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

WILLE LIU

ABsTrRACT. 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 € Zs¢ and let 6 : pu,,, — Aut(G) be a group homomorphism, where p,,, C C* is the
subgroup of m-th roots of unity. Then @ gives rise to a Z/m-grading on g, written g = @QGZ Jm On with
g ={X €g|0w)X =w"X Yw € py,}. Let Go = (G?)° be the neutral component of the subgroup of
6-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 Gy on g4. The Gy-equivariant derived category of sheaves on the nilpotent cone
g4l = g4 N g™ with bounded constructible cohomology, denoted by DIC);O (g4) is the object of our study.

The invariant theory of the adjoint Go-action on g4 has been first studied by Vinberg [35]. This theory,
known as Vinberg’s #-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, (] 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 g4 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 Gy-equivariant perverse
sheaves on gi'', which generate Dgo (g4) as thick subcategory. They remarked that in contrast to the
Z-graded case studied in [22], the pajral_)olic induction is not enough to produce all Gyp-equivariant simple
perverse sheaves on gil. 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 Gy-equivariant simple perverse sheaves on g3i! and share many of the features of
parabolic induction and restriction on Z-graded Lie algebras. B

According to [24], there is a decomposition of triangulated category
b ni b ni
DGQ (gi 1) = @ DGQ (gi 1>£'
€T ’

Let T be the set of systems (L, [, %), called Lusztig-Yun (LY)-cuspidal support, where L is a pseudo-Levi
subgroup of (G, o), where o is the outer type of 8, L, is a Z-grading on the Lie algebra [ = Lie L such that
[, C g, for all n € N, and ¥ is a cuspidal local system on the open Lg-orbit in [4 in the sense of [22],
where Ly is the connected subgroup of G with Lie algebra [y. The set above ¥ is the set of Gy-conjugacy
classes in T. The sum of the spiral induction of the intersection complex IC(%) with coefficients in
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nil

I in the equivariant category Dg . (gi

along various spirals forms an (ind-)complex ). The subcategory

ch’;g (ggﬂ)g, called the &-block, is the thick subcategory generated by IM. The simplest example is the
principal block: it is the block associated with &y = (T, t«, dp), where T is a maximal torus of Gy and dg
is the skyscraper sheaf supported on 0 with fibre C.

Fix an LY-cuspidal support £ € T on g4. From a Springer-theoretic point of view, the conjecture of
[26] proven in [14] states that the simple perverse sheaves in the &-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 (ADAHA, a.k.a. trigonometric Cherednik algebras) H, depending on £. The
completed extension algebra H = Homg, (ILY, ILY)A 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 [1] 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 gzﬂ and the complex

I¥Y. In particular, the simple H-modules are in bijective correspondence with simple constituents of IY
and the dimension of a simple module is equal to the multiplicity of the corresponding simple factor of
IMY. Moreover, there is a so-called standard module for each simple module of 4, defined in terms of the

nil

I-fibre of I'Y at a nilpotent Gy-orbit in [

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, x) consisting of semisimple element s € G,
nilpotent element z € g and an irreducible representation x 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 [3,
Theorem 1] describing subset of the data (s, z, x) 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, x). The proof of it seems to be unavailable to this day.

The set of data (s, 2, x) with a fixed s of finite-order can be viewed as simple local systems on Gg-orbits
of a graded Lie algebra g,, where the grading @ is given by the adjoint action of s. Let IXL ¢ D%O (ga)
denote the sum of parabolic induction of the constant sheaf along various f-stable Borel subalgebras.
The semisimple complex I is a special case (when & = &) of parabolic induction from a supercuspidal
support. The completed extension algebra K = Homg, (I¥L IKE)A 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 KC-modules are in bijective correspondence
with simple constituents of T¥L.

ILY IKL

The question of the relation between and arises naturally in this context. On one hand, I¥ lies
in the &-block Dgo (g3)¢, which is generated by I'Y; on the other hand, IXY may not generate Dgo (gaih)e
as thick subcategBry in general. Grojnowski’s statement [8, Theorem 1] can be reformulated in terms
of Lusztig-Yun’s theory as follows: the simple constituents of I are precisely the bi-orbital sheaves in
the &-block. One of the objectives of the present article is to prove the following generalisation of |3,
Theorem 1]: bi-orbital sheaves are simple constituents of parabolic induction of bi-orbital supercuspidal
sheaves. The case where £ = &y recovers [3, Theorem 1].

Our approach is based on the representation theory of dDAHA. The Yoneda product provides a
(K, #)-bimodule structure on the Ext-space Homg, (I, I¥F)". We define a functor

V = Homg, (I"Y, 1) @4 — 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 IT denote the set of pairs (C,.Z) consisting of a nilpotent Gg-orbit C C gl
and an irreducible Gg-equivariant local system £ on C, defined up to isomorphism. The notion of a su-
percuspidal pair is introduced in §5.1: a pair (O,.%) € Il 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,.”) € Il are equivalent:

(i) (0,.7) is a supercuspidal pair;
(i) the orbit O is distinguished and the local system & is clean (§4.2);
(iii) (O,) is the primitive pair (§4.2) attached to an LY cuspidal support & = (L,l.,€) and
(Za)?)Zy, is finite.

A supercuspidal support on gg, introduced in §5.2 is a triplet (M, 0,.%), where M C G is a 6-stable
Levi factor of a 6-stable Levi subgroup and (O, .¥) is a supercuspidal pair on my. 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 #-stable parabolic subgroup @ C G let Indfé denote the parabolic induction along q.

Theorem B (=Theorem 5.2.3). If { = (M,0,.%) is a supercuspidal support attached to an LY cuspidal
support £ € T, then for every pair (C,£) € Il whose intersection complex 1C(ZL) lies in the £-block,
there exists a Z/m-graded parabolic subgroup Q C G which contains M as Levi factor such that the local
system £ is a direct summand of the cohomology of the complex j!C Indf:% IC(.7), where jc : C — gil is
the inclusion of nilpotent orbit. - B

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 . 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 [,
Theorem 1|. A simple Gy-equivariant complex on gq is called bi-orbital if its singular support lies in
ggﬂ X griié_l C T*gq. The last main result is the following:

Theorem C (=Theorem 6.1.2). Let F be a Go-equivariant simple perverse sheaf on gill. Then, F is
bi-orbital if and only if there exist a supercuspidal support (M,0,.7) and a 0-stable parabolic subgroup
Q C G with Levi factor M such that 1C(.%) is bi-orbital and F is a direct summand of the perverse
cohomology of Indg2 IC(.7).

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

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,
| 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.



4 WILLE LIU

Hennecart’s result [9] about the characterisation of Lusztig’s sheaf via singular support can be viewed
as analogue of [3, 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-modg 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 — Ady. We will also write G4 = Ad(G) for the adjoint group. Let HY, = HE (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 D2 (X) denote the Bernstein-Lunts [1] G-equivariant derived category of C-sheaves
on X with bounded constructible cohomology. For .#,.# € DZ(X), we denote Hom% (.4, V) =
Hompy, (x) (-4, .4 [n]) and Homg (A, N) = @,,c,, Homg (A, A", viewed as finitely generated graded
H¢,-module. We will also denote Hom%™ (.4, .#") = Hom¢ (.4, ./ [n]) for n € Z. In addition, we will
write RHomeg (4, .4") for the derived Hom-space, viewed as object of the derived category of Hg,-dg-
modules. Given . € Dg(X), we write H&(X,.#) = Hom,(C, .#) for the equivariant cohomology with
coefficients in .Z.

We will denote by Pervg(X) the category of G-equivariant perverse sheaves on X. We normalise the
perverse t-structure on D (X) in such a way that the forgetful functor D (X) — D”(X) is perverse
t-exact. We will denote by 2% the k-th cohomology with respect to this perverse t-structure and
P e — @ P gpon .

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

neZ

X.(G)g = (Xu(G) X Z0){(\a) ~ (1,b) | g\ = bu}.
We will denote write A\/a = (A,a). Given a rational representation G — GL(V) and r = p/q € Q
with p,q € Z and ¢ # 0, we will write A/‘;V for the r-weight space of A/a, defined as )‘/‘;V =
{v eV | A(t?)v = t*v, Vt € 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, 20].

1.1. Semisimple automorphisms. In this article, G will denote a connected reductive algebraic group
unless otherwise stated. Let Out(G) = Aut(G)/G*! be the group of outer automorphisms of G. An
outer type of G of order e > 1 is an injective group homomorphism o : e < Out(G). Fix an outer type
o of G of order e. Let % C ue denote the subset of primitive elements and Aut,(G) the pre-image of
o(pk) under the quotient map Aut(G) — Out(G). We shall recollect some results about the structure of
the pair (G, o).
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A pinning E = (B, T,a) for G is a triplet consisting of a Borel subgroup B C G, a maximal torus
T C B and a morphism of algebraic groups a : [B, B] — G, satisfying a condition of non-degeneracy;
let Autp(G) C Aut(G) denote the subgroup of automorphisms fixing the datum E. The set of all
pinnings of G forms a principal homogeneous G*I-space and every pinning E yields a decomposition
Aut(G) = G* x Autg(G) and thus a canonical isomorphism Autz(G) = Out(G), under which o is
identified with a monomorphism oz : jte — Autg(Q); the latter yields Aut, (G) = G x og(u).

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

S s op(us), where S* = S/(SNZg) and S = (T°F)°.
Proof. The proof of [26, 2.2.2] goes through for arbitrary connected reductive groups, see also [27, 3.2]. O

Consequently, given any semisimple element 7 of Aut,(G), there exists a pinning E = (B, T, a) such
that 7 € 524 x o (ul).

The following is also proven in [26, 2.2.2]:
Proposition 1.1.2. Given a semisimple automorphism 7 € Aut(G) whose image in Out(GQ) lies in

o(pk), the subgroup M = (G7)° is reductive. Moreover, if E = (B,T,a) is a pinning of G such that
7€ 5% x gp(u), then S is a mazximal torus of M. O

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, o); the Lie algebra of M is called a pseudo-Levi subalgebra of (g, o).

Remark 1.1.4. Given a pseudo-Levi subgroup M of (G, o), we can always choose a finite-order automor-
phism 7 € S x op(uf) such that M = (G7)°.

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

0: pm — Aut(G).

Then, 0 defines a Z/m-grading on the Lie algebra g = Lie G:

g= @ g, i={z€g|lwr=0w' Yw€Epu,}.
i€Z/m

Let G be the fixed-point subgroup. After [31, 8.1], it is known that G? is connected whenever G is
semisimple and simply connected; however, G may be disconnected in general. We define Gy = (G%)°
to be its neutral component.

Let € € Z~o be the order of the image of #(,,) in the quotient Out(G) = Aut(G)/G*!, so that
the composite of # with the quotient factorises through m/e : u,, — pe and induces a monomorphism
0 e — Out(G).

Proposition 1.2.1. There exists a pinning E = (B, T,a) for G satisfying the following property: set
S = (T2)° and S = S/(Za N S) C G*; then there exists a homomorphism 0™ : i, — S*4 such that

O(w) = QiH(M)UE(wm/e) for every w € piy,.

