(gd)
C×

q -mon. Since they generate Db
G0

(gnild ) as thick subcategory, the following proposition
holds:

Proposition 2.5.2. There is an inclusion Db
G0

(gnild ) ⊆ Db
G0

(gd)
C×

q -mon. �

In particular, Proposition 2.5.1 is applicable to the category Db
G0

(gnild ).
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2.6. Parabolic induction and restriction. Let M ⊆ G be a θ-isotropic Levi subgroup and let Q ⊆ G
be a parabolic subgroup having M as Levi factor so that Q = MV is a Levi decomposition. The Lie
subalgebras m = LieM and q = LieQ and v = LieV has a Z/m-graded restricted from g. We have the
following sequences

md
α
←− G0 ×

U0 qd
β
−→ G0 ×

Q0 qd
γ
−→ gd, gd

δ
←− qd

ε
−→ md.

The parabolic induction, restriction and corestriction are defined as

Ind
gd
qd = γ∗(β

∗)−1α∗[dim v0 + dim vd] : D
b
M0

(
md

)
→ Db

G0

(
gd
)

Res
gd

qd
= ε!δ

∗[dim vd − dim v0] : D
b
G0

(
gd
)
→ Db

M0

(
md

)

res
gd
qd = ε∗δ

![dim v0 − dim vd] : D
b
G0

(
gd
)
→ Db

M0

(
md

)

As in §2.2, there are adjunctions Res
gd

qd
⊣ Ind

gd

qd
and Ind

gd

qd
⊣ res

gd

qd
. Moreover, these functors preserve

complexes on the nilpotent cones and induce Ind
gd
qd : Db

M0

(
mnil

d

)
→ Db

G0

(
gnild

)
etc.

We state two properties of transitivity for the parabolic induction functor. In addition to the datum
(Q, V,M, q, v,m) as above, let q′ ⊆ m be a θ-stable parabolic subalgebra and let m′ ⊆ q′ be a θ-stable Levi
factor. Let q̃′ be the inverse image of q′ under the quotient map q→ m. Then we have an isomorphism
of functors

(4) Ind
gd

q̃′
d

∼= Ind
gd
qd ◦ Ind

md

q′
d
.

Let ǫ ∈ {±1} and let pM∗ ∈ Pǫ
M be an ǫ-spiral on m∗ with splitting factor l∗. For any ǫ-spiral p∗ ∈ Pǫ on

g∗ with splitting factor l∗ such that pi = pMi ⊕ vi holds for i ∈ {0, d} (such ǫ-spiral system always exists),
there is an isomorphism of functors

(5) Ind
gd

p̃d

∼= Ind
gd
qd ◦ Ind

md

pd
.

The proof of the above isomorphisms are similar to [18, 4.2].

3. Reminder on sheaf-theoretic construction of dDAHA

We recollect some basic facts from [26] about the relative affine root systems attached to an LY-
cuspidal support as well as the sheaf-theoretic construction of degenerate double affine Hecke algebras
from [14], from which we derive the indecomposability of the ξ-blocks Db

G0
(gnild )ξ.

3.1. Twisted affine root systems. Let G, σ, E = (B, T, a) and θ be as in §1.1. The action of
σE : µe → AutE(G) yields a Z/e-grading on g:

g =
⊕

i∈Z/e

g(i), g(i) =
{
z ∈ g | σE(ω)z = ωiz, ∀ω ∈ µe

}
.

Since σE centralises the torus S, we have an S-weight-space decomposition g(i) =
⊕

µ∈X∗(S) g(i)µ for
each i ∈ Z/e. Define the Z/e-graded root system relative to S = (T σ)◦:

R̃ = {(α,−i) ∈ X
∗(S)× Z/e | α 6= 0, g(i)α 6= 0}.

The set of twisted affine roots attached to (G, σ, S) is defined to be

Raf =
{
α+ (k/e)δ ∈ X

∗(S)×Qδ | (α, k mod e) ∈ R̃
}
.

When G is almost simple and simply connected, it is known (see [3, Prop 18.8]) that g(i) is a
highest-weight Gσ-representation for each i ∈ Z/e; let ϑ denote the highest weight; in this case, let
R+(Gσ, Bσ, S) ⊂ R(Gσ, S) be the set of positive roots of the root system of (Gσ, S) corresponding to the
Borel subgroup Bσ and let ∆ ⊂ R+(Gσ, Bσ, S) be the basis. We may define an affine basis ∆af ⊂ Raf

by setting ∆af = ∆ ∪ {α0}, where α0 = δ/e− ϑ. In general, we can always form an affine basis ∆af by
adjoining affine roots to a given basis of the root system R(Gσ, S).
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Define aQ = X∗(S) and a = aQ ⊗Q R. We will view a as affine space instead of vector space. Every
element α̃ = α+ (k/e)δ ∈ Raf defines on a an affine function by

α̃ : a→ R, λ 7→ 〈α, λ〉 + k/e.

We denote its zero locus by Hα̃ = α̃−1(0) ⊂ a. The family {Hα̃}α̃∈Raf defines on a a hyperplane
arrangement, the set of (open) facets of which is denoted by F = F(G, σ, S). It can be identified with
the realisation of the Coxeter complex of the affine Weyl group (W af ,∆af). Note that a facet is affine-
homeomorphic to the cartesian product of an affine space and the interior of a polysimplex. Let E be
the set of affine subspaces of a generated by elements of F.

For each α̃ = α+ (k/e)δ ∈ Raf , let sα̃ : a→ a be the reflection defined by

sα̃(λ) = λ− α̃(λ)α∨.

The affine Weyl group of the affine root system (a, Raf), denoted by W af , is the subgroup affine transforms
on a generated by {sα̃}α̃∈Raf .

3.2. Facets and spirals. Assume that the pinning E satisfies Proposition 1.2.1 and θin : µm → Gad

is the inner component of θ. We fix the choice of a cocharacter ι0 ∈ X∗(S
ad) which extends θin in the

sense that ι0 |µm= θin. Let Pǫ
S ⊆ Pǫ denote the subset of ǫ-spirals p∗ satisfying S ⊆ P0 and GS ⊆ G the

subset of splitting factors l∗ satisfying S ⊆ L0.

Proposition 3.2.1. The map F → Pǫ
S which sends a facet F ∈ F to ǫp

λy
∗ with λy = (my − ι0)/m for

any y ∈ F ∩ aQ is a well-defined bijection. Similarly, the map E → GS which sends E to lE∗ := l
λy
∗ for

any y ∈ aQ satisfying E =
⋂

y∈E′∈E E′ is a well-defined bijection.

Note that the bijections depend on the choice of ι0.

3.3. Relative affine root system. Fix an LY-cuspidal support ξ = (L, l∗,C ) ∈ T. Up to taking G0-
conjugation, we may assume that S ⊆ L0. There is an affine subspace aξ ∈ E such that l∗ = l

aξ
∗ under the

correspondence of Proposition 3.2.1. The Weyl group WL = W (L, S) can be identified with the pointwise
stabiliser StabW af (aξ) in a. The facets of a which span aξ as affine subspace are called aξ-alcoves. Let Ξ
denote the set of aξ-alcoves.

Proposition 3.3.1 ([19, §2]). The restriction

Raf |aξ
=

{
α |aξ

| α ∈ Raf , α |aξ
non-constant

}

is a (possibly non-reduced) affine root system on aξ. Moreover, the affine Weyl group of (aξ, R
af |aξ

),
denoted by W af

ξ , can be identified with NW af (WL)/WL and it acts simply transitively on Ξ. �

We let Raf
ξ ⊆ Raf |aξ

be the subset of indivisible roots, so that (aξ, Raf
ξ ) is a reduced affine root system,

called relative affine root system. The group W af
ξ defined above is called the relative affine Weyl group

for the LY-cuspidal support ξ. Recall the cocharacter ι0 ∈ X∗(S
ad) from §1.2. Set x0 = (ι0/m, 1) ∈ a

and let x ∈ aξ be the image of x0 under the orthogonal projection a → aξ and let W af
ξ,x = StabW af

ξ
(x)

denote the stabiliser of x in W af
ξ .

Let Pǫ
ξ ⊆ Pǫ

S be the set of ǫ-spirals of g∗ which have l∗ as splitting factor. We define Pǫ
ξ to be the set

of G0-conjugacy classes in Pǫ
ξ.

Proposition 3.3.2. The bijection F
∼
−→ Pǫ

S provided by Proposition 3.2.1 induces further bijections:

Ξ
∼
−→ Pǫ

ξ and Ξ/W af
ξ,x

∼
−→ Pǫ

ξ.

Proof. The first map is clearly bijective. The second follows from Lemma 3.3.3 below, which is stated
without proof in [14]. �
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Lemma 3.3.3. With the identification aξ = x + X∗(Z
◦
L) ⊗ R, the conjugacy action of NG0(Z

◦
L) on

X∗(Z
◦
L)⊗ R induces an isomorphism

NG0(Z
◦
L)/L0

∼
−→W af

ξ,x.

Proof. Given g ∈ NG0(Z
◦
L), there exists h ∈ L0 such that hgS(hg)−1 = S since S and gSg−1 are both

maximal tori of L0. In other words, the natural map

NG0(Z
◦
L) ∩NG0(S)→ NG0(Z

◦
L)/L0

is surjective. The identification a = x0 +X∗(S)⊗ R and the conjugacy action of NG0(S) on X∗(S)⊗ R

induces an isomorphism NG0(S)/S
∼= W af

x0
by [14, Corollary 4.2]; therefore, we have

(NG0(Z
◦
L) ∩NG0(S))/S = NW af (WL) ∩W af

x0
.

It remains to show that the isomorphism NW af (WL)/WL
∼
−→ W af

ξ from Proposition 3.3.1 restricts to an
isomorphism:

(6) (NW af (WL) ∩W af
x0
)/(WL ∩W af

x0
)

∼
−→W af

ξ,x.

The map in question is clearly injective. It suffices to show the surjectivity. Pick an sl2-triplet (e, h, f)

such that e ∈
◦

ld, h ∈ s = LieS and f ∈ l−d, which yields a cocharacter ι ∈ X∗(S) determined by
dι(1) = h. Proposition 2.3.1 implies that ln = ι

2n/dl holds for n ∈ Z by. Set

h∗ =
⊕

n∈Z

hn, hn = ι
2n/dgn

and let H be the pseudo-Levi subgroup of (G, σ) with LieH = h. Under Proposition 3.2.1, h∗ ∈ GS

corresponds to a subspace aH ∈ E of a, which is the common zero locus of the following subset of roots:

RH :=
{
α ∈ Raf | α(x0 − (d/2)ι) = 0

}
.

It is not hard to show that x = x0− (d/2)ι. Let WH = NH(S)/S and WL = NL(S)/S be the Weyl group
of H and L, respectively. We then have WH = W af

x and thus NWH (WL)/WL
∼= W af

ξ,x.

Choose a Z-graded Borel subalgebra b∗ ⊆ h∗ such that b∗ ∩ l∗ is a Borel subalgebra of l∗ and
b ∩ l ⊆ ι

≥0l holds. Given w ∈ W af
ξ,x, we let ẇ ∈ NWH (WL) be the unique lifting of w which is the

shortest representative of its WL-coset with respect to the simple reflections of WH corresponding to the
basis ∆ ⊆ RH attached to the Borel subalgebra b, so that ẇ(∆ ∩ RL) = ∆ ∩ RL holds. We shall show
that ẇx0 = x0, which will imply the surjectivity of (6) and complete the proof. The cocharacters ι and
ẇι are both dominant with respect to the basis ∆ ∩RL — indeed b ∩ l ⊆ ι

≥0l implies that ι is dominant
and

〈ẇι, α〉 = 〈ι, w−1α〉 ≥ 0, ∀α ∈ ∆ ∩RL

implies that ẇι is dominant. Let ẅ ∈ NH(S) ∩NH(Z◦
L) be a lifting of ẇ. The cuspidal local system C

is isomorphic to C ◦ |◦
ld

for some L-equivariant local system C ◦ on an L-orbit O◦ ⊆ l. The cuspidality of

(O◦,C ◦) implies that Adẅ preserves the orbit O◦, so that Adẅ e ∈ AdL e holds. An application of [3,
5.6.8] to the sl2-triplets (e, h, f) and (Adẅ e,Adẅ h,Adẅ f) implies that 〈ẇι, α〉 = 〈ι, α〉 holds for every
α ∈ ∆∩RL, which implies that ẇι = ι because ι and ẇι both lie in X∗([L,L]∩S). Now, ẇι = ι, ẇx = x

and x0 = x+ (d/2m)ι together imply that ẇx0 = x0 holds. �

3.4. Sheaf-theoretic realisation of double affine Hecke algebras. For the moment, we assume
additionally that G is almost simple and simply connected. Given an LY-cuspidal support ξ = (L, l∗,C ),
consider the completed extension algebra

A =
⊕

p∗,q∗∈Pǫ
ξ

Hom•
G0

(Ind
gd

pd
IC(C ), Ind

gd
qd

IC(C ))∧0 .

It is equipped with a structure of non-unital ring via the Yoneda product. Via the adjunction

Hom•
G0

(Ind
gd

pd
IC(C ), Ind

gd

qd
IC(C )) ∼= Hom•

L0
(Res

gd

qd
Ind

gd

pd
IC(C ), IC(C )),
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the H•
G0

-module structure on A factorises through the natural maps

H•
G0
→ H•

L0
→ Hom•

L0
(IC(C ), IC(C )) ∼= H•

Z◦
L
.

Lemma 3.3.3 implies that the image of the map H•
G0
→ H•

Z◦
L

coincides with the subalgebra of invariants

(H•
Z◦

L
)W

af
ξ,x . Consequently, A has a natural (H•∧

Z◦
L
)W

af
ξ,x-module structure.

On the other hand, we have a relative affine root system (aξ, R
af
ξ ) defined in §3.3 associated with ξ.

Fix a basis ∆af ⊂ Raf
ξ , which corresponds to an aξ-alcove ν and thus to the choice of spiral p∗ ∈ Pǫ

ξ

corresponding to ν (see Proposition 3.3.2). In [26], a degenerate double affine Hecke algebra Hξ for
(aξ, R

af
ξ ,∆af) is attached to ξ with a suitable set of parameters (cα)α∈Raf

ξ
, see also §A.1. The spectral

completion (§A.2) of Hξ at the point x ∈ aξ (§3.3) yields a non-unital ring Hξ = CxHξ with categorical
centre Zξ = End(idHξ -Mod). The ring Hξ has a complete orthogonal family of idempotents (1x)x∈W afx.
For each w ∈W af

ξ , let wp∗ ∈ Pǫ
ξ be the spiral corresponding to the aξ-alcove wν. The main construction

of [14] can be paraphrased as follows:

Theorem 3.4.1. Assume that G is simply connected and almost simple. There is an isomorphism of
(non-unital) rings Hξ

∼= A satisfying the following properties:

(i) It intertwines the module structures over Zξ
∼= (H•∧

Z◦
L
)W

af
ξ,x .

(ii) For each w, y ∈W af
ξ , it restricts to an isomorphism of subspaces:

1y−1xHξ1w−1x

∼
−→ Hom•

G0
(Ind

gd
wpd

IC(C ), Ind
gd
ypd

IC(C ))∧0 .

�

The following is proven in [14] as a consequence of Theorem 3.4.1:

Theorem 3.4.2. Let ǫ = d/|d|. There is a canonical bijective correspondence between Πξ and IrrHξ -mod
which attaches to π ∈ Πξ the following Hξ-module:

Lπ := cosocHξ


 ⊕

p∗∈Pǫ

Hom•
G0

(ICπ, Ind
gd

pd
IC(C ))∧0


,

�

3.5. Indecomposability of blocks. We drop now the assumption that G is simply connected and
almost simple.

Proposition 3.5.1. Given ξ = (L, l∗,C ) ∈ T and π, π′ ∈ Πξ, we have Hom•
G0

(ICπ, ICπ′) 6= 0.

Proof. Let E = (B, T, a) be a pinning for G satisfying Proposition 1.2.1. Moreover, we assume that l∗ is
S-stable. We shall reduce the question to the case where G is a simply connected almost simple group.

Step 0 (reduction to d = 1) Let c = gcd(m, d) and let a, b ∈ Z be such that ad+bm = c. Set H = Gθm/c

.
Then, the morphism

θH : µm/c → Aut(H), θH(ωc)h = θ(ωa)h for ω ∈ µm, h ∈ H

induces on a Z/(m/c)Z-grading on the Lie algebra h. Moreover, we have G0 = H0 and g±d = h±1.
Let ξH = (L ∩H, l∗ ∩ h∗,C ). It is an LY-cuspidal support on h1. We may regard π and π′ as in
ΠξH and we have

Hom•
G0

(ICπ, ICπ′) ∼= Hom•
H0

(ICπ, ICπ′).

Therefore, we may assume that d = 1.
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Step 1 (reduction to simply connected semisimple group) Let Z = ZG and G′ = [G,G]. Let G̃ be the
universal cover of G′ and g̃ = Lie G̃ its Lie algebra. We have a canonical decomposition g = g̃⊕ z.
Moreover, the map θ : µm → Aut(G) admits a unique lifting θ̃ : µm → Aut(G̃) and yields a
Z/m-grading on g̃. It induces an isomorphism g̃nil1

∼= gnil1 . Let ξ̃ = (L×G G̃, l∗ ∩ g̃∗,C ) ∈ TG̃. We
may regard π and π′ as in Πξ̃ and we have

Hom•
G0

(ICπ, ICπ′) ∼= Hom•
G̃0

(ICπ , ICπ′)⊗H•
Z0
.

Therefore, we may assume that G is semisimple and simply connected.
Step 2 (reduction to almost simple group) As G is assumed to be simply connected and semisimple, it

admits a decomposition

G = G(1) × · · · ×G(n), g = g(1) × · · · × g(n),

where G(i) is an almost simple factor of G and g(i) = LieG(i). The pinned automorphism σ
induces a permutation s ∈ Sn such that σ(G(i)) = G(s(i)) for each i ∈ [1, n]. We may order these
factors so that

s = (a1 · · · a1 − 1)(a1 · · ·a2 − 1) · · · (ar−1 · · · ar+1 − 1)

for some numbers 1 = a1 < · · · < ar+1 = n+ 1. For i ∈ [1, r], let

g[i] = g(ai) × · · · × g(ai+1−1), di = m/(ai+1 − ai).

Equip g[i] with the Z/m-grading induced by θ |g[i] and g(ai) the Z/di-grading induced by θdi |g(ai) .
It follows that there are isomorphisms:

G[i]
0
∼= G(ai)

0 , g[i]1
∼= g(ai)

1

which intertwine the adjoint actions.
Moreover, the LY-cuspidal support ξ can be decomposed ξ ∼= ξ[1] ⊠ · · · ⊠ ξ[r], where ξ[i] =

(L[i], l
[i]
∗ ,C [i]) ∈ TG(ai) with L[i] = L ∩G(ai) and l

[i]
∗ = l∗ ∩ g

(ai)
∗ .

The pairs π and π′ can also be decomposed:

π ∼= π[1]
⊠ · · ·⊠ π[r], π′ ∼= π′[1]

⊠ · · ·⊠ π′[r],

where π[i], π′[i] ∈ Πξ[i] are pairs on g(ai)
1 . The Künneth formula yields

Hom•
G0

(ICπ, ICπ′) ∼= Hom•
G(a1)

0
(ICπ[1] , ICπ′[1])⊗ · · · ⊗Hom•

G(ar)
0

(ICπ[r] , ICπ′[r]).

Therefore, we may assume furthermore that G is almost simple and simply connected.
Step 3 Set ǫ = d/|d| = 1. Choose a spiral p∗ ∈ Pǫ

ξ (resp. q∗ ∈ Pǫ
ξ) of g∗ such that ICπ (resp. ICπ′)

is a direct summand of p
H • Ind

gd

pd
IC(C ) (resp. of p

H • Ind
gd
qd

IC(C )). By Theorem 3.4.1, the
completed Ext-space

Hom•
G0

(Ind
gd

pd
IC(C ), Ind

gd
qd

IC(C ))∧0

is isomorphic to 1yHξ1x for some x, y ∈W af
ξ x. Similarly, the completed Ext-algebra

E := End•G0
(Ind

gd

pd
IC(C )⊕ Ind

gd

qd
IC(C ))∧0 .

is isomorphic to

(1x ⊕ 1y)Hξ(1x ⊕ 1y) = 1xHξ1x ⊕ 1xHξ1y ⊕ 1yHξ1x ⊕ 1yHξ1y,

which is free over Zξ. By Proposition A.3.1, the idempotent subalgebra

EK := K ⊗Zξ
E ∼= (1x ⊕ 1y)(K ⊗Zξ

Hξ)(1x ⊕ 1y)

is isomorphic to a matrix algebra over K. The spaces

Mπ := Hom•
G0

(ICπ, Ind
gd

pd
IC(C )⊕ Ind

gd

qd
IC(C ))∧0 ,

Mπ′ := Hom•
G0

(ICπ′ , Ind
gd

pd
IC(C )⊕ Ind

gd
qd

IC(C ))∧0
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are non-zero projective left E-modules by the choice of p∗ and q∗; in particular, they are free
over Zξ. Consequently, the localised modulesMπ,K andMπ′,K are non-zero. As EK is Morita-
equivalent to the base field K, we have

K ⊗Zξ
Hom•

G0
(ICπ, ICπ′)∧0

∼= HomEK (Mπ′,K ,Mπ,K) 6= 0.

Therefore, Hom•
G0

(F ,G ) 6= 0 holds.