Proof. Choose a primitive m-th root of unity w € u, and apply Proposition 1.1.1 to the automorphism
0(w) € Aut,(G). O
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1.3. Graded sly-triplets. Let d € Z/m. The Jacobson—Morosov theorem in the Z/m-graded setting is
proven in [24, 2.3]: given every e € ggﬂ, we can complete e into a triplet ¢ = (e, h, f) with h € go and
f € g_a, satistying the standard sly-relations [h, e] = 2e, [h, f] = —2f and [e, f] = h; moreover, such an

slo-triplet gives rise to a cocharacter ¢ € X, (Gp) which satisfies di(1) = h.

Let C; = C* be a one-dimensional torus. We let C act trivially on G' and by weight —2 on the
Lie algebra g. Let O = Adg, e C ggﬂ. It follows that Cye = Ad,cx)e C O, so that O is stable under
the action of (qu. Moreover, the natural inclusion Gy C Gy X (qu induces an isomorphism of component
groups of stabilisers of e:

1) 70(Z64(€)) = m0(Zg o (€)):

1.4. Spirals and splittings. Let A € X, (GQ)Q be a fractional cocharacter and € € {1, —1} a sign. We

associate to them Z-graded Lie algebras “p} = @, ., P, 12 = D,z ln and “u} = @, ., “up by setting’
€nA e snln €=1 A _ A €A )
pn = >en¥n = _)\g_ € — 17 [n = nOn; Up = >enbn-
<nd¥n -

Let r € Zs¢ be such that A\g = rA € X, (Gp). Pick any primitive (rm)-th root of unity w € pur,,
and consider 7 = §(w") Ad;ol(w) € Aut(G). Then, the connected fixed-point subgroup L* := (G7)° is a
pseudo-Levi subgroup of (G, ) in the sense of §1.2 and it can be shown as in [24, 2.6(a)| that Lie L* = 2.
Let L} := Z;»(\) be the centraliser of A, so that L) C Go and Lie L} = [} hold. We set ‘Uj = exp(“u}))
and ‘P) = L} ‘U}.

Definition 1.4.1. The Z-graded Lie algebra “p} is called the (e-)spiral attached to A\. The datum [} is
called a splitting factor of “p) and “u is called the nil-radical of p}.

Let 3¢ denote the set of e-spirals and let & 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. € ¢ determines the datum (P, p., Up, u.) and every splitting
factor [, € & determines the datum (L, Lo, [, [,) as above.

It is shown in [24, 2.7(a)| that for every spiral p. € ¢, the set of splitting factors of p, is a principal
homogeneous Uy-space under the natural action u - [, = Ad, [..

1.5. Spiral attached to a nilpotent element. Let d € Z\ {0} and let z € ggil be a nilpotent element.
According to §1.3, we can complete e into a graded slo-triplet ¢ = (e, h, f) and it gives rise to A € X..(Go).
It gives rise to a e-spiral together with a splitting factor

R P N R (U R

with € = d/|d|. The spiral p. does not depend on the choice of ¢.

The following results are proven in [24, 2.9]:
Lemma 1.5.1. The following statements hold:

(i) The orbit Adp, e is open in pqy.
(ii) Zr,(e) is a mazimal reductive subgroup of Zg,(e). In particular, the inclusion Zr,(e) C Zg,(e)
induces an isomorphism o (Zr,(€)) = mo(Zg,(€)). O

LOur notation differs slightly from Lusztig-Yun [24]: our €p) equals their €pc?, etc.
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1.6. f-isotropic Levi subgroups.

Definition 1.6.1. A f-stable Levi subgroup of G is called 0-isotropic if it is a Levi factor of a #-stable
parabolic subgroup of G.

Proposition 1.6.2. Given a 6-stable parabolic subgroup Q of G, there exists a cocharacter A € X, (Gy)
such that the Lie algebra q = Lie Q) is given by q = gog.

Proof. By Steinberg’s theorem [31, 7.5], @ admits a 6-stable Borel pair (B, T'), which is also a Borel pair
for G because @ is a parabolic subgroup. We may pick \' € X, (T) such that q = glog. Then, since T
and @ are f-stable, the cocharacter 6(w) o A" € X, (T') for w € pu,, also satisfies q = 02(5”)0)‘/9. Therefore,
A= > Ow)oN € X.(T) C X.(Gy)
WELUm
satisfies the requirement. O

Corollary 1.6.3. Every 0-stable parabolic subgroup of G admits a 0-stable Levi factor. g

Corollary 1.6.4. Every f-isotropic Levi subgroup of G is of the form G = Zg(\) for some cocharacter
X € X (Gp). Conversely, given a subtorus A C Gy, the centraliser Zg(A) is a §-isotropic Levi subgroup
of G. O

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 6 : u,, — Aut(G)
with outer type o : pe — 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 IT denote the set of pairs (C,.#) where C C gj!! is a nilpotent Gg-orbit and £ € Locg, (C) is
an irreducible Go-equivariant local system on C, defined up to isomorphism. Given a Go-orbit C C gi'l,
irreducible local systems are equivalent to irreducible representations of the equivariant fundamental
group 7T1GQ(C, z) for any z € C. The latter term is isomorphic to the component group mo(Zg,(2)) of the
stabiliser of z, which is a finite group. Moreover, the set of nilpotent orbits g4/ Gy is finite, so Il is a
finite set. Given a pair m = (C,.%), we shall write IC, = IC(.#) for the intersection complex on g4l
with coefficients in .. From the theory of perverse sheaves, it is known that {IC;}, ; forms a complete
list of representatives for the isomorphism classes of simple objects of Pervg, (ggil). The isomorphism (1)

from §1.3 implies that every element of IT admits a unique (Gp x C)-equivariant enhancement.

2.2. Spiral induction and restriction. Suppose we are given ¢ € {£1}, an e-spiral p, € P and a
splitting factor [, € & as in §1.4. They determine a datum (Py, p«, L, Lo, [, l,). Fixing d € Z \ {0}, we
have the following diagrams:

(2) [dﬁGQXUopdiGQXPO pa = 9d; Egépdﬂﬂd-
The e-spiral induction, restriction and corestriction are defined as®
Indp} = 7.(8*) '’ [dimug + dimuy,] : D (la) = D, (ga)
Resp? = pri*[dimu, — dimug] : D&, (g4) — D}, (1a)

resy’ = pui'[dimuy — dimu,)] : Dgg (ga) — Dzo([d)-

2The cohomological shift is added to make the adjunctions cleaner.
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There are adjunctions Resp? - Indp? and Indp?  resps. Moreover, when € = d/|d|, the e-spiral

induction produces complexes on the nilpotent cone:

nd% : D} (1) — DY (gg“).

2.3. LY-cuspidal supports and decomposition. Let [, € & be a splitting factor of spiral, O C [; an
Lo-adjoint orbit and € an irreducible Lg-equivariant local system on O. The pair (O, %) on [4 is called
cuspidal if it is of the form (O NIy, % l6n1,) for some cuspidal pair (O, %) on [ in the sense of [21] and

satisfies O N Iy # (). The following properties of cuspidal pairs are proven in [22, 4.4]:
Proposition 2.3.1. Let (0,%) be a cuspidal pair on ly. Then, the following statements hold:

(i) The orbit O is distinguished: for each z € O, the group (Z1,(z)/Z1)° is unipotent.
(it) Given an sla-triplet (e, h, f) with e € O, h € ly and f € I_4 and the associated cocharacter
v € X (Lo) characterised by du(1) = h, we have

by = 5,4, forn€Z.

(iii) O coincides with the unique open Lg-orbit (Ed Cly
(iv) The cuspidal pair (O,%) is clean. Namely, the natural morphism jo1¢ — jo«% is an isomor-
phism, where jo : O <= ly denotes the inclusion.

Definition 2.3.2. An LY-cuspidal support on gq4 is a datum (L, [,, %), where [, € &, L is the pseudo-
Levi subgroup of (G, o) whose Lie algebra is [, and € is a cuspidal local system on the open Lg-orbit

id C ly.

An isomorphism of LY—cuspidal supports (L, ., €¢) = (L', I,,%") is a pair (g,n) of element g € Gy such
that gLg~' = L', Adyl,, = [}, and an isomorphism 7 : Ad} ¢’ = %. Let T = T¢ denote the groupoid of
LY-cuspidal supports on gq and let ¥ denote the set of 1somorphlsm classes of its objects.

nil

We define Perve, (g4")e to be the Serre subcategory of Perve, (g4") generated by the constituents
of Indgj IC(¥) for various e-spirals p, with € = d/|d| which has [, € & as splitting factor. We define
DG0 (g3")e to be the full subcategory of DG0 (g3") of objects % such that P.22* %" lies in Pervg, (g5")¢

for all k € Z. We let II¢ C II denote the subsets of pairs 7 such that IC; € Pervg, (g’;‘l), These
subcategories and subset are called £-block.

The main result [24, 0.6] provides decompositions into blocks:
(3) II = |_| HE’ PervGD( ml) @PGI‘VGO( ml) y ( ml) @Db ( n1l) .
€ex

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 [, on the Lie algebra [ = Lie L,
we will let ITz, T, and Iy, ¢ denote the counterparts of II, T and Il¢ for (L, [,) in the Z-graded setting.

2.4. Extension of pairs.

Lemma 2.4.1. Let (0,.2) € Il¢ for £ € T. Then joi.€ and jo..Z lie in DG ( “‘l)g,

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

JoxZL = @ JjoxZ E!a ]O*g)g/ € DGo(gdl ) =
§'ex
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Let ¢ = (M', m{,%") € T be any LY-cuspidal support on gq such that {’ % £, we show that (jo.%)., = 0.
Suppose that (jo«Z). # 0. Let § € Z be the smallest integer such that pfé(jo*f)g, # 0. Let

ZF € Pervg, (ggll)E/ be a simple subobject of P (josZ)er # 0 so that

Hom (7,770 (jo. £),/[3]) # 0

holds. The distinguished triangle of perverse truncation
(1]

p%(s(jO*f)gl - (jO*f)gl - p7'>6(j0*$)5/ I
yields an injective map
Hom (7,77 (jo. )¢ [8]) = Hom (., (jo.2)¢ 16]) = Hom(jt, 7, £13]),

so the last term is non-zero, which contradicts the fact that £ % & by [25, 13.8(a)]. Thus jo..Z =
(jo*f) € D ( “‘1) . The statement about jo,.Z can be proven in a similar way. O
1S

Lemma 2.4.2. Let ¥ C ggil be a Go-stable locally closed subset and let j : ¥ — ggil be the inclusion.

nil

Then the functors j.j*, jij*, jxj' and jij* preserve the subcategory D%O (gd ) for each £ € .