�

Corollary 3.5.2. For each LY-cuspidal support ξ ∈ T, the ξ-block Db
G0

(gnild )ξ is an indecomposable
triangulated category.

Proof. Since Db
G0

(gnild )ξ is generated as thick subcategory by the simple perverse sheaves {ICπ}π∈Πξ
, the

indecomposability follows from Proposition 3.5.1. �

4. Study of primitive pairs

This section serves as a preparation for §5. We study the primitive pairs introduced in [24, 3.8]. The
key technical result is Proposition 4.5.1, which asserts that Π is generated by stalks of parabolically
induced complexes from primitive pairs.

4.1. A geometric lemma. We will make use of the following geometric lemma:

Lemma 4.1.1. Let λ ∈ X∗(G0)Q be a fractional cocharacter and set Uλ = exp(λ>0g0). Then, for every
integer e ∈ Z, and every x ∈ λ

egd, we have

AdG0 x ∩ (x + λ
>egd) = AdUλ

x.

Proof. Up to replacing λ and e with a positive multiple, we may assume that λ ∈ X∗(G0). The inclusion
AdUλ

x ⊆ AdG0 x∩(x+
λ
>egd) is clear. We claim that for every f ∈ Z>e and every x′ ∈ AdG0 x∩(x+

λ
≥f gd),

there exists u ∈ Uλ such that Adu x
′ ∈ x+ λ

>fgd; this will prove the lemma by induction on f . Consider
the morphism

ϕ : C→ AdG0 x ∩ (x+ λ
≥fgd), t 7→

{
t−eAdλ(t) x

′ t ∈ C×

limt→0 t
−e Adλ(t) x

′ = x t = 0
.

The power series expansion of ϕ at 0 yields

ϕ(t) ∼ x+ tf−ex′
f + o(tf−e), where x′

f = lim
s→0

s−f Adλ(s)(x
′ − x) ∈ λ

fgd.

Consequently, the element x′
f lies in the tangent space of AdG0 x at x, which equals [g0, x]. As x′

f ∈

[g0, x] ∩ λ
fgd = [λf−eg0, x], we may find X ∈ λ

f−eg0 such that x′
f = [X, x]. It follows that

Adexp(−X) x
′ = exp(− adX)x′ ∈ x′ − x′

f + λ
>fgd = x+ λ

>fgd

and exp(−X) ∈ Uλ as claimed. �

4.2. Primitive pairs and their cleanness. We keep the setup of §2.1. Let ξ = (L, l∗,C ) ∈ T be

an LY-cuspidal support on gd. Let O = AdG0

◦

ld ⊆ gnild be the G0-orbit containing
◦

ld and let z ∈
◦

ld.
By [24, 3.8(a)], it is known that the inclusion ZL0(z) ⊆ ZG0(z) induces an isomorphism on groups of
connected components. Therefore, there is a unique extension of C into a G0-local system on O, denoted
by S . The pair (O,S ), called primitive pair attached to ξ, lies in the ξ-series Πξ. The primitive pair is
characterised by the minimality of its support:

Lemma 4.2.1. Let π = (C,L ) ∈ Πξ be a pair in the ξ-block. Then, O ⊆ C holds. If C = O holds, then
π is isomorphic to (O,S ).
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Proof. Suppose first that O 6⊆ C. We have O ∩ C = ∅. Let jC : C →֒ gd denote the inclusion of orbit.
Set ǫ = d/|d| and let p∗ ∈ Pǫ be an ǫ-spiral which has l∗ as splitting factor. We may choose λ ∈ X∗(G0)

and k ∈ Z>0 such that pn =
ǫ(λ/k)
≥ǫn gn holds for n ∈ Z (§1.4). The support of the complex Res

gd

pd
jC!L is

contained in ld\
◦

ld — indeed, the image of C∩pd under the projection pd → ld is contained in C∩ld ⊆ ld\
◦

ld
because the projection pd → ld is given by

x 7→ lim
t→0

t−kdǫ Adλ(t)ǫ x

and the G0-orbit C is C×-stable (see §1.3). Thus, the cleanness of (
◦

ld,C ) provided by Proposition 2.3.1
implies that

Hom•
G0

(
jC!L , Ind

gd

pd
IC(C )

)
∼= Hom•

L0

(
Res

gd

pd
jC!L , IC(C )

)
∼= Hom•

L0

((
Res

gd

pd
jC!L

)
|◦
ld
,C [dim ld]

)
= 0.

Since jC!L ∈ Db
G0

(gd)ξ by Lemma 2.4.1 and {Ind
gd

pd
IC(C )}p∗∈Pǫ generates Db

G0
(gnild )ξ as thick subcat-

egory, it follows that jC!L = 0 and hence L = j∗CjC!L = 0, contradiction. It follows that O ⊆ C
holds.

Assume furthermore that C = O. Let p∗ be as above. The complex
(
Res

gd

pd
jO!L

)
|◦
ld

is isomorphic to

L |◦
ld

[−2D] for some D ∈ N — indeed, (
◦

ld + ud) ∩ O is an affine-space bundle over
◦

ld by Lemma 4.1.1

(with ǫλ and e = |d|). If L 6∼= S , then L |◦
ld
6∼= C . The adjunction and the cleanness of C yields

Hom•
G0

(
jO!L , Ind

gd

pd
IC(C )

)
∼= Hom•

L0

(
Res

gd

pd
jO!L , IC(C )

)
∼= Hom•

L0

(
L |◦

ld
,C [dim ld + 2D]

)
= 0.

This leads to L = 0, contradiction. It follows that L ∼= S holds. �

We say that a pair (O,S ) ∈ Π is clean if the natural morphism j!S → j∗S is an isomorphism, where
j : O →֒ gd is the inclusion of nilpotent orbit.

Proposition 4.2.2. If (O,S ) is the primitive pair attached to an LY-cuspidal support ξ, then (O,S )
is clean.

Proof. Let K = i∗i
!j!S . By Lemma 2.4.1, K lies in Db

G0
(gnild )ξ. Applying Lemma 4.2.1 to the perverse

cohomology of K , we see that K = 0 and thus i!j!S = 0. This implies the cleanness. �

4.3. Distinguished primitive pairs. Of special interest are the primitive pairs (O,S ) such that O is
distinguished. Set Z0 = ZG ∩G0.

Definition 4.3.1. An element z ∈ gd is said to be distinguished if (ZG0(z)/Z0)
◦ is a unipotent group.

A G0-orbit in gd is called distinguished if every element of it is distinguished.

Equivalently, an element z ∈ gd is distinguished if the inclusion Z0 ⊆ ZG0(z) induces a bijection

X∗(Z0)
∼
−→ X∗(ZG0(z)).

Proposition 4.3.2. Let z ∈ gnild be a distinguished nilpotent element. Then, given any l∗ ∈ G such that
z ∈ ld, the spiral p∗ attached to z (see §1.5) is the unique ǫ-spiral containing l∗ as splitting factor with
ǫ = d/|d|.

Proof. Suppose that l∗ is a splitting factor of spiral of g∗ such that z ∈ ld. Then, we may complete z
into an sl2-triplet (z, h, f) such that h ∈ l0 and f ∈ l−d. Let ι ∈ X∗(L0) be the associated cocharacter
characterised by dι(1) = h. It follows that

l′∗ =
⊕

n∈Z

l′n, l′n = ι
2n/dgn

is a splitting factor of the spiral p∗ and it contains l∗ due to Proposition 2.3.1. In particular, L is a Levi
subgroup of L′. On the other hand, the distinguishedness of e implies that ZL/Z0 is finite; hence L = L′

holds. Consequently, l∗ is a splitting factor of p∗. Fix a maximal torus S ⊆ L0 such that im ι ⊆ S. Let
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p′∗ be any ǫ-spiral having l∗ as splitting factor with ǫ = d/|d|. Since S ⊆ L0 ⊆ P ′
0, there exists ι′ ∈ X∗(S)

and q ∈ Z>0 such that

p′n = ǫι′

≥ǫqngn and ln = ι′

qngn hold for n ∈ Z.

In particular, the cocharacter λ ∈ X∗(S) defined by λ(t) = ι′(t)2ι(t)−qd centralises l and thus lies in
X∗(ZL). The finiteness of ZL/Z0 implies that λ ∈ X∗(Z0). It follows that p′∗ = p∗ holds, whence the
unicity. �

Proposition 4.3.3. Suppose that ξ = (L, l∗,C ) ∈ T is an LY-cuspidal support and that O = AdG0

◦

ld

is distinguished. Then, there is a canonical isomorphism Ind
gd

pd
IC(C ) ∼= IC(S ), where p∗ is the spiral

attached to any element e ∈
◦

ld. Moreover, the ξ-series is a singleton: Πξ = {(O,S )}.

Proof. Lemma 1.5.1 implies that Ind
gd

pd
IC(C ) ∼= IC(S )⊕K for some complex K ∈ Db

G0
(gnild )ξ concen-

trated in O\O. Lemma 4.2.1 implies that K = 0. The last statement follows from Proposition 4.3.2. �

4.4. Parabolic induction and spiral induction. Let ξ = (L, l∗,C ) ∈ T be an LY-cuspidal support
on gd. Put M = ZG(Z

◦
L). Then, M is a θ-isotropic Levi subgroup by Corollary 1.6.4. Let ΠM denote

the counterpart of the set of pairs Π on md. We may regard ξ as an LY-cuspidal support on md. Let
(O,S ) ∈ ΠM,ξ be the primitive pair on md attached to ξ. We shall relate the parabolic induction of
IC(S ) and special cases of spiral induction of IC(C ).

Lemma 4.4.1. The M0-orbit O ⊆ mnil
d is distinguished.

Proof. Let z ∈
◦

ld. By Proposition 2.3.1, (ZL0(z)/ZL)
◦ is unipotent. On the other hand, ZL/ZM

is finite and ZL0(z) is a maximal reductive subgroup of ZM0(z) by Lemma 1.5.1. It follows that
(ZM0(z)/ZM ∩M0)

◦ is unipotent, so O is distinguished. �

Set ΛL = X∗(Z
◦
L). An element µ ∈ ΛL is called regular if ZG(µ) = M holds.

Definition 4.4.2. Given a regular cocharacter µ ∈ ΛL, an ǫ-spiral p∗ ∈ Pǫ with splitting factor l∗ ∈ G

is called µ-positive if µ
>0gi ⊆ pi and µ

<0gi ∩ pi = 0 hold for i ∈ {0, d}.

Set ǫ = d/|d|. Given any regular cocharacter µ ∈ ΛL, we may choose a µ-positive ǫ-spiral p∗ of g∗
with splitting factor l∗ satisfying µ

>0gi ⊆ pi for i ∈ {0, d}. Indeed, given λ ∈ X∗(G0)Q such that l∗ = lλ∗
(in the notation of §1.4), then ǫpλ1

∗ is µ-positive for λ1 = λ+ rǫµ whenever r ∈ Z and r ≫ 0.