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

2.5. Hyperbolic restriction. Let ¢ € {1} and let (p.,[,p.) be a triplet formed by an e-spiral
p* a (—e)-spiral p, and a common splitting factor [, of p, and p., such that p, Np, = L. Let

DP Co (gd)cj MO he the thick triangulated subcategory of D%Q (94) generated by the image of the forgetful
functor Dgoxcx (ga) — Dgg(gg)-

Proposition 2.5.1. There is an isomorphism of functors from DGO (g4) Cg -mon 4, DED([d):

Resp? = resgd[ nl,

where n = dimug + dimu/; — dim uy — dim 1.

Proof. In the notation of §1.4, assume that p, = p and p, = ~p) for A € X.(Go)g and let k € Z~¢
be such that kA € X.(Gp). Set p = (2kA,d) : C* — Gp x C, which yields a C* representation in gg.
Let C; = C* act via p on gg and let C1 be the one-dimensional representation of C with weight +1.
Using [, 1.4.7], we can identify p4 as the p-attractor in g4 and p); as the p-repeller

pd = HOHl(C+, gi)cja pld = HOHl(C,, gi)cg

Consider the diagram:

8d < Pd

i’T lp

p/d L/> [q.
The theorem of Braden [2] (see also [5]) applies to the action of p on gq and yields an isomorphism
pi* = pli", whence the statement. 0

By §1.3, every simple object of Pervg, (g “‘1) has a unique (Gox C;*)-equivariant structure. In particular,

nil

they lie in DG N (94) Cg -mon - Since they generate DG N (93 ) as thick subcategory, the following proposition
holds:

Proposition 2.5.2. There is an inclusion Dgg(ggil) - Dgg(gi)cj -mon, O

In particular, Proposition 2.5.1 is applicable to the category DGO (gg‘l).
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2.6. Parabolic induction and restriction. Let M C G be a #-isotropic Levi subgroup and let Q C G
be a parabolic subgroup having M as Levi factor so that Q = MV is a Levi decomposition. The Lie
subalgebras m = Lie M and q = Lie@ and v = Lie V' has a Z/m-graded restricted from g. We have the
following sequences

miﬁGQ XquigGQXngiLgi7 giﬁqiim_.
The parabolic induction, restriction and corestriction are defined as

Indg? = 7.(8*)"'a*[dim vy + dim ni] DRy, (md) — D¢, (94)
( ) Mo (md)

g4) — D}y, (ma)

Resgt = £,0*[dim vy — dim vg]
resys = e,0'[dim vy — dim v,]

As in §2.2, there are adjunctions Res B Indf,j and Indf,j B 1resq 5+ Moreover, these functors preserve

complexes on the nilpotent cones and mduce Indﬁj D%, (mgﬂ) — D (ggﬂ) etc.

We state two properties of transitivity for the parabolic induction functor. In addition to the datum
(Q,V,M,q,0,m) as above, let ¢ C m be a #-stable parabolic subalgebra and let m’ C g’ be a #-stable Levi
factor. Let q’ be the inverse image of q’ under the quotient map q — m. Then we have an isomorphism
of functors

(4) Indgz ~ Indgs o Ind‘;‘,j :

Let € € {£1} and let pM € P9, be an e-spiral on m, with splitting factor [.. For any e-spiral p. € B¢ on
g, with splitting factor [, such that p; = pM @ v; holds for i € {0,d} (such e-spiral system always exists),
there is an isomorphism of functors

(5) Indg* = Indg o Ind, 7.

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 &-blocks DGO (ga")e.

3.1. Twisted affine root systems. Let G, o, F = (B,T,a) and 6 be as in §1.1. The action of
0 : pre = Autg(G) yields a Z/e-grading on g:

g= P oli), gli)={z€g]on(w)z=wz Ywe pue}.
i€L/e
Since op centralises the torus S, we have an S-weight-space decomposition g(i) = @B,,cx- (s) 8(i)u for
each i € Z/e. Define the Z/e-graded root system relative to S = (T7)°:

R={(o,—i) € X*(S) x Z/e | a #0, g(i)a # 0}.
The set of twisted affine roots attached to (G, 0,.5) is defined to be

R = {a + (k/e)d € X*(S) x Qd | (o, k mod e) € R}

When G is almost simple and simply connected, it is known (see [3, Prop 18.8]) that g(i) is a
highest-weight G?-representation for each i € Z/e; let ¥ denote the highest weight; in this case, let
RT(G7,B7,S) C R(G?,S) be the set of positive roots of the root system of (G, S) corresponding to the
Borel subgroup B? and let A C RT(G?,B°,S) be the basis. We may define an affine basis A* c R
by setting A = AU {ap}, where ap = §/e — . In general, we can always form an affine basis A* by
adjoining affine roots to a given basis of the root system R(G?,.S).
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Define ag = X, (S) and a = ag ®g R. We will view a as affine space instead of vector space. Every
element & = o + (k/e)d € R* defines on a an affine function by

ara—R, A= (a,A)+k/e.

We denote its zero locus by Hs = & 1(0) C a. The family {Ha} s pae defines on a a hyperplane
arrangement, the set of (open) facets of which is denoted by § = F(G,0,S). It can be identified with
the realisation of the Coxeter complex of the affine Weyl group (W2, A®f). Note that a facet is affine-
homeomorphic to the cartesian product of an affine space and the interior of a polysimplex. Let & be
the set of affine subspaces of a generated by elements of §.

For each & = a + (k/e)s € R™, let s5 : @ — a be the reflection defined by
sa(\) = A —a(\)aV.
The affine Weyl group of the affine root system (a, R*), denoted by W', is the subgroup affine transforms

on a generated by {sz} ¢ ga-

3.2. Facets and spirals. Assume that the pinning F satisfies Proposition 1.2.1 and 6™ : p,, — G?d
is the inner component of . We fix the choice of a cocharacter 1y € X, (5*1) which extends #' in the
sense that vg |,,,= 0. Let PG C P denote the subset of e-spirals p, satisfying S C Py and &5 C & the
subset of splitting factors [, satisfying S C Ly.

Proposition 3.2.1. The map § — ‘Bg which sends a facet F' € § to Epiy with Ay = (my — to)/m for

any y € F Nag is a well-defined bijection. Similarly, the map € — &g which sends E to [F = [iy for
any y € ag satisfying B = ﬂyeE'eé E’ is a well-defined bijection.

Note that the bijections depend on the choice of ¢q.

3.3. Relative affine root system. Fix an LY-cuspidal support £ = (L, 1., %) € . Up to taking Gy-
conjugation, we may assume that S C Ly. There is an affine subspace a; € € such that [, = (+¢ under the
correspondence of Proposition 3.2.1. The Weyl group Wy, = W (L, S) can be identified with the pointwise
stabiliser Stabyyar (ag) in a. The facets of a which span a¢ as affine subspace are called a¢-alcoves. Let =
denote the set of ag-alcoves.

Proposition 3.3.1 ([19, §2|). The restriction
R o= {ale | @€ R™, als, non-constant}

is a (possibly non-reduced) affine root system on ac. Moreover, the affine Weyl group of (ag, R* |a,),
denoted by Wf"f, can be identified with Nyyas (W)/W and it acts simply transitively on =. O

We let R"gf C R |, be the subset of indivisible roots, so that (ae, R?f) is a reduced affine root system,
called relative affine root system. The group W?f defined above is called the relative affine Weyl group

for the LY-cuspidal support &. Recall the cocharacter g € X, (S*?) from §1.2. Set x¢ = (19/m, 1) € a
and let x € a¢ be the image of xy under the orthogonal projection a — a¢ and let W?tx = Stabwgf (x)

denote the stabiliser of x in ng.
Let Pg C PG be the set of e-spirals of g, which have [, as splitting factor. We define B¢ to be the set
of Gg-conjugacy classes in PBg.
Proposition 3.3.2. The bijection § — PG provided by Proposition 3.2.1 induces further bijections:
E5PE and /WL S BE

Proof. The first map is clearly bijective. The second follows from Lemma 3.3.3 below, which is stated
without proof in [14]. O
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Lemma 3.3.3. With the identification az = x + X, (Z}) ® R, the conjugacy action of Ng,(Z3) on
X.(Z3) ® R induces an isomorphism

Ng,(Z3)/Lo = W&

Proof. Given g € Ng,(Z3), there exists h € Lo such that hgS(hg)~' = S since S and gSg~' are both
maximal tori of Lg. In other words, the natural map

NGQ(ZE) N NGQ(S) — NGQ(ZE)/LQ

is surjective. The identification a = x¢ + X, (S) ® R and the conjugacy action of Ng,(S5) on X, (5) ® R
induces an isomorphism N, (S)/S = W2 by [11, Corollary 4.2]; therefore, we have

(Ngy(Z7) N Ny (S))/S = Nyyrar (W) N WAL

It remains to show that the isomorphism Ny (W )/Wr = WE! from Proposition 3.3.1 restricts to an
isomorphism:

(6) (Nywar (W) N WD)/ (W 0 W) = WEL.
The map in question is clearly injective. It suffices to show the surjectivity. Pick an sly-triplet (e, h, f)

such that e € id, h € s = LieS and f € [_4, which yields a cocharacter ¢ € X,(S) determined by
de(1) = h. Proposition 2.3.1 implies that [, =5, [ holds for n € Z by. Set

h* = @ hnv hn = én/dgﬂ
nez
and let H be the pseudo-Levi subgroup of (G, o) with Lie H = h. Under Proposition 3.2.1, b, € &g
corresponds to a subspace agy € € of a, which is the common zero locus of the following subset of roots:

Ry = {a € R | a(xo — (d/2):) = 0}.

It is not hard to show that x = x¢ — (d/2)t. Let Wy = Ny (S)/S and Wi, = N1(S)/S be the Weyl group
of H and L, respectively. We then have Wg = W2 and thus Ny, (Wg)/ W = Wdf

Choose a Z-graded Borel subalgebra b, C b, such that b, N [, is a Borel subalgebra of [, and
bN L C Lyl holds. Given w € Wafx, we let w € Ny, (Wr) be the unique lifting of w which is the
shortest representative of its W -coset with respect to the simple reflections of Wy corresponding to the
basis A C Ry attached to the Borel subalgebra b, so that w(A N Ry) = AN Ry, holds. We shall show
that wxg = x¢, which will imply the surjectivity of (6) and complete the proof. The cocharacters ¢ and
we are both dominant with respect to the basis AN Ry — indeed b N1 C £l implies that ¢ is dominant
and
(e, @) = (L, wra) >0, Yae€ANRL

implies that we is dominant. Let @ € Ny (S) N Ng(Z5) be a lifting of w. The cuspidal local system &
is isomorphic to €° |<Ed for some L-equivariant local system %° on an L-orbit O° C I. The cuspidality of

(0°,%°) implies that Ady preserves the orbit O°, so that Ady e € Ady e holds. An application of [3,
5.6.8] to the slo-triplets (e, h, f) and (Ady e, Adg h, Ady f) implies that (we, @) = (¢, ) holds for every
a € AN Ry, which implies that we = ¢ because ¢ and we both lie in X, ([L, L] NS). Now, Wt = ¢, wx = X
and xg = x + (d/2m). together imply that wxg = xo holds. O

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 ¢ = (L, L, ),
consider the completed extension algebra

A= P Homy, (Indp?1C(%), Ind3s IC(%))§.
Py EE’QE
It is equipped with a structure of non-unital ring via the Yoneda product. Via the adjunction

Homg, (Indy$ IC(%), Indg; IC(%)) = Hom]  (Resgs Indps IC(%),1C(%)),
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the Hg, -module structure on A factorises through the natural maps
Hg, — Hi, — Homj (IC(%),1C(%)) = Hy, .
Lemma 3.3.3 implies that the image of the map H&Q — H'Z2 coincides with the subalgebra of invariants
(H'ZZ)W?’fX. Consequently, A has a natural (H'Z/% )W?’fX—module structure.
On the other hand, we have a relative affine root system (ae, Rgf) defined in §3.3 associated with &.
Fix a basis A C Rgf, which corresponds to an ag-alcove v and thus to the choice of spiral p. € PBg

corresponding to v (see Proposition 3.3.2). In [20], a degenerate double affine Hecke algebra H for
(ag, R?f, A#) is attached to & with a suitable set of parameters (Ca)aeRgf, see also §A.1. The spectral

completion (§A.2) of He at the point x € a¢ (§3.3) yields a non-unital ring He = C*H, with categorical
centre Z¢ = End(idg;, mod). The ring He has a complete orthogonal family of idempotents (1;),cpwarx-
For each w € W?f, let “p, € Pg be the spiral corresponding to the ag-alcove wr. 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 He = A satisfying the following properties:

(i) It intertwines the module structures over Z¢ = (H'Z/%)ngx

(ii) For each w,y € W2, it restricts to an isomorphism of subspaces:

1y-1xHely-1x — Homg, (Indiy, IC(%), Indyy, IC(6))g.-

Ypa

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

Theorem 3.4.2. Let e = d/|d|. There is a canonical bijective correspondence between Ilg and Irr He -mod
which attaches to m € Il¢ the following H¢-module:

L := cosocy, @ Hom&g(ICﬂ,IndﬁilC((f))g ,
peeBe

O

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

Proposition 3.5.1. Given £ = (L,,,%) € ¥ and w,n" € Il¢, we have HoméQ(ICF,ICW/) #0.

Proof. Let E = (B, T,a) be a pinning for G satisfying Proposition 1.2.1. Moreover, we assume that [, 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 ¢ = ged(m, d) and let a,b € Z be such that ad+bm = c. Set H = Gome.
Then, the morphism

O : pmye — Aut(H), O(w)h=0(w*)h for w € pm, h€ H

induces on a Z/(m/c)Z-grading on the Lie algebra h. Moreover, we have Gy = Hy and g1q = 1.
Let ég = (LN H, L, Nh,,€). It is an LY-cuspidal support on h;. We may regard = and 7’ as in
Il¢,, and we have

Homg, (IC,,1C,) = Homy, (IC, IC).

Therefore, we may assume that d = 1.
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Step 1

Step 2

Step 3
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(reduction to simply connected semisimple group) Let Z = Zg and G’ = [G, G]. Let G be the
universal cover of G’ and g = Lie G its Lie algebra. We have a canonical decomposition g = g @ 3.
Moreover, the map 6 : p, — Aut(G) admits a unique lifting 9 : m, — Aut(é) and yields a
Z/m-grading on g. It induces an isomorphism g = g}, Let £=(LxgG,1,NG,%) € Ts. We
may regard m and 7’ as in Iz and we have

Homg;, (ICx,1C+) = Homg (ICx,I1C) ® Hy,

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

G:G(I)X"'XG(H), g:g(l)xxg(n),

where G is an almost simple factor of G and g(¥ = Lie GY). The pinned automorphism o
induces a permutation s € &,, such that o(G") = G(*) for each i € [1,n]. We may order these
factors so that

S:(al...al_1)(a1...a2_1)...(&7,71...017‘4’1_1)
for some numbers 1 = a1 < -+ < a,41 =n+1. Fori € [1,7], let
gl =g s g™l dy = m/(ai — ay).

Equip gl with the Z/m-grading induced by | gt and (@) the Z/d;-grading induced by % | gtan -
It follows that there are isomorphisms:

Gl = G, gl = gl

which intertwine the adjoint actions.
Moreover, the LY-cuspidal support ¢ can be decomposed & = ¢[N XK ... K £l where ¢l =

(L €1y € Ty with LI = LN G@) and 1 =1, 0 gl
The pairs m and 7’ can also be decomposed:

resdlR. "ol A eUR. . ® e
where 7l 7/l1 € I are pairs on gi‘“). The Kiinneth formula yields

HOIDE;Q(IC,T, ICﬂ./) = Hom'c(gan (ICW[U , Icﬂ./[l]) K- QX Homag)aﬁ (ICW[T] s ICF/[T] )

Therefore, we may assume furthermore that G is almost simple and simply connected.
Set € = d/|d| = 1. Choose a spiral p. € P (resp. q. € Pg) of g. such that IC; (resp. 1Cr/)
is a direct summand of ?7#* Ind,2IC(%) (resp. of P #*Indg*IC(%)). By Theorem 3.4.1, the
completed Ext-space

Homg, (Indp? IC(%), Indgt IC(%)))

is isomorphic to 1,H¢1, for some z,y € ngx. Similarly, the completed Ext-algebra
€ := Endg, (Indp? IC(%) @ Indg; IC(%))g -
is isomorphic to
(1o @1)He (1o ®1y) = 1oHely ® 1Hely @ 1y Hely & 1,Hely,
which is free over Z¢. By Proposition A.3.1, the idempotent subalgebra

Ex =K Xz, E=(1,81,)(K Xz, He)(1z & 1)
is isomorphic to a matrix algebra over K. The spaces
M := Homg, (IC, Indp$ IC(4) @ Indgs 1C(%))g,
Mz := Homg, (ICH, Indps IC(%) & Indgs IC(%)),)
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are non-zero projective left £-modules by the choice of p,. and q.; in particular, they are free
over Z¢. Consequently, the localised modules M, i and M/ i are non-zero. As £ is Morita-
equivalent to the base field K, we have

K ®ZE HomaQ(ICTﬁ ICT"/)()\ = HomgK (MTF’,Ka Mﬂ',K) 7é 0.
Therefore, Homg, (#,%) # 0 holds.
O

Corollary 3.5.2. For each LY-cuspidal support & € %, the &-block Dgg(ggﬂ)g is an indecomposable
triangulated category.

Proof. Since D, N (ggil)g is generated as thick subcategory by the simple perverse sheaves {ICﬂ}Feng, the
indecomposability follows from Proposition 3.5.1. O
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 II 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 A € X.(Go)g be a fractional cocharacter and set Uy = exp(34g0). Then, for every
integer e € Z, and every x € égi, we have

Adg, z N (2 + 2.04) = Ady, 2.

Proof. Up to replacing A and e with a positive multiple, we may assume that A € X,(Gg). The inclusion
Ady,  C Adg, zN(z+2 . gq) is clear. We claim that for every f € Z-.. and every 2’ € Adg, xﬁ(x—l—ifgg),
there exists u € Uy such that Ad, 2’ € x + ’;fgi; this will prove the lemma by induction on f. Consider
the morphism

t—¢ AdA(t) x teC*

:C — Ad N(z+2 , t—

The power series expansion of ¢ at 0 yields

o(t) ~x+t/ 2 +o(t77¢),  where 2y = lim s~/ Ady()(2) — 7) € }gqa.
s—0 -

Consequently, the element z’; lies in the tangent space of Adg, = at z, which equals [go,z]. As 2y €
(60, 2] N }a = [}_ .80, 2], we may find X € }__go such that 2/ = [X,z]. It follows that

Adeyp(—x) ' = exp(—adx)z’ € 2’ — 2y + ’;fgg =+ ij’gi
and exp(—X) € U, as claimed. O

4.2. Primitive pairs and their cleanness. We keep the setup of §2.1. Let & = (L,[.,%) € T be

o

an LY-cuspidal support on gq. Let O = Adg, ?d C g4 be the Gop-orbit containing [; and let z € ?d.
By [24, 3.8(a)], it is known that the inclusion Zr,(z) C Zg,(2) induces an isomorphism on groups of
connected components. Therefore, there is a unique extension of ¢ into a Gy-local system on O, denoted
by .. The pair (O,.%), called primitive pair attached to &, lies in the &-series II¢. The primitive pair is
characterised by the minimality of its support:

Lemma 4.2.1. Let 7 = (C,.%) € l¢ be a pair in the £-block. Then, O C C holds. If C = O holds, then
7 is isomorphic to (O,.7).
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Proof. Suppose first that O € C. We have O N C = . Let jc : C = gq denote the inclusion of orbit.

Set € = d/|d| and let p, € P be an e-spiral which has [, as splitting factor. We may choose A € X,.(Go)
and k € Z~q such that p,, = ;(i;{k)gﬂ holds for n € Z (§1.4). The support of the complex Resg% jor 2 is
contained in [d\id — indeed, the image of CNp4 under the projection pg — [ is contained in Cnly C [d\?d
because the projection pg — [4 is given by

: —kde
T }gr(l)t Adypye

and the Go-orbit C is C*-stable (see §1.3). Thus, the cleanness of (?d, %) provided by Proposition 2.3.1
implies that

Homg, (jo1Z, Indp?IC(%)) = Hom}, (Resy? jci.Z,1C(€)) = Hom}, ((Resﬁi ja) |o ,€[dim [d]> =0.

[#
Since jo1.Z € Dgg(gi)g by Lemma 2.4.1 and {Indp? IC(%)}p. ey generates Dgg(ggil)g as thick subcat-
egory, it follows that joi. = 0 and hence . = jijci.Z = 0, contradiction. It follows that O C C
holds.
Assume furthermore that C = O. Let p. be as above. The complex (Resgi jogi”) |‘f is isomorphic to
d

Z |o [-2D] for some D € N — indeed, (id +ug) N O is an affine-space bundle over [, by Lemma 4.1.1
d
(with eX and e = |d|). If £ % ., then & |‘f 2 €. The adjunction and the cleanness of ¢ yields
d

Homy, (jor-Z, Ind2 IC()) = Hom?, (Rest jor.Z, IC(%)) = Hom§, (z o, %ldim 1y + 2D]) —0.
v d
This leads to .Z = 0, contradiction. It follows that .Z = . holds. 0

We say that a pair (O,.%) € I is clean if the natural morphism j.¥ — j..# is an isomorphism, where
j : O < gq is the inclusion of nilpotent orbit.

Proposition 4.2.2. If (0,.%) is the primitive pair attached to an LY-cuspidal support &, then (O,.7)
is clean.

Proof. Let # =1,i'j.. By Lemma 2.4.1, ¢ lies in Dgg(ggﬂ)g. Applying Lemma 4.2.1 to the perverse
cohomology of J#, we see that # = 0 and thus i'j.# = 0. This implies the cleanness. 0

4.3. Distinguished primitive pairs. Of special interest are the primitive pairs (O,.%) such that O is
distinguished. Set Zy = Zg N Gy.