Proposition 4.4.3. Let µ ∈ ΛL be a regular cocharacter and p∗ ∈ Pǫ a µ-positive ǫ-spiral. Set
q = µ

≥0g and Q = exp(q) ⊆ G. Then, M is a Levi factor of Q and there is a natural isomorphism

Ind
gd
qd IC(S ) ∼= Ind

gd

pd
IC(C ).

Proof. The regularity of µ implies that M = ZG(µ) and thus M is a Levi factor of Q. Let v = µ
>0g denote

the nil-radical of q. Let pM∗ be the spiral of m∗ with splitting factor l∗ defined by

pMn = pn ∩mn for n ∈ Z.

The µ-positivity for p∗ can be rephrased as P0 = PM
0 ·V0 and pd = pMd ⊕vd. The transitivity of induction

(5) from §2.6 reads:

(7) Ind
gd

pd
∼= Ind

gd
qd ◦ Ind

md

pM
d

.

By Proposition 4.3.2, pM∗ coincides with the spiral of m∗ attached to some element of
◦

ld ⊆ O, so §1.5
implies IC(S ) ∼= Ind

md

pM
d

IC(C ), which together with (7) implies the statement. �
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4.5. Parabolic induction of distinguished primitive pairs. We keep the setup of §4.4. Given any
θ-stable parabolic subgroup Q ⊆ G with Levi decomposition Q = MV , denote by q : qd → md the
projection; then, the fibre of the induced complex Ind

gd
qd IC(S ) at z ∈ gnild is given by

(8) (Ind
gd
qd IC(S ))z = (Ind

gd
qd jO!(S ))z[dimO] ∼= RΓc(Sp

Q
z , Ṡ )[dimO + dim vd + dim v0],

where v = LieV is the Lie algebra,

SpQz =
{
gQ0 ∈ G0/Q0 | Adg−1 z ∈ q−1(O)

} p
−→ O, gQ0 7→ q(Adg−1 z)

and Ṡ = p∗S is the inverse image of S , which is a local system on SpQz . We view RΓc(Sp
Q
z , Ṡ ) as an

object of the equivariant category Db
ZG0 (z)

(pt), so that its cohomology is a module over the component

group π0(ZG0(z)) in each degree. This can be view as an analogue of the cohomology of the Springer
fibre with coefficients in a cuspidal local system, cf. [21, §6] and [20, §8]. The following proposition
generalises [23, §5.2]:

Proposition 4.5.1. Given a pair π = (C,L ) ∈ Π, the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) π lies in the ξ-block Πξ;
(ii) there exists a θ-stable parabolic subgroup Q ⊆ G containing M as Levi factor such that

Homπ0(ZG0(z))
(Lz ,H

•
c(Sp

Q
z , Ṡ )) 6= 0 for z ∈ C;

(iii) there exists a θ-stable parabolic subgroup Q ⊆ G containing M as Levi factor such that

Hom•
G0

(jC!L , Ind
gd
qd IC(S )) 6= 0.

Proof. We prove (ii) ⇒ (iii). Making use of (8), we deduce

Hom•
G0

(jC!L , Ind
gd

qd
IC(S )) ∼= Hom•+n

ZG0 (z)
(Lz,RΓc(Sp

Q
z , Ṡ )) for certain n ∈ Z.

The vanishing of H•
c(Sp

Q
z , Ṡ ) in odd degrees [25, 14.10(c)] implies that the spectral sequence

Ep,q
2 = ExtpZG0 (z)

(Lz,H
q
c(Sp

Q
z , Ṡ ))⇒ Homp+q

ZG0 (z)
(Lz,RΓc(Sp

Q
z , Ṡ ))

degenerates at E2; in particular, the non-vanishing of E0,q
2 implies that of Homq

ZG0 (z)
(Lz,RΓc(Sp

Q
z , Ṡ ))

for q ∈ Z.

The implication (iii) ⇒ (i) follows from Proposition 4.4.3, which is applicable because µ-positive ǫ-
spirals exist for every regular cocharacter µ ∈ ΛL.

We prove (i) ⇒ (ii) following the strategy of [22, §7.2] and [23, §5.2]. Assume that π ∈ Πξ. Choose
an sl2-triplet (z, h, f) with z ∈ C, h ∈ g0 and f ∈ g−d and let ι ∈ X∗(G0) be such that dι(1) = h. Let
pz ∈ Pǫ (with ǫ = d/|d|) and h∗ ∈ G be the spiral and splitting factor attached to (z, h, f) defined in
§1.5:

pzn = ι
≥2n/dgn, hn = ι

2n/dgn,

so that z ∈ hd holds in particular. Let TH and ΠH denote the counterparts of T and Π for H , see
Remark 2.3.3.

By Lemma 1.5.1, the inclusion ZH0(z) ⊆ ZG0(z) induces an isomorphism on component groups:
π0(ZH0(z))

∼= π0(ZG0(z)), the restriction L |C∩hd
is an irreducible H0-equivariant local system and

the pair π′ := (C ∩ hd,L |O∩hd
) ∈ ΠH satisfies

Ind
gd

pz
d
ICπ′

∼= ICπ ⊕K

for some K ∈ Db(gnild ) (see the arguments of [24, §7.1]). As ICπ lies in Db
G0

(gnild )ξ, the orthogonal
decomposition (3) from §2.3 implies that π′ lies in the ξ′-block for some ξ′ = (L′, l′∗,C

′) ∈ TH which is
G0-conjugate to ξ and satisfies l′∗ ⊆ h∗; therefore, up to replacing (z, h, f) and ι with a G0-conjugate,
we may assume that l∗ ⊆ h∗ holds and π′ lies in the ξ-block. Hence, there exists a Z-graded parabolic
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subalgebra p∗ ⊆ h∗ which contains l∗ as Z-graded Levi subalgebra such that the Lz-isotypic component
of the cohomology H•

c(Sp
P
z , Ċ ) is non-zero, where

SpPz =
{
gP0 ∈ H0/P0 | Adg−1 z ∈ (q1)−1(O)

} p1

−→
◦

ld, gP0 7→ q1(Adg−1 z),

q1 : pd → ld is the projection and Ċ is the inverse image (p1)∗C . Up to replacing P with aPa−1 for some
a ∈ H0, we may assume that z ∈ pd.

The θ-isotropic Levi subgroup M = ZG(Z
◦
L) satisfies M ∩H = L. Pick any θ-stable parabolic group

Q ⊆ G which contains M as Levi factor and satisfies Q ∩H = P . Taking ι-fixed points of SpQz yields an
identity of virtual representations:

(9)
∑

n∈Z

(−1)n[Hn
c (Sp

Q
z , Ṡ )] =

∑

n∈Z

(−1)n[Hn
c ((Sp

Q
z )

ι, Ṡ )].

The connected components of (SpQz )
ι can be described as follows: let g1Q0, · · · , grQ0 be a complete

list of representatives of H0-orbits in (G0/Q0)
ι, where 1 = g1, g2, · · · , gr ∈ G0. For each i ∈ {1, · · · , r},

set P i = giQg−1
i ∩ H , Li = giMg−1

i ∩ H . The Lie algebras pi = LieP i and li = LieLi are equipped
with the induced Z-gradings from h∗. Let qi : pid → lid denote the projection. The following diagram is
commutative:

qd Adgi qd pid

md Adgi md lid

q

Adgi

Adgi
◦q◦Ad−1

gi
qi

Adgi

We have (SpQ
z )

ι =
⊔

i Sp
P i

z , where

SpP
i

z =
{
aP i

0 ∈ H0/P
i
0 | Ad

−1
a z ∈ Adgi q

−1(O)
}
→֒ SpQ

e , aP i
0 7→ agiP0.

Up to renumbering, we may assume that SpP i

z is non-empty for 1 ≤ i ≤ r′ and empty for r′ < i ≤ r. For

each i ∈ {1, · · · , r′}, up to replacing gi with agi for some a ∈ H0 satisfying aP i
0 ∈ SpP

i

z , we may assume

furthermore that P i ∈ SpP i

z .

We show that Adgi O∩hd coincides with the open Li
0-orbit

◦

lid ⊆ lid for i ∈ {1, · · · , r′}. The intersection
is non-empty — indeed, Ad−1

gi z lies in q−1(O) and hence z′ := Adgi q(Ad
−1
gi z) = qi(z) lies in Adgi O∩hd.

As O is a distinguished M0-orbit, so is the conjugate Adgi O a distinguished giM0g
−1
i -orbit and thus

each element of Adgi O ∩ hd is in a distinguished Li
0-orbit. The openness of distinguished orbits in the

Z-graded setting [22, 4.3] implies that Adgi O ∩ hd coincides with the unique open Li
0-orbit

◦

lid.

We show that the adjoint action of gi induces a Z-graded isomorphism l∗
∼
−→ li∗ for i ∈ {1, · · · , r′}.

Let (z′, h′, f ′) be an sl2-triplet in l satisfying z′ ∈
◦

ld, h′ ∈ l0 and f ′ ∈ l−d and ι′ ∈ X∗(L0) such that
dι′(1) = h′. Up to replacing (z′, h′, f ′, ι′) with an L0-conjugate, we may assume that ι′ ∈ X∗(S). Then,

Adgi z
′ ∈ Adgi O ∩ hd =

◦

lid holds. On the other hand, we have Adgi z
′ ∈ Adgi

ι′

2 l =
Adgi

ι′

2 li. We may
write gi = ab with a ∈ H0 and b ∈ NG0(S), so that the image of Adb ι

′ ∈ X∗(S) commutes with that
of Ad−1

a ι = ι. Hence, we can define a cocharacter ι′′ ∈ X∗(L
i
0) by ι′′(t) = ι(t)Adgi ι

′(t−1). Now, ι′′

centralises the element z′, which lies in the distinguished Li
0-orbit

◦

lid; the distinguishedness implies that

the image of ι′′ lies in ZLi and hence lin =
Adgi

ι′

2n lin holds for n ∈ Z, which implies the claim.

For i ∈ {1, · · · , r′}, the adjoint action of gi transports the cuspidal pair (
◦

ld,C ) on ld to a cuspidal

pair (
◦

lid,C
i) on lid and (O,S ) to the distinguished primitive pair (Oi,S i) on Adgi md attached to the

LY-cuspidal support (Li, li∗,C
i). Consider

pi : SpP
i

z →
◦

lid, aP i
0 7→ qi(Ada−1 z), where qi : pid → lid is the projection.
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The restriction Ṡ |
SpPi

z
is isomorphic to Ċ i := (pi)∗C i. It follows that we have a decomposition:

H•
c((Sp

Q
z )

ι, Ṡ ) ∼=

r′⊕

i=1

H•
c(Sp

Pi
z , Ċ i) = H•

c(Sp
P
z , Ċ )⊕

r′⊕

i=2

H•
c(Sp

Pi
z , Ċ i).

It is known by [22, 7.6] and [25, 14.10(c)] that the cohomology groups H•
c(Sp

Q
z , Ṡ ) and H•

c(Sp
Pi
z , Ċ i) for

each i ∈ {1, · · · , r′} vanish in odd degrees; this parity condition and the equation (9) imply the existence
of an isomorphism in Cπ0(ZG0(z)) -mod:

⊕

n∈Z

Hn
c (Sp

Q
z , Ṡ ) ∼=

⊕

n∈Z

Hn
c (Sp

P
z , Ċ )⊕

r′⊕

i=2

⊕

n∈Z

Hn
c (Sp

Pi
z , Ċ i).

Since the right-hand side contains Lz as direct summand, so does the left-hand side. �

Remark 4.5.2. The spiral version of Proposition 4.5.1, namely that every pair π ∈ Π appears in the
fibres of the cohomology of the induced complex Ind

gd

pd
IC(C ) for some ǫ-spiral p∗ ∈ Pǫ

ξ with ǫ = d/|d|,
is an immediate consequence of [25, 13.8(a)] and the orthogonal decomposition (3). The conjunction of
Proposition 4.5.1 and Proposition 4.4.3 shows that p∗ can be chosen to be µ-positive for some regular
cocharacter µ ∈ ΛL which depends on π. This statement can be expected in view of the representation
theory of degenerate double affine Hecke algebras — namely, non-zero submodules of standard modules
are not annihilated by the Knizhnik–Zamolodchikov functors.

5. Supercuspidal pairs and supercuspidal supports

We keep the setup of §2.1. In this section, we introduce the notions of supercuspidal pairs in Π and
supercuspidal supports on gd. The objective is to prove Theorem 5.1.2, which provides useful charac-
terisations of supercuspidal pairs. It turns out that supercuspidal pairs are precisely the distinguished
primitive pairs studied in §4.3-§4.5.

5.1. Supercuspidal pairs.

Definition 5.1.1. A pair (O,S ) ∈ Π is called supercuspidal if for every θ-stable proper parabolic
subalgebra q ( g with nil-radical v, the vanishing condition

H•
c

(
O ∩

(
z + vd

)
,S |O∩(z+vd)

)
= 0

holds for every z ∈ qd.

Equivalently, (O,S ) is a supercuspidal pair if the extension jO!S ∈ Db
G0

(gnild ) is annihilated by the

parabolic restriction (2.6) along every proper θ-stable parabolic algebra of g, where jO : O →֒ gnild is the
inclusion of orbit.

Theorem 5.1.2. Given a pair π = (C,L ) ∈ Π, the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) The pair π is supercuspidal.
(ii) The G0-orbit C is distinguished (§4.3) and the local system L is clean.
(iii) There exists an LY-cuspidal support ξ = (L, l∗,C ) ∈ T such that ZL/(ZG ∩G0) is a finite group

and π is isomorphic to the primitive pair attached to ξ.

Proof of Theorem 5.1.2. Let ξ = (L, l∗,C ) ∈ T be an LY-cuspidal support such that π ∈ Πξ.

We prove (iii) ⇒ (i). Let Q ⊂ G be any θ-stable proper parabolic subgroup. There exists by
Corollary 1.6.4 a cocharacter λ ∈ X∗(G0) such that q = λ

≥0g and M = ZG(λ) is a θ-stable Levi factor of

Q. Let jC : C → gnild be the inclusion of orbit. It follows that jC!L lies in Db
G0

(
gnild

)
ξ

by Lemma 2.4.1

and thus Res
gd
qd jC!L = 0 by adjunction since no G0-conjugate of L is contained in M (otherwise, L
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would be centralised by some G0-conjugate of λ, contradicting the finiteness of ZL/(ZG∩G0)). It follows
that π is supercuspidal.

We prove (ii) ⇒ (iii). Let (O,S ) ∈ Πξ be the primitive pair on gd attached to ξ, which is clean by
Proposition 4.2.2. If C 6= O, then the cleanness of S and L implies that

Hom•
G0

(ICπ, IC(S )) ∼= Hom•+dimO−dimC
G0

(jC!L , jO∗S ) = 0,

which contradicts Proposition 3.5.1; hence C = O holds and π ∼= (O,S ) by Lemma 4.2.1. The distin-
guishness of the orbit C implies that L is semisimple.

We prove (i) ⇒ (ii). Set M = ZG(Z
◦
L) and let (O,S ) ∈ ΠM be the primitive pair on md attached to

ξ. By Proposition 4.5.1(i)⇒(iii), there exists a θ-stable parabolic subgroup Q ⊆ G which contains M as
Levi factor such that

(10) Hom•
G0

(jC!L , Ind
gd

qd
IC(S )) 6= 0.

The adjunction (§2.6) implies that Res
gd
qd jC!L 6= 0. Then, the supercuspidality of π implies that

M = Q = G holds. In particular, O is a distinguished G0-orbit. Consequently, (10) implies j!C IC(S ) 6= 0
and the cleanness of (O,S ) shown in Proposition 4.2.2 implies that C = O implies. Then, Lemma 4.2.1
implies that π ∼= (O,S ) holds. Hence, C = O is distinguished and π is clean. �

5.2. Supercuspidal supports.

Definition 5.2.1. A supercuspidal support on gd is a triplet (M,O,S ), where M ⊆ G is a θ-isotropic
Levi subgroup and (O,S ) ∈ ΠM is a supercuspidal pair on md.

Two supports (M,O,S ) ∼= (M ′,O′,S ′) are said to be G0-conjugate if there exists a pair (g, η)
consisting of an element g ∈ G0 such that gMg−1 = M ′, Adg O = O′ and an isomorphism η : g∗S ′ ∼= S .

Given an LY-cuspidal support ξ = (L, l∗,C ), put M = ZG(Z
◦
L) and let (O,S ) be the primitive pair on

md attached to ξ. Then, Theorem 5.1.2 implies that (O,S ) is a supercuspidal pair on md and, conversely,
every supercuspidal support arises this way. We call ζ = (M,O,S ) the supercuspidal support attached
to ξ.

Let ζ = (M,O,S ) be a supercuspidal support on gd. In view of the cleanness (Theorem 5.1.2) of S ,
we have j!S [dimO] ∼= IC(C ) ∼= j∗S [dimO], where j : O →֒ md is the inclusion.

Definition 5.2.2. Given a supercuspidal support ζ = (M,O,S ), we say that ζ is a supercuspidal support
of a pair (C,L ) ∈ Π if there exists a θ-stable parabolic subgroup Q ⊆ G with Levi decomposition
Q = MV such that the following holds:

Homπ0(ZG0 (z))

(
Lz,H

•
c(Sp

Q
z , Ṡ )

)
6= 0 ∀z ∈ C,

where
SpQz =

{
gQ0 ∈ G0/Q0 | Adg−1 z ∈ q−1(O)

} p
−→ O, gQ0 7→ q(Adg−1 z),

q : qd → md is the projection and Ṡ = p∗S .

Theorem 5.2.3. Let ξ ∈ T be an LY-cuspidal support and let ζ be the supercuspidal support attached to
ξ. Then, ζ is a supercuspidal support a pair π ∈ Π if and only if π lies in the ξ-block Πξ.

Proof. The statements follow immediately from Theorem 5.1.2 and Proposition 4.5.1. �

In particular, the supercuspidal support of a pair (C,L ) ∈ Π is unique up to G0-conjugacy.

Example 5.2.4 (Principal block). Choose a pinning E = (B, T, a) as in §1.2 and set S = (T σE )◦.
Consider the LY-cuspidal support ξ0 = (S, s∗, δ0), where s∗ is the trivial Z-grading on s = LieS and
δ0 is the constant sheaf with coefficients in C on sd = 0. The supercuspidal support attached to ξ0 is
ζ0 = (T, 0, δ0). Given z ∈ gnild , let

(G/B)θz = {gB ∈ G/B | Adg−1 z ∈ b; ∀ω ∈ µm, g−1θ(ω)(g) ∈ B}.
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There is an isomorphism
⊔

gB∈(G/B)θ

SpgBg−1

z
∼
−→ (G/B)θz , h(gBg−1) 7→ hgB.

Therefore, the simple constituents of H•((G/B)θz ,C) for various z form the principal series Πξ. They
recover the set of Deligne–Langlands–Lusztig parameters studied in [12].

6. Characterisation of bi-orbital sheaves

In this section, we study bi-orbital sheaves on a graded Lie algebra. The main theorem, which
characterises the bi-orbital sheaves as parabolically induced from bi-orbital supercuspidal sheaves, is
stated in §6.1 and proven in §6.5. We shall apply the generalised Springer correspondence to relate
sheaves with modules of degenerate double affine Hecke algebras and then characterise bi-orbital sheaves
via the algebraic Knizhnik–Zamolodchikov functor.

6.1. Main theorem. Keep the setup of §2.1. We shall make use of the Fourier–Sato transform on gd,
which is an involutive equivalence on C×

q -monodromic complexes (§2.5):

FS : Db
G0

(gn)
C×

q -mon ∼
−→ Db

G0
(g−n)

C×
q -mon

for each n ∈ Z/m, see [10, §3.7].

Definition 6.1.1. A simple perverse sheaf F ∈ Irr PervG0(gd) is called orbital if F is concentrated
in gnild ; it is called anti-orbital if its Fourier–Sato transform FS(F ) is concentrated in gnil−d; it is called
bi-orbital if it is both orbital and anti-orbital.

Since suppFS(F ) for a monodromic sheaf F equals the image of the singular support SS(F ) under
the projection gd×g−d → g−d the bi-orbital condition for F is equivalent to that SS(F ) lies in gnild ×g

nil
−d.

Let Πnil ⊆ Π denote the subset of pairs π ∈ Π such that ICπ is bi-orbital. The main theorem is the
following:

Theorem 6.1.2. Let π ∈ Π. Then, π ∈ Πnil holds if and only if there exist a supercuspidal support
(M,O,S ) and a θ-stable parabolic subgroup Q ⊆ G containing M as Levi factor such that (O,S ) ∈ Πnil

M

holds and ICπ is a direct summand of the perverse cohomology of Ind
gd
qd IC(S ).

The proof of Theorem 6.1.2 will occupy the rest of the section.

Remark 6.1.3. Let ξ ∈ T with supercuspidal pair (O,S ) ∈ ΠM,ξ attached to ξ. Note that even if IC(S )
is bi-orbital, there can be non-bi-orbital sheaves in the same block, namely that Πnil

ξ ⊂ Πξ may not hold.
Theorem 6.1.2 means that bi-orbital sheaves are exactly the simple constituents of parabolic induction
from bi-orbital supercuspidal sheaves.