Definition 4.3.1. An element z € gq is said to be distinguished if (Zg,(2)/Zo)° is a unipotent group.
A Gy-orbit in gg is called distinguished if every element of it is distinguished.

Equivalently, an element z € gq is distinguished if the inclusion Zy C Zg,(2) induces a bijection
X (Zo) = Xi(Zgy(2))-

Proposition 4.3.2. Let z € ggil be a distinguished nilpotent element. Then, given any [, € & such that

z € ly, the spiral p. attached to z (see §1.5) is the unique e-spiral containing L. as splitting factor with
e=d/|d|.

Proof. Suppose that [, is a splitting factor of spiral of g, such that z € [;. Then, we may complete z
into an sly-triplet (z,h, f) such that h € Iy and f € [_4. Let ¢ € X, (Lo) be the associated cocharacter
characterised by di(1) = h. It follows that

L=EDr,. U =5.0n
ne”z
is a splitting factor of the spiral p, and it contains [, 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 Zr,/Z is finite; hence L = L'
holds. Consequently, [, is a splitting factor of p.. Fix a maximal torus S C Ly such that im¢ C S. Let
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p’. be any e-spiral having [, as splitting factor with ¢ = d/|d|. Since S C Ly C P}, there exists o/ € X, (S)
and g € Z-( such that

/
! €L

P = Segndn and [, = lengﬂ hold for n € Z.

In particular, the cocharacter A € X, (S) defined by A(t) = ¢/(¢)%1(t)~9¢ centralises [ and thus lies in
X.«(Zr). The finiteness of Z1,/Zy implies that A € X, (Zp). It follows that p/, = p. holds, whence the
unicity. O

Proposition 4.3.3. Suppose that & = (L,1,,¢) € T is an LY-cuspidal support and that O = Adg, (Ed
is distinguished. Then, there is a canonical isomorphism Indy>1C(%) = IC(.7), where p, is the spiral
attached to any element e € Iy. Moreover, the &-series is a singleton: I, = {(0, %)}.

Proof. Lemma 1.5.1 implies that Indp3 IC(%) 2 IC(.¥) @ ¢ for some complex # € Dgg(ggil)g concen-
trated in O\ O. Lemma 4.2.1 implies that .# = 0. The last statement follows from Proposition 4.3.2. [

4.4. Parabolic induction and spiral induction. Let £ = (L, [, %) € T be an LY-cuspidal support
on gq. Put M = Z5(Z3). Then, M is a 6-isotropic Levi subgroup by Corollary 1.6.4. Let IT; denote
the counterpart of the set of pairs II on mg. We may regard £ as an LY-cuspidal support on mg. Let
(0,.) € Iy ¢ be the primitive pair on mg attached to {. We shall relate the parabolic induction of
IC() and special cases of spiral induction of IC(%).

Lemma 4.4.1. The My-orbit O C mﬁ“ 1s distinguished.

Proof. Let z € [ By Proposition 2.3.1, (Z1,(z)/Z1)° is unipotent. On the other hand, Zp/Zp
is finite and Zr,(z) is a maximal reductive subgroup of Zjy(2) by Lemma 1.5.1. It follows that
(Zny (2)/Zar N My)®° is unipotent, so O is distinguished. O

Set A, = X..(Z%). An element p € Ay, is called regular if Zg(p) = M holds.
Definition 4.4.2. Given a regular cocharacter p € Ar, an e-spiral p, € B¢ with splitting factor [, € &

is called p-positive if £ g, C p; and % g; Np; = 0 hold for i € {0,d}.

Set € = d/|d|. Given any regular cocharacter u € Ay, we may choose a u-positive e-spiral p, of g,
with splitting factor [, satisfying £,g; C p; for i € {0,d}. Indeed, given A € X, (Gy)g such that [, = [}
(in the notation of §1.4), then “pt is p-positive for \; = A + rey whenever » € Z and r >> 0.

Proposition 4.4.3. Let u € Ap be a regular cocharacter and p. € B¢ a p-positive e-spiral. Set
q= gog and Q = exp(q) € G. Then, M is a Levi factor of Q and there is a natural isomorphism

Indgs IC(.) = Indp? IC(%).
Proof. The regularity of 4 implies that M = Zg(u) and thus M is a Levi factor of Q. Let v = £ g denote
the nil-radical of q. Let p be the spiral of m, with splitting factor [, defined by

pM =p,Nm, forncZ

The p-positivity for p. can be rephrased as Py = P -Vp and pg = pAf @ 4. The transitivity of induction
(5) from §2.6 reads:

(7) Indps = Indgs o Ind:éﬁ .

By Proposition 4.3.2, pM coincides with the spiral of m, attached to some element of Cfd C O, so §1.5
implies IC(.) & Indrﬁ IC(%), which together with (7) implies the statement. O
d
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4.5. Parabolic induction of distinguished primitive pairs. We keep the setup of §4.4. Given any
f-stable parabolic subgroup ¢ C G with Levi decomposition ¢ = MV, denote by ¢ : q¢ — my the
projection; then, the fibre of the induced complex Indﬁi IC(S) at z € gzﬂ is given by

(8) (Ind§5 IC(.)). = (Indgs jor(-#)).[dim O] = RI'.(Sp¥,.#)[dim O + dim vg + dim v,

where v = Lie V' is the Lie algebra,

Sp¥ = {9Qo € Go/Qu | Ady-12€ ¢ *(0)} 50, gQo— q(Ad,-1 2)

and .7 = p*.7 is the inverse image of .#, which is a local system on Sp?. We view RFC(Spg, 5’) as an
object of the equivariant category D%GO(Z)(pt), so that its cohomology is a module over the component

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

Proposition 4.5.1. Given a pair 7 = (C,.%£) € II, the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) m lies in the &-block Il¢;
(i) there exists a 0-stable parabolic subgroup Q C G containing M as Levi factor such that

Homy, (76, (2)) (<, He(SpY,. 7)) #0 for z € C;
(111) there exists a 0-stable parabolic subgroup Q C G containing M as Levi factor such that
Homg, (jor, Indg; IC(.)) # 0.

Proof. We prove (ii) = (iii). Making use of (8), we deduce
Hom¢, (jorZ, Indgs IC(.)) = Hom'Zzz(z)(Zz, RI.(Sp?,.#)) for certain n € Z.

The vanishing of H%(Sp¥,.#) in odd degrees [25, 14.10(c)] implies that the spectral sequence
EYY =Ext?  (Z,HY(Sp?, 7)) = Hom%™! | (Z,, RT<(Sp?, )

Gg(z)

degenerates at Ey; in particular, the non-vanishing of ES'? implies that of HomqZGD (»(Zx, RI.(Sp¥,.7))
for g € Z. -

The implication (iii) = (i) follows from Proposition 4.4.3, which is applicable because p-positive e-
spirals exist for every regular cocharacter u € Ap.

We prove (i) = (ii) following the strategy of [22, §7.2] and [23, §5.2]. Assume that m € II¢. Choose
an sly-triplet (z,h, f) with z € C, h € gg and f € g_q and let ¢ € X,(Gp) be such that die(1) = h. Let
p* € Pe (with e = d/|d|) and h. € & be the spiral and splitting factor attached to (z,h, f) defined in
§1.5:

pfl = L22n/dgﬂ7 hn = én/dgﬂ7

so that z € hg holds in particular. Let ¥y and Iy denote the counterparts of ¥ and II for H, see
Remark 2.3.3.

By Lemma 1.5.1, the inclusion Zp,(2) C Zg,(z) induces an isomorphism on component groups:
70(Zm,(2)) = m0(Zag,(2)), the restriction £ [cnp, is an irreducible Hy-equivariant local system and
the pair 7’ := (CNhg,Z |ony,) € Iy satisfies

Indgg IC, 2 1C, ®F

for some .# € D"(gi!) (see the arguments of [24, §7.1]). As IC, lies in Dgo(ggil)g, the orthogonal
decomposition (3) from §2.3 implies that 7’ lies in the ¢’-block for some & = (L', l,,%") € Ty which is
Go-conjugate to ¢ and satisfies I[, C b,; therefore, up to replacing (z, h, f) and ¢ with a Go-conjugate,
we may assume that [, C b, holds and 7’ lies in the £-block. Hence, there exists a Z-graded parabolic
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subalgebra p, C b, which contains [, as Z-graded Levi subalgebra such that the £ -isotypic component
of the cohomology H®(Sp’, €) is non-zero, where

Spl = {gPy € Hy/Py | Ad,-1z € (¢")1(0)} Pyly, gPy— q"(Ad,-1 2),

¢* : pg — g is the projection and € is the inverse image (p')*%. Up to replacing P with aPa~! for some
a € Hy, we may assume that z € py.

The f-isotropic Levi subgroup M = Zg(Z§) satisfies M N H = L. Pick any #-stable parabolic group

@ C G which contains M as Levi factor and satisfies @ N H = P. Taking (-fixed points of szQ yields an
identity of virtual representations:

(9) S (=1 HZSPL, L)) =Y (1) HE((Sp?)", L)

nez neZ

The connected components of (szQ)L can be described as follows: let g1Qo,- - ,g-Qo be a complete

list of representatives of Hy-orbits in (Go/Qo)", where 1 = g1, 92, ,gr € Go. For each ¢ € {1,--- ,r},
set P! = ¢;Qg; ' N H, L' = g;Mg;* N H. The Lie algebras p’ = Lie P’ and I' = Lie L’ are equipped
with the induced Z-gradings from b,. Let ¢’ : p;, — [} denote the projection. The following diagram is
commutative:

Adg, i
0d ——— Adgz Qe < Pg

J{q J{Adgi OQOAd;il lqi
Ad

my —r Ady, mg ¢— [fi
We have (Sp%)* = |, SpZPi, where
Spfi = {aPOi € Ho/Pi| Ad; 'z € Ad,, qil(O)} < Sp¥,  aPi s agiPy.

Up to renumbering, we may assume that Spf " non-empty for 1 <4 <7’ and empty for r’ < i <r. For
each i € {1,--- 7"}, up to replacing g; with ag; for some a € Hy satisfying aP¢ € Spfl, we may assume
furthermore that P? € Sp’”.