6.2. Relative finite root system. Fix ξ ∈ T. We describe the finite root system which underlies the
relative affine root system (aξ, R

af
ξ ) introduced in §3.3. Let ζ = (M,O,S ) be the supercuspidal support

attached to ξ. In particular, M = ZG(Z
◦
L) is the smallest Levi subgroup of G containing L and (O,S )

is the primitive pair attached to ξ. Set eζ,Q = X∗(Z
◦
L)Q and eζ = eζ,Q ⊗ R. Then, aξ is a principal

homogeneous eζ-space under the action of translations. For each relative affine root α ∈ Raf
ξ , let α̇ be its

derivative, considered as element of the dual vector space e∗ζ of eζ . Define

Rζ =
{
α̇ ∈ e∗ζ | α ∈ Raf

ξ

}
.

Then, (eζ , Rζ) is the underlying finite root system of (aξ, R
af
ξ ). Let Wζ denote its Weyl group. The

elements of W af
ξ which act as translations on aξ form a free abelian group Λξ. It can be shown that Λξ

is a subgroup of X∗(Z
◦
L). There is a canonical isomorphism W af

ξ /Λξ
∼= Wζ . Under the quotient map

p : W af
ξ → Wζ , the stabiliser W af

ξ,x is mapped injectively into Wζ . Then, Lemma 3.3.3 implies that

(11) p(W af
ξ,x)
∼= NG0(Z

◦
L)/M0.
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The following is immediate from Lemma 3.3.3:

Lemma 6.2.1. The conjugacy action of NG0(Z
◦
L) on eζ induces an isomorphism NG0(Z

◦
L)/M0

∼=
p(W af

ξ,x). �

Let Qζ denote the set of θ-stable parabolic subalgebra q of g which contains m as Levi factor, indexed
by the set of Weyl chambers of the root system (aξ, Rξ). The group p(W af

ξ,x) acts eζ and induces an action
on Qζ via (11). Let Qζ denote the set of p(W af

ξ,x)-orbits, or equivalently (due to Lemma 6.2.1), the set
of G0-conjugacy classes in Qζ .

6.3. Sheaf-theoretic realisation of V. Assume for the moment that G is simply connected and almost
simple. Set ǫ = d/|d|. Recall the dDAHA Hξ attached to ξ from §3.4. The sheaf-theoretic realisation
of the spectral completion Hξ = CxHξ provided by Theorem 3.4.1 allows us to express the algebraic KZ
functor V (see §A.4) in sheaf-theoretic terms. Set

PV =
⊕

q∈Qζ

⊕

p∗∈Pǫ
ξ

Hom•
G0

(Ind
gd
qd

IC(S ), Ind
gd

pd
IC(C ))∧0 .

Via Theorem 3.4.1, PV acquires an Hξ-module structure. Recall the idempotent 1V ∈ Hξ introduced in
§A.4.

Proposition 6.3.1. Assume that G is simply connected and almost simple. Then, there is a canonical
isomorphism of Hξ-modules PV

∼= Hξ1V. In other words, PV is a compact projective Hξ-module and the
algebraic KZ functor V is isomorphic to HomHξ

(PV,−).

Proof. We view Λξ as subgroup of X∗(Z
◦
L). Fix α0 ∈ ∆af such that ∆ = {α̇ | α ∈ ∆af \ {α0}} is a

basis for (eζ , Rζ). Let γ ∈ Λξ be an element such that 〈γ, α〉 ≫ 0 for every α ∈ ∆. Write t−γ ∈ W af
ξ

for the image of −γ under the inclusion Λξ ⊆ W af
ξ described in §6.2. Given w ∈ Wζ , the ǫ-spiral w̃p∗

with w̃ = wt−γ is (−wγ)-positive in the sense of §4.4.2. Consequently, setting wq = wγ
≤0g, we have by

Proposition 4.4.3
Ind

gd

w̃pd
IC(C ) ∼= Ind

gd
wqd

IC(S ).

It follows that

PV =
⊕

q∈Qζ

⊕

p∗∈Pǫ
ξ

Hom•
G0

(Ind
gd

qd
IC(S ), Ind

gd

pd
IC(C ))∧0

∼=
⊕

w∈p(W af
ξ,x)\Wζ

⊕

y∈W af
ξ,x\W

af
ξ

Hom•
G0

(Ind
gd

w̃pd
IC(C ), Ind

gd
ypd

IC(C ))∧0
∼= Hξ1V.

�

We obtain an algebraic characterisation for parabolically induced sheaves :

Corollary 6.3.2. Let π ∈ Πξ. Then, ICπ is a direct summand of p
H • Ind

gd

qd
IC(S ) for some q ∈ Qζ if

and only if the simple module Lπ ∈ Hξ -mod attached to π under Theorem 3.4.2 satisfies V(Lπ) 6= 0.

6.4. Projective and relatively injective modules. Set ǫ = d/|d|. Consider the subcategories
Hξ -proj ⊂ Hξ -Mod and Hξ -injZξ

⊂ Hξ -Mod from §A.4. The same definitions apply to the oppo-
site Hop

ξ .

Given F ∈ Db
G0

(gd), we set

MF =
⊕

p∗∈Pǫ
ξ

Hom•
G0

(F , Ind
gd

pd
IC(C ))∧ ∈ Hξ -Mod,

NF =
⊕

p∗∈Pǫ
ξ

Hom•
G0

(Ind
gd

pd
IC(C ),F )∧ ∈ Hop

ξ -Mod,
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where the Hξ-module structure is given by the Yoneda product.

Proposition 6.4.1. For every simple orbital sheaf F ∈ Irr PervG0(g
nil
d )ξ, we have MF ∈ Hξ -proj and

NF ∈ H
op
ξ -proj. For every simple anti-orbital sheaf F ∈ Irr PervG0(gd)

nil
ξ , we have MF ∈ Hξ -injZξ

and NF ∈ H
op
ξ -injZξ

.

Proof. Let F ∈ Irr PervG0(g
nil
d )ξ. Then, there exists p∗ ∈ Pǫ

ξ such that F is a direct summand of

the perverse cohomology of Ind
gd

pd
IC(C ). It follows that MF is a direct summand of Hξ. Therefore

MF ∈ Hξ -proj holds. Similar arguments show that NF ∈ H
op
ξ -proj holds.

Let F ∈ Irr PervG0(gd)
nil
ξ . Then, there exists p′∗ ∈ P−ǫ

ξ such that F is a direct summand of the

perverse cohomology of the (−ǫ)-spirally induced complex G := Ind
gd

p′
d
IC(C ). Lemma 6.4.2 below implies

that MG ∈ Hξ -injZξ
holds. �

Lemma 6.4.2. Let p′∗ ∈ Pǫ
ξ and p′′∗ ∈ P−ǫ

ξ be opposite spirals. Put G = Ind
gd

p′
d
IC(C ) and G ′ =

Ind
gd

p′′
d
IC(C ). Then, are canonical isomorphisms in Hop

ξ -Mod:

M∨
G :=

⊕

x∈W af
ξ x

HomZξ
(MG 1x,Zξ) ∼= NG ′ , M∨

G ′
∼= NG .

Proof. For any F ∈ Db
G0

(gnild )ξ, we have isomorphisms:

Hom•
G0

(G ,F ) ∼= Hom•
L0
(IC(C ), res

gd

p′
d
F ) ∼= Hom•

L0
(res

gd

p′
d
F , IC(C ))∨

∼= Hom•
L0
(Res

gd

p′′
d

F , IC(C ))∨ ∼= Hom•
G0

(F ,G ′)∨,

where the first one and the last one are due to adjunction, the second one Lemma 6.4.3 below, the
third one Proposition 2.5.1. Since these isomorphisms are functorial in F , we obtain the isomorphism
M∨

G
∼= NG ′ by summing over F = Ind

gd

pd
IC(C ) for p∗ ∈ Pǫ

ξ. The proof of the other isomorphism is
similar. �

Lemma 6.4.3. Set S = (H•
Z◦

L
)W

af
ξ,x , regarded as commutative formal differential graded algebra. There

is a bi-functorial isomorphism in DG(S):

RHomL0(F ,G ) ∼= RHomS(RHomL0(G ,F ),S[−2D])

some D ∈ N.

Proof. Let B = H•
Z◦

L
. The arguments of [29, Proposition 2.4] apply for Z-graded Lie algebras l∗ and show

that there is an equivalence of triangulated categories:

(12) Db
L0
(lη)ξ ∼= DG(B),

where DG(B) is the derived category of finitely generated dg-modules over B. As Z◦
L is a torus, B is

a graded polynomial ring with generators in degree 2. As W af
ξ,x acts on aξ by reflections, the invariant

subalgebra S is a graded polynomial ring and B is a symmetric algebra over S with trace map τ : B → S,
which is homogeneous of degree −2D, where D = #{α ∈ Raf

ξ | α(x) = 0}/2.

Suppose that M,N are semi-free dg-modules over B. The trace pairing

Hom•
B(M,N)×Hom•

B(N,M)→ Hom•
B(N,N)

tr
−→ B

τ
−→ S[−2D]

induces a quasi-isomorphism Hom•
B(M,N) → Hom•

S(Hom
•
B(N,M),S[−2D]). Via the equivalence (12),

it produces the required isomorphism. �
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6.5. Proof of Theorem 6.1.2. The “if” part is due to the fact that the parabolic induction preserves
complexes on the nilpotent cone and commutes with the Fourier–Sato transform, see §2.6. We prove the
“only if” part. Assume that ICπ is bi-orbital.

Similar arguments as in the proof of Proposition 3.5.1 reduce the problem to the case where d = 1
and G is simply connected and almost simple. Under this assumption, we may apply the results of
§3.4 and §6.3. Let ξ ∈ T be an LY-cuspidal support such that π ∈ Πξ and let Hξ be the spectral
completion of degenerate double affine Hecke algebra attached to ξ (§3.4). Proposition 6.4.1 implies that
Mπ := MICπ

lies in Hξ -proj∩Hξ -injZξ
. By Theorem A.4.1, this condition implies that the cosocle

Lπ = cosocHξ
(Mπ) ∈ Hξ -mod satisfies V(Lπ) 6= 0. Hence, Corollary 6.3.2 implies that ICπ is a direct

summand of the perverse cohomology of Ind
g1
q1 IC(S ) for some q ∈ Qζ .

It remains to show that IC(S ) is bi-orbital. Indeed, the adjunction yields

Hom•
M0

(Res
g1
q1 ICπ, IC(S )) ∼= Hom•

M0
(ICπ, Ind

g1
q1 IC(S )) 6= 0,

so that IC(S ) is a direct summand of p
H • Res

g1
q1 ICπ by Proposition 4.3.3. Since

FS
(
Res

g1
q1 ICπ

)
∼= Res

g−1
q−1 FS(ICπ) ∈ Db

M0
(mnil

−1),

it follows that IC(S ) is bi-orbital. �

7. Applications

We derive some consequences from the main results Theorem 5.1.2 and Theorem 6.1.2.

7.1. Bi-orbital cuspidal pairs. We keep the setup of §2.1. Let Db
G0

(gnild )old be the thick subcategory

of Db
G0

(gnild ) generated by the image of the parabolic induction functor (§2.6)

Ind
gd
qd : Db

M0
(mnil

d )→ Db
G0

(gnild )

along every θ-stable proper parabolic subalgebra q ⊂ g and from any θ-stable Levi factor m ⊆ q. We call
a pair π ∈ Π cuspidal if ICπ does not lie in Db

G0
(gd)

old.

From Theorem 5.1.2, it is known that supercuspidal pairs are cuspidal. The converse is true under
the bi-orbital condition (§6.1):

Theorem 7.1.1. Every cuspidal pair in Πnil is supercuspidal.

Proof. Suppose that π ∈ Πnil is cuspidal. Then, Theorem 6.1.2 shows that there exists a supercuspidal
support ζ = (M,O,S ) on gd satisfying (O,S ) ∈ Πnil

M and a parabolic subalgebra q ∈ Qζ such that ICπ

is a direct summand of p
H • Ind

gd
qd IC(S ), so it lies in the thick subcategory generated by Ind

gd
qd IC(S ).

The cuspidality of π implies that q = g holds and it follows that ICπ
∼= IC(S ). �

Remark 7.1.2. Cuspidal pairs may not be supercuspidal in general. The former has been studied in [34,
33]. In a forthcoming joint work with Tsai C.-C., Xue T. and K. Vilonen, we will show that every cuspidal
sheaf (namely, IC-extension of a cuspidal pair) on a Z/m-graded Lie algebra arises from a nearby-cycle
construction which takes bi-orbital supercuspidal sheaves as input. The nearby-cycle functor increases
the semisimple part of the singular support of a cuspidal sheaf as result. Theorem 7.1.1 can therefore be
regarded as the base case in our classification of cuspidal sheaves.

7.2. Affine Hecke algebras at roots of unity. In the rest of this section, let G be a connected complex
reductive group. Choose a Borel pair (B, T ) for G. Let g = LieG, b = LieB and t = LieT denote the
corresponding Lie algebras and set

ġ =
{
(gB, z) ∈ G/B × g | Ad−1

g z ∈ [b, b]
}
,

g̈ =
{
(gB, g′B, z) ∈ G/B ×G/B × g | Ad−1

g z ∈ [b, b], Ad−1
g′ z ∈ [b, b]

}
= ġ×g ġ.
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There is an action of G× C× on ġ and g̈ by:

((h, r), (gB, z)) 7→ (hgB, r−1 Adh z), ((h, r), (gB, gB′, z)) 7→ (hgB, hg′B, r−1 Adh z).

The fixed point subvarieties of a pair (s, q) ∈ T × C× in g, ġ and g̈ under this action are given by

gsq = {z ∈ g | Ads z = qz}, (G/B)s =
{
gB ∈ G/B | g−1sg ∈ B

}
,

ġsq = ġ ∩ ((G/B)s ∩ gsq), g̈sq = ġsq ×gs
q
ġsq.

They are stable under the action of the subgroup Gs × C× = ZG(s) × C× ⊆ G × C×. Given any
z ∈ gsq ∩ gnil, the centraliser Gs

z = ZG(s, z) acts by left multiplication on the Springer fibre

(G/B)sz =
{
gB ∈ (G/B)s | Adg−1 z ∈ b

}
,

inducing an action of the component group π0(G
s
z) on the cohomology group H•((G/B)sz).

Lemma 7.2.1. Let (s, q) ∈ T ×C× and assume that q 6= 1 and Gs is connected. Then, given an element
z ∈ gsq ∩ gnil and a character χ ∈ π0(G

s
z)

∧, the following conditions for (s, χ) are equivalent:

(i) The χ-isotypic component of the π0(G
s
z)-action on H•((G/B)sz) is non-zero and the intersection

complex ICχ with coefficients in χ has nilpotent singular support:

SS(ICχ) ⊆ (gsq × gsq−1) ∩ (gnil × gnil).

(ii) ICχ is a direct summand of p
H •πs

∗C, where πs : ġsq → gsq is the projection.

Proof. If q is not a root of unity, then gsq±1 ⊆ gnil holds, so the statement is reduced to the main theorem
of [12]. We assume therefore that q is a root of unity of order m ∈ Z≥1.

We treat first the case where sm ∈ ZG holds. In this case, we may find a cocharacter ι : C× → Gad =
G/ZG such that ι(q) = Ads. We pick a ι-stable Borel pair (B, T ) of G. Let θ = ι |µm be the restriction.
Then, θ yields a Z/m-grading on G as in §1.2 and ξ0 = (T, t∗, δ0) ∈ T is an LY-cuspidal support. We see
readily that gsq = g1 and Gs = G0 hold. We are in the situation of Example 5.2.4 and (G/B)θ = (G/B)s.
Let Lχ denote the G0-equivariant local system given by (Lχ)z = χ. Then, Theorem 5.2.3 implies that
(AdG0 z,Lχ) lies in Πξ0 if and only if the χ-isotypic component of the Gs

z-action on H•((G/B)sz) is
non-zero. The statement follows from Theorem 6.1.2.

In the general case where s ∈ T may not satisfy sm ∈ ZG, we consider

H = ZG(s
m), BH = B ∩H, h := LieH =

⊕

ω∈µm

gsω.

We have, gsq±1 = hsq±1 and Gs = Hs hold. We define the analogue of ġ for h:

ḣ =
{
(hBH , z) ∈ (H/BH)× h | Ad−1

h z ∈ [b, b] ∩ h
}
.

The varieties of fixed points (H/BH)s and ḣsq are defined in a similar manner. As sm ∈ ZH , the previous
case applies to H , so that the conditions (i) and (ii) are equivalent for the datum (H, z, χ).

Choose a lifting ẇ ∈ NG(T ) for every w ∈W (G, T ) = NG(T )/T and set

Σ = {ẇ | w ∈W (G, T ), ẇBẇ−1 ∩H = BH} ⊆ NG(T ).

Then, there are Gs-equivariant morphisms

ḣsq × Σ ġsq

hsq gsq,

ρ

∼

πs
H◦pr1 πs

=

ρ(hBH , z, ẇ) = (hẇB, z)
πs(gB, z) = z
πs
H(hBH , z) = z,
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where ρ is an isomorphism. This diagram induces isomorphisms

HomGs
z
(χ,H•((G/B)sz))

∼= HomHs
z
(χ,H•((H/BH)sz))⊗ CΣ

p
H

•πs
∗C
∼= p

H
•πs

H∗C⊗ CΣ.

From these isomorphisms we deduce that the condition (i) for (G, z, χ) is equivalent to (i) for (H, z, χ)
and (ii) for (G, z, χ) equivalent to (ii) for (H, z, χ). This concludes the proof. �

In the rest of this section, we assume furthermore that the derived subgroup [G,G] is simply connected
and semisimple. Let R = R(G, T ) be the set of roots, ∆ ⊆ R the basis attached to B and W =
NG(T )/T the Weyl group generated by the simple reflections {sα}α∈∆. The affine Hecke algebra K

attached to G with parameter q := exp(2πi(η/m)) is the unital associative algebra over C generated by
{Xµ}µ∈X∗(T ) ∪ {Tw}w∈W subject to the following relations:

X0 = 1; XµXν = Xµ+ν , ∀µ, ν ∈ X
∗(T );

TwTy = Twy ∀w, y ∈W such that ℓ(wy) = ℓ(w) + ℓ(y);

(Tα − q)(T + 1) = 0, ∀α ∈ ∆, where Tα = Tsα ;

TαX
µ −Xsα(µ)Tα = (q − 1)(Xµ −Xsα(µ))/(1−X−α), ∀α ∈ ∆, ∀µ ∈ X

∗(T ).

The Deligne–Langlands correspondence for affine Hecke algebras proven by Kazhdan–Lusztig [12] makes
use of a ring isomorphism

(13) Ks = C[T/W ]∧[s] ⊗C[T/W ] K
∼
−→ KGs

0 (g̈sq)
∧
1 , [s] = Ws ∈ T/W.

The bivariant Riemann–Roch theorem yields an isomorphism

(14) KGs

0 (g̈sq)
∧
1
∼= HGs

∗ (g̈sq)
∧
0 .

Via the homomorphisms (13) and (14) one obtains an action of the affine Hecke algebra K on the
cohomology group H•((G/B)sz ,C) for every z ∈ gnil ∩ gsq, called Springer action, which commutes with
the Gs

z-action. For (s, q) ∈ T×C×, let Πnil
s,q denote the set of Gs-conjugacy classes of pairs (z, χ) satisfying

condition (i) of Lemma 7.2.1 and for each (z, χ) ∈ Πnil
s,q, we set

∆z,χ = HomGs
z
(χ,H•((G/B)sz ,C)) ∈ K -mods .

Let cosocK ∆z,χ denote the cosocle of ∆z,χ as K-module.

Theorem 7.2.2. For q 6= 1 and s ∈ T , the Springer action of K with parameter q induces a bijection

Πnil
s,q

∼
−→ IrrK -mods, (z, χ) 7→ cosocK ∆z,χ.

Proof. Let E = End•Gs(πs
∗C)

∧
0 denote the completed extension algebra. The general theory of extension

algebras [4, §8] implies that there is a ring isomorphism E ∼= HGs

• (g̈sq)
∧
0 and the assignment

F 7→ cosocE Hom
•
Gs(F , πs

∗C)
∧
0 = HomGs(F , pH •πs

∗C)

is a bijection from the set of (isomorphism classes of) simple constituents of p
H •πs

∗C to the set of simple
E-modules. The simple connectedness of [G,G] implies that Gs is connected. By Lemma 7.2.1, the simple
constituents are simple perverse sheaves of the form ICχ with (z, χ) ∈ Πnil

s,q. The arguments of [11] via
weight structure show that ∆z,χ is a quotient of Hom•

Gs(ICχ, π
s
∗C)

∧
0 , so they have the same simple cosocle

as E-modules. Since ∆z,χ is finite-dimensional, the isomorphisms (13) and (14) imply that

cosocK ∆z,χ = cosocE ∆z,χ = HomGs(ICχ,
p
H

•πs
∗C).

This concludes the proof. �

Remark 7.2.3. This result was originally announced by I. Grojnowski in [8, Theorem 1]. It generalises
the Deligne–Langlands correspondence established in [12] to the case where q is allowed to be a root of
unity.
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8. Equivariant sheaves under θ-invariant subgroups

We have been working in the preceding sections with G0-equivariant sheaves, where G0 = (Gθ)◦ is the
neutral component of the invariant subgroup Gθ, in order to avoid technical complexity with disconnected
groups. In this section, we explain the relation between G0-equivariant and Gθ-equivariant sheaves.
Analogues of the main results for Gθ-equivariant sheaves can be proven via change of equivariance.

8.1. Component group. Let (B, T ) be a θ-stable Borel pair for G, ρ : G̃ → G the simply connected
cover of the derived subgroup [G,G] and T̃ = G̃×G T . The component group of Gθ, denoted by Γ, can
be described in terms of group cohomology:

Γ := Gθ/G0 = ker(H1(µm, π1(G))→ H1(µm, G̃)),

where µm acts on π1(G) and G̃ via θ. In particular, Γ is a finite abelian group.