We show that Ady, ONby coincides with the open L-orbit ifi C 1 fori € {1,---,r'}. The intersection
is non-empty — indeed, Ad_ " z lies in ¢~(O) and hence 2’ := Ady, q(Ad, ' z) = ¢'(2) lies in Ady, ONha.
As O is a distinguished My-orbit, so is the conjugate Ady, O a distinguished g;Myg, Lorbit and thus
each element of Ady O Nbg is in a distinguished L§-orbit. The openness of distinguished orbits in the
Z-graded setting 22, 4.3] implies that Ad,, O N b, coincides with the unique open Lj-orbit ifi

We show that the adjoint action of g; induces a Z-graded isomorphism [, — [L for i € {1,--- 7'}
Let (2/,1/, f') be an sly-triplet in [ satisfying 2z’ € [5, b/ € Iy and f' € [_4 and ¢/ € X, (Lg) such that
dd/ (1) = h'. Up to replacing (2/,h', f',//) with an Lg-conjugate, we may assume that ' € X, (5). Then,
Ady, 2" € Ady,, ONbhy = T}i holds. On the other hand, we have Ad,, 2’ € Ady, 41 = ?dgi ‘1. We may
write g; = ab with a € Hy and b € Ng,(S), so that the image of Ady ¢ € X, (S5) commutes with that
of Ad;'t = 1. Hence, we can define a cocharacter // € X, (L) by «(t) = u(t) Ady, //(t7'). Now,
centralises the element 2/, which lies in the distinguished L{-orbit ifl; the distinguishedness implies that
the image of ¢/’ lies in Zy: and hence [}, = QAS 9" [ holds for n € Z, which implies the claim.

For i € {1,---,7'}, the adjoint action of g; transports the cuspidal pair (?d,‘ﬁ) on Iy to a cuspidal
pair ([}, %) on [} and (O,.%) to the distinguished primitive pair (O%,.#%) on Ad,, m, attached to the
LY-cuspidal support (L%, [2,¢"). Consider

Pt Spfi — (EZ, aP} — ¢'(Ad, -1 2), where ¢":p’; — [} is the projection.
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The restriction .7 |Sppi is isomorphic to €7 := (p')*%". It follows that we have a decomposition:

’ ’

He((Sp?)", ) = EDH:(SpL", ") = H(SpL, ¢) @ D HE(Spl*, %7).

i=1 i=2
It is known by [22, 7.6] and [25, 14.10(c)] that the cohomology groups H®(Sp%,.#) and HS(Spl", ¢") for
each i € {1,--- 7'} vanish in odd degrees; this parity condition and the equation (9) imply the existence

of an isomorphism in Crmo(Zg,(2))-mod:

Puz(sp?..7) = Pupspl.¢) e PPz (Spl, ¢").
neZ nezZ 1=2 n€Z

Since the right-hand side contains ., as direct summand, so does the left-hand side. 0

Remark 4.5.2. The spiral version of Proposition 4.5.1, namely that every pair m € II appears in the
fibres of the cohomology of the induced complex Indy%IC(%) for some e-spiral p. € Pg with e = 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 p-positive for some regular
cocharacter ;1 € A which depends on 7. 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 IT and
supercuspidal supports on gq. 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 (0,.%) € II is called supercuspidal if for every 6-stable proper parabolic
subalgebra q C g with nil-radical v, the vanishing condition

HZ(OQ (Z—I—Ui),y |Oﬁ(z+ui)) =0

holds for every z € qq.

Equivalently, (O,.¥) is a supercuspidal pair if the extension jo.# € Dgo (ggﬂ) is annihilated by the

parabolic restriction (2.6) along every proper #-stable parabolic algebra of g, where jo : O < ggﬂ is the
inclusion of orbit.

Theorem 5.1.2. Given a pair m = (C,%) € 11, the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) The pair m is supercuspidal.
(i1) The Go-orbit C is distinguished (§4.3) and the local system £ is clean.
(iii) There exists an LY-cuspidal support § = (L, 1., €) € T such that Z1,/(Za N Gy) is a finite group
and m is isomorphic to the primitive pair attached to &.

Proof of Theorem 5.1.2. Let £ = (L, 1, %) € ¥ be an LY-cuspidal support such that 7 € II¢.

We prove (iii) = (i). Let Q@ C G be any f-stable proper parabolic subgroup. There exists by
Corollary 1.6.4 a cocharacter A € X, (Gyp) such that q = gog and M = Zg(A) is a O-stable Levi factor of

Q. Let jo : C — ggﬂ be the inclusion of orbit. It follows that jo1.Z lies in Dgg (ggﬂ)g by Lemma 2.4.1

and thus Resﬁi joZ = 0 by adjunction since no Go-conjugate of L is contained in M (otherwise, L
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would be centralised by some Gy-conjugate of A, contradicting the finiteness of Z1,/(ZaNGy)). It follows
that 7 is supercuspidal.

We prove (ii) = (iii). Let (O,.”) € II¢ be the primitive pair on g4 attached to &, which is clean by
Proposition 4.2.2. If C # O, then the cleanness of . and . implies that

Hom$, (IC,,IC(.7)) = Hom @™ O~ C(je, & jo,.7) = 0,

which contradicts Proposition 3.5.1; hence C = O holds and 7 2 (0O,.¥) by Lemma 4.2.1. The distin-
guishness of the orbit C implies that L is semisimple.

We prove (i) = (ii). Set M = Zg(Z3) and let (O,.%) € Il be the primitive pair on my attached to
. By Proposition 4.5.1(1)=-(iii), there exists a #-stable parabolic subgroup @ C G which contains M as
Levi factor such that
(10) Homg, (jor., Indg; IC(.)) # 0.

The adjunction (§2.6) implies that Resﬁ% jarZ # 0. Then, the supercuspidality of 7 implies that
M = @Q = G holds. In particular, O is a distinguished Go-orbit. Consequently, (10) implies ji, IC(.7) # 0
and the cleanness of (O,.#) shown in Proposition 4.2.2 implies that C = O implies. Then, Lemma 4.2.1
implies that 7 2 (O,.%) holds. Hence, C = O is distinguished and 7 is clean. O

5.2. Supercuspidal supports.

Definition 5.2.1. A supercuspidal support on gq is a triplet (M, O,.), where M C G is a f-isotropic
Levi subgroup and (O, .%) € II; is a supercuspidal pair on mg.

Two supports (M,0,.%) = (M',0',.%") are said to be Go-conjugate if there exists a pair (g,7)
consisting of an element g € G such that gMg~' = M’, Ad, O = O’ and an isomorphism 7 : g*.%" = .7.
Given an LY-cuspidal support £ = (L, [, %), put M = Zg(Z?) and let (O, .%) be the primitive pair on
mg attached to £&. Then, Theorem 5.1.2 implies that (O,.7) is a supercuspidal pair on mg and, conversely,
every supercuspidal support arises this way. We call { = (M, O,.”) the supercuspidal support attached

to €.
Let ¢ = (M, 0,.¥) be a supercuspidal support on gq. In view of the cleanness (Theorem 5.1.2) of .,
we have 5.7 [dim O] 2 IC(¥) & j..#[dim O], where j : O < my is the inclusion.

Definition 5.2.2. Given a supercuspidal support { = (M, O,.7), we say that ( is a supercuspidal support
of a pair (C,.¢) € II if there exists a 6-stable parabolic subgroup @ C G with Levi decomposition
@ = MYV such that the following holds:

Hot (76, (o) (22 HE(SPE, 7)) £0 Wz e C,

where
sz = {QQQ S GQ/QQ | Adg*1 EAS qil(o)} ﬂ> Ov gQQ = q(Adgfl Z)a
g : qq4 — mq is the projection and S = p*Z.

Theorem 5.2.3. Let £ € ¥ be an LY-cuspidal support and let ¢ be the supercuspidal support attached to
&. Then, ¢ is a supercuspidal support a pair m € II if and only if w lies in the &-block Ile.

Proof. The statements follow immediately from Theorem 5.1.2 and Proposition 4.5.1. 0

In particular, the supercuspidal support of a pair (C,.Z) € II is unique up to Gy-conjugacy.

Example 5.2.4 (Principal block). Choose a pinning F = (B,T,a) as in §1.2 and set S = (T7E)°.
Consider the LY-cuspidal support & = (S, s4,dp), where s, is the trivial Z-grading on s = Lie S and
dg is the constant sheaf with coefficients in C on s4 = 0. The supercuspidal support attached to & is
Co = (T,0,0p). Given z € gijll, let

(G/B)! ={gB € G/B| Ady-1 2 € b; Yw € p,, g '0(w)(g) € B}.
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There is an isomorphism
LI sp2™" = (G/B) h(gBg ) hgB.
9Be(G/B)?
Therefore, the simple constituents of H*((G/B)?,C) for various z form the principal series II¢. 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 gq,
which is an involutive equivalence on C;-monodromic complexes (§2.5):

~

FS £ DY (0205 7 % D (g_o)5F
for each n € Z/m, see [10, §3.7].

Definition 6.1.1. A simple perverse sheaf .# € Irr Pervg,(gq) is called orbital if .7 is concentrated
in gj'; it is called anti-orbital if its Fourier-Sato transform FS(.%) is concentrated in g%; it is called
bi-orbital if it is both orbital and anti-orbital.

Since supp FS(.%) for a monodromic sheaf .# equals the image of the singular support SS(.%) under
the projection gg X g—q — g—q the bi-orbital condition for .# is equivalent to that SS(.#) lies in gzﬂ X g‘lﬂd.
Let 1™ C I denote the subset of pairs m € II such that IC, is bi-orbital. The main theorem is the

following;:
Theorem 6.1.2. Let 7 € II. Then, 7 € II™! holds if and only if there exist a supercuspidal support

(M,0,) and a 0-stable parabolic subgroup Q C G containing M as Levi factor such that (O, ) € HI]{}II
holds and IC is a direct summand of the perverse cohomology of Indﬁi IC().

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

Remark 6.1.3. Let £ € T with supercuspidal pair (O,.7) € Iy ¢ attached to . Note that even if IC(.¥)
is bi-orbital, there can be non-bi-orbital sheaves in the same block, namely that HE“ C II¢ 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 { € T. We describe the finite root system which underlies the
relative affine root system (ag, Rgt) introduced in §3.3. Let ¢ = (M, O,.%) be the supercuspidal support
attached to . In particular, M = Zg(Z3) is the smallest Levi subgroup of G containing L and (O, .%)

is the primitive pair attached to £. Set e g = X.(Z7)g and ¢c = ec g ® R. Then, a¢ is a principal

homogeneous ec-space under the action of translations. For each relative affine root o € R?f, let & be its

derivative, considered as element of the dual vector space e of e¢c. Define

Re={acef|acR¥}.
Then, (e¢c, R¢) is the underlying finite root system of (ag,Rgf). Let W, denote its Weyl group. The
elements of Wgaf which act as translations on as form a free abelian group A¢. It can be shown that A
is a subgroup of X, (Z%). There is a canonical isomorphism VVgaf J/Ae = We. Under the quotient map
p: ng — We, the stabiliser Wg‘fx is mapped injectively into W¢. Then, Lemma 3.3.3 implies that

(11) P(WEL) = Nay(Z7) /Mo
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The following is immediate from Lemma 3.3.3:

Lemma 6.2.1. The conjugacy action of Ng,(Z3) on ec induces an isomorphism Ng,(Z3)/My =
P(WES)- A

Let Q¢ denote the set of §-stable parabolic subalgebra q of g which contains m as Levi factor, indexed
by the set of Weyl chambers of the root system (ae, Re). The group p(W?tx) acts e¢c and induces an action

on Q¢ via (11). Let Q. denote the set of p(ng)—orbits, or equivalently (due to Lemma 6.2.1), the set
of Gy-conjugacy classes in Q.