8.2. Change of equivariance for sheaves. We will write Π̂ and Π̂nil for the Gθ-equivariant coun-
terparts of Π and Πnil. Similarly, given a θ-isotropic Levi subgroup M ⊆ G, we will write Π̂M and
Π̂nil

M for the Mθ-equivariant counterparts of ΠM and Πnil
M . The notion of supercuspidal pairs (§5.1.1),

supercuspidal support (§5.2.1) and cuspidal pairs (§7.1) also have an obvious Gθ-equivariant counterpart.

Given subgroups G0 ⊆ K ⊆ H ⊆ Gθ, we define an induction functor

IndHK := f∗f
∗ = f!f

! : Db
K(gd)→ Db

H(gd),

where f is the finite étale morphism:

f : H ×K gd → gd, [g : z] 7→ Adg z.

The finite étale property of f implies that IndH
K is perverse t-exact and it preserves the complexes

concentrated in nilpotent cone. Moreover, the induction is transitive in the obvious sense and there is a
natural bi-adjunction between IndHK and the restriction of equivariance: ResHK : Db

H(gd)→ Db
K(gd).

The adjoint action induces an action of Gθ on Π preserving Πnil and this action factorises through the
component group Gθ → Γ. Given π = (C,L ) ∈ Π, we write [π] ∈ Π/Γ for the Γ-orbit of π and set

Hπ = StabGθ(π), Γπ = Hπ/G0, Aπ = EndHπ (Ind
Hπ

G0
ICπ).

It is a standard fact that Aπ is a twisted group algebra of Γπ whose isomorphism class is classified by an
element of the group cohomology H2(Γπ,C

×). The latter vanishes because Γπ ⊆ Γ is abelian. Therefore,
Aπ is semisimple and commutative.

Let A∧
π denote the set of simple characters of Aπ. Given χ ∈ A∧

π , the χ-isotypic component of
IndHπ

G0
ICπ is a simple Hπ-equivariant perverse sheaf, denoted by Fχ,π .

Proposition 8.2.1. The induction IndGθ

Hπ
Fχ,π is a simple Gθ-equivariant perverse sheaf. This yields a

bijection: ⊔

[π]∈Π/Γ

A∧
π

∼
−→ Π̂

which sends (π, χ) with π ∈ Π and χ ∈ A∧
π to the pair π̂ ∈ Π̂ such that IndG

θ

Hπ
Fχ,π = ICπ̂. Moreover,

π ∈ Πnil (resp. π is cuspidal / supercuspidal) if and only if π̂ ∈ Π̂nil (resp. π̂ is cuspidal / supercuspidal).
�

8.3. Parabolic induction and restriction. In the setup of §2.6, we have the following induction
diagram:

md
α
←− Gθ ×U0 qd

β
−→ Gθ ×Qθ

qd
γ
−→ gd, gd

δ
←− qd

ε
−→ md.

The parabolic induction extends to Gθ-equivariant and Mθ-equivariant derived categories:

Înd
gd

qd
= γ∗(β

∗)−1α∗[dim v0 + dim vd] : D
b
Mθ (md)→ Db

Gθ (gd)
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It commutes with the transitivity with the induction of equivariance:

Înd
gd

qd
IndM

θ

Md
∼= IndGθ

G0
Ind

gd
qd

We define similarly R̂es
gd

qd
and r̂es

gd

qd
, so that there is are adjunctions: R̂es

gd

qd
⊣ Înd

gd

qd
⊣ r̂es

gd

qd
.

8.4. Variant of main results. We state the counterparts of Theorem 5.1.2, Theorem 6.1.2 and Theorem 7.1.1
for Gθ-equivariant sheaves, the proof of which is left to the reader.

Corollary 8.4.1. Given a pair π̂ =
(
Ĉ, L̂

)
∈ Π̂, the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) The pair π̂ is supercuspidal.
(ii) The orbit Ĉ is distinguished and the local system L̂ is clean.

�

Corollary 8.4.2. Let π̂ ∈ Π̂. Then, π̂ ∈ Π̂nil holds if and only if there exist a supercuspidal support
ζ̂ = (M, Ô, Ŝ ) and a parabolic subalgebra q ∈ Qζ̂ such that (Ô, Ŝ ) ∈ Π̂nil

M holds and ICπ̂ is a simple

constituent of the perverse cohomology of Înd
gd

qd
IC(Ŝ ). �

Corollary 8.4.3. Every cuspidal pair in Π̂nil is supercuspidal. �

Appendix A. Reminder on dDAHA

For the convenience of the reader, we provide a brief review of some basic results about degenerate
double affine Hecke algebras, spectral completion and algebraic KZ functor. These materials can be
found in [14, 15, 13].

A.1. Degenerate double affine Hecke algebras. Let
(
a, Raf ,∆af

)
be a based irreducible reduced

affine root system, where a is a euclidean affine space, Raf is a set of R-valued affine functions on a and
∆af ⊆ Raf is a basis. The affine Weyl group is denoted by W af and the extended affine Weyl group W ext.

Let c = (cα)α∈Raf be a W ext-invariant family of complex numbers. Let C[a] denote the ring of regular
functions on aC = a ⊗R C. The degenerate double affine Hecke algebra with parameters c attached to(
a, Raf ,∆af

)
is the unital associative C-algebra on the vector space H = CW af ⊗ C[a] subject to the

following relations:

• Each of the subspaces CW af ⊗ 1 and 1⊗ C[a] is given the usual ring structure;
• a ∈ CW af and f ∈ C[a] multiply by juxtaposition: (a⊗ 1)(1⊗ f) = a⊗ f ;
• α ∈ ∆af and f ∈ C[a] satisfy the following equation:

(sα ⊗ 1)(1 ⊗ f)− (1⊗ sαf)(sα ⊗ 1) = 1⊗ cα
f − sαf

α
.

For each x ∈ aC, let ox ⊂ C[a] be the defining ideal of x, which is the maximal ideal generated by
{f − f(x) | f ∈ C[a]}. Given any module M ∈ H -Mod, consider for each x ∈ aC the generalised x-weight
space in M :

Mx =
⋃

N≥0

{
a ∈M | oNx a = 0

}
.

For any x ∈ aC, we define Ox(H) to be the full subcategory of H -Mod consisting of finitely generated
H-modules M satisfying

M =
⊕

x∈W afx

Mx.

In other words, the polynomial subalgebra C[a] acts locally finitely on M with eigenvalues in the W af -
orbit of x ∈ aC.
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A.2. Spectral completion. We review the notion of spectral completion. Given any W af -orbit [x] :=
W af

x in aC, the spectral completion of H at [x] is defined to be

Hx = C[a]∧[x] ⊗C[a] H, C[a]∧[x] =
⊕

x∈[x]

C[a]∧x .

We will writeH = Hx when x ∈ a is fixed. It can be shown that the ring structure on H induces a natural
non-unital ring structure on Hx. For each x ∈ [x], let 1x ∈ C[a]∧[x] denote the idempotent corresponding
to the projection onto the direct factor C[a]∧x ⊂ C[a]∧[x]. We will also denote 1x = 1x ⊗ 1 ∈ Hx.

Let Hx -Mod denote the category of left Hx-modules N satisfying HxN = N . The assignment
M 7→ C[a]∧[x] ⊗C[a] M yields an exact functor Cx : H -Mod→ Hx -Mod, called spectral completion.

Theorem A.2.1. The spectral completion Cx restricts to an equivalence of categories Ox(H)
∼=
−→

Hx -modfl.

A.3. Generic fibre. The categorical centre of H

Zx = End(idH -Mod)

can be identified with the completion of the ring C[a]W
af
x at the defining ideal of x ∈ aC. By the

Chevalley–Shephard–Todd theorem, Zx is a complete regular local ring and C[a]∧x is free over Zx for
every x ∈ [x]. Let K be the field of fractions of Zx.

Proposition A.3.1. The spectral completion Hx is free over Zx. Moreover, Hx

K = K ⊗Zx Hx is
isomorphic to the subalgebra of endomorphisms of finite rank of some countable-dimensional K-vector
space.

Proof. The first statement follows from the decomposition H = C[a]⊗ CW af . Consider the polynomial
representation P = H/H

{
sα − 1 | α ∈ ∆af

}
of H. The spectral completion Px = CxP ∈ Hx -Mod is

a faithful Hx-module free over Zx. One can verify that the action map Hx → endZx(Px) becomes an
isomorphism after base change to K, where endZx(Px) ⊂ EndZx(Px) is the non-unital subalgebra of
endomorphisms of finite rank. �

A.4. Algebraic KZ functor. Let e be the vector space of translations on a. For each affine root α ∈ Raf ,
let α̇ ∈ e∗ denote its differential. The finite root system underlying (a, Raf) is defined to be (e, R), where
R =

{
α̇ | α ∈ Raf

}
. There exists α0 ∈ ∆af such that ∆ :=

{
α̇ | α ∈ ∆af \ {α0}

}
is a basis for (e, R).

We fix the choice of α0. Let Λ ⊆ W af denote the subgroup of translations, it is a subgroup of finite
index of the coroot lattice of the underlying finite root system of (a, Raf). The quotient group W af/Λ
is canonically isomorphic to the Weyl group W of (e, R). Moreover, the stabiliser W af

x = StabW af (x) is
mapped injectively into W under the quotient map p : W af →W af/Λ ∼= W .

Fix an orbit W af
x ⊆ aC. For each [w] ∈ W af/W af

x
Λ, choose an element xw ∈ wx + Λ such that

Re 〈xw, α〉 ≪ 0 holds for every α ∈ ∆. Consider the idempotent 1V :=
∑

[w]∈W af/W af
x

Λ 1xw ∈ H
x. The

projectiveH-moduleH1V is independent of the choice of {xw}[w]∈W af/W af
x

Λ up to canonical isomorphisms.
The algebraic KZ functor introduced in [15] is the following:

V : Hx -Mod→ 1VH
x1V -Mod, M 7→ HomH(H1V,M) = 1VM.

Let (Hx)op denote the opposite ring of Hx. Let Hx -proj (resp. (Hx)op -proj) denotes the category
of compact projective left Hx-modules (resp. compact projective right Hx-modules) and let Hx -injZx

denote the category of compact left Hx-modules M such that the dual

M∨ =
⊕

x∈W afx

HomZx(1xM,Zx) ∈ (Hx)op -Mod

lies in (Hx)op -proj. Such objects are called relatively injective over Zx.
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Theorem A.4.1. Let L ∈ Hx -mod be a simple H-module. Then, V(CxL) 6= 0 holds if and only if the
projective cover of L lies in Hx -proj∩Hx -injZx .

Remark A.4.2. It has been shown in [15] that the idempotent subalgebra 1VHx1V is isomorphic to the
completion of a certain affine Hecke algebra along a central character. However, we do not need this
identification.
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