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

Py = @ Hom¢, (Indf2IC(.7), Indj2 IC(%));.
e, p.EP;
Via Theorem 3.4.1, Py; acquires an ‘H¢-module structure. Recall the idempotent 1y € H, introduced in
§A 4.

Proposition 6.3.1. Assume that G is simply connected and almost simple. Then, there is a canonical
isomorphism of He-modules Py = Helvy. In other words, Py is a compact projective He-module and the
algebraic KZ functor V is isomorphic to Homy, (Py, —).

Proof. We view A¢ as subgroup of X, (Z$). Fix ap € A* such that A = {& | @ € A\ {ap}} is a
basis for (e¢, R¢). Let v € A¢ be an element such that (y,a) > 0 for every a € A. Write t_, € W;f
for the image of —v under the inclusion A¢ C W;f described in §6.2. Given w € W, the e-spiral ?p,
with @ = wt_, is (—w~y)-positive in the sense of §4.4.2. Consequently, setting “q = Z/g, we have by
Proposition 4.4.3 -
Indz; 1C(%) = Indis, 1C(.7).

It follows that

Pv= & Homg, (Indg;IC(.#),Indgs IC(%)))
g€, p.EP;

T P  Homy (ndf 1C(),Indj;, IC(6))) = Hely.

wep(Wg‘fx)\Wc yGW?’fx\Wg‘f

1

We obtain an algebraic characterisation for parabolically induced sheaves:

Corollary 6.3.2. Let 7 € Il;. Then, IC, is a direct summand of ?7° Indﬂi IC(”) for some q € Q¢ if
and only if the simple module L. € He-mod attached to m under Theorem 3.4.2 satisfies V(L) # 0.

6.4. Projective and relatively injective modules. Set ¢ = d/|d|. Consider the subcategories
He-proj C H¢-Mod and He-injz, C He-Mod from §A.4. The same definitions apply to the oppo-
site HoP.

3

Given & € Dgg(gi), we set

Mz = P Hom¢, (F,Indp31C(%))" € He -Mod,
P €T

Nz = @D Hom (Indpt1C(%), #)" € H -Mod,
p.EBE



24 WILLE LIU

where the H¢-module structure is given by the Yoneda product.

Proposition 6.4.1. For every simple orbital sheaf . € Irr Pervcg(ggil)g, we have M g € H¢-proj and
; we have Mz € He-injz,

nil

Ng € ’ng -proj. For every simple anti-orbital sheaf F € Irr Perve,(ga)g
and Nz € HP-injz, .

Proof. Let .# € IrrPervg, (g “‘1)5. Then, there exists p. € *Pg such that ¥ is a direct summand of

the perverse cohomology of Indgi IC(¥). It follows that M & is a direct summand of H¢. Therefore
Mg € He-proj holds. Similar arguments show that Nz € H;” -proj holds.

Let F € Irr PerVGQ(gi)gﬂ. Then, there exists p, € B, such that 7 is a direct summand of the

perverse cohomology of the (—e)-spirally induced complex ¢ := Indgi IC(¥). Lemma 6.4.2 below implies
that My € He-injz, holds. O

Lemma 6.4.2. Let p, € Pg and pi € P, be opposite spirals. Put & = Indg%IC(%) and 9' =
d

Indi% IC(€). Then, are canonical isomorphisms in ng -Mod:
d

Mc\; = @ Hong(Mglx,Zg) %Ng/, M(\;, %Ng

zGW?fx

Proof. For any & € Db (gg‘l)g, we have isomorphisms:
Homg; (¢, #) = Homj, (IC(%), resii Z) = Hom}, (res Z,1C(%))Y
= Homy, (Res§§ Z,1C(%))Y = HomGg(ﬁ, 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 .%, we obtain the isomorphism

g = Ny by summing over . = Indgj IC(%¥) for p. € Bg. The proof of the other isomorphism is
similar. O

Lemma 6.4.3. Set S = (H'Zo) x, regarded as commutative formal differential graded algebra. There
is a bi-functorial isomorphzsm in DG(S):

RHom;, (Z,%) = RHoms(RHom_, (4, 7), S|-2D])

some D € N.

Proof. Let B = H?, o The arguments of [29, Proposition 2.4] apply for Z-graded Lie algebras I, and show
that there is an equivalence of triangulated categories:

(12) D}, (Iy)e = DG(B),

where DG(B) is the derived category of finitely generated dg-modules over B. As Z3 is a torus, B is
a graded polynomial ring with generators in degree 2. As W‘“; acts on ag by reflections, the invariant
subalgebra S is a graded polynomial ring and B is a symmetric algebra over S with trace map 7: B — S,
which is homogeneous of degree —2D, where D = #{a € Rgf | a(x) = 0}/2.

Suppose that M, N are semi-free dg-modules over . The trace pairing
Hom$ (M, N) x Homy(N, M) — Hom}(N, N) % B T S[-2D]

induces a quasi-isomorphism Homp (M, N) — Hom%(Homg(N, M), S[—2D]). Via the equivalence (12),
it produces the required isomorphism. O
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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 IC; 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 & € T be an LY-cuspidal support such that 7 € Il¢ and let H¢ be the spectral
completion of degenerate double affine Hecke algebra attached to £ (§3.4). Proposition 6.4.1 implies that
Mz = Mic, lies in He-projNHe -injz,. By Theorem A.4.1, this condition implies that the cosocle
Ly = cosocy, (My) € He-mod satisfies V(L;) # 0. Hence, Corollary 6.3.2 implies that IC; is a direct
summand of the perverse cohomology of Indg; IC(.#) for some q € Q.

It remains to show that IC(.) is bi-orbital. Indeed, the adjunction yields
Homj,, (Resqr ICx, IC(.#)) = Homy,, (IC, Indgt IC(.#)) # 0,
so that IC(”) is a direct summand of ?.77°¢ Resﬂi IC: by Proposition 4.3.3. Since
FS(Resgr ICr) = Resq 1 FS(IC,) € Dy (m™),
it follows that IC(.) is bi-orbital. O

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 Dgg(ggﬂ)"ld be the thick subcategory
of Dgg(ggﬂ) generated by the image of the parabolic induction functor (§2.6)

Indgs : Dy, (m3") — D, (g5")

along every f-stable proper parabolic subalgebra q C g and from any #-stable Levi factor m C q. We call
a pair 7 € II cuspidal if IC, does not lie in Dgg(gi)"ld.

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 I is supercuspidal.

Proof. Suppose that 7 € II"! is cuspidal. Then, Theorem 6.1.2 shows that there exists a supercuspidal
support ¢ = (M, 0,.%) on gy satisfying (O,.7) € I}l and a parabolic subalgebra q € Q. such that IC,
is a direct summand of *.#* Ind§? IC(.#), so it lies in the thick subcategory generated by Indg% IC(.%).
The cuspidality of = implies that q = g holds and it follows that IC, 2 IC(.). - O

Remark 7.1.2. Cuspidal pairs may not be supercuspidal in general. The former has been studied in [34,

|. 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 = Lie B and t = LieT denote the
corresponding Lie algebras and set

d={(9B,z) € G/Bxg| Ad," z € [b,b]},
§={(9B.g'B,2) € G/BxG/Bxg| Ad,'z€[b,b], Ad,' z € [b,b]} = g xg .
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There is an action of G x C* on g and g by:
((h,7), (9B, 2)) — (hgB,r~' Ady 2), ((h,7),(9B,gB’,2)) — (hgB,hg'B,r~' Ady, 2).
The fixed point subvarieties of a pair (s,q) € T x C* in g, § and § under this action are given by
g;={z€0| Adsz=qz}, (G/B)*={g9BeG/B|g 'sge B},
9, =8N ((G/B)*Ngg),  §; =95 a3 85

They are stable under the action of the subgroup G* x C* = Zg(s) x C* C G x C*. Given any
z€gyN g™l the centraliser G5 = Zg (s, z) acts by left multiplication on the Springer fibre

(G/B); ={gB € (G/B)*| Ady-1 z € b},
inducing an action of the component group my(G%) on the cohomology group H®((G/B)%).

Lemma 7.2.1. Let (s,q) € T x C* and assume that g # 1 and G*® is connected. Then, given an element
z€gyn gl and a character x € mo(GS)", the following conditions for (s,x) are equivalent:

(i) The x-isotypic component of the mo(G%)-action on H*((G/B)%) is non-zero and the intersection
complex 1C,, with coefficients in x has nilpotent singular support:

SS(ICy) C (g5 x g5-1) N (g™ x g"").

(i) 1Cy is a direct summand of * #*w;C, where 7° : g; — g; is the projection.

Proof. If ¢ is not a root of unity, then g;il C gl holds, so the statement is reduced to the main theorem
of [12]. We assume therefore that ¢ is a root of unity of order m € Z>1.

We treat first the case where s™ € Z¢ holds. In this case, we may find a cocharacter ¢ : C* — G4 =
G/Z¢ such that 1(q) = Ad,. We pick a t-stable Borel pair (B,T') of G. Let 8 = |,,, be the restriction.
Then, 6 yields a Z/m-grading on G as in §1.2 and &, = (T, t, dp) € ¥ is an LY-cuspidal support. We see
readily that g§ = g1 and G* = G hold. We are in the situation of Example 5.2.4 and (G/B)? = (G/B)*.
Let %, denote the Go-equivariant local system given by (%), = x. Then, Theorem 5.2.3 implies that
(Adg, z,-%y) lies in II¢, if and only if the x-isotypic component of the G:-action on H*((G/B)%) is
non-zero. The statement follows from Theorem 6.1.2.

In the general case where s € T' may not satisfy s™ € Zg, we consider

H=Zg(s™), Bu=BNH, bh:=LeH= g

WEfim
We have, gzil = h;il and G° = H*® hold. We define the analogue of g for bh:
b= {(hBm,z) € (H/By) x b | Ad," 2 € [b,6] N h}.
The varieties of fixed points (H/Bg)® and f)fl are defined in a similar manner. As s™ € Zg, the previous
case applies to H, so that the conditions (i) and (ii) are equivalent for the datum (H, z, x).
Choose a lifting w € Ng(T') for every w € W(G,T) = Ng(T')/T and set
Y={w|weW(G,T), wBw 'NH=Byg}C Ng(T).
Then, there are G®-equivariant morphisms
by x S —L— g;
J/ﬂ';loprl lﬂs p(hBm, z,w) = (hwB, 2)

_ T (9B, z) = 2
by — 9o w3 (hBy,z) = z,
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where p is an isomorphism. This diagram induces isomorphisms
Homg: (x, H*((G/B)?)) = Hompy: (x, H*((H/Bg)?)) © CE
P niC 2P ny;,,C® CX.

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

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, A C R the basis attached to B and W =
Ng(T)/T the Weyl group generated by the simple reflections {so},cn. The affine Hecke algebra K
attached to G with parameter ¢ := exp(27i(n/m)) is the unital associative algebra over C generated by
{ X"} jex () YU{Tw},ew subject to the following relations:

X0 =1; XMXY=XFV  vuveX*T);

TwTy =Ty, Yw,y € W such that {(wy) = L(w) + (y);

(To —q)(T+1)=0, VYaeA, whereT, =Ts, ;

T XH — X5WT, = (g —1)(X* = XW) /(1 - X~ VaeA, Vue X*(T).

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

(13) K* = C[T/Wly @cryw) K = K& (87, [s] = Ws e T/W.

The bivariant Riemann—Roch theorem yields an isomorphism

(14) K§ (857 = HE (87)6

Via the homomorphisms (13) and (14) one obtains an action of the affine Hecke algebra K on the
cohomology group H*((G/B)3,C) for every z € g™ N g, called Springer action, which commutes with

the G2-action. For (s,q) € TxC*, let Hls],izl; denote the set of G*-conjugacy classes of pairs (z, x) satisfying

condition (i) of Lemma 7.2.1 and for each (2, x) € II2}, we set

Ay = Homgs (x, H*((G/B)3,C)) € K-mod, .

Let cosock A, , denote the cosocle of A, , as K-module.

Theorem 7.2.2. For q# 1 and s € T, the Springer action of K with parameter q induces a bijection
H;’g = IrrK-mod,, (2, ) — cosock Zz,x-

Proof. Let & = Endg.(m2C){ denote the completed extension algebra. The general theory of extension

algebras |1, §8| implies that there is a ring isomorphism & = HS" (§5)p and the assignment

F + cosocg Homy. (Z,m2C){ = Homgs (F,P 7#°m:C)

is a bijection from the set of (isomorphism classes of) simple constituents of P 727*7£C to the set of simple
E-modules. The simple connectedness of [G, G| implies that G* is connected. By Lemma 7.2.1, the simple
constituents are simple perverse sheaves of the form IC, with (z,x) € H’gf}]. The arguments of [11] via
weight structure show that ZZ,X is a quotient of Homg,. (IC,, m3C){', so they have the same simple cosocle
as £-modules. Since A, is finite-dimensional, the isomorphisms (13) and (14) imply that

cosock A, = cosocg A, , = Homg: (IC,, P #*wC).
This concludes the proof. O

Remark 7.2.3. This result was originally announced by I. Grojnowski in [38, Theorem 1]. It generalises
the Deligne-Langlands correspondence established in [12] to the case where ¢ is allowed to be a root of
unity.
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8. EQUIVARIANT SHEAVES UNDER 6-INVARIANT SUBGROUPS

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

8.1. Component group. Let (B,T) be a #-stable Borel pair for G, p : G — G the simply connected
cover of the derived subgroup [G,G] and T = G xg T. The component group of GY, denoted by T', can
be described in terms of group cohomology:

I:=G?/Gy = ker(H' (ptm, m1(G)) = H (o, G)),

where p.,, acts on 71 (G) and G via 6. In particular, I' is a finite abelian group.

8.2. Change of equivariance for sheaves. We will write II and I for the G?-equivariant coun-
terparts of II and II™!. Similarly, given a f-isotropic Levi subgroup M C G, we will write I, and
I3 for the M?-equivariant counterparts of Iy, and IT4l. The notion of supercuspidal pairs (§5.1.1),
supercuspidal support (§5.2.1) and cuspidal pairs (§7.1) also have an obvious G’-equivariant counterpart.

Given subgroups Gg € K C H C G‘g, we define an induction functor
Indjf := f.f* = fif' : Dj(ga) = D (ga),

where f is the finite étale morphism:
foHx®gq4— g4, [9:2]— Ad, 2.

The finite étale property of f implies that Indg 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 Indg and the restriction of equivariance: Res® : D%(gi) — D%(gi).

The adjoint action induces an action of G? on II preserving IT"! and this action factorises through the
component group G? — I'. Given 7 = (C,.%) € II, we write [r] € II/T for the I'-orbit of 7 and set

H, =Stabge(n), Tr=H./Gy, Ax=Endg, (Indi7ICy).

It is a standard fact that A, is a twisted group algebra of I';; whose isomorphism class is classified by an
element of the group cohomology H?(I',, C*). The latter vanishes because I'; C I is abelian. Therefore,
A is semisimple and commutative.

Let A2 denote the set of simple characters of A,. Given x € A2, the x-isotypic component of
Indg[’)r IC; is a simple H-equivariant perverse sheaf, denoted by %, .

Proposition 8.2.1. The induction Indgi Fyx 15 a simple GY -equivariant perverse sheaf. This yields a
bijection.:
|| Ay =T
[7]ell/T

which sends (m,x) with = € Il and x € AL to the pair 7t € IT such that Indgjr Fyx = 1Cx. Moreover,

7 € I (resp. m is cuspidal / supercuspidal) if and only if & € IInil (resp. T is cuspidal / supercuspidal).
O

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

0 1)
mgﬁGe XUqugGG XQ qilﬂgi, gieqiimi.

The parabolic induction extends to GY-equivariant and M?-equivariant derived categories:
—=g 1 sras .
Ind,, = 7.(6%) Lo [dim vy + dimv,] : DY,6 (mg) — D2e (ga)

d
a4
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It commutes with the transitivity with the induction of equivariance:
— 0 0
Ind,; Ind}f, = Indg, Ind2

. =—0d A . . . =—0d 04 |
We define similarly Res;, and resfj, so that there is are adjunctions: Res;, Ind; - resfj.

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 GY-equivariant sheaves, the proof of which is left to the reader.

Corollary 8.4.1. Given a pair T = (C,f) e I, the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) The pair 7 is supercuspidal.
(i) The orbit C is distinguished and the local system £ is clean.
O

Qorollary 8.4.2. Let # € II. Then, 7t € I holds if and only Z]f there exist a supercuspidal support
¢ = (M,0,%) and a parabolic subalgebra q € Df such that (O,.7) € 14 holds and 1C; is a simple

. —08d -
constituent of the perverse cohomology of Indqi IC(). 0
Corollary 8.4.3. Every cuspidal pair in Imil g supercuspidal. O

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,Aaf) be a based irreducible reduced
affine root system, where a is a euclidean affine space, R is a set of R-valued affine functions on a and
A2t C R is a basis. The affine Weyl group is denoted by W#f and the extended affine Weyl group Wext.

Let ¢ = (ca)acra be a Wt invariant family of complex numbers. Let Cla] denote the ring of regular
functions on ac = a ®g C. The degenerate double affine Hecke algebra with parameters ¢ attached to
(a, R, Aaf) is the unital associative C-algebra on the vector space H = CW# ® C[a] subject to the
following relations:

e Each of the subspaces CW* ® 1 and 1 ® Cla] is given the usual ring structure;
e a € CW? and f € C[a] multiply by juxtaposition: (a® 1)(1® f) =a® f;
e a € A* and f € C[a] satisfy the following equation:

(5a®@1)A@f) = (1@ f)(sa ®1) =1& Cq

f=*f

For each = € ag, let 0, C C[a] be the defining ideal of x, which is the maximal ideal generated by
{f—f(x)| f € Cla]}. Given any module M € H-Mod, consider for each = € ac the generalised x-weight
space in M:

M, = U {aeM|ola=0}.
N>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

In other words, the polynomial subalgebra C[a] acts locally finitely on M with eigenvalues in the W3-
orbit of x € ac.
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A.2. Spectral completion. We review the notion of spectral completion. Given any W -orbit [x] :=
Watx in ac, the spectral completion of H at [x] is defined to be

H* = Clalfy @ce H, - Claly = €D Clal2-
r€[x]
We will write H = H* when x € a is fixed. It can be shown that the ring structure on H induces a natural
non-unital ring structure on H*. For each z € [x], let 1, € (C[a][Ax] denote the idempotent corresponding
to the projection onto the direct factor Cla]) C (C[a][Ax]. We will also denote 1, = 1, ® 1 € H*.

Let H*-Mod denote the category of left H*-modules N satisfying H*N = N. The assignment
M — (C[a][Ax] ®@cla) M yields an exact functor C* : H-Mod — H*-Mod, called spectral completion.

Theorem A.2.1. The spectral completion C* restricts to an equivalence of categories Ox(H) =
H* —modﬂ.

A.3. Generic fibre. The categorical centre of H
Z* = End(ldH —Mod)

can be identified with the completion of the ring (C[CL]W:f at the defining ideal of x € ac. By the
Chevalley—Shephard-Todd theorem, Z* is a complete regular local ring and C[a]/ is free over Z* for
every z € [x]|. Let K be the field of fractions of Z*.

Proposition A.3.1. The spectral completion H* is free over Z*. Moreover, H}; = K ®zx H* 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?#. Consider the polynomial
representation P = H/H{sa —1l]jae Aaf} of H. The spectral completion P* = C*P € H*-Mod is
a faithful H*-module free over Z*. One can verify that the action map H* — endzx(P*) becomes an
isomorphism after base change to K, where endzx(P*) C Endz=(P*) is the non-unital subalgebra of
endomorphisms of finite rank. O

A.4. Algebraic KZ functor. Let ¢ be the vector space of translations on a. For each affine root o € R,
let ¢ € ¢ denote its differential. The finite root system underlying (a, R*) is defined to be (¢, R), where
R = {&| o€ R}, There exists ap € A™ such that A := {& | o € A\ {ag}} is a basis for (¢, R).
We fix the choice of ag. Let A C W denote the subgroup of translations, it is a subgroup of finite
index of the coroot lattice of the underlying finite root system of (a, R*). The quotient group Waf/A
is canonically isomorphic to the Weyl group W of (¢, R). Moreover, the stabiliser W2t = Stabyyas(x) is
mapped injectively into W under the quotient map p : Waf — Waf /A = W,

Fix an orbit Wafx C ac. For each [w] € W3 /WA, choose an element x,, € wx + A such that
Re (X, ) < 0 holds for every a € A. Consider the idempotent 1y := Z[w]ewaf/W;fA 1x, € H*. The
projective H-module H1v is independent of the choice of {xw}[w] ewatjwatp UP to canonical isomorphisms.
The algebraic KZ functor introduced in [15] is the following:

V : H*-Mod — 1yH*1yv -Mod, M — Homy(Hlv,M)=1vM.

Let (H*)°P denote the opposite ring of H*. Let H*-proj (resp. (H*)°P-proj) denotes the category
of compact projective left H*-modules (resp. compact projective right H*-modules) and let H*-inj zx
denote the category of compact left H*-modules M such that the dual

MY = @ Homzx(1.M,2*) € (H*)°"-Mod
zeEWafx

lies in (H*)°P -proj. Such objects are called relatively injective over Z*.
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Theorem A.4.1. Let L € H*-mod be a simple H-module. Then, V(C*L) # 0 holds if and only if the
projective cover of L lies in H*-proj "H* -inj zx.

Remark A.4.2. Tt has been shown in [15] that the idempotent subalgebra 1y H*1y 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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